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Foreword 

Functional analysis has long served as one of the principal pillars of modern mathematics, 

providing a rigorous framework for the study of infinite-dimensional structures, operator theory, 

approximation, optimization, and differential equations. During the past several decades, however, the 

increasing importance of uncertainty, incompleteness, inconsistency, and indeterminacy in scientific 

modeling has motivated the development of mathematical theories extending beyond the classical binary 

paradigm. Among the most influential of these are fuzzy sets, intuitionistic fuzzy sets, Pythagorean and 

Fermatean fuzzy sets, and, ultimately, neutrosophic sets, each providing progressively richer mechanisms 

for representing imperfect information. 

Neutrosophic theory, introduced by Florentin Smarandache, represents a significant conceptual 

advance by treating truth, indeterminacy, and falsity as three independent components. This independence 

offers a level of flexibility that cannot be achieved within traditional fuzzy or intuitionistic fuzzy 

frameworks and has led to numerous developments in logic, algebra, topology, decision theory, artificial 

intelligence, optimization, and engineering. Yet, despite this remarkable progress, the systematic 

development of functional analysis within a neutrosophic setting remains relatively young. 

The purpose of this book is to contribute to that development by presenting a coherent mathematical 

foundation for Neutrosophic Functional Analysis. Rather than considering isolated extensions of classical 

concepts, the volume aims to establish an integrated framework in which algebraic structures, topology, 

geometry, convergence theory, approximation, and fixed point methods naturally coexist under 

neutrosophic uncertainty. 

The first part of the book develops the foundations of neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy 

normed spaces. Beginning with the underlying notions of neutrosophic sets, continuous t-norms and t-

conorms, the exposition gradually introduces convergence, Cauchy sequences, completeness, boundedness, 

neighbourhood systems, compactness, finite-dimensional structures, norm equivalence, and approximation 

theory. Several classical results—including the Heine–Borel theorem, Riesz-type separation principles, and 

best approximation theorems—are reformulated and extended within the neutrosophic framework. 

The second part introduces a new class of mathematical structures, namely Fermatean Neutrosophic 

n-Normed Linear Spaces, combining the geometric richness of n-normed spaces with the expressive power

of Fermatean neutrosophic information. This framework incorporates volume-based geometry, independent

indeterminacy, and cubic admissibility conditions into a unified analytical model. Within this setting, the

book develops the theory of convergence, completeness, contraction mappings, Banach-type fixed point

theorems, and applications to linear and nonlinear operator equations.

Throughout the book, emphasis is placed on preserving the elegance and rigor of classical 

functional analysis while extending its concepts to environments characterized by uncertainty and 

indeterminacy. Many familiar results reappear in generalized forms, demonstrating that the neutrosophic 

setting is not merely a modification of existing theories but a natural and mathematically consistent 

extension of them. 

The presentation is intended for graduate students, researchers, and specialists working in 

functional analysis, fuzzy mathematics, neutrosophic mathematics, operator theory, approximation theory, 

nonlinear analysis, and related areas. While familiarity with classical normed spaces and basic topology is 

helpful, the exposition has been organized so that each new concept is introduced systematically, together 

with motivating examples and detailed proofs. 
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The authors hope that this volume will serve not only as a reference for existing developments but 

also as a starting point for future investigations. Numerous directions remain open, including operator 

algebras, spectral theory, variational analysis, differential and integral equations, stochastic models, 

optimization, numerical analysis, machine learning, and intelligent systems operating under uncertain 

information. It is our belief that neutrosophic functional analysis possesses the theoretical depth and 

flexibility necessary to become an important branch of modern mathematical analysis. 

Finally, we express our sincere gratitude to the many researchers whose pioneering contributions 

to functional analysis, fuzzy mathematics, intuitionistic fuzzy theory, Fermatean fuzzy sets, and 

neutrosophic mathematics have laid the foundations upon which this work has been built. We hope that the 

results presented here will stimulate further research and contribute to the continued development of this 

rapidly evolving field.. 

Mukhtar Ahmad ● Florentin Smarandache 
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Abstract. This paper introduces and studies the finite-dimensional structure of neutrosophic
intuitionistic algebra fuzzy normed spaces. The proposed framework is described by three
independent functions representing the truth-membership, indeterminacy-membership, and
falsity-membership degrees, together with a continuous t-norm and a continuous t-conorm.
Fundamental algebraic and topological notions are developed, including convergence, Cauchy
sequences, completeness, boundedness, open and closed balls, neighbourhoods, closure, density,
limit points, total boundedness, and compactness. We establish that every convergent sequence
is Cauchy and investigate the relationships among compactness, sequential compactness, to-
tal boundedness, and completeness. In particular, compactness is shown to be equivalent to
total boundedness together with completeness under the assumed neutrosophic intuitionistic
algebra fuzzy structure. We also introduce an appropriate notion of equivalence for norm-
compatible neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy norms and prove that any two such norms
on a finite-dimensional vector space generate the same convergence and topological structure.
As a consequence, a Heine–Borel type theorem is obtained: a subset of a finite-dimensional
neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy normed space is compact if and only if it is closed
and bounded. Finally, a Riesz-type separation lemma is established and used to show that
the compactness of a nontrivial closed neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy ball charac-
terizes finite-dimensionality. As an application, a neutrosophic best-approximation theorem is
obtained: every nonempty closed and bounded subset admits a weighted best approximant at
each positive scale. The resulting approximant is Pareto efficient with respect to the truth,
indeterminacy, and falsity errors, and it is unique under an appropriate strict-convexity as-
sumption.

1. Introduction

Classical normed-space theory provides a precise setting for studying convergence, complete-
ness, boundedness, compactness, and continuous linear operators. Its binary description of
membership, however, is often too rigid for mathematical models involving vagueness, in-
complete information, or indeterminacy. Zadeh’s theory of fuzzy sets initiated a systematic
treatment of graded membership [19], while Atanassov’s intuitionistic fuzzy sets supplemented
membership by a non-membership degree and the resulting hesitation margin [20]. The re-
lationships among such extensions of fuzzy-set theory were subsequently clarified in [21]. In
parallel, fuzzy compactness and fuzzy topological structures were developed in [22], and the
interaction between fuzziness and linear structure was investigated through fuzzy vector spaces

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 46A19; Secondary 46A50, 46B20, 03E72, 54D30, 41A50.
Key words and phrases. Neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy norm; algebra fuzzy normed space; finite-

dimensional space; equivalent fuzzy norms; compactness; total boundedness; Heine–Borel theorem; Riesz sepa-
ration lemma.
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and fuzzy topological vector spaces [23, 24]. These developments established the topological
and algebraic background needed for fuzzy analogues of functional analysis.

The passage from fuzzy topology to fuzzy normed spaces led to several formulations of a fuzzy
norm. Felbin’s finite-dimensional theory showed that many central features of ordinary finite-
dimensional normed spaces admit meaningful fuzzy counterparts [5]. The metrically induced
approach of George and Veeramani supplied useful Hausdorff topologies and analytic tools
for fuzzy metric spaces [25, 26]. Further work examined the topological structure generated
by fuzzy norms [16] and established compactness results in L-fuzzy Euclidean normed spaces
[4]. Thus, notions such as balls, neighbourhoods, closure, boundedness, completeness, and
compactness became available in a form compatible with graded uncertainty.

Intuitionistic fuzzy normed spaces refined this framework by describing both membership and
non-membership through a continuous t-norm and a continuous t-conorm. Park’s intuitionistic
fuzzy metric spaces [27] and the intuitionistic fuzzy topological and normed structures studied
by Saadati and Park [15] provided an influential foundation. Related properties of intuition-
istic fuzzy normed spaces were investigated by Lael and Nourouzi [28], while later analyses
clarified the relation between intuitionistic fuzzy metric and normed formulations [29]. Mod-
ified intuitionistic fuzzy metric spaces were developed in [30], and the theory was extended
to ntuitionistic 2-fuzzy n-normed spaces [31],intuitionistic fuzzy topological vector spaces [32],
and intuitionistic type-2 fuzzy normed linear spaces [33]. These studies demonstrate that the
interaction among algebraic operations, fuzzy norms, and induced topologies is both substan-
tial and sensitive to the chosen axioms. These studies demonstrate that the interaction among
algebraic operations, fuzzy norms, and induced topologies is both substantial and sensitive to
the chosen axioms [35, 34].
Another major line of research concerns generalized convergence in intuitionistic fuzzy normed

spaces. Statistical convergence was studied in [6], followed by generalized statistical convergence
[36], lacunary statistical convergence [37], and ideal convergence of double sequences [38]. Gen-
eralized ideal convergence was further developed in [39]. Cesàro and logarithmic summability,
together with associated Tauberian conditions, were treated in [40, 41], whereas rough statis-
tical convergence of double sequences was considered in [42]. Although these results greatly
enrich sequence theory, they mainly address particular convergence or summability methods
rather than a unified finite-dimensional theory of topology and compactness.

Neutrosophic analysis offers a broader representation of uncertainty by using three compo-
nents for truth, indeterminacy, and falsity [43, 44, 45]. In contrast with an intuitionistic fuzzy
pair, these components are treated separately and need not be determined by one another.
Kirişci and Şimşek formulated neutrosophic normed spaces and investigated statistical conver-
gence and statistical completeness in that setting [11], and Ahmad and Mursaleen [12]. Sub-
sequent work developed continuous and bounded linear operators [9], nonlinear operators and
Fréchet differentiation [10], and neutrosophic Tribonacci sequence spaces [7, 8]. The definition
and convergence theory were further examined through rough lacunary statistical convergence
[46, 47, 48, 49], lacunary ideal convergence [50], and deferred statistical convergence of double
sequences [51, 52]. Recent investigations have also considered stability of functional equations
[53], bounded and compact linear operators [54], and convergence involving neutrosophic oper-
ators [55]. These contributions confirm the potential of the three-component norm, but they
also show that the basic topological consequences of its axioms must be established carefully
before more specialized operator or sequence theories are developed [56].

Finite-dimensional spaces provide the natural testing ground for this foundational task. In
classical analysis, equivalence of norms, completeness of finite-dimensional spaces, the Heine–
Borel theorem, and the compactness of closed balls form a tightly connected group of results.
Related questions have been revisited for the completion of fuzzy normed linear spaces [57], for
the comparison between Felbin and Bag–Samanta fuzzy norms [58], and for finite-dimensional
fuzzy strong ϕ-b-normed linear spaces [59]. Nevertheless, the literature reviewed above does
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not provide a single systematic treatment that derives the corresponding finite-dimensional
equivalence, compactness, and separation results for a norm-compatible three-component neu-
trosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy structure. This is the gap addressed in the present paper.

Accordingly, we introduce and study finite-dimensional neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra
fuzzy normed spaces described by three functions representing truth-membership, indeterminacy-
membership, and falsity-membership degrees, together with a continuous t-norm and a contin-
uous t-conorm. We first develop the associated notions of convergence, Cauchy sequence, com-
pleteness, boundedness, open and closed balls, neighbourhood, closure, density, limit point,
total boundedness, and compactness. We prove that convergence implies the Cauchy prop-
erty and establish the relevant implications among compactness, sequential compactness, total
boundedness, and completeness. In particular, compactness is characterized by total bound-
edness and completeness under the adopted neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy axioms.
We then define an equivalence relation for norm-compatible neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra
fuzzy norms and prove that any two such norms on a finite-dimensional vector space induce the
same convergence and topology. This yields a Heine–Borel type theorem: a subset is compact
if and only if it is closed and bounded. Finally, we establish a Riesz-type separation lemma and
use it to prove that a nontrivial closed neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy ball is compact
exactly in the finite-dimensional case. As an application, every nonempty closed and bounded
subset admits a Pareto-efficient weighted neutrosophic best approximant at each positive scale,
which is unique when the set is convex and the approximation functional is strictly convex.
Together, these results provide a coherent finite-dimensional foundation for subsequent work
on operators, approximation, and functional equations in this three-component setting.

2. Literature Review

2.1. Finite-dimensional fuzzy normed spaces. Several formulations of fuzzy normed linear
spaces have been proposed, and their finite-dimensional properties depend on the adopted
definition of a fuzzy norm. Felbin [5] introduced a fuzzy norm whose value is a fuzzy real
number and developed fundamental results for finite-dimensional spaces. Bag and Samanta [1]
studied finite-dimensional fuzzy normed linear spaces under a different fuzzy-norm formulation
and established analogues of several classical results concerning convergence, completeness, and
linear structure. They also developed a theory of fuzzy bounded linear operators [2].

Compactness in finite-dimensional fuzzy normed spaces was investigated by Bag and Samanta [3],
who obtained a fuzzy analogue of the classical result that closed and bounded subsets of finite-
dimensional normed spaces are compact. In the related setting of L-fuzzy Euclidean normed
spaces, Deschrijver et al. [4] studied compact subsets and established corresponding compact-
ness criteria. These studies demonstrate that Heine–Borel type results can be recovered in
particular fuzzy-norm frameworks. Nevertheless, their proofs depend on the specific structure
of the underlying fuzzy norm and therefore cannot be transferred automatically to a norm
described by three independent components.

The topology generated by a fuzzy norm is another important issue. Sadeqi and Kia [16]
investigated the topological structure of fuzzy normed linear spaces, including the relation-
ships among fuzzy convergence, neighbourhoods, and continuity. The completion problem for
Bag–Samanta fuzzy normed linear spaces was subsequently studied by Yan [57]. Yaqub Azari
and Sadeqi [58] showed that, under appropriate assumptions, Felbin-type and Bag–Samanta-
type fuzzy norms generate equivalent topologies. Their result explains how some topological
properties may be transferred between two established fuzzy-norm models. It does not, how-
ever, address norm equivalence in a framework involving independent truth, indeterminacy, and
falsity functions.
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2.2. Intuitionistic fuzzy normed structures. Intuitionistic fuzzy normed spaces extend
fuzzy normed spaces by employing membership and non-membership functions. Their topolog-
ical basis is connected with the intuitionistic fuzzy metric and topological structures studied
by Park [27] and Saadati and Park [15]. Lael and Nourouzi [28] developed fundamental results
for intuitionistic fuzzy normed spaces, while Mursaleen and Danish Lohani [13] extended the
theory to intuitionistic fuzzy 2-normed spaces. Li, Guo, and Su [29] further examined the
relationships between intuitionistic fuzzy metric spaces and intuitionistic fuzzy normed spaces.

Topological questions have also been considered in more general intuitionistic fuzzy linear
structures. Chiney and Samanta [32] studied intuitionistic fuzzy topological vector spaces, and
Kočinac et al. [31] investigated topological properties of intuitionistic 2-fuzzy n-normed lin-
ear spaces. More recently, Biswas, Chiney, and Samanta [33] introduced intuitionistic type-2
fuzzy normed linear spaces and established some of their basic properties. These contribu-
tions broaden the available intuitionistic fuzzy structures, but a unified treatment of finite-
dimensional compactness, norm equivalence, and compact-ball characterizations is not pro-
vided.

A substantial part of the literature on intuitionistic fuzzy normed spaces is devoted to gen-
eralized convergence. Karakuş, Demirci, and Duman [6] introduced statistical convergence in
intuitionistic fuzzy normed spaces. This work was extended to generalized statistical conver-
gence [36], lacunary statistical convergence [37], and ideal convergence of double sequences [38].
Hazarika, Kumar, and Lafuerza-Guillén [39] considered generalized ideal convergence, whereas
Talo and Yavuz [40] studied Cesàro summability and related Tauberian theorems. These re-
sults provide refined sequence-convergence methods, but their principal objectives differ from
the finite-dimensional topological questions considered in the present study.

2.3. Neutrosophic normed spaces. In a neutrosophic framework, truth, indeterminacy, and
falsity are treated as independent components [61]. This differs from an intuitionistic fuzzy
structure, where the hesitation degree is determined by the membership and non-membership
values. Consequently, topological results from intuitionistic fuzzy normed spaces require sepa-
rate verification in a neutrosophic setting.

Kirişci and Şimşek [11] introduced neutrosophic normed spaces and studied statistical con-
vergence in these spaces. Subsequent investigations have focused predominantly on generalized
convergence and operator theory. Khan et al. [9] examined continuous and bounded linear op-
erators between neutrosophic normed spaces and proved the continuity of vector addition and
scalar multiplication. Khan and Khan [10] studied nonlinear operators, neutrosophic continuity,
and Fréchet differentiation.

Several generalized convergence methods have also been transferred to neutrosophic normed
spaces. Rough lacunary statistical convergence was investigated by Khan et al. [46], while Kişi
and Choudhury [51] considered deferred statistical convergence of double sequences. Chaurasiya
et al. [54] studied Cauchy sequences and different classes of bounded and compact linear opera-
tors, and Khan and Arshad [55] examined the convergence of sequences involving neutrosophic
operators. Although these works substantially develop neutrosophic convergence and operator
theory, they do not provide a complete theory connecting finite-dimensionality, compactness,
total boundedness, completeness, and equivalence of norms.

2.4. Compactness and finite-dimensionality. In classical functional analysis, finite-dimensionality
is closely related to norm equivalence, the Heine–Borel theorem, and the compactness of closed
balls. Fuzzy analogues of some of these results are known in specific settings. Bag and
Samanta [3] obtained compactness results for finite-dimensional fuzzy normed spaces, and De-
schrijver et al. [4] treated compactness in L-fuzzy Euclidean normed spaces. Das and Bag [59]
studied finite-dimensional fuzzy strong ϕ-b-normed linear spaces and extended a Riesz-type
lemma to that setting.
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2.5. Best Approximation in Fuzzy Normed Structures. Best approximation in fuzzy
normed spaces was studied by Vaezpour and Karimi [62] through t-best approximants and
t-proximinal sets. This theory was extended to simultaneous approximation by Goudarzi
and Vaezpour [63] and to intuitionistic fuzzy normed spaces by Kavikumar et al. [64]. Re-
lated existence and nearest-point results were obtained in fuzzy metric and fuzzy quasi-normed
spaces [65, 66]. These approaches use either one membership function or a membership–non-
membership pair. In contrast, the present paper introduces a weighted approximation involv-
ing the truth, indeterminacy, and falsity errors and establishes existence, Pareto efficiency, and
uniqueness under suitable compactness and convexity conditions.

These results are important precedents, but they rely on one- or two-component fuzzy norms.
In particular, they do not simultaneously accommodate three independent functions repre-
senting truth-membership, indeterminacy-membership, and falsity-membership. The classical
implication

finite-dimensionality ⇐⇒ compactness of a nontrivial closed ball

has therefore not been established for the neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy structure
considered here.

2.6. Research gap. The existing literature may be summarized in three principal directions.
First, finite-dimensional fuzzy normed spaces provide results concerning compactness, bounded-
ness, and induced topologies. Second, intuitionistic fuzzy normed spaces extend the underlying
uncertainty model and support a developed theory of generalized convergence. Third, neutro-
sophic normed spaces provide independent truth, indeterminacy, and falsity components, but
their existing theory focuses primarily on statistical convergence and operators.

What remains missing is a unified finite-dimensional theory for a neutrosophic intuitionistic
algebra fuzzy norm that simultaneously addresses:

(1) convergence, Cauchy sequences, and completeness;
(2) boundedness, total boundedness, and compactness;
(3) the equivalence of compatible norms in finite dimensions;
(4) invariance of the induced convergence and topology;
(5) a Heine–Borel type characterization of compact subsets;
(6) a Riesz-type separation result characterizing finite-dimensionality through compact closed

balls; and
(7) the existence, Pareto efficiency, and uniqueness conditions for weighted neutrosophic

best approximants.

The present study is positioned at this intersection. It extends the finite-dimensional compact-
ness theory of fuzzy normed spaces to a three-component neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra
fuzzy setting and establishes the relationships among compactness, total boundedness, com-
pleteness, norm equivalence, and finite-dimensionality.

3. Basic Properties of Neutrosophic Intuitionistic Algebra Fuzzy Normed
Spaces

In this section, we present the fundamental concepts required for the study of neutrosophic
intuitionistic algebra fuzzy normed spaces. We first recall single-valued neutrosophic sets,
continuous t-norms, and continuous t-conorms. We then introduce neutrosophic intuitionistic
algebra fuzzy absolute values and neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy norms.

Furthermore, we discuss convergence, Cauchy sequences, boundedness, completeness, neu-
trosophic intuitionistic fuzzy neighbourhoods, open and closed balls, interior points, adher-
ent points, closure, and density. These notions provide the algebraic and topological frame-
work needed for the subsequent investigation of compactness, completeness, finite-dimensional
spaces, and the equivalence of neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy norms.
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3.1. Neutrosophic Sets, t-Norms, and t-Conorms. We begin with the basic notion of a
single-valued neutrosophic set.

Definition 3.1. Let S be a nonempty set. A single-valued neutrosophic set D̃ in S is repre-
sented by

D̃ =
{(
s,ΩD̃(s),ΥD̃(s),ΘD̃(s)

)
: s ∈ S

}
,

where
ΩD̃,ΥD̃,ΘD̃ : S −→ [0, 1]

are called the truth-membership, indeterminacy-membership, and falsity-membership functions,
respectively. For every s ∈ S, they satisfy

0 ≤ ΩD̃(s) + ΥD̃(s) + ΘD̃(s) ≤ 3.

The three components in Definition 3.1 are independent. In particular, they are not required
to have sum equal to one. The quantity

σD̃(s) = ΩD̃(s) + ΥD̃(s) + ΘD̃(s)

is called the total neutrosophic information degree of s with respect to D̃.

Definition 3.2. A binary operation ∗ : [0, 1]× [0, 1] −→ [0, 1] is called a continuous t-norm if,
for all a, b, c, d ∈ [0, 1], the following conditions hold:

(1) a ∗ b = b ∗ a;
(2) a ∗ (b ∗ c) = (a ∗ b) ∗ c;
(3) ∗ is continuous;
(4) a ∗ 1 = a;
(5) if a ≤ c and b ≤ d, then a ∗ b ≤ c ∗ d.

Example 3.1. The product operation a ∗ b = ab, a, b ∈ [0, 1], is a continuous t-norm.

Example 3.2. The minimum operation a ∗ b = min{a, b}, a, b ∈ [0, 1], is a continuous
t-norm.

Definition 3.3. A binary operation ⋄ : [0, 1]× [0, 1] −→ [0, 1] is called a continuous t-conorm
if, for all a, b, c, d ∈ [0, 1], the following conditions hold:

(1) a ⋄ b = b ⋄ a;
(2) a ⋄ (b ⋄ c) = (a ⋄ b) ⋄ c;
(3) ⋄ is continuous;
(4) a ⋄ 0 = a;
(5) if a ≤ c and b ≤ d, then a ⋄ b ≤ c ⋄ d.

Example 3.3. The algebraic sum a ⋄ b = a+ b−ab, a, b ∈ [0, 1], is a continuous t-conorm.

Example 3.4. The maximum operation a ⋄ b = max{a, b}, a, b ∈ [0, 1], is a continuous
t-conorm.

Lemma 3.1. Let ⋄ be a continuous t-conorm on [0, 1]. Then

1 ⋄ 1 = 1, 0 ⋄ 1 = 1 ⋄ 0 = 1, 0 ⋄ 0 = 0.

Moreover, a ⋄ a ≥ a for every a ∈ [0, 1].

Proof. Using the identity property, we have 1 ⋄ 0 = 1. By commutativity, 0 ⋄ 1 = 1. Since ⋄
takes values in [0, 1] and is nondecreasing,

1 = 1 ⋄ 0 ≤ 1 ⋄ 1 ≤ 1.

Thus, 1 ⋄ 1 = 1. Also, 0 ⋄ 0 = 0. Finally, since 0 ≤ a, monotonicity gives a = a ⋄ 0 ≤ a ⋄ a. □

Remark 3.1. Let ⋄ be a continuous t-conorm.
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(1) If a, b ∈ (0, 1) and a > b, then there exists w ∈ (0, 1) such that a > b ⋄ w. Indeed,
b ⋄ 0 = b < a, and the assertion follows from continuity.

(2) For every ε ∈ (0, 1), there exists δ ∈ (0, 1) such that δ ⋄ δ < ε. This follows from
continuity at (0, 0) and 0 ⋄ 0 = 0.

Remark 3.2. Let ∗ be a continuous t-norm. For every ε ∈ (0, 1), there exists δ ∈ (0, 1) such
that

(1− δ) ∗ (1− δ) > 1− ε.

Indeed, the assertion follows from continuity at (1, 1) and 1 ∗ 1 = 1.

Remark 3.3. In the present three-component framework, the continuous t-norm ∗ controls
lower estimates for truth-membership values, whereas the continuous t-conorm ⋄ controls upper
estimates for both indeterminacy-membership and falsity-membership values. This convention
ensures that elements become closer to zero when their truth-membership approaches one and
their indeterminacy- and falsity-membership values approach zero.

3.2. Neutrosophic Intuitionistic Algebra Fuzzy Absolute Value Spaces. We next in-
troduce the scalar structure required in the definition of a neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra
fuzzy normed space.

Definition 3.4. Let ∗ be a continuous t-norm and let ⋄ be a continuous t-conorm. A triple
(ΩR,ΥR,ΘR) of mappings from R into [0, 1] is called a neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy
absolute value on R if, for all α, β ∈ R, the following conditions hold:

(1)
0 ≤ ΩR(α),ΥR(α),ΘR(α) ≤ 1;

(2) The mappings ΩR, ΥR, and ΘR are continuous;
(3) ΩR(α) = 1 ⇐⇒ α = 0;
(4) ΥR(α) = 0 ⇐⇒ α = 0;
(5) ΘR(α) = 0 ⇐⇒ α = 0;
(6)

ΩR(−α) = ΩR(α), ΥR(−α) = ΥR(α), ΘR(−α) = ΘR(α);

(7)
ΩR(αβ) ≥ ΩR(α) ∗ ΩR(β);

(8)
ΥR(αβ) ≤ ΥR(α) ⋄ΥR(β);

(9)
ΘR(αβ) ≤ ΘR(α) ⋄ΘR(β);

(10)
ΩR(α + β) ≥ ΩR(α) ∗ ΩR(β);

(11)
ΥR(α + β) ≤ ΥR(α) ⋄ΥR(β);

(12)
ΘR(α + β) ≤ ΘR(α) ⋄ΘR(β).

The system (R,ΩR,ΥR,ΘR, ∗, ⋄) is called a neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy absolute
value space, abbreviated as an NIAFAVS.

Example 3.5. Let λ ∈ (0, 1), let a ∗ b = ab and a ⋄ b = a + b − ab for all a, b ∈ [0, 1]. For

α ∈ R, define as q(α) = |α|
1+|α| , and

ΩR(α) =
1

1 + |α|
, ΥR(α) = λq(α), ΘR(α) = (1− λ)q(α).

Then, (R,ΩR,ΥR,ΘR, ∗, ⋄) is a neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy absolute value space.
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Proof. The range, definiteness, and symmetry conditions are immediate. For x, y ≥ 0, the
function q(x) = x/(1 + x) is increasing and satisfies

q(x) ⋄ q(y) = q(x+ y + xy).

Since
|α + β| ≤ |α|+ |β| ≤ |α|+ |β|+ |αβ|,

we obtain
q(α + β) ≤ q(α) ⋄ q(β).

Moreover, direct calculation gives

q(|αβ|) ≤ q(|α|) ⋄ q(|β|),
because the difference of the corresponding cross-products equals |α| + |β| ≥ 0. Taking com-
plements yields the required truth inequalities. Finally, for every c ∈ [0, 1] and u, v ∈ [0, 1],

c(u ⋄ v) ≤ (cu) ⋄ (cv).
Applying this inequality with c = λ and c = 1− λ gives the indeterminacy and falsity inequal-
ities. □

Definition 3.5. Let (pn) be a sequence in a neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy absolute
value space (R,ΩR,ΥR,ΘR, ∗, ⋄) . The sequence (pn) is said to converge in the neutrosophic
intuitionistic algebra fuzzy sense to p ∈ R if, for every ε ∈ (0, 1), there exists N ∈ N such that

ΩR(pn − p) > 1− ε, ΥR(pn − p) < ε, ΘR(pn − p) < ε

for every n ≥ N .
In this case, we write

pn −→ p or lim
n→∞

pn = p.

Equivalently,

lim
n→∞

ΩR(pn − p) = 1, lim
n→∞

ΥR(pn − p) = 0, lim
n→∞

ΘR(pn − p) = 0.

Definition 3.6. A sequence (pn) in a neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy absolute value
space is called a neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy Cauchy sequence if, for every ε ∈ (0, 1), there
exists N ∈ N such that

ΩR(pn − pm) > 1− ε, ΥR(pn − pm) < ε, ΘR(pn − pm) < ε

for every m,n ≥ N .

Definition 3.7. A neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy absolute value space is called com-
plete with respect to the neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy absolute value if every neu-
trosophic intuitionistic fuzzy Cauchy sequence converges to an element of R.

3.3. Neutrosophic Intuitionistic Algebra Fuzzy Normed Spaces. We now extend the
scalar structure to real algebras.

Definition 3.8. Let U be a real algebra, let ∗ be a continuous t-norm, and let ⋄ be a continuous
t-conorm. Suppose that (R,ΩR,ΥR,ΘR, ∗, ⋄) is a neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy ab-
solute value space. Three mappings ΩU,ΥU,ΘU : U −→ [0, 1] are said to define a neutrosophic
intuitionistic algebra fuzzy norm on U if, for all L, v ∈ U and all α ∈ R, the following conditions
hold:

(1)
0 ≤ ΩU(L),ΥU(L),ΘU(L) ≤ 1;

(2) ΩU(L) = 1 ⇐⇒ L = 0;
(3) ΥU(L) = 0 ⇐⇒ L = 0;
(4) ΘU(L) = 0 ⇐⇒ L = 0;
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(5)

ΩU(−L) = ΩU(L), ΥU(−L) = ΥU(L), ΘU(−L) = ΘU(L);

(6)

ΩU(αL) ≥ ΩR(α) ∗ ΩU(L);

(7)

ΥU(αL) ≤ ΥR(α) ⋄ΥU(L);

(8)

ΘU(αL) ≤ ΘR(α) ⋄ΘU(L);

(9)

ΩU(L+ v) ≥ ΩU(L) ∗ ΩU(v);

(10)

ΥU(L+ v) ≤ ΥU(L) ⋄ΥU(v);

(11)

ΘU(L+ v) ≤ ΘU(L) ⋄ΘU(v);

(12)

ΩU(Lv) ≥ ΩU(L) ∗ ΩU(v);

(13)

ΥU(Lv) ≤ ΥU(L) ⋄ΥU(v);

(14)

ΘU(Lv) ≤ ΘU(L) ⋄ΘU(v).

The system (U,ΩU,ΥU,ΘU, ∗, ⋄) is called a neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy normed
space, abbreviated as an NIAFNS.

Example 3.6. Let U = C[a, b], equipped with pointwise addition, scalar multiplication, and
pointwise multiplication. Suppose that (R,ΩR,ΥR,ΘR, ∗, ⋄) is a neutrosophic intuitionistic al-
gebra fuzzy absolute value space. For every f ∈ C[a, b], define

ΩU(f) = min
x∈[a,b]

ΩR(f(x)),

ΥU(f) = max
x∈[a,b]

ΥR(f(x)), ΘU(f) = max
x∈[a,b]

ΘR(f(x)).

Then, (C[a, b],ΩU,ΥU,ΘU, ∗, ⋄) is a neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy normed space.

Proof. The extrema exist because all scalar component functions are assumed continuous and
[a, b] is compact. The range, definiteness, and symmetry properties follow directly from the
corresponding scalar properties. For example, for every x ∈ [a, b],

ΩR(f(x) + g(x)) ≥ ΩR(f(x)) ∗ ΩR(g(x)).

Taking the minimum over x ∈ [a, b] and using monotonicity of ∗ gives

ΩU(f + g) ≥ ΩU(f) ∗ ΩU(g).

Similarly,

ΥU(f + g) ≤ ΥU(f) ⋄ΥU(g),

and

ΘU(f + g) ≤ ΘU(f) ⋄ΘU(g).

The scalar multiplication and pointwise multiplication axioms are proved in exactly the same
way. □
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Lemma 3.2. Let (U,ΩU,ΥU,ΘU, ∗, ⋄) be a neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy normed
space. Then, for all L, v ∈ U,

ΩU(L− v) = ΩU(v − L),

ΥU(L− v) = ΥU(v − L),

and

ΘU(L− v) = ΘU(v − L).

Proof. Since v − L = −(L− v), the assertions follow immediately from the symmetry axiom in
Definition 3.8. □

3.4. Convergence, Cauchy Sequences, and Completeness. The notions of convergence,
Cauchy sequences, and completeness are fundamental in the study of neutrosophic intuitionistic
algebra fuzzy normed spaces. Convergence is described simultaneously through the three neu-
trosophic components: the truth-membership value of the difference tends to one, whereas its
indeterminacy-membership and falsity-membership values tend to zero. The Cauchy condition
expresses the same behaviour for pairs of sufficiently large terms without requiring the limit to
be known in advance. Completeness ensures that every such Cauchy sequence converges to an
element of the space.

Definition 3.9. Let (Ln) be a sequence in a neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy normed
space (U,ΩU,ΥU,ΘU, ∗, ⋄) . The sequence (Ln) is said to converge in the neutrosophic intuition-
istic algebra fuzzy sense to L ∈ U if, for every ε ∈ (0, 1), there exists N ∈ N such that

ΩU(Ln − L) > 1− ε,

ΥU(Ln − L) < ε, ΘU(Ln − L) < ε

for every n ≥ N .
In this case, we write

Ln −→ L or lim
n→∞

Ln = L.

Equivalently,

lim
n→∞

ΩU(Ln − L) = 1,

lim
n→∞

ΥU(Ln − L) = 0, lim
n→∞

ΘU(Ln − L) = 0.

Definition 3.10. A sequence (Ln) in a neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy normed space
is called a neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy Cauchy sequence if, for every ε ∈ (0, 1), there exists
N ∈ N such that

ΩU(Ln − Lm) > 1− ε,

ΥU(Ln − Lm) < ε, ΘU(Ln − Lm) < ε

for every m,n ≥ N .

Definition 3.11. A neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy normed space is called complete
with respect to the neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy norm if every neutrosophic intu-
itionistic fuzzy Cauchy sequence converges to an element of the space.

Theorem 3.1. Every sequence in a neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy normed space that
converges in the neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy sense is a neutrosophic intuitionistic
fuzzy Cauchy sequence.

16



Proof. Assume that Ln → L, and let ε ∈ (0, 1). By continuity of ∗ and ⋄, there exists δ ∈ (0, 1)
such that

(1− δ) ∗ (1− δ) > 1− ε

and

δ ⋄ δ < ε.

Since Ln → L, there exists N ∈ N such that, for every n ≥ N ,

ΩU(Ln − L) > 1− δ,

ΥU(Ln − L) < δ, ΘU(Ln − L) < δ.

Let m,n ≥ N . Since

Ln − Lm = (Ln − L) + (L− Lm),

Definition 3.8 and Lemma 3.2 give

ΩU(Ln − Lm) ≥ ΩU(Ln − L) ∗ ΩU(L− Lm)

= ΩU(Ln − L) ∗ ΩU(Lm − L)

> (1− δ) ∗ (1− δ)

> 1− ε.

Similarly,
ΥU(Ln − Lm) ≤ ΥU(Ln − L) ⋄ΥU(L− Lm)

= ΥU(Ln − L) ⋄ΥU(Lm − L)

< δ ⋄ δ
< ε,

and
ΘU(Ln − Lm) ≤ ΘU(Ln − L) ⋄ΘU(L− Lm)

= ΘU(Ln − L) ⋄ΘU(Lm − L)

< δ ⋄ δ
< ε.

Therefore, (Ln) is a neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy Cauchy sequence. □

Definition 3.12. A neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy normed space is called nondegen-
erate if

ΩU(L) > 0, ΥU(L) < 1, ΘU(L) < 1

for every L ∈ U, and if the operations satisfy

a ∗ b > 0 whenever a, b > 0,

and

a ⋄ b < 1 whenever a, b < 1.

Remark 3.4. The product t-norm and algebraic-sum t-conorm satisfy the two regularity con-
ditions in Definition 3.12. The same is true for the minimum t-norm and maximum t-conorm.

Definition 3.13. A sequence (Ln) in a neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy normed space
is called bounded in the neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy sense if there exists r ∈ (0, 1)
such that

ΩU(Ln) > 1− r,

ΥU(Ln) < r, ΘU(Ln) < r

for every n ∈ N.
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Theorem 3.2. Every neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy Cauchy sequence in a nondegenerate
neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy normed space is bounded in the neutrosophic intuition-
istic algebra fuzzy sense.

Proof. Let (Ln) be a neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy Cauchy sequence. Taking ε = 1/2, there
exists N ∈ N such that, for every n ≥ N ,

ΩU(Ln − LN) >
1

2
,

ΥU(Ln − LN) <
1

2
, ΘU(Ln − LN) <

1

2
.

Set

a = ΩU(LN) ∗
1

2
,

b = ΥU(LN) ⋄
1

2
, c = ΘU(LN) ⋄

1

2
.

By nondegeneracy, a > 0 and b, c < 1. For every n ≥ N ,

ΩU(Ln) = ΩU

(
LN + (Ln − LN)

)
≥ ΩU(LN) ∗ ΩU(Ln − LN)

≥ a.

Similarly,
ΥU(Ln) ≤ b, ΘU(Ln) ≤ c.

Choose r1 ∈ (0, 1) such that
max{1− a, b, c} < r1 < 1.

Then, for every n ≥ N ,
ΩU(Ln) > 1− r1,

ΥU(Ln) < r1, ΘU(Ln) < r1.

For the finite set {L1, . . . , LN−1}, nondegeneracy ensures that there exists r2 ∈ (0, 1) such that

ΩU(Lk) > 1− r2,

ΥU(Lk) < r2, ΘU(Lk) < r2

for every 1 ≤ k < N . Let
r = max{r1, r2}.

Then r ∈ (0, 1) and the required three inequalities hold for every n ∈ N. Hence, (Ln) is bounded
in the neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy sense. □

3.5. Neighbourhoods, Balls, and Topological Concepts. The neutrosophic intuitionistic
algebra fuzzy norm naturally induces a topological structure on the underlying algebra. The
degree of closeness between two points is determined simultaneously by the truth-membership,
indeterminacy-membership, and falsity-membership values of their difference. This leads to
the notions of neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy neighbourhoods, open and closed balls, interior
points, adherent points, open and closed subsets, closure, and density.

Definition 3.14. Let (U,ΩU,ΥU,ΘU, ∗, ⋄) be a neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy normed
space. For L ∈ U and r ∈ (0, 1), the set

BΩ,Υ,Θ(L, r) =

v ∈ U :
ΩU(L− v) > 1− r,
ΥU(L− v) < r,
ΘU(L− v) < r


is called the neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy open ball or neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy
neighbourhood of L with radius r.
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Definition 3.15. The neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy closed ball with centre L ∈ U and radius
r ∈ (0, 1) is defined by

BΩ,Υ,Θ(L, r) =

v ∈ U :
ΩU(L− v) ≥ 1− r,
ΥU(L− v) ≤ r,
ΘU(L− v) ≤ r

 .

Remark 3.5. The inequalities

ΩU(L− v) > 1− r, ΥU(L− v) < r, ΘU(L− v) < r

mean that v is sufficiently close to L in the neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy sense. Thus,
these neighbourhoods play the same role as ordinary open balls in classical normed spaces.

Definition 3.16. Let D ⊆ U. A point L ∈ D is called a neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy
interior point of D if there exists r ∈ (0, 1) such that

BΩ,Υ,Θ(L, r) ⊆ D.

The set of all neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy interior points of D is called the neutrosophic
intuitionistic fuzzy interior of D and is denoted by Int(D).

Definition 3.17. Let D ⊆ U. A point L ∈ U is called a neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy
adherent point of D if, for every r ∈ (0, 1),

BΩ,Υ,Θ(L, r) ∩D ̸= ∅.
The set of all neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy adherent points of D is called the neutrosophic
intuitionistic fuzzy closure of D and is denoted by D.

Definition 3.18. A subset W ⊆ U is called open in the neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy
topology if, for every w ∈ W , there exists r ∈ (0, 1) such that

BΩ,Υ,Θ(w, r) ⊆ W.

A subset D ⊆ U is called closed in the neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy topology if its comple-
ment Dc = U \D is open in the neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy topology.

Definition 3.19. A subset D ⊆ U is called dense in the neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy
topology of U if

D = U.

3.6. Fundamental Topological Properties. We now prove that the neutrosophic intuition-
istic fuzzy open balls generate a natural topology on the space.

Theorem 3.3. Every neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy open ball BΩ,Υ,Θ(L, r) is an open subset
of the neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy topology on U.

Proof. Let P ∈ BΩ,Υ,Θ(L, r). Set

a = ΩU(L− P), b = ΥU(L− P), c = ΘU(L− P).

Then
a > 1− r, b < r, c < r.

Since a ∗ 1 = a > 1− r and ∗ is continuous, there exists δ1 ∈ (0, 1) such that

a ∗ (1− δ1) > 1− r.

Since b ⋄ 0 = b < r and c ⋄ 0 = c < r, continuity of ⋄ gives δ2, δ3 ∈ (0, 1) such that

b ⋄ δ2 < r, c ⋄ δ3 < r.

Let
δ = min{δ1, δ2, δ3}.

19



We show that
BΩ,Υ,Θ(P, δ) ⊆ BΩ,Υ,Θ(L, r).

Take Q ∈ BΩ,Υ,Θ(P, δ). Then
ΩU(P− Q) > 1− δ,

ΥU(P− Q) < δ, ΘU(P− Q) < δ.

As
L− Q = (L− P) + (P− Q),

we obtain
ΩU(L− Q) ≥ ΩU(L− P) ∗ ΩU(P− Q)

≥ a ∗ (1− δ)

≥ a ∗ (1− δ1)

> 1− r.

Similarly,
ΥU(L− Q) ≤ ΥU(L− P) ⋄ΥU(P− Q)

≤ b ⋄ δ
≤ b ⋄ δ2
< r,

and
ΘU(L− Q) ≤ ΘU(L− P) ⋄ΘU(P− Q)

≤ c ⋄ δ
≤ c ⋄ δ3
< r.

Therefore, Q ∈ BΩ,Υ,Θ(L, r). Hence every point of the ball has a neutrosophic intuitionistic
fuzzy neighbourhood contained in the ball, and the ball is open. □

Theorem 3.4. Let (U,ΩU,ΥU,ΘU, ∗, ⋄) be a neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy normed
space, and let D ⊆ U. Then d ∈ D if and only if there exists a sequence (dn) in D such that
dn → d in the neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy norm.

Proof. Suppose first that d ∈ D. Then, for every n ∈ N,

BΩ,Υ,Θ

(
d,

1

n+ 1

)
∩D ̸= ∅.

Choose

dn ∈ BΩ,Υ,Θ

(
d,

1

n+ 1

)
∩D.

Then

ΩU(d− dn) > 1− 1

n+ 1
,

ΥU(d− dn) <
1

n+ 1
, ΘU(d− dn) <

1

n+ 1
.

By Lemma 3.2, the same inequalities hold with dn − d in place of d − dn. Let ε ∈ (0, 1) and
choose N ∈ N such that 1/(N + 1) < ε. For every n ≥ N ,

ΩU(dn − d) > 1− 1

n+ 1
≥ 1− 1

N + 1
> 1− ε,

and

ΥU(dn − d) <
1

n+ 1
≤ 1

N + 1
< ε,
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ΘU(dn − d) <
1

n+ 1
≤ 1

N + 1
< ε.

Therefore, dn → d.
Conversely, suppose that there exists a sequence (dn) in D such that dn → d. Let r ∈ (0, 1).

By convergence, there exists N ∈ N such that

ΩU(dn − d) > 1− r,

ΥU(dn − d) < r, ΘU(dn − d) < r

for every n ≥ N . By Lemma 3.2,

ΩU(d− dn) > 1− r,

ΥU(d− dn) < r, ΘU(d− dn) < r.

Thus,
dn ∈ BΩ,Υ,Θ(d, r) ∩D

for every n ≥ N . Hence BΩ,Υ,Θ(d, r) ∩D ̸= ∅. Since r ∈ (0, 1) was arbitrary, d ∈ D. □

Corollary 3.1. A subset D of a neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy normed space is closed
in the neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy topology if and only if, whenever a sequence (dn) in D
converges to d ∈ U, one has d ∈ D.

Proof. The result follows directly from Theorem 3.4 and the identity D = D for closed subsets.
□

Corollary 3.2. A subset D ⊆ U is dense in the neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy topology of U
if and only if, for every u ∈ U, there exists a sequence (dn) in D such that dn → u.

Proof. By Definition 3.19,
D is dense ⇐⇒ D = U.

The result now follows from Theorem 3.4. □

4. Compactness in Neutrosophic Intuitionistic Algebra Fuzzy Normed Spaces

In this section, we introduce compactness-related concepts in neutrosophic intuitionistic al-
gebra fuzzy normed spaces. We begin with neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy open covers and
then formulate compactness, boundedness, and total boundedness in terms of the topology
generated by the three-component open balls. Since closeness is described simultaneously by
truth-membership, indeterminacy-membership, and falsity-membership values, every covering
and sequential condition must incorporate all three components. We subsequently establish the
relationships among total boundedness, boundedness, compactness, and completeness.

Throughout this section, (U,ΩU,ΥU,ΘU, ∗, ⋄) denotes a neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra
fuzzy normed space. The open ball with centre p ∈ U and radius r ∈ (0, 1) is written as

BΩ,Υ,Θ(p, r) =

L ∈ U :
ΩU(L− p) > 1− r,
ΥU(L− p) < r,
ΘU(L− p) < r

 .

4.1. Open Covers and Compactness.

Definition 4.1. Let P ⊆ U and let O = {Oj : j ∈ J}, where every Oj is a neutrosophic
intuitionistic fuzzy open subset of U. The family O is called a neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy
open cover of P if

P ⊆
⋃
j∈J

Oj.

Equivalently, for every p ∈ P , there exists j ∈ J such that p ∈ Oj. A finite subcollection of O
that still covers P is called a finite neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy open subcover of P .
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Definition 4.2. The space U is called compact in the neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy
topology, or briefly NIAF-compact, if every neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy open cover of U
admits a finite subcover. Thus, whenever

O = {Oj : j ∈ J}
is a neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy open cover of U, there exist j1, j2, . . . , jk ∈ J such that

U =
k⋃

i=1

Oji .

Definition 4.3. A subset P ⊆ U is called NIAF-compact if every neutrosophic intuitionistic
fuzzy open cover of P has a finite subcover.

Example 4.1. Let λ ∈ (0, 1) and define, for every x ∈ R, q(x) = |x|
1+|x| , and

ΩR(x) =
1

1 + |x|
, ΥR(x) = λq(x), ΘR(x) = (1− λ)q(x).

Take the product t-norm and the algebraic-sum t-conorm. By Example 3.5, these functions
determine a neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy absolute value on R.
For x, y ∈ R and r ∈ (0, 1), we have

ΩR(x− y) > 1− r ⇐⇒ q(x− y) < r ⇐⇒ |x− y| < r

1− r
.

Whenever q(x − y) < r, both ΥR(x − y) < r and ΘR(x − y) < r also hold. Consequently, the
NIAF topology on R coincides with its usual topology.
Consider

P = (0, 1).

The family

O =

{(
1

k
, 1

)
: k = 2, 3, . . .

}
is a neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy open cover of (0, 1). However, every finite subcollection
has a smallest index endpoint strictly greater than zero and therefore fails to cover points of
(0, 1) sufficiently close to zero. Hence, (0, 1) is not NIAF-compact.

Remark 4.1. Every finite subset of a neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy normed space is
NIAF-compact.

4.2. Boundedness and Total Boundedness.

Definition 4.4. A nonempty subset P ⊆ U is called bounded in the neutrosophic intuitionistic
algebra fuzzy sense, or briefly NIAF-bounded, if there exists r ∈ (0, 1) such that, for all
L, v ∈ P ,

ΩU(L− v) > 1− r, ΥU(L− v) < r, ΘU(L− v) < r.

Definition 4.5. A nonempty subset P ⊆ U is called totally bounded in the neutrosophic
intuitionistic algebra fuzzy sense, or briefly NIAF-totally bounded, if, for every r ∈ (0, 1),
there exists a finite subset

Ar = {p1, p2, . . . , pk} ⊆ P

such that

P ⊆
k⋃

j=1

BΩ,Υ,Θ(pj, r).

Equivalently, for every L ∈ P , there exists j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k} satisfying

ΩU(L− pj) > 1− r,

22



ΥU(L− pj) < r, ΘU(L− pj) < r.

The finite set Ar is called a finite NIAF r-net for P .

Remark 4.2. The present algebra fuzzy norm is defined by three mappings ΩU,ΥU,ΘU : U −→
[0, 1]. Therefore, no additional time parameter is required in Definition 4.5. The three inequal-
ities in the definition state that each point of P is close to one of finitely many centres: its
truth-membership degree is sufficiently high, whereas its indeterminacy- and falsity-membership
degrees are sufficiently low.

Example 4.2. Consider the neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy absolute value on R from
Example 3.5, namely

ΩR(x) =
1

1 + |x|
, ΥR(x) = λ

|x|
1 + |x|

, ΘR(x) = (1− λ)
|x|

1 + |x|
,

where λ ∈ (0, 1). We show that
P = [0, 1]

is NIAF-totally bounded.
Let r ∈ (0, 1) and set

δ =
r

1− r
.

If |x− y| < δ, then
|x− y|

1 + |x− y|
< r.

Consequently,
ΩR(x− y) > 1− r,

ΥR(x− y) < r, ΘR(x− y) < r.

Choose N ∈ N such that
1

N
< δ,

and set

pi =
i

N
, i = 0, 1, . . . , N.

For every x ∈ [0, 1], there exists i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , N} such that

|x− pi| <
1

N
< δ.

Hence,
x ∈ BΩ,Υ,Θ(pi, r).

It follows that

[0, 1] ⊆
N⋃
i=0

BΩ,Υ,Θ(pi, r).

Thus, [0, 1] is NIAF-totally bounded.

The systematic study of fuzzy normed linear spaces was initiated by Felbin [5]. Bag and
Samanta subsequently investigated boundedness and bounded linear operators in fuzzy normed
linear spaces [2]. Saadati and Park developed intuitionistic fuzzy topological structures using
continuous t-norms and t-conorms [15], while Sadeqi and Kia studied the topological structure
of fuzzy normed linear spaces [16]. Compactness in fuzzy normed spaces was also considered
by Deschrijver, O’Regan, Saadati, and Vaezpour [4]. Motivated by these works, we establish
the corresponding relationships in the present three-component setting.

Proposition 4.1. Every NIAF-totally bounded subset of a nondegenerate neutrosophic intu-
itionistic algebra fuzzy normed space is NIAF-bounded.
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Proof. Let P ⊆ U be NIAF-totally bounded. Fix ζ ∈ (0, 1). There exists a finite NIAF ζ-net

A = {p1, p2, . . . , pk} ⊆ P.

Since A is finite, define

a = min
1≤i,j≤k

ΩU(pi − pj),

b = max
1≤i,j≤k

ΥU(pi − pj), c = max
1≤i,j≤k

ΘU(pi − pj).

By nondegeneracy,

a > 0, b < 1, c < 1.

Let L, v ∈ P . Choose pi, pj ∈ A such that

ΩU(L− pi) > 1− ζ, ΩU(v − pj) > 1− ζ,

ΥU(L− pi) < ζ, ΥU(v − pj) < ζ,

and

ΘU(L− pi) < ζ, ΘU(v − pj) < ζ.

Since

L− v = (L− pi) + (pi − pj) + (pj − v),

Definition 3.8 and Lemma 3.2 yield

ΩU(L− v) ≥ ΩU(L− pi) ∗ ΩU(pi − pj) ∗ ΩU(pj − v)

≥ (1− ζ) ∗ a ∗ (1− ζ).

Similarly,

ΥU(L− v) ≤ ζ ⋄ b ⋄ ζ,

and

ΘU(L− v) ≤ ζ ⋄ c ⋄ ζ.

Set

A0 = (1− ζ) ∗ a ∗ (1− ζ),

B0 = ζ ⋄ b ⋄ ζ, C0 = ζ ⋄ c ⋄ ζ.

By the regularity conditions in Definition 3.12, we have

A0 > 0, B0 < 1, C0 < 1.

Choose r ∈ (0, 1) such that

max{1− A0, B0, C0} < r < 1.

Then, for all L, v ∈ P ,

ΩU(L− v) > 1− r,

ΥU(L− v) < r, ΘU(L− v) < r.

Therefore, P is NIAF-bounded. □
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4.3. Sequential Characterization of Total Boundedness.

Theorem 4.1. Let P ⊆ U. Then P is NIAF-totally bounded if and only if every sequence in
P has a neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy Cauchy subsequence.

Proof. Assume first that P is NIAF-totally bounded, and let (pk) be a sequence in P . For every
m ∈ N, choose δm ∈ (0, 1) such that

(1− δm) ∗ (1− δm) > 1− 1

m+ 1
and δm ⋄ δm <

1

m+ 1
.

Such a choice is possible by the continuity of ∗ and ⋄.
Since P is NIAF-totally bounded, it has a finite δ1-net. At least one ball determined by this

net contains infinitely many terms of (pk). Let (p
(1)
k ) be a subsequence consisting of those terms.

Applying total boundedness again, one of the balls from a finite δ2-net contains infinitely many

terms of (p
(1)
k ). Denote the resulting subsequence by (p

(2)
k ). Continuing inductively, we obtain

nested subsequences

(pk) ⊇ (p
(1)
k ) ⊇ (p

(2)
k ) ⊇ · · ·

such that all terms of (p
(m)
k ) lie in a ball

BΩ,Υ,Θ(am, δm)

for some am ∈ P .
Choose the diagonal subsequence (qm) so that qm is a term of (p

(m)
k ) and its index in the

original sequence is strictly larger than the index chosen at the preceding step. Then, for every

fixed N , all qm with m ≥ N belong to (p
(N)
k ).

Let ε ∈ (0, 1) and choose N ∈ N such that

1

N + 1
< ε.

For m,n ≥ N , both qm and qn belong to BΩ,Υ,Θ(aN , δN). Hence,

ΩU(qm − aN) > 1− δN , ΩU(qn − aN) > 1− δN ,

ΥU(qm − aN) < δN , ΥU(qn − aN) < δN ,

and

ΘU(qm − aN) < δN , ΘU(qn − aN) < δN .

Using

qm − qn = (qm − aN) + (aN − qn)

and Lemma 3.2, we obtain

ΩU(qm − qn) ≥ ΩU(qm − aN) ∗ ΩU(aN − qn)

> (1− δN) ∗ (1− δN)

> 1− 1

N + 1
> 1− ε.

Similarly,

ΥU(qm − qn) < δN ⋄ δN <
1

N + 1
< ε,

and

ΘU(qm − qn) < δN ⋄ δN <
1

N + 1
< ε.

Thus, (qm) is a neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy Cauchy subsequence.
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Conversely, assume that every sequence in P has a neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy Cauchy
subsequence. Suppose, contrary to the claim, that P is not NIAF-totally bounded. Then there
exists ζ ∈ (0, 1) for which P has no finite NIAF ζ-net.
Choose p1 ∈ P . Since {p1} is not a finite NIAF ζ-net, there exists

p2 ∈ P \BΩ,Υ,Θ(p1, ζ).

Inductively, after choosing p1, . . . , pn, select

pn+1 ∈ P \
n⋃

j=1

BΩ,Υ,Θ(pj, ζ).

Thus, whenever m > j,
pm /∈ BΩ,Υ,Θ(pj, ζ).

Consequently, at least one of the following inequalities holds:

ΩU(pm − pj) ≤ 1− ζ,

ΥU(pm − pj) ≥ ζ, or ΘU(pm − pj) ≥ ζ.

Therefore, no subsequence of (pk) satisfies the Cauchy condition for ε = ζ, which contradicts
the assumption. Hence, P is NIAF-totally bounded. □

4.4. Relations Among Compactness, Total Boundedness, and Completeness.

Proposition 4.2. Every NIAF-compact neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy normed space
is NIAF-totally bounded.

Proof. Let r ∈ (0, 1). The family Br = {BΩ,Υ,Θ(p, r) : p ∈ U} is a neutrosophic intuitionistic
fuzzy open cover of U. By NIAF-compactness, there exist p1, . . . , pk ∈ U such that

U =
k⋃

j=1

BΩ,Υ,Θ(pj, r).

Therefore, {p1, . . . , pk} is a finite NIAF r-net for U. Since r was arbitrary, U is NIAF-totally
bounded. □

Theorem 4.2. Every NIAF-compact subset P of U is sequentially compact; that is, every
sequence in P has a subsequence converging to a point of P in the neutrosophic intuitionistic
algebra fuzzy sense.

Proof. Let (pn) be a sequence in P . For each m ∈ N, set Am = {pn : n ≥ m} and let Fm be the
closure of Am relative to P . Each Fm is a nonempty closed subset of the compact space P , and

F1 ⊇ F2 ⊇ F3 ⊇ · · · .
Hence, the family (Fm) has the finite-intersection property. Compactness gives

∞⋂
m=1

Fm ̸= ∅.

Choose

p ∈
∞⋂

m=1

Fm.

We construct a subsequence recursively. Choose pn1 ∈ A1 ∩ BΩ,Υ,Θ(p, 1/2). Suppose that
n1 < n2 < · · · < nk−1 have been selected. Since p ∈ Fnk−1+1, the ball BΩ,Υ,Θ(p, 1/(k + 1))
intersects Ank−1+1. Select

pnk
∈ Ank−1+1 ∩BΩ,Υ,Θ

(
p,

1

k + 1

)
.
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Then, nk > nk−1 and

ΩU(pnk
− p) > 1− 1

k + 1
,

ΥU(pnk
− p) <

1

k + 1
, ΘU(pnk

− p) <
1

k + 1
.

Therefore,
pnk

−→ p.

□

Proposition 4.3. Every NIAF-compact neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy normed space
is complete with respect to its neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy norm.

Proof. Let (pk) be a neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy Cauchy sequence in U. By Theorem 4.2,
there exist a subsequence (pkj) and a point p ∈ U such that

pkj −→ p.

Let ε ∈ (0, 1). Choose δ ∈ (0, 1) such that

(1− δ) ∗ (1− δ) > 1− ε

and
δ ⋄ δ < ε.

Since (pk) is Cauchy, there exists N1 ∈ N such that, for all k,m ≥ N1,

ΩU(pk − pm) > 1− δ,

ΥU(pk − pm) < δ, ΘU(pk − pm) < δ.

Since pkj → p, choose j such that kj ≥ N1 and

ΩU(pkj − p) > 1− δ,

ΥU(pkj − p) < δ, ΘU(pkj − p) < δ.

For every k ≥ N1,
pk − p = (pk − pkj) + (pkj − p).

Therefore,
ΩU(pk − p) ≥ ΩU(pk − pkj) ∗ ΩU(pkj − p)

> (1− δ) ∗ (1− δ)

> 1− ε.

Similarly,
ΥU(pk − p) < δ ⋄ δ < ε,

and
ΘU(pk − p) < δ ⋄ δ < ε.

Hence, pk → p. Thus, U is complete. □

Theorem 4.3. If U is NIAF-totally bounded and complete with respect to its neutrosophic
intuitionistic algebra fuzzy norm, then U is NIAF-compact.

Proof. Let O = {Oλ : λ ∈ Λ} be a neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy open cover of U. Assume,
contrary to the assertion, that O has no finite subcover.

For each n ∈ N, choose a finite NIAF 1/(n+ 1)-net

An = {pn,1, . . . , pn,kn}
for U. Thus,

U =
kn⋃
i=1

BΩ,Υ,Θ

(
pn,i,

1

n+ 1

)
.
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For every n, at least one of these finitely many balls is not contained in any single member of
O. Indeed, otherwise one could choose, for each ball, a member of O containing it, and the
resulting finite collection would cover U. Choose one such ball and denote its centre by pn.
Hence,

BΩ,Υ,Θ

(
pn,

1

n+ 1

)
̸⊆ Oλ

for every λ ∈ Λ.
By Theorem 4.1, the sequence (pn) has a neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy Cauchy subse-

quence (pnj
). Completeness provides p ∈ U such that

pnj
−→ p.

Choose λ0 ∈ Λ with p ∈ Oλ0 . Since Oλ0 is open, there exists r ∈ (0, 1) such that

BΩ,Υ,Θ(p, r) ⊆ Oλ0 .

Choose δ ∈ (0, 1) satisfying
(1− δ) ∗ (1− δ) > 1− r

and
δ ⋄ δ < r.

For all sufficiently large j,
ΩU(pnj

− p) > 1− δ,

ΥU(pnj
− p) < δ, ΘU(pnj

− p) < δ,

and
1

nj + 1
< δ.

Fix such a j, and let

L ∈ BΩ,Υ,Θ

(
pnj

,
1

nj + 1

)
.

Then,

ΩU(L− pnj
) > 1− 1

nj + 1
> 1− δ,

ΥU(L− pnj
) <

1

nj + 1
< δ,

and

ΘU(L− pnj
) <

1

nj + 1
< δ.

Using
L− p = (L− pnj

) + (pnj
− p),

we obtain
ΩU(L− p) > (1− δ) ∗ (1− δ) > 1− r,

ΥU(L− p) < δ ⋄ δ < r,

and
ΘU(L− p) < δ ⋄ δ < r.

Therefore,
L ∈ BΩ,Υ,Θ(p, r) ⊆ Oλ0 .

It follows that

BΩ,Υ,Θ

(
pnj

,
1

nj + 1

)
⊆ Oλ0 ,

contradicting the choice of this ball. Hence, O has a finite subcover, and U is NIAF-compact.
□
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Corollary 4.1. A neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy normed space is NIAF-compact if
and only if it is NIAF-totally bounded and complete with respect to its neutrosophic intuitionistic
algebra fuzzy norm.

Proof. If U is NIAF-compact, then it is NIAF-totally bounded by Proposition 4.2 and complete
by Proposition 4.3. The converse is Theorem 4.3. □

5. Neutrosophic Intuitionistic Fuzzy Limit Points and Compactness in
Neutrosophic Intuitionistic Algebra Fuzzy Normed Spaces

In this section, we investigate further compactness properties in neutrosophic intuitionistic
algebra fuzzy normed spaces. In particular, we introduce neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy limit
points and use them to study the relationships among compactness, sequential compactness,
closedness, and convergent subsequences. The results show that the classical limit-point and
sequential characterizations of compactness remain valid when closeness is described simultane-
ously by the truth-membership, indeterminacy-membership, and falsity-membership functions.

Definition 5.1. Let (U,ΩU,ΥU,ΘU, ∗, ⋄) be a neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy normed
space, and let S ⊆ U. A point L ∈ U is called a neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy limit point of
S, or briefly an NIAF-limit point of S, if, for every r ∈ (0, 1),

(BΩ,Υ,Θ(L, r) \ {L}) ∩ S ̸= ∅.
The set of all NIAF-limit points of S is called the NIAF-derived set of S and is denoted by
S ′
NIAF.

Definition 5.2. Let S ⊆ U and let L ∈ S. The point L is called an NIAF-isolated point of S
if there exists r ∈ (0, 1) such that

BΩ,Υ,Θ(L, r) ∩ S = {L}.

Example 5.1. Let λ ∈ (0, 1) and consider the neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy absolute
value on R defined by

ΩR(x) =
1

1 + |x|
, ΥR(x) = λ

|x|
1 + |x|

, ΘR(x) = (1− λ)
|x|

1 + |x|
,

together with the product t-norm and the algebraic-sum t-conorm. Consider

S =

{
1

n
: n ∈ N

}
.

Now, we show that 0 is an NIAF-limit point of S.
Let r ∈ (0, 1). Choose N ∈ N such that

1

N
<

r

1− r
.

Then,
1/N

1 + 1/N
< r.

Consequently,

ΩR

(
1

N

)
> 1− r,

ΥR

(
1

N

)
< r, ΘR

(
1

N

)
< r.

Hence,
1

N
∈ BΩ,Υ,Θ(0, r) ∩ S,

1

N
̸= 0.
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Since r was arbitrary, 0 is an NIAF-limit point of S.
On the other hand, the NIAF topology induced by these three functions coincides with the

ordinary topology on R, as shown in Example 4.1. Every point 1/m of S is isolated in the
ordinary topology and therefore also NIAF-isolated. Thus,

S ′
NIAF = {0}.

Lemma 5.1. Let S ⊆ U and let L be an NIAF-limit point of S. Then every NIAF-open ball
centred at L contains infinitely many distinct points of S \ {L}.

Proof. Suppose, to the contrary, that there exists r ∈ (0, 1) such that

(BΩ,Υ,Θ(L, r) \ {L}) ∩ S = {s1, s2, . . . , sm}
for some finite collection of distinct points. For every i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, we have si ̸= L. By the
definiteness axioms,

ΩU(L− si) < 1, ΥU(L− si) > 0, ΘU(L− si) > 0.

Choose ri ∈ (0, 1) such that

ri < min {1− ΩU(L− si),ΥU(L− si),ΘU(L− si)} .
Then si /∈ BΩ,Υ,Θ(L, ri). Put

ρ = min{r, r1, r2, . . . , rm}.
Since ρ ≤ r, we have

BΩ,Υ,Θ(L, ρ) ⊆ BΩ,Υ,Θ(L, r).

Moreover, none of s1, . . . , sm belongs to the smaller ball. Therefore,

(BΩ,Υ,Θ(L, ρ) \ {L}) ∩ S = ∅,
contradicting the assumption that L is an NIAF-limit point of S. □

Lemma 5.2. The limit of a convergent sequence in a neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy
normed space is unique.

Proof. Suppose that Ln → L and Ln → v. Let ε ∈ (0, 1). Choose δ ∈ (0, 1) such that

(1− δ) ∗ (1− δ) > 1− ε

and
δ ⋄ δ < ε.

For all sufficiently large n,

ΩU(L− Ln) > 1− δ, ΩU(Ln − v) > 1− δ,

ΥU(L− Ln) < δ, ΥU(Ln − v) < δ,

and
ΘU(L− Ln) < δ, ΘU(Ln − v) < δ.

Since
L− v = (L− Ln) + (Ln − v),

we obtain
ΩU(L− v) > (1− δ) ∗ (1− δ) > 1− ε,

ΥU(L− v) < δ ⋄ δ < ε,

and
ΘU(L− v) < δ ⋄ δ < ε.

Since ε is arbitrary,

ΩU(L− v) = 1, ΥU(L− v) = 0, ΘU(L− v) = 0.

By definiteness, L = v. □
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5.1. Limit-Point Compactness and Sequential Compactness. Limit points and sequen-
tial compactness are closely related in fuzzy and intuitionistic fuzzy topological settings [15].
Compactness properties in fuzzy normed spaces were also studied by Deschrijver, O’Regan,
Saadati, and Vaezpour [4]. Motivated by these works, we establish the corresponding results
in the present three-component setting.

Definition 5.3. A subset P ⊆ U is called NIAF-sequentially compact if every sequence in P
has a subsequence that converges, in the neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy sense, to a
point of P .

Proposition 5.1. The following statements are equivalent:

(1) Every infinite subset of U has at least one NIAF-limit point in U.
(2) Every sequence in U has a neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy convergent subsequence.

Proof. Assume first that every infinite subset of U has an NIAF-limit point, and let (Lk) be a
sequence in U.

If its range
{Lk : k ∈ N}

is finite, then one value occurs infinitely many times. The corresponding constant subsequence
converges to that value.

Suppose that the range
S = {Lk : k ∈ N}

is infinite. By assumption, S has an NIAF-limit point L ∈ U. Put

rj =
1

j + 1
, j ∈ N.

We construct increasing indices k1 < k2 < · · · recursively. By Lemma 5.1, the ball BΩ,Υ,Θ(L, r1)
contains infinitely many distinct points of S \ {L}. Choose one of these values and an index k1
at which it occurs.

Suppose that k1 < · · · < kj−1 have been chosen. The ball BΩ,Υ,Θ(L, rj) contains infinitely
many distinct points of S \ {L}, whereas only finitely many values occur among L1, . . . , Lkj−1

.
Hence, one can choose kj > kj−1 such that

Lkj ∈ BΩ,Υ,Θ(L, rj).

It follows that

ΩU(Lkj − L) > 1− 1

j + 1
,

ΥU(Lkj − L) <
1

j + 1
, ΘU(Lkj − L) <

1

j + 1
.

Therefore, Lkj → L.
Conversely, assume that every sequence in U has a convergent subsequence. Let S be an

infinite subset of U. Choose a sequence (pk) of distinct points of S. By assumption, there exist
a subsequence (pkj) and a point p ∈ U such that

pkj −→ p.

Let r ∈ (0, 1). For all sufficiently large j,

pkj ∈ BΩ,Υ,Θ(p, r).

Since the points pkj are distinct, at most one of them can equal p. Thus, for some sufficiently
large j,

pkj ∈ (BΩ,Υ,Θ(p, r) \ {p}) ∩ S.
Therefore, p is an NIAF-limit point of S. □
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Corollary 5.1. Every infinite subset of an NIAF-compact subset P has an NIAF-limit point
belonging to P .

Proof. Let S ⊆ P be infinite and choose a sequence (pk) of distinct points of S. By Theorem 4.2,
there exist a subsequence (pkj) and a point p ∈ P such that

pkj −→ p.

Let r ∈ (0, 1). For all sufficiently large j, pkj ∈ BΩ,Υ,Θ(p, r). Since the terms are distinct, one
may choose such a term different from p. Thus,

(BΩ,Υ,Θ(p, r) \ {p}) ∩ S ̸= ∅.
Hence, p is an NIAF-limit point of S belonging to P . □

Theorem 5.1. For a neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy normed space U, the following
statements are equivalent:

(1) U is NIAF-compact.
(2) Every sequence in U has a neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy convergent subsequence.

Proof. (1) ⇒ (2). This is Theorem 4.2.
(2) ⇒ (1). Assume that every sequence in U has a neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy convergent

subsequence.
We first prove that U is NIAF-totally bounded. Suppose, to the contrary, that it is not

NIAF-totally bounded. Then there exists r ∈ (0, 1) such that U has no finite NIAF r-net.
Choose L1 ∈ U. After choosing L1, . . . , Ln, select

Ln+1 ∈ U \
n⋃

j=1

BΩ,Υ,Θ(Lj, r).

Then, whenever m > j,
Lm /∈ BΩ,Υ,Θ(Lj, r).

Thus, at least one of the following holds:

ΩU(Lm − Lj) ≤ 1− r, ΥU(Lm − Lj) ≥ r, or ΘU(Lm − Lj) ≥ r.

Therefore, no subsequence of (Ln) is a neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy Cauchy sequence. Since
every convergent sequence is Cauchy by Theorem 3.1, the sequence has no convergent subse-
quence, contradicting the assumption. Hence, U is NIAF-totally bounded.

We next prove that U is complete. Let (pk) be a neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy Cauchy
sequence in U. By the assumption, there exist a subsequence (pki) and a point p ∈ U such that

pki −→ p.

Let ε ∈ (0, 1). Choose δ ∈ (0, 1) satisfying

(1− δ) ∗ (1− δ) > 1− ε and δ ⋄ δ < ε.

Since (pk) is Cauchy, there exists N ∈ N such that, for all k,m ≥ N ,

ΩU(pk − pm) > 1− δ, ΥU(pk − pm) < δ, ΘU(pk − pm) < δ.

Choose i sufficiently large that ki ≥ N and

ΩU(pki − p) > 1− δ, ΥU(pki − p) < δ, ΘU(pki − p) < δ.

For every k ≥ N ,
pk − p = (pk − pki) + (pki − p).

Consequently,
ΩU(pk − p) > (1− δ) ∗ (1− δ) > 1− ε,

ΥU(pk − p) < δ ⋄ δ < ε, and ΘU(pk − p) < δ ⋄ δ < ε.

Thus, pk → p, and U is complete. By Theorem 4.3, U is NIAF-compact. □
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Corollary 5.2. Let U be NIAF-compact and let P be closed in the neutrosophic intuitionistic
fuzzy topology of U. Then P is NIAF-compact.

Proof. Let O = {Oλ : λ ∈ Λ} be a neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy open cover of P . Since P
is closed, U \ P is open. Therefore,

O ∪ {U \ P}
is an open cover of U. By the NIAF-compactness of U, this cover has a finite subcover. After
removing U \ P , if it occurs, the remaining finitely many members of O still cover P . Hence,
P is NIAF-compact. □

The relationship between compactness and closedness is fundamental in fuzzy and intuition-
istic fuzzy topological structures [15, 16]. Compactness in fuzzy normed spaces was also studied
by Deschrijver, O’Regan, Saadati, and Vaezpour [4]. The next theorem extends the classical
fact that compact subsets of Hausdorff spaces are closed.

Theorem 5.2. Every NIAF-compact subset P of a neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy
normed space U is closed in the neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy topology of U.

Proof. Let p ∈ P . By Theorem 3.4, there exists a sequence (pk) in P such that

pk −→ p.

Since P is NIAF-compact, Theorem 4.2 yields a subsequence (pkj) and a point q ∈ P such that

pkj −→ q.

Every subsequence of a convergent sequence converges to the same limit, so pkj → p. By

Lemma 5.2, p = q. Hence, p ∈ P . Therefore, P ⊆ P , and the reverse inclusion is automatic.
Thus, P = P , so P is closed. □

Corollary 5.3. Let U be NIAF-compact. A subset P ⊆ U is NIAF-compact if and only if it is
closed in the neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy topology of U.

Proof. If P is NIAF-compact, then it is closed by Theorem 5.2. Conversely, every closed subset
of the NIAF-compact space U is NIAF-compact by Corollary 5.2. □

6. Equivalence and Compactness in Finite-Dimensional Neutrosophic
Intuitionistic Algebra Fuzzy Normed Spaces

In this section, we study finite-dimensional neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy normed
spaces through the equivalence of their norm structures. Equivalent neutrosophic intuitionistic
algebra fuzzy norms produce the same convergent sequences and, under the regularity conditions
introduced below, the same Cauchy sequences, bounded sets, complete structures, and compact
subsets. Consequently, the finite-dimensional properties obtained in this section do not depend
on a particular choice of an equivalent neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy norm.

The basic axioms of a neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy norm do not, by themselves,
guarantee that every such norm on a finite-dimensional space generates the ordinary finite-
dimensional vector-space topology. Therefore, to formulate a mathematically valid norm-
equivalence theorem and a Heine–Borel theorem, we work with the following natural class
of norm-compatible neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy norms. This class contains the
standard examples obtained from ordinary algebra norms by means of continuous truth-,
indeterminacy-, and falsity-profile functions.

Definition 6.1. Let N = (ΩU,ΥU,ΘU) be a neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy norm on a
real algebra U. The norm N is called norm-compatible if there exist an ordinary algebra norm
∥ · ∥ on U and continuous functions

φ : [0,∞) −→ (0, 1], ψ, χ : [0,∞) −→ [0, 1)

such that:
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(1) φ is strictly decreasing, φ(0) = 1, and lim
s→∞

φ(s) = 0;

(2) ψ and χ are strictly increasing, ψ(0) = χ(0) = 0, and lims→∞ ψ(s) = lims→∞ χ(s) = 1;
(3) for every L ∈ U,

ΩU(L) = φ(∥L∥), ΥU(L) = ψ(∥L∥), ΘU(L) = χ(∥L∥).
The norm ∥ · ∥ is called an associated ordinary norm, and φ, ψ, and χ are called the corre-
sponding neutrosophic profile functions.

Remark 6.1. Definition 6.1 is an additional regularity condition; it is not a consequence of
the axioms in Definition 3.8. It is precisely the condition that connects the three neutrosophic
components with an ordinary norm and therefore permits the use of finite-dimensional norm-
equivalence, Bolzano–Weierstrass, Heine–Borel, and Riesz-type arguments.

For a norm-compatible NIAF norm N , define its radial deviation function by

ρN (s) = max {1− φ(s), ψ(s), χ(s)} , s ≥ 0.

The function ρN is continuous and strictly increasing, ρN (0) = 0, and lims→∞ ρN (s) = 1.
Hence, it has a continuous inverse

RN : (0, 1) −→ (0,∞), RN (r) = ρ−1
N (r).

Lemma 6.1. Let N be a norm-compatible NIAF norm with associated ordinary norm ∥ · ∥.
Then, for every L ∈ U and every r ∈ (0, 1),

BΩ,Υ,Θ(L, r) = {v ∈ U : ∥v − L∥ < RN (r)} .
Moreover,

BΩ,Υ,Θ(L, r) = {v ∈ U : ∥v − L∥ ≤ RN (r)} .
Proof. For v ∈ U, the three inequalities

ΩU(v − L) > 1− r, ΥU(v − L) < r, ΘU(v − L) < r

hold if and only if
max {1− ΩU(v − L),ΥU(v − L),ΘU(v − L)} < r.

By norm compatibility, this is equivalent to

ρN (∥v − L∥) < r.

Since ρN is strictly increasing, the last inequality is equivalent to

∥v − L∥ < ρ−1
N (r) = RN (r).

The proof for the closed ball is identical with the strict inequalities replaced by non-strict
inequalities. □

Corollary 6.1. Let N be a norm-compatible NIAF norm with associated ordinary norm ∥ · ∥.
For a sequence (Ln) in U and L ∈ U,

Ln −→ L in the NIAF sense if and only if ∥Ln − L∥ −→ 0.

Proof. Assume first that Ln → L in the NIAF sense. Let ε > 0. Since ρN (ε) ∈ (0, 1), conver-
gence gives an index N such that

ρN (∥Ln − L∥) < ρN (ε)

for every n ≥ N . Strict monotonicity yields ∥Ln − L∥ < ε.
Conversely, assume that ∥Ln − L∥ → 0. Let r ∈ (0, 1). For all sufficiently large n,

∥Ln − L∥ < RN (r).

By Lemma 6.1, this means that
Ln ∈ BΩ,Υ,Θ(L, r).

Hence, Ln → L in the NIAF sense. □
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Corollary 6.2. A sequence (Ln) is a neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy Cauchy sequence if and
only if it is Cauchy with respect to the associated ordinary norm.

Proof. Apply Lemma 6.1 to the differences Ln − Lm. □

Definition 6.2. Let N1 = (Ω1,Υ1,Θ1) and N2 = (Ω2,Υ2,Θ2) be two neutrosophic intu-
itionistic algebra fuzzy norms on the same real algebra U. The norms N1 and N2 are called
equivalent if, for every sequence (Lk) in U and every L ∈ U,

Lk −→ L with respect to N1 if and only if Lk −→ L with respect to N2.

Example 6.1. Let λ ∈ (0, 1) and let U = R. For c ≥ 1, define

Ωc(x) =
1

1 + c|x|
, Υc(x) = λ

c|x|
1 + c|x|

, Θc(x) = (1− λ)
c|x|

1 + c|x|
.

With the product t-norm and the algebraic-sum t-conorm, these functions give the standard
norm-compatible NIAF structures associated with the usual absolute value. Consider the cases
c = 1 and c = 2. For a sequence (xn) in R and x ∈ R,

Ωc(xn − x) −→ 1, Υc(xn − x) −→ 0, Θc(xn − x) −→ 0

if and only if

|xn − x| −→ 0.

Therefore,

(Ω1,Υ1,Θ1) and (Ω2,Υ2,Θ2)

are equivalent NIAF norms on R.

The comparison of two fuzzy norms on the same vector space is useful for identifying when
both structures generate the same convergence behaviour. Related finite-dimensional and topo-
logical ideas in fuzzy normed spaces were developed in [5, 16, 18]. The following theorem gives
a valid comparison criterion for norm-compatible NIAF norms.

Theorem 6.1. Let N1 and N2 be norm-compatible NIAF norms on U, with associated ordinary
norms ∥ · ∥1 and ∥ · ∥2, respectively. Suppose that there exist constants a, b > 0 such that

a∥L∥2 ≤ ∥L∥1 ≤ b∥L∥2
for every L ∈ U. Then N1 and N2 are equivalent.

Proof. Let (Lk) be a sequence in U and let L ∈ U. Suppose that Lk → L with respect to N1.
By Corollary 6.1,

∥Lk − L∥1 −→ 0.

Since

∥Lk − L∥2 ≤
1

a
∥Lk − L∥1,

we obtain ∥Lk − L∥2 → 0. Another application of Corollary 6.1 yields convergence with respect
to N2.

Conversely, if Lk → L with respect to N2, then ∥Lk − L∥2 → 0. The inequality

∥Lk − L∥1 ≤ b∥Lk − L∥2
implies convergence in ∥ · ∥1, and hence convergence with respect to N1. Thus, the two NIAF
norms are equivalent. □

Proposition 6.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem 6.1, the two NIAF norms have the same
convergent sequences, Cauchy sequences, bounded subsets, totally bounded subsets, complete
subspaces, and compact subsets.
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Proof. Convergent and Cauchy sequences correspond to convergent and Cauchy sequences in the
associated ordinary norms by Corollaries 6.1 and 6.2. Equivalent ordinary norms have the same
convergent and Cauchy sequences, the same bounded and totally bounded sets, and the same
complete subspaces. By Lemma 6.1, the NIAF topologies are the same as the corresponding
ordinary norm topologies. Therefore, the compact subsets also coincide. □

6.1. Finite-Dimensional Equivalence. In finite-dimensional spaces, equivalence of norm
structures ensures that convergence is independent of the chosen norm. Finite-dimensional
and topological properties of fuzzy normed spaces have been studied in [5, 16, 18]. We now
obtain the corresponding result for norm-compatible NIAF norms.

Theorem 6.2. Let U be a finite-dimensional real algebra. Any two norm-compatible neutro-
sophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy norms on U are equivalent.

Proof. Let N1 and N2 be norm-compatible NIAF norms, with associated ordinary norms ∥ · ∥1
and ∥ · ∥2. Since U is finite dimensional, the classical finite-dimensional norm-equivalence
theorem gives constants a, b > 0 such that

a∥L∥2 ≤ ∥L∥1 ≤ b∥L∥2
for every L ∈ U. The conclusion follows from Theorem 6.1. □

Theorem 6.3. Let U be finite dimensional, let B = {e1, e2, . . . , ek} be a basis, and let N be a
norm-compatible NIAF norm on U. Suppose that

Lm =
k∑

j=1

α
(m)
j ej and L =

k∑
j=1

αjej.

Then,

Lm −→ L in the NIAF sense if and only if α
(m)
j −→ αj

for every j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k}.

Proof. Let ∥ · ∥ be an associated ordinary norm. In a finite-dimensional vector space, the
coordinate map

T : Rk −→ U, T (α1, . . . , αk) =
k∑

j=1

αjej,

is a linear homeomorphism. Hence,

∥Lm − L∥ −→ 0

if and only if α
(m)
j → αj for every j. The result follows from Corollary 6.1. □

Lemma 6.2. Let N be a norm-compatible NIAF norm on U, with associated ordinary norm
∥ · ∥. A nonempty subset D ⊆ U is NIAF-bounded in the sense of Definition 4.4 if and only if
it is bounded with respect to ∥ · ∥.

Proof. Assume first that D is NIAF-bounded. Then there exists r ∈ (0, 1) such that, for every
x, y ∈ D,

ρN (∥x− y∥) < r.

Therefore,
∥x− y∥ < RN (r)

for all x, y ∈ D. Fixing y0 ∈ D gives

∥x∥ ≤ ∥x− y0∥+ ∥y0∥ < RN (r) + ∥y0∥
for every x ∈ D. Thus, D is ordinarily bounded.
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Conversely, suppose that D is bounded. Then there exists M > 0 such that ∥x∥ ≤ M for
every x ∈ D. Hence,

∥x− y∥ ≤ 2M

for all x, y ∈ D. Since ρN (2M) < 1, choose r ∈ (0, 1) such that

ρN (2M) < r < 1.

Then

ρN (∥x− y∥) < r

for every x, y ∈ D, which is exactly the NIAF-boundedness of D. □

6.2. A Heine–Borel Theorem. Inspired by the finite-dimensional fuzzy normed-space results
of Felbin [5], we obtain the following Heine–Borel characterization for norm-compatible NIAF
spaces.

Theorem 6.4. Let U be a finite-dimensional norm-compatible NIAFNS and let D ⊆ U. Then
the following statements are equivalent:

(1) D is NIAF-compact;
(2) D is closed in the NIAF topology and NIAF-bounded.

Proof. (1) ⇒ (2). If D is NIAF-compact, then it is NIAF-closed by Theorem 5.2. Let ∥·∥ be an
associated ordinary norm. By Lemma 6.1, the NIAF topology and the ordinary norm topology
coincide. Hence, D is compact in the ordinary norm topology and is therefore ordinarily
bounded. By Lemma 6.2, D is NIAF-bounded.

(2) ⇒ (1). Let ∥ · ∥ be an associated ordinary norm. By Lemma 6.2, the set D is bounded
in ∥ · ∥. By Lemma 6.1, the NIAF topology agrees with the ordinary norm topology; hence, D
is also closed in the ordinary norm topology. Since U is finite dimensional, the classical Heine–
Borel theorem shows that D is compact in the ordinary norm topology. The two topologies are
identical, so D is NIAF-compact. □

Corollary 6.3. Every finite-dimensional norm-compatible NIAFNS is complete with respect to
its neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy norm.

Proof. Let (Ln) be a neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy Cauchy sequence. By Corollary 6.2, it is
Cauchy with respect to the associated ordinary norm. Every finite-dimensional normed space
is complete, so there exists L ∈ U such that ∥Ln − L∥ → 0. By Corollary 6.1, Ln → L in the
NIAF sense. □

6.3. A Riesz-Type Separation Lemma. A Riesz-type separation lemma for fuzzy normed
linear spaces was considered by Bag and Samanta [3, Lemma 5.1]. The following result is the
corresponding valid formulation for norm-compatible NIAF spaces.

Lemma 6.3. Let U be a norm-compatible NIAFNS with associated ordinary norm ∥ · ∥ and
profile functions φ, ψ, and χ. Let D be a proper NIAF-closed linear subspace of U. For every
η ∈ (0, 1), there exists z ∈ U such that

∥z∥ = 1

and, for every d ∈ D,

∥z − d∥ > η.

Consequently, for every d ∈ D,

ΩU(z − d) < φ(η), ΥU(z − d) > ψ(η), ΘU(z − d) > χ(η).
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Proof. By Lemma 6.1, the NIAF topology agrees with the topology generated by ∥ · ∥. Hence,
D is closed in the ordinary norm topology. Choose x ∈ U \D and put

δ = inf{∥x− d∥ : d ∈ D}.

Since D is closed and x /∈ D, we have δ > 0. Because η ∈ (0, 1), there exists d0 ∈ D such that

∥x− d0∥ <
δ

η
.

Define by

z =
x− d0

∥x− d0∥
.

Then, ∥z∥ = 1. Let d ∈ D. Since D is a linear subspace,

d0 + ∥x− d0∥d ∈ D.

Therefore,

∥z − d∥ =
∥x− d0 − ∥x− d0∥d∥

∥x− d0∥

=
∥x− (d0 + ∥x− d0∥d)∥

∥x− d0∥

≥ δ

∥x− d0∥
> η.

Since φ is strictly decreasing and ψ and χ are strictly increasing, the three stated component
inequalities follow immediately. □

Remark 6.2. The parameter η in Lemma 6.3 is arbitrary because the vector is normalized
after choosing a point outside the closed subspace. Merely choosing an arbitrary point outside
D would only produce one neighbourhood disjoint from D and would not prove separation for
every prescribed radius.

6.4. A Compactness Criterion for Finite Dimensionality. The classicalA compactness
criterion for finite dimensionality in fuzzy normed linear spaces was established by Bag and
Samanta [3, Theorem 5.2]. Motivated by this result, we establish the corresponding compact-
ness criterion for norm-compatible NIAF spaces. For r ∈ (0, 1), denote the closed NIAF ball
centered at zero by

BN (0, r) = BΩ,Υ,Θ(0, r).

Theorem 6.5. Let U be a norm-compatible NIAFNS. The following statements are equivalent:

(1) U is finite dimensional;
(2) every closed NIAF ball in U is NIAF-compact;
(3) there exists r0 ∈ (0, 1) such that BN (0, r0) is NIAF-compact.

Proof. (1) ⇒ (2). Let BN (L, r) be a closed NIAF ball. By Lemma 6.1,

BN (L, r) = {v ∈ U : ∥v − L∥ ≤ RN (r)} .

It is therefore closed and bounded. By Theorem 6.4, it is NIAF-compact.
(2) ⇒ (3) is immediate.
(3) ⇒ (1). Suppose, to the contrary, that U is infinite dimensional. Put

R = RN (r0) > 0.
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Choose u1 ∈ U with ∥u1∥ = 1 and set D1 = span{u1}. Every finite-dimensional subspace is
closed in the ordinary norm topology and hence NIAF-closed. Apply Lemma 6.3 with η = 1/2
to obtain u2 ∈ U such that

∥u2∥ = 1 and ∥u2 − d∥ > 1

2

for every d ∈ D1.
Proceeding inductively, after choosing u1, . . . , un, let

Dn = span{u1, . . . , un}.

Since U is infinite dimensional, Dn is a proper closed subspace. The Riesz-type lemma gives
un+1 such that

∥un+1∥ = 1 and ∥un+1 − d∥ > 1

2

for every d ∈ Dn. In particular, whenever m < n,

∥un − um∥ >
1

2
.

Set

xn = Run.

Then, ∥xn∥ = R, so

xn ∈ BN (0, r0)

for every n. Moreover, for m ̸= n,

∥xn − xm∥ >
R

2
.

Hence,

ρN (∥xn − xm∥) > ρN

(
R

2

)
> 0.

Choose ε ∈ (0, 1) satisfying

0 < ε < ρN

(
R

2

)
.

No two distinct terms of (xn) are within the NIAF ε-ball of one another. Consequently, no sub-
sequence of (xn) is a neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy Cauchy sequence and no subsequence can
converge. This contradicts the NIAF-compactness of BN (0, r0) and Theorem 4.2. Therefore,
U is finite dimensional. □

Corollary 6.4. A norm-compatible NIAFNS U is finite dimensional if and only if one, equiv-
alently every, nontrivial closed NIAF ball centered at zero is NIAF-compact.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Theorem 6.5. □

Remark 6.3. A set defined only by 0 < ΩU(L) ≤ 1, 0 ≤ ΥU(L) < 1, 0 ≤ ΘU(L) < 1 need
not be a bounded ball and, in a nondegenerate NIAFNS, may coincide with the entire space. It
therefore cannot serve as a general compactness criterion for finite dimensionality. The correct
object is a nontrivial closed NIAF ball, as used in Theorem 6.5.
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7. Application to Best Approximation

Best approximation theory is concerned with finding an element of a prescribed set that min-
imizes the deviation from a given point. In fuzzy analysis, Vaezpour and Karimi [62] introduced
the notion of (t)-best approximation in fuzzy normed spaces and investigated (t)-proximinal
and (t)-Chebyshev sets. Goudarzi and Vaezpour [63] subsequently developed simultaneous best
approximation in fuzzy normed spaces, including its relationship with quotient spaces. In the
intuitionistic fuzzy setting, Kavikumar, Khamis, and Manian [64] formulated (t)-best approxi-
mation using membership and non-membership degrees. Related notions of (t)-proximinality,
approximative compactness, and best proximity points in fuzzy metric spaces were further
examined by Abbasi and Mottaghi Golshan [65].

The preceding approaches are based either on a single fuzzy membership function or on a
membership–non-membership pair. In a neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy normed space,
however, approximation must account simultaneously for the truth-membership, indeterminacy-
membership, and falsity-membership degrees. The finite-dimensional compactness results es-
tablished in this paper provide a natural basis for such an approximation theory. In particular,
the Heine–Borel property ensures that every nonempty closed and bounded feasible set is com-
pact, thereby allowing the existence of a best approximant to be obtained from the continuity
of an appropriate neutrosophic approximation functional. To preserve the contributions of the
three independent components, we introduce the following weighted approximation error.

Let (X, T , I,F , ∗, ⋄) be a finite-dimensional neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy normed
space. For x, y ∈ X, t > 0, and positive weights λ1, λ2, λ3 satisfying

λ1 + λ2 + λ3 = 1,

define the scalarized approximation error by

Et,λ(x, y) = λ1
(
1− T (x− y, t)

)
+ λ2I(x− y, t) + λ3F(x− y, t).

Thus, a good approximation of x by y corresponds simultaneously to a large truth-membership
value together with small indeterminacy- and falsity-membership values.

Definition 7.1. Let A be a nonempty subset of X. An element a0 ∈ A is called a weighted
neutrosophic best approximant to x ∈ X at level t > 0 if

Et,λ(x, a0) = inf
a∈A

Et,λ(x, a).

The corresponding set of weighted neutrosophic best approximants is denoted by

P t,λ
A (x) =

{
a0 ∈ A : Et,λ(x, a0) = inf

a∈A
Et,λ(x, a)

}
.

Example 7.1. Let X = R, and for y ∈ R and t > 0, define the truth-membership, indeterminacy-
membership, and falsity-membership functions by

T (y, t) =
t

t+ |y|
, I(y, t) = F (y, t) =

|y|
2(t+ |y|)

.

Consider the weight vector

λ = (λT , λI , λF ) =

(
1

2
,
1

3
,
1

6

)
,

and define

Et,λ(x, a) = λT
(
1− T (x− a, t)

)
+ λII(x− a, t) + λFF (x− a, t).

Now, we take

A = [−1, 1], x = 2, t = 1.
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For every a ∈ A, put r = |2− a| = 2− a. Then,

E1,λ(2, a) =
1

2

r

1 + r
+

1

3

r

2(1 + r)
+

1

6

r

2(1 + r)

=
3

4

r

1 + r

=
3(2− a)

4(3− a)
.

Since the function

r 7−→ r

1 + r

is strictly increasing on [0,∞), minimizing E1,λ(2, a) is equivalent to minimizing |2 − a| over
a ∈ [−1, 1]. The unique minimizer is therefore a0 = 1. Moreover,

inf
a∈A

E1,λ(2, a) = E1,λ(2, 1) =
3

8
.

Hence,

P 1,λ
A (2) = {1}.

Notice that uniqueness may fail when the feasible set is not convex. Indeed, if B = {1, 3}, then

|2− 1| = |2− 3| = 1,

and consequently

E1,λ(2, 1) = E1,λ(2, 3) =
3

8
.

Thus,

P 1,λ
B (2) = {1, 3}.

Theorem 7.1 (Existence of Weighted Neutrosophic Best Approximants). Let A be a nonempty
closed and bounded subset of a finite-dimensional neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy normed
space X. Assume that, for every t > 0, the mappings

z 7−→ T (z, t), z 7−→ I(z, t), z 7−→ F(z, t)

are continuous. Let λ = (λ1, λ2, λ3) satisfy

λi > 0, i = 1, 2, 3, and λ1 + λ2 + λ3 = 1.

Then, for every x ∈ X and t > 0,

P t,λ
A (x) ̸= ∅.

Moreover, P t,λ
A (x) is compact.

Proof. Fix x ∈ X, t > 0, and a positive weight vector λ = (λ1, λ2, λ3).
Since X is finite-dimensional and A is closed and bounded, the Heine–Borel theorem estab-

lished previously implies that A is compact.
Define the function

gx,t,λ : A −→ R
by

gx,t,λ(a) := Et,λ(x, a)
= λ1

(
1− T (x− a, t)

)
+ λ2I(x− a, t) + λ3F(x− a, t).

We first show that gx,t,λ is continuous on A. The mapping

a 7−→ x− a
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is continuous because vector subtraction is continuous in X. By assumption, for the fixed value
t > 0, the mappings

z 7−→ T (z, t), z 7−→ I(z, t), z 7−→ F(z, t)

are continuous. Therefore, the compositions

a 7−→ T (x− a, t), a 7−→ I(x− a, t), a 7−→ F(x− a, t)

are continuous on A. Since a finite linear combination of continuous real-valued functions is
continuous, it follows that gx,t,λ is continuous on A.

Because A is nonempty and compact, and gx,t,λ is continuous, the extreme value theorem
guarantees the existence of an element a0 ∈ A such that

gx,t,λ(a0) = min
a∈A

gx,t,λ(a).

Equivalently,
Et,λ(x, a0) = min

a∈A
Et,λ(x, a).

By the definition of P t,λ
A (x), this means that

a0 ∈ P t,λ
A (x).

Hence,
P t,λ
A (x) ̸= ∅.

It remains to prove that P t,λ
A (x) is compact. Set

mx,t,λ := min
a∈A

gx,t,λ(a) = min
a∈A

Et,λ(x, a).

Then the set of all weighted neutrosophic best approximants can be written as

P t,λ
A (x) = {a ∈ A : gx,t,λ(a) = mx,t,λ}

= g−1
x,t,λ

(
{mx,t,λ}

)
.

More explicitly,

P t,λ
A (x) =

{
y ∈ A : λ1

(
1− T (x− y, t)

)
+ λ2I(x− y, t) + λ3F(x− y, t)

= min
a∈A

[
λ1
(
1− T (x− a, t)

)
+ λ2I(x− a, t) + λ3F(x− a, t)

]}
.

The singleton
{mx,t,λ}

is a closed subset of R. Since gx,t,λ is continuous, its inverse image

g−1
x,t,λ

(
{mx,t,λ}

)
is closed in A. Thus, P t,λ

A (x) is a closed subset of the compact set A. Therefore,

P t,λ
A (x)

is compact. □

Example 7.2. Let X = R2 be equipped with the Euclidean norm ∥ · ∥2. For z ∈ R2 and t > 0,
define

T (z, t) =
t

t+ ∥z∥2
, I(z, t) = F(z, t) =

∥z∥2
2(t+ ∥z∥2)

.

These mappings are continuous with respect to z for every fixed t > 0.
Consider the unit circle

A = {(cos θ, sin θ) : 0 ≤ θ ≤ 2π} .
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The set A is nonempty, closed, and bounded in the finite-dimensional space R2. Therefore, A
is compact.

Choose

λ =

(
1

2
,
1

3
,
1

6

)
and t = 1.

For x ∈ R2 and a ∈ A, put

r = ∥x− a∥2.
Then

E1,λ(x, a) =
1

2

(
1− 1

1 + r

)
+

1

3

r

2(1 + r)
+

1

6

r

2(1 + r)

=
3

4

r

1 + r
.

Since the function

r 7−→ r

1 + r

is strictly increasing on [0,∞), minimizing E1,λ(x, a) over A is equivalent to minimizing the
Euclidean distance ∥x− a∥2.

First, take

x = (2, 0).

For

aθ = (cos θ, sin θ) ∈ A,

we obtain

∥x− aθ∥2 =
√

(2− cos θ)2 + sin2 θ

=
√
5− 4 cos θ.

This quantity is minimized when cos θ = 1, corresponding to

a0 = (1, 0).

Consequently,

min
a∈A

E1,λ(x, a) = E1,λ
(
(2, 0), (1, 0)

)
=

3

8
,

and hence

P 1,λ
A

(
(2, 0)

)
= {(1, 0)}.

Thus, the set of weighted neutrosophic best approximants is nonempty and compact.
For a second situation, take

x = (0, 0).

Every a ∈ A satisfies

∥x− a∥2 = 1.

Therefore,

E1,λ(x, a) =
3

8
for every a ∈ A.

It follows that

P 1,λ
A

(
(0, 0)

)
= A.

In this case, the set of weighted neutrosophic best approximants is infinite, but it remains
compact, as asserted by the theorem.

The two situations in Example 7.2 are illustrated in Figure 1.
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−1 1 2
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1

a0 = (1, 0) x = (2, 0)d(x,A) = 1

A = S1

P 1,λ
A

(
(2, 0)

)
= {(1, 0)}

u

v

(a) x = (2, 0): unique best approximant

−1 1

−1

1

x = (0, 0)

A = S1

Every a ∈ A is optimal

P 1,λ
A

(
(0, 0)

)
= A

u

v

(b) x = (0, 0): every point is optimal

Figure 1. Weighted neutrosophic best approximation on the unit circle.
Panel (a) shows that a0 = (1, 0) is the unique best approximant to x = (2, 0).
Panel (b) shows that every point of A is a best approximant to x = (0, 0); hence
the approximant set is infinite but compact.

−1 0 1

3
8

1
2

9
16

a0 = 1

a

E 1
,λ
(2
,a
)

Unique minimizer on A = [−1, 1]

1 2 3

0

3
8

a = 1 a = 3

2 /∈ B

a

Two minimizers on B = {1, 3}

Figure 2. The weighted approximation error E1,λ(2, a). On the convex set A =
[−1, 1], the unique minimizer is a0 = 1. On the nonconvex set B = {1, 3}, both
feasible points attain the minimum value 3/8 for Example 7.1.

The weighted approximation errors over the sets A and B are illustrated in Figure 2.

The preceding theorem also admits a natural multi-objective interpretation. Associate with
each a ∈ A the error vector

et(x, a) =
(
1− T (x− a, t), I(x− a, t), F(x− a, t)

)
.

Corollary 7.1 (Existence of Pareto-Efficient Approximants). Under the assumptions of the
preceding theorem, for every x ∈ X and every t > 0, the set A contains a Pareto-efficient
approximant with respect to the three error components.
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Proof. Let

a0 ∈ P t,λ
A (x),

so that
Et,λ(x, a0) = min

y∈A
Et,λ(x, y).

Write
et(x, a) =

(
e1(x, a), e2(x, a), e3(x, a)

)
,

where

e1(x, a) = 1− T (x− a, t), e2(x, a) = I(x− a, t), e3(x, a) = F(x− a, t).

Suppose, to the contrary, that a0 is not Pareto-efficient. Then there exists a ∈ A such that

ei(x, a) ≤ ei(x, a0), i = 1, 2, 3,

and at least one of these inequalities is strict.
Since

λi > 0, i = 1, 2, 3,

it follows that
3∑

i=1

λiei(x, a) <
3∑

i=1

λiei(x, a0).

Equivalently,
Et,λ(x, a) < Et,λ(x, a0),

which contradicts the minimality of a0. Therefore, a0 is Pareto-efficient. □

Corollary 7.2 (Uniqueness under Strict Convexity). Suppose that A is convex and that the
mapping

a 7−→ Et,λ(x, a)
is strictly convex on A. Then the weighted neutrosophic best approximant is unique.

Proof. Fix x ∈ X, t > 0, and a positive weight vector λ. Let

mt,λ(x) := min
a∈A

Et,λ(x, a).

Assume, to the contrary, that there exist two distinct minimizers a1, a2 ∈ A. Then

Et,λ(x, a1) = Et,λ(x, a2) = mt,λ(x).

Since A is convex, its midpoint belongs to A; that is,

a1 + a2
2

∈ A.

Because the mapping
a 7−→ Et,λ(x, a)

is strictly convex on A, we have

Et,λ
(
x,
a1 + a2

2

)
<

1

2
Et,λ(x, a1) +

1

2
Et,λ(x, a2)

=
1

2
mt,λ(x) +

1

2
mt,λ(x)

= mt,λ(x).

On the other hand, since (a1 + a2)/2 ∈ A and mt,λ(x) is the minimum value over A, we must
have

Et,λ
(
x,
a1 + a2

2

)
≥ mt,λ(x),
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which is a contradiction. Therefore, P t,λ
A (x) contains exactly one element, and hence the

weighted neutrosophic best approximant is unique. □

8. Concluding Remarks

In this paper, we introduced and investigated the finite-dimensional structure of neutrosophic
intuitionistic algebra fuzzy normed spaces. The proposed framework is described by three func-
tions representing the truth-membership, indeterminacy-membership, and falsity-membership
degrees, together with a continuous t-norm and a continuous t-conorm. It extends ideas orig-
inating from fuzzy normed linear spaces and intuitionistic fuzzy normed spaces [5, 15, 16] by
explicitly incorporating an indeterminacy component into the algebraic and topological struc-
ture.

We developed the fundamental notions of convergence, Cauchy sequences, completeness,
boundedness, neighbourhoods, open and closed balls, interior points, adherent points, closure,
density, limit points, total boundedness, and compactness. The resulting topology extends
the topological approaches used in fuzzy and intuitionistic fuzzy normed spaces [15, 16]. In
particular, we proved that every convergent sequence is Cauchy and obtained sequential char-
acterizations of closure, density, total boundedness, and compactness.

The relationships among compactness, total boundedness, and completeness were also stud-
ied. We proved that every compact neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy normed space
is totally bounded and complete. Conversely, every complete and totally bounded space is
compact. Hence,

compactness ⇐⇒ total boundedness and completeness.

This result is consistent with earlier compactness principles established in intuitionistic fuzzy
and L-fuzzy normed settings [15, 4]. We further showed that compact subsets are closed and
that closed subsets of compact spaces are compact.

For the finite-dimensional case, we introduced an appropriate norm-compatibility condition
and proved that any two compatible neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy norms on the
same finite-dimensional vector space generate the same convergence and topological structures.
This extends the classical finite-dimensional fuzzy norm-equivalence theory developed by Felbin
and subsequently studied in related fuzzy normed-space frameworks [5, 1, 14].
As a consequence, we established a Heine–Borel type theorem asserting that a subset of a

finite-dimensional norm-compatible neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy normed space is
compact if and only if it is closed and bounded. This theorem provides an extension of finite-
dimensional compactness results from fuzzy normed spaces to the present three-component
setting [5, 4].

Finally, a Riesz-type separation lemma was formulated and used to characterize finite-
dimensionality. More precisely, we proved that the compactness of a nontrivial closed neu-
trosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy ball implies that the underlying space is finite dimen-
sional. Therefore, several fundamental principles of classical finite-dimensional functional anal-
ysis remain valid in the present framework, provided that suitable compatibility and regularity
conditions are imposed.

The results also complement recent investigations of topological properties, continuous and
bounded operators, Fréchet differentiation, and sequence spaces in neutrosophic normed spaces
[11, 9, 10, 7]. Thus, the present work provides a basis for developing a broader theory of
neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy functional analysis.

9. Suggestions for Further Research

The results established in this paper suggest several directions for future investigation.
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(1) The theory of bounded and continuous linear operators between neutrosophic intuition-
istic algebra fuzzy normed spaces should be developed. Earlier studies have established
relationships between fuzzy continuity and fuzzy boundedness [2, 14], while continu-
ous, bounded, and nonlinear operators have recently been investigated in neutrosophic
normed spaces [9, 10]. It would be valuable to identify conditions under which continuity
and boundedness are equivalent in the present algebraic framework.

(2) Compact, finite-rank, completely continuous, and Fredholm-type operators may be stud-
ied. In particular, one may investigate whether compact operator criteria based on
bounded sequences, total boundedness, and convergent subsequences remain valid for
all three neutrosophic components.

(3) The space of continuous linear functionals and the corresponding dual space should
be introduced. Fuzzy dual spaces and fuzzy bounded functionals were considered by
Bag and Samanta [2]. A neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy version of the Hahn–Banach
theorem would therefore be a natural and important extension.

(4) The finite-dimensional norm-equivalence theorem may be investigated under weaker as-
sumptions. More precisely, it would be useful to determine whether the norm-compatibility
condition can be replaced by suitable homogeneity, radial monotonicity, convexity, or
continuity assumptions. This problem is motivated by the established equivalence prop-
erties of finite-dimensional fuzzy normed spaces [5, 1].

(5) Compactness may be extended to infinite-dimensional settings. Possible topics in-
clude relative compactness, local compactness, weak compactness, weak sequential com-
pactness, compact embeddings, and a neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy version of the
Banach–Alaoglu theorem. Such work would extend existing investigations of compact-
ness in fuzzy normed spaces [4].

(6) Open mapping, closed graph, and uniform boundedness principles may be formulated for
complete neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy normed spaces. Analogous principles
have been considered in broader fuzzy functional-analysis frameworks [14]. Establishing
these theorems would significantly strengthen the operator theory associated with the
present spaces.

(7) Fréchet and Gâteaux differentiation of nonlinear mappings should be examined. Re-
cent work on nonlinear operators between neutrosophic normed spaces provides a useful
starting point [10]. Further research may investigate inverse and implicit function the-
orems in the three-component algebra fuzzy setting.

(8) The current framework may be generalized to neutrosophic intuitionistic algebra fuzzy 2-
normed and n-normed spaces. Corresponding notions of linear dependence, convergence,
completeness, compactness, and finite-dimensionality could then be developed. Related
intuitionistic fuzzy 2-normed structures have been considered in [13].

(9) Different forms of generalized convergence may be introduced, including statistical
convergence, ideal convergence, lacunary statistical convergence, rough convergence,
weighted convergence, and matrix summability. Statistical convergence has already
been investigated in intuitionistic fuzzy and neutrosophic normed spaces [6, 11], while
Tribonacci-type convergence in neutrosophic normed sequence spaces was studied in [7].

(10) Fixed point theory provides another promising direction. Banach, Kannan, Chatter-

jea, Reich, and Ćirić type contractions may be formulated by controlling the truth-
membership, indeterminacy-membership, and falsity-membership functions simultane-
ously. Existing fuzzy contraction principles and fuzzy continuous mappings may provide
useful techniques for this development [14, 17].

(11) The dependence of the topology on the chosen continuous t-norm and t-conorm should
be analyzed. In particular, one may characterize the properties that remain invariant

47



under a change of these operations and those that depend essentially on the selected
product, minimum, probabilistic-sum, or maximum operations.

(12) Possible applications may be investigated in optimization, decision-making, control the-
ory, differential and integral equations, artificial intelligence, and systems involving in-
complete, inconsistent, or indeterminate information. Such applications could demon-
strate how the three independent components provide additional modelling flexibility
beyond ordinary fuzzy and intuitionistic fuzzy structures.

These problems may contribute to a systematic theory of neutrosophic intuitionistic fuzzy
functional analysis and may reveal further connections among fuzzy algebra, topology, operator
theory, approximation theory, and nonlinear analysis.
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[40] Ö. Talo and E. Yavuz, “Cesàro summability of sequences in intuitionistic fuzzy normed spaces and re-
lated Tauberian theorems,” Soft Computing, vol. 25, pp. 2315–2323, 2021. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s00500-020-05301-z.

[41] E. Yavuz, “On the logarithmic summability of sequences in intuitionistic fuzzy normed spaces,” Funda-
mental Journal of Mathematics and Applications, vol. 3, no. 2, pp. 101–108, 2020. https://doi.org/10.
33401/fujma.792994.
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[49] M. Ahmad, M. Mursaleen, and E. Savaş, “Rough I-γτ -statistical convergence of order α in neutrosophic
normed spaces,” Journal of Intelligent & Fuzzy Systems, 2026, Article ID 18758967261437338.https://
doi.org/10.1177/18758967261437338
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Abstract. This paper introduces and investigates Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed linear
spaces, a framework that combines the geometric structure of n-normed spaces with truth-
membership, indeterminacy-membership, and falsity-membership degrees governed by Fermatean-
type cubic admissibility conditions. Fundamental properties of the proposed space are estab-
lished using continuous t-norms and t-conorms. We define open balls and formulate conver-
gence, Cauchy sequences, and completeness through the asymptotic behavior of the three neu-
trosophic functions. Equivalent characterizations of convergence and Cauchy sequences are
proved, together with the uniqueness of limits and the result that every convergent sequence
is Cauchy. Concrete constructions based on the determinant n-norm on Rn are provided to
demonstrate the consistency and applicability of the framework. A Fermatean neutrosophic
contraction is then introduced, and a Banach-type fixed point theorem is obtained in complete
Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed linear spaces. The theorem guarantees the existence and
uniqueness of fixed points for suitable self-mappings. Applications to affine operator equations
and nonlinear operator equations are presented, including an iterative approximation proce-
dure. Several examples illustrate the definitions and show how classical constructions arise
naturally within the proposed setting. These results extend fuzzy and intuitionistic fuzzy n-
normed analysis while providing a flexible mathematical setting for uncertainty, indeterminacy,
nonlinear analysis, and fixed point problems.

1. Introduction

Uncertainty, vagueness, incomplete information, and indeterminacy arise naturally in mathe-
matical modelling, engineering, decision theory, economics, and the physical sciences. Classical
set theory represents membership through the two values 0 and 1 and therefore does not ade-
quately describe situations in which an object belongs to a set only partially. Zadeh addressed
this limitation by introducing fuzzy sets, in which every element is assigned a membership
degree from the interval [0, 1] [1]. This theory provided the foundation for numerous extensions
of classical analysis, topology, optimization, decision-making, and fixed point theory.

Atanassov extended fuzzy sets by introducing intuitionistic fuzzy sets, in which every element
is characterized by a membership degree and a non-membership degree satisfying

µ+ ν ≤ 1

[2]. Although this condition allows the representation of hesitation, it may be restrictive when
the sum of the proposed membership and non-membership degrees exceeds one. Yager in-
troduced Pythagorean fuzzy information, replacing the linear restriction with the quadratic
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condition

µ2 + ν2 ≤ 1

[3, 4]. Senapati and Yager subsequently introduced Fermatean fuzzy sets, whose admissible
values satisfy

µ3 + ν3 ≤ 1

[5, 6, 7]. Because the cubic restriction is weaker than the intuitionistic and Pythagorean
restrictions, Fermatean fuzzy sets provide a larger admissible region for representing uncertain
information.

Following their introduction, Fermatean fuzzy sets have been developed through new alge-
braic operations, aggregation operators, linguistic models, distance measures, and decision-
making methods. Representative contributions include Fermatean fuzzy linguistic sets [8],
Fermatean fuzzy TOPSIS methods [9], WASPAS-based supplier evaluation models [10], Yager
aggregation operators [11], Einstein aggregation operators [12], interval-valued Fermatean fuzzy
sets [13], and Fermatean fuzzy ELECTRE methods [14]. A systematic review by Büyüközkan,
Uztürk, and Ilıcak demonstrates the rapid development of Fermatean fuzzy models and their
extensions [15]. Nevertheless, most existing Fermatean fuzzy studies concentrate on aggrega-
tion and multi-criteria decision-making, while their use in functional analysis, generalized norm
structures, convergence theory, and fixed point theory remains comparatively limited.

In another direction, Gähler introduced 2-normed linear spaces as a generalization of ordinary
normed spaces [16]. In a 2-normed space, the norm depends on two vectors and geometrically
represents the area of the parallelogram generated by those vectors. Misiak subsequently devel-
oped n-inner product spaces [17], and Gunawan and Mashadi provided a systematic treatment
of n-normed spaces [18]. Additional structural properties and equivalent constructions of n-
norms have been investigated in [19]. These spaces are particularly useful for describing linear
dependence and volume-type geometric quantities involving several vectors.

The interaction between fuzzy theory and functional analysis produced several forms of fuzzy
metric and fuzzy normed spaces. Important foundational contributions include fuzzy vector
spaces [27], fuzzy topological vector spaces [28], fuzzy metric spaces [29], and finite-dimensional
fuzzy normed linear spaces [31]. Fixed point theory was subsequently developed in fuzzy metric
spaces by Grabiec [30], George and Veeramani [32], Gregori and Sapena [33], and Miheţ [34].

Park introduced intuitionistic fuzzy metric spaces using continuous t-norms and t-conorms [35].
Saadati and Park studied the associated intuitionistic fuzzy topological structure [36] and Ah-
mad and Smarandache [37], while Alaca, Türkoğlu, and Yıldız established fixed point results in
this setting [38]. Coupled fixed point results and contraction principles in intuitionistic fuzzy
normed spaces were developed in [61]. More recently, Konwar, Esi, and Debnath introduced
additional contraction mappings and fixed point results in complete intuitionistic fuzzy normed
linear spaces [39].

The concepts of fuzzy and intuitionistic fuzzy norms have also been combined with n-normed
geometry. Narayanan and Vijayabalaji introduced fuzzy n-normed linear spaces [20], whereas
Vijayabalaji, Thillaigovindan, and Jun developed intuitionistic fuzzy n-normed linear spaces
and studied their convergence and Cauchy sequences [21], and Ahmad and Smarandache [22].
Mursaleen and Lohani investigated intuitionistic fuzzy 2-normed spaces [59], and the comple-
tion of the related intuitionistic fuzzy 2-metric structure was considered in [60]. Statistical
and summability methods in intuitionistic fuzzy n-normed spaces were studied by Sen and
Debnath [23], Debnath [24], Konwar and Debnath [25], and, more recently, Debnath [26].

Neutrosophic theory provides another important approach to uncertainty by associating inde-
pendent truth-membership, indeterminacy-membership, and falsity-membership degrees with
each element [40, 41, 42]. Similarity and entropy measures for neutrosophic sets were studied
by Majumdar and Samanta [43], while aggregation methods for simplified neutrosophic sets
were developed by Ye [44]. Liu and Wang introduced a normalized weighted Bonferroni mean
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for single-valued neutrosophic information [45]. These contributions demonstrate the ability
of neutrosophic structures to represent incomplete, inconsistent, and indeterminate informa-
tion that cannot be expressed adequately through a pair of membership and non-membership
functions.

Kirişci and Şimşek introduced neutrosophic metric spaces and investigated their topological
properties [46] and Ahmad and Mursaleen [47]. They subsequently defined neutrosophic normed
spaces and studied statistical convergence in those spaces [48, 49, 50, 51, 52]. Fixed point
results in orthogonal neutrosophic metric spaces were established in [53], while Tribonacci
convergence and sequence-space constructions in neutrosophic normed spaces were examined
in [54, 55]. Nonlinear operators, continuity, boundedness, and Fréchet differentiation between
neutrosophic normed spaces were investigated by Khan and Khan [56]. Further fixed point
developments include orthogonal neutrosophic 2-metric spaces [57] and stability results for
functional equations in neutrosophic normed spaces [58].

These developments show that fuzzy n-normed spaces, Fermatean fuzzy sets, and neutro-
sophic normed spaces have each received considerable attention [64]. However, the existing
theories do not fully combine the following three features: the volume-based geometry of an
n-norm, the cubic flexibility of a Fermatean-type structure, and an explicit independent inde-
terminacy function. In particular, ordinary Fermatean fuzzy models generally use only mem-
bership and non-membership functions, while existing neutrosophic normed models do not
impose a Fermatean-type cubic structure on their components. This observation motivates the
development of Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed linear spaces.

In this paper, we introduce a Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed linear space through three
functions

µF , ηF , νF : Xn × (0,∞) −→ [0, 1],

representing truth-membership, indeterminacy-membership, and falsity-membership, respec-
tively. The proposed framework combines the conditions

0 ≤ µ3
F + ν3F ≤ 1

and

0 ≤ µ3
F + η3F + ν3F ≤ 2

with the homogeneity, permutation invariance, and triangle-type properties of an n-norm.
The principal contributions of the paper are summarized as follows:

(1) We formulate the axioms of a Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed linear space and pro-
vide determinant-based examples on Rn.

(2) We define open balls, convergence, Cauchy sequences, and completeness using the three
Fermatean neutrosophic functions.

(3) We establish the uniqueness of limits, equivalent characterizations of convergence and
Cauchy sequences, and the fact that every convergent sequence is Cauchy.

(4) We introduce Fermatean neutrosophic contraction mappings and prove a Banach-type
fixed point theorem in complete Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed linear spaces.

(5) We apply the fixed point theorem to affine and nonlinear operator equations and illus-
trate the convergence of the corresponding iterative procedures.

Thus, the proposed theory extends fuzzy and intuitionistic fuzzy n-normed analysis by incor-
porating an independent indeterminacy degree together with Fermatean-type cubic admissibil-
ity. It also provides a foundation for further investigations of operator equations, approximation
methods, stability problems, and nonlinear analysis under indeterminate information.
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2. Literature Review

2.1. Fuzzy, intuitionistic fuzzy, and Fermatean fuzzy developments. The transition
from classical sets to fuzzy sets initiated a systematic mathematical treatment of partial mem-
bership [1]. Atanassov’s intuitionistic fuzzy sets enriched this framework by incorporating
non-membership and hesitation [2]. The Pythagorean models of Yager enlarged the admissible
domain through a quadratic condition [3, 4], while Fermatean fuzzy sets replaced that condition
with a cubic one [7]. The fundamental operations and aggregation mechanisms associated with
Fermatean information were studied in [5, 6].

The subsequent Fermatean literature has largely developed in the direction of decision anal-
ysis. Linguistic information and aggregation were considered in [8], Dombi-based TOPSIS
operators were introduced in [9], and supplier-selection models were studied in [10]. Other
important contributions include Yager aggregation operators [11], Einstein aggregation and
MULTIMOORA [12], interval-valued Fermatean fuzzy information [13], and ELECTRE-based
group decision-making [14]. The systematic review in [15] confirms that aggregation, multi-
criteria decision-making, and practical selection problems constitute the dominant themes of
Fermatean fuzzy research.

2.2. Development of fuzzy and intuitionistic fuzzy normed spaces. The analytical
development of fuzzy structures began with fuzzy vector and topological vector spaces [27,
28]. Kaleva and Seikkala developed an influential fuzzy metric framework [29], and Felbin
investigated finite-dimensional fuzzy normed linear spaces [31]. The fuzzy Banach contraction
principle and related fixed point results were developed through the contributions in [30, 32,
33, 34].

The introduction of intuitionistic fuzzy metric spaces by Park added an explicit non-membership
function and a continuous t-conorm to the metric structure [35]. Topological properties were
studied by Saadati and Park [36], while fixed point results were developed in [38, 61, 39]. These
studies demonstrate that completeness and suitable fuzzy contraction conditions are sufficient
to recover analogues of the classical Banach fixed point theorem.

2.3. Fuzzy and intuitionistic fuzzy n-normed spaces. The geometric basis of the present
work comes from Gähler’s 2-normed spaces [16], Misiak’s n-inner product spaces [17], and
the general theory of n-normed spaces developed by Gunawan and Mashadi [18]. Equivalent
n-norm constructions and their relation to ordinary norms were investigated in [19].

Narayanan and Vijayabalaji transferred this geometry to fuzzy analysis by introducing fuzzy
n-normed linear spaces [20]. Vijayabalaji, Thillaigovindan, and Jun subsequently incorporated
intuitionistic fuzzy membership and non-membership functions [21]. Related 2-normed and
2-metric developments appear in [59, 60]. Convergence and summability in these spaces were ex-
amined through statistical convergence [23], lacunary ideal convergence [24], Iλ-convergence [25],
and statistical Cesàro summability [26]. These studies provide an important foundation for
defining convergence and completeness in generalized fuzzy n-normed spaces.

2.4. Neutrosophic normed spaces and fixed point theory. Neutrosophic structures differ
from intuitionistic fuzzy structures because truth, indeterminacy, and falsity are treated as
three explicit components. Similarity, entropy, aggregation, and decision-making properties of
neutrosophic information have been studied in [43, 44, 45]. Kirişci and Şimşek transferred the
three-component structure to metric and normed spaces [46, 48].

Recent work has extended neutrosophic analysis in several directions. Orthogonal neutro-
sophic contraction results were obtained in [53]; neutrosophic sequence spaces and Tribonacci
convergence were investigated in [54]; and nonlinear operators and Fréchet differentiation were
studied in [56]. Orthogonal neutrosophic 2-metric spaces were developed in [57], while direct
and fixed point methods were applied to the stability of functional equations in [58].
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2.5. Research gap. The reviewed literature reveals a clear separation among Fermatean fuzzy
sets, neutrosophic normed spaces, and fuzzy n-normed linear spaces. Fermatean studies pro-
vide a flexible cubic admissibility condition but generally lack an independent indeterminacy
function. Neutrosophic normed spaces provide the required three-function representation but
do not incorporate the Fermatean cubic geometry considered here. Finally, fuzzy and intuition-
istic fuzzy n-normed spaces combine uncertainty with volume-type geometry but use only one
or two uncertainty functions.

The present work connects these research directions by introducing a three-function Fermatean-
type n-normed structure. This formulation makes it possible to develop convergence, com-
pleteness, contraction mappings, and fixed point theory while simultaneously retaining truth,
indeterminacy, falsity, and the geometric information described by an n-norm.

3. Preliminary Concepts

This section recalls the fundamental concepts required for the development of Fermatean
neutrosophic fuzzy n-normed linear spaces. We first review continuous t-norms and t-conorms,
followed by the relevant fuzzy and neutrosophic set structures. We then recall the basic notions
of n-normed linear spaces, including convergence, Cauchy sequences, and completeness. Finally,
we present the intuitionistic fuzzy and neutrosophic n-normed frameworks that motivate the
structure introduced in the subsequent section.

3.1. Continuous t-Norms and t-Conorms.

Definition 3.1. A binary operation

∗ : [0, 1] × [0, 1] −→ [0, 1]

is called a continuous t-norm if, for all a, b, c, d ∈ [0, 1], the following conditions hold:

(1) a ∗ 1 = a;
(2) a ∗ b = b ∗ a;
(3) (a ∗ b) ∗ c = a ∗ (b ∗ c);
(4) if a ≤ c and b ≤ d, then

a ∗ b ≤ c ∗ d;

(5) ∗ is continuous on [0, 1] × [0, 1].

Example 3.1. Standard examples of continuous t-norms include:

(1) the product t-norm,
a ∗ b = ab;

(2) the minimum t-norm,
a ∗ b = min{a, b};

(3) the Lukasiewicz t-norm,

a ∗ b = max{a+ b− 1, 0}.

Definition 3.2. A binary operation

⋄ : [0, 1] × [0, 1] −→ [0, 1]

is called a continuous t-conorm if, for all a, b, c, d ∈ [0, 1], the following conditions hold:

(1) a ⋄ 0 = a;
(2) a ⋄ b = b ⋄ a;
(3) (a ⋄ b) ⋄ c = a ⋄ (b ⋄ c);
(4) if a ≤ c and b ≤ d, then

a ⋄ b ≤ c ⋄ d;

(5) ⋄ is continuous on [0, 1] × [0, 1].
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Example 3.2. Standard examples of continuous t-conorms include:

(1) the maximum t-conorm,

a ⋄ b = max{a, b};

(2) the probabilistic sum,

a ⋄ b = a+ b− ab;

(3) the Lukasiewicz t-conorm,

a ⋄ b = min{a+ b, 1}.

Remark 3.1. Operations compatible with cubic Fermatean degrees can be obtained by applying
an ordinary t-conorm to the third powers and then taking a cube root. Examples are

a ⋄ b =
[
min{a3 + b3, 1}

]1/3
and

a ⋄ b =
(
a3 + b3 − a3b3

)1/3
.

3.2. Fuzzy, Fermatean, and Neutrosophic Set Structures.

Definition 3.3. Let X be a nonempty set. A fuzzy set A on X is characterized by a membership
function

µA : X −→ [0, 1],

where µA(x) represents the degree to which x belongs to A.

Definition 3.4. Let X be a nonempty set. An intuitionistic fuzzy set A on X is given by

A = {(x, µA(x), νA(x)) : x ∈ X},

where

µA, νA : X −→ [0, 1]

are the membership and non-membership functions, respectively, and

0 ≤ µA(x) + νA(x) ≤ 1

for every x ∈ X.

Remark 3.2. The hesitation degree associated with an intuitionistic fuzzy set is

πA(x) = 1 − µA(x) − νA(x).

Thus, 0 ≤ πA(x) ≤ 1.

Definition 3.5. Let X be a nonempty set. A Fermatean fuzzy set A on X is given by

A = {(x, µA(x), νA(x)) : x ∈ X},

where

µA, νA : X −→ [0, 1]

satisfy

0 ≤ µ3
A(x) + ν3A(x) ≤ 1

for every x ∈ X.

Remark 3.3. The Fermatean hesitation degree is defined by

πA(x) =
(
1 − µ3

A(x) − ν3A(x)
)1/3

.

The Fermatean restriction guarantees that 0 ≤ πA(x) ≤ 1.
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Definition 3.6. Let X be a nonempty set. A single-valued neutrosophic set A on X is given
by

A = {(x, µA(x), ηA(x), νA(x)) : x ∈ X},
where

µA, ηA, νA : X −→ [0, 1]

are the truth-membership, indeterminacy-membership, and falsity-membership functions, re-
spectively. These functions satisfy

0 ≤ µA(x) + ηA(x) + νA(x) ≤ 3

for every x ∈ X.

Remark 3.4. In a neutrosophic set, ηA(x) is specified explicitly as the indeterminacy degree of
x. In particular, it is not required to be the residual quantity 1 − µA(x) − νA(x).

Definition 3.7. Let X be a nonempty set. A Fermatean neutrosophic set A on X is given by

A = {(x, µA(x), ηA(x), νA(x)) : x ∈ X},

where

µA, ηA, νA : X −→ [0, 1]

denote the truth-membership, indeterminacy-membership, and falsity-membership functions, re-
spectively, satisfying

0 ≤ µ3
A(x) + ν3A(x) ≤ 1

and

0 ≤ η3A(x) ≤ 1

for every x ∈ X. Consequently,

0 ≤ µ3
A(x) + η3A(x) + ν3A(x) ≤ 2.

Remark 3.5. In Definition 3.7, the truth- and falsity-membership degrees form a Fermatean
orthopair, whereas the indeterminacy-membership degree is an additional component. Thus,
ηA(x) should not be identified with the Fermatean hesitation degree πA(x) unless this equality
is explicitly imposed in a particular model.

3.3. n-Normed Linear Spaces.

Definition 3.8. Let X be a real linear space with dimX ≥ n. A function

∥·, . . . , ·∥ : Xn −→ [0,∞)

is called an n-norm on X if, for all v1, . . . , vn, w ∈ X and α ∈ R, the following conditions hold:

(1)

∥v1, . . . , vn∥ = 0

if and only if v1, . . . , vn are linearly dependent;
(2) ∥v1, . . . , vn∥ is invariant under every permutation of v1, . . . , vn;
(3)

∥v1, . . . , vn−1, αvn∥ = |α|∥v1, . . . , vn∥;

(4)

∥v1, . . . , vn−1, vn + w∥
≤ ∥v1, . . . , vn−1, vn∥ + ∥v1, . . . , vn−1, w∥.

The pair (X, ∥·, . . . , ·∥) is then called an n-normed linear space.
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Example 3.3. Let X = Rn. For v1, . . . , vn ∈ Rn, define

∥v1, . . . , vn∥ = |det(v1, . . . , vn)| .
Then (Rn, ∥·, . . . , ·∥) is an n-normed linear space. Geometrically, this n-norm is the volume of
the parallelotope generated by v1, . . . , vn.

Definition 3.9. Let (X, ∥·, . . . , ·∥) be an n-normed linear space. A sequence ⟨xk⟩ in X is said
to converge to x ∈ X if, for every fixed z1, . . . , zn−1 ∈ X,

∥z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x∥ −→ 0

as k → ∞. In this case, we write xk → x.

Definition 3.10. Let (X, ∥·, . . . , ·∥) be an n-normed linear space. A sequence ⟨xk⟩ in X is
called a Cauchy sequence if, for every fixed z1, . . . , zn−1 ∈ X,

∥z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp∥ −→ 0

as k, p→ ∞.

Definition 3.11. An n-normed linear space is called complete, or an n-Banach space, if every
Cauchy sequence converges to an element of the space with respect to its n-norm.

3.4. Intuitionistic Fuzzy and Neutrosophic n-Norms.

Definition 3.12. Let X be a linear space over F, where F ∈ {R,C}. Let ∗ be a continuous
t-norm and ⋄ a continuous t-conorm. A pair of functions

µ, ν : Xn × R −→ [0, 1]

is called an intuitionistic fuzzy n-norm on X if, for all v1, . . . , vn, w ∈ X, α ∈ F, λ ∈ R, and
λ1, λ2 > 0, the following conditions hold:

(1)
µ(v1, . . . , vn, λ)ν(v1, . . . , vn, λ) ≤ 1;

(2) for λ ≤ 0,
µ(v1, . . . , vn, λ) = 0, ν(v1, . . . , vn, λ) = 1;

(3) for λ > 0,
µ(v1, . . . , vn, λ) = 1

if and only if v1, . . . , vn are linearly dependent;
(4) for λ > 0,

ν(v1, . . . , vn, λ) = 0

if and only if v1, . . . , vn are linearly dependent;
(5) µ and ν are invariant under every permutation of v1, . . . , vn;
(6) if α ̸= 0, then

µ(v1, . . . , αvn, λ) = µ

(
v1, . . . , vn,

λ

|α|

)
and

ν(v1, . . . , αvn, λ) = ν

(
v1, . . . , vn,

λ

|α|

)
;

(7)
µ(v1, . . . , vn−1, vn + w, λ1 + λ2)

≥ µ(v1, . . . , vn, λ1) ∗ µ(v1, . . . , vn−1, w, λ2);

(8)
ν(v1, . . . , vn−1, vn + w, λ1 + λ2)

≤ ν(v1, . . . , vn, λ1) ⋄ ν(v1, . . . , vn−1, w, λ2);
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(9) µ(v1, . . . , vn, λ) is non-decreasing in λ, and

lim
λ→∞

µ(v1, . . . , vn, λ) = 1;

(10) ν(v1, . . . , vn, λ) is non-increasing in λ, and

lim
λ→∞

ν(v1, . . . , vn, λ) = 0.

The tuple (X,µ, ν, ∗, ⋄) is then called an intuitionistic fuzzy n-normed linear space.

Definition 3.13. Let X be a linear space over F, where F ∈ {R,C}. Let ∗ be a continuous
t-norm and ⋄ a continuous t-conorm. A triple of functions

µ, η, ν : Xn × R −→ [0, 1]

is called a neutrosophic n-norm on X if, for all v1, . . . , vn, w ∈ X, α ∈ F, λ ∈ R, and λ1, λ2 > 0,
the following conditions hold:

(1)
0 ≤ µ(v1, . . . , vn, λ)η(v1, . . . , vn, λ) + ν(v1, . . . , vn, λ) ≤ 3;

(2) for λ ≤ 0,

µ(v1, . . . , vn, λ) = 0, η(v1, . . . , vn, λ) = 1, ν(v1, . . . , vn, λ) = 1;

(3) for λ > 0,
µ(v1, . . . , vn, λ) = 1

if and only if v1, . . . , vn are linearly dependent;
(4) for λ > 0,

η(v1, . . . , vn, λ) = ν(v1, . . . , vn, λ) = 0

if and only if v1, . . . , vn are linearly dependent;
(5) µ, η, and ν are invariant under every permutation of v1, . . . , vn;
(6) if α ̸= 0, then

µ(v1, . . . , αvn, λ) = µ

(
v1, . . . , vn,

λ

|α|

)
,

η(v1, . . . , αvn, λ) = η

(
v1, . . . , vn,

λ

|α|

)
,

and

ν(v1, . . . , αvn, λ) = ν

(
v1, . . . , vn,

λ

|α|

)
;

(7)
µ(v1, . . . , vn−1, vn + w, λ1 + λ2)

≥ µ(v1, . . . , vn, λ1) ∗ µ(v1, . . . , vn−1, w, λ2);

(8)
η(v1, . . . , vn−1, vn + w, λ1 + λ2)

≤ η(v1, . . . , vn, λ1) ⋄ η(v1, . . . , vn−1, w, λ2);

(9)
ν(v1, . . . , vn−1, vn + w, λ1 + λ2)

≤ ν(v1, . . . , vn, λ1) ⋄ ν(v1, . . . , vn−1, w, λ2);

(10) µ(v1, . . . , vn, λ) is non-decreasing in λ, whereas η(v1, . . . , vn, λ) and ν(v1, . . . , vn, λ) are
non-increasing in λ;

(11)
lim
λ→∞

µ(v1, . . . , vn, λ) = 1,

lim
λ→∞

η(v1, . . . , vn, λ) = 0, lim
λ→∞

ν(v1, . . . , vn, λ) = 0.
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The tuple (X,µ, η, ν, ∗, ⋄) is then called a neutrosophic n-normed linear space.

Example 3.4. Let (X, ∥·, . . . , ·∥) be an n-normed linear space and consider

a ∗ b = min{a, b}, a ⋄ b = max{a, b}.

For Ṽ = (v1, . . . , vn) ∈ Xn and λ > 0, set

N(Ṽ ) = ∥v1, . . . , vn∥
and define

µ(Ṽ , λ) =
λ

λ+N(Ṽ )
,

η(Ṽ , λ) =
N(Ṽ )

λ+N(Ṽ )
,

and

ν(Ṽ , λ) =
N(Ṽ )

2λ+N(Ṽ )
.

For λ ≤ 0, set

µ(Ṽ , λ) = 0, η(Ṽ , λ) = ν(Ṽ , λ) = 1.

For λ > 0,

µ(Ṽ , λ) + η(Ṽ , λ) + ν(Ṽ , λ)

= 1 +
N(Ṽ )

2λ+N(Ṽ )
≤ 2.

The properties of the underlying n-norm imply that all the remaining conditions of Defini-
tion 3.13 are satisfied. Hence, (X,µ, η, ν, ∗, ⋄) is a neutrosophic n-normed linear space.

Definition 3.14. Let X be a nonempty set and let τ : X → X be a mapping. A point x ∈ X
is called a fixed point of τ if

τ(x) = x.

The preceding concepts provide the foundation for the Fermatean neutrosophic fuzzy n-
normed linear space developed in the next section. In particular, the new structure simulta-
neously retains the cubic Fermatean restriction on the truth–falsity pair, the explicit indeter-
minacy component of neutrosophic sets, and the geometric dependence on n vectors inherited
from an n-norm.

4. Fermatean Neutrosophic Fuzzy n-Normed Linear Space (FNF-n-NLS)

The theory of fuzzy sets was initiated by Zadeh [1], who introduced a mathematical frame-
work for representing uncertainty through degrees of membership. Later, Atanassov [2] ex-
tended this theory by introducing intuitionistic fuzzy sets, in which every element is character-
ized by both a membership degree and a non-membership degree. This extension provides a
more flexible representation of uncertainty, particularly when the available information contains
hesitation or incomplete knowledge.

A further generalization was introduced by Smarandache [?] through the theory of neutro-
sophic sets. In a neutrosophic set, each element is described by three components: a truth-
membership degree, an indeterminacy-membership degree, and a falsity-membership degree. A
fundamental feature of this framework is that the indeterminacy component is represented ex-
plicitly rather than being derived only from the truth- and falsity-membership degrees. Conse-
quently, neutrosophic sets provide a broader framework for representing uncertain, incomplete,
indeterminate, and potentially inconsistent information.
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In functional analysis, the concept of an n-normed linear space provides a natural general-
ization of ordinary normed and 2-normed linear spaces. The theory of 2-normed linear spaces
was developed by Gähler [16], while the more general theory of n-normed linear spaces was
subsequently studied by Misiak [17] and by Gunawan and Mashadi [18]. In an n-normed linear
space, the size of an object is determined by a function of n vectors. This structure naturally
describes linear dependence and geometric volume-like quantities generated by collections of
vectors.

The interaction between fuzzy structures and normed linear spaces has led to several impor-
tant generalizations. Saadati and Park [36] studied intuitionistic fuzzy normed spaces, while
Vijayabalaji, Thillaigovindan, and Jun [21] introduced intuitionistic fuzzy n-normed linear
spaces and investigated convergence, Cauchy sequences, completeness, and related properties
in this setting.

More recently, Senapati and Yager [7] introduced Fermatean fuzzy sets as a broader orthopair
fuzzy model. If µ and ν denote the membership and non-membership degrees, respectively, then
they satisfy the cubic restriction

µ3 + ν3 ≤ 1.

This condition is less restrictive than the intuitionistic fuzzy condition

µ+ ν ≤ 1.

Indeed, every pair satisfying µ + ν ≤ 1 also satisfies µ3 + ν3 ≤ 1, but the converse does not
necessarily hold. Therefore, Fermatean fuzzy sets allow a wider range of admissible membership
and non-membership degrees [64].

The Fermatean neutrosophic framework combines the cubic structure of Fermatean fuzzy
sets with the truth, indeterminacy, and falsity components of neutrosophic sets [63]. If µF ,
ηF , and νF denote the truth-membership, indeterminacy-membership, and falsity-membership
degrees, respectively, then the Fermatean neutrosophic restrictions are given by

0 ≤ µ3
F + ν3F ≤ 1

and

0 ≤ η3F ≤ 1.

Consequently,

0 ≤ µ3
F + η3F + ν3F ≤ 2.

Here, the truth- and falsity-membership degrees form a Fermatean orthopair, whereas the
indeterminacy-membership degree is represented as a separate component. This additional
component enables the model to describe uncertainty and indeterminacy more explicitly than
a Fermatean intuitionistic fuzzy structure.

Motivated by these developments, we introduce the notion of a Fermatean neutrosophic fuzzy
n-normed linear space (FNF-n-NLS). The proposed structure combines the geometric properties
of n-normed linear spaces with the three-component representation of truth, indeterminacy, and
falsity under the Fermatean cubic restrictions. It is characterized by three functions

µF , ηF , νF : Xn × (0,∞) −→ [0, 1],

together with a continuous t-norm and a continuous t-conorm.
In this section, we present the formal definition of a Fermatean neutrosophic fuzzy n-normed

linear space and investigate its fundamental analytical and topological properties. In particu-
lar, we introduce the corresponding open balls, convergence, Cauchy sequences, completeness,
contraction mappings, and fixed-point results within the proposed Fermatean neutrosophic
framework.
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Definition 4.1. Let X be a linear space over the field F, where F = R or C. Let ∗ be a
continuous t-norm and let ⋄ be a continuous t-conorm. Let

Ṽ = (v1, . . . , vn) ∈ Xn,

and let
µN , ηN , νN : Xn × (0,∞) → [0, 1]

be three functions representing the truth-membership, indeterminacy-membership, and falsity-
membership degrees, respectively.

The tuple
(
X,µN , ηN , νN , ∗, ⋄

)
is called a neutrosophic n-normed linear space, briefly an N-

n-NLS, if the following conditions are satisfied for all Ṽ = (v1, . . . , vn) ∈ Xn, λ, λ1, λ2 > 0,
α ∈ F, and ṽn ∈ X:

(1)

0 < µN(Ṽ , λ) ≤ 1, 0 ≤ ηN(Ṽ , λ) < 1, 0 ≤ νN(Ṽ , λ) < 1.

(2)

0 ≤ µN(Ṽ , λ) + ηN(Ṽ , λ) + νN(Ṽ , λ) ≤ 3.

(3)

µN(Ṽ , λ) = 1

if and only if v1, . . . , vn are linearly dependent.
(4)

ηN(Ṽ , λ) = 0

if and only if v1, . . . , vn are linearly dependent.
(5)

νN(Ṽ , λ) = 0

if and only if v1, . . . , vn are linearly dependent.

(6) µN(Ṽ , λ) is invariant under any permutation of v1, . . . , vn.

(7) ηN(Ṽ , λ) is invariant under any permutation of v1, . . . , vn.

(8) νN(Ṽ , λ) is invariant under any permutation of v1, . . . , vn.
(9) If α ̸= 0, then

µN(v1, . . . , αvn, λ) = µN

(
v1, . . . , vn,

λ

|α|

)
.

(10) If α ̸= 0, then

ηN(v1, . . . , αvn, λ) = ηN

(
v1, . . . , vn,

λ

|α|

)
.

(11) If α ̸= 0, then

νN(v1, . . . , αvn, λ) = νN

(
v1, . . . , vn,

λ

|α|

)
.

(12)
µN(v1, . . . , vn−1, vn, λ1) ∗ µN(v1, . . . , vn−1, ṽn, λ2)

≤ µN(v1, . . . , vn−1, vn + ṽn, λ1 + λ2).

(13)
ηN(v1, . . . , vn−1, vn, λ1) ⋄ ηN(v1, . . . , vn−1, ṽn, λ2)

≥ ηN(v1, . . . , vn−1, vn + ṽn, λ1 + λ2).

(14)
νN(v1, . . . , vn−1, vn, λ1) ⋄ νN(v1, . . . , vn−1, ṽn, λ2)

≥ νN(v1, . . . , vn−1, vn + ṽn, λ1 + λ2).
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(15) For every fixed Ṽ ∈ Xn,

µN(Ṽ , ·) : (0,∞) → [0, 1]

is continuous.
(16) For every fixed Ṽ ∈ Xn,

ηN(Ṽ , ·) : (0,∞) → [0, 1]

is continuous.
(17) For every fixed Ṽ ∈ Xn,

νN(Ṽ , ·) : (0,∞) → [0, 1]

is continuous.

Example 4.1. Let X = Rn and define the usual n-norm on X by ∥v1, . . . , vn∥ = |det(v1, . . . , vn)| ,
where v1, . . . , vn ∈ Rn.

Let
a ∗ b = ab

be the product t-norm, and let
a ⋄ b = a+ b− ab

be the probabilistic sum t-conorm, for all a, b ∈ [0, 1].

For Ṽ = (v1, . . . , vn) ∈ Xn and λ > 0, define

µF (Ṽ , λ) =

(
λ

λ+ ∥v1, . . . , vn∥

) 1
3

,

ηF (Ṽ , λ) =

(
∥v1, . . . , vn∥

2λ+ ∥v1, . . . , vn∥

) 1
3

,

and

νF (Ṽ , λ) =

(
∥v1, . . . , vn∥

λ+ ∥v1, . . . , vn∥

) 1
3

.

Then,
(
Xn, µF , ηF , νF , ∗, ⋄

)
is a Fermatean neutrosophic fuzzy n-normed linear space (FNF-n-

NLS).

Proof. Let

N(Ṽ ) = ∥v1, . . . , vn∥.
Since N(Ṽ ) ≥ 0, for every λ > 0 we have

0 <
λ

λ+N(Ṽ )
≤ 1,

0 ≤ N(Ṽ )

2λ+N(Ṽ )
< 1,

and

0 ≤ N(Ṽ )

λ+N(Ṽ )
< 1.

Therefore,

0 < µF (Ṽ , λ) ≤ 1,

0 ≤ ηF (Ṽ , λ) < 1,

and
0 ≤ νF (Ṽ , λ) < 1.
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Moreover,

µ3
F (Ṽ , λ) =

λ

λ+N(Ṽ )

and

ν3F (Ṽ , λ) =
N(Ṽ )

λ+N(Ṽ )
.

Hence,

µ3
F (Ṽ , λ) + ν3F (Ṽ , λ) = 1.

Also,

0 ≤ η3F (Ṽ , λ) =
N(Ṽ )

2λ+N(Ṽ )
< 1.

Consequently,

µ3
F (Ṽ , λ) + η3F (Ṽ , λ) + ν3F (Ṽ , λ)

= 1 +
N(Ṽ )

2λ+N(Ṽ )
≤ 2.

Thus, the Fermatean neutrosophic conditions are satisfied.
Next,

µF (Ṽ , λ) = 1

if and only if
λ

λ+N(Ṽ )
= 1,

which is equivalent to

N(Ṽ ) = 0.

Similarly,

ηF (Ṽ , λ) = 0 ⇐⇒ N(Ṽ ) = 0

and

νF (Ṽ , λ) = 0 ⇐⇒ N(Ṽ ) = 0.

Since

N(Ṽ ) = ∥v1, . . . , vn∥ = 0

if and only if v1, . . . , vn are linearly dependent, we obtain

µF (Ṽ , λ) = 1

if and only if v1, . . . , vn are linearly dependent. The same linear-dependence condition is char-

acterized by ηF (Ṽ , λ) = 0 and νF (Ṽ , λ) = 0.
Since the ordinary n-norm is invariant under every permutation of its variables, the functions

µF , ηF , and νF are also invariant under every permutation of v1, . . . , vn.
Let α ̸= 0. Since

∥v1, . . . , αvn∥ = |α|∥v1, . . . , vn∥,
we obtain

µF (v1, . . . , αvn, λ) =

(
λ

λ+ |α|N(Ṽ )

) 1
3

= µF

(
v1, . . . , vn,

λ

|α|

)
.
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Furthermore,

ηF (v1, . . . , αvn, λ) =

(
|α|N(Ṽ )

2λ+ |α|N(Ṽ )

) 1
3

= ηF

(
v1, . . . , vn,

λ

|α|

)
,

and

νF (v1, . . . , αvn, λ) =

(
|α|N(Ṽ )

λ+ |α|N(Ṽ )

) 1
3

= νF

(
v1, . . . , vn,

λ

|α|

)
.

Thus, the homogeneity conditions are satisfied.
It remains to verify the triangle-type conditions. Set

A = ∥v1, . . . , vn−1, vn∥,
B = ∥v1, . . . , vn−1, ṽn∥,

and
C = ∥v1, . . . , vn−1, vn + ṽn∥.

By the triangle inequality for the ordinary n-norm,

C ≤ A+B.

We first note that, for all x, y > 0,

x

x+ A

y

y +B
≤ x+ y

x+ y + A+B
.

Indeed,

x+ y

x+ y + A+B
− x

x+ A

y

y +B
=

x2B + y2A+ (x+ y)AB

(x+ y + A+B)(x+ A)(y +B)
≥ 0.

Taking x = λ1 and y = λ2, and using C ≤ A+B, we obtain

λ1
λ1 + A

λ2
λ2 +B

≤ λ1 + λ2
λ1 + λ2 + C

.

Therefore,

µ3
F (v1, . . . , vn−1, vn, λ1) ∗ µ3

F (v1, . . . , vn−1, ṽn, λ2) ≤ µ3
F (v1, . . . , vn−1, vn + ṽn, λ1 + λ2).

For the falsity function, let

p1 =
λ1

λ1 + A
, p2 =

λ2
λ2 +B

,

and

p12 =
λ1 + λ2

λ1 + λ2 + C
.

It gives
p1p2 ≤ p12.

Since
ν3F (v1, . . . , vn−1, vn, λ1) = 1 − p1

and
ν3F (v1, . . . , vn−1, ṽn, λ2) = 1 − p2,

we have
(1 − p1) ⋄ (1 − p2) = 1 − p1p2 ≥ 1 − p12.
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Consequently,

ν3F (v1, . . . , vn−1, vn, λ1) ⋄ ν3F (v1, . . . , vn−1, ṽn, λ2) ≥ ν3F (v1, . . . , vn−1, vn + ṽn, λ1 + λ2).

For the indeterminacy function, take

x = 2λ1 and y = 2λ2.

The same argument yields

2λ1
2λ1 + A

2λ2
2λ2 +B

≤ 2(λ1 + λ2)

2(λ1 + λ2) + C
.

Define

r1 =
2λ1

2λ1 + A
, r2 =

2λ2
2λ2 +B

,

and

r12 =
2(λ1 + λ2)

2(λ1 + λ2) + C
.

Then r1r2 ≤ r12. Moreover,

η3F (v1, . . . , vn−1, vn, λ1) = 1 − r1

and

η3F (v1, . . . , vn−1, ṽn, λ2) = 1 − r2.

Thus,

(1 − r1) ⋄ (1 − r2) = 1 − r1r2 ≥ 1 − r12.

Hence,

η3F (v1, . . . , vn−1, vn, λ1) ⋄ η3F (v1, . . . , vn−1, ṽn, λ2) ≥ η3F (v1, . . . , vn−1, vn + ṽn, λ1 + λ2).

Finally, µF , ηF , and νF are compositions of continuous functions of λ > 0. Therefore, all three
functions are continuous on (0,∞). They also satisfy

lim
λ→∞

µF (Ṽ , λ) = 1,

lim
λ→∞

ηF (Ṽ , λ) = 0, lim
λ→∞

νF (Ṽ , λ) = 0.

Therefore,
(
Xn, µF , ηF , νF , ∗, ⋄

)
is a Fermatean neutrosophic fuzzy n-normed linear space. □

Definition 4.2. Let A =
(
X,µN , ηN , νN , ∗, ⋄

)
be a neutrosophic n-normed linear space, where

Ṽ = (v1, v2, . . . , vn) ∈ Xn and λ ∈ (0,∞).

(i) If ∥·∥N is a norm previously defined on Xn, then the norm-open ball with center α̃ ∈ Xn

and radius r > 0 is defined by

BN(α̃, r) =
{
β̃ ∈ Xn : ∥α̃− β̃∥N < r

}
.

(ii) For Ṽ ∈ Xn, 0 < r < 1, and λ > 0, the neutrosophic open ball with center Ṽ , radius r,
and parameter λ is defined by

BN(Ṽ , r, λ) =
{
W̃ ∈ Xn : µN(Ṽ − W̃ , λ) > 1 − r,

ηN(Ṽ − W̃ , λ) < r,

νN(Ṽ − W̃ , λ) < r
}
,

where

Ṽ − W̃ = (v1 − w1, v2 − w2, . . . , vn − wn).
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Here,

µN(Ṽ − W̃ , λ) > 1 − r

means that W̃ has a sufficiently high truth-membership degree of closeness to Ṽ , while

ηN(Ṽ − W̃ , λ) < r

means that the indeterminacy degree of closeness is sufficiently small, and

νN(Ṽ − W̃ , λ) < r

means that the falsity-membership degree of closeness is sufficiently small.

Example 4.2. Let X = R2 and let n = 2. For Ũ = (u1, u2) ∈ X2, define by

N(Ũ) = ∥u1, u2∥ = |det(u1, u2)| .
Consider the neutrosophic functions

µN(Ũ , λ) =

(
λ

λ+N(Ũ)

) 1
3

,

ηN(Ũ , λ) =

(
N(Ũ)

2λ+N(Ũ)

) 1
3

,

and

νN(Ũ , λ) =

(
N(Ũ)

λ+N(Ũ)

) 1
3

.

Let

a ∗ b = ab and a ⋄ b = a+ b− ab.

Then,

A =
(
X,µN , ηN , νN , ∗, ⋄

)
is a neutrosophic 2-normed linear space.

Consider the center

Ṽ = (e1, e2), where e1 = (1, 0) and e2 = (0, 1).

First, define a norm on X2 by

∥Ũ∥N =
√

∥u1∥22 + ∥u2∥22,

where ∥ · ∥2 denotes the Euclidean norm on R2. The norm-open ball with center Ṽ and radius
1
2
is

BN

(
Ṽ ,

1

2

)
=

{
W̃ = (w1, w2) ∈ X2 :

√
∥e1 − w1∥22 + ∥e2 − w2∥22 <

1

2

}
.

Now, we consider the neutrosophic open ball with

r =
1

2
and λ = 1.

For W̃ = (w1, w2) ∈ X2, set

D(W̃ ) = |det(e1 − w1, e2 − w2)| .
Then,

W̃ ∈ BN

(
Ṽ ,

1

2
, 1

)
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if and only if (
1

1 +D(W̃ )

) 1
3

>
1

2
,

(
D(W̃ )

2 +D(W̃ )

) 1
3

<
1

2
,

and (
D(W̃ )

1 +D(W̃ )

) 1
3

<
1

2
.

The first inequality is equivalent to

D(W̃ ) < 7.

The second inequality is equivalent to

D(W̃ ) <
2

7
,

while the third inequality is equivalent to

D(W̃ ) <
1

7
.

Therefore, all three conditions hold precisely when

D(W̃ ) <
1

7
.

Hence,

BN

(
Ṽ ,

1

2
, 1

)
=

{
(w1, w2) ∈ X2 : |det(e1 − w1, e2 − w2)| <

1

7

}
.

For example, let

W̃1 =
(
(1.05, 0), (0, 1.05)

)
.

Then,

e1 − (1.05, 0) = (−0.05, 0)

and

e2 − (0, 1.05) = (0,−0.05).

Thus,

D(W̃1) =

∣∣∣∣det

(
−0.05 0

0 −0.05

)∣∣∣∣ = 0.0025 <
1

7
.

Therefore,

W̃1 ∈ BN

(
Ṽ ,

1

2
, 1

)
.

On the other hand, let

W̃2 =
(
(1.5, 0), (0, 1.5)

)
.

Then,

D(W̃2) =

∣∣∣∣det

(
−0.5 0

0 −0.5

)∣∣∣∣ =
1

4
>

1

7
.

In particular,

νN

(
Ṽ − W̃2, 1

)
=

( 1
4

1 + 1
4

) 1
3

=

(
1

5

) 1
3

>
1

2
.
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Therefore,

W̃2 /∈ BN

(
Ṽ ,

1

2
, 1

)
.

This example shows that membership in a neutrosophic open ball is determined simultaneously
by a sufficiently large truth-membership degree and sufficiently small indeterminacy and falsity-
membership degrees.

Definition 4.3. Let A =
(
Xn, µF , νF , ∗, ⋄

)
be a Fermatean intuitionistic fuzzy n-normed linear

space. A sequence ⟨xk⟩ in X is said to converge to x ∈ X with respect to A if

∥xk − x∥FIF → 0 as k → ∞.

Equivalently, ⟨xk⟩ converges to x if, for every ε ∈ (0, 1) and every λ > 0, there exists k0 ∈ N
such that

µF (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) > (1 − ε)
1
3

and
νF (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) < ε

1
3

for all k ≥ k0 and for all z1, . . . , zn−1 ∈ X.
In this case, we write

xk −→ x in A,
or

lim
k→∞

xk = x.

Since this is a Fermatean structure, the same condition may also be written in cubic form as:

µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) > 1 − ε

and
ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) < ε.

Example 4.3. Let X = Rn and define the usual n-norm on X by ∥v1, . . . , vn∥ = |det(v1, . . . , vn)| ,
where v1, . . . , vn ∈ Rn.

Let
a ∗ b = ab

be the product t-norm, and let
a ⋄ b = a+ b− ab

be the probabilistic sum t-conorm, for all a, b ∈ [0, 1].
For

Ṽ = (v1, . . . , vn) ∈ Xn

and λ > 0, define

µF (Ṽ , λ) =

(
λ

λ+ ∥v1, . . . , vn∥

) 1
3

,

ηF (Ṽ , λ) =

(
∥v1, . . . , vn∥

2λ+ ∥v1, . . . , vn∥

) 1
3

,

and

νF (Ṽ , λ) =

(
∥v1, . . . , vn∥

λ+ ∥v1, . . . , vn∥

) 1
3

.

Then,
(
Xn, µF , ηF , νF , ∗, ⋄

)
is a Fermatean neutrosophic fuzzy n-normed linear space.

Now fix a vector u ∈ Rn and define a sequence ⟨xk⟩ in X by

xk =
u

k
, k ∈ N.

We claim that xk −→ 0 in the Fermatean neutrosophic fuzzy n-normed linear space.
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Proof. First, for every

Ṽ = (v1, . . . , vn) ∈ Xn

and λ > 0, we have

µ3
F (Ṽ , λ) + ν3F (Ṽ , λ) =

λ

λ+ ∥v1, . . . , vn∥
+

∥v1, . . . , vn∥
λ+ ∥v1, . . . , vn∥

= 1.

Moreover,

0 ≤ η3F (Ṽ , λ) =
∥v1, . . . , vn∥

2λ+ ∥v1, . . . , vn∥
< 1.

Consequently,

µ3
F (Ṽ , λ) + η3F (Ṽ , λ) + ν3F (Ṽ , λ) = 1 +

∥v1, . . . , vn∥
2λ+ ∥v1, . . . , vn∥

< 2.

Thus, the Fermatean neutrosophic restrictions are satisfied.
We now prove the convergence of ⟨xk⟩. Let ε ∈ (0, 1) and λ > 0 be given, and let

z1, . . . , zn−1 ∈ X

be fixed. Since
xk =

u

k
,

we have

∥z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − 0∥ =
∥∥∥z1, . . . , zn−1,

u

k

∥∥∥
=

1

k
∥z1, . . . , zn−1, u∥,

where the last equality follows from the homogeneity of the ordinary n-norm.
Now, Let

C = ∥z1, . . . , zn−1, u∥.
Then,

∥z1, . . . , zn−1, xk∥ =
C

k
.

Therefore,

µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk, λ) =

λ

λ+ C
k

=
kλ

kλ+ C
,

η3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk, λ) =
C
k

2λ+ C
k

=
C

2kλ+ C
,

and

ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk, λ) =
C
k

λ+ C
k

=
C

kλ+ C
.

First, we verify the truth-membership condition. We need

µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk, λ) > 1 − ε.

This is equivalent to
kλ

kλ+ C
> 1 − ε.
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Therefore,
kλ > (1 − ε)(kλ+ C),

or equivalently,
εkλ > (1 − ε)C.

Thus, the truth-membership condition holds whenever

k >
(1 − ε)C

ελ
.

Next, we verify the indeterminacy condition. We need

η3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk, λ) < ε.

This is equivalent to
C

2kλ+ C
< ε.

Consequently,
C < ε(2kλ+ C),

which gives
(1 − ε)C < 2εkλ.

Thus, the indeterminacy condition holds whenever

k >
(1 − ε)C

2ελ
.

Finally, we verify the falsity-membership condition. We need

ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk, λ) < ε.

This is equivalent to
C

kλ+ C
< ε.

Therefore,
C < ε(kλ+ C),

and hence
(1 − ε)C < εkλ.

Thus, the falsity-membership condition holds whenever

k >
(1 − ε)C

ελ
.

Since
(1 − ε)C

2ελ
≤ (1 − ε)C

ελ
,

it is sufficient to choose

k0 =

⌊
(1 − ε)C

ελ

⌋
+ 1.

Then, for every k ≥ k0, we have

µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk, λ) > 1 − ε,

η3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk, λ) < ε,

and
ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk, λ) < ε.

Since the cube-root function is strictly increasing on [0, 1], the preceding inequalities are equiv-
alent to

µF (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk, λ) > (1 − ε)
1
3 ,

ηF (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk, λ) < ε
1
3 ,
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and
νF (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk, λ) < ε

1
3 .

Since ε ∈ (0, 1), λ > 0, and the fixed vectors z1, . . . , zn−1 ∈ X were arbitrary, it follows that

xk −→ 0

in the Fermatean neutrosophic fuzzy n-normed linear space. □

Definition 4.4. Let A =
(
X,µF , ηF , νF , ∗, ⋄

)
be a Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed linear

space. A sequence ⟨xk⟩ in X is said to converge to x ∈ X with respect to A if, for every
ε ∈ (0, 1), every λ > 0, and every z1, . . . , zn−1 ∈ X, there exists

k0 = k0(ε, λ, z1, . . . , zn−1) ∈ N
such that

µF (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) > (1 − ε)
1
3 ,

ηF (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) < ε
1
3 ,

and
νF (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) < ε

1
3

for every k ≥ k0.
In this case, we write

xk −→ x in A,
or

lim
k→∞

xk = x.

Since A has a Fermatean-type structure, the preceding conditions can equivalently be written as

µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) > 1 − ε,

η3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) < ε,

and
ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) < ε.

Equivalently, for every λ > 0 and every z1, . . . , zn−1 ∈ X,

lim
k→∞

µF (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) = 1,

lim
k→∞

ηF (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) = 0,

and
lim
k→∞

νF (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) = 0.

Example 4.4. Let X = Rn and define the usual n-norm on X by ∥v1, . . . , vn∥ = |det(v1, . . . , vn)| ,
where v1, . . . , vn ∈ Rn. Let

a ∗ b = ab

be the product t-norm, and let
a ⋄ b = a+ b− ab

be the probabilistic sum t-conorm, for all a, b ∈ [0, 1].

For Ṽ = (v1, . . . , vn) ∈ Xn and λ > 0, define

µF (Ṽ , λ) =

(
λ

λ+ ∥v1, . . . , vn∥

) 1
3

,

ηF (Ṽ , λ) =

(
∥v1, . . . , vn∥

2λ+ ∥v1, . . . , vn∥

) 1
3

,
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and

νF (Ṽ , λ) =

(
∥v1, . . . , vn∥

λ+ ∥v1, . . . , vn∥

) 1
3

.

Then, A =
(
X,µF , ηF , νF , ∗, ⋄

)
is a Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed linear space.

Fix x, u ∈ X, where u ̸= 0, and define the sequence ⟨xk⟩ by

xk = x+
u

k2
, k ∈ N.

Then, xk −→ x in A.

Proof. Let ε ∈ (0, 1) and λ > 0 be given, and let

z1, . . . , zn−1 ∈ X

be fixed. Since

xk − x =
u

k2
,

the homogeneity of the ordinary n-norm gives

∥z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x∥ =
∥∥∥z1, . . . , zn−1,

u

k2

∥∥∥
=

1

k2
∥z1, . . . , zn−1, u∥.

Set

C = ∥z1, . . . , zn−1, u∥.
Then,

∥z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x∥ =
C

k2
.

Therefore,

µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) =

λ

λ+ C
k2

=
k2λ

k2λ+ C
,

η3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) =
C
k2

2λ+ C
k2

=
C

2k2λ+ C
,

and

ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) =
C
k2

λ+ C
k2

=
C

k2λ+ C
.

Choose

k0 =

⌊√
(1 − ε)C

ελ

⌋
+ 1.

Then, for every k ≥ k0,

k2 >
(1 − ε)C

ελ
.

Hence,

εk2λ > (1 − ε)C.
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For the truth-membership function, we have

µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) − (1 − ε)

=
k2λ

k2λ+ C
− (1 − ε)

=
εk2λ− (1 − ε)C

k2λ+ C
> 0.

Therefore,
µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) > 1 − ε.

For the indeterminacy function, we have

ε− η3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ)

= ε− C

2k2λ+ C

=
2εk2λ− (1 − ε)C

2k2λ+ C
.

Since
εk2λ > (1 − ε)C,

we also have
2εk2λ > (1 − ε)C.

Thus,
η3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) < ε.

For the falsity-membership function, we obtain

ε− ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ)

= ε− C

k2λ+ C

=
εk2λ− (1 − ε)C

k2λ+ C
> 0.

Therefore,
ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) < ε.

Letting cube roots, we obtain

µF (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) > (1 − ε)
1
3 ,

ηF (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) < ε
1
3 ,

and
νF (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) < ε

1
3

for every k ≥ k0.
Equivalently,

lim
k→∞

µF (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) = 1,

lim
k→∞

ηF (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) = 0,

and
lim
k→∞

νF (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) = 0.

Since ε ∈ (0, 1), λ > 0, and the fixed vectors z1, . . . , zn−1 ∈ X were arbitrary, Definition 4.4
implies that

xk −→ x in A.
□
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Theorem 4.1. Every intuitionistic fuzzy normed linear space naturally determines a Fermatean
neutrosophic normed linear space.

Proof. Let (X,µ, ν, ∗, ⋄) be an intuitionistic fuzzy normed linear space. Define three functions

µF , ηF , νF : X × (0,∞) → [0, 1]

by

µF (x, t) = µ(x, t)
1
3 , ηF (x, t) = ν(x, t)

1
3 , νF (x, t) = ν(x, t)

1
3 .

Then,

µ3
F (x, t) = µ(x, t), η3F (x, t) = ν(x, t), ν3F (x, t) = ν(x, t).

Since

µ(x, t) + ν(x, t) ≤ 1,

we obtain

µ3
F (x, t) + ν3F (x, t) = µ(x, t) + ν(x, t) ≤ 1.

Thus, the Fermatean admissibility condition is satisfied. Moreover,

µ3
F (x, t) + η3F (x, t) + ν3F (x, t)

= µ(x, t) + 2ν(x, t)

= µ(x, t) + ν(x, t) + ν(x, t) ≤ 2,

because

µ(x, t) + ν(x, t) ≤ 1 and 0 ≤ ν(x, t) ≤ 1.

Hence,

0 ≤ µ3
F (x, t) + η3F (x, t) + ν3F (x, t) ≤ 2.

Furthermore,

µF (x, t) = 1 ⇐⇒ µ(x, t) = 1 ⇐⇒ x = 0,

and

ηF (x, t) = 0 ⇐⇒ ν(x, t) = 0 ⇐⇒ x = 0.

Similarly,

νF (x, t) = 0 ⇐⇒ x = 0.

If α ̸= 0, then

µF (αx, t) = µ(αx, t)
1
3

= µ

(
x,

t

|α|

) 1
3

= µF

(
x,

t

|α|

)
.

In the same way,

ηF (αx, t) = ηF

(
x,

t

|α|

)
and

νF (αx, t) = νF

(
x,

t

|α|

)
.

For the Fermatean triangle condition, we have

µ3
F (x+ y, t+ s) = µ(x+ y, t+ s)

≥ µ(x, t) ∗ µ(y, s)

= µ3
F (x, t) ∗ µ3

F (y, s).
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Moreover,
η3F (x+ y, t+ s) = ν(x+ y, t+ s)

≤ ν(x, t) ⋄ ν(y, s)

= η3F (x, t) ⋄ η3F (y, s),

and similarly,
ν3F (x+ y, t+ s) ≤ ν3F (x, t) ⋄ ν3F (y, s).

Finally, since the function u 7→ u1/3 is continuous and increasing on [0, 1], the required continuity
and limiting properties of µF , ηF , and νF follow directly from those of µ and ν.

Therefore, (X,µF , ηF , νF , ∗, ⋄) is a Fermatean neutrosophic normed linear space. □

Theorem 4.2. Let A =
(
X,µF , ηF , νF , ∗, ⋄

)
be a Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed linear

space. If a sequence ⟨xk⟩ in X converges to x ∈ X and also converges to y ∈ X in the sense of
Definition 4.4, then

x = y.

Therefore, the limit of a convergent sequence in a Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed linear
space is unique.

Proof. Suppose that ⟨xk⟩ converges to both x and y in the Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed
linear space

A =
(
X,µF , ηF , νF , ∗, ⋄

)
.

Thus,
xk −→ x and xk −→ y

as k → ∞.
Assume, to the contrary, that

x ̸= y.

Then, x− y ̸= 0. Since X is an n-normed linear space, there exist z1, . . . , zn−1 ∈ X such that

z1, . . . , zn−1, x− y

are linearly independent.
Fix λ > 0 and let ε ∈ (0, 1). Since ∗ is a continuous t-norm and

1 ∗ 1 = 1,

there exists δ1 ∈ (0, 1) such that

(1 − δ1) ∗ (1 − δ1) > 1 − ε.

Similarly, since ⋄ is a continuous t-conorm and

0 ⋄ 0 = 0,

there exists δ2 ∈ (0, 1) such that
δ2 ⋄ δ2 < ε.

Set
δ = min{δ1, δ2}.

By the monotonicity of ∗ and ⋄, we have

(1 − δ) ∗ (1 − δ) > 1 − ε

and
δ ⋄ δ < ε.

Since xk → x, there exists k1 ∈ N such that

µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ/2) > 1 − δ,

η3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ/2) < δ,
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and

ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ/2) < δ

for every k ≥ k1.
Similarly, since xk → y, there exists k2 ∈ N such that

µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − y, λ/2) > 1 − δ,

η3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − y, λ/2) < δ,

and

ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − y, λ/2) < δ

for every k ≥ k2.
Let

k0 = max{k1, k2}.
Then, all the preceding inequalities hold for every k ≥ k0.

Observe that

x− y = (x− xk) + (xk − y).

By the homogeneity condition, with α = −1, we have

µF (z1, . . . , zn−1, x− xk, λ/2) = µF (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ/2).

Similarly,

ηF (z1, . . . , zn−1, x− xk, λ/2) = ηF (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ/2)

and

νF (z1, . . . , zn−1, x− xk, λ/2) = νF (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ/2).

Using the triangle-type condition for µF , we obtain

µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, x− y, λ)

= µ3
F

(
z1, . . . , zn−1, (x− xk) + (xk − y), λ/2 + λ/2

)
≥ µ3

F (z1, . . . , zn−1, x− xk, λ/2) ∗ µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − y, λ/2)

> (1 − δ) ∗ (1 − δ)

> 1 − ε.

Since ε ∈ (0, 1) is arbitrary, it follows that

µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, x− y, λ) = 1.

Consequently,

µF (z1, . . . , zn−1, x− y, λ) = 1.

Using the triangle-type condition for ηF , we obtain

η3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, x− y, λ)

≤ η3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, x− xk, λ/2) ⋄ η3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − y, λ/2)

< δ ⋄ δ
< ε.

Since ε ∈ (0, 1) is arbitrary, it follows that

η3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, x− y, λ) = 0,

and hence

ηF (z1, . . . , zn−1, x− y, λ) = 0.
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Likewise, using the triangle-type condition for νF , we obtain

ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, x− y, λ)

≤ ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, x− xk, λ/2) ⋄ ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − y, λ/2)

< δ ⋄ δ
< ε.

Therefore,
ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, x− y, λ) = 0,

and consequently,
νF (z1, . . . , zn−1, x− y, λ) = 0.

By Definition 4.4, any one of the conditions

µF (z1, . . . , zn−1, x− y, λ) = 1,

ηF (z1, . . . , zn−1, x− y, λ) = 0,

or
νF (z1, . . . , zn−1, x− y, λ) = 0

implies that
z1, . . . , zn−1, x− y

are linearly dependent. This contradicts the choice of z1, . . . , zn−1.
Therefore, the assumption x ̸= y is false, and hence

x = y.

Thus, the limit of a convergent sequence in a Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed linear space is
unique. □

Theorem 4.3. Let A = (X,µF , ηF , νF , ∗, ⋄) be a Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed linear
space. Then xk → x in A if and only if, for every λ > 0 and z1, . . . , zn−1 ∈ X,

µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) → 1,

η3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) → 0,

and
ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) → 0

as k → ∞.

Proof. Fix λ > 0 and z1, . . . , zn−1 ∈ X. For convenience, write

Tk = µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ),

Ik = η3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ),

and
Fk = ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ).

Suppose first that
xk −→ x

in the Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed linear space A. By Definition 4.4, for every ε ∈ (0, 1),
there exists k0 ∈ N such that

Tk > 1 − ε, Ik < ε, Fk < ε

for every k ≥ k0.
Since 0 ≤ Tk ≤ 1, we have

|Tk − 1| = 1 − Tk < ε
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for every k ≥ k0. Therefore,

lim
k→∞

Tk = 1.

Similarly, since 0 ≤ Ik ≤ 1 and 0 ≤ Fk ≤ 1, we have

|Ik − 0| = Ik < ε

and

|Fk − 0| = Fk < ε

for every k ≥ k0. Consequently,

lim
k→∞

Ik = 0 and lim
k→∞

Fk = 0.

Thus,

lim
k→∞

µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) = 1,

lim
k→∞

η3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) = 0,

and

lim
k→∞

ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) = 0.

Conversely, suppose that, for every λ > 0 and every z1, . . . , zn−1 ∈ X,

Tk −→ 1, Ik −→ 0, Fk −→ 0.

Let ε ∈ (0, 1). Since Tk → 1, there exists k1 ∈ N such that

|Tk − 1| < ε

for every k ≥ k1. Hence,

Tk > 1 − ε

for every k ≥ k1.
Since Ik → 0, there exists k2 ∈ N such that

|Ik| < ε,

and hence

Ik < ε

for every k ≥ k2.
Similarly, since Fk → 0, there exists k3 ∈ N such that

|Fk| < ε,

and hence

Fk < ε

for every k ≥ k3.
Set

k0 = max{k1, k2, k3}.
Then, for every k ≥ k0,

µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) > 1 − ε,

η3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) < ε,

and

ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) < ε.

Therefore, by Definition 4.4, we conclude that xk −→ x. This completes the proof. □
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Example 4.5. Let X = R2 and define the usual 2-norm on X by ∥u, v∥ =

∣∣∣∣det

(
u1 v1
u2 v2

)∣∣∣∣ ,
where u = (u1, u2) and v = (v1, v2) are elements of R2.
Let

a ∗ b = ab

be the product t-norm, and let

a ⋄ b = a+ b− ab

be the probabilistic-sum t-conorm for all a, b ∈ [0, 1].
For u, v ∈ X and λ > 0, define

µF (u, v, λ) =

(
λ

λ+ ∥u, v∥

) 1
3

,

ηF (u, v, λ) =

(
∥u, v∥

λ+ ∥u, v∥

) 1
3

,

and

νF (u, v, λ) =

(
∥u, v∥

λ+ ∥u, v∥

) 1
3

.

Thus, in this example,

ηF (u, v, λ) = νF (u, v, λ).

We have

µ3
F (u, v, λ) + ν3F (u, v, λ) =

λ

λ+ ∥u, v∥
+

∥u, v∥
λ+ ∥u, v∥

= 1.

Moreover,
µ3
F (u, v, λ) + η3F (u, v, λ) + ν3F (u, v, λ)

=
λ+ 2∥u, v∥
λ+ ∥u, v∥

= 1 +
∥u, v∥

λ+ ∥u, v∥
≤ 2.

Therefore, the Fermatean neutrosophic admissibility conditions

0 ≤ µ3
F (u, v, λ) + ν3F (u, v, λ) ≤ 1

and

0 ≤ µ3
F (u, v, λ) + η3F (u, v, λ) + ν3F (u, v, λ) ≤ 2

are satisfied.
Furthermore,

µF (u, v, λ) = 1

if and only if ∥u, v∥ = 0, which is equivalent to u and v being linearly dependent. Similarly,

ηF (u, v, λ) = 0 and νF (u, v, λ) = 0

if and only if u and v are linearly dependent. The remaining axioms follow from the corre-
sponding properties of the determinant 2-norm. Hence,(

X,µF , ηF , νF , ∗, ⋄
)

is a Fermatean neutrosophic 2-normed linear space.
Now, we define a sequence ⟨xk⟩ in X by

xk =

(
1 +

1

k
, 2 +

2

k

)
, k ∈ N,
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and let
x = (1, 2).

Then,

xk − x =

(
1

k
,

2

k

)
=

1

k
(1, 2) =

1

k
x.

Let z = (z1, z2) ∈ X be arbitrary. By the homogeneity of the 2-norm,

∥z, xk − x∥ =

∥∥∥∥z, 1

k
x

∥∥∥∥ =
1

k
∥z, x∥.

Consequently,
∥z, xk − x∥ −→ 0 as k → ∞.

For every λ > 0, we have

µ3
F (z, xk − x, λ) =

λ

λ+ ∥z, xk − x∥

=
λ

λ+ 1
k
∥z, x∥

−→ 1.

Also,

η3F (z, xk − x, λ) =
∥z, xk − x∥

λ+ ∥z, xk − x∥

=
1
k
∥z, x∥

λ+ 1
k
∥z, x∥

−→ 0,

and

ν3F (z, xk − x, λ) =
∥z, xk − x∥

λ+ ∥z, xk − x∥

=
1
k
∥z, x∥

λ+ 1
k
∥z, x∥

−→ 0.

Therefore, by Theorem 4.3, xk −→ x in the Fermatean neutrosophic 2-normed linear space(
X,µF , ηF , νF , ∗, ⋄

)
.

5. Cauchy Sequences in Fermatean Neutrosophic n-Normed Linear
Spaces(FN-n-NLS)

Cauchy sequences play an important role in the study of convergence and completeness. In
classical normed linear spaces, a sequence is Cauchy if the distance between its terms becomes
arbitrarily small as the indices become sufficiently large. In a Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed
linear space, this idea is expressed through the behavior of the Fermatean truth-membership,
indeterminacy-membership, and falsity-membership functions.

More precisely, the closeness between two terms xk and xp of a sequence is measured by

µ3
F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ),

η3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ),

and
ν3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ),

where z1, z2, . . . , zn−1 ∈ X and λ > 0. A sequence is expected to be Cauchy whenever the truth-
membership degree tends to 1, while the indeterminacy-membership and falsity-membership
degrees tend to 0 as k, p→ ∞. This agrees with the usual interpretation that the terms of the
sequence become increasingly close to one another.

The following definition formalizes the notion of a Cauchy sequence in a Fermatean neutro-
sophic n-normed linear space.
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Definition 5.1. Let A =
(
X,µF , ηF , νF , ∗, ⋄

)
be a Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed linear

space. A sequence ⟨xk⟩ in X is called a Cauchy sequence in A if, for every ε ∈ (0, 1), every
λ > 0, and every z1, z2, . . . , zn−1 ∈ X, there exists k0 ∈ N such that

µ3
F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) > 1 − ε,

η3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) < ε,

and

ν3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) < ε

for all k, p ≥ k0.
Equivalently,

µF (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) > (1 − ε)
1
3 ,

ηF (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) < ε
1
3 ,

and

νF (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) < ε
1
3

for all k, p ≥ k0.

Example 5.1. Let X = Rn and define the usual n-norm on X by ∥v1, . . . , vn∥ = |det(v1, . . . , vn)| ,
where v1, v2, . . . , vn ∈ Rn.
Let a ∗ b = ab be the product t-norm, and let a ⋄ b = a + b − ab be the probabilistic-sum

t-conorm for all a, b ∈ [0, 1].
For v1, v2, . . . , vn ∈ X and λ > 0, define

µF (v1, v2, . . . , vn, λ) =

(
λ

λ+ ∥v1, v2, . . . , vn∥

) 1
3

,

ηF (v1, v2, . . . , vn, λ) =

(
∥v1, v2, . . . , vn∥

2λ+ ∥v1, v2, . . . , vn∥

) 1
3

,

and

νF (v1, v2, . . . , vn, λ) =

(
∥v1, v2, . . . , vn∥

λ+ ∥v1, v2, . . . , vn∥

) 1
3

.

Then,

µ3
F (v1, . . . , vn, λ) + ν3F (v1, . . . , vn, λ) = 1.

Moreover,

µ3
F (v1, . . . , vn, λ) + η3F (v1, . . . , vn, λ) + ν3F (v1, . . . , vn, λ)

= 1 +
∥v1, . . . , vn∥

2λ+ ∥v1, . . . , vn∥
≤ 2.

Therefore,

A =
(
X,µF , ηF , νF , ∗, ⋄

)
is a Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed linear space.

Now, we fix u ∈ X and define a sequence ⟨xk⟩ in X by

xk =
u

k
, k ∈ N.

Then ⟨xk⟩ is a Cauchy sequence in A.
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Proof. Let ε ∈ (0, 1), λ > 0, and z1, z2, . . . , zn−1 ∈ X be arbitrary.
For k, p ∈ N, we have

xk − xp =
u

k
− u

p
=

(
1

k
− 1

p

)
u.

By the homogeneity property of the usual n-norm,

∥z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp∥

=

∣∣∣∣1k − 1

p

∣∣∣∣ ∥z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, u∥.

Put
C = ∥z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, u∥.

Then,

∥z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp∥ = C

∣∣∣∣1k − 1

p

∣∣∣∣ .
Since ∣∣∣∣1k − 1

p

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1

k
+

1

p
,

we obtain, for all k, p ≥ k0, ∣∣∣∣1k − 1

p

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 2

k0
.

Choose k0 ∈ N sufficiently large so that

2C

k0
<

ελ

1 − ε
.

Then, for all k, p ≥ k0,

∥z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp∥ <
ελ

1 − ε
.

Now,

µ3
F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) =

λ

λ+ ∥z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp∥
.

Therefore,

µ3
F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) >

λ

λ+ ελ
1−ε

= 1 − ε.

Furthermore,

η3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) =
∥z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp∥

2λ+ ∥z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp∥
.

Since
2λ+ ∥z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp∥ > λ+ ∥z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp∥,

we have

η3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) ≤ ∥z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp∥
λ+ ∥z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp∥

.

Similarly,

ν3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) =
∥z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp∥

λ+ ∥z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp∥
.

Therefore,

ν3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) <
ελ
1−ε

λ+ ελ
1−ε

= ε.

It follows that
η3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) < ε.
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Hence, for all k, p ≥ k0,

µ3
F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) > 1 − ε,

η3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) < ε,

and
ν3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) < ε.

Equivalently,

µF (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) > (1 − ε)
1
3 ,

ηF (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) < ε
1
3 ,

and
νF (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) < ε

1
3 .

Therefore, by Definition 5.1, the sequence ⟨xk⟩ is a Cauchy sequence in A. □

Example 5.2. Let X = R3 and define the usual 3-norm on X by ∥v1, v2, v3∥ = |det(v1, v2, v3)| ,
where v1, v2, v3 ∈ R3.

Let a ∗ b = ab be the product t-norm, and let a ⋄ b = a + b − ab be the probabilistic-sum
t-conorm for all a, b ∈ [0, 1].
For v1, v2, v3 ∈ X and λ > 0, define

µF (v1, v2, v3, λ) =

(
λ

λ+ ∥v1, v2, v3∥

) 1
3

,

ηF (v1, v2, v3, λ) =

(
∥v1, v2, v3∥

2λ+ ∥v1, v2, v3∥

) 1
3

,

and

νF (v1, v2, v3, λ) =

(
∥v1, v2, v3∥

λ+ ∥v1, v2, v3∥

) 1
3

.

Then,
µ3
F (v1, v2, v3, λ) + ν3F (v1, v2, v3, λ) = 1

and

µ3
F (v1, v2, v3, λ) + η3F (v1, v2, v3, λ) + ν3F (v1, v2, v3, λ) = 1 +

∥v1, v2, v3∥
2λ+ ∥v1, v2, v3∥

≤ 2.

Therefore, A =
(
X,µF , ηF , νF , ∗, ⋄

)
is a Fermatean neutrosophic 3-normed linear space.

Define a sequence ⟨xk⟩ in X by

xk =

(
1 +

1

k
, 2 +

1

k2
, 3 +

1

k3

)
, k ∈ N.

Then ⟨xk⟩ is a Cauchy sequence in A.

Proof. Let ε ∈ (0, 1), λ > 0, and z1, z2 ∈ X be arbitrary. We prove that there exists k0 ∈ N
such that

µ3
F (z1, z2, xk − xp, λ) > 1 − ε,

η3F (z1, z2, xk − xp, λ) < ε,

and
ν3F (z1, z2, xk − xp, λ) < ε

for all k, p ≥ k0.
For k, p ∈ N, we have

xk − xp =

(
1

k
− 1

p
,

1

k2
− 1

p2
,

1

k3
− 1

p3

)
.
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Since the mapping
w 7−→ det(z1, z2, w)

is linear in w, there exists a constant Cz1,z2 ≥ 0, depending only on z1 and z2, such that

|det(z1, z2, w)| ≤ Cz1,z2 (|w1| + |w2| + |w3|)
for every w = (w1, w2, w3) ∈ R3.
Hence,

∥z1, z2, xk − xp∥ = |det(z1, z2, xk − xp)|

≤ Cz1,z2

(∣∣∣∣1k − 1

p

∣∣∣∣+

∣∣∣∣ 1

k2
− 1

p2

∣∣∣∣+

∣∣∣∣ 1

k3
− 1

p3

∣∣∣∣) .
For k, p ≥ k0, we have ∣∣∣∣1k − 1

p

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 2

k0
,∣∣∣∣ 1

k2
− 1

p2

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 2

k20
≤ 2

k0
,

and ∣∣∣∣ 1

k3
− 1

p3

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 2

k30
≤ 2

k0
.

Therefore,

∥z1, z2, xk − xp∥ ≤ 6Cz1,z2

k0
for all k, p ≥ k0.

Choose k0 ∈ N sufficiently large so that

6Cz1,z2

k0
<

ελ

1 − ε
.

Then, for all k, p ≥ k0,

∥z1, z2, xk − xp∥ <
ελ

1 − ε
.

Now,

µ3
F (z1, z2, xk − xp, λ) =

λ

λ+ ∥z1, z2, xk − xp∥
.

Thus,

µ3
F (z1, z2, xk − xp, λ) >

λ

λ+ ελ
1−ε

= 1 − ε.

Furthermore,

η3F (z1, z2, xk − xp, λ) =
∥z1, z2, xk − xp∥

2λ+ ∥z1, z2, xk − xp∥
.

Hence,
η3F (z1, z2, xk − xp, λ) ≤ ν3F (z1, z2, xk − xp, λ).

Similarly,

ν3F (z1, z2, xk − xp, λ) =
∥z1, z2, xk − xp∥

λ+ ∥z1, z2, xk − xp∥
.

Therefore,

ν3F (z1, z2, xk − xp, λ) <
ελ
1−ε

λ+ ελ
1−ε

= ε.

Consequently,
η3F (z1, z2, xk − xp, λ) < ε.
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Hence, for all k, p ≥ k0,
µ3
F (z1, z2, xk − xp, λ) > 1 − ε,

η3F (z1, z2, xk − xp, λ) < ε,

and
ν3F (z1, z2, xk − xp, λ) < ε.

Equivalently,

µF (z1, z2, xk − xp, λ) > (1 − ε)
1
3 ,

ηF (z1, z2, xk − xp, λ) < ε
1
3 ,

and
νF (z1, z2, xk − xp, λ) < ε

1
3 .

Therefore, by Definition 5.1, ⟨xk⟩ is a Cauchy sequence in A. □

Theorem 5.1. Let A =
(
X,µF , ηF , νF , ∗, ⋄

)
be a Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed linear

space. If a sequence ⟨xk⟩ in X converges to x ∈ X, then ⟨xk⟩ is a Cauchy sequence in A.

Proof. Suppose that xk −→ x in the Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed linear space A =(
X,µF , ηF , νF , ∗, ⋄

)
.

We prove that ⟨xk⟩ is a Cauchy sequence.
Let ε ∈ (0, 1), λ > 0, and z1, z2, . . . , zn−1 ∈ X be arbitrary.
Since ∗ is a continuous t-norm and

1 ∗ 1 = 1,

there exists δ1 ∈ (0, 1) such that

(1 − δ1) ∗ (1 − δ1) > 1 − ε.

Similarly, since ⋄ is a continuous t-conorm and

0 ⋄ 0 = 0,

there exists δ2 ∈ (0, 1) such that
δ2 ⋄ δ2 < ε.

Set
δ = min{δ1, δ2}.

By the monotonicity of ∗ and ⋄, we have

(1 − δ) ∗ (1 − δ) > 1 − ε

and
δ ⋄ δ < ε.

Since xk → x, by Definition 4.4, there exists k0 ∈ N such that

µ3
F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ/2) > 1 − δ,

η3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ/2) < δ,

and
ν3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ/2) < δ

for every k ≥ k0.
Now, let k, p ≥ k0. We have

xk − xp = (xk − x) + (x− xp).

By the homogeneity condition, with α = −1, we obtain

µF (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, x− xp, λ/2) = µF (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xp − x, λ/2),

ηF (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, x− xp, λ/2) = ηF (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xp − x, λ/2),
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and
νF (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, x− xp, λ/2) = νF (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xp − x, λ/2).

Hence,

µ3
F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, x− xp, λ/2) > 1 − δ,

η3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, x− xp, λ/2) < δ,

and

ν3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, x− xp, λ/2) < δ.

We obtain

µ3
F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ)

= µ3
F

(
z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, (xk − x) + (x− xp), λ/2 + λ/2

)
≥ µ3

F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ/2) ∗ µ3
F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, x− xp, λ/2)

≥ (1 − δ) ∗ (1 − δ)

> 1 − ε.

Therefore,

µ3
F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) > 1 − ε.

Next, using the triangle-type condition for ηF , we obtain

η3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ)

= η3F
(
z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, (xk − x) + (x− xp), λ/2 + λ/2

)
≤ η3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ/2) ⋄ η3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, x− xp, λ/2)

≤ δ ⋄ δ
< ε.

Thus,

η3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) < ε.

Likewise, using the triangle-type condition for νF , we obtain

ν3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ)

= ν3F
(
z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, (xk − x) + (x− xp), λ/2 + λ/2

)
≤ ν3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ/2) ⋄ ν3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, x− xp, λ/2)

≤ δ ⋄ δ
< ε.

Therefore,

ν3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) < ε.

Consequently, for every ε ∈ (0, 1), every λ > 0, and every z1, z2, . . . , zn−1 ∈ X, there exists
k0 ∈ N such that

µ3
F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) > 1 − ε,

η3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) < ε,

and

ν3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) < ε

for all k, p ≥ k0.
Equivalently,

µF (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) > (1 − ε)
1
3 ,

ηF (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) < ε
1
3 ,
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and
νF (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) < ε

1
3

for all k, p ≥ k0.
Hence, by Definition 5.1, ⟨xk⟩ is a Cauchy sequence in A. □

6. Completeness in Fermatean Neutrosophic n-Normed Linear
Spaces(FN-n-NLS)

Completeness is one of the central notions in the study of normed and fuzzy normed struc-
tures. In classical analysis, completeness guarantees that every Cauchy sequence has a limit in-
side the space. This property is essential for developing convergence theory, fixed point results,
and approximation methods. In the framework of Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed linear
spaces, the concept of completeness is described by using the Fermatean truth-membership,
indeterminacy-membership, and falsity-membership functions.

In particular, a Cauchy sequence in this setting is not measured by an ordinary distance only.
Instead, it is characterized by the conditions

µ3
F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) −→ 1,

η3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) −→ 0,

and
ν3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) −→ 0

as k, p → ∞, for every λ > 0 and every z1, z2, . . . , zn−1 ∈ X. Thus, completeness means that
such a sequence must converge to some element of the underlying linear space X with respect
to the Fermatean neutrosophic n-norm structure.

The following definition introduces completeness in a Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed lin-
ear space.

Definition 6.1. A Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed linear space A =
(
X,µF , ηF , νF , ∗, ⋄

)
is

said to be complete if every Cauchy sequence in A converges to an element of X with respect
to the Fermatean neutrosophic n-norm structure.

Example 6.1. Let X = Rn and define the usual n-norm by

∥v1, v2, . . . , vn∥ = |det(v1, v2, . . . , vn)| .
For λ > 0, define

µF (v1, . . . , vn, λ) =

(
λ

λ+ ∥v1, . . . , vn∥

) 1
3

,

ηF (v1, . . . , vn, λ) =

(
∥v1, . . . , vn∥

2λ+ ∥v1, . . . , vn∥

) 1
3

,

and

νF (v1, . . . , vn, λ) =

(
∥v1, . . . , vn∥

λ+ ∥v1, . . . , vn∥

) 1
3

.

Let
a ∗ b = ab and a ⋄ b = a+ b− ab.

Then,
µ3
F (v1, . . . , vn, λ) + ν3F (v1, . . . , vn, λ) = 1,

and
µ3
F (v1, . . . , vn, λ) + η3F (v1, . . . , vn, λ) + ν3F (v1, . . . , vn, λ)

= 1 +
∥v1, . . . , vn∥

2λ+ ∥v1, . . . , vn∥
≤ 2.
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Therefore, A =
(
X,µF , ηF , νF , ∗, ⋄

)
is a complete Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed linear

space.

Proof. Let ⟨xk⟩ be a Cauchy sequence in A. By Definition 5.1, for every ε ∈ (0, 1), every λ > 0,
and every z1, . . . , zn−1 ∈ X, there exists k0 ∈ N such that

µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) > 1 − ε,

η3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) < ε,

and

ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) < ε

for all k, p ≥ k0.
For fixed z1, . . . , zn−1 ∈ X, put

Dk,p = ∥z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp∥.
Since

ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) =
Dk,p

λ+Dk,p

,

the Cauchy condition implies that

Dk,p

λ+Dk,p

−→ 0 as k, p→ ∞.

Because λ > 0 is fixed, it follows that

Dk,p −→ 0.

Hence,

∥z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp∥ −→ 0 as k, p→ ∞.

Let e1, . . . , en denote the standard basis of Rn. For each j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, choose

z1, . . . , zn−1 = e1, . . . , ej−1, ej+1, . . . , en.

Then,

∥e1, . . . , ej−1, ej+1, . . . , en, xk − xp∥ = |(xk)j − (xp)j| .
Therefore,

|(xk)j − (xp)j| −→ 0 as k, p→ ∞
for every j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Thus, each coordinate sequence ⟨(xk)j⟩ is a Cauchy sequence in R.

Since R is complete, there exists xj ∈ R such that

(xk)j −→ xj as k → ∞
for every j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Define

x = (x1, x2, . . . , xn) ∈ Rn.

Then,

xk −→ x

in the usual topology of Rn.
For every fixed z1, . . . , zn−1 ∈ X, the mapping

w 7−→ det(z1, . . . , zn−1, w)

is continuous. Therefore,

∥z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x∥ −→ 0.

Put

Dk = ∥z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x∥.
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Then, Dk → 0, and consequently,

µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) =

λ

λ+Dk

−→ 1,

η3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) =
Dk

2λ+Dk

−→ 0,

and

ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − x, λ) =
Dk

λ+Dk

−→ 0.

Thus, by Theorem 4.3, the sequence ⟨xk⟩ converges to x in A. Hence, A is complete. □

The next lemma gives an equivalent characterization of Cauchy sequences in terms of the
limiting behavior of the Fermatean truth-membership, indeterminacy-membership, and falsity-
membership functions. This characterization is useful because it allows us to verify Cauchy
sequences by checking the limits of µ3

F , η3F , and ν3F directly.

Lemma 6.1. Let A =
(
X,µF , ηF , νF , ∗, ⋄

)
be a Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed linear space.

A sequence ⟨xk⟩ in X is Cauchy in A if and only if, for every λ > 0 and every z1, z2, . . . , zn−1 ∈
X,

lim
k,p→∞

µ3
F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) = 1,

and
lim

k,p→∞
η3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) = 0,

and
lim

k,p→∞
ν3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) = 0.

Proof. We prove both directions.
First, suppose that ⟨xk⟩ is a Cauchy sequence in A. By Definition 5.1, for every ε ∈ (0, 1),

every λ > 0, and every z1, z2, . . . , zn−1 ∈ X, there exists k0 ∈ N such that

µ3
F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) > 1 − ε,

and
η3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) < ε,

and
ν3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) < ε

for all k, p ≥ k0.
Since

0 ≤ µ3
F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) ≤ 1,

we have
0 ≤ 1 − µ3

F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ)

< ε

for all k, p ≥ k0. Hence, ∣∣µ3
F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) − 1

∣∣ < ε

for all k, p ≥ k0. Therefore,

lim
k,p→∞

µ3
F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) = 1.

Similarly, since
0 ≤ η3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) ≤ 1

and
η3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) < ε,
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we have ∣∣η3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) − 0
∣∣ < ε

for all k, p ≥ k0. Thus,

lim
k,p→∞

η3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) = 0.

Likewise,
0 ≤ ν3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) ≤ 1

and
ν3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) < ε,

we obtain ∣∣ν3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) − 0
∣∣ < ε

for all k, p ≥ k0. Therefore,

lim
k,p→∞

ν3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) = 0.

Conversely, suppose that, for every λ > 0 and every z1, z2, . . . , zn−1 ∈ X,

lim
k,p→∞

µ3
F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) = 1,

and
lim

k,p→∞
η3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) = 0,

and
lim

k,p→∞
ν3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) = 0.

Let ε ∈ (0, 1) be arbitrary. Since

µ3
F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) −→ 1

as k, p→ ∞, there exists k1 ∈ N such that∣∣µ3
F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) − 1

∣∣ < ε

for all k, p ≥ k1. Hence,

µ3
F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) > 1 − ε

for all k, p ≥ k1.
Since

η3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) −→ 0

as k, p→ ∞, there exists k2 ∈ N such that∣∣η3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) − 0
∣∣ < ε

for all k, p ≥ k2. Therefore,

η3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) < ε

for all k, p ≥ k2.
Similarly, since

ν3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) −→ 0

as k, p→ ∞, there exists k3 ∈ N such that∣∣ν3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) − 0
∣∣ < ε

for all k, p ≥ k3. Consequently,

ν3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) < ε

for all k, p ≥ k3.
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Now, take
k0 = max{k1, k2, k3}.

Then, for all k, p ≥ k0, we have

µ3
F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) > 1 − ε,

and
η3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) < ε,

and
ν3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) < ε.

Equivalently,

µF (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) > (1 − ε)
1
3 ,

and
ηF (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) < ε

1
3 ,

and
νF (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) < ε

1
3

for all k, p ≥ k0.
Therefore, by Definition 5.1, ⟨xk⟩ is a Cauchy sequence in A.

Hence, ⟨xk⟩ is Cauchy in A if and only if

µ3
F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) −→ 1,

η3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) −→ 0,

and
ν3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, xk − xp, λ) −→ 0

as k, p→ ∞. □

7. Contraction Mappings and Fixed Point Theorem in Fermatean
neutrosophic n-normed linear spaces(FN-n-NLS)

Fixed point theory is one of the most important tools in nonlinear analysis. It is widely used
to prove the existence and uniqueness of solutions of operator equations, differential equations,
integral equations, and iterative processes. In classical metric and normed spaces, contraction
mappings play a central role because they guarantee the convergence of successive iterations to
a unique fixed point.

In the structure of Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed linear spaces, the notion of contraction
must be formulated in terms of the Fermatean truth-membership, indeterminacy-membership,
and falsity-membership functions. Instead of measuring the distance between two points only
by an ordinary norm, we compare the degrees

µ3
F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, x− y, λ),

and
η3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, x− y, λ),

and
ν3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, x− y, λ),

where x, y ∈ X, z1, z2, . . . , zn−1 ∈ X, and λ > 0. A contraction mapping should increase the
truth-membership degree of closeness and decrease the indeterminacy-membership and falsity-
membership degrees of closeness after applying the mapping.

To obtain a more flexible contraction condition, we introduce a triple of control func-
tions (φ, θ, ψ). The function φ controls the truth-membership component, θ controls the
indeterminacy-membership component, and ψ controls the falsity-membership component. These
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functions are required to preserve the Fermatean neutrosophic cubic conditions so that the con-
trolled degrees remain admissible in the Fermatean neutrosophic sense. The following definition
introduces a Fermatean neutrosophic cubic-control function.

Definition 7.1. Let A =
(
X,µF , ηF , νF , ∗, ⋄

)
be a Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed linear

space. A triple of functions (φ, θ, ψ) is called a Fermatean neutrosophic cubic-control function
if φ, θ, ψ : [0, 1] → [0, 1] satisfy the following conditions:

(1) φ, θ, and ψ are continuous;
(2) φ, θ, and ψ are non-decreasing;
(3)

φ(t) ≥ 0, θ(t) ≥ 0, ψ(t) ≥ 0

for all t ∈ [0, 1];
(4)

φ(1) = 1, θ(0) = 0, ψ(0) = 0;

(5) for every Ṽ = (v1, . . . , vn) ∈ Xn and λ > 0,

φ
(
µF (Ṽ , λ)

)3
+ ψ

(
νF (Ṽ , λ)

)3
≤ 1

and

φ
(
µF (Ṽ , λ)

)3
+ θ

(
ηF (Ṽ , λ)

)3
+ ψ

(
νF (Ṽ , λ)

)3
≤ 2,

whenever
µ3
F (Ṽ , λ) + ν3F (Ṽ , λ) ≤ 1

and
µ3
F (Ṽ , λ) + η3F (Ṽ , λ) + ν3F (Ṽ , λ) ≤ 2.

Then, (φ, θ, ψ) is called a Fermatean neutrosophic cubic-control function on A.
The function φ controls the truth-membership degree, θ controls the indeterminacy-membership

degree, and ψ controls the falsity-membership degree. The conditions

φ(µF )3 + ψ(νF )3 ≤ 1

and
φ(µF )3 + θ(ηF )3 + ψ(νF )3 ≤ 2

ensure that the controlled triple still satisfies the Fermatean neutrosophic cubic conditions.

After introducing the cubic-control functions, we now define a Fermatean neutrosophic
contraction mapping. This type of mapping is designed to control the Fermatean truth-
membership, indeterminacy-membership, and falsity-membership degrees between the images
of two points under the mapping. The parameters ξ and η allow the contraction conditions to
include both deviations from the limiting degrees and the influence of the control functions.

Definition 7.2. Let A =
(
X,µF , ηF , νF , ∗, ⋄

)
be a Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed linear

space, and let (φ, θ, ψ) be a Fermatean neutrosophic cubic-control function. Let ξ, η ≥ 0 be
fixed constants.

A mapping τ : X → X is called a Fermatean neutrosophic (φ, θ, ψ)-contraction mapping on
A if, for every x, y ∈ X, every z1, z2, . . . , zn−1 ∈ X, and every λ > 0, the following conditions
hold:

µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, τx− τy, λ) ≥ µ3

F (z1, . . . , zn−1, x− y, λ)

1 + ξ [1 − µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, x− y, λ)] + ηφ (µF (z1, . . . , zn−1, x− y, λ))

,

and

η3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, τx− τy, λ) ≤ η3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, x− y, λ)

1 + ξη3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, x− y, λ) + ηθ (ηF (z1, . . . , zn−1, x− y, λ))
,
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and

ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, τx− τy, λ) ≤ ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, x− y, λ)

1 + ξν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, x− y, λ) + ηψ (νF (z1, . . . , zn−1, x− y, λ))
.

Then τ is called a Fermatean neutrosophic contraction mapping on A.

Example 7.1. Let X = Rn and define the usual n-norm on X by

∥v1, v2, . . . , vn∥ = |det(v1, v2, . . . , vn)| ,
where v1, v2, . . . , vn ∈ Rn.
Let a ∗ b = ab and a ⋄ b = a+ b− ab for all a, b ∈ [0, 1].
For v1, v2, . . . , vn ∈ X and λ > 0, define as

µF (v1, v2, . . . , vn, λ) =

(
λ

λ+ ∥v1, v2, . . . , vn∥

) 1
3

,

and

ηF (v1, v2, . . . , vn, λ) =

(
∥v1, v2, . . . , vn∥

2λ+ ∥v1, v2, . . . , vn∥

) 1
3

,

and

νF (v1, v2, . . . , vn, λ) =

(
∥v1, v2, . . . , vn∥

λ+ ∥v1, v2, . . . , vn∥

) 1
3

.

Then,
µ3
F (v1, . . . , vn, λ) + ν3F (v1, . . . , vn, λ) = 1,

and
µ3
F (v1, . . . , vn, λ) + η3F (v1, . . . , vn, λ) + ν3F (v1, . . . , vn, λ)

= 1 +
∥v1, . . . , vn∥

2λ+ ∥v1, . . . , vn∥
≤ 2.

Therefore, A =
(
X,µF , ηF , νF , ∗, ⋄

)
is a Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed linear space.

Define
φ(t) = t2, θ(t) = t2, ψ(t) = t2, t ∈ [0, 1].

Then (φ, θ, ψ) is a Fermatean neutrosophic cubic-control function. Take

ξ = 1 and η = 1.

Define a mapping
τ : X → X

by
τ(x) = 0

for every x ∈ X. Then, τ is a Fermatean neutrosophic (φ, θ, ψ)-contraction mapping on A.

Proof. Let x, y ∈ X, let z1, z2, . . . , zn−1 ∈ X, and let λ > 0 be arbitrary. Since

τ(x) = 0 and τ(y) = 0,

we have
τx− τy = 0.

Therefore,
z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, τx− τy = z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, 0

are linearly dependent. Hence,

µF (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, τx− τy, λ) = 1,
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and

ηF (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, τx− τy, λ) = 0,

and

νF (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, τx− τy, λ) = 0.

Consequently,

µ3
F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, τx− τy, λ) = 1,

and

η3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, τx− τy, λ) = 0,

and

ν3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, τx− τy, λ) = 0.

Now, put

M = µ3
F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, x− y, λ),

and

I = η3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, x− y, λ),

and

N = ν3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, x− y, λ).

Since 0 ≤M, I,N ≤ 1, we have

1 + ξ(1 −M) + ηφ (µF (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, x− y, λ)) ≥ 1.

Thus,
M

1 + ξ(1 −M) + ηφ (µF (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, x− y, λ))
≤M ≤ 1.

Therefore, the truth-membership contraction inequality is satisfied.
Similarly,

1 + ξI + ηθ (ηF (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, x− y, λ)) ≥ 1,

and hence
I

1 + ξI + ηθ (ηF (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, x− y, λ))
≥ 0.

Since

η3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, τx− τy, λ) = 0,

the indeterminacy-membership contraction inequality is satisfied.
Likewise,

1 + ξN + ηψ (νF (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, x− y, λ)) ≥ 1,

and hence
N

1 + ξN + ηψ (νF (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, x− y, λ))
≥ 0.

Since

ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, τx− τy, λ) = 0,

the falsity-membership contraction inequality is satisfied.
Therefore, all three contraction inequalities in Definition 7.2 are satisfied. Hence, τ is a

Fermatean neutrosophic (φ, θ, ψ)-contraction mapping on A. □

The action of the zero mapping and its effect on the Fermatean neutrosophic cubic degrees
are illustrated in Figure 1. The notion of a fixed point in this setting is the same as in classical
fixed point theory: a point remains unchanged under the action of the mapping. However,
the existence and uniqueness of such a point will be established using the structure of the
Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed linear space and the contraction conditions defined above.
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Figure 1. The zero contraction mapping: (a) every point is mapped to the
unique fixed point x∗ = 0 in a representative two-dimensional projection, and (b)
the cubic truth-membership, indeterminacy-membership, and falsity-membership
degrees as functions of the normalized n-norm r. After applying τ , one has r = 0
and (µ3

F , η
3
F , ν

3
F ) = (1, 0, 0).

Definition 7.3. Let A =
(
X,µF , ηF , νF , ∗, ⋄

)
be a Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed linear

space, and let τ : X → X be a mapping. A point x ∈ X is called a fixed point of τ in A if
τ(x) = x.

Example 7.2. Let X = Rn and define the usual n-norm on X by

∥v1, v2, . . . , vn∥ = |det(v1, v2, . . . , vn)| ,
where v1, v2, . . . , vn ∈ Rn.
For v1, v2, . . . , vn ∈ X and λ > 0, define

µF (v1, v2, . . . , vn, λ) =

(
λ

λ+ ∥v1, v2, . . . , vn∥

) 1
3

,

ηF (v1, v2, . . . , vn, λ) =

(
∥v1, v2, . . . , vn∥

2λ+ ∥v1, v2, . . . , vn∥

) 1
3

,

and

νF (v1, v2, . . . , vn, λ) =

(
∥v1, v2, . . . , vn∥

λ+ ∥v1, v2, . . . , vn∥

) 1
3

.

Let
a ∗ b = ab and a ⋄ b = a+ b− ab

for all a, b ∈ [0, 1]. Then, A =
(
X,µF , ηF , νF , ∗, ⋄

)
is a Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed

linear space.
Define a mapping

τ : X → X

by

τ(x) = c+
1

2
x,

where
c = (1, 2, 3, . . . , n) ∈ Rn.
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We claim that x∗ = 2c = (2, 4, 6, . . . , 2n) is a fixed point of τ in A.

Proof. By Definition 7.3, a point x∗ ∈ X is a fixed point of τ if

τ(x∗) = x∗.

Take

x∗ = 2c.

Then,

τ(x∗) = c+
1

2
x∗.

Since x∗ = 2c, we obtain

τ(x∗) = c+
1

2
(2c) = c+ c = 2c.

Thus,

τ(x∗) = x∗.

Hence,

x∗ = 2c = (2, 4, 6, . . . , 2n)

is a fixed point of τ in the Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed linear space A =
(
X,µF , ηF , νF , ∗, ⋄

)
.

Moreover, if x ∈ X is any fixed point of τ , then

τ(x) = x.

Therefore,

c+
1

2
x = x,

which implies

c =
1

2
x.

Thus,

x = 2c.

Therefore, the fixed point of τ is unique. □
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=
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(b) Geometric convergence

Figure 2. Fixed point iteration for τ(x) = c + 1
2
x: (a) componentwise conver-

gence to x∗ = 2c in the representative case n = 8, and (b) geometric decay of the
normalized error with contraction rate ρ = 1

2
.
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The following theorem is a Banach-type fixed point theorem in a complete Fermatean neu-
trosophic n-normed linear space. It shows that if a mapping satisfies an appropriate Fermatean
neutrosophic contraction condition, then the Picard iteration

xk+1 = τxk

converges to a unique fixed point of τ . This result provides the foundation for applying the
proposed space to operator equations and related problems.

Theorem 7.1. Let A =
(
X,µF , ηF , νF ,min,max

)
be a complete Fermatean neutrosophic n-

normed linear space. Assume that, for every fixed Ṽ ∈ Xn, µF (Ṽ , λ) is non-decreasing in λ,

whereas ηF (Ṽ , λ) and νF (Ṽ , λ) are non-increasing in λ, and

lim
λ→∞

µF (Ṽ , λ) = 1, lim
λ→∞

ηF (Ṽ , λ) = 0,

and
lim
λ→∞

νF (Ṽ , λ) = 0.

Suppose that τ : X → X is a Fermatean neutrosophic n-contraction mapping; that is, there
exists a constant ρ ∈ (0, 1) such that, for every x, y ∈ X, every z1, z2, . . . , zn−1 ∈ X, and every
λ > 0,

µ3
F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, τx− τy, λ) ≥ µ3

F

(
z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, x− y,

λ

ρ

)
,

η3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, τx− τy, λ) ≤ η3F

(
z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, x− y,

λ

ρ

)
,

and

ν3F (z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, τx− τy, λ) ≤ ν3F

(
z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, x− y,

λ

ρ

)
.

Then τ has a unique fixed point in X.

Proof. Let x0 ∈ X be arbitrary. Define a sequence ⟨xk⟩ in X by

xk+1 = τxk, k = 0, 1, 2, . . . .

We first prove that ⟨xk⟩ is a Cauchy sequence in A.
Let ε ∈ (0, 1), λ > 0, and z1, z2, . . . , zn−1 ∈ X be arbitrary. For j ≥ 1, since

xj+1 − xj = τxj − τxj−1,

the contraction conditions give

µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xj+1 − xj, λ) ≥ µ3

F

(
z1, . . . , zn−1, xj − xj−1,

λ

ρ

)
,

η3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xj+1 − xj, λ) ≤ η3F

(
z1, . . . , zn−1, xj − xj−1,

λ

ρ

)
,

and

ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xj+1 − xj, λ) ≤ ν3F

(
z1, . . . , zn−1, xj − xj−1,

λ

ρ

)
.

For every j ≥ 1 and every t > 0, we obtain

µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xj+1 − xj, t) ≥ µ3

F

(
z1, . . . , zn−1, x1 − x0,

t

ρj

)
,

η3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xj+1 − xj, t) ≤ η3F

(
z1, . . . , zn−1, x1 − x0,

t

ρj

)
,

and

ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xj+1 − xj, t) ≤ ν3F

(
z1, . . . , zn−1, x1 − x0,

t

ρj

)
.
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Now, let p > k. Then,

xp − xk = (xp − xp−1) + (xp−1 − xp−2) + · · · + (xk+1 − xk).

For j = k, k + 1, . . . , p− 1, put
tj = (1 − ρ)ρj−kλ.

Then
p−1∑
j=k

tj = (1 − ρ)λ

p−1∑
j=k

ρj−k

= λ
(
1 − ρp−k

)
< λ.

Since µF is non-decreasing with respect to λ, and since the t-norm is min, the triangle-type
condition gives

µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xp − xk, λ) ≥ min

k≤j≤p−1
µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xj+1 − xj, tj).

Using the estimate for successive differences, we obtain

µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xj+1 − xj, tj) ≥ µ3

F

(
z1, . . . , zn−1, x1 − x0,

tj
ρj

)
.

But
tj
ρj

=
(1 − ρ)ρj−kλ

ρj
= (1 − ρ)λρ−k.

Hence,
µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xp − xk, λ) ≥ µ3

F

(
z1, . . . , zn−1, x1 − x0, (1 − ρ)λρ−k

)
.

Since ρ ∈ (0, 1),

(1 − ρ)λρ−k −→ ∞ as k → ∞.

Therefore,
µ3
F

(
z1, . . . , zn−1, x1 − x0, (1 − ρ)λρ−k

)
−→ 1.

Thus, there exists k1 ∈ N such that

µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xp − xk, λ) > 1 − ε

for all p > k ≥ k1.
Similarly, since ηF is non-increasing with respect to λ and the t-conorm is max, the triangle-

type condition gives

η3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xp − xk, λ) ≤ max
k≤j≤p−1

η3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xj+1 − xj, tj).

Using the contraction condition repeatedly, we get

η3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xj+1 − xj, tj) ≤ η3F
(
z1, . . . , zn−1, x1 − x0, (1 − ρ)λρ−k

)
.

Therefore,

η3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xp − xk, λ) ≤ η3F
(
z1, . . . , zn−1, x1 − x0, (1 − ρ)λρ−k

)
.

Since
(1 − ρ)λρ−k −→ ∞,

we obtain
η3F
(
z1, . . . , zn−1, x1 − x0, (1 − ρ)λρ−k

)
−→ 0.

Hence, there exists k2 ∈ N such that

η3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xp − xk, λ) < ε

for all p > k ≥ k2.
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Likewise, since νF is non-increasing with respect to λ, the triangle-type condition gives

ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xp − xk, λ) ≤ max
k≤j≤p−1

ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xj+1 − xj, tj).

Using the contraction condition repeatedly, we get

ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xj+1 − xj, tj) ≤ ν3F
(
z1, . . . , zn−1, x1 − x0, (1 − ρ)λρ−k

)
.

Therefore,

ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xp − xk, λ) ≤ ν3F
(
z1, . . . , zn−1, x1 − x0, (1 − ρ)λρ−k

)
.

Again, since
(1 − ρ)λρ−k −→ ∞,

we obtain
ν3F
(
z1, . . . , zn−1, x1 − x0, (1 − ρ)λρ−k

)
−→ 0.

Hence, there exists k3 ∈ N such that

ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xp − xk, λ) < ε

for all p > k ≥ k3.
Let

k0 = max{k1, k2, k3}.
Then, for all p > k ≥ k0,

µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xp − xk, λ) > 1 − ε,

η3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xp − xk, λ) < ε,

and
ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xp − xk, λ) < ε.

If k > p, the same inequalities follow by interchanging k and p and using the homogeneity
condition with scalar −1; if k = p, they hold trivially. Therefore, by Definition 5.1, the
sequence ⟨xk⟩ is Cauchy in A.

Since A is complete, there exists u ∈ X such that xk −→ u in A.
We now prove that u is a fixed point of τ . Since

xk+1 = τxk,

we have
xk+1 − τu = τxk − τu.

Applying the contraction conditions, for every λ > 0,

µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk+1 − τu, λ) ≥ µ3

F

(
z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − u,

λ

ρ

)
,

η3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk+1 − τu, λ) ≤ η3F

(
z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − u,

λ

ρ

)
,

and

ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk+1 − τu, λ) ≤ ν3F

(
z1, . . . , zn−1, xk − u,

λ

ρ

)
.

Since xk → u, the right-hand sides tend to 1, 0, and 0, respectively. Hence,

µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk+1 − τu, λ) −→ 1,

η3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk+1 − τu, λ) −→ 0,

and
ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, xk+1 − τu, λ) −→ 0.

Therefore,
xk+1 −→ τu.
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On the other hand, since xk → u, the shifted sequence ⟨xk+1⟩ also converges to u. By the
uniqueness of the limit in Theorem 4.2, we obtain

τu = u.

Thus, u is a fixed point of τ .
It remains to prove uniqueness. Suppose that u, v ∈ X are fixed points of τ . Then

τu = u and τv = v.

For every λ > 0, the truth-membership contraction condition gives

µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, u− v, λ)

= µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, τu− τv, λ)

≥ µ3
F

(
z1, . . . , zn−1, u− v,

λ

ρ

)
.

Applying this repeatedly, we obtain

µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, u− v, λ)

≥ µ3
F

(
z1, . . . , zn−1, u− v,

λ

ρm

)
for every m ∈ N. Since ρ ∈ (0, 1),

λ

ρm
−→ ∞ as m→ ∞.

Hence,

µ3
F

(
z1, . . . , zn−1, u− v,

λ

ρm

)
−→ 1.

Therefore,

µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, u− v, λ) = 1,

and thus

µF (z1, . . . , zn−1, u− v, λ) = 1.

This means that

z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, u− v

are linearly dependent.
If u ̸= v, then u− v ̸= 0. We may choose z1, z2, . . . , zn−1 ∈ X such that

z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, u− v

are linearly independent. This contradicts the conclusion above. Hence, u = v. Therefore, τ
has a unique fixed point in X. □

8. Application

In this section, we present an application of the fixed point theorem in a Fermatean neutro-
sophic n-normed linear space. The main purpose is to show that the abstract fixed point result
can be used to guarantee the existence and uniqueness of solutions of operator equations. In
particular, we consider an affine operator equation of the form

x = c+ αx,

where c ∈ X is fixed and α is a scalar satisfying |α| < 1.
This equation can be rewritten as the fixed point problem

τ(x) = x,
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where τ : X → X is defined by
τ(x) = c+ αx.

Therefore, if τ satisfies the Fermatean neutrosophic contraction condition, then the fixed point
theorem ensures that the equation has a unique solution.

Theorem 8.1. Let X = Rn and define the usual n-norm on X by ∥v1, v2, . . . , vn∥ = |det(v1, v2, . . . , vn)| .
For v1, . . . , vn ∈ X and λ > 0, define

µF (v1, . . . , vn, λ) =

(
λ

λ+ ∥v1, . . . , vn∥

) 1
3

,

ηF (v1, . . . , vn, λ) =

(
∥v1, . . . , vn∥

2λ+ ∥v1, . . . , vn∥

) 1
3

,

and

νF (v1, . . . , vn, λ) =

(
∥v1, . . . , vn∥

λ+ ∥v1, . . . , vn∥

) 1
3

.

Let
a ∗ b = min{a, b} and a ⋄ b = max{a, b}.

Then, A =
(
X,µF , ηF , νF ,min,max

)
is a complete Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed linear

space.
Let c ∈ X be fixed and let α ∈ R satisfy |α| < 1. Consider the operator equation x = c+ αx.

Then this equation has a unique solution in X.

Proof. First, if
D = ∥v1, . . . , vn∥,

then

µ3
F (v1, . . . , vn, λ) + ν3F (v1, . . . , vn, λ) =

λ

λ+D
+

D

λ+D
= 1.

Moreover,

µ3
F (v1, . . . , vn, λ) + η3F (v1, . . . , vn, λ) + ν3F (v1, . . . , vn, λ) = 1 +

D

2λ+D
≤ 2.

Thus, the Fermatean neutrosophic admissibility conditions are satisfied.
Define a mapping

τ : X → X

by
τ(x) = c+ αx, x ∈ X.

The operator equation
x = c+ αx

is equivalent to the fixed point equation

τ(x) = x.

Choose ρ ∈ (0, 1) such that
|α| ≤ ρ < 1.

Let x, y ∈ X, let z1, z2, . . . , zn−1 ∈ X, and let λ > 0. Since

τx− τy = (c+ αx) − (c+ αy) = α(x− y),

we have
∥z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, τx− τy∥ = |α| ∥z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, x− y∥.

Put
D = ∥z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, x− y∥.
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Then,
∥z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, τx− τy∥ = |α|D ≤ ρD.

For the truth-membership function, we obtain

µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, τx− τy, λ) =

λ

λ+ |α|D
.

Because |α| ≤ ρ, it follows that
λ

λ+ |α|D
≥ λ

λ+ ρD
.

But
λ

λ+ ρD
=

λ/ρ

λ/ρ+D
.

Therefore,

µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, τx− τy, λ) ≥ µ3

F

(
z1, . . . , zn−1, x− y,

λ

ρ

)
.

For the indeterminacy-membership function, we have

η3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, τx− τy, λ) =
|α|D

2λ+ |α|D
.

The function

r 7→ rD

2λ+ rD
is non-decreasing for r ≥ 0. Consequently,

|α|D
2λ+ |α|D

≤ ρD

2λ+ ρD
.

Since
ρD

2λ+ ρD
=

D

2λ/ρ+D
,

we obtain

η3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, τx− τy, λ) ≤ η3F

(
z1, . . . , zn−1, x− y,

λ

ρ

)
.

Similarly, for the falsity-membership function,

ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, τx− τy, λ) =
|α|D

λ+ |α|D
.

Therefore,
|α|D

λ+ |α|D
≤ ρD

λ+ ρD
=

D

λ/ρ+D
.

Hence,

ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, τx− τy, λ) ≤ ν3F

(
z1, . . . , zn−1, x− y,

λ

ρ

)
.

Thus, τ is a Fermatean neutrosophic n-contraction mapping with contraction constant ρ ∈
(0, 1). Since A is complete, Theorem ?? implies that τ has a unique fixed point x∗ ∈ X.
Therefore,

τ(x∗) = x∗.

Hence,
c+ αx∗ = x∗,

and consequently,
(1 − α)x∗ = c.
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Since |α| < 1, we have α ̸= 1. Thus,

x∗ =
c

1 − α
.

Therefore, the equation
x = c+ αx

has the unique solution

x∗ =
c

1 − α
.

□

This application shows that the fixed point theorem in a Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed
linear space can be used to guarantee the existence and uniqueness of solutions of operator
equations of the form

x = τ(x).

In particular, the affine equation
x = c+ αx

has a unique solution whenever |α| < 1.

Example 8.1. Let X = R2 and define the usual 2-norm on X by

∥u, v∥ =

∣∣∣∣det

(
u1 v1
u2 v2

)∣∣∣∣ ,
where u = (u1, u2) and v = (v1, v2) are elements of R2.
For u, v ∈ X and λ > 0, define

µF (u, v, λ) =

(
λ

λ+ ∥u, v∥

) 1
3

,

ηF (u, v, λ) =

(
∥u, v∥

2λ+ ∥u, v∥

) 1
3

,

and

νF (u, v, λ) =

(
∥u, v∥

λ+ ∥u, v∥

) 1
3

.

Let
a ∗ b = min{a, b}, a ⋄ b = max{a, b},

for all a, b ∈ [0, 1]. Then A =
(
X,µF , ηF , νF ,min,max

)
is a complete Fermatean neutrosophic

2-normed linear space.
Define the mapping

τ : X → X

by
τ(x) = c+ αx,

where

c = (2, 4) and α =
1

2
.

Thus,

τ(x) = (2, 4) +
1

2
x.

Since

|α| =
1

2
< 1,

the mapping τ is a Fermatean neutrosophic contraction mapping with contraction constant

ρ =
1

2
.
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The fixed point x∗ of τ satisfies
τ(x∗) = x∗.

Hence,

(2, 4) +
1

2
x∗ = x∗.

Therefore,
1

2
x∗ = (2, 4),

and so
x∗ = (4, 8).

Thus, the unique fixed point of τ is
x∗ = (4, 8).

Indeed,

τ(4, 8) = (2, 4) +
1

2
(4, 8) = (2, 4) + (2, 4) = (4, 8).

Therefore,
τ(x∗) = x∗.

Now, we verify the contraction behavior numerically. Take

x = (0, 0), y = (2, 1), z = (1, 3), λ = 2.

Then,
x− y = (−2,−1).

Hence,

∥z, x− y∥ =

∣∣∣∣det

(
1 −2
3 −1

)∣∣∣∣ = | − 1 + 6| = 5.

Therefore,

µ3
F (z, x− y, 2) =

2

2 + 5
=

2

7
,

η3F (z, x− y, 2) =
5

2(2) + 5
=

5

9
,

and

ν3F (z, x− y, 2) =
5

2 + 5
=

5

7
.

Next,

τ(x) = (2, 4) +
1

2
(0, 0) = (2, 4),

and

τ(y) = (2, 4) +
1

2
(2, 1) =

(
3,

9

2

)
.

Thus,

τ(x) − τ(y) = (2, 4) −
(

3,
9

2

)
=

(
−1,−1

2

)
.

Hence,

∥z, τ(x) − τ(y)∥ =

∣∣∣∣det

(
1 −1
3 −1

2

)∣∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣−1

2
+ 3

∣∣∣∣ =
5

2
.

Therefore,

µ3
F (z, τ(x) − τ(y), 2) =

2

2 + 5
2

=
4

9
,

η3F (z, τ(x) − τ(y), 2) =
5
2

2(2) + 5
2

=
5

13
,

105



and

ν3F (z, τ(x) − τ(y), 2) =
5
2

2 + 5
2

=
5

9
.

Now, we observe that

4

9
>

2

7
,

so

µ3
F (z, τ(x) − τ(y), 2) > µ3

F (z, x− y, 2).

Moreover,

5

13
<

5

9
,

so

η3F (z, τ(x) − τ(y), 2) < η3F (z, x− y, 2).

Also,

5

9
<

5

7
,

so

ν3F (z, τ(x) − τ(y), 2) < ν3F (z, x− y, 2).

Thus, under the mapping τ , the truth-membership degree increases, while the indeterminacy-
membership and falsity-membership degrees decrease. This confirms the contraction behavior in
the Fermatean neutrosophic 2-normed linear space.

Finally, starting from

x0 = (0, 0),

the fixed point iteration

xk+1 = τ(xk)

gives

x1 = τ(x0) = (2, 4),

x2 = τ(x1) = (3, 6),

x3 = τ(x2) =

(
7

2
, 7

)
,

x4 = τ(x3) =

(
15

4
,
15

2

)
.

In general,

xk =

(
4

(
1 − 1

2k

)
, 8

(
1 − 1

2k

))
,

and hence

xk −→ (4, 8) as k → ∞.

Therefore, τ has the unique fixed point x∗ = (4, 8).

The convergence of the fixed point iteration is illustrated in Figure 3. The iterates remain
on the line x(2) = 2x(1) and approach the unique fixed point (4, 8).
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Figure 3. Fixed point iteration for τ(x) = (2, 4) + 1
2
x starting from x0 = (0, 0):

(a) the iteration path in R2 and (b) the componentwise convergence to x∗ = (4, 8).

8.1. Application to a Nonlinear Operator Equation. We now apply the fixed point the-
orem to establish the existence and uniqueness of a solution of the nonlinear operator equation

x = c+G(x),

where c ∈ X is fixed and G : X → X is a nonlinear operator.

Theorem 8.2. Let A =
(
X,µF , ηF , νF ,min,max

)
be a complete Fermatean neutrosophic n-

normed linear space. Suppose that G : X → X satisfies

∥z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, G(x) −G(y)∥ ≤ q∥z1, z2, . . . , zn−1, x− y∥
for every x, y ∈ X, every z1, z2, . . . , zn−1 ∈ X, and some constant

0 < q < 1.

Assume that the Fermatean neutrosophic functions are defined by

µF (v1, . . . , vn, λ) =

(
λ

λ+ ∥v1, . . . , vn∥

) 1
3

,

ηF (v1, . . . , vn, λ) =

(
∥v1, . . . , vn∥

2λ+ ∥v1, . . . , vn∥

) 1
3

,

and

νF (v1, . . . , vn, λ) =

(
∥v1, . . . , vn∥

λ+ ∥v1, . . . , vn∥

) 1
3

.

Then, for every fixed c ∈ X, the nonlinear operator equation

x = c+G(x)

has a unique solution in X.

Proof. Define the mapping
τ : X → X

by
τ(x) = c+G(x).

Then,
τ(x) − τ(y) = G(x) −G(y).
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Therefore,
∥z1, . . . , zn−1, τ(x) − τ(y)∥ ≤ q∥z1, . . . , zn−1, x− y∥.

Put
D = ∥z1, . . . , zn−1, x− y∥

and
Dτ = ∥z1, . . . , zn−1, τ(x) − τ(y)∥.

Then,
Dτ ≤ qD.

For the truth-membership function, we have

µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, τ(x) − τ(y), λ) =

λ

λ+Dτ

.

Since Dτ ≤ qD, we obtain
λ

λ+Dτ

≥ λ

λ+ qD
.

Moreover,
λ

λ+ qD
=

λ/q

λ/q +D
.

Consequently,

µ3
F (z1, . . . , zn−1, τ(x) − τ(y), λ) ≥ µ3

F

(
z1, . . . , zn−1, x− y,

λ

q

)
.

For the indeterminacy-membership function, we have

η3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, τ(x) − τ(y), λ) =
Dτ

2λ+Dτ

.

Therefore,
Dτ

2λ+Dτ

≤ qD

2λ+ qD
=

D

2λ/q +D
.

Hence,

η3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, τ(x) − τ(y), λ) ≤ η3F

(
z1, . . . , zn−1, x− y,

λ

q

)
.

Similarly, for the falsity-membership function,

ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, τ(x) − τ(y), λ) =
Dτ

λ+Dτ

.

Thus,
Dτ

λ+Dτ

≤ qD

λ+ qD
=

D

λ/q +D
.

Therefore,

ν3F (z1, . . . , zn−1, τ(x) − τ(y), λ) ≤ ν3F

(
z1, . . . , zn−1, x− y,

λ

q

)
.

Hence, τ is a Fermatean neutrosophic n-contraction mapping with contraction constant q. Since
A is complete, Theorem ?? implies that τ has a unique fixed point x∗ ∈ X. Thus,

τ(x∗) = x∗.

Equivalently,
x∗ = c+G(x∗).

Therefore, the nonlinear operator equation

x = c+G(x)

has a unique solution in X. □

108



Example 8.2. Let X = R with the usual 1-norm ∥x∥ = |x|. For x ∈ R and λ > 0, define

µF (x, λ) =

(
λ

λ+ |x|

) 1
3

,

ηF (x, λ) =

(
|x|

2λ+ |x|

) 1
3

,

and

νF (x, λ) =

(
|x|

λ+ |x|

) 1
3

.

Let
a ∗ b = min{a, b}, a ⋄ b = max{a, b}.

Then A =
(
R, µF , ηF , νF ,min,max

)
is a complete Fermatean neutrosophic 1-normed linear

space.
Consider the nonlinear equation

x = 1 +
1

2
tanh(x− 1).

Define

τ(x) = 1 +
1

2
tanh(x− 1).

For every x, y ∈ R, the mean value theorem and the inequality

| tanhu− tanh v| ≤ |u− v|
give

|τ(x) − τ(y)| =
1

2
| tanh(x− 1) − tanh(y − 1)| ≤ 1

2
|x− y|.

Thus, τ is a contraction with contraction constant

q =
1

2
.

Therefore, by Theorem 8.2, the nonlinear equation has a unique solution.
We observe that

τ(1) = 1 +
1

2
tanh(0) = 1.

Hence, the unique solution is
x∗ = 1.

Starting with x0 = 0, the fixed point iteration

xk+1 = 1 +
1

2
tanh(xk − 1)

gives approximately
x1 = 0.619203,

x2 = 0.818310,

x3 = 0.910140,

x4 = 0.955190.

Continuing this process gives
xk −→ 1.

Thus, the fixed point iteration converges to the unique solution

x∗ = 1.

The convergence of the fixed point iteration is illustrated in Figure 4. The unique intersection
of y = x and y = τ(x) occurs at (1, 1).
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9. Conclusion

In this paper, we introduced and investigated a Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed linear
space. The proposed structure combines the geometric properties of an n-normed linear space
with three functions

µF , ηF , νF : Xn × (0,∞) −→ [0, 1],

representing the truth-membership, indeterminacy-membership, and falsity-membership de-
grees, respectively. These functions were considered under the Fermatean-type admissibility
conditions

0 ≤ µ3
F (Ṽ , λ) + ν3F (Ṽ , λ) ≤ 1

and

0 ≤ µ3
F (Ṽ , λ) + η3F (Ṽ , λ) + ν3F (Ṽ , λ) ≤ 2.

Thus, the proposed space retains the cubic flexibility of a Fermatean-type structure while
explicitly incorporating an independent indeterminacy function.

Several fundamental concepts of analysis were developed in this framework. In particular,
we defined open balls, convergence, Cauchy sequences, and completeness by using the asymp-
totic behavior of the three Fermatean neutrosophic functions. We proved that the limit of a
convergent sequence is unique and established equivalent characterizations of both convergence
and Cauchy sequences. We also showed that every convergent sequence is Cauchy.

Concrete examples based on the determinant n-norm on Rn were provided. These examples
demonstrate that the proposed axioms are consistent with the usual geometric interpretation
of an n-norm. The truth-membership function tends to one as the associated n-norm tends to
zero, whereas the indeterminacy-membership and falsity-membership functions tend to zero.

We further introduced Fermatean neutrosophic n-contraction mappings and established a
Banach-type fixed point theorem in complete Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed linear spaces.
It was proved that every mapping satisfying the proposed contraction conditions has a unique
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fixed point. Moreover, the sequence generated by the Picard iteration

xk+1 = τ(xk)

converges to that fixed point.
Finally, the fixed point theorem was applied to affine and nonlinear operator equations. In

particular, the affine equation

x = c+ αx, |α| < 1,

was shown to possess the unique solution

x∗ =
c

1 − α
.

The nonlinear application also demonstrated how a suitable Lipschitz condition leads to the
existence and uniqueness of a solution. These applications illustrate the usefulness of the
proposed framework in studying operator equations involving uncertainty and indeterminacy.

Consequently, Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed linear spaces provide a flexible extension of
fuzzy, intuitionistic fuzzy, Fermatean fuzzy, and neutrosophic normed structures. The theory
developed in this paper creates a foundation for further investigations in generalized functional
analysis, fixed point theory, approximation theory, and nonlinear operator equations.

10. Suggestions and Further Study

The results obtained in this paper suggest several directions for future research. These
directions are supported by related developments in fuzzy, intuitionistic fuzzy, Fermatean fuzzy,
and neutrosophic spaces.

(1) Generalized contraction mappings.
The fixed point theorem may be extended to Kannan, Chatterjea, Reich, Hardy–

Rogers, Geraghty, Meir–Keeler, Ćirić, rational, and integral-type contraction mappings.
Generalized fuzzy and intuitionistic fuzzy contractions have already produced important
extensions of the Banach contraction principle [33, 34, 38, 39]. Analogous contraction
conditions can therefore be investigated in Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed linear
spaces.

(2) Common, coupled, and multidimensional fixed points.
Common fixed points of two or more mappings may be studied under commutativ-

ity, compatibility, weak compatibility, or occasionally weak compatibility assumptions.
Coupled fixed point theorems have been established in intuitionistic fuzzy normed spaces
[61], while related contraction results have been obtained in complete intuitionistic fuzzy
normed linear spaces [39]. These results motivate the investigation of common, coupled,
tripled, and multidimensional fixed points in the present framework.

(3) Best proximity and approximate fixed points.
When a mapping is not a self-mapping, a fixed point may not exist. Therefore, best

proximity points and approximate fixed points may be developed as alternatives to exact
fixed points. The contraction techniques used in fuzzy metric spaces [30, 32, 33] may
provide a foundation for obtaining such results in Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed
linear spaces.

(4) Alternative t-norms and t-conorms.
The fixed point theorem proved in this paper is mainly formulated using the mini-

mum t-norm and maximum t-conorm. Future work may consider product,  Lukasiewicz,
Hamacher, Dombi, Frank, and other continuous t-norms and t-conorms. The impor-
tance of these operations in fuzzy and intuitionistic fuzzy spaces can be observed in
[35, 36, 21], while Dombi operators in a Fermatean fuzzy environment were investigated
in [9].
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(5) General q-power structures.
The cubic Fermatean-type conditions may be extended to a general q-power structure.

For example, one may consider

µq
F (Ṽ , λ) + νqF (Ṽ , λ) ≤ 1, q ≥ 1,

together with a suitable admissibility condition involving ηqF . The progression from
intuitionistic fuzzy sets to Pythagorean and Fermatean fuzzy sets [2, 3, 4, 7] suggests that
such a generalization could lead to a unified family of q-rung Fermatean neutrosophic
n-normed linear spaces.

(6) Topological properties.
The topology generated by Fermatean neutrosophic open balls may be investigated

in greater detail. Relevant properties include first and second countability, separa-
bility, compactness, connectedness, local compactness, total boundedness, and con-
tinuity. Earlier investigations of fuzzy and intuitionistic fuzzy topological structures
[27, 28, 29, 35, 36] and neutrosophic metric spaces [46] provide useful foundations for
this study.

(7) Completion theory.
A general construction of the completion of an incomplete Fermatean neutrosophic

n-normed linear space should be developed. The completion of intuitionistic fuzzy 2-
metric spaces was investigated in [60], while finite-dimensional fuzzy normed spaces were
studied in [31]. Similar methods may be adapted to determine whether every Fermatean
neutrosophic n-normed linear space can be embedded densely and isometrically into a
complete space.

(8) Bounded and continuous operators.
Fermatean neutrosophic bounded linear operators, continuous operators, operator

norms, dual spaces, and compact operators may be defined and studied. In particular,
the relationships among boundedness, continuity, convergence, and completeness should
be established. Continuity, boundedness, and Fréchet differentiation for nonlinear op-
erators between neutrosophic normed spaces were studied in [56], providing a useful
starting point for such an operator theory.

(9) Approximation and stability theory.
The proposed structure may be applied to best approximation, projection methods,

iterative approximation, and Hyers–Ulam stability of functional equations. Fixed point
methods have already been used to investigate the stability of functional equations
in neutrosophic normed spaces [58]. It would therefore be meaningful to formulate
corresponding stability results using the Fermatean neutrosophic n-norm.

(10) Differential and integral equations.
The fixed point theorem may be applied to ordinary differential equations, fractional

differential equations, Volterra integral equations, Fredholm integral equations, and
integro-differential equations. Fixed point results in an extended neutrosophic rectan-
gular metric space have been applied to a Caputo fractional differential equation in
[62]. This indicates that Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed spaces may also provide an
appropriate setting for studying differential and integral equations involving uncertain
and indeterminate data.

(11) Multivalued mappings.
The proposed theory may be extended to set-valued mappings by defining a Fer-

matean neutrosophic form of the Hausdorff n-norm. This extension may lead to Nadler-
type fixed point theorems, selection results, and applications to differential inclusions.
The methods developed for orthogonal neutrosophic contractions in [53] may be useful
in formulating suitable multivalued contraction conditions.

(12) Ordered and orthogonal structures.
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A partial order or an orthogonality relation may be added to a Fermatean neutro-
sophic n-normed linear space. Fixed point theorems for monotone or orthogonally pre-
serving mappings could then be established. Orthogonal fixed point methods have been
successfully studied in neutrosophic metric and 2-metric spaces [53, 57], which provides
motivation for this extension.

(13) Statistical and summability convergence.
Statistical, ideal, lacunary, Cesàro, Abel, and matrix convergence may be formulated

through µF , ηF , and νF . Statistical and ideal convergence have been studied in intu-
itionistic fuzzy n-normed spaces [23, 24, 25, 26]. Statistical and matrix convergence in
neutrosophic normed spaces have also been investigated in [48, 54]. These results may
be extended to the Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed setting.

(14) Iterative algorithms and convergence rates.
In addition to the Picard iteration, future studies may examine Mann, Ishikawa,

Noor, Krasnosel’skĭı, and viscosity iteration methods. Their convergence rates, stability
properties, and error estimates may be described using the three functions µF , ηF , and
νF . Existing fuzzy contraction principles [34, 39] provide useful tools for analyzing such
iterative procedures.

(15) Practical applications.
The proposed framework may be applied to optimization, control systems, image pro-

cessing, pattern recognition, medical diagnosis, risk analysis, and multi-criteria decision-
making. Existing Fermatean fuzzy applications include supplier selection [10], medical-
material selection [14], electric-vehicle charging-station selection [12], and decision-
making under interval-valued Fermatean information [13]. These studies indicate that
Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed models may be useful when geometric information,
uncertainty, and indeterminacy occur simultaneously.

These research directions indicate that Fermatean neutrosophic n-normed linear spaces have
considerable potential for further theoretical and applied development. Future investigations
may establish deeper connections with nonlinear functional analysis, operator theory, general-
ized metric spaces, approximation theory, differential equations, and uncertainty modelling.
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differentiation,” Journal of Inequalities and Applications, vol. 2022, Art. no. 153, 2022. https://doi.org/
10.1186/s13660-022-02893-y.

[57] G. Janardhanan et al., “Orthogonal neutrosophic 2-metric spaces,” Journal of Inequalities and Applications,
vol. 2023, 2023. https://doi.org/10.1186/s13660-023-03024-x.

[58] A. Aloqaily, P. Agilan, K. Julietraja, et al., “A novel stability analysis of functional equation in neutrosophic
normed spaces,” Boundary Value Problems, vol. 2024, Art. no. 47, 2024. https://doi.org/10.1186/
s13661-024-01854-2.

[59] M. Mursaleen and Q. M. Danish Lohani, “Intuitionistic fuzzy 2-normed space and some related concepts,”
Chaos, Solitons and Fractals, vol. 42, pp. 224–234, 2009. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chaos.2008.11.
006.

[60] M. Mursaleen, Q. M. Danish Lohani, and S. A. Mohiuddine, “Intuitionistic fuzzy 2-metric space and its
completion,” Chaos, Solitons and Fractals, vol. 42, pp. 1258–1265, 2009. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
chaos.2009.03.025.

[61] M. Eshaghi Gordji, H. Baghani, and Y. J. Cho, “Coupled fixed point theorems for contractions in in-
tuitionistic fuzzy normed spaces,” Mathematical and Computer Modelling, vol. 54, pp. 1897–1906, 2011.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mcm.2011.04.014.
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