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Abstract. In graph theory, the hypergraph [22] extends the traditional graph structure by allowing edges to
connect multiple vertices, and this concept is further broadened by the superhypergraph [174,176]. Additionally,
several types of uncertain graphs have been explored, including fuzzy graphs [136, 153], neutrosophic graphs
[35,36], and plithogenic graphs [66,75,185].

This study explores the SuperHyperGraph, Single-Valued Neutrosophic Quasi SuperHyperGraph, and
Plithogenic Quasi SuperHyperGraph, analyzing their relationships with other graph classes. Future work will
define the Semi Superhypergraph, Multi Superhypergraph, Pseudo Superhypergraph, Mixed Superhypergraph,
and Bidirected Superhypergraph and examine their connections to existing classes in hypergraphs and graphs.
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1. Short Introduction

1.1. Hypergraph and many applications

Graphs are widely recognized as powerful tools for representing concepts and the relation-
ships between them [57]. Graphs continue to play a significant role in computer science and
societal applications, especially in areas such as graph neural networks [14,39,60,76,121,123,
163, 211, 212, 214, 226]. In graph theory, various classes of graphs have been developed to
address diverse applications and objectives [30].

In graph theory, the concept of a hypergraph [22], which extends the idea of a traditional
graph, is well established and further generalized by the concept of a superhypergraph [174,
176]. The hypergraph concept has found applications in fields such as database theory [87,
100] and hypergraph neural networks [44, 94, 117, 122, 206, 213]. Examples in database theory
include hypertree and hypergraph databases [13, 90], while in hypergraph neural networks,
various applications have emerged, such as GroupNet, Metro, Hypergraph Neural Networks
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(HyperNN), RAHGAR, and others. In graph parameters, hypertree-width is a notable metric
that has been widely studied, among other research efforts [1, 61,86,113,128,218].

Directed hypergraphs, a variant where directionality is added to hypergraphs [85, 107, 108,
132,135], have also been defined and studied in various research areas, including applications
in pattern mining [149], Hypernetworks [205], traffic forecasting [124], Directed hypergraph
neural network [200, 216], Personalized E-learning [191], and PageRank analysis [199]. Su-
perhypergraphs further generalize hypergraphs by incorporating concepts from supergraph
theory, expanding the framework for hypergraphs [68, 174, 176]. The author anticipates that
superhypergraphs will inspire extensive research into both their mathematical structures and
various applications, similar to the broad interest seen in hypergraphs.

1.2. Various types of Uncertain Hypergraphs

Additionally, various types of uncertain graphs have been explored, including fuzzy graphs
[136, 153], neutrosophic graphs [35, 36], and plithogenic graphs [66, 75, 185], along with their
corresponding hypergraph versions [23]. In these contexts, extensive research has also been
conducted on applications such as decision-making [5, 10, 34, 106, 116, 164, 186] and uncertain
neural networks [42,89,109,120,146,208,227].

Although some superhypergraph concepts, such as Fuzzy Superhypergraphs [91–93, 175],
have been explored, their full mathematical properties and applications remain largely unex-
plored.

1.3. Our Contribution in This Short Paper

The discussion above highlights the mathematical value and significance of research on
uncertain graphs, hypergraphs, and their generalizations to superhypergraphs. In this brief
paper, we explore superhypergraphs in greater depth, specifically presenting key findings by
defining the Intuitionistic Fuzzy Quasi SuperHyperGraph, the Single-Valued Neutrosophic
Quasi SuperHyperGraph, and the Plithogenic Quasi SuperHyperGraph, as well as examining
their relationships with other graph classes. Future work will involve defining the Semi Super-
hypergraph, Multi Superhypergraph, Pseudo Superhypergraph, Mixed Superhypergraph, and
Bidirected Superhypergraph and investigating their connections to existing classes in hyper-
graphs and graphs.

2. Preliminaries and Definitions

This section provides an overview of the fundamental definitions and notations used through-
out the paper. Basic concepts from set theory are also applied in parts of this work; for
additional details, please refer to relevant references as needed [63,95,97,102,115].
Takaaki Fujita and Florentin Smarandache, A Concise Study of Some Superhypergraph
classes



Neutrosophic Sets and Systems, Vol. 77, 2025 550

2.1. Basic Graph Concepts

This subsection explains the basic concepts of graph theory. Below are some of the foun-
dational ideas in this field. For more in-depth information on graph theory and its notations,
please refer to [52,55,57,210].

Definition 2.1 (Graph). [57] A graph G is a mathematical structure that represents rela-
tionships between objects. It consists of a set of vertices V (G) and a set of edges E(G), where
each edge connects a pair of vertices. Formally, a graph is represented as G = (V,E), where
V is the set of vertices and E is the set of edges.

Definition 2.2 (Degree). [57] Let G = (V,E) be a graph. The degree of a vertex v ∈ V ,
denoted deg(v), is defined as the number of edges connected to v. For undirected graphs, the
degree is given by:

deg(v) = |{e ∈ E | v ∈ e}|.

For directed graphs, the in-degree deg−(v) refers to the number of edges directed towards v,
while the out-degree deg+(v) represents the number of edges directed away from v.

2.2. Uncertain Graph

This subsection explains the basic concepts of graph theory. Below are some of the foun-
dational ideas in this field. For more in-depth information on graph theory and its nota-
tions, please refer to [52, 55, 57, 210]. As highlighted in the introduction, this paper centers
on uncertain graph models, including Fuzzy, Intuitionistic Fuzzy, and Neutrosophic Graphs.
Addressing real-world uncertainties requires robust mathematical frameworks, such as Fuzzy
Sets [219–225], Soft Sets [131], Picture Fuzzy Sets [45,77,105,159,168,188,207], Spherical Fuzzy
Sets [16,111,112], Vague Sets [4, 38,43], Hesitant Fuzzy Sets [197,198], Rough Sets [143,144],
and Neutrosophic Sets [169–172,184,187]. These frameworks are invaluable for analyzing am-
biguous or imprecise information. The concept of Fuzzy Graphs and related uncertain graph
models can be viewed as extensions of these sets into graph theory, offering versatile tools for
managing uncertainty in network structures.

The following sections define these graph concepts. For more on uncertain graphs, recent
surveys provide comprehensive insights [67,69–71,192].

Definition 2.3 (Uncertain Graphs). (cf. [69]) Let G = (V,E) be a classical graph with a set
of vertices V and a set of edges E. Depending on the type of graph, each vertex v ∈ V and
edge e ∈ E is assigned membership values to represent various degrees of truth, indeterminacy,
falsity, and other nuanced measures of uncertainty.

(1) Fuzzy Graph [153]:
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• Each vertex v ∈ V is assigned a membership degree σ(v) ∈ [0, 1].
• Each edge e = (u, v) ∈ E is assigned a membership degree µ(u, v) ∈ [0, 1].

(2) Intuitionistic Fuzzy Graph (IFG) [47,134,195]:
• Each vertex v ∈ V is assigned two values: µA(v) ∈ [0, 1] (degree of membership)

and νA(v) ∈ [0, 1] (degree of non-membership), such that µA(v) + νA(v) ≤ 1.
• Each edge e = (u, v) ∈ E is assigned two values: µB(u, v) ∈ [0, 1] and νB(u, v) ∈
[0, 1], with µB(u, v) + νB(u, v) ≤ 1.

(3) Neutrosophic Graph [11,104]:
• Each vertex v ∈ V is assigned a triplet σ(v) = (σT (v), σI(v), σF (v)), where
σT (v), σI(v), σF (v) ∈ [0, 1] and σT (v) + σI(v) + σF (v) ≤ 3.

• Each edge e = (u, v) ∈ E is assigned a triplet µ(e) = (µT (e), µI(e), µF (e)).

2.3. Plithogenic Graph

This subsection provides an overview of the plithogenic graph. A plithogenic graph extends
Fuzzy, Intuitionistic Fuzzy, and Neutrosophic Graphs, representing the graphical counterpart
of a plithogenic set [64,167,173].

A plithogenic set consists of elements with multiple attributes, where each attribute has
specific values accompanied by degrees of membership and contradiction (fuzzy, intuitionistic,
or neutrosophic) [173]. The formal definition of a plithogenic graph is outlined below [173,190].

Definition 2.4. [173,190] Let G = (V,E) be a crisp graph where V is the set of vertices and
E ⊆ V × V is the set of edges. A Plithogenic Graph PG is defined as:

PG = (PM,PN)

where:

(1) Plithogenic Vertex Set PM = (M, l,Ml, adf, aCf):
• M ⊆ V is the set of vertices.
• l is an attribute associated with the vertices.
• Ml is the range of possible attribute values.
• adf :M×Ml → [0, 1]s is the Degree of Appurtenance Function (DAF) for vertices.
• aCf : Ml × Ml → [0, 1]t is the Degree of Contradiction Function (DCF) for

vertices.
(2) Plithogenic Edge Set PN = (N,m,Nm, bdf, bCf):

• N ⊆ E is the set of edges.
• m is an attribute associated with the edges.
• Nm is the range of possible attribute values.
• bdf : N ×Nm→ [0, 1]s is the Degree of Appurtenance Function (DAF) for edges.
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• bCf : Nm × Nm → [0, 1]t is the Degree of Contradiction Function (DCF) for
edges.

The Plithogenic Graph PG must satisfy the following conditions:

(1) Edge Appurtenance Constraint: For all (x, a), (y, b) ∈M ×Ml:

bdf ((xy), (a, b)) ≤ min{adf(x, a), adf(y, b)}

where xy ∈ N is an edge between vertices x and y, and (a, b) ∈ Nm × Nm are the
corresponding attribute values.

(2) Contradiction Function Constraint: For all (a, b), (c, d) ∈ Nm×Nm:

bCf ((a, b), (c, d)) ≤ min{aCf(a, c), aCf(b, d)}

(3) Reflexivity and Symmetry of Contradiction Functions:

aCf(a, a) = 0, ∀a ∈Ml

aCf(a, b) = aCf(b, a), ∀a, b ∈Ml

bCf(a, a) = 0, ∀a ∈ Nm

bCf(a, b) = bCf(b, a), ∀a, b ∈ Nm

Example 2.5. (cf. [67]) The following examples are provided.

• When s = t = 1, PG is called a Plithogenic Fuzzy Graph.
• When s = 2, t = 1, PG is called a Plithogenic Intuitionistic Fuzzy Graph.
• When s = 3, t = 1, PG is called a Plithogenic Neutrosophic Graph.
• When s = 4, t = 1, PG is called a Plithogenic quadripartitioned Neutrosophic Graph.
• When s = 5, t = 1, PG is called a Plithogenic pentapartitioned Neutrosophic Graph.
• When s = 6, t = 1, PG is called a Plithogenic hexapartitioned Neutrosophic Graph.
• When s = 7, t = 1, PG is called a Plithogenic heptapartitioned Neutrosophic Graph.
• When s = 8, t = 1, PG is called a Plithogenic octapartitioned Neutrosophic Graph.
• When s = 9, t = 1, PG is called a Plithogenic nonapartitioned Neutrosophic Graph.

2.4. Hypergraph and Uncertain Hypergraph

This subsection provides an overview of Hypergraphs and Uncertain Hypergraphs. A hy-
pergraph is a generalized graph structure that extends traditional graph concepts by allowing
hyperedges, which connect multiple vertices rather than just pairs, enabling more complex
relationships between elements [19,22,87,88]. Hypergraphs have a wide range of applications,
notably in database systems [100]. For additional information, readers are encouraged to
consult comprehensive surveys on hypergraphs, such as those in [32,33,204].
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Definition 2.6 (Hypergraph). [22] A hypergraph H = (V,E) consists of a set V of vertices
and a set E of hyperedges. Each hyperedge e ∈ E is defined as a subset of V , thus e ⊆ V , and
E ⊆ P(V ), where P(V ) denotes the power set of V .

Extensions of the hypergraph concept, including Fuzzy Hypergraphs [8,23,133], incorporate
elements from Fuzzy, Intuitionistic Fuzzy [2, 28, 51, 141], and Neutrosophic theories [6, 7, 125,
126]. These graphs extend traditional hypergraphs by applying concepts from Fuzzy Graphs,
Intuitionistic Fuzzy Graphs, and Neutrosophic Graphs to create more nuanced hypergraph
structures. For more details on specific operations and further theoretical underpinnings,
readers are encouraged to consult the cited papers.

Definitions of these extended hypergraph types are provided below. Note that the Single-
Valued Neutrosophic Hypergraph generalizes the Intuitionistic Fuzzy Hypergraph, which in
turn generalizes the Fuzzy Hypergraph, and the Fuzzy Hypergraph itself generalizes the Hy-
pergraph.

Definition 2.7 (Fuzzy Hypergraph). [8, 23, 133] A fuzzy hypergraph G = (V,E, ψ,w) is a
hypergraph where vertices have fuzzy membership degrees in hyperedges, and each hyperedge
has an associated weight. The fuzzy hypergraph is defined as follows:

• V is the set of vertices.
• E is the set of hyperedges, where each hyperedge e ∈ E is a subset of V .
• ψ ∈ [0, 1]|E|×|V | is a matrix where ψei represents the degree of membership of vertex
i ∈ V in hyperedge e ∈ E, satisfying

∑
i∈V ψei = 1 for each e ∈ E and

∑
e∈E ψei > 0

for each i ∈ V .
• w : E → R+ assigns a positive weight w(e) to each hyperedge e ∈ E.

Here, the matrix ψ serves as the incidence matrix of the fuzzy hypergraph, where each hyper-
edge quantifies the participation of each vertex. The weight function w provides a quantitative
measure for the importance or relevance of each hyperedge.

Definition 2.8 (Intuitionistic Fuzzy Hypergraph). [140] An intuitionistic fuzzy hypergraph
(IFHG) H = (V,E) consists of:

• A finite set V = {x1, x2, . . . , xn} of vertices.
• A family E = {E1, E2, . . . , Em} of intuitionistic fuzzy subsets of V , where each hyper-

edge Ej is defined as:

Ej = {(xi, µj(xi), νj(xi)) | xi ∈ V },

with µj(xi) denoting the degree of membership of vertex xi to the hyperedge Ej , and
νj(xi) denoting the degree of non-membership. It is required that 0 ≤ µj(xi)+νj(xi) ≤
1 for all xi ∈ V and all Ej ∈ E.
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Additionally, it holds that:
m⋃
j=1

supp(Ej) = V,

where supp(Ej) = {xi ∈ V | µj(xi) > 0 and νj(xi) > 0} is the support of Ej .

Definition 2.9 (Single-Valued Neutrosophic Hypergraph). [12] Let V = {v1, v2, . . . , vn} be a
finite set of vertices, and let E = {E1, E2, . . . , Em} be a collection of single-valued neutrosophic
subsets of V , such that:

m⋃
i=1

supp(Ei) = V,

where each edge Ei is defined as:

Ei = {(vj , TEi(vj), IEi(vj), FEi(vj)) | vj ∈ V },

with TEi(vj), IEi(vj), FEi(vj) representing the truth-membership, indeterminacy-membership,
and falsity-membership of vertex vj to edge Ei respectively. The pair H = (V,E) is called a
single-valued neutrosophic hypergraph (SVNH).

2.5. Superhypergraph and Quasi-SuperHyperGraph

This subsection explains the concepts of the Superhypergraph and Quasi-SuperHyperGraph.
The SuperHyperGraph is a generalized graph concept that extends the Hypergraph by in-
troducing supervertices and superedges [174, 175, 177, 178]. This framework includes related
structures such as the quasi-SuperHyperGraph [92]. As briefly mentioned in the short intro-
duction of this paper, these structures are further extended using fuzzy relations, leading to
the concept known as the Fuzzy SuperHyperGraph [92]. The definitions are provided below.

Definition 2.10 (SuperHyperGraph). [174] Let V be a finite set of vertices. A superhyper-
graph is an ordered pair H = (V,E), where:

• V ⊆ P (V ) (the power set of V ), meaning that each element of V can be either a single
vertex or a subset of vertices (called a supervertex).

• E ⊆ P (V ) represents the set of edges, called superedges, where each e ∈ E can connect
multiple supervertices.

In this framework, a superhypergraph can accommodate complex relationships among groups
of vertices, including single edges, hyperedges, superedges, and multi-edges. Superhypergraphs
provide a flexible structure to represent high-order and hierarchical relationships.

The following relationship between a superhypergraph and a hypergraph is well-known and
clearly holds.

Proposition 2.11. Every superhypergraph can be transformed into a hypergraph.
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Proof. Let H = (V,E) be a superhypergraph, where:

• V ⊆ P (U) for some underlying set U , meaning each v ∈ V is either a single element
of U or a subset of U (termed a supervertex).

• E ⊆ P (V ), with each e ∈ E linking subsets of elements in V (known as superedges).

Our objective is to construct a hypergraph H ′ = (V ′, E′) that is equivalent to H but adheres
to the structure of a hypergraph.

Construction of H ′: 1. Define V ′ as the union of all elements in the supervertices of V ,
specifically:

V ′ =
⋃
v∈V

v.

Here, each element in V ′ is a unique element of U , effectively ”flattening” the supervertices of
V into single elements in V ′.

2. Define the edge set E′ as follows: for each superedge e = {v1, v2, . . . , vn} ∈ E (where
vi ∈ V ), construct an edge e′ ⊆ V ′ by taking the union of the elements within each supervertex
vi, i.e.,

e′ =
⋃
v∈e

v.

This construction ensures that each e′ ⊆ V ′, thus meeting the definition of a hyperedge in H ′.
Verification: The transformed structure H ′ = (V ′, E′) satisfies the following properties of a

hypergraph:

• V ′ is a set of vertices, where each element corresponds to an element in the underlying
set U (not subsets of U), ensuring V ′ ⊆ U .

• Each edge e′ ∈ E′ is a subset of V ′ and does not contain supervertices, adhering to the
standard hypergraph structure where each edge is a subset of the vertex set.

Thus, the transformation from H = (V,E) to H ′ = (V ′, E′) is valid, and H ′ is a hypergraph
as required.

Definition 2.12 (Quasi-SuperHyperGraph). [92] A quasi-superhypergraph is a triple H =

(V, S,Φ) where:

• V is a set of elements called vertices.
• S = {Si}ki=1 ⊂ P (V ) is a family of subsets of V called supervertices.
• Φ = {φi,j | i 6= j} is a set of mappings φi,j : Si → Sj , known as superedges, linking

different supervertices.

The quasi-superhypergraph becomes a complete superhypergraph if, for each supervertex Si,
there exists at least one supervertex Sj such that Si links to Sj .
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The following relationship between a quasi-superhypergraph and a superhypergraph is well-
known and clearly holds.

Proposition 2.13. Every quasi-superhypergraph can be transformed into a superhypergraph.

Proof. Let H = (V, S,Φ) be a quasi-superhypergraph where:

• V is a set of vertices.
• S = {Si}ki=1 ⊂ P (V ) is a collection of subsets of V (supervertices).
• Φ = {φi,j | i 6= j} is a set of mappings φi,j : Si → Sj , linking different supervertices Si

and Sj .

We aim to construct a superhypergraph H ′ = (V ′, E′) from H by defining an appropriate
vertex set V ′ and edge set E′ that satisfy the properties of a superhypergraph.

To define the vertex set V ′, let V ′ = S, where each supervertex Si in S becomes a vertex in
V ′. Thus, each vertex in V ′ represents a subset of elements from V , satisfying the requirement
that V ′ ⊆ P (V ).

Next, we define the edge set E′ based on the mappings Φ. For each mapping φi,j ∈ Φ,
where φi,j : Si → Sj , we define a corresponding edge ei,j in E′ that links Si and Sj . Thus,
we set E′ = {ei,j | φi,j ∈ Φ}, where each ei,j = {Si, Sj}. This construction ensures that
each superedge in the quasi-superhypergraph H has a corresponding edge in H ′ connecting
supervertices in V ′.

Finally, we verify that H ′ = (V ′, E′) satisfies the properties of a superhypergraph. Each
element in V ′ is a subset of V , fulfilling the requirement that vertices may represent groups
of elements. Furthermore, each edge in E′ connects subsets of V , with each edge ei,j link-
ing two supervertices. Thus, the structure H ′ constructed from H meets the definition of a
superhypergraph.

Since this transformation process can be applied to any quasi-superhypergraph H =

(V, S,Φ), we conclude that every quasi-superhypergraph can indeed be transformed into a
superhypergraph, as required.

Next, the definitions for the Fuzzy Quasi-SuperHyperGraph and the q-Fuzzy Quasi-
SuperHyperGraph are provided below. These are graph concepts that extend the Quasi-
SuperHyperGraph through fuzzy relations.

Definition 2.14 (q-Fuzzy Quasi-SuperHyperGraph). [92] Let H∗ = (V, S,Φ) be a quasi-
superhypergraph, and let σi = {(x, σi(x)) | x ∈ Si, 0 ≤ σi(x) ≤ 1} represent fuzzy superver-
tices, where σi(x) denotes the degree of membership of x in Si. Define µi,j : φi,j → [0, 1] as
fuzzy superedges.
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Then H = ({σi}ki=1, {µi,j}i,j) is called a q-fuzzy quasi-superhypergraph on H∗, where:

µi,j(x, φi,j(x)) ≤
σi(x)

q w(σi)
∧ σj(φi,j(x))

q w(σj)
,

for all x ∈ V , and where w(σt) =
∑

x∈St
σt(x) denotes the total weight of the fuzzy supervertex

σt. Here, σi and σj represent fuzzy supervertices, and µi,j represents fuzzy superedges or fuzzy
links from σi to σj .

If q = 1, we denote this as a fuzzy quasi-superhypergraph.

3. Result in this paper

In this section, we present the main results of this paper by defining the Intuitionistic
Fuzzy Quasi SuperHyperGraph, Single-Valued Neutrosophic Quasi SuperHyperGraph, and
Plithogenic Quasi SuperHyperGraph, and examining their relationships with other graph
classes. While the ideas underlying these graph concepts have been suggested in sources
such as [174], this paper reinterprets them through formal mathematical definitions.

3.1. Intuitionistic Fuzzy Quasi SuperHyperGraph

The definition of an Intuitionistic Fuzzy Quasi SuperHyperGraph and its relationships with
other graph classes are presented below.

Definition 3.1 (Intuitionistic Fuzzy Quasi SuperHyperGraph). Let H∗ = (V, S,Φ) be a quasi-
superhypergraph, where:

• V is a non-empty set of vertices.
• S = {Si}ki=1 is a family of non-empty subsets of V called supervertices, i.e., Si ⊆ V .
• Φ = {φi,j}i,j is a set of mappings φi,j : Si → Sj called superedges, for i 6= j.

An intuitionistic fuzzy quasi superhypergraph (IFQSHG)

H = ({〈Si, µSi , νSi〉}ki=1, {〈φi,j , µi,j , νi,j〉}i,j)

on H∗ consists of:

• For each supervertex Si, membership and non-membership functions µSi , νSi : Si →
[0, 1] satisfying:

0 ≤ µSi(x) + νSi(x) ≤ 1, ∀x ∈ Si.

• For each superedge φi,j : Si → Sj , membership and non-membership functions
µi,j , νi,j : φi,j → [0, 1] satisfying:

0 ≤ µi,j(x, φi,j(x)) + νi,j(x, φi,j(x)) ≤ 1, ∀x ∈ Si.
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Additionally, we define the hesitation degree for vertices and edges as:

πSi(x) = 1− µSi(x)− νSi(x), πi,j(x, φi,j(x)) = 1− µi,j(x, φi,j(x))− νi,j(x, φi,j(x)),

representing the indeterminacy or hesitation of x in Si and the connection from x to φi,j(x),
respectively.

Theorem 3.2. Any intuitionistic fuzzy quasi superhypergraph H can be transformed into a
fuzzy quasi superhypergraph H ′ by neglecting the non-membership functions and adjusting the
membership functions accordingly.

Proof. Given an intuitionistic fuzzy quasi superhypergraph H, we construct a fuzzy quasi
superhypergraph H ′ as follows:

• For each supervertex Si, define the membership function µ′Si
: Si → [0, 1] by:

µ′Si
(x) = µSi(x), ∀x ∈ Si.

• For each superedge φi,j , define the membership function µ′i,j : φi,j → [0, 1] by:

µ′i,j(x, φi,j(x)) = µi,j(x, φi,j(x)), ∀x ∈ Si.

By omitting the non-membership functions νSi and νi,j , we effectively reduce the intuitionistic
fuzzy structure to a fuzzy one. The resulting fuzzy membership functions µ′Si

and µ′i,j retain
the original membership degrees, ensuring that the essential relationships in H are preserved
in H ′.

Theorem 3.3. Any intuitionistic fuzzy quasi superhypergraph H can be transformed into an
intuitionistic fuzzy hypergraph H ′′ by representing the supervertices and superedges as standard
vertices and edges in a hypergraph.

Proof. To transform H into an intuitionistic fuzzy hypergraph H ′′, we proceed as follows:

• Let the vertex set V ′ of H ′′ be the union of all supervertices:

V ′ =
k⋃

i=1

Si.

• For each element x ∈ V ′, define the membership and non-membership functions µV ′(x)

and νV ′(x) as:

µV ′(x) = µSi(x), νV ′(x) = νSi(x), if x ∈ Si.

• For each mapping φi,j : Si → Sj , create edges in H ′′ connecting x ∈ Si to y = φi,j(x) ∈
Sj , with membership and non-membership functions µE(x, y) and νE(x, y) defined by:

µE(x, y) = µi,j(x, y), νE(x, y) = νi,j(x, y).
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By treating each element of the supervertices as individual vertices and each mapping as edges,
we construct an intuitionistic fuzzy hypergraph H ′′ that encapsulates the same relationships
as H.

3.2. Single-Valued Neutrosophic Quasi SuperHyperGraph

The definition of a Single-Valued Neutrosophic Quasi SuperHyperGraph and its relationship
with other graph classes are outlined below.

Definition 3.4 (Single-Valued Neutrosophic Quasi SuperHyperGraph). A Single-Valued Neu-
trosophic Quasi SuperHyperGraph H = (X,S,Φ, T, I, F ) is a quasi superhypergraph where:

• For each supervertex Si:
– Truth-membership function TSi : Si → [0, 1].
– Indeterminacy-membership function ISi : Si → [0, 1].
– Falsity-membership function FSi : Si → [0, 1].
– For all x ∈ Si:

0 ≤ TSi(x) + ISi(x) + FSi(x) ≤ 1.

• For each superedge φi,j :
– Truth-membership function Tφi,j

: φi,j → [0, 1].
– Indeterminacy-membership function Iφi,j

: φi,j → [0, 1].
– Falsity-membership function Fφi,j

: φi,j → [0, 1].
– For all (x, y) ∈ φi,j :

0 ≤ Tφi,j
(x, y) + Iφi,j

(x, y) + Fφi,j
(x, y) ≤ 1.

Theorem 3.5. Any single-valued neutrosophic quasi superhypergraph H can be transformed
into an intuitionistic fuzzy quasi superhypergraph H ′ by merging the indeterminacy and falsity
memberships.

Proof. Given H, we construct an intuitionistic fuzzy quasi superhypergraph H ′ as follows:

• For each supervertex Si, define the membership and non-membership functions µSi

and νSi by:

µSi(x) = TSi(x), νSi(x) = FSi(x) + ISi(x), ∀x ∈ Si.

• Since 0 ≤ TSi(x) + ISi(x) + FSi(x) ≤ 1, it follows that µSi(x) + νSi(x) ≤ 1, satisfying
the conditions of an intuitionistic fuzzy membership.

• For each superedge φi,j , define µi,j and νi,j similarly:

µi,j(x, φi,j(x)) = Ti,j(x, φi,j(x)), νi,j(x, φi,j(x)) = Fi,j(x, φi,j(x)) + Ii,j(x, φi,j(x)).
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By combining the indeterminacy and falsity degrees into a single non-membership function,
we effectively reduce the neutrosophic structure to an intuitionistic fuzzy structure.

Theorem 3.6. Any single-valued neutrosophic quasi superhypergraph H can be transformed
into a single-valued neutrosophic hypergraph H ′′ by representing supervertices and superedges
as standard vertices and edges.

Proof. We construct H ′′ as follows:

• The vertex set V ′ of H ′′ is V ′ =
⋃k

i=1 Si.
• For each vertex x ∈ V ′, define the neutrosophic membership functions:

TV ′(x) = TSi(x), IV ′(x) = ISi(x), FV ′(x) = FSi(x), if x ∈ Si.

• For each mapping φi,j , create edges between x ∈ Si and y = φi,j(x) ∈ Sj , with
neutrosophic membership functions:

TE(x, y) = Ti,j(x, y), IE(x, y) = Ii,j(x, y), FE(x, y) = Fi,j(x, y).

This construction transforms the quasi superhypergraph H into a single-valued neutrosophic
hypergraph H ′′ by flattening the supervertex and superedge structures into standard vertices
and edges.

Theorem 3.7. The intersection of two Single-Valued Neutrosophic Quasi SuperHyperGraphs
with the same vertex set X results in a Single-Valued Neutrosophic Quasi SuperHyperGraph.

Proof. Let H1 = (X,S1,Φ1, T 1, I1, F 1) and H2 = (X,S2,Φ2, T 2, I2, F 2). Define H =

(X,S,Φ, T, I, F ) where:

S = S1 ∩ S2,

Φ = Φ1 ∩ Φ2,

TSi(x) = min{T 1
Si
(x), T 2

Si
(x)},

ISi(x) = max{I1Si
(x), I2Si

(x)},

FSi(x) = max{F 1
Si
(x), F 2

Si
(x)}.

Since T + I + F ≤ 1, H satisfies the conditions of a Single-Valued Neutrosophic Quasi
SuperHyperGraph.
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3.3. Plithogenic Quasi SuperHyperGraph

The definition of a Plithogenic Quasi SuperHyperGraph is outlined below.

Definition 3.8 (Plithogenic Quasi SuperHyperGraph). A Plithogenic Quasi SuperHyperGraph
H = (X,S,Φ,Θ) extends the quasi superhypergraph by incorporating attributes and their
associated degrees. It consists of:

• A non-empty set X of elements called vertices.
• A set S = {Si}ki=1 of non-empty subsets of X, called supervertices.
• A set of mappings Φ = {φi,j}i 6=j , where φi,j : Si → Sj are called superedges.
• For each supervertex Si:

– An attribute li with a domain of possible values Mli .
– A Degree of Appurtenance Function (DAF) adfSi : Si ×Mli → [0, 1]s.

• For each superedge φi,j :
– An attribute mi,j with a domain of possible values Mmi,j .
– A DAF adfφi,j

: φi,j ×Mmi,j → [0, 1]s.
• Degrees of Contradiction Functions (DCFs):

– For supervertices: aCfSi :Mli ×Mli → [0, 1]t.
– For superedges: aCfφi,j

:Mmi,j ×Mmi,j → [0, 1]t.

These functions satisfy:

(1) Reflexivity and symmetry of DCFs:

aCfSi(a, a) = 0, ∀a ∈Mli ,

aCfSi(a, b) = aCfSi(b, a), ∀a, b ∈Mli ,

aCfφi,j
(c, c) = 0, ∀c ∈Mmi,j ,

aCfφi,j
(c, d) = aCfφi,j

(d, c), ∀c, d ∈Mmi,j .

(2) The overall membership degree of an element x ∈ Si with attribute value a is adjusted
by the contradiction between a and other attribute values.

Theorem 3.9. Every Plithogenic Quasi SuperHyperGraph can be transformed into a Single-
Valued Neutrosophic Quasi SuperHyperGraph.

Proof. Given a Plithogenic Quasi SuperHyperGraph H = (X,S,Φ,Θ), we can define the
neutrosophic membership functions for each supervertex and superedge based on the Degrees
of Appurtenance and Contradiction.

For each supervertex Si and x ∈ Si with attribute value a ∈Mli :
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TSi(x) = adfSi(x, a) · (1− aCfSi(a, a
′)),

ISi(x) = aCfSi(a, a
′),

FSi(x) = 1− TSi(x)− ISi(x),

where a′ is a reference attribute value.
Similarly, for each superedge φi,j and (x, y) ∈ φi,j with attribute value c ∈Mmi,j :

Tφi,j
(x, y) = adfφi,j

((x, y), c) · (1− aCfφi,j
(c, c′)),

Iφi,j
(x, y) = aCfφi,j

(c, c′),

Fφi,j
(x, y) = 1− Tφi,j

(x, y)− Iφi,j
(x, y),

with c′ as a reference attribute value for edges.
Since the sum T + I + F ≤ 1 holds by construction, the transformed structure satisfies the

conditions of a Single-Valued Neutrosophic Quasi SuperHyperGraph.

Theorem 3.10. In a Plithogenic Quasi SuperHyperGraph, the degree of contradiction function
aCf is symmetric and reflexive.

Proof. By the definition of a Plithogenic Quasi SuperHyperGraph, the degree of contradiction
functions satisfy:

aCf(a, a) = 0, aCf(a, b) = aCf(b, a).

Reflexivity follows from aCf(a, a) = 0, and symmetry from aCf(a, b) = aCf(b, a).

4. Future tasks and Discussions

The following outlines future prospects for this study.

4.1. Semi Superhypergraph

As noted in the introduction, numerous graph classes have been proposed within graph
theory, alongside ongoing efforts to generalize these classes [30]. The semigraph is recognized
as a generalized graph class extending the standard concept of a graph [46,161,165]. Recently,
an even broader generalization, the semihypergraph, has been introduced, further expanding
on this structure [101]. Similarly, it is reasonable to expect the existence of a semi superhy-
pergraph, which would build on the structure of the superhypergraph. In future work, we
aim to explore the mathematical structure of the semi superhypergraph, as well as potential
extensions incorporating Fuzzy and Neutrosophic properties and concepts such as the semi
n-superhypergraph [174].
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The definitions of the already established concepts of the semigraph and semihypergraph,
along with the conceptual framework for the semi superhypergraph, are presented below.

Definition 4.1 (Semigraph). [161] A semigraph G = (V,E) consists of:

• A non-empty set V of elements called vertices.
• A set E of ordered n-tuples of distinct vertices, called edges, where n ≥ 2 for each

edge. Each edge connects a specific sequence of vertices.

The semigraph G must satisfy the following conditions:

(1) Intersection Condition: Any two edges in E have at most one vertex in common.
(2) Edge Equivalence: Two edges E1 = (u1, u2, . . . , um) and E2 = (v1, v2, . . . , vn) are

considered equal if and only if:
• m = n (they have the same length).
• Either ui = vi for all i = 1, . . . , n (identical ordering), or ui = vn−i+1 for all
i = 1, . . . , n (reverse ordering).

Definition 4.2 (Semihypergraph). [101] A semihypergraph Hs = (V,Eh) consists of:

• A finite set V = {v1, v2, . . . , vn} of vertices.
• A set Eh = {E1

h, E
2
h, . . . , E

p
h} of ordered hyperedges, where each hyperedge Ej

h is an
ordered kj-tuple of distinct vertices from V , with kj ≥ 2.

The semihypergraph Hs must satisfy the following conditions:

(1) Intersection Condition: Any two hyperedges in Eh have at most one vertex in common.
(2) Hyperedge Equivalence: Two hyperedges Em

h = (u1, u2, . . . , um) and En
h =

(v1, v2, . . . , vn) are considered equal if and only if:
• m = n (they have the same length).
• Either ui = vi for all i = 1, . . . , n (identical ordering), or ui = vn−i+1 for all
i = 1, . . . , n (reverse ordering).

Proposition 4.3. Every semihypergraph Hs = (V,Eh) can be transformed into a semigraph
G = (V,E).

Proof. Let Hs = (V,Eh) be a semihypergraph with a vertex set V and a set Eh of hyperedges,
where each hyperedge Ej

h ∈ Eh is an ordered kj-tuple of distinct vertices from V with kj ≥ 2.
We construct a corresponding semigraph G = (V,E) as follows:

(1) Set V as the vertex set of G, identical to the vertex set of Hs.
(2) For each hyperedge Ej

h = (vj1 , vj2 , . . . , vjkj ) in Hs, define a corresponding edge Ej =

(vj1 , vj2 , . . . , vjkj ) in E of G. Add Ej to E.
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This construction ensures that each hyperedge in Hs corresponds directly to an edge in G

with identical ordering and vertex sequence. Next, we verify that G = (V,E) satisfies the
conditions of a semigraph.

The set V in G is identical to that in Hs, so V is non-empty, meeting the requirement for a
semigraph. Additionally, each edge Ej ∈ E is an ordered kj-tuple of distinct vertices from V ,
with kj ≥ 2 by construction, which aligns with the edge structure required for semigraphs.

By the intersection condition of the semihypergraph Hs, any two hyperedges Ea
h and Eb

h

share at most one vertex. Since each edge in G corresponds to a hyperedge in Hs, the inter-
section condition is preserved in G; any two edges in E have at most one vertex in common.

The hyperedge equivalence condition in Hs specifies that two hyperedges are equal if they
have the same length and either identical or reverse ordering of vertices. Since each edge in G
corresponds to a hyperedge in Hs, this equivalence criterion holds for the edges in G as well.

Thus, the constructed graph G = (V,E) satisfies all conditions of a semigraph. Therefore,
any semihypergraph Hs can indeed be transformed into a semigraph G, as required.

Definition 4.4 (Semi SuperHyperGraph). A semi superhypergraph H = (V, S,E) consists of:

• A finite set V of elements called vertices.
• A collection S = {S1, S2, . . . , Sk} of non-empty subsets of V , called supervertices.
• A set E of ordered n-tuples of supervertices, called superedges, where n ≥ 2 for each

superedge.

The semi superhypergraph H must satisfy the following conditions:

(1) Intersection Condition: Any two superedges in E have at most one supervertex in
common.

(2) Superedge Equivalence: Two superedges E1 = (Si1 , Si2 , . . . , Sim) and E2 =

(Sj1 , Sj2 , . . . , Sjn) are considered equal if and only if:
• m = n (they have the same length).
• Either Sik = Sjk for all k = 1, . . . , n (identical ordering), or Sik = Sjn−k+1

for all
k = 1, . . . , n (reverse ordering).

We can show that both superhypergraphs and semihypergraphs can be represented as semi
superhypergraphs.

Theorem 4.5. Every superhypergraph and every semihypergraph can be represented as a semi
superhypergraph.

Proof. We will prove this theorem in two parts.
Part 1: Superhypergraphs as Semi SuperHyperGraphs
Let G = (V,E) be a superhypergraph, where:
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• V is a set of supervertices, each being a subset of some underlying set U .
• E ⊆ P(V ) is a set of superedges, where each superedge e ∈ E is a subset of V .

To represent G as a semi superhypergraph H = (V ′, S, E′), we proceed as follows:

• Set V ′ = V . That is, the vertices of the semi superhypergraph are the supervertices of
the superhypergraph.

• Set S = V ′. Each supervertex in V ′ is a supervertex in H.
• For each superedge e = {Si1 , Si2 , . . . , Sim} ∈ E, define an ordered superedge E′ =

(Si1 , Si2 , . . . , Sim) and include it in E′.

The Intersection Condition and Superedge Equivalence in the semi superhypergraph are
satisfied because they correspond directly to those in the superhypergraph, with the addition
of ordering, which is accounted for in the equivalence condition.

Part 2: Semihypergraphs as Semi SuperHyperGraphs
Let Hs = (V,Eh) be a semihypergraph, where:

• V = {v1, v2, . . . , vn} is a set of vertices.
• Eh is a set of ordered hyperedges, each hyperedge being an ordered tuple of vertices

from V .

To represent Hs as a semi superhypergraph H = (V, S,E′), we proceed as follows:

• Define the supervertex set S = {{v} | v ∈ V }, where each supervertex is a singleton
set containing a single vertex from V .

• The vertex set V remains the same.
• For each hyperedge Ej

h = (vj1 , vj2 , . . . , vjm) ∈ Eh, define a superedge E′ =

({vj1}, {vj2}, . . . , {vjm}) and include it in E′.

Again, the Intersection Condition and Superedge Equivalence in the semi superhypergraph
are satisfied because they correspond to those in the semihypergraph, with vertices replaced
by singleton supervertices.

4.2. Soft Semihypergraph

In this paper, we also introduce the concept of a Soft Semihypergraph, a hybrid graph
structure that merges elements from both Soft Hypergraphs [9, 82, 162] and Soft Semigraphs
[79–81]. A soft graph, in general, is a mathematical framework that extends soft set theory to
graph structures, assigning parameters to vertices and edges to effectively manage uncertainty.
Below, we provide definitions of Soft Hypergraphs and Soft Semigraphs, followed by an initial
definition of a Soft Semihypergraph as a concept still under development.
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Definition 4.6. [131] Let U be a non-empty finite set, called the universe of discourse, and
let E be a non-empty set of parameters. A soft set over U is defined as follows:

F = (F,A) over U is an ordered pair, where A ⊆ E and F : A→ P (U),

where F (a) ⊆ U for each a ∈ A and P (U) denotes the power set of U . The set of all soft sets
over U is denoted by S(U).

(1) Soft Subset: Let F = (F,A) and G = (G,B) be two soft sets over the common universe
U . We say that F is a soft subset of G, denoted F ⊆ G, if:

• A ⊆ B

• F (a) ⊆ G(a) for all a ∈ A.
(2) Union of Soft Sets: The union of two soft sets F = (F,A) and G = (G,B) over U is

defined as H = (H,C) where C = A ∪B and

H(e) =


F (e), e ∈ A−B

G(e), e ∈ B −A

F (e) ∪G(e), e ∈ A ∩B

(3) Intersection of Soft Sets: The intersection of two soft sets F = (F,A) and G = (G,B)

with disjoint parameter sets A ∩ B = ∅ is defined as H = (H,C), where C = A ∩ B
and

H(e) = F (e) ∩G(e), ∀e ∈ C.

Definition 4.7. [82] Let H∗ = (V,E) be a hypergraph with a vertex set V and a hyperedge
set E. A soft hypergraph is defined by a 4-tuple H = (H∗, A,B,C), where:

(1) H∗ = (V,E) is a simple hypergraph.
(2) C is a nonempty set of parameters.
(3) (A,C) is a soft set over V , where A : C → P(V ) is a mapping such that A(c) ⊆ V for

each c ∈ C.
(4) (B,C) is a soft set over Es, the set of all subhyperedges of H∗, where B : C → P(Es)

maps each c ∈ C to a subset of the maximal subhyperedges of H∗.
(5) For each c ∈ C, the pair (A(c), B(c)) forms a semisubhypergraph of H∗, meaning each

element in B(c) is a subhyperedge of a hyperedge in H∗ and corresponds to the vertices
in A(c).

If we denote (A(c), B(c)) by F (c), then the soft hypergraph H is represented by {F (c) : c ∈ C},
where each F (c) is termed as a hyperpart (or simply h-part) of the soft hypergraph H.

Definition 4.8 (Soft Semigraph). [79,81] Let S∗ = (T,D) be a semigraph with vertex set T
and edge set D. A soft semigraph is defined by a 4-tuple S = (S∗, I, J,K), where:
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(1) S∗ = (T,D) is a semigraph with a set T of vertices and a set D of edges.
(2) K is a nonempty set of parameters.
(3) (I,K) is a soft set over T , where I : K → P(T ) is a mapping such that I(k) ⊆ T

for each k ∈ K. For each k ∈ K, I(k) denotes the subset of vertices associated with
parameter k.

(4) (J,K) is a soft set over Dp, the set of all maximal partial edges (or mp edges) in S∗.
Here, J : K → P(Dp) maps each k ∈ K to a subset J(k) of Dp, where each element in
J(k) is an mp edge formed by some or all vertices in I(k).

The soft semigraph S = (S∗, I, J,K) represents a collection of partial semigraphs of S∗ defined
by different parameters in K. Specifically, for each k ∈ K, the pair L(k) = (I(k), J(k)) is called
a partial semigraph (or p-part) of S∗.

Definition 4.9 (Soft Semihypergraph). Let H∗ = (V,Eh) be a semihypergraph, where:

• V is a finite set of vertices.
• Eh = {E1

h, E
2
h, . . . , E

p
h} is a set of hyperedges, where each hyperedge Ej

h is an ordered
nj-tuple of distinct vertices from V , with nj ≥ 2.

Let C be a non-empty set of parameters. A soft semihypergraph is a quadruple H =

(H∗, A,B,C), where:

(1) (A,C) is a soft set over V , i.e., A : C → P(V ) is a mapping such that A(c) ⊆ V for
each c ∈ C.

(2) (B,C) is a soft set over Es, where Es is the set of all subhyperedges of H∗. The
mapping B : C → P(Es) assigns to each c ∈ C a set B(c) of maximal subhyperedges
corresponding to A(c).

(3) For each c ∈ C, the pair F (c) = (A(c), B(c)) forms a partial semihypergraph of H∗,
meaning:

• Each hyperedge in B(c) is a subhyperedge of some hyperedge in Eh.
• The vertices of each hyperedge in B(c) are elements of A(c).

The collection H = {F (c) : c ∈ C} represents the soft semihypergraph, where each F (c) is
called a partial semihypergraph (or p-part) of H.

Theorem 4.10. The concept of a soft semihypergraph generalizes both semihypergraphs and
soft semigraphs. Specifically:

(1) Every semihypergraph can be considered as a soft semihypergraph.
(2) Every soft semigraph can be represented as a soft semihypergraph.

Proof. Let H∗ = (V,Eh) be a semihypergraph. We can construct a soft semihypergraph
H = (H∗, A,B,C) by choosing:
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• C = {c} is a singleton parameter set.
• Define A : C → P(V ) by A(c) = V .
• Define B : C → P(Eh) by B(c) = Eh.

Then, (A(c), B(c)) = (V,Eh) is the original semihypergraph H∗. Since H consists of a single
partial semihypergraph identical to H∗, the semihypergraph is represented as a soft semihy-
pergraph.

Let S = (S∗, I, J,K) be a soft semigraph as defined in [82], where:

• S∗ = (T,D) is a semigraph with vertex set T and edge set D.
• K is a non-empty set of parameters.
• I : K → P(T ) is a mapping representing the soft set over T .
• J : K → P(Dp), where Dp is the set of partial edges of S∗.

We can construct a semihypergraph H∗ = (V,Eh) corresponding to S∗ by setting:

• V = T .
• Eh = Dp, treating each partial edge as an ordered hyperedge.

Now, define the soft semihypergraph H = (H∗, A,B,K) by:

• A = I.
• B = J .

For each k ∈ K, the partial semihypergraph F (k) = (A(k), B(k)) corresponds to the partial
semigraph L(k) = (I(k), J(k)) in the soft semigraph S.

Therefore, the soft semigraph S = (S∗, I, J,K) is represented as a soft semihypergraph
H = (H∗, A,B,K).

Question 4.11. Is it possible to extend a Soft Semihypergraph to a Soft Semisuperhyper-
graph? What potential applications might such an extension have?

4.3. Multi-Superhypergraph

One well-known graph class is the multigraph, which allows for multiple (parallel) edges be-
tween the same pair of vertices [40,62,110,127]. This concept extends to the multi-hypergraph,
a generalization to hypergraphs where parallel hyperedges are permitted. Both multigraphs
and multi-hypergraphs [145, 209] have numerous applications, particularly in areas such as
neural network theory [25, 114, 119, 189]. Here, we aim to explore an even broader extension
with the definition of the Multi-Superhypergraph, provided below.

Definition 4.12 (Multiset). [26, 27, 166] A multiset M over a set S is a collection where
each element x ∈ S can appear more than once. Formally, a multiset is defined as a pair
M = (S,m), where:
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• S is the underlying set of distinct elements, called the support of M .
• m : S → Z≥0 is a function called the multiplicity function, which assigns to each

element x ∈ S a non-negative integer m(x), representing the number of occurrences of
x in M .

If m(x) > 0 for some x ∈ S, then x is said to be an element of M with multiplicity m(x). A
multiset with all multiplicities equal to 1 is equivalent to a set.

Definition 4.13 (Multigraph). [40] Let G = (V,E) be a multigraph, where:

• V is a non-empty set of vertices.
• E is a multiset of unordered pairs of vertices, meaning that E allows multiple edges

(parallel edges) between the same pair of vertices.

In a multigraph, loops (edges that connect a vertex to itself) may or may not be permitted,
depending on the specific multigraph definition being used.

Definition 4.14 (Multi-Hypergraph). [209] Let H = (V,E) be a multi-hypergraph, where:

• V is a non-empty set of vertices.
• E is a multiset of subsets of V , called hyperedges, where each hyperedge can contain

any number of vertices. The multiset property allows for multiple occurrences of the
same hyperedge (parallel hyperedges).

In a multi-hypergraph, hyper-loops (hyperedges that contain repeated vertices) may be al-
lowed, providing further generalization.

Definition 4.15 (Multi-Superhypergraph). A Multi-Superhypergraph is a triple H = (V, S,E),
where:

• V is a non-empty finite set of elements called vertices.
• S is a multiset of non-empty subsets of V , called supervertices. Each supervertex
s ∈ S satisfies s ⊆ V , and the multiset allows for multiple occurrences of the same
supervertex.

• E is a multiset of non-empty subsets of S, called superedges. Each superedge e ∈ E is
a subset of supervertices from S, and multiple occurrences of the same superedge are
permitted.

Theorem 4.16. Every Multigraph and every Multi-Hypergraph can be represented as a Multi-
Superhypergraph. Conversely, the Multi-Superhypergraph generalizes both the Multigraph and
the Multi-Hypergraph.

Proof. Let G = (V,EG) be a multigraph, where:

• V is a non-empty set of vertices.
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• EG is a multiset of unordered pairs of vertices, allowing multiple edges between the
same pair of vertices.

Construction:
Define a Multi-Superhypergraph H = (V ′, S, E) as follows:

• Set V ′ = V .
• Let S = {{v} | v ∈ V }. Each vertex v becomes a singleton supervertex {v}. Since S

is a multiset, multiplicities are considered if necessary.
• For each edge e = {u, v} ∈ EG, include the superedge e′ = {{u}, {v}} in the multiset
E. The multiplicity of e′ in E matches the multiplicity of e in EG.

Verification:

• Supervertices in S correspond to individual vertices in V .
• Superedges in E connect singleton supervertices, reflecting the edges in G.
• Multiplicities of edges are preserved due to the multiset nature of E.

And let HG = (V,EH) be a multi-hypergraph, where:

• V is a non-empty set of vertices.
• EH is a multiset of subsets of V , called hyperedges, allowing multiple occurrences of

the same hyperedge.

Construction:
Define a Multi-Superhypergraph H = (V ′, S, E) as follows:

• Set V ′ = V .
• Let S = {{v} | v ∈ V }. Each vertex becomes a singleton supervertex.
• For each hyperedge eH ∈ EH , include the superedge e = {{v} | v ∈ eH} in the multiset
E. The multiplicity of e in E matches that of eH in EH .

Verification:

• Supervertices represent the original vertices as singleton sets.
• Superedges correspond to hyperedges by connecting the supervertices representing the

vertices in each hyperedge.
• Multiplicities of hyperedges are preserved in E.

The Multi-Superhypergraph accommodates:

• Supervertices that are subsets of V , not limited to singletons.
• Superedges connecting any subsets of supervertices.
• Multiplicities of supervertices and superedges through the use of multisets.

Thus, the Multi-Superhypergraph generalizes both the Multigraph and the Multi-
Hypergraph by allowing more complex relationships and multiplicities.
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4.4. Pseudo-SuperHypergraph

A pseudograph is a type of graph that allows parallel edges and self-loops (edges that
return to the originating vertex) [21, 29, 110]. This structure enables the representation of
more complex relationships and intricate networks compared to standard graphs [203, 217].
A pseudo-hypergraph generalizes the pseudograph concept by incorporating hypergraphs, ex-
tending its capabilities for modeling even more sophisticated connections [17,31,118]. Moving
forward, We aim to elucidate the mathematical structure and potential applications of the
pseudo-superhypergraph. Below, we present the established definitions of pseudograph and
pseudo-hypergraph, followed by an overview of the pseudo-superhypergraph.

Definition 4.17 (Pseudograph). [202] A pseudograph G = (V,E) is a graph that consists of:

• A non-empty set V of elements called vertices.
• A set E of unordered pairs of vertices, where each edge e ∈ E is of the form {u, v}

with u, v ∈ V . The following are permitted in E:
– Parallel edges: Multiple instances of the same pair {u, v} are allowed in E.
– Loops: An edge of the form {v, v}, which connects a vertex to itself, is allowed.

Definition 4.18 (Pseudo-Hypergraph). [17] A pseudo-hypergraph H = (V,E) generalizes the
concept of a hypergraph and consists of:

• A non-empty set V of elements called vertices.
• A set E of multisets of vertices, where each hyperedge e ∈ E is a multiset over V . This

allows:
– Multiple occurrences of vertices within a hyperedge: A vertex v ∈ V may appear

more than once in a single hyperedge e, resembling loops in pseudographs.
– Multiple identical hyperedges: The same multiset of vertices may appear multiple

times in E, resembling parallel edges in pseudographs.

Remark 4.19 (Pseudo-Hypergraph). In a pseudo-hypergraph, each hyperedge can connect
any subset of vertices from V , with repetitions of vertices within hyperedges permitted. This
allows a single hyperedge to act both as a multi-edge and as a ”loop” by including repeated
occurrences of vertices.

Definition 4.20 (Pseudo-Superhypergraph). A pseudo-superhypergraph H = (V, S,E) con-
sists of:

• Vertices: A non-empty finite set V of elements called vertices.
• Supervertices: A multiset S of multisets over V , called supervertices. Each supervertex
s ∈ S is a multiset of vertices from V , allowing:
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– Multiple occurrences of the same vertex within a supervertex (vertices can repeat
within s).

– Multiple occurrences of the same supervertex in S (supervertices can repeat in
S).

• Superedges: A multiset E of multisets over S, called superedges. Each superedge e ∈ E

is a multiset of supervertices from S, allowing:
– Multiple occurrences of the same supervertex within a superedge (supervertices

can repeat within e).
– Multiple occurrences of the same superedge in E (superedges can repeat in E).

Remark 4.21 (Pseudo-Superhypergraph). In a pseudo-superhypergraph:

• Supervertices can have repeated vertices from V .
• Superedges can have repeated supervertices from S.
• Superedges themselves can appear multiple times in E.

Theorem 4.22. Every pseudograph and every pseudo-hypergraph can be represented as a
pseudo-superhypergraph. Conversely, the pseudo-superhypergraph generalizes both the pseudo-
graph and the pseudo-hypergraph.

Proof. We prove this theorem in two parts.
Part 1: Pseudographs as Pseudo-Superhypergraphs. LetG = (V,EG) be a pseudograph, where:

• V is a non-empty set of vertices.
• EG is a multiset of unordered pairs {u, v} with u, v ∈ V , allowing for loops and multiple

edges.

Construction:
Define a pseudo-superhypergraph H = (V ′, S, E) as follows:

• Set V ′ = V .
• Let S = {{v} | v ∈ V }. Each vertex v becomes a supervertex sv = {v} in S.
• For each edge e = {u, v} ∈ EG:

– If u 6= v:
∗ Define e′ = {su, sv}, a multiset containing su and sv.
∗ Include e′ in E with multiplicity equal to the number of edges between u

and v in EG.
– If u = v (a loop at v):

∗ Define e′ = {sv, sv}, a multiset containing sv twice.
∗ Include e′ in E with multiplicity equal to the number of loops at v in EG.

Verification:
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• Supervertices represent the vertices in V .
• Superedges correspond to edges in EG, including loops and multiple edges.
• Repeated supervertices within a superedge represent loops.
• Multiplicities in E reflect the multiplicities in EG.

Part 2: Pseudo-Hypergraphs as Pseudo-Superhypergraphs. Let HG = (V,EH) be a pseudo-
hypergraph, where:

• V is a non-empty set of vertices.
• EH is a multiset of multisets over V , allowing for repeated vertices within hyperedges

and multiple hyperedges.

Construction:
Define a pseudo-superhypergraph H = (V ′, S, E) as follows:

• Set V ′ = V .
• Let S = {{v} | v ∈ V }.
• For each hyperedge eH ∈ EH :

– Construct a superedge e by replacing each occurrence of v in eH with sv.
– Thus, if v appears m times in eH , sv appears m times in e.
– Include e in E with multiplicity equal to the multiplicity of eH in EH .

Verification:

• Supervertices correspond to vertices in V .
• Superedges represent hyperedges, preserving multiplicities and repeated vertices.
• Repeated supervertices within a superedge represent repeated vertices within a hyper-

edge.
• Multiplicities of hyperedges are preserved in E.

Since both pseudographs and pseudo-hypergraphs can be represented as pseudo-
superhypergraphs, and the pseudo-superhypergraph allows for more general structures, it
follows that the pseudo-superhypergraph generalizes both concepts.

4.5. Mixed Superhypergraph

A mixed graph integrates undirected and directed edges, allowing both bidirectional and
directional connections between vertices [64, 154]. This concept has been expanded to mixed
hypergraphs [193], extending the structure to hypergraphs, whose mathematical properties
have been examined in depth. In this paper, we further introduce the framework of mixed
superhypergraphs. Future work will explore fuzzy mixed hypergraphs and neutrosophic mixed
hypergraphs, combining elements of fuzzy and neutrosophic graphs within this extended struc-
ture. Although detailed definitions are beyond this paper’s scope, readers needing background
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on directed graphs [24, 37, 103], directed hypergraphs [85, 108, 132, 135], or directed superhy-
pergraphs [65] are encouraged to consult relevant literature as needed.

Definition 4.23 (Mixed Graph). [152] A mixed graph G = (V,E ∪ A) is a graph structure
with:

• V , a non-empty set of vertices.
• E, a set of undirected edges, where each edge e ∈ E is an unordered pair {u, v} of

distinct vertices u, v ∈ V .
• A, a set of directed edges (also called arcs), where each arc a ∈ A is an ordered pair
(u, v) of distinct vertices u, v ∈ V .

In a mixed graph, an edge can either connect two vertices bidirectionally (undirected) or
directionally (from one vertex to another).

Remark 4.24. A mixed graph combines features of both undirected and directed graphs.
While undirected edges e = {u, v} imply symmetric relationships between vertices u and v,
directed edges a = (u, v) define an asymmetric connection from u to v.

Definition 4.25 (Mixed Hypergraph). [193] A mixed hypergraph H = (V,E ∪A) is a hyper-
graph structure with:

• V , a non-empty set of vertices.
• E, a set of undirected hyperedges, where each hyperedge e ∈ E is a non-empty subset

of V containing at least two vertices.
• A, a set of directed hyperedges (also known as dyperedges), where each directed hyper-

edge a = (Z, z) ∈ A is an ordered pair consisting of:
– Z, a non-empty subset of V \ {z}, called the tail set of a.
– z ∈ V , a single vertex called the head of a.

In a mixed hypergraph, undirected hyperedges connect subsets of vertices without directional-
ity, whereas directed hyperedges represent a directed relationship from the vertices in the tail
set Z to the head z.

Remark 4.26. Mixed hypergraphs generalize mixed graphs by allowing hyperedges, which can
involve more than two vertices, and by permitting directed connections (dyperedges) between
sets of vertices and individual vertices. The structure enables modeling of more complex
relationships in network theory, such as group-to-individual influence dynamics.

Theorem 4.27. Any mixed hypergraph can be transformed into a mixed graph.

Proof. Given a mixed hypergraph H = (V,E∪A), we construct a mixed graph G = (V ′, E′∪A′)

as follows:
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(1) Vertex Set V ′: Define V ′ = V ∪ {e | e ∈ E}. For each undirected hyperedge e ∈ E,
introduce a new vertex in V ′ to represent it.

(2) Edge Set E′: For each undirected hyperedge e ∈ E and each v ∈ e, create an undirected
edge {v, e} in E′.

(3) Arc Set A′: For each directed hyperedge a = (Z, z) ∈ A, choose a vertex y ∈ Z and
create a directed edge (y, z) in A′.

Verification:

• The structure of the undirected hyperedges E is represented in G by the connections
between the original vertices in V and the new vertices representing hyperedges in V ′.

• Directed hyperedges in A are represented by directed edges connecting a vertex in the
tail set to the head vertex, thereby preserving directionality in the transformed graph.

The resulting G is a mixed graph that represents the original mixed hypergraph H.

Definition 4.28 (Mixed Superhypergraph). A mixed superhypergraph H = (V, S,E,A) con-
sists of:

• A non-empty set V of elements called vertices.
• A set S of non-empty subsets of V , called supervertices, where each supervertex s ∈ S

satisfies s ⊆ V .
• A set E of undirected superedges, where each superedge e ∈ E is a non-empty subset

of S.
• A set A of directed superedges (also known as super-dyperedges), where each directed

superedge a = (Z, z) ∈ A consists of:
– A non-empty subset Z ⊆ S \ {z}, called the tail set.
– A supervertex z ∈ S, called the head.

In a mixed superhypergraph, undirected superedges connect subsets of supervertices without
directionality, while directed superedges represent a directed relationship from the tail set Z
to the head z.

Theorem 4.29. Any mixed superhypergraph can be transformed into a mixed hypergraph.

Proof. Let H = (V, S,E,A) be a mixed superhypergraph. We construct a mixed hypergraph
H ′ = (V ′, E′, A′) as follows:

(1) Vertex Set V ′: Introduce a new vertex vs in V ′ for each supervertex s ∈ S. Thus,

V ′ = {vs | s ∈ S}.
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(2) Undirected Hyperedges E′: For each undirected superedge e ∈ E, create an undirected
hyperedge e′ in E′ defined by:

e′ = {vs | s ∈ e}.

(3) Directed Hyperedges A′: For each directed superedge a = (Z, z) ∈ A, create a directed
hyperedge a′ in A′ defined by:

a′ = ({vs | s ∈ Z}, vz),

where vz is the vertex corresponding to the head supervertex z.

Verification:

• The vertex set V ′ represents the supervertices of H.
• Undirected superedges in E are transformed into undirected hyperedges in E′ by map-

ping the supervertices in e to their corresponding vertices in V ′.
• Directed superedges in A are transformed into directed hyperedges in A′, preserving

the direction from the tail set Z to the head z.

The mixed hypergraph H ′ = (V ′, E′, A′) represents the original mixed superhypergraph H,
with supervertices replaced by vertices and superedges appropriately transformed.

Theorem 4.30. Any mixed superhypergraph can be transformed into an undirected superhy-
pergraph by removing the directed superedges.

Proof. Given a mixed superhypergraph H = (V, S,E,A), we construct an undirected super-
hypergraph H ′ = (V, S,E′) as follows:

(1) Supervertex Set S: Retain the same supervertex set from H.
(2) Undirected Superedges E′: Form E′ by combining the undirected superedges E with

the directed superedges A converted to undirected superedges:

E′ = E ∪ {ea | a = (Z, z) ∈ A},

where for each a = (Z, z) ∈ A, the undirected superedge ea is defined as:

ea = Z ∪ {z}.

Verification:

• The undirected superedges in E remain unchanged.
• Each directed superedge a = (Z, z) is converted into an undirected superedge ea con-

necting all supervertices in Z ∪ {z}, thus removing directionality while preserving the
connectivity.
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The undirected superhypergraph H ′ = (V, S,E′) maintains the structure of H without
directionality, representing all relationships among supervertices with undirected superedges.

4.6. Bidirected Superhypergraph

The concept of the bidirected graph [15,59,78] has been introduced in recent years. Below,
we provide definitions for the bidirected hypergraph and bidirected superhypergraph, which
generalize bidirected graphs.

Definition 4.31 (Bidirected Graph). [15,59,78] A bidirected graph (also known as a bigraph)
is a pair B = (G, τ), where:

• G = (V,E) is a simple undirected graph, where V is a non-empty set of vertices and
E is a set of edges (without parallel edges or loops).

• τ : V × E → {−1, 0, 1} is a function called the bidirection function, which assigns a
local orientation to each vertex-edge pair (v, e) as follows:

– τ(v, e) = 1: Edge e is directed towards vertex v.
– τ(v, e) = −1: Edge e is directed away from vertex v.
– τ(v, e) = 0: Vertex v is not incident to edge e.

The graph G is referred to as the underlying graph of B, and the function τ provides the
bidirected structure on G by assigning a direction at each endpoint of every edge in E.

Definition 4.32 (Bidirected Hypergraph). A bidirected hypergraph is a triple H = (V,E, τ),
where:

• V is a non-empty set of vertices.
• E is a set of hyperedges, where each hyperedge e ∈ E is a non-empty subset of V .
• τ : V × E → {−1, 0, 1} is a function called the bidirection function, assigning a local

orientation to each vertex-hyperedge pair (v, e) such that:
– τ(v, e) = 1 if hyperedge e is directed towards vertex v.
– τ(v, e) = −1 if hyperedge e is directed away from vertex v.
– τ(v, e) = 0 if v /∈ e.

Additionally, for each hyperedge e ∈ E, we require that:∑
v∈e

τ(v, e) = 0.

This condition ensures that the hyperedge is balanced in terms of its local orientations.

Definition 4.33 (Bidirected Superhypergraph). A bidirected superhypergraph is a quadruple
H = (V, S,E, τ), where:
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• V is a non-empty set of vertices.
• S is a set of non-empty subsets of V , called supervertices.
• E is a set of superedges, where each superedge e ∈ E is a non-empty subset of S.
• τ : S × E → {−1, 0, 1} is a function called the bidirection function, assigning a local

orientation to each supervertex-superedge pair (s, e) such that:
– τ(s, e) = 1 if superedge e is directed towards supervertex s.
– τ(s, e) = −1 if superedge e is directed away from supervertex s.
– τ(s, e) = 0 if s /∈ e.

Similarly to bidirected hypergraphs, for each superedge e ∈ E, we require that:∑
s∈e

τ(s, e) = 0.

This condition ensures that the superedge is balanced in terms of its local orientations.

Theorem 4.34. Any bidirected hypergraph can be transformed into a bidirected graph.

Proof. Given a bidirected hypergraph H = (V,E, τ), we construct a bidirected graph G =

(V ′, E′, τ ′) as follows:

(1) Vertex Set V ′: Let V ′ = V ∪{e | e ∈ E}. That is, for each hyperedge e ∈ E, introduce
a new vertex representing e.

(2) Edge Set E′: For each hyperedge e ∈ E and each vertex v ∈ e, create an edge {v, e}
connecting vertex v to the hyperedge vertex e.

(3) Bidirection Function τ ′: For each edge {v, e} ∈ E′, define:

τ ′(v, {v, e}) = τ(v, e), τ ′(e, {v, e}) = −τ(v, e).

Verification:

• The sum of the bidirections at the endpoints of each edge {v, e} is zero:

τ ′(v, {v, e}) + τ ′(e, {v, e}) = τ(v, e)− τ(v, e) = 0.

• This construction preserves the bidirectional relationships of the original hypergraph
H in the graph G.

The resulting G is a bidirected graph that represents the original bidirected hypergraph H.
Therefore, any bidirected hypergraph can be transformed into a bidirected graph.

Theorem 4.35. Any bidirected superhypergraph can be transformed into a bidirected hyper-
graph.

Proof. Given a bidirected superhypergraph H = (V, S,E, τ), we construct a bidirected hyper-
graph H ′ = (V ′, E′, τ ′) as follows:
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(1) Vertex Set V ′: Let V ′ = S. Each supervertex s ∈ S becomes a vertex in V ′.
(2) Hyperedge Set E′: For each superedge e ∈ E, define a hyperedge e′ = e, consisting of

the supervertices in e.
(3) Bidirection Function τ ′: For each s ∈ V ′ and e′ ∈ E′, define:

τ ′(s, e′) = τ(s, e).

Verification:

• The bidirected hypergraph H ′ has vertices corresponding to the supervertices of H,
and hyperedges corresponding to the superedges.

• The local orientations in H ′ are preserved from H via τ ′.

Thus, any bidirected superhypergraph can be transformed into a bidirected hypergraph by
considering supervertices as vertices and superedges as hyperedges.

Theorem 4.36. Any bidirected superhypergraph can be transformed into an undirected super-
hypergraph by removing the bidirections.

Proof. Given a bidirected superhypergraph H = (V, S,E, τ), we construct an undirected su-
perhypergraph H ′ = (V, S,E) by:

• Retaining the same vertex set V , supervertex set S, and superedge set E.
• Omitting the bidirection function τ .

Verification:

• The connectivity among supervertices via superedges remains unchanged.
• The removal of τ eliminates all local orientations, resulting in an undirected structure.

The resulting H ′ is an undirected superhypergraph that retains the original connectivity of
H without bidirections. Therefore, any bidirected superhypergraph can be transformed into
an undirected superhypergraph.

We also aim to explore extensions of these concepts, such as fuzzy bidirected graphs and
neutrosophic bidirected graphs, by integrating elements from fuzzy and neutrosophic graph
theory. While these ideas are still in the conceptual stage, we propose the following definitions
as a foundation. Further research into the mathematical structures of these graphs is expected
to advance in the future.

Definition 4.37 (Bidirected Fuzzy Graph). A Bidirected Fuzzy Graph is a tuple BFG =

(G, τ, σ, µ), where:

• G = (V,E) is a simple undirected graph, where V is the set of vertices and E is the
set of edges.
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• τ : V × E → {−1, 0, 1} is the bidirection function, which assigns a direction to each
vertex-edge pair as follows:

τ(v, e) =


1 if e is directed towards v,

−1 if e is directed away from v,

0 if v is not incident to e.

• σ : V → [0, 1] is the vertex membership function, assigning a membership degree to
each vertex v ∈ V .

• µ : E → [0, 1] is the edge membership function, assigning a membership degree to each
edge e ∈ E.

The membership functions must satisfy the condition:

µ(e) ≤ min{σ(u), σ(v)}, for each edge e = (u, v) ∈ E.

Definition 4.38 (Bidirected Neutrosophic Graph). A Bidirected Neutrosophic Graph is a
tuple BNG = (G, τ, σ, µ), where:

• G = (V,E) is a simple undirected graph.
• τ : V × E → {−1, 0, 1} is the bidirection function as defined above.
• σ : V → [0, 1]3 assigns a triplet σ(v) = (σT (v), σI(v), σF (v)) to each vertex v ∈ V ,

representing the truth, indeterminacy, and falsity degrees, respectively.
• µ : E → [0, 1]3 assigns a triplet µ(e) = (µT (e), µI(e), µF (e)) to each edge e ∈ E.

The membership functions must satisfy the following conditions:

σT (v) + σI(v) + σF (v) ≤ 3, ∀v ∈ V,

µT (e) + µI(e) + µF (e) ≤ 3, ∀e ∈ E.

Definition 4.39 (Bidirected Plithogenic Graph). A Bidirected Plithogenic Graph is a tuple
BPG = (G, τ, PM,PN), where:

• G = (V,E) is a simple undirected graph.
• τ : V × E → {−1, 0, 1} is the bidirection function as defined above.
• PM = (M, l,Ml, adf, aCf) is the Plithogenic Vertex Set:

– M ⊆ V is the set of vertices.
– l is the vertex attribute.
– Ml is the range of possible vertex attribute values.
– adf :M ×Ml → [0, 1]s is the Degree of Appurtenance Function.
– aCf :Ml ×Ml → [0, 1]t is the Degree of Contradiction Function for vertices.

• PN = (N,m,Nm, bdf, bCf) is the Plithogenic Edge Set:
– N ⊆ E is the set of edges.
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– m is the edge attribute.
– Nm is the range of possible edge attribute values.
– bdf : N ×Nm→ [0, 1]s is the Degree of Appurtenance Function.
– bCf : Nm×Nm→ [0, 1]t is the Degree of Contradiction Function for edges.

The functions adf and bdf must satisfy the Appurtenance Constraint, and aCf and bCf must
satisfy the Contradiction Function Constraints as defined in Plithogenic Graphs.

Theorem 4.40. Bidirected Fuzzy Graphs, Bidirected Neutrosophic Graphs, and Bidirected
Plithogenic Graphs are generalizations of Bidirected Graphs.

Proof. Let B = (G, τ) be a Bidirected Graph, where:

• G = (V,E) is a simple undirected graph, with V as the set of vertices and E as the set
of edges.

• τ : V × E → {−1, 0, 1} is the bidirection function, assigning a local direction to each
vertex-edge pair.

A Bidirected Fuzzy Graph BFG = (G, τ, σ, µ) extends B by introducing:

• σ : V → [0, 1], the vertex membership function.
• µ : E → [0, 1], the edge membership function.

When σ(v) = 1 for all v ∈ V and µ(e) = 1 for all e ∈ E, the fuzzy graph reduces to the
classical bidirected graph B. Hence, BFG generalizes B.

A Bidirected Neutrosophic Graph BNG = (G, τ, σ, µ) extends B by introducing:

• σ : V → [0, 1]3, assigning truth, indeterminacy, and falsity degrees to each vertex.
• µ : E → [0, 1]3, assigning truth, indeterminacy, and falsity degrees to each edge.

When σ(v) = (1, 0, 0) and µ(e) = (1, 0, 0) for all v ∈ V and e ∈ E, the neutrosophic graph
reduces to B. Thus, BNG generalizes B.

A Bidirected Plithogenic Graph BPG = (G, τ, PM,PN) extends B by incorporating:

• Plithogenic Vertex Set PM = (M, l,Ml, adf, aCf), which assigns attributes and ap-
purtenance/contradiction values to vertices.

• Plithogenic Edge Set PN = (N,m,Nm, bdf, bCf), which assigns attributes and ap-
purtenance/contradiction values to edges.

When adf(x, a) = 1, bdf(e, b) = 1, and contradiction functions are zero for all x ∈ M, e ∈ N ,
and attributes a, b, the plithogenic graph reduces to B. Hence, BPG generalizes B.

Since each of these graph types reduces to the classical Bidirected Graph under specific
conditions, it follows that Bidirected Fuzzy Graphs, Bidirected Neutrosophic Graphs, and
Bidirected Plithogenic Graphs are generalizations of Bidirected Graphs.
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Theorem 4.41. A Bidirected Plithogenic Graph is a generalization of a Plithogenic Graph.

Proof. Let PG = (G,PM,PN) be a Plithogenic Graph. Now, let BPG = (G, τ, PM,PN) be
a Bidirected Plithogenic Graph, where:

• G = (V,E) and PM,PN are as defined in PG.
• τ : V ×E → {−1, 0, 1} is the bidirection function, which assigns a local orientation to

each vertex-edge pair.

To prove the generalization, consider the following:

• If τ(v, e) = 0 for all v ∈ V and e ∈ E, the bidirection function does not influence the
structure of the graph. In this case, BPG reduces to PG, as the bidirection function
becomes irrelevant.

• All other components of BPG, including the vertex and edge attribute structures (DAF
and DCF), remain identical to those in PG.

Since BPG retains all the characteristics of PG and extends it with the bidirection function
τ , it follows that every Plithogenic Graph PG can be represented as a Bidirected Plithogenic
Graph BPG under appropriate conditions (τ(v, e) = 0 for all v and e).

Thus, Bidirected Plithogenic Graphs generalize Plithogenic Graphs.

4.7. Other future tasks: More Graph Classes

Additionally, we aim to generalize above structures using Fuzzy and Neutrosophic principles
[169,170], examining their mathematical frameworks and applications, particularly in decision-
making contexts. Furthermore, we plan to extend the concept of the Soft Semihypergraph
by integrating ideas from Rough Graphs [41, 49, 96, 137, 196], Soft Expert Graphs [18, 58,
151, 194, 201], Hypersoft Graphs [73, 74, 148, 156–158], Superhypersoft Sets [83, 130, 179, 182],
TreeSoft Sets [50,139,180,181,183], Intersection Graphs [69,129], Vague Graphs [3,4,150,160],
Single-Valued Pentapartitioned Neutrosophic Graphs [48,72,98,99,147], Hesitant Fuzzy Graphs
[20, 84, 138, 142, 215], Infinite Graphs [53, 54, 56], Directed Graphs [24, 37, 103], Mixed Graphs
[64, 154, 155], and Superhypergraphs. This approach aims to facilitate a deeper investigation
and broader applicability of these advanced structures.

As an additional note, applications of the aforementioned graph classes extend beyond
decision-making, which is often explored in uncertain graphs, to promising advancements in
areas like superhypergraph neural networks, fuzzy hypergraph neural networks, neutrosophic
graph networks, and more. The authors hopes that research in these areas will gain momentum,
fostering further developments across these fields.
Takaaki Fujita and Florentin Smarandache, A Concise Study of Some Superhypergraph
classes



Neutrosophic Sets and Systems, Vol. 77, 2025 583

Funding

No external funding was received for this research.

Acknowledgments

We extend our heartfelt thanks to everyone who provided invaluable support in completing
this paper; this work would not have been possible without the contributions of all those
involved. We also express our deep respect and gratitude to the authors of prior studies cited
in our references. Lastly, we are sincerely thankful to our readers for their time and interest.

Data Availability

This paper does not involve any data analysis.

Ethical Approval

This article does not involve any research with human participants or animals.

Conflicts of Interest

The authors declare no conflicts of interest regarding the publication of this paper.

References

[1] Isolde Adler, Georg Gottlob, and Martin Grohe. Hypertree width and related hypergraph invariants.
European Journal of Combinatorics, 28(8):2167–2181, 2007.

[2] Muhammad Akram and Wieslaw A. Dudek. Intuitionistic fuzzy hypergraphs with applications. Inf. Sci.,
218:182–193, 2013.

[3] Muhammad Akram, Feng Feng, Shahzad Sarwar, and Youne Bae Jun. Certain types of vague graphs.
University Politehnica of Bucharest Scientific Bulletin Series A, 76(1):141–154, 2014.

[4] Muhammad Akram, A Nagoor Gani, and A Borumand Saeid. Vague hypergraphs. Journal of Intelligent
& Fuzzy Systems, 26(2):647–653, 2014.

[5] Muhammad Akram and Ayesha Khan. Complex pythagorean dombi fuzzy graphs for decision making.
Granular Computing, 6:645–669, 2021.

[6] Muhammad Akram and Anam Luqman. Bipolar neutrosophic hypergraphs with applications. J. Intell.
Fuzzy Syst., 33:1699–1713, 2017.

[7] Muhammad Akram and Anam Luqman. Intuitionistic single-valued neutrosophic hypergraphs.
OPSEARCH, 54:799 – 815, 2017.

[8] Muhammad Akram and Anam Luqman. Fuzzy hypergraphs and related extensions. Springer, 2020.
[9] Muhammad Akram and Hafiza Saba Nawaz. Implementation of single-valued neutrosophic soft hyper-

graphs on human nervous system. Artificial Intelligence Review, 56(2):1387–1425, 2023.
[10] Muhammad Akram and Musavarah Sarwar. Novel multiple criteria decision making methods based on

bipolar neutrosophic sets and bipolar neutrosophic graphs. viXra, 2017.
[11] Muhammad Akram and Gulfam Shahzadi. Operations on single-valued neutrosophic graphs. Infinite Study,

2017.

Takaaki Fujita and Florentin Smarandache, A Concise Study of Some Superhypergraph
classes



Neutrosophic Sets and Systems, Vol. 77, 2025 584

[12] Muhammad Akram, Sundas Shahzadi, and Arsham Borumand Saeid. Single-valued neutrosophic hyper-
graphs. viXra, pages 1–14, 2018.

[13] Md Tanvir Alam, Chowdhury Farhan Ahmed, Md Samiullah, and Carson K Leung. Mining frequent pat-
terns from hypergraph databases. In Pacific-Asia Conference on Knowledge Discovery and Data Mining,
pages 3–15. Springer, 2021.

[14] Uri Alon and Eran Yahav. On the bottleneck of graph neural networks and its practical implications.
arXiv preprint arXiv:2006.05205, 2020.

[15] Kazutoshi Ando, Satoru Fujishige, and Toshio Nemoto. Decomposition of a bidirected graph into strongly
connected components and its signed poset structure. Discrete Applied Mathematics, 68(3):237–248, 1996.

[16] Shahzaib Ashraf, Saleem Abdullah, Tahir Mahmood, Fazal Ghani, and Tariq Mahmood. Spherical
fuzzy sets and their applications in multi-attribute decision making problems. J. Intell. Fuzzy Syst.,
36:2829–2844, 2019.

[17] Bethany Austhof and Sean English. Nearly-regular hypergraphs and saturation of berge stars. arXiv
preprint arXiv:1812.00472, 2018.

[18] Büra Ayan, Seda Abac?o?lu, and Márcio Pereira Basílio. A comprehensive review of the novel weighting
methods for multi-criteria decision-making. Inf., 14:285, 2023.

[19] M Amin Bahmanian and Mateja Šajna. Hypergraphs: connection and separation. arXiv preprint
arXiv:1504.04274, 2015.

[20] Wenhui Bai, Juanjuan Ding, and Chao Zhang. Dual hesitant fuzzy graphs with applications to multi-
attribute decision making. International Journal of Cognitive Computing in Engineering, 1:18–26, 2020.

[21] Hans-Jürgen Bandelt and Henry Martyn Mulder. Pseudo-median graphs: decomposition via amalgama-
tion and cartesian multiplication. Discrete mathematics, 94(3):161–180, 1991.

[22] Claude Berge. Hypergraphs: combinatorics of finite sets, volume 45. Elsevier, 1984.
[23] Leonid S Bershtein and Alexander V Bozhenyuk. Fuzzy graphs and fuzzy hypergraphs. In Encyclopedia

of Artificial Intelligence, pages 704–709. IGI Global, 2009.
[24] Dietmar Berwanger, Anuj Dawar, Paul Hunter, Stephan Kreutzer, and Jan Obdržálek. The dag-width of

directed graphs. Journal of Combinatorial Theory, Series B, 102(4):900–923, 2012.
[25] Alaa Bessadok, Mohamed Ali Mahjoub, and Islem Rekik. Brain multigraph prediction using topology-

aware adversarial graph neural network. Medical image analysis, 72:102090, 2021.
[26] Wayne D Blizard. The development of multiset theory. 1991.
[27] Wayne D. Blizard et al. Multiset theory. Notre Dame Journal of formal logic, 30(1):36–66, 1989.
[28] Fateh Boutekkouk. Digital color image processing using intuitionistic fuzzy hypergraphs. Int. J. Comput.

Vis. Image Process., 11:21–40, 2021.
[29] Luis Boza, Eugenio Manuel Fedriani, Juan Núñez, Ana María Pacheco, and María Trinidad Villar. Di-

rected pseudo-graphs and lie algebras over finite fields. Czechoslovak Mathematical Journal, 64:229–239,
2014.

[30] Andreas Brandstädt, Van Bang Le, and Jeremy P Spinrad. Graph classes: a survey. SIAM, 1999.
[31] Lukas Braun. Invariant rings of sums of fundamental representations of sln and colored hypergraphs.

Advances in Mathematics, 389:107929, 2021.
[32] Alain Bretto. Introduction to hypergraph theory and its use in engineering and image processing. Advances

in Imaging and Electron Physics, 131:1–64, 2004.
[33] Alain Bretto. Hypergraph theory. An introduction. Mathematical Engineering. Cham: Springer, 1, 2013.
[34] Said Broumi, Swaminathan Mohanaselvi, Tomasz Witczak, Mohamed Talea, Assia Bakali, and Florentin

Smarandache. Complex fermatean neutrosophic graph and application to decision making. Decision Mak-
ing: Applications in Management and Engineering, 2023.

Takaaki Fujita and Florentin Smarandache, A Concise Study of Some Superhypergraph
classes



Neutrosophic Sets and Systems, Vol. 77, 2025 585

[35] Said Broumi, Mohamed Talea, Assia Bakali, and Florentin Smarandache. Interval valued neutrosophic
graphs. Critical Review, XII, 2016:5–33, 2016.

[36] Said Broumi, Mohamed Talea, Assia Bakali, and Florentin Smarandache. Single valued neutrosophic
graphs. Journal of New theory, (10):86–101, 2016.

[37] Adam L. Buchsbaum, Emden R. Gansner, and Suresh Venkatasubramanian. Directed graphs and rectan-
gular layouts. 2007 6th International Asia-Pacific Symposium on Visualization, pages 61–64, 2007.

[38] Humberto Bustince and P Burillo. Vague sets are intuitionistic fuzzy sets. Fuzzy sets and systems,
79(3):403–405, 1996.

[39] Derun Cai, Moxian Song, Chenxi Sun, Baofeng Zhang, Shenda Hong, and Hongyan Li. Hypergraph
structure learning for hypergraph neural networks. In IJCAI, pages 1923–1929, 2022.

[40] Gary Chartrand. Introductory graph theory. Courier Corporation, 2012.
[41] S Robinson Chellathurai and L Jesmalar. Core in rough graph and weighted rough graph. International

Journal of Contemporary Mathematical Sciences, 11(6):251–265, 2016.
[42] Haotian Chen and Jialiang Xie. Eeg-based tsk fuzzy graph neural network for driver drowsiness estimation.

Inf. Sci., 679:121101, 2024.
[43] Shyi-Ming Chen. Measures of similarity between vague sets. Fuzzy sets and Systems, 74(2):217–223, 1995.
[44] Eli Chien, Chao Pan, Jianhao Peng, and Olgica Milenkovic. You are allset: A multiset function framework

for hypergraph neural networks. ArXiv, abs/2106.13264, 2021.
[45] Bui Cong Cuong and Pham Van Hai. Some fuzzy logic operators for picture fuzzy sets. 2015 Seventh

International Conference on Knowledge and Systems Engineering (KSE), pages 132–137, 2015.
[46] P Das and Surajit Kr Nath. The genus of semigraphs. International Journal of Mathematical Sciences

and Engineering Applications, 5, 2011.
[47] Sujit Das and Samarjit Kar. Intuitionistic multi fuzzy soft set and its application in decision making.

In Pattern Recognition and Machine Intelligence: 5th International Conference, PReMI 2013, Kolkata,
India, December 10-14, 2013. Proceedings 5, pages 587–592. Springer, 2013.

[48] Suman Das, Rakhal Das, and Surapati Pramanik. Single valued pentapartitioned neutrosophic graphs.
Neutrosophic Sets and Systems, 50(1):225–238, 2022.

[49] R Aruna Devi and K Anitha. Construction of rough graph to handle uncertain pattern from an information
system. arXiv preprint arXiv:2205.10127, 2022.

[50] G. Dhanalakshmi, S. Sandhiya, and Florentin Smarandache. Selection of the best process for desalination
under a treesoft set environment using the multi-criteria decision-making method. International Journal
of Neutrosophic Science, 2024.

[51] P. M. Dhanya, A. Sreekumar, M. Jathavedan, and P. B. Ramkumar. Algebra of morphological dilation on
intuitionistic fuzzy hypergraphs. International journal of scientific research in science, engineering and
technology, 4:300–308, 2018.

[52] Reinhard Diestel. Graduate texts in mathematics: Graph theory.
[53] Reinhard Diestel. Graph Decotnpositions: A Study in Infinite Graph Theory. Oxford university press,

1990.
[54] Reinhard Diestel. The cycle space of an infinite graph. Combinatorics, Probability and Computing, 14(1-

2):59–79, 2005.
[55] Reinhard Diestel. Graph theory 3rd ed. Graduate texts in mathematics, 173(33):12, 2005.
[56] Reinhard Diestel. Ends and tangles. In Abhandlungen aus dem Mathematischen Seminar der Universität

Hamburg, volume 87, pages 223–244. Springer, 2017.
[57] Reinhard Diestel. Graph theory. Springer (print edition); Reinhard Diestel (eBooks), 2024.
[58] Umm e Habiba and Sohail Asghar. A survey on multi-criteria decision making approaches. 2009 Interna-

tional Conference on Emerging Technologies, pages 321–325, 2009.

Takaaki Fujita and Florentin Smarandache, A Concise Study of Some Superhypergraph
classes



Neutrosophic Sets and Systems, Vol. 77, 2025 586

[59] Jack Edmonds and Ellis L Johnson. Matching: A well-solved class of integer linear programs. In Combina-
torial Optimization-Eureka, You Shrink! Papers Dedicated to Jack Edmonds 5th International Workshop
Aussois, France, March 5–9, 2001 Revised Papers, pages 27–30. Springer, 2003.

[60] Wenqi Fan, Yao Ma, Qing Li, Yuan He, Eric Zhao, Jiliang Tang, and Dawei Yin. Graph neural networks
for social recommendation. In The world wide web conference, pages 417–426, 2019.

[61] Johannes K Fichte, Markus Hecher, Neha Lodha, and Stefan Szeider. An smt approach to fractional
hypertree width. In Principles and Practice of Constraint Programming: 24th International Conference,
CP 2018, Lille, France, August 27-31, 2018, Proceedings 24, pages 109–127. Springer, 2018.

[62] Leslie R Foulds. Graph theory applications. Springer Science & Business Media, 1995.
[63] Ronald C. Freiwald. An introduction to set theory and topology. 2014.
[64] Takaaki Fujita. Mixed graph in fuzzy, neutrosophic, and plithogenic graphs. June 2024.
[65] Takaaki Fujita. Obstruction for hypertree width and superhypertree width. preprint(researchgate), 2024.
[66] Takaaki Fujita. Plithogenic line graph, star graph, and regular graph. Preprint, 2024.
[67] Takaaki Fujita. A review of the hierarchy of plithogenic, neutrosophic, and fuzzy graphs: Survey and

applications. ResearchGate(Preprint), 2024.
[68] Takaaki Fujita. Short note of supertree-width and n-superhypertree-width. Neutrosophic Sets and Systems,

77:54–78, 2024.
[69] Takaaki Fujita. Survey of intersection graphs, fuzzy graphs and neutrosophic graphs. ResearchGate, July

2024.
[70] Takaaki Fujita. Survey of planar and outerplanar graphs in fuzzy and neutrosophic graphs. ResearchGate,

July 2024.
[71] Takaaki Fujita. Uncertain labeling graphs and uncertain graph classes (with survey for various uncertain

sets). July 2024.
[72] Takaaki Fujita. Advancing uncertain combinatorics through graphization, hyperization, and uncertainiza-

tion: Fuzzy, neutrosophic, soft, rough, and beyond. 2025.
[73] Takaaki Fujita. A comprehensive discussion on fuzzy hypersoft expert, superhypersoft, and indetermsoft

graphs. Neutrosophic Sets and Systems, 77:241–263, 2025.
[74] Takaaki Fujita and Florentin Smarandache. A short note for hypersoft rough graphs. HyperSoft Set

Methods in Engineering, 3:1–25, 2024.
[75] Takaaki Fujita and Florentin Smarandache. Study for general plithogenic soft expert graphs. Plithogenic

Logic and Computation, 2:107–121, 2024.
[76] Fernando Gama, Joan Bruna, and Alejandro Ribeiro. Stability properties of graph neural networks. IEEE

Transactions on Signal Processing, 68:5680–5695, 2020.
[77] Abdul Haseeb Ganie, Surender Singh, and P. K. Bhatia. Some new correlation coefficients of picture fuzzy

sets with applications. Neural Computing and Applications, 32:12609 – 12625, 2020.
[78] Laura Gellert and Raman Sanyal. On degree sequences of undirected, directed, and bidirected graphs.

European Journal of Combinatorics, 64:113–124, 2017.
[79] Bobin George, Sijo P George, Rajesh K Thumbakara, and Jinta Jose. Delving into combined graphs and

matrices in soft semigraphs. International Journal of Applied Mathematics, 37(5):545–557, 2024.
[80] Bobin George, Jinta Jose, and Rajesh K Thumbakara. Connectedness in soft semigraphs. New Mathe-

matics and Natural Computation, 20(01):157–182, 2024.
[81] Bobin George, Jinta Jose, and Rajesh K Thumbakara. Eulerian and hamiltonian soft semigraphs. Inter-

national Journal of Foundations of Computer Science, pages 1–20, 2024.
[82] BOBIN GEORGE, RAJESH K THUMBAKARA, and JINTA JOSE. A study on soft hypergraphs and

their and & or operations. Journal of the Calcutta Mathematical Society, 19(1):29–44, 2023.

Takaaki Fujita and Florentin Smarandache, A Concise Study of Some Superhypergraph
classes



Neutrosophic Sets and Systems, Vol. 77, 2025 587

[83] Daniela Gifu. Soft sets extensions: Innovating healthcare claims analysis. Applied Sciences, 14(19):8799,
2024.

[84] Zengtai Gong and Junhu Wang. Hesitant fuzzy graphs, hesitant fuzzy hypergraphs and fuzzy graph
decisions. Journal of Intelligent & Fuzzy Systems, 40(1):865–875, 2021.

[85] Sathyanarayanan Gopalakrishnan, Supriya Sridharan, Soumya Ranjan Nayak, Janmenjoy Nayak, and
Swaminathan Venkataraman. Central hubs prediction for bio networks by directed hypergraph-ga with
validation to covid-19 ppi. Pattern Recognition Letters, 153:246–253, 2022.

[86] Georg Gottlob, Gianluigi Greco, Francesco Scarcello, et al. Treewidth and hypertree width. Tractability:
Practical Approaches to Hard Problems, 1:20, 2014.

[87] Georg Gottlob, Nicola Leone, and Francesco Scarcello. Hypertree decompositions and tractable queries.
In Proceedings of the eighteenth ACM SIGMOD-SIGACT-SIGART symposium on Principles of database
systems, pages 21–32, 1999.

[88] Georg Gottlob and Reinhard Pichler. Hypergraphs in model checking: Acyclicity and hypertree-width
versus clique-width. SIAM Journal on Computing, 33(2):351–378, 2004.

[89] Xinyu Guo, Bingjie Tian, and Xuedong Tian. Hfgnn-proto: Hesitant fuzzy graph neural network-based
prototypical network for few-shot text classification. Electronics, 2022.

[90] Tae Wook Ha, Jung Hyuk Seo, and Myoung Ho Kim. Efficient searching of subhypergraph isomorphism
in hypergraph databases. In 2018 IEEE International Conference on Big Data and Smart Computing
(BigComp), pages 739–742. IEEE, 2018.

[91] Mohammad Hamidi, Florentin Smarandache, and Elham Davneshvar. Spectrum of superhypergraphs via
flows. Journal of Mathematics, 2022(1):9158912, 2022.

[92] Mohammad Hamidi, Florentin Smarandache, and Mohadeseh Taghinezhad. Decision Making Based on
Valued Fuzzy Superhypergraphs. Infinite Study, 2023.

[93] Mohammad Hamidi and Mohadeseh Taghinezhad. Application of Superhypergraphs-Based Domination
Number in Real World. Infinite Study, 2023.

[94] Xiaoke Hao, Jie Li, Yingchun Guo, Tao Jiang, and Ming Yu. Hypergraph neural network for skeleton-based
action recognition. IEEE Transactions on Image Processing, 30:2263–2275, 2021.

[95] Felix Hausdorff. Set theory, volume 119. American Mathematical Soc., 2021.
[96] Tong He, Yong Chen, and Kaiquan Shi. Weighted rough graph and its application. In Sixth International

Conference on Intelligent Systems Design and Applications, volume 1, pages 486–491. IEEE, 2006.
[97] Karel Hrbacek and Thomas Jech. Introduction to set theory, revised and expanded. 2017.
[98] S Satham Hussain, N Durga, Muhammad Aslam, G Muhiuddin, and Ganesh Ghorai. New concepts on

quadripartitioned neutrosophic competition graph with application. International Journal of Applied and
Computational Mathematics, 10(2):57, 2024.

[99] S Satham Hussain, Hossein Rashmonlou, R Jahir Hussain, Sankar Sahoo, Said Broumi, et al. Quadripar-
titioned neutrosophic graph structures. Neutrosophic Sets and Systems, 51(1):17, 2022.

[100] Borislav Iordanov. Hypergraphdb: a generalized graph database. In Web-Age Information Management:
WAIM 2010 International Workshops: IWGD 2010, XMLDM 2010, WCMT 2010, Jiuzhaigou Valley,
China, July 15-17, 2010 Revised Selected Papers 11, pages 25–36. Springer, 2010.

[101] S Jagadeesan, KK Myithili, S Thilagavathi, and L Gayathri. A new paradigm on semihypergraph. Journal
of Computational Analysis and Applications (JoCAAA), 33(2):514–522, 2024.

[102] Thomas Jech. Set theory: The third millennium edition, revised and expanded. Springer, 2003.
[103] Jinta Jose, Bobin George, and Rajesh K Thumbakara. Soft directed graphs, some of their operations, and

properties. New Mathematics and Natural Computation, 20(01):129–155, 2024.
[104] Vasantha Kandasamy, K Ilanthenral, and Florentin Smarandache. Neutrosophic graphs: a new dimension

to graph theory. Infinite Study, 2015.

Takaaki Fujita and Florentin Smarandache, A Concise Study of Some Superhypergraph
classes



Neutrosophic Sets and Systems, Vol. 77, 2025 588

[105] Ahmed Mostafa Khalil, Shenggang Li, Harish Garg, Hong xia Li, and Sheng quan Ma. New operations
on interval-valued picture fuzzy set, interval-valued picture fuzzy soft set and their applications. IEEE
Access, 7:51236–51253, 2019.

[106] Azadeh Zahedi Khameneh, Adem Kilicman, and Fadzilah Md Ali. Consistency of aggregation function-
based m-polar fuzzy digraphs in group decision making. In Soft Computing Approach for Mathematical
Modeling of Engineering Problems, pages 59–81. CRC Press, 2021.

[107] Waheed Ahmad Khan, Waqar Arif, Quoc Hung Nguyen, Thanh Trung Le, and Hai Van Pham. Picture
fuzzy directed hypergraphs with applications toward decision-making and managing hazardous chemicals.
IEEE Access, 12:87816–87827, 2024.

[108] Spencer P. Krieger and John D. Kececioglu. Shortest hyperpaths in directed hypergraphs for reaction
pathway inference. Journal of computational biology : a journal of computational molecular cell biology,
2023.

[109] Dalibor Krleza and Kresimir Fertalj. Graph matching using hierarchical fuzzy graph neural networks.
IEEE Transactions on Fuzzy Systems, 25:892–904, 2017.

[110] Suresh Kumar. Different types of graph used in network analysis. International Journal of Mathematics
Trends and Technology-IJMTT, 66, 2020.

[111] Fatma Kutlu Gundogdu and Cengiz Kahraman. Extension of waspas with spherical fuzzy sets. Informatica,
30(2):269–292, 2019.

[112] Fatma Kutlu Gündoğdu and Cengiz Kahraman. Spherical fuzzy sets and spherical fuzzy topsis method.
Journal of intelligent & fuzzy systems, 36(1):337–352, 2019.

[113] Matthias Lanzinger and Igor Razgon. Fpt approximation of generalised hypertree width for bounded
intersection hypergraphs. arXiv preprint arXiv:2309.17049, 2023.

[114] Lung-Hao Lee and Yi Lu. Multiple embeddings enhanced multi-graph neural networks for chinese health-
care named entity recognition. IEEE Journal of Biomedical and Health Informatics, 25(7):2801–2810,
2021.

[115] Azriel Levy. Basic set theory. Courier Corporation, 2012.
[116] Deng-Feng Li. Multiattribute decision making models and methods using intuitionistic fuzzy sets. Journal

of computer and System Sciences, 70(1):73–85, 2005.
[117] Kunhao Li, Zhenhua Huang, and Zhaohong Jia. Rahg: A role-aware hypergraph neural network for node

classification in graphs. IEEE Transactions on Network Science and Engineering, 10:2098–2108, 2023.
[118] Shaobo Li, Matthew J Schneider, Yan Yu, and Sachin Gupta. Reidentification risk in panel data: Pro-

tecting for k-anonymity. Information Systems Research, 34(3):1066–1088, 2023.
[119] Liting Liu, Wenzheng Zhang, Jie Liu, Wenxuan Shi, and Yalou Huang. Learning multi-graph neural

network for data-driven job skill prediction. In 2021 International Joint Conference on Neural Networks
(IJCNN), pages 1–8. IEEE, 2021.

[120] Puyin Liu and Hong-Xing Li. Fuzzy neural network theory and application, volume 59. World Scientific,
2004.

[121] Qi Liu, Maximilian Nickel, and Douwe Kiela. Hyperbolic graph neural networks. Advances in neural
information processing systems, 32, 2019.

[122] Shengyuan Liu, Pei Lv, Yuzhen Zhang, Jie Fu, Junjin Cheng, Wanqing Li, Bing Zhou, and Mingliang
Xu. Semi-dynamic hypergraph neural network for 3d pose estimation. In International Joint Conference
on Artificial Intelligence, 2020.

[123] Xiaorui Liu, Wei Jin, Yao Ma, Yaxin Li, Hua Liu, Yiqi Wang, Ming Yan, and Jiliang Tang. Elastic graph
neural networks. In International Conference on Machine Learning, pages 6837–6849. PMLR, 2021.

[124] Xiaoyi Luo, Jiaheng Peng, and Jun Liang. Directed hypergraph attention network for traffic forecasting.
IET Intelligent Transport Systems, 2021.

Takaaki Fujita and Florentin Smarandache, A Concise Study of Some Superhypergraph
classes



Neutrosophic Sets and Systems, Vol. 77, 2025 589

[125] Anam Luqman, Muhammad Akram, and Florentin Smarandache. Complex neutrosophic hypergraphs:
New social network models. Algorithms, 12:234, 2019.

[126] Muhammad Aslam Malik, Ali Hassan, Said Broumi, and Florentin Smarandache. Regular single valued
neutrosophic hypergraphs. viXra, 2017.

[127] J Abderramán Marrero, Juan Núñez Valdés, and María Trinidad Villar. Associating hub-directed multi-
graphs to arrowhead matrices. Mathematical Methods in the Applied Sciences, 41(6):2360–2369, 2018.

[128] Dániel Marx. Approximating fractional hypertree width. ACM Transactions on Algorithms (TALG),
6(2):1–17, 2010.

[129] Terry A McKee and Fred R McMorris. Topics in intersection graph theory. SIAM, 1999.
[130] Mona Mohamed, Alaa Elmor, Florentin Smarandache, and Ahmed A Metwaly. An efficient superhypersoft

framework for evaluating llms-based secure blockchain platforms. Neutrosophic Sets and Systems, 72:1–21,
2024.

[131] Dmitriy Molodtsov. Soft set theory-first results. Computers & mathematics with applications, 37(4-
5):19–31, 1999.

[132] Heechan Moon, Hyunju Kim, Sunwoo Kim, and Kijung Shin. Four-set hypergraphlets for characterization
of directed hypergraphs. ArXiv, abs/2311.14289, 2023.

[133] John N Mordeson and Premchand S Nair. Fuzzy graphs and fuzzy hypergraphs, volume 46. Physica, 2012.
[134] Sunil MP and J Suresh Kumar. On intuitionistic hesitancy fuzzy graphs. 2024.
[135] K. K. Myithili, Rangasamy Parvathi, and Muhammad Akram. Certain types of intuitionistic fuzzy directed

hypergraphs. International Journal of Machine Learning and Cybernetics, 7:287–295, 2016.
[136] TM Nishad, Talal Ali Al-Hawary, and B Mohamed Harif. General fuzzy graphs. Ratio Mathematica, 47,

2023.
[137] R Noor, I Irshad, and I Javaid. Soft rough graphs. arXiv preprint arXiv:1707.05837, 2017.
[138] Sakshi Dev Pandey, AS Ranadive, and Sovan Samanta. Bipolar-valued hesitant fuzzy graph and its

application. Social Network Analysis and Mining, 12(1):14, 2022.
[139] Paolo Paolo. A study using treesoft set and neutrosophic sets on possible soil organic transformations in

urban agriculture systems. International Journal of Neutrosophic Science.
[140] R Parvathi, S Thilagavathi, and MG Karunambigai. Intuitionistic fuzzy hypergraphs. Cybernetics and

Information Technologies, 9(2):46–53, 2009.
[141] Rangasamy Parvathi, S. Thilagavathi, and M. G. Karunambigai. Operations on intuitionistic fuzzy hy-

pergraphs. International Journal of Computer Applications, 51:46–54, 2012.
[142] T Pathinathan, J Jon Arockiaraj, and J Jesintha Rosline. Hesitancy fuzzy graphs. Indian Journal of

Science and Technology, 8(35):1–5, 2015.
[143] Zdzislaw Pawlak. Rough set theory and its applications to data analysis. Cybernetics & Systems,

29(7):661–688, 1998.
[144] Zdzislaw Pawlak, Lech Polkowski, and Andrzej Skowron. Rough set theory. KI, 15(3):38–39, 2001.
[145] Kelly J Pearson and Tan Zhang. The laplacian tensor of a multi-hypergraph. Discrete Mathematics,

338(6):972–982, 2015.
[146] Pramod Kumar Poladi and K. Sagar. Reinforcement learning and neuro‐fuzzy gnn‐based vertical handover

decision on internet of vehicles. Concurrency and Computation: Practice and Experience, 35, 2023.
[147] Shio Gai Quek, Ganeshsree Selvachandran, D Ajay, P Chellamani, David Taniar, Hamido Fujita, Phet

Duong, Le Hoang Son, and Nguyen Long Giang. New concepts of pentapartitioned neutrosophic graphs
and applications for determining safest paths and towns in response to covid-19. Computational and
Applied Mathematics, 41(4):151, 2022.

Takaaki Fujita and Florentin Smarandache, A Concise Study of Some Superhypergraph
classes



Neutrosophic Sets and Systems, Vol. 77, 2025 590

[148] Atiqe Ur Rahman, Muhammad Haris Saeed, Ebenezer Bonyah, and Muhammad Arshad. Graphical explo-
ration of generalized picture fuzzy hypersoft information with application in human resource management
multiattribute decision-making. Mathematical Problems in Engineering, 2022.

[149] Stephen Ranshous, Cliff A Joslyn, Sean Kreyling, Kathleen Nowak, Nagiza F Samatova, Curtis L West,
and Samuel Winters. Exchange pattern mining in the bitcoin transaction directed hypergraph. In Finan-
cial Cryptography and Data Security: FC 2017 International Workshops, WAHC, BITCOIN, VOTING,
WTSC, and TA, Sliema, Malta, April 7, 2017, Revised Selected Papers 21, pages 248–263. Springer, 2017.

[150] Hossein Rashmanlou and Rajab Ali Borzooei. Vague graphs with application. Journal of Intelligent &
Fuzzy Systems, 30(6):3291–3299, 2016.

[151] Jafar Rezaei. Best-worst multi-criteria decision-making method. Omega-international Journal of Manage-
ment Science, 53:49–57, 2015.

[152] Bernard Ries. Coloring some classes of mixed graphs. Discret. Appl. Math., 155:1–6, 2007.
[153] Azriel Rosenfeld. Fuzzy graphs. In Fuzzy sets and their applications to cognitive and decision processes,

pages 77–95. Elsevier, 1975.
[154] Kayvan Sadeghi. Stable mixed graphs. 2013.
[155] Kayvan Sadeghi and Steffen Lauritzen. Markov properties for mixed graphs. 2014.
[156] Muhammad Saeed, Atiqe Ur Rahman, and Muhammad Arshad. A study on some operations and products

of neutrosophic hypersoft graphs. Journal of Applied Mathematics and Computing, 68(4):2187–2214, 2022.
[157] Muhammad Saeed, Muhammad Khubab Siddique, Muhammad Ahsan, Muhammad Rayees Ahmad, and

Atiqe Ur Rahman. A novel approach to the rudiments of hypersoft graphs. Theory and Application of
Hypersoft Set, Pons Publication House, Brussel, pages 203–214, 2021.

[158] Muhammad Haris Saeed, Atiqe Ur Rahman, and Muhammad Arshad. A novel approach to neutrosophic
hypersoft graphs with properties. 2021.

[159] Rekha Sahu, Satya Ranjan Dash, and Sujit Das. Career selection of students using hybridized distance
measure based on picture fuzzy set and rough set theory. 2021.

[160] Sovan Samanta, Madhumangal Pal, Hossein Rashmanlou, and Rajab Ali Borzooei. Vague graphs and
strengths. Journal of Intelligent & Fuzzy Systems, 30(6):3675–3680, 2016.

[161] E Sampathkumar, CM Deshpande, BY Bam, L Pushpalatha, and V Swaminathan. Semigraphs and their
applications. Report on the DST Project, 2000.

[162] Musavarah Sarwar, Muhammad Akram, and Sundas Shahzadi. Bipolar fuzzy soft information applied to
hypergraphs. Soft Computing, 25:3417–3439, 2021.

[163] Franco Scarselli, Marco Gori, Ah Chung Tsoi, Markus Hagenbuchner, and Gabriele Monfardini. The graph
neural network model. IEEE transactions on neural networks, 20(1):61–80, 2008.

[164] Sundas Shahzadi, Areen Rasool, Musavarah Sarwar, and Muhammad Akram. A framework of deci-
sion making based on bipolar fuzzy competition hypergraphs. Journal of Intelligent & Fuzzy Systems,
41(1):1319–1339, 2021.

[165] Pralhad M Shinde. Adjacency spectra of semigraphs. Discrete Mathematics, Algorithms and Applications,
16(02):2350011, 2024.

[166] D Singh, AM Ibrahim, T Yohanna, and JN Singh. An overview of the applications of multisets. Novi Sad
Journal of Mathematics, 37(2):73–92, 2007.

[167] Prem Kumar Singh. Intuitionistic Plithogenic Graph. Infinite Study, 2022.
[168] Pushpinder Singh. Correlation coefficients for picture fuzzy sets. J. Intell. Fuzzy Syst., 28:591–604, 2015.
[169] Florentin Smarandache. A unifying field in logics: Neutrosophic logic. In Philosophy, pages 1–141. Amer-

ican Research Press, 1999.
[170] Florentin Smarandache. Neutrosophic set-a generalization of the intuitionistic fuzzy set. International

journal of pure and applied mathematics, 24(3):287, 2005.

Takaaki Fujita and Florentin Smarandache, A Concise Study of Some Superhypergraph
classes



Neutrosophic Sets and Systems, Vol. 77, 2025 591

[171] Florentin Smarandache. Neutrosophic physics: More problems, more solutions. 2010.
[172] Florentin Smarandache. Neutrosophic Overset, Neutrosophic Underset, and Neutrosophic Offset. Similarly

for Neutrosophic Over-/Under-/Off-Logic, Probability, and Statistics. Infinite Study, 2016.
[173] Florentin Smarandache. Plithogenic set, an extension of crisp, fuzzy, intuitionistic fuzzy, and neutrosophic

sets-revisited. Infinite study, 2018.
[174] Florentin Smarandache. n-superhypergraph and plithogenic n-superhypergraph. Nidus Idearum,

7:107–113, 2019.
[175] Florentin Smarandache. Extension of HyperGraph to n-SuperHyperGraph and to Plithogenic n-

SuperHyperGraph, and Extension of HyperAlgebra to n-ary (Classical-/Neutro-/Anti-) HyperAlgebra. In-
finite Study, 2020.

[176] Florentin Smarandache. Introduction to SuperHyperAlgebra and Neutrosophic SuperHyperAlgebra. Infinite
Study, 2022.

[177] Florentin Smarandache. Introduction to the n-SuperHyperGraph-the most general form of graph today.
Infinite Study, 2022.

[178] Florentin Smarandache. Decision making based on valued fuzzy superhypergraphs. 2023.
[179] Florentin Smarandache. Foundation of the superhypersoft set and the fuzzy extension superhypersoft set:

A new vision. Neutrosophic Systems with Applications, 11:48–51, 2023.
[180] Florentin Smarandache. New types of soft sets: Hypersoft set, indetermsoft set, indetermhypersoft set,

and treesoft set. International Journal of Neutrosophic Science, 2023.
[181] Florentin Smarandache. New types of soft sets” hypersoft set, indetermsoft set, indetermhypersoft set,

and treesoft set”: An improved version. Neutrosophic Systems with Applications, 2023.
[182] Florentin Smarandache. Foundation of superhyperstructure & neutrosophic superhyperstructure. Neutro-

sophic Sets and Systems, 63(1):21, 2024.
[183] Florentin Smarandache. Treesoft set vs. hypersoft set and fuzzy-extensions of treesoft sets. HyperSoft Set

Methods in Engineering, 2024.
[184] Florentin Smarandache and Said Broumi. Neutrosophic graph theory and algorithms. IGI Global, 2019.
[185] Florentin Smarandache and Nivetha Martin. Plithogenic n-super hypergraph in novel multi-attribute deci-

sion making. Infinite Study, 2020.
[186] Florentin Smarandache and Nivetha Martin. Plithogenic n-super hypergraph in novel multi-attribute

decision making. International Journal of Neutrosophic Science, 2020.
[187] Florentin Smarandache and AA Salama. Neutrosophic crisp set theory. 2015.
[188] Le Hoang Son, Pham Van Viet, and Pham Van Hai. Picture inference system: a new fuzzy inference

system on picture fuzzy set. Applied Intelligence, 46:652 – 669, 2016.
[189] Yuzhi Song, Hailiang Ye, Ming Li, and Feilong Cao. Deep multi-graph neural networks with attention

fusion for recommendation. Expert Systems with Applications, 191:116240, 2022.
[190] Fazeelat Sultana, Muhammad Gulistan, Mumtaz Ali, Naveed Yaqoob, Muhammad Khan, Tabasam

Rashid, and Tauseef Ahmed. A study of plithogenic graphs: applications in spreading coronavirus disease
(covid-19) globally. Journal of ambient intelligence and humanized computing, 14(10):13139–13159, 2023.

[191] Xuedong Sun and Yonghe Lu. Directed-hypergraph based personalized e-learning process and resource
optimization. 2012 Fourth International Conference on Digital Home, pages 171–178, 2012.

[192] MS Sunitha and Sunil Mathew. Fuzzy graph theory: a survey. Annals of Pure and Applied mathematics,
4(1):92–110, 2013.

[193] Zoltán Szigeti. Packing mixed hyperarborescences. Discret. Optim., 50:100811, 2023.
[194] Hamed Taherdoost and Mitra Madanchian. Multi-criteria decision making (mcdm) methods and concepts.

Encyclopedia, 2023.

Takaaki Fujita and Florentin Smarandache, A Concise Study of Some Superhypergraph
classes



Neutrosophic Sets and Systems, Vol. 77, 2025 592

[195] AL-Hawary Talal and Bayan Hourani. On intuitionistic product fuzzy graphs. Italian Journal of Pure and
Applied Mathematics, page 113.

[196] He Tong, Xue Peijun, and Shi Kaiquan. Application of rough graph in relationship mining. Journal of
Systems Engineering and Electronics, 19(4):742–747, 2008.

[197] Vicenç Torra. Hesitant fuzzy sets. International journal of intelligent systems, 25(6):529–539, 2010.
[198] Vicenç Torra and Yasuo Narukawa. On hesitant fuzzy sets and decision. In 2009 IEEE international

conference on fuzzy systems, pages 1378–1382. IEEE, 2009.
[199] Loc Tran, Tho Quan, and An Mai. Pagerank algorithm for directed hypergraph. arXiv preprint

arXiv:1909.01132, 2019.
[200] Loc Hoang Tran and Linh Hoang Tran. Directed hypergraph neural network. ArXiv, abs/2008.03626,

2020.
[201] Evangelos Triantaphyllou. Multi-criteria decision making methods: A comparative study. 2000.
[202] C Vasudev. Graph theory with applications. New Age International, 2006.
[203] B Vembu and S Loghambal. Pseudo-graph neural networks on ordinary differential equations. Journal of

Computational Mathematica, 6(1):117–123, 2022.
[204] Vitaly I. Voloshin. Introduction to graph and hypergraph theory. 2013.
[205] Antonio Volpentesta. Hypernetworks in a directed hypergraph. Eur. J. Oper. Res., 188:390–405, 2008.
[206] Jingcheng Wang, Yong Zhang, Yun Wei, Yongli Hu, Xinglin Piao, and Baocai Yin. Metro passenger flow

prediction via dynamic hypergraph convolution networks. IEEE Transactions on Intelligent Transporta-
tion Systems, 22:7891–7903, 2021.

[207] Guiwu Wei and Hui Gao. The generalized dice similarity measures for picture fuzzy sets and their appli-
cations. Informatica, 29:107–124, 2018.

[208] Tong Wei, Junlin Hou, and Rui Feng. Fuzzy graph neural network for few-shot learning. 2020 International
Joint Conference on Neural Networks (IJCNN), pages 1–8, 2020.

[209] Zheng Wenping, Liu Meilin, and Liang Jiye. Hypergraphs: Concepts, applications and analysis. In 2022
IEEE 13th International Symposium on Parallel Architectures, Algorithms and Programming (PAAP),
pages 1–6. IEEE, 2022.

[210] Douglas Brent West et al. Introduction to graph theory, volume 2. Prentice hall Upper Saddle River, 2001.
[211] Lingfei Wu, Yu Chen, Kai Shen, Xiaojie Guo, Hanning Gao, Shucheng Li, Jian Pei, Bo Long, et al.

Graph neural networks for natural language processing: A survey. Foundations and Trends® in Machine
Learning, 16(2):119–328, 2023.

[212] Zonghan Wu, Shirui Pan, Fengwen Chen, Guodong Long, Chengqi Zhang, and S Yu Philip. A compre-
hensive survey on graph neural networks. IEEE transactions on neural networks and learning systems,
32(1):4–24, 2020.

[213] Chenxin Xu, Maosen Li, Zhenyang Ni, Ya Zhang, and Siheng Chen. Groupnet: Multiscale hypergraph
neural networks for trajectory prediction with relational reasoning. 2022 IEEE/CVF Conference on Com-
puter Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), pages 6488–6497, 2022.

[214] Keyulu Xu, Weihua Hu, Jure Leskovec, and Stefanie Jegelka. How powerful are graph neural networks?
arXiv preprint arXiv:1810.00826, 2018.

[215] Zeshui Xu. Hesitant fuzzy sets theory, volume 314. Springer, 2014.
[216] Guang Yang, Tiancheng Jin, and Liang Dou. Heterogeneous directed hypergraph neural network over

abstract syntax tree (ast) for code classification. In International Conference on Software Engineering
and Knowledge Engineering, 2023.

[217] Hongye Yang, Yuzhang Gu, Jianchao Zhu, Keli Hu, and Xiaolin Zhang. Pgcn-tca: Pseudo graph convo-
lutional network with temporal and channel-wise attention for skeleton-based action recognition. IEEE
Access, 8:10040–10047, 2020.

Takaaki Fujita and Florentin Smarandache, A Concise Study of Some Superhypergraph
classes



Neutrosophic Sets and Systems, Vol. 77, 2025 593

[218] Nikola Yolov. Minor-matching hypertree width. In Proceedings of the Twenty-Ninth Annual ACM-SIAM
Symposium on Discrete Algorithms, pages 219–233. SIAM, 2018.

[219] Lotfi A Zadeh. Fuzzy sets. Information and control, 8(3):338–353, 1965.
[220] Lotfi A Zadeh. A fuzzy-set-theoretic interpretation of linguistic hedges. 1972.
[221] Lotfi A Zadeh. Fuzzy sets and their application to pattern classification and clustering analysis. In Clas-

sification and clustering, pages 251–299. Elsevier, 1977.
[222] Lotfi A Zadeh. Fuzzy sets versus probability. Proceedings of the IEEE, 68(3):421–421, 1980.
[223] Lotfi A Zadeh. Fuzzy logic, neural networks, and soft computing. In Fuzzy sets, fuzzy logic, and fuzzy

systems: selected papers by Lotfi A Zadeh, pages 775–782. World Scientific, 1996.
[224] Lotfi A Zadeh. Fuzzy sets and information granularity. In Fuzzy sets, fuzzy logic, and fuzzy systems:

selected papers by Lotfi A Zadeh, pages 433–448. World Scientific, 1996.
[225] Lotfi Asker Zadeh. Fuzzy sets as a basis for a theory of possibility. Fuzzy sets and systems, 1(1):3–28,

1978.
[226] Jie Zhou, Ganqu Cui, Shengding Hu, Zhengyan Zhang, Cheng Yang, Zhiyuan Liu, Lifeng Wang,

Changcheng Li, and Maosong Sun. Graph neural networks: A review of methods and applications. AI
open, 1:57–81, 2020.

[227] Xianchun Zhou. Homology detection of malicious codes based on a fuzzy graph neural network. 2021
IEEE International Conference on Industrial Application of Artificial Intelligence (IAAI), pages 202–207,
2021.

Takaaki Fujita and Florentin Smarandache, A Concise Study of Some Superhypergraph
classes


	1. Short Introduction
	1.1. Hypergraph and many applications
	1.2. Various types of Uncertain Hypergraphs
	1.3. Our Contribution in This Short Paper

	2. Preliminaries and Definitions
	2.1. Basic Graph Concepts
	2.2. Uncertain Graph
	2.3. Plithogenic Graph
	2.4. Hypergraph and Uncertain Hypergraph
	2.5. Superhypergraph and Quasi-SuperHyperGraph

	3. Result in this paper
	3.1. Intuitionistic Fuzzy Quasi SuperHyperGraph
	3.2. Single-Valued Neutrosophic Quasi SuperHyperGraph
	3.3. Plithogenic Quasi SuperHyperGraph

	4. Future tasks and Discussions
	4.1. Semi Superhypergraph
	4.2. Soft Semihypergraph
	4.3. Multi-Superhypergraph
	4.4. Pseudo-SuperHypergraph
	4.5. Mixed Superhypergraph
	4.6. Bidirected Superhypergraph
	4.7. Other future tasks: More Graph Classes

	Funding
	Acknowledgments
	Data Availability
	Ethical Approval
	Conflicts of Interest
	References

