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Abstract 

 

1 | Introduction  

Nowadays, many real-world problems face strenuous in making decisions. Some problems can be 

solved by human vision and human thinking, but in some of the problems, making decisions looks 

hard because the data that exist with the problems are difficult to analyze. In such cases, mathematical 

principals can be used to solve such problems. 

Many theories have evolved for dealing with such problems. Zadeh [1] introduced the concept of 

fuzzy sets, which assign membership value to each set element. The real-world applications can also 

be solved by the concepts of Fuzzy differential equations and fuzzy linear programming [2]–[9]. The 

main application of fuzzy sets is Multi Criteria Decision Making (MCDM) Problem which has a large 

domain to solve. Many researchers solve the different types of MCDM problems [10]–[14]. But if we 

have some criteria to deal with, then fuzzy sets are inefficient for such problems. Molodtsov [15] 

introduced the concept of soft sets, which deal with parameter problems. The concept of soft sets 

solves many applications, but soft sets won't assign the membership value to the members of the 

universal set. In some cases, soft sets may not efficiently deal with real-time applications. 

Roy and Maji [16] discussed the MCDM problems using fuzzy soft sets, which deal with a universal 

set with parameters and assign the membership value to the elements of the universal set using a 

comparison matrix. Kong et al. [17] discussed the fuzzy soft sets and their applications in the MCDM 
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problem by the resultant matrix. Using a comparison matrix, Snekaa et al. [18] solved the MCDM 

problems by combining a fuzzy analytic hirachy process with a fuzzy soft set.  

The concept of fuzzy soft sets deals with the problems associated with one universal set. Ahu Acikgoz 

et al. [19] defined and studied some of the properties of binary soft sets, which deal with the two 

universal sets and a parameter set. Binary soft sets may solve some applications that are not solved by 

soft sets, but it doesn't assign the membership value to the elements of universal sets. In some cases, it 

may also be insufficient to solve real-time problems as it won't rank the elements of universal sets. The 

concept of a Fuzzy Binary Soft Set for problems involving two universal sets and a parameter set with 

a membership value is very useful. 

Fuzzy Binary Soft Sets are efficient in solving problems containing two universal sets; it also solves the 

data that exist with the problems that binary soft sets cannot solve. Metilda and Subhashini [20] 

discussed the MCDM problem using a Fuzzy Binary Soft Set that deals with two universal sets and a 

parameter set; it also assigns the membership value to the elements of universal sets according to the 

parameters. This method ranks the elements of universal sets separately. However, they don't relate each 

element of one universal set to another universal set.  

In some situations, real-time applications involve two universal sets, and we may need to compare the 

two independent sets and rank the pair. In such cases, fuzzy binary soft may help to solve such 

applications. This paper discussed the MCDM problem by Fuzzy Binary Soft Set. We defined an 

algorithm that relates each element of one universal set to another universal set and ranks them 

accordingly. 

2 | Preliminaries 

Definition 1 ([1]). Let X be a universal set and A be a function defined by 

Then A is called a Fuzzy set of X. 

Definition 2 ([1]). Let A and B be two Fuzzy sets of X; then, their union and intersection are given by 

and 

Definition 3 ([15]). Let X be an initial universal set, E be a set of parameters, and 𝐴 ⊆ 𝐸, and F be a 

function defined by 

Then (𝐹,𝐴) is called Soft Set over X. 

Definition 4 ([21]). Let X be a universal set, E be a set of parameters, and 𝐴 ⊆ 𝐸 and F be a mapping, 

where �̃�(𝑋) is a set of all fuzzy subsets of X. Then (𝐹,𝐴) is called fuzzy soft set over X. 

 

A:X → [0,1] or μA: X → [0,1]. 
 

𝐴 ∨ 𝐵 = 𝑚𝑎𝑥{𝐴(𝑥), 𝐵(𝑥)}, 
 

𝐴 ∧ 𝐵 = 𝑚𝑖𝑛{𝐴(𝑥), 𝐵(𝑥)}. 
 

F:A → P(X). 
 

F:A → P̃(X), 
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Definition 5 ([22]). Let X be a universal set, E be a set of parameters, and (𝐹, 𝐴) and (𝐺, 𝐵) be two fuzzy 

soft sets over X, then their union (𝐻,𝐶) where 𝐶 = 𝐴 ∪ 𝐵 is defined by 

Definition 6 ([22]). Let X be a universal set, E be the set of parameters, and (𝐹,𝐴) and (𝐺, 𝐵) be two fuzzy 

soft sets over X, then their intersection (𝐽, 𝐶) where 𝐶 = 𝐴 ∩ 𝐵 is defined by 

Definition 7 ([19]). Let U1 and U2 be two universal sets. E be a set of parameters, 𝐴 ⊆ 𝐸.  Let F be a 

function defined by 

Then the set (𝐹, 𝐴) is called Binary Soft Set over U1 and U2. 

Definition 8 ([17]). Resultant matrix is a square matrix (cij) in which object names of universal set label 

rows and columns, and the entries are 𝑐𝑖𝑗 = ∑ ∝𝑖𝑘−∝𝑗𝑘
𝑚
𝑘=1  where ∝𝑖𝑘 is the membership value of the ith object 

and kth parameter. 

3 | Fuzzy Binary Soft Sets 

Definition 9. Let U1 and U2 be two universal sets, E be the set of parameters, and 𝐴 ⊆ 𝐸.  Let F be a 

function defined by 

where 𝑃(̃𝑈1) and �̃�(𝑈2) are a set of all fuzzy sets of U1 and U2, respectively. Then (𝐹, 𝐴) is called Fuzzy 

Binary Soft Set over U1 and U2. 

Example 1. Let 𝑈1 = {𝑢1, 𝑢2, 𝑢3} be set of badminton players from city X, and 𝑈2 = {𝑣1, 𝑣2, 𝑣3} be set of 

badminton players from city Y. 

𝐸 = {𝑒1(𝑠𝑡𝑟𝑒𝑛𝑔𝑡ℎ), 𝑒2(𝑓𝑖𝑡𝑛𝑒𝑠𝑠), 𝑒3(𝑃𝑜𝑤𝑒𝑟), 𝑒4(𝐷𝑒𝑓𝑒𝑛𝑐𝑒)} be a set of parameters. Let 𝐴 = {𝑒1, 𝑒2, 𝑒3}, and F be a 

function,  

Defined by 

(H,C) = {  
   
 F(e),                     if e ∈ A − B,
G(e),                    if e ∈ B − A,
F(e) ∨̃ G(e),         if e ∈ A ∩ B.

  
 

(J, C) = {  
   
 F(e) ,                    if e ∈ A − B,
G(e),                     if e ∈ B − A,
A(e) ∧̃ B(e),       if e ∈ A ∩ B.

 . 
 

F: A → P(U1) × P(U2).  

F:A → P̃(U1) × P̃(U2),  

F:A → P̃(U1) × P̃(U2).  

F(e1) = ({
0.9

u1
,
0.4

u2
,
0.7

u3
}, {

0.2

v1
,
0.2

v2
,
0.8

v3
}, 

 

F(e2) = ({
0.4

u1
,
0.3

u2
,
0.6

u3
}, {

0.1

v1
,
0.5

v2
,
0.6

v3
}, 

 

F(e3) = ({
0.6

u1
,
0.5

u2
,
0.7

u3
}, {

0.3

v1
,
0.8

v2
,
0.9

v3
}, 

 

i.e., (F,A) = {(e1,{
0.9

u1
,
0.4

u2
,
0.7

u3
}, {

0.2

v1
,
0.2

v2
,
0.8

v3
}),(e2{

0.4

u1
,
0.3

u2
,
0.6

u3
}, {

0.1

v1
,
0.5

v2
,
0.6

v3
}),
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Then (𝐹,𝐴) is a Fuzzy Binary Soft Set. 

3.1 | Matrix Representation of Fuzzy Binary Soft Sets 

Fuzzy Binary Soft Sets can be represented systematically in the form of a matrix. This section gives the 

matrix representation of the Fuzzy Binary Soft Sets. Rows of the matrix are labeled with parameters, 

and columns are labeled with elements of universal sets. The matrix representation of the Fuzzy Binary 

Soft Set discussed in Example 1 is given as follows:  

3.2 | Expanded Matrix Representation of Fuzzy Binary Soft Sets 

After representing the Fuzzy Binary Soft Sets in the form of the matrix, we can split the matrix into two 

matrices according to two universal sets. The expanded matrix representation of Fuzzy Binary Soft Set 

discussed in Example 1 is given by  

where 𝑀1(𝐹, 𝐴) is the matrix corresponding to the first universal set and 𝑀2(𝐹,𝐴) is the matrix 

corresponding to the second universal set. 

Definition 10. Let (𝐹, 𝐴) be Fuzzy Binary Soft Set over U1 and U2. Let 𝑀1(𝐹, 𝐴) and 𝑀2(𝐹, 𝐴) be 

Expanded Matrices of (𝐹, 𝐴) then the AND operator of 𝑀1(𝐹, 𝐴) and 𝑀2(𝐹, 𝐴) with respect to the 

parameter, e is denoted by 𝑃𝑒
∗(𝐹, 𝐴) and defined by 

 

Example 2. Consider expanded matrices of a Fuzzy Binary Soft Set defined in Example 1, then AND 

operator is given by 

Definition 11. Let 𝑀1(𝐹,𝐴) and 𝑀2(𝐹,𝐴) be expanded matrices of Fuzzy Binary Soft Set (𝐹,𝐴) over U1 

and U2. An extended resultant matrix is a resultant matrix in which rows and columns are labeled with 

order pair elements of U1 and U2. 

(e3,{
0.6

u1
,
0.5

u2
,
0.7

u3
}, {

0.3

v1
,
0.8

v2
,
0.9

v3
}. 

 

u1     u2     u3      v1     v2     v3 

M(F,A) =
e1
e2
e3
[
0.9 0.4 0.7 0.2 0.2 0.8
0.4 0.3 0.6 0.1 0.5 0.6
0.6 0.5 0.7 0.3 0.8 0.9

].  

u1     u2     u3 

M1(F,A) =
e1
e2
e3
[
0.9 0.4 0.7
0.4 0.3 0.6
0.6 0.5 0.7

], 
 

v1      v2     v3 

M2(F,A) =
e1
e2
e3
[
0.2 0.2 0.8
0.1 0.5 0.6
0.3 0.8 0.9

], 
 

(Pe
∗(F,A))(x, y) = (M1(F,A))(x) ∧ (M2(F,A))(y)).  

(u1, v1)  (u1, v2)  (u1, v3)   (u2, v1)  (u2, v2)   (u2, v3)  (u3, v1)  (u3, v2) (u3, v3) 

P ∗ = [
0.2 0.2 0.8 0.2 0.2 0.4 0.2 0.2 0.7
0.1 0.4 0.4 0.1 0.3 0.3 0.1 0.5 0.6
0.3 0.6 0.6 0.3 0.5 0.5 0.3 0.7 0.7

] 
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4 | Application of Fuzzy Binary Soft Sets in MCDM Problem 

Mr. V wants to choose the best course in city X's college. He has a choice of 4 colleges and four subjects. 

Let 𝑈1 = {𝑢1, 𝑢2, 𝑢3, 𝑢4} be a set of his choice of colleges in X and 𝑈2 = {𝑣1, 𝑣2, 𝑣3, 𝑣4} be a set of courses to 

be selected by Mr. V with respect to some parameters 𝐴 = {𝑒1, 𝑒2, 𝑒3, 𝑒4}. With the available data, we must 

choose the best course in a good college. The data we have is given by 

We define an algorithm to solve the given problem as follows: 

Step 1. Write given data in a Fuzzy Binary Soft Set and represent it in a matrix form. 

Step 2. Convert the given Fuzzy Binary Soft Set into an expanded matrix form. 

Step 3. Apply and operator defined in Definition 10 for expanded matrices obtained in Step 1. 

Step 4. Find the extended resultant matrix (Definition 11). 

Step 5. Find the row sum of all the rows of the extended resultant matrix. 

Step 6. Highest row sum is given the rank 1. 

For the problem stated above, we apply the algorithm and discuss the result as follows: 

Step 1. Representing the given Fuzzy Binary Soft Set data in matrix form: 

Step 2. Expanded matrix representation. 

Step 3. Applying AND operator. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

(F,A) = {(e1, {
0.2

u1
,
0.4

u2
,
0.7

u3
,
0.1

u4
} , {

0.3

v1
,
0.2

v2
,
0.8

v3
,
0.7

v4
}),(e2, {

0.1

u1
,
0.3

u2
,
0.9

u3
,
0.7

u4
} , {

0.3

v1
,
0.2

v2
,
0.1

v3
,
0.8

v4
}), 

(e3, {
0.4

u1
,
0.5

u2
,
0.8

u3
,
0.2

u4
} , {

0.7

v1
,
0.3

v2
,
0.2

v3
,
0.8

v4
}),(e4, {

0.6

u1
,
0.8

u2
,
0.4

u3
,
0.2

u4
} , {

0.4

v1
,
0.1

v2
,
0.8

v3
,
0.5

v4
}). 

 

.
e1
e2
e3
e4
[  
   
   
   
  
 u1 u2 u3 u4 v1 v2 v3 v4
0.2 0.4 0.7 0.1 0.3 0.2 0.8 0.7
0.1 0.3 0.9 0.7 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.8
0.4 0.5 0.8 0.2 0.7 0.3 0.2 0.8
0.6 0.8 0.4 0.2 0.4 0.1 0.8 0.5

]  
   
   
   
  
 

.  

                      

.
e1
e2
e3
e4
[  
   
   
   
  
 u1 u2 u3 u4
0.2 0.4 0.7 0.1
0.1 0.3 0.9 0.7
0.4 0.5 0.8 0.2
0.6 0.8 0.4 0.2

]  
   
   
   
  
 

  ,       

.
e1
e2
e3
e4
[  
   
   
   
 
 v1 v2 v3 v4
0.3 0.2 0.8 0.7
0.3 0.2 0.1 0.8
0.7 0.3 0.2 0.8
0.4 0.1 0.8 0.5

]  
   
   
   
 
 

.  



                        10.22105/JFEA.2021.281500.1061        

 

 

Table 1. Matrix after AND product. 

 

 

 

 

 

Step 4. Expanded resultant matrix. 

Table 2. Extended resultant matrix. 

 

 

 

                       
∗
𝑒1
𝑒2
𝑒3
𝑒4
[  
   
   
   
   
 (𝑢1,𝑣1) (𝑢1, 𝑣2) (𝑢1, 𝑣3) (𝑢1, 𝑣4) (𝑢2, 𝑣1) (𝑢2, 𝑣2) (𝑢2, 𝑣3) (𝑢2, 𝑣4) (𝑢3,𝑣1) (𝑢3, 𝑣2) (𝑢3, 𝑣3) (𝑢3, 𝑣4) (𝑢4,𝑣1) (𝑢4, 𝑣2) (𝑢4, 𝑣3) (𝑢4,𝑣4)
0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.2 0.4 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.3 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.8 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.7
0.4 0.3 0.2 0.4 0.5 0.3 0.2 0.5 0.7 0.3 0.2 0.8 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2
0.4 0.1 0.6 0.5 0.4 0.1 0.8 0.5 0.4 0.1 0.4 0.4 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.2

]  
   
   
   
   
 

 

           

(u1,v1)
(u1, v2)
(u1, v3)
(u1, v4)
(u2, v1)
(u2, v2)
(u2, v3)
(u2, v4)
(u3,v1)
(u3, v2)
(u3, v3)
(u3, v4)
(u4,v1)
(u4,v2)
(u4, v3)
(u4,v4) [ 

   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
  
 0 0.4 0 −0.1 −0.4 0.3 −0.4 −0.6 −0.6 0.3 −0.3 −1.6 0.3 0.5 0.5 −0.1

−0.4 0 −0.4 −0.5 −0.8 −0.1 −0.8 −1 −1 −0.1 −0.7 −2 −0.1 0.1 0.1 −0.5

0 0.4 0 −0.1 −0.4 0.3 −0.4 −0.6 −0.6 0.3 −0.3 −1.6 0.3 0.5 0.5 −0.1

0.1 0.5 0.1 0 0.3 0.4 −0.3 −0.5 −0.5 0.4 −0.2 −1.5 0.4 0.6 0.6 0

0.4 0.8 0.4 0.3 0 0.7 0 −0.2 −0.2 −0.7 0.1 −1.2 0.7 0.9 0.9 0.3

−0.3 0.1 −0.3 −0.4 −0.7 0 −0.7 −0.9 −0.9 0 −0.6 −1.9 0 0.2 0.2 −0.4

0.4 0.8 0.4 0.3 0 0.7 0 −0.2 −0.2 −0.7 0.1 −1.2 0.7 0.9 0.9 0.3

0.6 1 0.6 0.5 0.2 0.9 0.2 0 0 0.9 0.3 −1 0.9 1.1 1.1 0.5

0.6 1 0.6 0.5 0.2 0.9 0.2 0 0 0.9 0.3 −1 0.9 1.1 1.1 0.5

−0.3 0.1 −0.3 −0.4 −0.7 0 −0.7 −0.9 −0.9 0 −0.6 −1.9 0 0.2 0.2 −0.4

0.3 0.7 0.3 0.2 −0.1 0.6 −0.1 −0.3 −0.3 1.3 0 −1.3 0.6 0.8 0.8 0.2

1.6 2 1.6 1.5 1.2 1.9 1.2 1 1 1.9 1.3 0 1.9 2.1 2.1 1.5

−0.3 0.1 −0.3 −0.4 −0.7 0 −0.7 −0.9 −0.9 0 −0.6 −1.9 0 0.2 0.2 −0.4

−0.5 −0.1 −0.5 −0.6 −0.9 −0.2 −0.9 −1.1 −1.1 −0.2 −0.8 −2.1 −0.2 0 0 −0.6

−0.5 −0.1 −0.5 −0.6 −0.9 −0.2 −0.9 −1.1 −1.1 −0.2 −0.8 −2.1 −0.2 0 0 −0.6

0.1 0.5 0.1 0 0.3 0.4 −0.3 −0.5 −0.5 0.4 −0.2 −1.5 0.4 0.6 0.6 0
]  
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Step 5. Let 𝑅𝑖 be the row sum of the ith row. Then 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Fig. 1. Parameter graph. 

Note: The parameter graph is a graph that is drawn by associating the value of (𝑢𝑖, 𝑣𝑖) for 𝑖 = 1,2,3,4 

obtained after applying the and product corresponding to each parameter. 

Fig. 2. Resultant graph. 

Note: The resultant graph is a graph obtained by plotting the values of (𝑢𝑖, 𝑣𝑖) for 𝑖 = 1,2,3,4 corresponding 

to their row sum obtained after Step 5. 

R1 = -1.8 (u1, v1) 

R2 = -8.2 (u1, v2) 

R3 = -1.8 (u1, v3) 

R4 = 0.4 (u1, v4) 

R5 = 3.2 (u2, v1) 

R6 = -6.6 (u2, v2) 

R7 = 3.2 (u2, v3) 

R8 = 7.8 (u2, v4) 

R9 = 7.8 (u3, v1) 

R10 = -6.6 (u3, v2) 

R11 = 3.7 (u3, v3) 

R12 = 23.8 (u3, v4) 

R13 = -6.6 (u4, v1) 

R14 = -9.8 (u4, v2) 

R15 = -9.8 (u4, v3) 

R16 = 0.4 (u4, v4). 
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5 | Result and Discussion 

The main aim of our paper is to relate one universal set to another universal set of a Fuzzy Binary Soft 

Set. In our problem, we must decide which course is best in 𝑢1, 𝑢2, 𝑢3 and 𝑢4 college and which college 

is better for 𝑣1, 𝑣2, 𝑣3 and 𝑣4 course. For this, we discuss the Fuzzy Binary Soft Set, matrix representation 

of the Fuzzy Binary Soft Set, and expanded matrix representation of the Fuzzy Binary Soft Set. Matrix 

representation of Fuzzy Binary Soft Sets gives the simple representation of the given data, and we can 

easily analyze the data in the matrix representation. After that, the new representation of the Fuzzy 

Binary Soft Set is defined and called an expanded matrix representation; it is represented by separating 

the data of universal sets. This expanded matrix is useful for relating one universal set to the other 

universal set by the operator (Definition 11).  

Further, construct an algorithm to conclude the problem. The first step reduces the given data into a 

Fuzzy Binary Soft Set and represents it in a matrix form; this step will help to reduce the matrix into 

expanded matrix form, Step 2. In Step 3,  apply and operator defined in Definition 10 to get an extended 

resultant matrix (Definition 11). An expanded matrix will help to relate one universal set to another 

universal set which can be obtained by an extended resultant matrix, which is the next step of our 

algorithm. In Step 5, after obtaining an extended resultant matrix, take a row sum in which we can get 

some information. 

Considering row sums, we can rank the colleges 𝑢𝑖, for 𝑖 = 1,2,3,4 for courses 𝑣𝑖, for 𝑖 = 1,2,3,4. Similarly, 

we can rank the courses 𝑣𝑖 for 𝑖 = 1,2,3,4 in colleges 𝑢𝑖 for 𝑖 = 1,2,3,4. This can be obtained by fixing 𝑢𝑖 

for 𝑖 = 1,2,3,4 and varying 𝑣𝑖 fo 𝑖 = 1,2,3,4r. In the same way, fixing 𝑣𝑖 for 𝑖 = 1,2,3,4 and varying 𝑢𝑖 for 

𝑖 = 1,2,3,4. 

Clearly, we can see that for 𝑢1, 𝑣4 got the highest row sum and 𝑣1 and 𝑣3 got the same row rank. This 

can also be seen in Fig. 2. In Fig. 2, consider the curve regarding the element 𝑢1 i.e., 

(𝑢1, 𝑣1), (𝑢1, 𝑣2), (𝑢1, 𝑣3) and (𝑢1, 𝑣4) we can see that (𝑢1, 𝑣4) Reaches the highest peak among them. (𝑢1, 𝑣1) 

and (𝑢1, 𝑣3) are at the same height. We can analyze the parameter graph (Fig. 1) in such same rank cases 

to conclude which is best. In Fig. 1, we can see that (𝑢1, 𝑣3) reaches a maximum value corresponding to 

the parameter 𝑒4. So, between 𝑣1 and 𝑣3, 𝑣3 is our choice. By Fig. 1, the decision also be taken by 

preferring the parameter. If we prefer 𝑒3 over 𝑒4, then (𝑢1, 𝑣1) reaches the maximum peak. So, in that 

case 𝑣1 will be the better choice. In the same way, we can see that the course 𝑣4 is the better choice 

among all the colleges. 

Suppose Mr. V wants to choose the better college for a particular course; we fix the course 𝑣𝑖 for 𝑖 =

1,2,3,4 and vary 𝑢𝑖 for 𝑖 = 1,2,3,4. 

For the course 𝑣1, (𝑢3, 𝑣1) has the highest row sum, and in the graph, (𝑢3, 𝑣1)  reaches the maximum 

corresponding to 𝑣1. So, 𝑢3 is the best choice for 𝑣1 course. In the same way, we can conclude that, for 

𝑣2, 𝑣2 and𝑣4, the college 𝑢3 is the best choice. 

From the resultant graph (Fig. 2), we can conclude which pair is best by seeing the highest peak and the 

worst pair by seeing the lowest peak. So, by Fig. 1 (𝑢3, 𝑣4) is the best pair. The pairs (𝑢4, 𝑣2) and (𝑢4, 𝑣3) 

are the worst pairs. 

Some pairs got the same row sum; in such cases, it is difficult to decide which is best by just analyzing 

the resultant graph; in that case, the parameter graph (Fig. 1) gives the result. (𝑢1, 𝑣1) and (𝑢1, 𝑣3) are at 

the same position in the resultant graph, but in the parameter graph, we can see that (𝑢1, 𝑣3) reaches a 

maximum value corresponding to the parameter 𝑒4. So, we choose (𝑢1, 𝑣3) over (𝑢1, 𝑣1). 

From the resultant matrix, clearly, the 12th row has the highest row sum, which corresponds to (𝑢3, 𝑣4). 

The resultant graph can also decide this by seeing the highest peak, which corresponds to (𝑢3, 𝑣4). So, 
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𝑣4 the course is best in 𝑢3 college. Metlida and Subhashini [20] discussed the application of Fuzzy Binary 

Soft Sets, but their method fails to relate one universal set's element to another. The current work gives 

better results than Metlida and Subhashini [20] as the proposed method relates the elements of both the 

universal sets and gives the result. 

6 | Conclusion 

This paper discusses the problem involving two universal sets and a parameter set that assigns the 

membership values to universal sets. This method can solve a problem involving two universal sets that 

want a simultaneous solution. This method can be utilized for a parameter set that contains a finite number 

of parameters. If two rows got the same row sum, then we can conclude by plotting a parameter graph. 
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