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Abstract: It is more flexible for decision makers to evaluate by interval-valued g-rung orthopair fuzzy set
(IVg-ROFS), which offers fuzzy decision-making more applicational space. Meanwhile, Choquet integral uses
non-additive set function (fuzzy measure) to describe the interaction between attributes directly. In particular,
there are a large number of practical issues that have relevance between attributes. Therefore, this paper pro-
poses the correlation operator and group decision-making method based on the interval-valued g-rung or-
thopair fuzzy set Choquet integral. First, interval-valued g-rung orthopair fuzzy Choquet integral average op-
erator (IVg-ROFCA) and interval-valued g-rung orthopair fuzzy Choquet integral geometric operator (1\VVg-
ROFCG) are investigated, and their basic properties are proved. Furthermore, several operators based on 1\Vg-
ROFCA and IVg-ROFCG are developed. Then, a group decision-making method based on 1VVq-ROFCA is
developed, which can solve the decision-making problems with interaction between attributes. Finally,
through the implementation of the warning management system for hypertension, it is shown that the operator
and group decision-making method proposed in this paper can handle complex decision-making cases in re-
ality, and the decision result is consistent with the doctor’s diagnosis result. Moreover, the comparison with
the results of other operators shows that the proposed operators and group decision-making method are correct
and effective, and the decision result will not be affected by the change of q value.
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1. Introduction

The fuzzy set (FS) theory and method proposed by Zadeh [1] have been widely used in real
life, such as medical treatment, manufacturing, education, etc. With the increase of people’s aware-
ness of complex issues and uncertainty issues, the research on fuzzy theories and methods has re-
ceived great attention from researchers [2-6]. Since decision-makers in real life need to deal with
the possibilities of support, opposition, and neutrality, Atanassov further proposed the intuitionistic
fuzzy set (IFS) [7], that is, the sum of membership degree (u) and non-membership degree (v) of
each ordered pair is less than or equal to one: u + v < 1. In response to the sum of membership
degree and non-membership degree of each ordered pair being greater than one, Yager proposed
the Pythagorean fuzzy set (PFS) [8-9], the sum of the square of membership and membership is
less than or equal to one: u? + v2 < 1, which covers a wider range compared with intuitionistic
fuzzy. To deal with much more complicated problems, Yager proposed the situation that the degree
of membership and non-membership of the g power is less than or equal to one in 2016: u? + v? <
1(g = 1) [10]. It not only combines IFS and PFS, but also expands the fuzzy set to a wider range
of applications based on the different values of g. Researchers have put forward numerous excellent
results in recent years: Yager [11-12] and Alajlan studied some properties of g-rung orthopair fuzzy
set (g-ROFS) [13]; Liu and Wang proposed g-rung orthopair fuzzy numbers (q-ROFNSs) and their
properties, and developed g-rung orthopair fuzzy weighted average operators and Bonferroni mean
operator, which was used to deal with multi-attribute group decision-making(MAGDM) problems
[14-15]; Xing et al. developed a g-rung orthopair fuzzy point weighted aggregation operator and
applied it to multi-attribute decision-making [16]; Garg solved the MAGDM issues through the
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investigated trigonometric operation and connection number based on g-ROFS[17-18]; Hussain et
al. also published many research results based on g-ROFNs [19].

However, the attributes are not independent of each other in decision-making, there are more
mutual influences and correlations that can be appropriately solved by Choquet integral [20]. The
Choquet integral based on fuzzy measures comes decision-making problems related to attributes in
handy [21-23], which is had conducted in-depth research: Tan defined the intuitionistic fuzzy Cho-
quet integral average operator and the interval-valued integral average operator [24-26]; Xu inves-
tigated the intuitionistic fuzzy Choquet integral average operator and geometric operator [27]. In-
spired by Tan and Xu, many scholars expanded the intuitionistic fuzzy Choquet integral operator.
Besides, Xu proposed intuitionistic fuzzy weighted average and weighted geometric operators [28-
29], Zhao et al. proposed the g-rung intuitionistic fuzzy operators [30], and Tan presented the g-
rung intuitionistic fuzzy geometric operators [31], which provide the theoretical basis for the sub-
sequent study of g-ROFSs. Many experts and scholars have conducted a lot of studies on fuzzy
integral (including Choquet integral) group decision-making methods [32-33], and found that the
group decision-making methods can effectively process decision data of multiple attributes and
multiple experts. Xing et al. [34] studied Choquet integral based on g-rung orthopair and proposed
related MAGDM methods; Keikha et al. [35] combined the Choquet integral and TOPSIS method
to solve the problem; Teng et al. [36] developed the generalized Shapley probabilistic linguistic
Choquet average (GS-PLCA) operator and investigated a method that can deal with large group
decision-making (LGDM) issues. Then, extending the Choquet integral and combining it with the
group decision-making method for in-depth research is of practical significance for solving many
complex and uncertain problems in real decision-making.

Inspired by Choquet integral operator and g-ROFS, this paper analyses the MAGDM problem
based on IVg-ROFS, proposes IVq-ROFCA, 1Vg-ROFCG, then proves their properties and devel-
ops some weighted operators based them. Combined with the group decision-making method pro-
posed in this paper, the case of warning management system for hypertension is verified and com-
pared. The research results of this paper are as follows.

(1) Based on the Choquet integral and q-ROFNs, this paper proposes 1IVg-ROFCA, IVg-
ROFCG, including some properties and extended operators of them. In addition, these operators
are verified, and idempotency, boundedness, commutativity and monotonicity of them are proved,;

(2) A group decision-making method is proposed on the basis of 1Vq-ROFCA. In this method,
two aggregations of experts and attributes are carried out by 1Vg-ROFCA respectively, which col-
lects IVg-ROFNSs s corresponding to each alternative. The ranking result of alternatives is obtained
via the score function and exact function of IVg-ROFNSs.

(3) We also apply the proposed method into the case of warning management system for hy-
pertension, and the decision result correctly satisfies the diagnosis of doctor. It is not only found
that the decision results are discussed with methods proposed by other papers, but when q takes the
values 2, 3, 4, 5, same decision results can be also derived.

The organization of this paper is as follows: Section 2 reviews the concept of 1Vq-ROFS and
Choquet integral operator; Section 3 proposes the IVq-ROFCA, IVg-ROFCG; Moreover, Section
4 presents the group decision-making method based on given operators; Section 5 applies solves
practical cases by proposed group decision-making method and provides comparative analysis.
Section 6 concludes this paper.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we make a brief review of 1Vq-ROFS and Choquet integral operator.
Definition 1 [11]. Let X = {xy,x,,...,x,} be afixed set, @ = {{x;, t5(x;), fa(x))|x; € X} isag-
ROFS, where t;: X € [0,1], f,: X € [0,1], satisfy Equation (1):

0 < (ta(x )+ (fa(x))T <1 (1)

Where, g = 1,and for all x; € X, t;(x;) are the degree of membership; f;(x;) is the degree
of non-membership, and the degree of hesitation m;(x;) can be expressed as Equation (2):

gz (x;) = i/l —ta(x)9 — fa(x)i(q = 1) 2

Definition 2 [37]. Given a fixed Set X = {x;,x5,...,%,}, IVQ-ROFS a on X is defined as shown
in Equation (3):

a={<xpta(x), fa(x) > |x; € X} (3)

The membership is represented by interval values, satisfies:t, (x;) = [t (x;), tF (x;)] € [0,1],
the non-membership satisfies: f,(x;) = [f5 (%), fot(x))] €[0,1] , and also satisfied: 0 <
X (x )T+ (f;t(x)? < 1,(q = 1). The degree of hesitation of a is shown as Equation (4).
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In particular, when g = 1, IVg-ROFS reduces to interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy set
(IVIFS).

Definition 3 [38]. Let a; = ([ta,, ta, ], [fa,, fa ) and a; = ([ta,, ta, ] [fa,, fa,]) are interval val-
ued g-rung orthopair numbers (IVg-ROFNSs), g = 1,Then the Equation (5), (6), (7) and (8) are
established.

@y @ a; =< |*[(62)7 + ()7 ~ ()77 (€17 + @17 - 47087,
[farfa fifa ] > 5)
a, ® a, =< [tz ta, tath ],

[VUD? + ()7 — () ()2 YD + () — (D)1 > (6)

day =< [{f1- - @)% - a- @] A G > O

wt =<[E)h @[ i-a-vonfi-a-gov]>  ®

Definition 4 [38]. For any IVg-ROFNs a = ([tZ,tX], [fa, faf D), the score function is shown as
Equation (9).

S(a) = %[(tE)q + () - ()1 - (HDL @@= D) ©)

Definition 5 [38]. For any IVg-ROFNs a = ([tz,t2], [fa, faf ], the exact function is shown as
Equation (10).

H(a) = § [T + )T+ )T+ (f)DIa = D (10)

Definition 6 [38]. For any two IVg-ROFNs a, and a,, the comparison law is as follows:
If S(a,) > S(ay), then a; > ay;
If S(a;) < S(ay),then a; < ay;
If S(a;) = S(ay):
if H(a,;) > H(a2), then a; > a,;
if H(a;) < H(a,), then a; < a,;
if H(a,) = H(a,), then a; = a,.
Definition 7 [20]. Let X = {x;, x5, ..., x,,} be a universe of discourse, f be a positive real-valued
functionand p be the fuzzy measure on X. Then the discrete Choquet integral of f on fuzzy meas-
ure u is defined as Equation (11).
[ fap =T f o) [(Bogiy) — H(Baiz1))] (11)
Where (o(1),0(2),+,0(n)) is a permutation of (1,2, ..n) that satisfies f(x,(;)) >

f(xa(Z)) 22 f(xa(n))'Ba(I) = {xa(l)'xU(Z)' ""xa(i)}! i=12,..,nBsq) = 0.

3. Interval-valued g-rung orthopair fuzzy Choquet integral operators

In this section, we investigate IVg-ROFCA and IVVg-ROFCG operators, then extend their
weighted operators and some properties.

3.1. IVg-ROFCA
Definition 8. Let u be the fuzzy measure on nonempty finite set X = {x;, x5, ..., x,} (@) = 0),
and a(x;) =< [t; (), tE () [fa (), ff(x)]> (@ =1, 2, -, n) be IVg-ROFNs; then

the IVg-ROFCA can be defined as Equation (12).
(¢) f ady =1Vq — ROFCA(a(Xl),a(xZ), ...,a(xn)) =

Y alu(Bogy) — m(Bo-1)]a(xsn) (12)



Where (C,) [ adu represements the Choquet integral, (0(1),0(2),~~~,0(n)) is a permuta-
tion of (1,2,..n) that satisfies  a(x,1) = a(¥e(2) == a(xem)) Boy =
{xo(l),xa(z), ...,Xg(i)}, i=12,..,n BO’(O) =0Q.

Theorem 1. If there are fuzzy measure u (u(@)=0) and IVQ-ROFNs a(x;) =<
[ta ()t e, [ (), ff (x)] > (i =1, 2, .., m). Then the IVq-ROFCA can be derived
as Equation (13):

IVq — ROFCA(a(xy),a(xy), ...,a(xy)) =

q\/l — T, (1 =t (i)D" (Bo)-#(Fot-n) " Ge))H(Bo®)=#(Bati-n)

<l T oft #(Bzr(i))_l’-(Ba'(i—l))‘ >(13)
Jl — [T, (1 = 3 (X)) (Bo@) = (Boti-n) i=1fa ()
Proof of Theorem 1: We prove Equation (13) by mathematical induction.
If n=2,
IVq-ROFCA (a(x,), a(x,))
2
= H[#(Ba(i)) = 1(Bogi-n)]a(xs@)
i=1
[ 2
! _ Bow)-u(Eoi-1) | [T
1- D(l —tg (Xg(i))q)# a(i) o(i-1) | l_l(fa_ (xg(i)))y(BU(i))—u(Ba(i_l)) )
—< , l=21 >
a 2 1_[(f+(x 1)) Bo)=#(Bo(i-1)
1- H(l = tg (o) D Eo®)HEai-n) | | 1 [He Ao
i=1
If n=k,
IV@-ROFCA (a(xy), a(x,),, a(x))
LT (Bo)-1(Baan) | [T
— — - , H\Ba@))~ M\ Ba(i-
1 U(l ta (Xg@) 7 oW =07, n(f“_ (xa_(i)))ﬂ(Ba(i))-ﬂ(Ba(i—1)) )
=< - i=1 >

’

k
1_[(fa+(xa(i)))" (Bow)#(Bot-2)

k
i=1

q 1- 1_[(1 - t;(xg(l-))q)”(BU(i))_”(BU(i—D)

i=1

If n=k+1, the results of IVq-ROFCA are as follows:

IVQ-ROFCA(a(xy), a(xz),, a(Xy41))
k+1

= U[M(Ba(i)) - M(Bg(i—n)]a(xa(i))

- U["(B”@) — 1(B-)a(xo) ® [1(Bogerny) — 1(Bogo)a(Xowsn))

k
! k
1- 1_[(1 -tz (xa(i))q)H(Ba(i))_H(Bzr(i—l)), n(fa_ (xg(i)))y(Bd(i))—#(Bg(i_l)),
i=1 |
=< , l=k1 >®
H(fa+(xo.(i)))”(Bo(i))_H(Bd(i_l))
i=1

. K
1— 1_[(1 _ t;—(xg(i))q)#(Bzr(i))_#(Bzr(i—l))
i=1




q\/l -(1-t; (xﬂ(k+1))Q)/"(Bd(k+1))_/"(3a(k)) [(fa (xo_(k+1)))#(30'(k+1)) #(Bg(k)) l

<
q\/l - (11—t} (xa(k+1))q)#(Ba(kn))—#(Ba(k)) Ua (xﬂ(k+1)))ﬂ(3a(k+1)) (Bo00)
\/ -6 (xa_(l))q)#(BJ(t)) #(Boi- 1)) Ifarsers (xd()))u(Ba(z)) w(Ba(i-)
=< Hk+1(fa (xa_(l)))#(Bo'(l)) #(Bg(i-1))

11\/1 — T =t (o ))q)ﬂ(Ba(o) #(Bg(i-1))

The Equation (13) holds, the Theorem 1 is established.

Example 1. There are three suppliers {x;, x,, x5} to be chosen. The core competitiveness of sup-
pliers can be evaluated by three criteria {C;, C,, C5}: C;: the level of technological innovation; C,:
the ability of circulation control; C5: the capability of management. The decision matrix A =
(aij)3xs is generated by experts’ evaluation, in which the evaluation value a;; =<
[tgl.j,t;rij] , [fa_i,-:fat,-] > (i,j = 1,2,3) is IVq-ROFNs, shown in Table 1. Now it needs to evaluate
the core competitiveness of {x;, x,, x3} according to the decision matrix A = (a;;)3x3, Which pro-
vides the reference for the manufacturing enterprise to select. The fuzzy measure u represents each
attribute and attributes set as follow:

p(@) =0, u({Cy, G5, C5}) = 1, u({G,}) = u({C:}) = 0.4, u({C5}) = 0.3,
n({Cy, C53) = 0.5, u({Cy, G5} = p({C3, (3} = 0.8

Table 1. decision matrix A = (a;j)sx3

Cq C> Cs3
X <[0.7,0.9],[0.3,05]> <[0.3,0.4],[0.5,0.6]> <[0.5,0.6],[0.4,0.5]>
X, <[0.6,0.8],[0.4,0.5]> <[0.3,0.5],[0.5,0.7]> <[0.4,0.7].[0.3,0.5]>
X5 <[0.6,0.8],[0.3,0.4]> <[0.4,0.6],[0.4,0.5]> <[0.5,0.7],[0.3.0.5]>

When qis 2, the evaluation C; of supplier x; dissatisfies t:{uq + faﬁlq < 1;Whenqis 3, all
elements in A meet t:{i]. + faf]. < 1. Therefore, set the value of g as 3, and the results of 1Vg-
ROFCA are as follows:

1, = IVq — ROFCA(x1(Cy), x,(C3), %,(C3)) =< [0.57,0.78],[0.37,0.52] >
1, = IVq — ROFCA(x,(Cy), x,(C3), x,(C5)) =< [0.49,0.73],[0.37,0.46] >
r3 = IVq — ROFCA(x3(Cy), x5(C3), x3(C5)) =< [0.50,0.70], [0.32,0.46] >

It's easy to find r;, r, and r; are IVQ-ROFNs. According to score function that shows in
Equation (9), the order of their corresponding score function can be derived: S(ry) > S(ry) >
S(r3), which represents that supplier x; is better than x, and xs.

Theorem 2. Suppose that a(x;) =< [t; (x), tF (x)] [fa (), fif (x)] > (i = 1,2, ...,n) is a set
of IVQ-ROFNSs, u is the fuzzy measure on a nonempty finite set X, then the IVg-ROFCA have the
following four properties:

(1) Idempotency: If it is existed a(x) =< [tz (x), tF ), [fa O, fF ()] > (i =12, ..,1n),
and a(x;) = a(x) for all elements in a(x;). Then the following equation can be obtained:
IV@-ROFCA(a(xy), a(xy), ..., a(xy)) = a(x).

(2) Boundedness: AssUme @, = [min (tz,), min (t3)], [max (f;;), max (f)] > and
Amax =< [max (tg,), max (¢3)], [min (f;,), min (f;)] > are two IVg-ROFNs in a(x;), then
Amin <1VQ- ROFCA(a(xl) a(xz) 5 a(xp)) < Amax-

(3) Commutativity: Suppose that (a'(xy),a’(x,),..,a’(x,)) is any permutation of
(a(xy),a(xy),...,a(xy)) , then the equality IVq-ROFCA(a(xl),a(xZ), ...,a(xn)) =
IVg-ROFCA(a'(x;),a’(x3), ..., a’ (x,)) holds.

(4) Monotonicity: Let 8 (x;) =< [tz (x), tg (x)] [fg (¥, f5 (x)]1 > (i = 1,2,...,n) be
a IVQ-ROFS. For any i, which satisfies that tg < tg,ti <tg,fo = fz. fa = fg, . then
IV@-ROFCA(a(x1), a(xz), -, a(x,)) < IVQ-ROFCA(B(x1), B (x2),+, B (Xn))-

The proof process of Theorem is given below.

Proof of Theorem2:
(1) Because all elements inthe a(x;) are equal and a(x;) = a(x),

u(x) = % and u(Bo@)) — #(Bsi-1)) = %

IVq — ROFCA(a(xy),a(xy), ...,a(x,)) =



i=1

< e, (f (xd(l.)))“(Ba(i))_l’-(Ba(i—l)) >

q\/l (1 -t (xg(i))q)#(Ba(i))_ﬂ(Ba(i—l)), [l’[” (fa_(xg(i)))”(B”(i))_H(B”(i_D)'

q\/l -, - tc-li-(xg(l,))q)#(Ba(i))_l‘(Ba(i—l))

>

N s [H?zl(f;(x))%,
i q\/l I, (1 — e oy | T (e G
VI-A- GO (@)

1T— 1 — ez (D) | Lfa ()

ez GO fa (),
Mo iAeQ)

(2) According to the Equation (9), it can be seen that:

=< >= a(x)o

1
S(amin) = 5 [(min (£2))* + (min (5))* = (max (f6))* = (max(fa))*]

1
S(@max) = 5 [(max (tz))? + (max (ta))? — (min (f5))? — (min(f3}))]
For any ¢, it satisfies:
(min (z))7 < (7)< (max (t3))°
1= (min (tz))? =1 — (t5)? = 1 — (max (¢3,))*

1_[(1 — (min (tgi))Q)#(Ba(i))_l‘(Ba(i—l)) > 1_[(1 — () yr(Bow)-#(Bo(i-1))
i=1 i=1

> | |- (max (t;i))q)#(Ba(i))_ﬂ(Ba(i—l))
]

1-| |@ = (min (t;i))Q)u(Ba(i))-#(Ba(i—l)) <1-| [a- G Yu(Bo(n)~H(Boi-1))
L] L]

<1-— 1_[(1 — (max (t;i))Q)H(Ba(i))_ﬂ(Ba(i—l))
i=1

Namely:
(min (t;))7 <1 - H(l — () DBl toun) < (max ()"
i=1
Similarly:
(min(t2)? < — | L= (e2) o) HCoo) < (max(eg)”
i=1
(min(f)® < | [((f) "y Bl #Bation) < (max(fip)e
iﬁl
(min(£)7 < | [ (i) ) ai0) < (max(f))?
i=1
Sorted out:

S(Amin) < SUVq — ROFCA(ay, ay, ..., an)) < S(Amax)
Amin < 1IVq — ROFCA(aq, ay, ..., ap) < Qa0

(3) According to Definition 8, it can be easily derived that



IVq — ROFCA(a(xy),a(xy), ...,a(x,)) =

q\/l - (1 -t (xa(i))q)M(Bﬂ(i))_ﬂ(Bd(i_l))' (i Gt ) Be@)=#(Boti-n) | .
q\/l o | O 4 (xa(i))q)#(Ba(i))—ﬂ(Ba(i-n) , H?=1(fa+(xa(i)))M(B”(i))_#(B”(i'l))

= IVQ-ROFCA(a' (x;),a’(x3), ..., a’ (x,))O
(4) From the Definition 8 and tg; < tz,, it can be found that
ta, (X)) < tp, (Xo))?
1—ta,(xe@)? = 1 — tg,(X50)?

Thus,

n n

[ ] = taroaey 0o > T (1 = g, G ) o)

i=1 i=1

n n
q q
_ U(Bg(i))—H(Bg(i- — H(Bg(i))—H(Bg(i-
1 _| |(1 — t7 (o)) (Bo(n)—#(Bo(i-1)) < h _| |(1 _tﬁi(xa(i))q) (Bo(n)—H(Bo(i-1))
i=1 i=1

Similarly,

q n q n
1= [ [ - o)ty oo < 1 = | [t = o (o)) Eo)-#Bou-s)
i=1 i=1

H(f“_" (o)) o) H(Bati-0) > H(fﬁ_i(xa(i)))'u (Bo)=#(Boii-n)
i=1 i=1

1_[(fzflT (o)) Fo®)=1Bot-0) > H(fﬁt(xa(i)))# (o) -#(Boti-n)
i=1 i=1

According to Definition 6, it is obviously discovered that IVq-ROFCA (a(x;), a(x;),

»a(xp)) < IVQ-ROFCA(B(x1), B(x2),+, B(xy)) D.

Definition 9. Let u be a fuzzy measure on X ( u(@) =0 ) and a(x) =<
[ta (xo), ta ()], [fa (), fa" (x)] > (i = 1,2,+-,n) be n IVg-ROFNS.

Q) fu(BuC) =u(B)+u(C) forall B,C <X, BnC =@, and it is independent for any ele-
mentsin X that means u(B) = X, 1({x;}). Then, the IVg-ROFCA transforms to interval-val-
ued g-rung orthopair fuzzy weighted Choquet averaging (IVg-ROFWCA) operator, which shows
as:

IVq — ROFWCA(a(xy),a(xy), ...,a(x,)) =

1 _ p({x)
\[1 - ?:1(1 — g (xa(i))q) , H?=1(fa_(xa(i)))”({xi}),

< >
TR (FF (i) D
1T, (1 — £ Gy )0yt | LT Go@)) ™

(14)

(2) If for all Bc X, there is u(B) =X\ 2;, we have A; = u(By) — u(Boi-n)(i =
1,2,..,n), where 1= (44,15, ..,4,)"(A, =0) and ¥, A, =1(i =1,2,..,n). Further, the
IVg-ROFCA operator reduce to interval-valued g-rung orthopair fuzzy order Choquet averaging
(IVg-ROFOCA) operator as Equation (15).

IVqg — ROFOCA(a(xy),a(xy), ...,a(x,)) =

‘i/l - H?:l(l - tl;(xﬂ(i))q))% ’ ?:1(fa_(x0'(i)))ai ’

< ! n + i
q\/l =TI (1 — tF (o)DM =1 (fa" (o))

(15)

(3) Ifforall B < X, thereis u(B) = Q(Xx,es #t ({x;}) Where Q is a basic unit-interval monotonic
function, satisfies monotonicity in [0,1] and follows properties: (i)Q(0) = 0; (ii))Q(1) =



L@DQM() =Qy) for x>y . Then we let w;=pu(Bsw)— 1Bou-n) =
Qjcin({xo})) — Q< n({xo})) @ = 1,2,...,n), where w = (wy, wy, ..., w,)" (W, = 0)
and Y, w; =1(i =1,2,..,n). The IVg-ROFCA change to Equation (16) that is called interval-
valued g-rung orthopair fuzzy order weighted Choquet averaging (IVg-ROFOWCA) operator.

IVqg — ROFOWCA(a(xy), a(xy), ...,a(x,)) =
1/1 - Hln:1(1 - tc?(xa(i))q)wi’
V1 =TIL (1 = td Ceo) DV

Especially, if for all i = 1,2, ..., n, existing that u({x;}) = % then the 1Vg-ROFOWCA operator
reduces to the 1Vq-ROFOCA operator. In addition, we develop the IVq-ROFCG operator next.

NIy (- Ge@))™ Ty (ff (o)) ™i] > (16)

3.2. IVq-ROFCG

Definition 10. Let u be a fuzzy measure on on nonempty finite set X = {x;, x5, ..., x,} (u(®) =
0), and a(x;) =< [t7 (x), tF ()], [fa (x), f¥ (x)] > (i = 1,2, ...,n) be IVg-ROFNs. Then, the
IVg-ROFCG can be defined as Equation (17):

() f adu=1Vq — ROFCG(a(xl),a(xz), ...,a(xn)) =

M1 [1(Byy) — #(Bo-1))]a(Xe i) 17)

Where Choquet integral expresses as (C,) [ a du, (0(1), o(2), ...,a(n)) is a permutation of
1,2,..n) which  satisfies  that  a(x,p)) = a(x2)) = - = a(xsm)), By =
{xa(l):xu(z): ...,x(,(i)},i =12,..,n, Ba’(O) = 0.

Theorem 3. If u is a fuzzy measure and a(x;) =< [t7(x;), tZ ()1 [ e, fuf (x)] > (i =
1,2,...n) is IVg-ROFNs, u(@) = 0. Then, IVg-ROFCG is show as Equation (18):

IVq — ROFCG (a(xy),a(xy), ...,a(x,) =

[ >18)

q - .
[ttt A D
[T (£8 (o)) (Po®) 7 (Pati-) "\[1 — T, (1 = £ (%)) D#Bo@)#(Bat-n)

The proof of Theorem 3 is similar to Theorem 1, so the proof is omitted.

Theorem 4. Let a(x;) =< [t7 (x), tF (x)], [fa (e, fof (x)] > (i = 1,2, ...,n) bean IVg-ROFS,
u is a fuzzy measure on nonempty finite set X, IVg-ROFCG satisfies the following four properties:

(1) Idempotency: Assuming there is a(x) =< [tz (x), tF ()], [fa (x), fat (x)] >, which ful-
fills that a(x)=a(x;)(i = 1,2,:-,n), then IVq-ROFCG(a(x;), a(x;), -, a(x,)) = a(x).

(2) Boundedness: Suppose @y, =< [min (tz,), min (t3,)], [max (f;;), max (f;)] > and
Umax =< [max (tz), max (t3)], [min (f;;),min (f)] > are two IVQ-ROFNs, then
Amin <TVg-ROFCG(a(xy), a(xy), ...,a(xy)) < Gmax-

(3) Commutativity: If  (a'(xy),a’(xy),...,a'(x,)) is the permutation of
(a(xy),a(xy),...,a(xy)) , then the equality IVq-ROFCG(a(xl), a(x,), ...,a(xn)) =
IVg-ROFCG(a'(x;),a’(x3), ..., a’ (x,)) holds.

(4) Monotonicity: If IV-ROFS B (x) =< [tz (x;), tg ()], [fg ), f (x)] > (i =
12,..,n), for any B (x;) , satisfies that tg, < tg,ta. < tg,fa = fg, fa; = fz,, then we have
IVQ-ROFCG(a(xy), a(xy), ..., a(x,)) < IVG-ROFCG(B(x1), B(x2), ..., B(xn)).

The proof of Theorem 4 is similar to Theorem 2, so the proof is omitted.

Definition 11. Let u be a fuzzy measure on X (u(@ =0 ) and a(x) =<
[ta (xo), ta (), [fa (), fa" (x)] > (i = 1,2,-,n) be n IVg-ROFNS.

Q) If u(BuC)=u(B)+u(C) forall B,C <X, BnC = @, and it is independent for any ele-
ments in X that means u(B) = ¥,ep #({x;}). Then, the IVq-ROFCG transform to interval-val-
ued g-rung orthopair fuzzy weighted Choquet geometric (IVg-ROFWCG) operator, which shows
as:

IVq — ROFWCG (a(xy), a(xy), ..., alx,)) =



(19)

a NG
[T (22 (o)), \/1 T, (1 - fa (%)) )
n et Yy |
=t (xﬂm)) q\/l - ?:1(1 - fa+(xd(i))q)”({xi})
(2) Ifforall B € X, thereis u(B) = %%/ 4;, we have 4; = u(By) — (Byi—))(i = 1,2, ...,0),
where 1= (14,43, ...,4,)T(4, =0) and ¥, A, = 1(i = 1,2, ...,n). Further, the IVg-ROFCG

reduce to interval—valued g-rung orthopair fuzzy order Choquet geometric (IVg-ROFOCG) opera-
tor as Equation (20).

IVqg — ROFOCG (a(x,), a(xy), ..., a(xy)) =

q A

T (6 Geo)) ™ Jl—H?ﬂ(l—fa‘("am)q) :
n + )'i 4

D] s (- e (o)

(3) Ifforall B < X, thereis u(B) = Q(Xx,es 4 ({x;}) where Q is a basic unit-interval monotonic
function, satisfies monotonicity in [0,1] and follows properties: (i)Q(0) = 0; (ii))Q(1) =
1 ({ii)Q(x) = Q) for x>y . Then we let w;=u(Bop)—1Bsu-n) =
Q(Z]q/,t({x(,(i)})) - Q(Zjd/,t({x(,(i)}))(i =1,2,..,n), where w = (wy,ws, ..., w,)T(w, = 0)
and Y, w; =1(i =1,2,..,n). The IVg-ROFCG change to Equation (21) that is called interval-
valued g-rung orthopair fuzzy order weighted Choquet geometric (1Vq-ROFOWCG) operator.

(20)

IVq — ROFOWCG (a(xy), a(xy), ..., a(xy)) =

[T (ta Ceo )™ =TI (1 i )™

n + wi |’ -
i=1ta Xo))™ ] f
(ta () 1= T (4 = fa (%) )™

Espcially, if for all i = 1,2, ...,n, existing that u({x;}) = % then the 1Vq-ROFOWCG operator
reduces to the IVg-ROFOCG operator.

4. Group decision-making method based on IVg-ROFCA

In this section we develop the group decision-making method based on 1IVq-ROFCA. For a
MAGDM problem, let X = {x;, x,, ..., x,,} be the set of alternatives, the set of C = {C;, C;, ..., C;,}
represents attributes, and u(C;)(j = 1,2, ...,n) is the fuzzy measure of attributes. In addition, there
is a set of experts e = {e, e,, ..., e, }. For each expert, a decision matrix can be obtained according
to different alternatives and attribute. For the k-th expert ey, the decision matrix is expressed as:
(r)

AW = (a(k))mxn, a§j> means the k-th expert's decision value for attribute j in alternative i. a;j

is an 1Vg-ROFNs that satisfies (t (k))q + (f (k))q < 1(q = 1), where the value of q is adapted to

the actual situation. Because of the d|fferences between physical dimensions of attributes, the de-
cision matrix is required to be standardized. Correspondingly, , is assumed here to represent the
benefit type and Q, represent the cost type, and the standardization processing shown as Equations
(22), and Equation (23) is the complement operation of fuzzy numbers.

(k) (k)
a; e
(k) ij i 1 (i = .
i=12,...mj=12..,n) (22)
g {(a(k)) a(k) €N,
@) =<|fo. fatk)],[t;(k),t;(k)] >(=12.,mj=12.,n) (23)
ij ij ij ij

The steps of the group decision-making method are as follows:

(1) Deriving the fuzzy measure and the subset of experts and attributes;

(2) According to the evaluation matrix given by experts, choose the appropriate value of g.
When the amount of data is small, the value of g can be determined by observation. If the amount

q q
of data is large, whether g meets(t (k)) + (faﬁk)) < 1(g = 1) can be tested and selected by
ij ij
traversal method.



(3) Using Equations (22) and (23) convert the decision matrix A®) into 4'®;

(4) The IVg-ROFCA is used to aggregate A'(K) = (a’EJ’.‘))an iNto R = () mxn, and the col-
lection matrix is derived by Equation (24), ngt) represents the 1Vq-ROFNSs in the decision matrix
given by the t-th expert.

ry =IVq—ROFCA(a'Y, @', .,a'P)(i =12, ..,mj = 1,2,..,n) (24)

(5) In the second process of aggregation is carried out through 1Vg-ROFCA, Equation (25) is
used to calculate each row in R, which will generate the 1Vq-ROFNSs r; of the corresponding i-th
row as the result.

= - i1, Vin, o, Vi) (i =1,2,...,m
i IVq ROFCA( i1, 'i2 m)( 1,2 ) (25)

(6) The score value and exact value of r; are obtained according to Equation (9) and (10),
which can further determine the ranking result of alternatives according to the Definition 6 as the
ranking of ;.

5. Case Study on the warning management system for hypertension

5.1. Decision result by proposed group decision-making method

In order to improve the management efficiency of doctors, we plan to develop a daily follow-
up warning management system for hypertension. It is decided that the warning level is divided by
5 colors, x;(i = 1,2,3,4,5), x; indicates that emergency treatment is required and the resident
shall seek treatment immediately, showing red; x, indicates that treatment is required and resi-
dents need treatment in time, showing orange; x5 indicates the requirement for timely follow-up
to promote management, showing yellow; x, that blood pressure management is needed in the
future, and the color is blue; x5 indicates that the management service is not needed temporarily,
the blood pressure is normal, and the color is green. The warning level is related to various factors
of hypertension patients, among which the blood pressure measurements, related diseases, related
risk factors, and follow-up time intervals are represented as the attributes, marked by C = {C;, C,,
Cs, C,}. From a managerial perspective, C,, C,, and C; are benefit types, and C, is cost type.
With different importance, fuzzy measured of {C;, C,, C5, C,} show in Table 2:

Table 2. Fuzzy measure of attributes

Fuzzy measure of {C;, C,, C3, C4}

u({e}) =0 #({C2,C5)) = 045

n({Ci}) = 0.2 u({C;,Ch}) = 0.5

u({c;}) =0.2 #({Cs,C4}) = 0.57

n({Cs}) = 0.25 1({Cy, C;,C3}) = 0.65

n({C4}) = 0.35 u({Cy, C5,Co}) = 0.77
n({C,,C,}) = 0.42 1({Cy, C3,C,}) = 0.8
1({C,,C3}) = 0.45 n({Cz, C5,C4}) = 0.8
n({C,,C}) = 0.5 n({Cy, C,C5,C,}) = 1.0

Without taking medicine, a 60 years old resident had a measured value and related factors as
following: the measured value of systolic blood pressure was 153 mmHg, the measured value of
diastolic blood pressure was 98 mmHg, there was no relevant disease record, obesity and family
genetic history, and the doctor had no follow-up record. The evaluation value given by three experts
e = {ey, €5, e3} invited is represented by IVg-ROFNs, and the fuzzy measure of them are u{e,} =
pler} = ples} = 0.4, ufey, er} = pufes, e3} = pfey, e3} = 0.7, pfey, e;, €33 = 1. See Table 3-5
for the evaluation values of the three experts after standardization. We will use the proposed group
decision-making method to derive decision result.

Table 3. Decision matrix A’ by e,

¢y G, C; Cs

X1

<[0.7,0.8],[0.2,03] > | <[050.6],[0.607]> | <[0.809],[0.1,02]> | <[0.1,0.2],[0.8,0.95] >




X, <[0.8,0.9],[0.1,0.2] > | <[0.5,0.55], [0.4,0.5] > | <[0.8,0.9],[0.1,0.15] > | <[0.1,0.2],[0.8,0.95] >
X3 <[0.9,0.95],[0.1,0.2] > | <[0.5,0.6], [0.3,04] > | <[0.8,0.85],[0.2,0.3] > | <[0.1,0.2],[0.8,0.9] >
Xy <[0.6,0.7],[0.4,05] > | <[0.4,05],[0.3,04]> | <[0.75,0.8],[0.2,0.3] > | <[0.2,0.3],[0.7,0.8] >
X5 <[0.1,0.2],[0.8,0.9] > | <[0.2,0.3],[0.5,0.6] > | <[0.7,0.85],[0.3,0.4] > | <[0.2,0.3],[0.6,0.7] >
Table 4. Decision matrix A® by e,
(o C, C; C,
X4 <[0.6,0.7],0.2,0.3] > | <[0.6,0.65], [0.4,0.5] > | <[0.8,0.9], [0.1,0.2] > | <[0.1,0.2],[0.8,0.95] >
< <[0.5,0.55], [0.4,0.5] > < <[0.1,0.2],[0.8,0.95] >
2 [0.9,0.95],[0.1,0.15] > [0.8,0.85],[0.1,0.15] >
< <[0.5,0.6], [0.3,0.4] > | <[0.8,0.85],[0.2,0.3] > | <[0.1,0.2],[0.85,0.9] >
*3 [0.85,0.9],[0.1,0.15] >
Xy <[0.4,0.5],[0.3,04] > | <[0.4,05],[0.3,04]> | <[0.75,0.8],[0.2,0.3] > | <[0.2,0.3],[0.85,0.9] >
Xs <[0.1,0.2],[0.8,0.95] > | <[0.2,0.3],[0.5,0.6] > | <[0.7,0.85],[0.3,0.4] > | <[0.2,0.3],[0.7,0.85] >
Table 5. Decision matrix A’®) by e,
Cy C; Cs Cy
X1 <[0.7,0.8],[0.2,0.3] > <[0.5,0.6], [0.4,0.5] > <[0.8,0.9], [0.1,0.2] > <[0.1,0.2],[0.8,0.95] >
<[0.85,0.9],[0.1,0.2] > | <[0.5,0.55],[0.4,0.5] > < <[0.1,0.2],[0.8,0.95] >
2 [0.8,0.85],[0.1,0.15] >
< <[0.6,0.7], [0.3,0.4] > <[0.8,0.85],[0.2,0.3] > | <[0.1,0.2],[0.85,0.9] >
3 [0.9,0.95],[0.15,0.2] >
<[0.6,0.7],[0.4,0.5] > <[0.5,0.6], [0.3,0.4] > < <[0.2,0.3],[0.85,0.9] >
Xa [0.75,0.85],[0.2,0.3] >
<[0.1,0.2],[0.8,09] > | <[0.4,05],[0.7,0.8] > | <[0.75,0.8], [0.3,0.4] > <
Xs [0.2,0.3],[0.75,0.85] >
The value of g is set as 3 via observation, which satisfies the requirements. Then, the collective
matrix R can be obtained by 1Vg-ROFCA, shown as Table 6.
Table 6. Collective matrix R
Cy C, Cs Cs

r1

<[0.67,0.78],[0.20,0.30]>

<[0.54,0.62],[0.47,0.57]>

<[0.80,0.90],[0.10,0.20]>

<[0.10,0.20],[0.80,0.95]>

r;

<[0.85,0.92],[0.10,0.18]>

<[0.50,0.55],[0.40,0.50]>

<[0.80,0.871,[0.10,0.15]>

<[0.10,0.20],[0.80,0.95]>

r3

<[0.89,0.94],[0.11,0.18]>

<[0.54,0.64],[0.30,0.40]>

<[0.80,0.85],[0.20,0.30]>

<[0.10,0.20],[0.83,0.90] >

ry

<[0.56,0.66],[0.37,0.47]>

<[0.44,0.54],[0.30,0.40]>

<[0.75,0.82],[0.20,0.30]>

<[0.20,0.30],[0.79,0.86]>

rs

<[0.10,0.20],[0.80,0.91]>

<[0.29,0.39],[0.55,0.65]>

<[0.72,0.84],[0.30,0.40]>

<[0.20,0.30],[0.67,0.79]>

Calculate each row in R to obtain the comprehensive attribute value of each alternative
through IVVg-ROFCA, the results show as follow.
r, =< [0.63,0.74],[0.32,0.46] >
r, =< [0.69,0.77],[0.29,0.39] >
r; =< [0.72,0.78],[0.32,0.42] >
r, =< [0.56,0.64],[0.40,0.50] >
s =< [0.49,0.60], [0.55,0.66] >
The score of each alternative can be derived by Equation (9):
S(ry) = 0.53,5(ry) = 0.70,5(r3) = 0.74, S(r,) = 0.25, S(r5) = —0.12
Sort the alternatives according to the ranking of scores:




S(r3) > S(r) > S(ry) > S(1a) > S(rs)
Therefore, the ranking result of alternatives x; > x, > x; > x, > x5 can be obtained, and
x5 is the optimal selection, which means the doctor is required for timely follow-up to promote
management of blood pressure of the patient and receive yellow warning.

5.2. Paramater analysis

In order to further verify the influence of the value of ¢, we conduct the analysis for different
values of g in this section, which are separately as 2,3,4 and 5 of this case, and the result obtained
is as follows Table 7 and Figure 1 shows.

Table 7. Decision result with q=2,3,4,5

Results of IVgq-ROFCA Score of alternatives Ranking of alternatives
7, =< [0.60,0.71], [0.32,0.46] > S(ry) = 0.55
r, =< [0.65,0.74], [0.29,0.39] > S(r,) = 0.73
r, =< [0.69,0.76], [0.32,0.42] > S(r;) = 0.77 Xy > X, > X > X, > X
r, =< [0.53,0.62], [0.40,0.50] > S(r,) = 0.26
r. =< [0.44,0.56], [0.55,0.66] > S(ro) = —0.23
7, =< [0.63,0.74],[0.32,0.46] > S(r,) = 0.53
r, =< [0.69.0.77], [0.29,0.39] > S(r,) = 0.70
rs =< [0.72,0.78], [0.32,0.42] > S(ry) = 0.74 Xg > Xy > Xy > Xy > X
r, =< [0.56,0.64], [0.40,0.50] > S(r,) = 0.52
r. =< [0.49.0.60], [0.55.0.66] > S(rs) = —0.12
7, =< [0.65,0.75], [0.32,0.46] > S(ry) = 0.44
r, =< [0.71,0.79], [0.29,0.39] > S(r,) = 0.61
75 =< [0.74,0.80], [0.32,0.42] > S(ry) = 0.67 Xg > Xy > Xy > Xy > X
r, =< [0.58.0.66], [0.40,0.50] > S(r,) = 021
r. =< [0.53,0.64],[0.55,0.66] > S(rs) = —0.03
7, =< [0.67,0.77],[0.32,0.46] > S(r,) = 0.38
r, =< [0.72.0.80],[0.29.0.39] > S(r,) = 0.51
r; =< [0.75,0.81],[0.32,0.42] > S(ry) =0.57 X3 > Xy > Xy > X, > X
r, =< [0.60,0.68], [0.40,0.50] > S(r,) = 0.18
r. =< [0.56,0.66], [0.55,0.66] > S(rg) = 0.005

It can be seen from Table 7 that the score rankings are always: S(r3) > S(r,) > S(ry) >
S(r,) > S(rs). That is, the early warning results are all yellow warnings, which are consistent with
the results obtained in Table 7, so the decision result does not change due to the variation in the
value of g. However, with the increase of q value, it can be easily discovered that scores of the
alternatives are declining completely, but show different trends of downward. Considering the prac-
tical application, there is not much practical significance of IVq-ROFNs with the large value of g
is too large, which often does not exceed 5. Therefore, the value of g will not have an impact on
the final decision result.
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Figure 1. Decision result with g=2,3,4,5

5.3. Comparison analysis

In this section, the method proposed in this paper is used to solve the case in [26], which is
compared with the method given in [26] and [40] and purposed to verify our operators.There are 5
alternatives for 3 experts e;, e, and e; to select with 4 attributes C,;, C,, C; and C,, and the

x5

evaluation matrices A®, A® and A® of interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy numbers (IVIFNS)

given are as Table 8, Table 9 and Table 10. Besides, the fuzzy measures of experts are u{e;} =
plez} = ples} = 04, pfey, e;} = pley, e3} = pfey, e33 =073, pfey, e5,e53 =1, and fuzzy

measures of attributes are show in Table 11.

Table 8. Decision matrix A®

Gy

G

Cs

Cy

X1

<[0.4,0.5],[0.3,0.4] >

<[0.4,0.6],[0.2,0.4] >

<[0.1,0.3],[0.5,0.6] >

<[0.3,0.4],[0.3,0.5] >

X2

<[0.6,0.7],[0.2,0.3] >

<[0.6,0.7],[0.2,0.3] >

<[0.4,0.7],[0.1,0.2] >

<[0.5,0.6],[0.1,0.3] >

<[0.6,0.71,[0.1,0.2] >

<[0.5,0.6],[0.3,0.4] >

<[0.5,0.6],[0.1,0.3] >

<[0.4,0.5],[0.2,0.4] >

X4

<[0.3,0.4],[0.2,0.3] >

<[0.6,0.7],[0.1,0.3] >

<[0.3,0.4],[0.1,0.2] >

<[0.3,0.71,[0.1,0.2] >

X5

<[0.7,0.8],[0.1,0.2] >

<[0.3,0.5,[0.1,0.3] >

<[0.5,0.6],[0.2,0.3] >

<[0.3,0.4],[0.5,0.6] >

Table 9. Decision matrix A®

Gy

G

Cs

Cy

X1

<[0.3,0.4],[0.4,05] >

<[0.5,0.6],[0.1,0.3] >

<[0.4,05],[0.3,0.4] >

<[0.4,0.6],[0.2,0.4] >

<[0.3,0.6],[0.3,0.4] >

<[0.4,0.7],[0.1,0.2] >

<[0.5,0.6],[0.2,0.3] >

<[0.6,0.71,[0.2,0.3] >

X3

<[0.6,0.8,[0.1,0.2] >

<[0.5,0.6],[0.1,0.2] >

<[0.5,0.7],[0.2,0.3] >

<[0.1,0.3],[0.5,0.6] >

X4

<[0.4,0.5],[0.3,0.5] >

<[0.5,0.8],[0.1,0.2] >

<[0.2,0.5],[0.3,0.4] >

<[0.4,0.71,[0.1,0.2] >

X5

<[0.6,0.7],[0.2,0.3] >

<[0.6,0.71,[0.1,0.2] >

<[0.5,0.7],[0.2,0.3] >

<[0.6,0.71,[0.1,0.3] >

Table 10. Decision matrix A®)




¢y

C;

C3

Cy

X1

<[0.2,0.5],[0.3,0.4] >

<[0.4,05],[0.1,0.2] >

<[0.3,0.6],[0.2,0.3] >

<[0.3,0.71,[0.1,0.3] >

X2

<[0.2,0.71,[0.2,0.3] >

<[0.3,0.6],[0.2,0.4] >

<[0.4,0.71,[0.1,0.2] >

<[0.5,0.8],[0.1,0.2] >

X3

<[0.5,0.6],[0.3,0.4] >

<[0.7,0.8],[0.1,0.2] >

<[0.5,0.6],[0.2,0.3] >

<[0.4,0.5],[0.3,0.4] >

<[0.3,0.6],[0.2,0.4] >

<[0.4,0.6],[0.2,0.3] >

<[0.1,0.4],[0.3,0.6] >

<[0.3,0.71,[0.1,0.2] >

X5

<[0.6,0.71,[0.1,0.3] >

<[0.5,0.6],[0.3,0.4] >

<[0.5,0.6],[0.2,0.3] >

<[0.5,0.6],[0.2,0.4] >

Table 11. Fuzzy measures of experts and attributes

Fuzzy measures of attributes

w{C;} =04 u{C,,C,} = 0.43

u{C,} = 0.25 u{Cs, C,} = 0.54

u{Cs} =0.37 uw{C;,C,,C3} = 0.88

u{C,} =0.2 w{C;,C,, C,} = 0.75
w{C;,C,} =0.6 w{C,;, C5,C,} = 0.84
w{C;, C} =07 u{C,,Cs,Cy} = 0.73
p{Cy,C4} = 0.56 #{C1, G5, C5,Ch} =1
u{C,,C5} = 0.68

For an IVIFS a(x,) =< [t; (x), t2 (x)), [fa (), faf (x)] > (i = 1,2,-+-,n), the General-
ized interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy geometric aggregation operator (GIIFGA) and interval-
valued intuitionistic fuzzy Einstein geometric Choquet integral operator (IVIFEGC) are as follow.

GHFGA(a(xy), a(x,),, a(xy)) =

n - ) — . _ (Bai)_ (BU i+1)
< [T (s (X))o #Bown) ] g o (1-t (xa(z)))u o

: (Boto)-#(Bogean) | | >
T2 (fa (xa(i)))# o)7H Pairn) 1- ?=1(1—t;{(xa(i)))”(Ba(i))_”(Ba(iH))

IVIFEGC(a(x,), a(xy),+, 8(xy)) =

- #(Bo)~1(Bo(i+))
2 H?=1 t& (xo'(i))o_(j)a i o(i+1

1(Bo(p)~1(Boi+1)
) +

#(Bo(p)—t(Bo(i+1)

?:1 (2 —ta (xU(i))a(j) ?:1 ty (xo'(i))g(j)

< U
#(Bo ()~ #(Bo(i+1))
2 H?:l tg (xi)a(j)ﬂ(l) s
w(Bo@)=#(Bo(i+n) w(Bo()-r(Ba(i+n)
?:1(2 _ tg (xi)a(j)) a(i) o(i+1) + 1—[;}:1 t‘.{(xi)g(j)o(t) a(i+1)

=, (1+f7 (xi))u(B”(i))_u(B”(i+1))—l'[}l=1(1—fa_ (xi))u(B”(i))_u(B“(i“))
(

M, (1477 (xi))“(B‘“i))“‘(Bf’““))+H?=1(1—fa‘ () (Ba)

M G (o) #Baten) g =g (o

w Bo(i+1))

Bo(it1))

> @7

)-#(
T 1 ey B @)1 Botien) oy, 1 () (Bo)-4(B o)

Where, (a(1),0(2),+,0(n)) is a permutation of (1,2,..n) that satisfies a(x,q)) <
A(%o(») <= A(xom))s Bowy = {Xoy Xorn)y - Xamh 1= 121, Bognary = 0.
In this case, we set the value of g as 1 and the IVVg-ROFNs in the above example are trans-

formed into the IVIFNS, which can be applied to the comparison with exist method. The result of
different method obtained show as Table 12 and Figure 2.
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Table 12. Results by different methods

Operators Score or closeness Alternatives ranking

Score:
S(x;) =0.24
Method proposed in this paper S(x3) = 0.74 Xs > X3 > Xy > X4 > X
S(x,) =0.48
S(xs) = 076

Score:
S(x1) =0.13
S(x,) = 0.66
IVIFEGC[40] S(x3) = 0.65 X > Xy > X3 > Xq > Xy
S(x,) =0.36
S(xs) = 0.69

Closeness:
r(x) = 0.4817
Choquet integral-based TOPSIS r(x,) = 0.5465

r(x3) = 0.5297 Xp > X3 > Xq > X5 > X
(CITOPSIS)[26] r(x,) = 0.4990
r(xs) = 0.4958

It can be seen from Table 12 that in this example, compared with the method in [40], the best
and worst choices obtained by the method proposed in this paper are the same, and there are obvious
differences in the scores of alternatives. However, there are some differences between x, and x;,
but deviation between them is not large. Using the method proposed in [26] to calculate this exam-
ple, the decision result is completely different from the other two methods, and the closeness of
each alternatives has little difference. The reason is as follows.

In this example, the membership degrees of IVIFNs are generally greater than that of non-
membership degrees. In the method investigated by [26], multiple decision matrices are aggregated
by CITOPSIS, which will further reduce the difference of the influence of the membership and
non-membership of each alternative on the results. Thus, the deviations of the alternatives are not
obvious. Contrarily, the method proposed in this paper uses IVg-ROFCA to process the data, which
further highlights the degree of expert support for the alternatives. The collective matrices of



GIIFGA and 1Vg-ROFCA of Table 8-10 are shown as Table 13-14. According to Equation (9), the
scores of these two matrices can be derived as Figure 3. From Figure 3, in the matrices show as
Table13-14, there is only a small gap between membership and non-membership, except the eval-
uation of x, on

C;. Correspondingly, it can be seen from Table 8-10 that the experts' evaluation of x, on C; gives
that existed the span of interval in membership with a wide range, such as [0.2,0.7]. Considering
the above, there are differences in the selection of x, between the method proposed in this paper
and [26]. On the other hand, it reflects that the method proposed in this paper will have more ad-
vantages when the degree of support of experts for the alternatives is significantly higher than that
of opposition

Table 13. Collective matrix by GIIFGA

Cq C, Cs C,
<[0.3017,0.4645], <[0.4373,0.5650], <[0.2452,0.4685], <[0.3299,0.5720],
. [0.2685,0.3687]> [0.1282,0.2983]> [0.3257,0.4280]> [0.1911,0.3925]>
<[0.3463,0.5386], <[0.4353,0.6715], <[0.4248,0.6715], <[0.5310,0.7083],
2 [0.2917,0.3925]> [0.1683,0.2983]> [0.1282,0.2283]> [0.1343,0.2616]>
<[0.5712,0.7083], <[0.5720,0.6732], <[0.5000,0.6382], <[0.2751,0.4356],
& [0.1590,0.2598]> [0.1590,0.2598]> [0.1683,0.3000]> [0.3257,0.4622] >
<[0.3242,0.4996], <[0.5000,0.7083], <[0.1951,0.4306], <[0.3366,0.7000],
" [0.2283,0.3990]> [0.1282,0.2616]> [0.2260,0.3966]> [0.1000,0.2000]>
<[0.6382,0.7384], <[0.4685,0.6075], <[0.5000,0.6382], <[0.4685,0.5720],
s [0.1282,0.2616]> [0.1716,0.2982]> [0.2000,0.3000]> [0.2614,0.4280]>
Table 14. Collective matrix by IVg-ROFCA
¢y C; Cs Cy
X1 <[0.3122,0.4748], <[0.4288,0.5694], <[0.2575,0.4686], <[0.3285,0.5722],
[0.3242,0.4248]> [0.132,0.2944]> [0.3219,0.4278]> [0.1871,0.3977]>
X2 <[0.4152,0.6758], <[0.4632,0.6701], <[0.4288,0.6758], <[0.5292,0.7056],
[0.2231,0.3242]> [0.1659,0.2957]> [0.1206,0.2231]> [0.1206,0.2624]>
X3 <[0.5694,0.7043], <[0.5776,0.6818], <[0.5000,0.6299], <[0.3306,0.4524],
[0.1437,0.2514]> [0.1552,0.2639]> [0.1516,0.3000]> [0.2928,0.4563]>
X4 <[0.3285,0.5004], <[0.5143,0.7043], <[0.2116,0.4288], <[0.3285,0.7000],
[0.2231,0.3787]> [0.1257,0.2689]> [0.1933,0.3456]> [0.1000,0.2000]>
Xs <[0.6435,0.7449], <[0.4614,0.5953], <[0.5000,0.6299], <[0.4614,0.5647],
[0.1206,0.2551]> [0.1437,0.2957]> [0.2000,0.3000]> [0.2393,0.4353]>
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6. Conclusion

This paper proposes several operators of 1Vg-ROFS based on Choquet integral, and further
develops the group decision-making method on this basis. Firstly, four operators of 1Vg-ROFS
based on Choquet integral are investigated, including 1IVq-ROFCA, IVq-ROFCG, IVqQ-ROFWCA,
IVg-ROFOCA, IVg-ROFOWCA, 1Vg-ROFWCG, 1Vg-ROFOCG, 1Vq-ROFOWCG. Moreover,
some properties of them are developed and proofed, such as idempotency, commutativity, mono-
tonicity and boundedness. Then a group decision-making method for MAGDM problems is pro-
posed based on IVq-ROFCA. In this method, the decision matrix of IVq-ROFNSs given by experts
is collected and then the 1Vg-ROFNSs of different alternatives will be obtained through 1Vg-ROFCA.
Finally, the ranking of alternatives is consistent with the result of corresponding IVVg-ROFNs based
on score function and exact function. In order to verify the proposed operators and group decision-
making method, combined with the case of early-warning model in daily management of hyperten-
sion, the results obtained are consistent with the actual management scheme, which is calculated
under the evaluation matrix given by medical experts. Meanwhile, it is proved that the operators
and group decision-making method proposed in this paper is feasible and effective. Besides, it is
proved that the value of g will not affect the decision-making results by set the different value of g
under the condition that the g power of membership and non-membership is less than 1. Further-
more, comparing the method proposed in this paper with the existing methods, which proves the
rationality of the operators and group decision-making methods proposed in this paper.
Nevertheless, the operators and group decision-making method proposed in this paper still
have some limitations. Because the operator proposed in this paper is used to deal with the problems
between 1VVg-ROFNSs, which is not able to be applied to other fuzzy environments. Similarly, the
group decision-making method proposed in this paper can only solve the MAGDM issues with
IVg-ROFNs. Besides, if the decision-making group was relatively large, the degree of consensus
between them will affect decision results. Therefore, the method proposed in this paper may be
limited in dealing with large-scale group decision-making problems. Further, our future research
direction will focus on consensus models of 1Vg-ROFNSs, such as group decision-making method
with consistency and consensus of 1Vq-ROFNs based on Choquet integral. Moreover, considering
the broad development prospect of fuzzy theory in the era of big data [41], the integration of group

decision-making method, machine learning and big data proposed in this paper is one of our re-
search directions in the future.
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