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PREFACE

For the first time authors have ventured to study, analyse
and investigate the properties of the fuzzy models, the experts
opinion and so on. Here the concept of merged Fuzzy Cognitive
Maps and Neutrosophic Cognitive Maps are carried out, which
are based on merged graphs and merged matrices. This concept
is better than the usual combined Fuzzy Cognitive Maps.
Further by this new technique we are able to give equal
importance to all the experts who work with the problem.

Here the new concept of New Average Fuzzy Cognitive
Maps and Neutrosophic Cognitive Maps is defined and
described. This new tool helps in saving time and economy.

Another new tool called Kosko Hamming distance of FCMs
and NCMs are defined which measures the closeness or
otherwise of the experts. The node with maximum vertices is

usually termed as a powerful node but here the influential node



in a FCMs (NCMs) is a node whose on state makes on the most
number of nodes in the hidden pattern given by it.

We wish to acknowledge Dr. K Kandasamy for his
sustained support and encouragement in the writing of this

book.

W.B.VASANTHA KANDASAMY
FLORENTIN SMARANDACHE
ILANTHENRAL K



Chapter One

INTRODUCTION

In this book we mainly analyse FCMs and NCMs. This
analysis by authors will lead the expert to understand more
about the problem. The main aim of the authors was a FCM or
a NCM does not in general function on the opinion of a single
expert but several experts. In [45, 79] the notion of combined
FCMs and NCMs are given. However combined FCMs (or
NCMs) has the disadvantage of canceling of the -1 with +1.

But one believes in the law of large numbers so we have to
build a method which can cater to each and every experts
opinion equally and also save time and economy. This has been
done in chapter IV where the new average simple FCMs and
NCMs are built and described. This newly modeled FCMs
(NCMs model) not only treats every expert equally but also
saves time and economy by working with a single dynamical
system.

Also a study of distance between hidden patterns of the
same initial state vectors analysed by two different experts by a
new method is carried out. This is defined as Kosko-Hamming
distance which measures whether two experts opinion are close
or very much deviant for a given initial state vector.
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This study is new and innovative for these Kosko Hamming
distance is defined only if two experts work on the same
problem with same number of attributes on the same initial state
vector. Such study exhibits the distance between two experts on
one specific initial state.

Now another important technique when the number of
attributes involved for study is very large we use the newly
defined concept of merged FCMs and NCMs. There are three
types of merging and they are discussed with examples. The
authors wish to keep on record that all the examples given in
this book are just illustrations and they are not any real material
worked with the real world problems.

To get the merged FCMs or NCMs the reader must be
familiar with working of the directed merged neutrosophic
graphs. For this concept please refer [100]. Now using this
concept of merged graphs in the directed graphs given by the
experts we can study merged FCMs. This is better than
combined FCMs (or NCMs) for merging does not affect the
entries of the connection matrix drastically. Such analysis and
study is described and developed in chapter Il of this book.

However in [100] the authors have already done a new
concept on FCMs known as the special combined FCMs. In
this case entries greater than 1 can also occur. This is not
merged so we call them as overlapping FCMs.

For more about FCMs and NCMs please refer [79].



Chapter Two

MERGED FCMs AND NCMS MODELS

In this chapter we introduce the new notion of Merged
Fuzzy Cognitive Maps model (MFCMs model) and
Merged Neutrosophic Cognitive Maps model (MNCMs
model).

Merged graphs and lattices got by merging the vertices
or edges or both have been discussed in the book [100].

Here we study mainly pseudo lattice graphs of type Il
where we take two graphs and merge a vertex of one with
other or take two graphs and merge a edge of one with
other or both or several vertices or several edges or both
are merged.

We will illustrate this situation by some examples.
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Example 2.1: LetG; =

be any two directed graphs. The pseudo lattice graph of
type 1l is got by merging the vertex C; of G; with vertex
Ci0f G, [100]

This is a special type of merging for only the node C;
is common so merging of other types cannot take place in
this case.
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Cs

e
o ©

o€

Now these graphs cannot be merged in any other way
other than the one mentioned.

Ca

(=)

However merging of any two arbitrary graphs can be
made in any number of ways.

Example 2.2: LetG; =

Vi

Vs V3
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Uy

and G, =

Uy

U3z

Ug Us

be any two graphs. The vertices are different so the
merging a single vertex of G; with G, or an edge of G;
with G, or both or many vertices and many edges of G;
with G, can be carried out.

It is infact an open problem if G; has n; vertices and
m; edges and if the graph G, has n, vertices and m; edges
how many pseudo lattice graphs of type Il can be got.

Now we give a few pseudo lattice graphs of type II.

S = Vi

V3 =U
V2
Uy

Uz
U3

u
Ug 5

is pseudo lattice graph of type II.

We can get S, by merging vi with us which is as
follows.
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Uy

Ug

U3z Us=V;

v
Vs 8

IS again a graph.

Consider S3 got by merging viv, of G with ujuy of G,
which is as follows.

ug V3
U=V
Uz
Us Us
Us

We merge u; with v, v, with u, and u, with v3 and obtain
the following pseudo lattice graph of type II.

U;=Vvy

Us=Vs
Up=V>

U3 Us

Us

We can have several such pseudo lattice graphs of type II.
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Example 2.3: LetG; =

/ )
Vo V3

V7 Vg
\ Vs

Vg Vg

G, = Us

Uz

Uo Uz

be any two graphs.

Find the number of pseudo lattice graphs of type Il got
using G; and G..

We give one or two examples of them.

Vi
/ .
V2 V3=Uy

V7

1=Up
\\\‘ 0
Vs

Vg Vg
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We can merge v; with v, and u, with vs.

Vi=uUp Us
/N u
V2

\!

uz

V7

N\ 4
5=U2

We have several such pseudo lattice graphs of type II.

Vg Vg

Now we proceed onto describe merging of vertices or
edges or so of more than two graphs by some examples.

Example 2.4: Let G1, G, and G3 be three graphs given in
the following.

ug
V4 V3
VE! Uo
V1 Vo
Us Us
Y
Wy A W3 4
We Wi

We can merge vs; with us and w; and us get the following
pseudo lattice graph of type II.
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We can also merge w, ws with us u; and vy v4 and get the
following pseudo lattice graph of type II.

Now we can merge the vertices vs and us and u, with
w; and get the pseudo lattice graph of type Il which is as
follows:
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It is pertinent to keep on record that we need not
always merge all the graphs together. We can merge them
in a cycle say G; to Gy, G, to G3 or Gz to G; and G; to G,
or G, to Gz and Gz to G;.

It is still an open problem to find the number of pseudo
lattice graphs of type Il using 3 graphs whose number of
vertices and edges are known.

Thus we can have pseudo lattice graphs of type Il
having more than 3 graphs also. All these new techniques
are used in the problems of FCMs models and NCMs
models. However in case of using in these models we
have one and only one pseudo lattice graph of type Il. For
more about these concepts refer [100].

We will now describe the use of these in Fuzzy
Cognitive Maps models.

In the first place to use the concept of merging of
vertices or edges or both of the directed graphs associated
with the FCMs model we mainly need all the related
directed graphs pertain to the same problem and they are
modeled or studied using only FCMs.

Only after ascertaining this we can proceed onto use
the concept of merging of graphs. Further we also need the
concept of merged matrices.

We will just define the notion of merged matrices.

Suppose G; and G, are two graphs given in the
following:
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\1

Gy = v2/ V3

7 Vs

\'

\!

Vg 7

The matrices M; and M, associated with G; and G, are
given in the following.

=<
<
N
<
w
<
E
<
o
<
I@

vii0 01 010
v,|]1 0 0 0 0O
Mi=v,/0O 0O 0 0 0O
v,/1 00010
v.|/0 0 0 0 0 O
Ve|0 0 0 1 0 0]

Vl V3 V7 VS

v;|01 0 1
andM;=v,/0 0 1 0.

v,/1 0 0 O

V|0 0 1 O

The merged graph of G, with G; is as follows:
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\1

Vy V3

V4 V5

Vg
Vg A%

The merged matrix M to M; and M is as follows.

=<
<
N
<
w
<
N
<
(&)
<
(2]
<

7

=<
o

N

w

N

o

~

O o r oo o o o
===

O O O O O o o o
O O O O O o O -
O O O O O O O B+
O O O O O O O o

< < <U‘< < < <
O r O O O PFr O
O O O+~ = O

©

T
L

We see the presence of both M; and M, as submatrices
exist. So we can merge two matrices M; and M, into a matrix
M if M; and M, are submatrices of M. (when the rows and
columns of a matrix is deleted the resultant matrix is also
defined as a submatrix).

Now in case of merged FCMs the merged matrix serves as
the dynamical system of the merged FCMs. Further these
merged matrices are the matrices associated with the directed
graphs of the FCMs.

Finally we can merge two FCMs if and only if they have
atleast a common node or edge or both. Further if they have an
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edge in common they should also be in the same direction as
that of the others. Only then merging can be done.

Wecannot merge ;o oy, Withy e o Uy

For we can in this case merge u, with u, or u; with u; and
the edges cannot be merged as they are in opposite directions.

Suppose we have three experts working in the same
problem with some concepts ¢,, Cy, Cs,..., Cs. They express their
opinion in the graphs G;, G, and Gz which is given in the

following:
Gl =
C1
C,
C3
Cq
6
Ce
Cy w C3
C2
Gg = Gg—
C7 Cs‘ Cs

The matrices related with the graphs are as follows:

o
=
o
N
o
w
O
N
o
=)

O

w
R O O O O
o O O O -
o O O —» O
o O O —» O
o O r»r O O
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is the matrix of the graph G;.

o
=

c, C

N

is the matrix of the graph G..

o
N
o O O

11
01
00

(¢
w
(]
al
(@]
o
(@]
©

Ms = is the matrix of Gs.

m
o o o o
o R O K
o o o -
o O R

The merged graph G of Gy, G, and G; is as follows:

Cy C2

C3

C5 %'Cg

The matrix related with the merged graph G is as follows:
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o
i
N

(2]
w
EN

o
al

(]
=)
~

I
©

<

Il

(@]

S
O OFr OO0 o o o
O OO0 o0 oo o r o
©O O 0o o o pr o
O O 0O 0O OO r O n
O OFr OO Fr OO
O O 0o o r oo
O OO0 oo o r L o
O OO0 r oOor oo

Now we can easily verify that M is also the merged matrix
of the matrices My, M, and Ms. This is the way we get merged
matrices and pseudo lattice graphs of type II.

Merging of matrices must obey the following law. If My,
M,, ..., M, are n matrices if M is the merged matrix then My,
M,, ..., M, must be submatrices of M. Then only we call M to
be the merged matrix of My, M,, ..., M.

We see for merging of matrices M; and M; they must have
atleast a a;s to be common between M; and M; for some i and j in
1<i,j<n.

Similarly for merging graph at least a vertex or an edge
must be common in case of graphs associated with fuzzy
models like FCMs or NCMs or NRMs or FRMs.

Keeping these conditions in mind we illustrate the situation
in case of FCMs.

Example 2.5: Let us consider the problem of passengers
preference maximum utilization of a bus route in Madras city
[92], the comfort, waiting time, congestion in the vehicle and so
on. We first give the attributes suggested by the experts in the
following.
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C: - Frequency of the vehicle along the route.
C, - Invehicle travel time along the route.

Cs; - Travel fare along the route.

Cs - Speed of the vehicles along the route.

Cs - Number of intermediate points in the route.
Ces - Waiting time.

C; - Number of transfers in the route.

Cs - Congestion in the vehicle.

Suppose the first expert wishes to work with the five
attributes.

Cy, Cy, Cs, C4, Cs and C.

The second expert works with the nodes Cs, Cs, Cg and C;
and the directed graph given by him is as follows:
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Now the graph can be merged by merging the vertex Cs
with C; and the vertex Cg with Cs.

The merged graph is as follows:

The merged matrix of the merged graph G is as follows:

c, C, C C, C Cy C, Cg
[0 -1 01 0 -1 0 0]
,/0 000 0 0 0 0
/0 -1 01 -10 0 -1

M=c/0 1100 0 0 0
G001 00 0 0 0 0
G0 0 00 0 0 -1 1
/00100 0 0 0
G0 0 00 0 0 0 0]

Using M we get the solution of the problem using the
merged FCMs model.

Here merging of the common vertex C; of the directed
graphs related with the FCMs is carried out.
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We can also have a merging of an edge. This is illustrated
in the following.

The directed graph given by expert I using C;, Cs, Cq, C;
and Cg.

Let Cy, C;, Cg, C3, C4 and C; be the nodes taken by the
second expert who has given the following directed graph.




26 | New Techniques to Analyse the Prediction of Fuzzy Models

Now the unique merged graph of the directed graphs
associated with the FCM is as follows.

We merge vertices C; C; and Cg and edges C; C; and C; Cg
in this merged graph.

Thus using this merged model we can find the merged
connection matrix of the FCM using which we can analyse the
problem.

Let C;, Cy, Cs, C4 and Cg be used by the first expert who
gives the following directed graph.
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Using C; C, Cs C; and Cg the following directed graph is
given by the second expert.

Now we can merge these two directed graphs associated
with the FCMs in one edge C; to C, and two vertices C; and C,
which is as follows:

This merged graph acts as the merged matrix for the merged
FCMs.

Now it may also so happen that three or more number of
experts work on the same problem with a collection of attributes
with only one common node.
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They all use of same model viz the fuzzy cognitive maps
models.

Then we see the merged model, which have that concept /
node to be common and all other nodes of these three persons
get related indirectly and the merged FCM model is formed.

We will first illustrate this situation by an example.

Let three experts work on the same problem and give the
following three directed graphs.

(.

C2 ¢ C5

be the directed graph given by the first expert who wishes to
work with the FCM model.

®

Let

ng
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be the directed graph of the FCMs model given by the second
expert.

D% ©
Q\

be the directed graph given by the third expert by using the
FCMs model.

We can merge these three in only one way and obtain the
merged graph G which is a pseudo lattice graph of type Il.
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Now thus we have 11 attributes which are got after merging
the common vertex C; in all the three of the graph G;, G, and
Gs.

The merged connection matrix M of the merged graph is as

follows:

Cl C2 C3 C4 CS CG C7 C8 CQ ClO C1l
¢,/OO1 0010010 0]
c,]O0O100O0O0OO0OO0ODO
c;/O0O0OOOOOOGO OGO OO
c,]O01 00O0O0OO0OTO0OO

M = c;|/0 1 1 00 00O0O0O0TO
C,t|/OOOOOO1O0O0O0OD
c,;]/O0OOOOOOOOODO
;{1 0000110000
c,|0 00O0O0OO0OOOOOO
Co/1 000 0O0O0O0O1O00
;0 000 00 O0O0T11 0]

Using the merged matrix M we can study merged FCMs
model for which M is the merged dynamical system.

We can merge more number of vertices and get the FCMs
which are merged.

We will still illustrate some other new type of merging.

Let Gy, Gy, G; and G4 be the directed graphs given by four
experts using FCM on the same problem.

Graph given by the first expert working with the nodes Cy,
Cz, C5 and CG.
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Let G, be the directed graph given by the second expert
working on the same problem with the nodes C,, Cs, C4, Cy and

Cio.
©

Let G; be the graph given by the third expert who works
with nodes Cs, C7, Cg and Cy; is as follows:

(&)
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Finally the fourth expert works with the nodes C; Csg, Cy2
and C,3 which is as follows:

This G is finally the merged graphs of Gy, G,, Gz and Gg.

So using 13 nodes four expert work on the problem they felt
as relevant. However merged FCM gives the working model of
the experts on the 13 nodes which saves time and economy.
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Further no expert will feel he was not preferred or his expertise
was not given equal importance. Only this merged FCMs alone
can serve the best.

Now suppose two experts work on the same problem and
they both also have a same pair of common nodes

@9 = OO

for the second and first expert respectively then we can merge
Ci with C; and C; with C; however the edge will be annulled.

Suppose on the other hand C; — C; and C; «<— C; then we
merge as C; <> C;.

We will give some more illustrations of these types of
merging. Suppose we have say 15 concepts Cy, C,, ..., Cis
associated with the problem and all the experts wish to work
with a selective number of nodes from these 15 nodes. We have
four experts working on this problem and we see every expert
has atleast one among the other four experts with a common
node or edge or both in their directed graphs. All of them use
the FCMs model and we get using these four experts directed
graph and the merged FCM model is obtained.

Let G; be the directed graph of the FCM given by the first
expert.
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Let G, be the directed graph of FCMs given by the second

expert.

Let G; be the directed graph of the

third expert.

Let G4 be the directed graph of the FCM.

() @
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We can merge these four graphs appropriately and get at the
final graph which is as follows:

Merging of FCMs paves way for integrated study of the
experts opinion. However merged FCMs model are different
from combined FCMs model.

It is left as an open problem for the reader to give a program
for getting a merged FCMs merged graph and the merged
matrix in the analysis of a problem by several experts.

We will give illustrations of this concept.
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However we wish to keep on record that these examples are
only illustrations and we have not worked on any real model.

Example 2.6: Let C4, Cy, Cg, ..., Cy» be some 12 concepts
related with a social problem.

3 experts work on the same problem using some of the
concepts from Cy, Cy, ..., Cy, using the FCMs model.

Let G; be the directed graph given by the first expert who
uses the concepts C;, C,, Cs, C7, Cg and C,.

Let M; be the related connection matrix of the FCM given
by the first expert.

Cl CZ CS C7 C8 C9

c,JO 0 1 1 0 0]
c,/]0 0 000 1
Mi=c,0 0 0 1 0 0.
c,/0 00010
/0 1 00 00
G[1 0000 0
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Let G, be the graph given by the second expert. He works
on the nodes ¢, €3, C7, Cg and C.

The connection matrix M, associated with the graph G; is as
follows:

ClCSC7CBCIO
c,[O0 1 1 0 1]
c,/0 0 010
c,|/0 001 0/
c,|0 0 0 00
Col0 1 0 0 0

Let G; be the graph given by the third expert who works
with the nodes c3, Ca, C1q, C11 and Cyo.
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The connection matrix associated with this graph is as
follows.

o
w
o
~
o
=
S}
o
=
=
o
=
N

¢[00 00O
¢,/1 0010
Coll 0 0 1 Of
c,/0 0 0 01
c,/1 0 0 0 0]

Now we get the unique merged graph of the three graphs
G]_, Gz and G3.

Now using this merged directed graph we get the merged
connection matrix M which is as follows:
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o
=
o
N
O
w
O
~
o
ol

CG C7 CS Cg C10 C11 ClZ

100100

o

~ w IN) =

(3]

7

©

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C

©

C,
C,
C

o

[

(2]
O O O kP O OO O O O o o
O O O O OO0 O O o o o
P O P OO O O ok O o -
O O O OO OO oo o o o

O O O OO OO oo o o =

O O O OO OO o o o o
O O O OO O o Frr O o o
O O O OO Pk OO O - O
O O O OO OO O o O Bk
O O O OO OO o o o o
OO O P OO OO O PFr O o
O kb O OO O O O o o o

12 | .
Note: We use at times capital Ci’s and at times small ¢; but
both mean the same, easily followed from the context.

This M serves as the connection matrix or the dynamical
system of the merged FCM.

The concept of merged FCMs play a vital role in the study
of FCMs using multi experts opinion with certain conditions
imposed on the concepts used by them.

If in the FCMs the concepts are so tailored (that is attributes
/ nodes without changing the notion they carry) we can always
make the directed graph to have weights 0 and 1 only we
assume -1 does not occur as a weight of the directed graph.
This is so conditioned so as to make while merging or while
adding the matrices they do not cancel out. Further they are
different from the overlapping FCMs and NCMs developed by
the authors in [76]. These are different and they give equal
importance to each and every expert and the merged matrix also
contains only entries from 0 and 1.
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Another flexibility of the merged FCMs is if we have cq, ...,
¢, humber of attributes and say some t expert work with them.
One expert can work with r; attributes, another say r, attributes
and so on and the researcher who works with problem can work
with these t FCMs models if he is interested in getting t-bunch
of opinions.

These ry, 1y, ..., Iy Sets of attributes are such that any set of r;
and r; attributes have a common attribute or attributes for each 1
<1i,j <t So if the expert wishes to work with only two set of
attributes from two experts he can do so. Likewise one can
choose to get the merged matrix with 2 experts or 3 experts to 4
experts or so on say upto s experts s <r.

We will describe this with examples.

However the authors make it clear to the readers this
illustration is not a product of working with any of the problems
only an example to show how the merged FCMs functions and
nothing more.

Example 2.7: Let ¢y, C, C3, ..., C12 be 12 attributes or nodes of a
problem. Suppose 4 experts wish to work on it using only
FCMs model. Further the experts do not work with all the 12
concepts only a few of the concepts from the 12 concepts.
However each expert has a common concept with the other
three experts. The directed graphs given by the four experts are
as follows:

Suppose expert 1 works with the nodes ¢y, €y, C7, C10 and Cy;.
Expert 2 prefers to work with the nodes cs, €7, C10, Cs, C12. EXpert
3 works with the nodes c;, C;, Cs and cg and expert four work
with cs, Cg, Cg, C10, C12 and cg. We see experts, 1 and 2 have the
common nodes {C1o, C7}.

Experts 1 and 3 have the common nodes {c, C,}.

Experts 1 and 4 have {cy0} to be the common node.
Experts 2 and 3 have {cs} to be the common node.
Experts 2 and 4 have {cy0} to be the common node.
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Experts 3 and 4 have {cy} to be the common node.

Thus the first criteria of having common attributes / nodes
between any two experts are satisfied.

Now the researcher or problem solver may like to study the
expert opinion in twos or threes or all the four. All these
situations will be described.

Now the directed graph given by the four experts and the
related connection matrices are given in the following.

The directed graph given by the first expert is

Q Graph |

The connection matrix M, of graph I is as follows:

Cl CZ C7 ClO Cll

c,[0 1 0 0 0]
M,z C[0 010 1]
c,/0 0 010
Col1 0 0 0 O
c,/0 0 1 0 0]
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The directed graph given by the second expert is as follows:

@ Graph 1l

The connection matrix M, associated with the directed graph of
second expert using graph Il is as follows:

C4 CSC7 C10(:12

c,[0 0 0 1 O]
M2=C5 1010 0.
c,|/O 0010
Co/O O 0 0 O
c,/0 1 0 1 0

The directed graph given by the third expert is as follows:
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The connection matrix M; associated with the directed
graph 111 of the 3 expert is as follows:

Cl C2 CS CQ

c/0 1 01
Ms=¢c,/0 0 0 1].
c|/0 1 0O
C,|0 0 0 O

The directed graph given by the fourth expert is as follows:

(&)
@ '4 Graph IV
ST

The related connection matrix of the graph 1V is as follows:

CS CB CB Cg ClO ClZ
c,Jl0O1 01 0 0]
|0 000 11

Ms=¢,|0 0 0 1 0 0
|0 0 0001
cyl0 1 1 0 0 0
c,/0 0 0 0 0 0]
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Now we get the merged FCM of experts 1 and 2 is given in
the following.

The merged graph of graph | and graph Il of the FCMs of
experts 1 and 2 is denoted by A. The related connection matrix
M, is as follows.
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(@]
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M, serves as the merged dynamical system of the merged
FCMs of the experts 1 and 2. Using M one can study the
problem for the 8 attributes.

Suppose some wants to study the experts opinion of 1 and 3
alone. Then we merge the graph I and |1 of the FCMs given by
the experts 1 and 3. Let B denote the merged graph of the two
FCMs which is as follows:

Using the merged graph B we obtain the merged FCMs merged
connection matrix which is denoted by Mg.

Cl C2 C5 C7 CQ ClO Cll
¢,[01 00 1 0 0]
c,[0 001101

M < 5[0 1 00000
c,[/0 000010
c,/0 0 0000 O
cy/1 0 0000 O
c,J0 0 0 1 00 0]
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Mg serves as the merged dynamical system of the merged
FCMs of experts 1 and 3. Now we find the merged FCM
associated with the experts 1 and 4.

The merged directed graph C of the experts 1 and 4 is as
follows.

The connection merged matrix of the merged graph C is as

follows:

Cl CZ C3 C6 C7 CS C9 C10 Cll C12

¢[00 1 000O0O0O0O0 O]
c,]O0OOO1O0O0O0OT1O0
c;;0O0O0O1 001000
/0O 0000O0O0OT1IO0T1
M;=¢,/0 0O 00O OOO0O1O00O0
c;/0 000O0OO0O1O0O0TO
c,/0 0000O0OOOTO1
Col1 001 01 0O0O0O0
c,J0 0001 00O0O0TO
c,/0 000 0O0O0O0O0 O]
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We get the merged opinion of the two experts 2 and 3. The
merged directed graph of the experts 2 and 3 be denoted by D
which is as follows:

(D)

The merged matrix of the merged graph D is as follows:

C1 C2 C4 CS C7 C9 ClO C12

10 0 0 0

iy

N

EN

MD=

O O O O O O
~ al

©

=
o

O O O O O o o o
R O O O O O O o

O O O O O O - -

O O O o+ O O
O O O o+ OO
O O O O O O
R O O Pk, O P+, O
O O O O O o o

o O
—
N

Using the merged connection matrix Mp we can use it as the
merged FCMs dynamical system of the two experts 2 and 3.
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Now we give the merged directed graph E of the experts 2
and 4 which is as follows:

(E)

The merged connection matrix Mg of the merged directed
graph E is as follows:

C3 C4 C5 C6 C7 C8 C9 C10 C12
¢[00 0100100
c,/00 00000110
/0 10010000

Mo< G0 0000001 1)
c,|/0 00000010
/0 00000100
c,/0 0000000 1
Co/0 001 01000
,J/0 01 0000 1 0
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Using dynamical system Mg of the FCMs we can get the
hidden pattern of the any desired merged state vector.

Now we get the merged directed graph F of the experts 3
and 4 which is as follows:

The merged connection matrix Mg of the two experts is as
follows:
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Using Mg as the merged FCMs dynamical system we can
get the opinion.

Now we can merge the opinion of three of the experts 1, 2,
and 3. We can get the merged graph G of the three experts
which is as follows:

Let Mg be the connection matrix related with the merged
graph G.

C1 CZ C4 C5 C? Cg ClO Cll C12
c,[]0, 10001000
c,]/0 00011010
c,|/0 00000100
Mo G0 1 1010000
c,/0 00000100
c,/0 0 000O0O0O0 O
co1 0000 0O0O0 O
c,/0 00010000
C,/0 0010010 0]

Using Mg we can get the opinion of the three experts at a
time.
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Now let us get the merged graph of the three experts 1, 2
and 4. Let H be the related merged graph.

Let My be the related connection matrix of the merged graph H
of the three experts 1, 2 and 4. We have the following merged
matrix M.
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Using the merged matrix My we can get the resultant of all
the 12 attributes. Let | denote the merged graph of the three
experts 1, 3 and 4 which is as follows:

Let M, be the merged matrix of the directed merged graph |
which is as follows:
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M, is the merged matrix of the merged FCMs of the three
experts 1, 3 and 4. Let J be the merged graph of the three
experts 2, 3 and 4 which is as follows.

) [ ()
©

C12 < C9

e(

Let M; be the merged connection matrix of the merged
graph J of the three experts 2, 3 and 4.

o
N
w

o
S
al

OHOOOOOOI—‘OOOO
~
©
5

o
N

O O O kP OO O O kF Pk, o

©

U_‘O
O 0o ooooooo oL
OO0 o0 o0 oo kr oo ok
O 00O OO0 o0 oo oo o o
OO0 o0ooor oo o o
P O OO0 OO0 OO0 o o o o
O 0O 00 O0OoORr OO o o 4
O OO0 OO0 oo o o o o
P O OO kFr,rRFEROFR OO O o
OO FrPr OO Fr oo o o o




54 | New Techniques to Analyse the Prediction of Fuzzy Models

Using the merged dynamical system M; of FCMs we can
get the resultant of all attributes other than c,;. Now we get the
merged graph K of all the four experts 1, 2, 3 and 4 which is as
follows.

Using the merged directed graph K of the experts we get the
associated merged matrix Mg of the graph which is as follows:

Cl CZ C3 C4 C5 CG C7 C8 CQ ClO Cll ClZ
c,[]o 1000000100 0]
c,]/0 00000100010
c,/l0 00001011000
c,]/000000O000O0T1O0O0
/010100100000
Mc=¢|0 00000000101
c,]/0 000 0O0O0DO0O0T1O0O0
¢[00 0000001000
/010000000000
Csf1 00001010000
c,/0 00000100000
C,/0 0001000010 0
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We see Mk and My are different graphs and the resultant
also may not be the same for any initial state vector. For the
merged graph My contains all the merged graphs and the graphs
L1 and 1V.

This is the way the merged graphs of any t experts who
have non empty intersection of any two concepts associated
with the experts works.

Another type of merging is as follows:

Let C,,C, ..., C, be n concepts associated with the
problem. Suppose t experts wishes to work with the problem
taking a few of the attributes using the FCMs model.

Suppose the t experts work with this problem we see as in
the earlier case no two experts need to have the non empty
intersection of the attribute set; what we demand is every expert
has only with two other expert the non empty intersection of the
attributes selected by them. Further two of the experts have
only one expert who has a non empty intersection with the
attributes.

For better understanding we give the following example.
Further this type of choice of attributes can also occur for
always one cannot demand every expert to choose the attributes
in such a way that the attributes set intersect giving a non empty
set.

Example 2.8: Let C;, C,, Cs, Cy,..., Cy1 be the 11 attributes
associated with the problem where four experts choose to work
with a selected set of attributes from Cy, ..., Cy; using the FCMs
model.

Let E;, E, E3 and E4 be the four experts who work with the
problem using attributes from the set {C;, C,, ..., Cuu}. The
expert E; works with the attributes {C,, C,, C;, Cg}.
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The expert E, works with the attributes {C;, Cg, Cy4, Cs,
Cio}. The expert E; works with the attributes {C,4, Cs, Cs, C11}-
The expert E; works with the attributes {Cg, C11, Co, C3}.

We see the experts E; and E;, have
{Cs, Cg} ={C4, Cy, Cy, Cg} n {C4, Cs, Cs, C4, C1o}-

The expertsE; " Es=¢, E; nE; = ¢,
E, m E3 = {C4, Cs, Cy, Cg, Ci0} N {C4, Cs, Cs, Ca1}
= {C4, C5}

E; n Es = ¢ (Here we use Ei N Ej to represent the
intersection of the sets of attributes used by experts E; and E;).

Es N Es = {Cy4, Cs, Cg, C1i} n {C3, Cg, Ciq, Co}
={Cs, Cu1}.

This sort of choice of attributes by experts will be called as
chain like merging and the resultant merged graphs will be
know as chain like merged graph and the corresponding
matrices as chain like merged matrix. Finally the merged FCMs
will be known as chain like merged FCMs.

As in case of merged FCMs we cannot merge any of the
two experts.

Here we can get the merged graphs of experts E; with E,, E;
with Ez and Ez with E4 and merged graphs of E;, E; and E; or
Ez, E3 and E4 and El, Ez, E3 and E4.

Let us exhibit the directed graph given by the first expert E;
and denote it by A.

— A

C7
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The connection matrix A associated with the directed graph A is
as follows:

C:lC:ZC:7C:8
cfo 100
Ma=C,[0 0 1 1
c,J0 100
C,J0 0 10

Let B be the directed graph given by the expert E,.

©)
C—

Let Mg be the connection matrix of the directed graph.

C4 C5 C7 C8 C10

c,J0 100 0
C.lo 0111
MB= .
C,/0 0010
C,/0 000 1
Col0 1 0 0 0

Let C be the directed graph given by the third expert E.



58 | New Techniques to Analyse the Prediction of Fuzzy Models

The connection matrix Mc associated with the directed graph C
is as follows:

C4C5C6C11
c,Jo 10 1
M.=C,[0 0 1 1.
C,|0 1 0 0
C,l0 0 10

Let D be the directed graph given by the fourth expert.

The connection matrix Mp associated with graph D is as
follows.
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C3C6C9C11
c,Jo0 1 0 0
Mp=C,[0 0 0 0.
C,J0 1 01
C,l0 1 00

We have no option of merging E; and E, .

The only option is E; can be merged with E,. The merged
graph of A and B of the experts E; and E, is as follows. Let E
be the directed merged graph of A and B.

The merged connection matrix of the merged directed graph
E is denoted by Mg which is as follows:

Cl CZ C4 CS C7 CB Cll
c,/0 1 000 0 0]
c,]0 000110

M= G:[0 00 100 0f
¢[00 00111
/01 00010
/0000101
cyJ0 0 0 1 0 0 0]
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Now we merge the directed graphs B and C of experts E;
and E; which is as follows:

Let us denote the merged graph by F.

The connection merged matrix of Mg of F is as follows:
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Now we can merge the directed graph C with that of D and
get the merged directed graph G which is as follows:
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The connection merged matrix Mg of the merged graph G is
as follows:

(9]
w
(9]
~
(@)
ul
(@]
o
o
©
o
=

c,J]o 00100
c,]00 1001
Ms=¢c, /0 0 0 1 0 1
[0 01000
[0 00101
/0 0 0 1 0 0]

Thus using Mg, Mg and Mg we can study the problem using
each of the two experts opinion.

Now we can find also 3 experts opinion only in two ways.
Taking the experts E;, E; and E; or E;, E3 and E,.

To find the opinion of the experts E;, E; and E; we should
get the merged graph of the three directed graph A, B and C.
Let H denote the merged graph of the graphs A, B and C.
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@ﬂ
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<
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Let My denote the connection matrix of the merged graph
My which is as follows.

€, C C G Cg C7 Cg Cyy

¢[00 1000000
,/0 0100110
c,/0 0010000

Mq=¢c 0 0 1 01 1 1 1.
/0 0010000
¢,/0 1 000000
|01 000101
C,J/0 001100 0

Using My we can get the resultant of all attributes except
C3, Cg and ClO-

Now we find the merged graph | of the three directed
graphs B, C and D of the experts E,, Es and E..

The merged graph | of the directed graphs B, C and D are as
follows.
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The connection matrix M, of the merged graph | as follows.

C; C G5 Cg C; Cg Cq Cyy
;0O 00100 0 0]
c,|]0 0100001
00011101
Mi=¢ 0 0100000
¢[00 000100
|0 0000001
(000010001
c,J0 01 100 0 0]

Using the connection matrix M, we can study the effect of
the 8 attributes.

We cannot find the effect of C;, C, and Cyg.



64 | New Techniques to Analyse the Prediction of Fuzzy Models

Finally we get the merged directed graph | of the four

graphs A, B, C and D which is as follows.

Ce

ViZas

Now we find the connection merged matrix of the merged

directed graph J which is denoted by M,.
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Thus we see all the four experts opinion is
get the merged connection matrix M.

©
=
[

O P kP OO O PFPr OO o o

merged and we



Merged FCMs and NCMs Models | 65

Now we proceed onto describe the model abstractly.

Let ¢y, Co, ..., C, be n attributes with which t experts say E;,
E,, ..., E; work on some problem using FCMs. However these
experts choose only a subset from the set of concepts ¢y, ¢y, ...,
Cn.

Without loss of generality let us assume the expert E; and
E, have common attributes and the expert E; does not share any
common attribute with any of the other experts Es, Eg, ..., E.
Consider the expert E,, E; has common attributes with E; and E;
and none others Ey, Es, ..., E;. Likewise expert E3 has common
attributes only with E; and E; and none others. Similarly expert
E4 has common attributes only with Es and E; and none others
and so on. Thus the expert E; has common attributes with the
expert Ei; and Ejvq fori=1, 2, ..., t — 1. We see the expert E;
has only common attributes with E; ; only we see thus E; n E; #
¢. EEnEi=¢forall3<i<t ThatisEinEs=¢fori=1,2,
e, t=1.

When experts distribute the nodes and concepts in this way
among themselves we can work with the merged FCMs which
we call as specially linked merged FCMs.

Study of this concept is described and developed in an
example. Now using this specially linked merged FCMs we can
study the problem.

Now we introduce yet another new type of merged FCMs
which is little different from the other two merged FCMs
models. Let us suppose we have say C = {Cy, C,, ..., C,} to be
n-attributes associated a problem. Suppose E;, E,, ..., E; be t
experts who works with some attributes from the subset of C.
Suppose r of the experts from the t experts r < t happen to
contribute to the merged FCMs in such a way that these r
experts say Ey, ..., E, cover CwithEinEj= ¢ for 1 <i,j<r (or
they cover C with E; m Ejxy # ¢, 1 <i < r-1) then we get the
merged FCMs model to study the problem.
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Further we can choose some other s experts from the t
experts (s < t) to cover C such that some from these s-experts
are also in the r-experts mentioned earlier. Thus we can have
say m such groups and these m-group of experts have non
empty intersection. While studying these merged FCMs we
clearly see some experts are vital that is they appear in many of
the groups, so that unintentionally these experts play a major
role in every merged FCMs.

Some experts may appear only in one group of experts and
some experts may appear in two groups and so on.

If an experts finds place in every m-group we call that
expert to be a strongly influencing vital expert. It may so
happen we can have more than one expert to be a strongly
influencing vital expert. The expert who finds in one and only
group will be known as the non vital or non influencing expert.
No expert need to feel their expertise is lost for grouping is not
going to bias as no role is played by the humans.

We will illustrate this model by an example.

The example is only artificial as this example is not based
on any real world problem. Further adopting this to any real
world problem is at a risk of bias as this example is only a mere
illustration and nothing more.

However the techniques of this model are vital and this
model is described for experts / researchers to understand the
situation.

Example 2.9: Let C = {cy, Cy, ..., Ci3} be the 13 concepts
related with the problem. Suppose 5 experts work with some
attributes from the 13 attributes set C.

Let E;, E,, E3, E4 and Es be the five experts who work on
the problem.
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Let the expert E; work with the nodes {ci, Cz, C3, Cio, Csa}-
The expert E, works with the following nodes {cs, C4, C1, Cs, Co}-
The third expert E; works with the nodes {cg, Cs, C7, C12, Ci3},
expert E; works with the nodes {ci, Cs, Cs, Ci0, C11} and the
expert Es works with attributes {cy, Cs, Ci9, C12}.

We give the directed graph associated with each of the five
experts in the following.

The directed graph | given by the first expert E; is as
follows.

The directed graph Il given by the second expert E; is as

follows.
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The directed graph 11l of the third expert is given by the
following.

The directed graph 1V of the expert four E, is given in the
following.

The directed graph V given by the fifth expert is as follows.



Merged FCMs and NCMs Models | 69

@v@
() ©

We get the following connection matrices for these directed
graphs I, 11, I11, IV and V respectively. They are denoted by M,
My, My, My and My respectively.

The connection matrix M, of the directed graph | given by
the expert | is as follows.

(@]
=
(@]
N
(@]
w
(¢
~
(@]
=
1S)

c,[0 1 000
MoCl0 0111
c,/0 00 0 1
c,|/0 0 000
Col0 0 0 0 0]

The connection matrix M, of the directed graph Il is as
follows:

C, C, C, C; Cg
c,[J0 0 1 0 0]
M= G0 000 1)
0 100 1
|0 1 00 0
|0 1 00 0
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The connection matrix My, of the directed graph Il is as
follows.
C5 C7 CS C12 Cl3
¢[00 1 0 1 1]
c,/]/0 01 01
My = .
c;/0 0 0 01
c,/0 0 0 0O
€30 0 1 0 O]

Let M,y denote the connection matrix of the directed graph
IV of expert four which is as follows.

C,
C,

My =
C

(&

1

o

o O O O o

C
C

11

o

O+ O O B+

C5ClOC1
0 1 0]
100
00 1|
000
01 0]

Let My denote the connection matrix of the directed graph V of

the expert which is as follows:

Cs Cyp Cp
111
0 1 0f.
1 00
0 0O

Now see by merging the experts E,, E4, E3 and Es or experts
E,, E,, Ez and E; we get covered all the 13 attributes or nodes.
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However to get all the nodes we need the three experts set
E,, Es and E4. For the expert E; alone has used the nodes Cg and
Cy and no other expert has used them. Expert E; cannot be
overlooked for the expert E; alone has worked with the nodes
Cg and Cy3. Expert E4 cannot be over looked for he alone has
used the node Cy;. Thus working with the merged or integrated
FCMs the three experts are very essential we can choose expert
E, or expert E; as per the wishes of the experts or the researcher
who works in the problem.

We merge the four experts E;, E,, E; and E4 by merging the
directed graphs given by them which is as follows.

Let A denote the merged directed graph of the four experts
E;, By, E; and E,.

The merged directed graph A of the directed graphs E;, E,,
E; and E4 and the merged connection matrix of A be denoted by
M, which is as follows.
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Cl CZ CS C4 CS CS C7 CS CQ ClO Cll ClZ ClS
01 11000001000
c,]/0 011000001000
/0000100011000
c,]/0 010000010000
/0000001000111
M= G0 010000000000
c,]/00000O0O010000 1
c,/0 00000O0O0O0OTO0O 1
/0010000000000
c,/0 01 0000000000
c,/0 00 0000O0O0T1000
c,/0 000 00O0O0D0O0OO0O
Cs/0 0000001000 0 0

Suppose we merge the opinion of the experts E,, Ez, E4 and
Es by merging the directed graph Il, 111, IV and V. Let B denote
the merged directed graph which is as follows.
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Using the merged directed graph B we obtained the merged
connection matrix of B which will serve as the dynamical
system of the merged FCMs. Let Mg denote the connection
matrix of B.

Cl C2 C3 C4 CS CG C7 C8 C9 C10 Cll C12 C13
¢,/OO110000O0O0T1IO0O0 O]
c,]O0O00O0O1O0O0O0OO0O1IO01O0
c,;O0O0OO0O100O0O1O0O0OO0OPO
c,|]O 01 0O0O0OOOI1O0O0TO0TGO
|0 000001001111

Mg = |0 01 000 O0OOOOOGOPO
c,;]O0O0OOOOO1O0O0TO0TO0?1
c,/0O 0O0O0OO0OO0OOOOOOOT1
|0 01 00 0O0OO0OOOOOTGOGO
ColO O1 01 00 O0OO0O0O0O0O
c,/0 0000O0O0OOTI1ITO0TO0OPO
c,0 0 0OOOOOOOOOTG OGO
/0 0000 0O01O0O0O0O0 0]

We see both the connection matrices are different and they
give different resultants.

We see E; and Es are experts who are not that strong only
partly strong one of them is sufficient to give a merged or
integrated FCMs model.

However both models can be used as they are different. In
the further following chapter a new average technique will be
used and also in another chapter the concept of Kosko-
Hamming distance will be introduced and that can applied to the
resultants given by the two models for the same initial state
vector. We have throughout used only FCMs whose related
matrices take values from the set {0, 1}.
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Now when we have a subset from the set of experts set
E = {E., E,, ..., E:} which can give the merged FCMs taking all
the n concepts we take all such subsets of E and find the merged
FCMs.

Using new average simple FCMs which will be defined in
chapter four of this book we find a new single of integrated
model which can predict the solutions of the problem.

Further we proceed onto describe the notion of merged
NCMs.

The basic notion of NCMs and the concept of neutrosophic
graphs have been introduced in chapter I.

We now give a few types of merged neutrosophic NCMs
and mixed merged NCMs and FCMs. In case of NCMs we
have two types of merging and both merging pave way to only
NCMs.

We will define, develop and describe these situations by
some examples.

We know a neutrosophic directed graph associated with
NCMs.

We just show how merging takes place among neutrosophic
graphs.

Suppose we have two neutrosophic graphs G; and G, which
has some common vertices.
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We see both the graphs have only C, to be the common

vertex so merging can be done without any difficulty for only
one common vertex is Cy.

Further we assume in NCMs in general the vertices are not
neutrosophic only the edges are neutrosophic. Further merging

of an neutrosophic edge with the real edge cannot be accepted
how to overcome or redefine the edge.
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We redefine the edge in a very flexible way.

If the expert feels neutrosophy that is indeterminacy over
usual edge let them opt for indeterminacy if they feel contrary
let them take the real.

But however if one chooses to take indeterminacy till the
end of the problem that is while forming each and every merged
graph the same should be adopted. Only under these conditions
we can get NCMs merged model.

We will first illustrate this situation by some examples.

Example 2.10: Let G; and G, be any two neutrosophic graphs
which has some neutrosophic edges and vertices in common
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be the two neutrosophic graphs.

We can merge the two graphs in one and only one way.

The merging is carried out in a direct way as there is no
conflicts about the edges.
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This is the way merging is carried out without any
difficulty.

Next we find merging of the two neutrosophic graphs G;
and G,.
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The merged graph of G; with G, is as follows.

This is the way neutrosophic graphs are merged. We see
the merging is done not under any assumption.

Suppose we have two neutrosophic graphs G; and G, which
is as follows.
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We see by merging the neutrosophic edge and real edge we
get the neutrosophic edge and so on. Here the experts opts to
take C; to C; as a neutrosophic edge only.
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This is not the usual merging.

Now using these techniques we work for the merging
NCMs.

Suppose we wish to merge two NCMs whose directed
graphs G; and G; are as follows:
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G is the merged neutrosophic graph of G; and G..

As in case of merged FCMs we can get merged NCMs of
the three types apart from those mixed merged NCMs and
FCMs.

Let {C;, Cy, ..., Co} be n attributes or nodes. Suppose t
experts E;, E,, ..., E; work on the problem working will some
attributes from the set C.

Suppose all of them work with only Neutrosophic Cognitive
Maps (NCMs) model we can find the merged NCMs as in case
of FCMs.

Let us suppose ¢y, Cy, ..., Cio are the 10 nodes or attributes
related with the some problem. Suppose only three experts E;,
E, and E; work with the problem.

Let the expert E; work with the nodes {C,, Cs;, Cs, C; and
Co}. Let the expert E; work with the nodes {C;, C,, C4, C7, Cs,
Cg} and the expert E; works with the nodes {C,, Cs, Cy, C+, Cs,
Co}. We can find the merged graph of the NCMs using the
neutrosophic graphs G;, G, and G3 of the experts E;, E; and E3
respectively.

The neutrosophic connection matrix M of the graph G; is
as follows.
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The neutrosophic directed graph G, given by the expert E,
is as follows:

The connection matrix M is given by G is as follows.

C, C, C, C C, Cq
c,fJo 1 0 0 1 0]
c,]0 0 0100
Mg, =c,/0 0 0 0 I 0O
c,|0 0 00 00
c,/0 00101
G0 0 0 1 0 0
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The directed neutrosophic graph Gs given by expert 3 is as
follows.

The neutrosophic connection matrix associated with G; is as
follows:

o
N
(¢
w
(@]
]
(@]
©
(@]
©
(@]
=
1S

c,[0 1 1 0 1 0]
c,/0 0 00 00
Mg, =¢, |0 0 0 0 1 0f.
|0 00011
[0 0 0 0 00
Col0 1 0 0 0 O]

Now we can merge the graphs G; and G.,.

Let H be the merged graph of G; and G, which is as
follows:
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The neutrosophic merged connection matrix My of H is as
follows:
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We can also merge the neutrosophic graph G; with Gs.



86 | New Techniques to Analyse the Prediction of Fuzzy Models

Let | denote the merged neutrosophic graph which is as
follows.

Let M, denote the neutrosophic merged connection matrix
of the neutrosophic graph I.
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Now we get the merged graph J of the graphs G, with G;
which is as follows.

Cl CZ C3 C4 C6 C7 CS CQ ClO
¢,[0O1 00010 0 0
c,]/00 1011010
c,|]0 000000O0O0O

My G0 0000 1000
¢[00 000O0O0O0O
c,]/00 0010110
|0 0001 0011
¢[00 000O0O0GO0O0
Co/0 01 000000

Now we can get the merged neutrosophic graph K of all the
three experts Ej, E; and E3 which is as follows.
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The merged connection matrix M of the three experts gives
by the merged graph which is as follows.

C,

Mk

O O O O O O O o o o

C, C; C,

1

P O O O O O O O o

1

O O O OO — O O

O O O O O O O o o o

Cs
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I
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0
0
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0

(@]
o
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OFr OO0 O R — — —
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©
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o
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My gives the total or integrated dynamical system of the
merged model. Working with this given the every node of the

problem.
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By looking at the merged graph one will think C- is the vital
or the most influential node. Such study about the graphs
associated with the models is carried out in chapter Il of this
book.

Once such study is done the researcher will have more
knowledge about the problem and its outcome.

Next we give the merged NCM such that the t experts say
E;, Ey, ..., E; work with n nodes of the problem using NCM by
selecting some of the nodes from the n nodes such that the node
of theexpert EiNEip=¢fori=1,2, ..., t-land EiNE; = ¢ if
j# i+l

Such a type of merged FCM was discussed earlier. Here we
discuss the same type of problem using NCMs.

We will illustrate this situation by some examples.

Let C;, Cy ..., Cyo be the concepts associated with a
problem. Let four experts work with the problem using NCMs
taking some nodes from the ten nodes.

Let the expert E; work with the nodes {C,, C,, Cs, Cs}. Let
the expert E, work with the nodes {Cs;, C,, Cs, C;}. Let the
expert Ez work with the nodes {C¢, C-, Cg, Co} and the expert E4
works with the nodes {Cg, C4, Cq, C10}.

We see the common nodes between E; and E; is {Cs, C,}
the common node between E, and E; is {Cs, C;} and the
common node between E; and E4 {Cs, Co}-

However EinEj=¢ ifj=i+1;1<i<4;2<j<3.

Now the directed neutrosophic graph given by the expert E;
is as follows.
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The connection neutrosophic matrix M, associated
with the directed graph I is as follows:

C1C2C3CS
c,;JOo 1 0 I
Mi=¢c,[0 0 0 0
c,]0 1 0 |
c,/0 0 00

The directed neutrosophic graph Il given by the second
expert E; is as follows:
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The connection neutrosophic matrix M, given by the
expert E; is as follows:

C; C3 Cg C

c,/0 1 1 O
Miy=c 1 0 0 I].
c|0 0 0 1

c,/0O 0 1 O

~

The directed graph 111 given by the third expert E; is as follows:

-
s III
~

The neutrosophic connection matrix M, of the graph Il is
as follows:

C6 C7 C8 CQ

(0 1 0 |

M||| = C 0 001
c(l I 0O
01 00
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The directed graph 1V given by the forth expert E, is as
follows:

The neutrosophic connection matrix My, associated with graph
IV is as follows:

c, ¢

©
o
©
o
=
S}

c,|0 |
Myv=1¢|0 O
|0 O
Coll O

o o o »
o b - —

We cannot merge the graph | with 111 or IV.

Likewise graph Il cannot be merged with graph IV.
Further graph 111 cannot be merged with graph I. Finally
graph IV cannot be merged with graphs I and Il. We now
get the merged neutrosophic graphs.

First let us get the merged NCMs of experts E; and E;
by merging the neutrosophic graphs I and II.

Let A denote the merged graph of graphs | and Il
which is as follows.
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Let M denote the neutrosophic merged connection matrix
of A.

Cl CZ C3 CB CG C7

c,JO 1 0 1 0 0]
c,]0 0101 0
Ma=c,0 1 0 1 0 I}
/0 0 0000
c|0 0 000 1
¢,J0 00010

Let B denote the merged graphs of the graphs Il and 111 which is
as follows:
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The merged neutrosophic connection matrix Mg of the graph B

is as follows:

C2 C3 CG C? C8 C9

c,[]O1 1 0 0 O]

c,/1 00 1 0O
Mg =1¢0 0 0O 1 0 I].

c,;/O 01 001

O 01 1 0O

G0 0 01 0 0]

Let C denote the merged neutrosophic graphs Il and IV
which is as follows:

Let M. denote the merged neutrosophic connection matrix of
the merged neutrosophic graph C.

C4 CG C7 C8 C9 ClO

c,[0 00O I 1 I
[0 01010
M.=¢, |0 0 0 0 1 0
/01 1 001
|0 01001
Coll 0 0 0 0 O]
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Let D denote the merged graph of all the four neutrosophic
graphs I, I, Il and IV which is as follows:

Let Mp denote the merged neutrosophic connection matrix of
the merged neutrosophic directed graph D which is as follows:

C, C, C, C, C5 Cy C; G

©
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=

1S)

MD: Cs

mO
O O O O O O o o o o
O O O O O O O+, O K
O O O O O O o o o
- O O O O O O o o o
O O O OO0 oo — o —
O O kP kP OO O o — O
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This is the way specially linked merged NCMs function.

Now we proceed onto describe the notion of specially
linked (merged) NCMs. Suppose we have some n concepts say
{c1, Cy, ..., Cy} and say t experts work on it and all of them use
only NCMs .

Now we proceed onto describe the specially merged NCMs
model using groups of experts from the t experts.

Suppose say r; of the experts from the t experts give the
total or integrated model. If we have another set of r, experts
from t experts give the total or integrated model so on say some
r; of the t experts give the integrated model then to find the most
influential expert and the least influential expert.

Most influential expert is one who cannot be compensated
or replaced by some other expert.

A passive or a weak expert is one who can be replaced by
one or more experts. This has been described developed in the
case of FCMs.

Now we will describe the situation by an example.

Let C = {Cy, Cy, ..., Cio} be the ten concepts associated
with a problem. Let Ey, E,, Ez, E4, Es be 5 experts working on
this problem using NCMs by selecting some attributes from the
set C. Suppose the expert E; works with the attributes {C,, Cs,
C4, Cs} and the expert E, works with the attributes {Cs, C4, C,,
C;}. The third expert E; works with the attributes {C¢, Cq, Cs,
Cio}.

The forth expert works with {C;, C,, C; and C¢} and the
fifth expert works with {C,, Cs, C;, C4}.

Now we see {Cy, C3, C4, Cs} U {Cs, C4, Cz, Cr} U {Cs, Co,
Cg, ClO} =C.
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However the set {Cs, C4, C,, C7} is replaced by {C4, C,, C4,
Ce} and still we get C.

However the sets {C;, Cs, C4, Cs} and {Cs, Cs, Co, Cio}
cannot be replaced by any other set. We can as in case of FCMs
get the merged connection neutrosophic matrix of the merged
neutrosophic cognitive maps model.

It is pertinent to keep on record that all the five experts
work only with the NCMs.

Finally we describe the mixed FCMs and NCMs model.
Suppose we have a problem which is associated with n
attributes say C = {cy, ..., C,}. Some s experts agree to work on
the problem using some attributes from the set C using only the
FCMs model. Some t expert wish to work on the problem using
some attributes from the set C using the NCMs model only.
Thus these t + s number of experts alone can contribute for the
integrated merged mixed FCMs and NCMs model.

That is all the s-experts do not cover the set of n attributes
neither the set of t-experts cover the set of all n-attributes only a
subcollection from the s-experts and the t-experts alone are in a
positive to cover all n concepts in C.

Thus we are forced to merge a directed graph with a
directed neutrosophic graph to arrive at a solution. The
resultant model will be defined as the mixed merged FCMs and
NCMs model.

This will be illustrated by the following example.

Let C = {Cy, C;, C3, ..., Cyio} be the set of 10 attributes.
Suppose 3 experts choose to work with the problem with some
nodes from the set C using only NCMs model. Some 2 experts
work the problem with some nodes from C using only the
FCMs model. Thus 5 experts E;, E,, ..., Es work on the
problem.
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Let the three experts E;, E, and E; work with the NCMs and
the experts E4 and Es work with the FCMs model.

Let the first expert E; work with the concepts {C,, C,, Cy4,
Cs} and the second expert E, work with the nodes {Cs, Cs, C5,
Co}. The third expert E; works with the nodes {C4, Cs, Cq, Co}.
Thus all the three experts work only with the NCMs model.

Let the forth experts E, work with the nodes {C,, C,, Cs, Cs,
Co} and the expert Es work with the nodes {C,, Cs, Cy9, C7, Co}.

In the first place we observe even when all the three experts
E;, E; and E; join together to get the merged NCMs still the
nodes Cg and Cyq are left out from the set C.

Now it is also observed that two experts E; and Es cannot
give in the merged FCMs model accounting for all the nodes
from C.

They also cannot account for Cg, for Cg is missing. Thus we
to get whole of C define the merged mixed FCMs and NCMs
model.

Now let A be the neutrosophic graph associated with the
first expert E; which is as follows.
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Let B be the directed neutrosophic graph given by second expert
E..

C7 ¢ C9

Let C be the directed neutrosophic graph given by the third
expert Ez which is as follows:

C=

Let D be the directed graph given by the fourth expert E,
which is as follows:

(=) )
(<)
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Let E be the directed graph of the FCMs model given by the
fifth expert Es.

‘E'.llliiz...;, <:)---E

Now the connection matrix of the neutrosophic graph A be
M which is as follows:

>
1
O 0O 0 o
N
o O o o ©
r O O — o
N
O O r Pk O
o - r o L

Let Mg be the connection matrix associated with the
neutrosophic directed graph given by the second expert which is
as follows:

C3 CG C7 C9

c,JO 1 00
Mg=c,0 O | 1.
c,/1 1 00
G0 0 1 0
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Let M. denote the connection neutrosophic matrix
associated with the neutrosophic graph C.

C, C5 Cq Cq
c,|O I 10
Mc=c¢c;|0 0 O 1.
;|0 1 0 1
1 0 0 O

Let Mp denote the connection matrix of the directed graph
D given by the fourth expert E4 which is as follows:

C1C2C3CBCQ
c,/Jo 0 0 1 0]
M= G0 0 0 0 0f
c,/1 0001
0 0 001
[0 1 0 0 0

Let Mg denote the connection matrix of the directed graph E
given by the fifth expert Es.

(@]
N
o
~
o
o
(@]
~
(@]
=
1S

c,[01 100
Moz G100 11
c|0 0 0 00
c,|/0 0 00 1
Col0 0 1 0 0]
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Now let F give the merged graph of the first two experts E;

ad E, which is as follows:

We see the graphs A and B cannot be merged to a graph so

F does not exist as the graphs have no common vertex or edge.

Let G denote the merged graph of the experts 1 and 3 which
is as follows:

The merged graph G is a neutrosophic graph.

Let Mg be the connection matrix of G.



Merged FCMs and NCMs Models | 103

¢, C, C, Cs C; Cq

c,JO 1 1 0 0 0]
c,/]0 01100
Mg=c,]0 0 0 I 1 0.
/0100 0 I
C,|/0 0 01 0 I
G0 0100 0

Let My be the connection matrix of the merged graph H.
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C, C, C C, C5 Cy Cy
¢,JO 1 01 0 1 0]
c,]0 001100

M = &1 000001
c,/]0 000 1 00
/01 00000
/0 0000 0 1
G0 1 000 0 0

Let | denote the merged graph of the experts (1) and (5)
which is as follows:

Let M, denote the connection matrix of the merged graph |
which is as follows:

o
=
o
N
o
~
o
ul
(g
~
o
=
| ©

c,[O 1 1000
c,|/0 01 100
Mi=cl|0 101 11
¢[00 10000
c,|0 00001
Col0 0 0 1 0 0]
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The merged graph J of experts 2 and 3 are as follows:

The merged connection matrix M, of the merged graph J is
as follows:

c, C, C. C, C, C,
c,J0 0010 0
c,/]0 01 100
M;=c,/0 0 0 0 0 1.
|0 01 01 1
c,/1 001 00
G0 1 0010

Now we get the merged graph K given by the experts 2 and
4 which is as follows:
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The merged connection matrix My of the directed graph K
is as follows:

C, C, C Cy C, Cq C
c,;JO 0 0 0 0 1 0]
c,/0 000000

M= &1 00 100 1)
/0000 1 01
¢,/0 011000
/0 0000 0 1
G0 1 00 10 0

Let L denote the merged graph given by the experts 2 and 5
which is as follows:
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The merged connection matrix M_ of the neutrosophic
merged graph L is as follows:

CZ C3 C4 CB CG C7 CQ C10
c,[]0O 0O 1 10000
c,/0 0001000
c,/10OO0OO0OOOO D1
M.=¢,/0 0 0 00O O O
[0 00 O0O0 I 10
/01 101001
|0 0000100
Col0 00 1 00 0 0]

Let M denote the merged graph of the experts 3 and 4 which
is as follows:
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Let My be the merged neutrosophic connection matrix of
the merged neutrosophic graph M which is as follows:

C, C, C C, Cs Cq CqCy
c,;Jlo 00000 1 0]
c,/0 0 000000
/1 0000001

Mw=¢c,0 0 0 0 I 100
/0 000 0O O I
/0 0001001
/0 000 0O0O0 O
G0 1 01000 0]

Let N denoted the merged neutrosophic graphs of the
experts 3 and 5.
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Let My be the merged neutrosophic connection matrix of
the merged neutrosophic graph N which is as follows:

CZ C4 CS CG C7 CQ ClO
c,]001 10000
c,[1 011101

M= 6|0 0000 1o
[0 010010
c,[0 00000 1
[0 100000
Col0 0 1 0 0 0 0]

Let O denote the merged graph given by the experts 4 and 5
which is as follows:
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We see the merged graph is not a neutrosophic graph.
Infact a usual graph.

Hence the related connection merged matrix M, of O will
not be a neutrosophic graph.

Hence the merged graph of these two expert also work with
the FCM and not a NCM.

Only when one of them works with a neutrosophic graph
and other the usual graph we will get a merged neutrosophic
graph hence the merged connection matrix is also a
neutrosophic matrix forcing the dynamical system associated
with it to be a NCM and not a FCM.

We now give the connection matrix M, of the merged graph
O which as follows:
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Cl CZ C3 C4 CB C7 C8 C9 C10
¢[00 00010100
c,[/0 00100000
/1 00000010

Mo= G|0 1000100 1)
c;/0 00 00O0O0O0O
c,[/0 000000O0O01
|0 00000010
C,/0 1 0000000
Col0 000100 0 0]

We see this merged model is only a merged FCMs model.
All nodes except Cg is present. We can also merge the directed
graphs of the experts 1, 2 and 4.

Let the merged graph of the experts 1, 2 and 3 be denoted
by P which is as follows.

The merged connection matrix Mp of P is as follows:
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Let Q denote the merged graph of the expert 1, 2 and 4 which is
as follows:

Let Mq denote the merged connection matrix of the merged
graph Q.
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Let R denote the merged graph of the experts 1, 2 and 5 which
is as follows.

Let R denote the merged graph of the experts 1, 2 and 5
which is as follows:

Let MR denote the merged connection matrix of the graph R
which is as follows:
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Let S denote the merged graph of the experts 1, 3 and 4
which as follows:

Let M denote the merged connection matrix of the merged
graph S which is as follows:
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C, C, C C, C C4 Cqy Cq
c,fJlo 1 0100 1 0]
c,/0 0011000
/1 0000001

Ms=c¢c/0 0 0 0 I 1 0 Of.
/0100000 I
/0 0001001
/0 0 0000O0O0 1
G001 00000 O

Let T denote the merged graph of the experts 1, 3 and 5
which is as follows:

Let Mt denote the merged connection matrix of the merged
graph T which is as follows:
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Cl CZ C4 C5 CG C7 CQ ClO
¢[00 1 100 0 0 0]
c,]/0 0110000
|01 001101
Mr=¢|0 10000 I 0.
[0 0010010
c,]/0000O0O0O0 1
{001 010000
Col0 001 000 0

Let U denote the merged graph of the graphs given by the
experts 1, 4 and 5 which is as follows:

Let My denote the merged neutrosophic connection matrix
of the merged graph U which is as follows:
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Cl C2 C3 C4 C5 C7 CS C9 C10
¢[00 1 0100100
c,]0 00110000
/0 00000010
M= G|0 10011001
c;/0 000 000O00O
c,|/0 000000001
G0 00000010
C,/0 1 0000 O0O0O
Col0 000100 0 0]

However My and My are distinct one is a FCM model and
other is a NCM model. Let V denote the merged graph of the
experts 2, 3 and 4 which is as follows:

The merged connection matrix My associated with
neutrosophic directed graph V is as follows:
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c, ¢, C C, C Cy C, CyCy
c,JO 000000 1 0]
c,]0 0000O0O0O00O
/1 00001001

M, =G0 000 10000
/000 0O0O0GO0O0 I
G0 00O 1 01 01
¢,J/0 01001 000
/0 000000O0O0T1
G001 010010 0

Next let W denote the merged graph given by the experts 2,
3 and 5 which is as follows:

Let My denote the merged connection neutrosophic matrix
of the merged graph W which is as follows:
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CZ C3 C4 CS CG C7 CQ ClO
c,]0 O110000
c,[/0 0001000
c,/[1 001 1101

Mw=c |0 0 0 0 10 1 0f.
00000 T 10
c,]0 0101001
/00010100
Col0 0 0 1 00 0 0]

Next let X denote the merged graph given by the experts 3,
4, 5 which is as follows:

Let Mx denote the merged connection matrix of the merged
graph X which is as follows:
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Cl CZ CS C4 CS CG C7 C8 Cg ClO
¢[00 0000010 0]
c,/0 001100000
c,/1 000000010
c,/001 001 11001
Mx=¢/0 0 0 0 0 0 00 I 0.
/0000100010
c,/0 00 00000O0 1
C,/0 0000000 10
/0101000000
Cs/0 0 00 1000 0 O

This merged graph X gives the complete merged NCM
model of all the 10 attributes. So we see three experts are
sufficient to make up for the integrated NCMs model.

We now find the merged graph Y given by the experts 1, 2,
3 and 4 which is as follows:
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Let My denote the merged connection matrix of the merged
graph Y which is as follows:

C, C, C;C, C C; C, Cy Cq
¢,;JO 1 01000 1 0]
c,/0 00110000
/1 00001001

M, =G0 000 11000
c,|/0 000 0O0O0 0O
G0 000101 01
c,/0 01 001 00O
/0 000 0O0O0 O I
G001 01 1 010 0

Now we get the merged graph Z of the experts 1, 2, 3 and 5.
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Let Mz be the merged connection matrix of the merged

graph Z.

€, C G Cf C5 Cg C; Cg Cy

¢[00 1 010000 O]
c,]O0O0O110O0O0TO0
c;;JO00OOO1O0O0TO

M, = c,/]O1 001 0101 .
|01 00O0O0O0OTIO
C,t/OOOO1O0T1 10
c,;/lOO1 0O0T1 0001
|0 001 0O0O1O0TO
o0 0O 001 0O0 0 O]

Now we get the merged graph o of the four experts 2, 3, 4
and 5.

The connection merged matrix M,, of the merged graph o
is as follows.
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Let Mg denote the merged connection matrix of the merged
graph  which is as follows:

C1 CZ C3 C4 C5 CG C? CB C9 C10
¢,[O 1 01000100
c,]/0 001100000
¢,[1 000000010
/01 001 11001
Mg=c|0100000O0O I 0O
|00 001000T10
c,|/0 0 000O0O0O0O0 1
¢[00 0000000O0T10
/0001000000
Col0 0 0 01000 0 O]

We see this gives the integrated merged NCMs of the
problem.

It is important to note that even without the inclusion of all
the experts a few of the experts can contribute to the integrated
merged NCMs.

It may so happen that we may get some integrated merged
NCMs leading to the complete problems. They may also be
distinct.

So in this case we to overcome the problem of selecting
which set of experts define a new NCMs model called the
average NCMs model.

We can adopt the method new average NCMs model for
these merged NCMs which is introduced in the last chapter of
this book.
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Further we have defined in chapter 1V the notion of Kosko
Hamming distance for NCMs and FCMs. We can use this
distance to study how far two systems vary from each other and
if the distance / deviation is small we accept the solution.

If on the other hand the deviation is large we investigate the
cause for it. Thus by these methods applied to the merged
models we can analyse the problem in a sensitive and in a
productive way which will help. The experts draw appropriate
conclusions.

We suggest a few problems for this chapter.

Problem:

1. Obtain some special features enjoyed by merged
graphs.

2. Show merged FCMs are in general better than the
combined FCMs.

3. Use merged FCMs to study some special real world
problem.

4. Find the special features enjoyed by merged FCMs.

5. Give a real world problem illustration by using merged
FCMs.

6. Describe with an example the merged NCMs.

7. Give an illustration in the real world problem the notion
of the linked merged FCMs.

8. What are the advantages of using merged FCMs and
linked merged FCMs?

9. Study question 8 for NCMs.
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10. Describe with an example the notion of specially
merged FCMs (NCMs).

11. Describe with an example the notion of mixed merged
FCMs and NCMs.

12. Prove these new techniques of merged FCMs (NCMs)
make the analysis more sensitive with a better solution.



Chapter Three

KOSKO - HAMMING DISTANCE IN FCMSs
AND NCMSs

In this chapter authors for the first time introduce the new
notion of Kosko - Hamming distance (K-H) distance in
vectors related to FCMs and NCMs. However K-H
distance is nothing but a Hamming distance defined for a
special type of vectors x, y € V" which enjoy same initial
properties.

So K-H distance in general cannot be defined for any
two arbitrary

X,y e V' ={(Xs, ..., Xn) | Xi € Z = {0, 1}, 1 <i < n},
they are resultant state vectors related with a FCMs or a
NCMs model. Such study is innovative and show how far
two experts agree or defer over an issue.

Such study will help to get more information on the
problem their by making the solution more closer to truth
and feasibility.
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As said at the out set Kosko-Hamming distance is a
distance function depending on the NCMs or FCMs. So
for one to define a K-H distance they basically need the
resultants and properties of the FCMs (or NCMs).

Let C = {ci, ..., c,} be the n concepts / attributes
related with the problem. Suppose some experts work
with the same problem using all the n attributes using a
FCM (or NCM) model.

However the researcher is interested in comparing the
results of the t experts and wants to know how much they
differ over the predicted results.

To this end we denote by the on state of the node C;
alone by X; =(1, 0,0, 0, ..., 0) the on state of the node C,
by X, = (0, 1, 0, ..., 0) and so on and the on state of the
node C; by X;j=(0,0, ..., 0,1,0, ..., 0) and finally the state
on the node C, by X,=(0,0, ..., 0, 1).

Let us denote the t experts by Ej, Es, ..., E.. Let M,
denote the connection matrix of the FCM (or NCM) which
serves as the dynamical system of the first expert.

Let M, be the connection matrix associated with the
directed graph given by the second expert. M, acts as the
dynamical system of the FCMs for the second expert and
SO0 on.

Thus M; denotes the connection matrix associated with
the directed graph given by the i expert and M; serves as
the dynamical system of the FCMs for E; the i"™ expert.
Finally M; denotes the connection matrix associated with
the directed graph given by the t" expert E; and M, serves
as the dynamical system of the FCMs.



Kosko Hamming distance in FCMs and NCMs | 129

Now to find Kosko Hamming distance denoted dyx we
need the following conditions to be satisfied by the two

vectors in Z," = {(a, ..., a,) | & € {0, 1}, 1 <i < n} for
which the Kosko - Hamming distance can be found.

(i) For any initial state vector A = (ay, ..., a,) we find
using each of the t experts the hidden pattern by finding
AM;, i=1,2, ...t

The resultant state vector that is the hidden pattern may
be a fixed point or a limit cycle. Let Y/, Y},...,Y/ be the

hidden patterns of the initial state vector A of the t experts.
We can define the Kosko - Hamming distance only on the
set of vectors Y = (Y, Y2,...,Y) clearly

Y e {(a, a, ..., an) | g € {0,1}, 1 <j<n}and
i=12 ..t

d( Y2, Y2) = {the Hamming distance between the
vectors Y* and Y/ in the set Y}

= di(Er, Es) because E, is the r™ expert and Es is the s™
expert and Y and Y2 are their the resultant vectors given
by the experts on the initial state vector A.

Now clearly (1) dk(x,y) > 0or (2) dk (X, y) <n.

If dk(Er, Es) = 0 we say both the experts E; and Es agree
on the outcome of the initial state vector A.

If dk(Er, Es) = m has a bigger value 0 < m < n we say
the two experts do not agree over the outcome of the initial
state vector A. So the experts have a different opinion
hence this sort of comparison can make the study more
sensitive and very closer to the solution or suggestions in
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the investigation of the problem. In the final chapter of
this book we have given about averages of the FCMs and
NCMs and certainly this notion will be used there.

Now we will technically describe the working of the
problem. Suppose we have n concepts or attributes related
with the problem. We have say t experts Ej, Ey, ..., E;
working with the problem using all the n concepts /
attributes using either FCM or NCM. Suppose M, Mg,
..., M are the t connection matrices given by the t experts
respectively.

Let X; = (1, 0,0, ... 0), Xy = (0, 1,0, ..., 0), X3 = (O,
0,1,...,0) soon X,=(0,0, ..., 0, 1) be the initial state
vectors with which we work.

X1M; is calculated and the hidden pattern of X; is a
fixed point or a limit cycle given by
Y} ={(a, az, ..., an) | ai € {0, 1}, 2 <i<n}.

Let the hidden pattern for X, = {0, 1, 0, ..., 0) given by
X,M; be denoted by

Y, ={(a, 1,as, ...,an) |aie {0,1},i=2,i=1,3, ..., n}.

The hidden pattern for the initial state vector X3 = (00
10...0)isas follows.

The hidden pattern X3M of the initial state vector Xs
be
Y; ={(a1, a2, 1,a4, ...,an) |ai e {0,1}i=1,2,4, ..., n}.

Finally for X; = (0, O, ..., 0, i, O, ..., 0) the initial
vector.
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Let X; M; give the resultant vector that is the hidden
pattern of X; M; as

Y ={(a1 @ ..., &1, 1, @is1 Aix2 ... an) [ 3j € {0, 1}; j =
1,2,...,i-1,i+l, ..., n} and so on.

Finally for X, = (0, 0, ..., 0, 1) we get X,Mj;’s resultant
state vector of X,’s to be
Y ={(@, ...., a1, 1) |ai € {0, 1} and 1 <i < n-1}.

On similar lines for each of the initial state vectors
X1=(100...0),X;=(0...10)andsoon X, = (0, ..., 1,
0) we get using the dynamical system given by the second
expert E, the hidden pattern to be Y/ = (1, az, ..., an),

Y7 = (a1, 1, a3, ..., an) and so on.

Y’ =(ay, ..., &1, 1, Qi+1y «.vy An), ..., and Y2 =(ag az ...
an—l, 1)

Similarly for expert 3 and so on.

For expert i we get the resultant of X, ..., X, to be
Y, = (1, a, ..., &), Y, = (a1 1, as, ..., an) and so on.
Y! =(a, ay, ..., an-1, 1) using the dynamical system M; of
the FCMs or NCMs.

Thus for the t" expert E; using the connection matrix
M; of the FCMs or NCMs we for the initial state vectors
X1, Xz, ..., Xn get the resultant state vectors or hidden
patterns to be Y, = (1, a, ..., &), Y, = (a1, 1, a3, ..., a,) and

soon Y =(ay,az ..., an1, 1).

Now we give the sample representation of how the
Kosko-Hamming distance is calculated this distance can
be found provided at that time of comparison both the
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experts work only on the same initial state vector
otherwise the Kosko-Hamming distance cannot be found
or it is meaningless. So if we compare the jth expert with
a pth expert 1 <j, p <t, we denote it by dy(Y/,Y?) and find
that value.

That value can be found fori =1, 2, ..., n. So we can
say for the ith initial state vector how close or how far the
two experts j and p are in their predictions, however
keeping in mind that the experts opinions show his
ignorance or capabilities in tackling the problem and it
also varies from expert to expert and problem to problem.

This is tabulated in the following form.

Hidden pattern of the initial state vectors given by the
experts and K-H distance

Initial E, E; E: dk(El,Ez) dk(Et_l,
state Ev)
vector

Xo | Y || Y | Y n; n
X2 [ Y || Y5 || Y, ny n
X [ Yool Yo || Y n nt

This table is called one initial on state vectors K—H
distance comparison table.

Note that Y; gives the resultant state vector of the

initial state vector X; for the i expert in the above table;
I<i<tand1<j<n.
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However it is pertinent to keep on record that these

initial vectors Xi, Xs, ..., X, are by no means given any
form of even sample representations of the resultant by the
resultant of the initial state vector Xy, ..., X,. That is we
want to keep on record that if X; + X, =(1100...0) =
X1 then

X1 M1 + XoMq i(xl + Xz) M,
# (Y. +Y;) in general.

This is true for every X;, i =1, 2, ..., n and for every

one of the connection matrices My, ..., M, so we are
forced to work with 2" vectors with entries from n-vectors

in{(a;, az, ..., a,) |ai € {0, 1}, 1 <i<n}.

Now we can work with initial state vectors

Xlﬁz :(11000),

X1z =(1010...0),

X114 :(1001,00)and
soon X1, =(4,0,...,0,1).

Likewise

and so on

Xon =(0,1,0,...,0,1).

Xyn =(,..,0,1,0 ...,1),
Xu1,n=(0,0, ...,0,1,0, ..., 1)

and so on.

Xn-, N =(0,0, ..., n=1, n).
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We also work with three on state which gives ,Cs
number of such states.

Four number on state of nodes gives ,C4 number of
such initial state vectors and so on.

Finally we get nC,-1 number of such state vectors.

However we see if X; has resultant Y; and X; has
resultant Yj then

XiM + XM = Y + Y

because of this only we are forced to work in a different
way to arrive at a solution.

We will illustrate this situation by an example.

Example 3.1: Let

000000 1 1 -1 1
000000 1 1 1
000000 -1 -1 -1 -1
000000 -1 -1-10

Mo|0 00000 1 11
000000 -1 -1 -1 -1
0000000 1 1 0
0000001 0 1 1
0000001 0 0 -1
000000 1 1 -1 0]

be a matrix associated with a problem involving 10
concepts ¢y, Cy, ..., Cio.
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Let X;=(100000 00 O0O0) be the given initial state
vector where only the C; node is in the on state and all
other nodes are in the off state.

We find X;M =(0000011-11) (after updating and
thresholding we get Y;) > Y; =(1000001101)
(— denotes the vector has been updated and thresholded).

We find YiIM=(0000002303)>Y,=(10000
01101)=Y; o |

Thus the hidden pattern is a fixed point.

Next let us take X, = (010000 00 0 0) we see only
the node C, is in the on state and all other nodes are in the
off state. We find the resultant of the state vector X, on
the dynamical system M.

X,M=(0000001110)
5(0100001110)=T, (say)

T,M - (0000003230)—>(0100001110)
=T, (:Tl) o

Using equations | and 11 we get
XiM+XosM=Y1+ T,
=(1000001101)+(0100001110)
=(1100000011) "

Now consider X; + X, =(1000000000)+(0100
0000000)
=(1100000000).

We find the effect of X; + X, on the dynamical system
M.
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(Xi+X)M =(0000002201)
5(1100001101)=S; (say)

SiM=(0000004303)—(1100001101)
382(281) v

Hence this is also a fixed point.

However Ill and IV are distinct so in general while
working with FCM or NCM we see for the dynamical
system M: (X1 + X2) M = X;M + X,;M.

This forces us to find the Kosko-Hamming distance for
every 2" elements in the set
A={(a, ...,an) |ai € {0, 1}, 1 <i<n}

Hence we have to find di for two vectors in A provided
they are resultant of the same basic initial state vector used
by both experts but only the dynamical system used by
them viz the connection matrices used by the concerned
two experts are different.

Further we cannot as in case of vector spaces think if
we work for the state vectors which forms a basis set we
will get the resultant for other vectors. This is clearly
proved in the example.

So it is not very difficult to write a program to find
using the matrix which serves as the dynamical system for
the FCM (or NCM) and find the appropriate Kosko-
Hamming distance of the resultant state vectors which are
the hidden patterns of the state vectors.

So for the Kosko-Hamming distance function we in the
first place should have two distinct dynamical systems
given by two different experts working on the same
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problem with same number of nodes. Secondly for di to
be defined at that time both experts should have worked
only with the same initial state vector.

Only under these conditions we will be in a position to
define dyx and compare them.

We will illustrate the situation by an example or two.
Example 3.2: Let E; and E; be any two experts working

on the same problem with same number of nodes. Let
them work with seven nodes ¢y, C, ..., C7.

Let G; be the directed graph given by the expert E;.

Let M1 be the connection matrix associated with the
graph G; which is as follows:
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c,C, C3C, C CqC
c,J]Oo 001 1 1 -1
c,J/0 00000 O

M= G|t 000000
c,/0O000O0O0 O
/1 00000 O
/0 0 000O0 O
¢,J/0 00000 O

Let G, be the directed graph given by the second
expert E, using the same set of concepts C;, Cy, ..., Cy.

Let M, be the connection matrix associated with the
graph G, which is as follows:
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C, C, CC, C Co C
¢,[O 1 -1 10 0 -1]
c,/]0 0 000 0 0
M,= G100 000 0
c,/]1 0 0 00 1 0
/0 0 000 0 O
/0 0 0 10 0 -1
¢,[-1 0 0 00 -1 0]

Now using these two matrices M; and M, of the FCM
we work for the Kosko-Hamming distance between them.

Let X; = (100000 0) be the initial state vector. To
find the effect of X; on the dynamical system M; and M,
respectively.

X;M;=(000111-1) -
(1001110)=Y;

Y1 M =(200111-1) -
(1001110):Y2(:Y1).

XiM, =(01-1100-1) > (1101000)=2,
ZiMp=(11-1101-1) - (1101010) =2,
Z;M; — (1101010) =Z; (= Zo).

X1M; gives the hidden pattern as (1001 1 1 0) and
X1M; gives the hidden patternas (110101 0).

Wesee dk((1001110)(1101010)=2.
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So from the Kosko-Hamming distance we see for the
state vector X; = (1 0 0 0 0 0 0) both the experts do agree
or approximately close in their predictions.

Now let us consider the on state of the vector S; = (0 0
01000).

To find the effect of S; on M1 and M.

StM;=(1000000) - (1001000) = (P; say)
PMM;=(100111-1)—>(1001110)=(P;say)
PM;=(2001110)—(1001110)=P;(=Py).

Si1M,=(1000010)—>(1001010)=R;
RMM,=(11-1201-1) > (1101010)=R,
RM,=(11-1201-2) - (1101010)=Rs(=Py).

We find di(Ey, E,)
=d((1001110),(1101010)
=2.

Now we will find the Kosko - Hamming distance
between the two experts opinion for the state vector
S1=(1001000). We find both S;M; and S;M; in the
following.

Consider

SiM;=(100111-1)—>(1001110)=T;

TM;=(1001110)=T,(=Ty) ... |

SiM,=(11-1101-1) > (110101 0) =Py (say)

PiM,=(11-1101-1)—>(1101010)=P,

Now d((1001110),(1101010)) =2.
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We see the effect or resultant of the initial state vectors
(1000000),(0001000)and (100100 0) using M;.
The hidden pattern of all the three vectorsare (100111
0),(1001110)and (1001110)respectively. That is
the hidden pattern of all the three initial state vectors are
the same in case of the dynamical system M; given by the
first expert.

The hidden pattern associated with the initial state
vector (1000000),(0001000)and(21001000)
usingthe M, are(1101010),(1101010),(211010
1 0) respectively. In case of the matrix M, or the second
expert E; also we see the hidden patterns of the three
vectors are the same.

Consider
A; =(0000010) to be the initial state vector for
which we wish to find the hidden pattern using M.

AiM;=(0000000) > (00000 10) a fixed point
with no change.

Now we find A;M, = (000100-1) —> (000101 0) =
A

A:M,;=(1001010) - (1001010)=A;
AsM;=(11-1201-1) >(1101010) = Ay
AM,=(11-1101-1) > (1101010)=A,

We see
d(E1, E2) =dk((0000010),(1101010)=3.

Now we find the effect of By = (0000 0 0 1) on the
dynamical systems M; and M.
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BiM;=(-1000000) - (0000001)no change.

Now BiM, = (=1 0000-10) — (000000 1) no
change. Thus dk(E1, E2) = dk((0000001),(000000
1)) = 0.

That is the distance between these two resultant
vectors is zero. That is for the initial state vector B; we
see both the experts agree upon the effect that is why the
Kosko-Hamming distance is zero.

Thus Kosko-Hamming distance measures how far two
experts agree on the effect of a initial state vector or how
much they disagree upon it.

Such type of study is new and for the first time authors
study this as it would throw light on the deviations from
one expert to another while analyzing the problem using
FCMs or NCMs.

Let us now study the same situation for NCMs for the
same problem by the experts E; and E4. Now let G3 be the
neutrosophic directed graph given by the expert Es.
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Let Ms; be the neutrosophic connection matrix
associated with the neutrosophic directed graph which is
as follows:

~
ol
o
o
o
~

O — 0 o — o Fr o

~

o

O O O O O Ok O
O O O O o o o

O 0 0 0 o
(421
o B .
O 0O 0o o o —

Let G4 be the directed neutrosophic graph given by the
forth expert on the same problem.

Let M, denote the neutrosophic connection matrix
associated with the neutrosophic directed graph Ga.
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C, C, CC, C C; G
c,[O 101 1 0 -1]
,/0 000 1 0 I
M= G| L0000 00
/1 0000 0 O
/1 1 000 0 O
|0 0010 0 -1
¢,[-1 1 000 -1 0

Now we will find the on state of the node C; alone.
Thatislet X; =(1000000). To find the effect of X; on
Ms and Mg.

XiM3 =(01-11100)—>(1101100)=Y; (say)

YiM; =(01-11100)—>(1101100) =Y, (say)

YoM =(11-1+4111+4100) > (1111100) =Y3
(say)

YsM3 =(1L111100) > Y4 (=Y3say).
Thus the hidden pattern is a fixed point.

Now consider
XiMy;=(010110-1)—>(1101100) =2 say

ZiMy = (1, 1+1,0, 1, 14,0, -1+ 1) > (1101101) =
Z; (say)

Z;My=(11021101) =23 (=2Z) say is a fixed point.

Now we have not yet defined Kosko-Hamming
distance or for that matter Hamming distance in case of
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neutrosophic n-tuples of the form (a;, a2, ..., a,) where
aie {{Zul),Zulor(Rulyandsoon}1<i<n.

We define this now in the following.

Let x = (X1, ..., Xp) and 'y = (ys, ..., Yn) € {{Zo U I), (or
Z ulyor{(Qulor (R v )} we define the Hamming
distance d(x, y) =d ((X1, ..., Xn), (Y1, ..., Yn)) =t where t a
positive integer denotes the number of places in which x
differs fromy, 0 <t<n.

We will illustrate this situation.

Letx=(1,0,1,1+1,1,1,0)andy =(1,0, I, L+ I, I, I,
0) then the Hamming distance d(x, y) = 3. This is the way
Hamming distance is defined.

Letx=(1,1,1,1,1,1,1,0,1+ ) andy=(2, 3, 4,11,
1+1, 3+51, 71, 8).

Now d(X, y) = 7. Thus the Hamming distance between
x andy is 7 that is x differs from y in seven places.

Now to define Kosko-Hamming distance we need two
state vectors associated with two NCMs working on same
initial state vector over the same problem using the same
number of concepts. This is a basic need for one to define
the Kosko-Hamming distance for two resultant vectors.
Such study helps one to compare how far two experts
agree or disagree over the same nodes influence on their
respective dynamical systems. Thus in this case from the
example we see

d(Es, E4) = de((1,1,1,1,1,0,0), (1,1,0,1,1,0, 1)) = 2,
which shows they agree on majority of the nodes and
disagree only on the two nodes.
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Nothing prevents us from comparing the experts E; and
E; where one of them work on the NCMs and other work
using FCMs but both work on the same problem with
same set of nodes.

We now find for the initial state vector X3=(00100
0 0) the effect of X3 on M3 and M, respectively.

XsMsz = (-1,1,0,0,1,0,0) > (0,1,1,0,1,0,0) = Y;
(say)

Y:Ms = (21-1,1,1,0,1,0,0) > (1, 1,1,0,1,0,0) =Y,
(say)

YoM; = (21-1,21,0,1,1,0,0) > (I,1,1,1,1,0,0) = Y3
(say)

YsMs=(1,21,0,1,1,0,0) > (I, 1, 1,1, 1,0, 0) = Y,4
(=Y3) (say); clearly the hidden pattern is a fixed point.

Now we find
X3My4=(-1,0,1,0,0,0,00—-(0010000) = X3

So as far as Xz on the dynamical system Mjs is
concerned we see it is fixed point.

Now we find
dk (Es, Es)
=d((1,1,2,1,1,0,0),(0,0,1,0,0,0,0)) =4.

Thus we see both the experts have different opinion as
far as the node Cs is concerned.
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Consider the on state of the node X;=(000000 1)
to find the effect of X; of the dynamical systems M; and
M.

XiM3=(-1000001)—>(0000001)
is a fixed point.

X:Mg = (-11000-10) — (0100001) =Py(say)
PiMg = (<11001-11) — (0100101) =P,say
P.Ms = (=1+1,21,0,0,1,-1, 1)

- (,1,0,0,1,0,1)

= P3(say)
P3M4 = (|—1, 3|, O, O, |, 0, 0)

— (1,1,0,0,1,0,1)

= Py (say) =Ps.
Thus
dk(Es, Eq)

=dw((0,0,0,0,0,0,1),(1,1,0,0,1,0, 1))
=3.

This is the way comparisons are performed between
Ms and Mg.

We will tabulate in a table of the four experts two of
them working using FCMs and two using NCMs on the
same problem.
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C E, E, Es
(1000000) | (1001110) | (1101010) | (1111100)
(0100000) | (0100000) | (0100000) | ((I111100) or
(1101100))
(0010000) | (0010000) | (0010000) | (1110100)
(0001000) | (1001110) | (1101010) | (1101100)
(0000100) | (1001110) | (0000100) | (1000100)
(0000010) | (1001110) | (1101010) | (1101110)
(0000001) | (0000001) | (0000001) | (0000001)
(1100000) | (1101110) | (1101010) | (11I1100)
(1000100) | (1001110) | (1101010) | (1101100)
(0110010) | (1111110) |(1101010) | (I1111100)
(1111000) | (1111110) |(1111010) | (1111100)
E, 0(Ey, E2) | dk (En, Es) | di (Ey, Ea)
(1101101 2 3 5
(1101101) 0 4or3 4
(0010000) 0 3 0
(1101101) 2 1 4
(1100101) 3 2 3
(1101110) 2 2 4
(0100101) 0 0 2
(1101101) 1 2 3
(1101101) 2 2 3
(1111111) 2 3 2
(1111101) 1 2 3
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d(E2, E3) dw(Ez, Es) dy(Es, Eg)
4 3 4
4or3
3
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However one has to work with ;C; + ;C, + ;C3 + ... +
7Cs + 7C¢ number of possible state vectors and find the
relative 6 columns to compare them.

For the 11 initial vectors state vectors tabulated above
we see experts one and two agree very rarely for the
maximum Kosko-Hamming distance in 3. So also experts
1 and 3 agree in this manner. However experts E; and E4
does not agree on the initial state vector (L0000 0 0).

Expert E; and E3, E; and E4, and E3 and E4 disagree on
certain initial state vectors as the Kosko-Hamming
distance is four.

So we can study and analyse these in a special way to
arrive at a result. It is pertinent to define a norm for
acceptance or rejection or reanalysis of a node. This is
carried out in the following way.

Suppose (¢, ..., Cy) are the n concepts under study and
Ei, Ea, ..., Eras the t experts working with it.
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If d(Ei, Ej) < [ % | we do not re analyse.

If d(Ei, Ej) > [ % | we analyse them and see why the

underlying node is giving a result of this form 1 <, j <t.
A special mention about that node will be made in the
study and conclusions of the problem.

Now this technique can be made for merged FCMs and
merged NCMs also. For we take each experts opinion and
when we have a common node we study the Kosko-
Hamming distance between them.

Incase we get several integrated complete FCMs and
NCMs we study the Kosko-Hamming distance between
them.

Such study is illustrated here from the examples given
in chapter Il of this book. Consider the merged graphs of
the four experts working with the concepts {Ci, C, ...,
Ci2}.

We only use the graphs of the I, II, 1l and 1V of the
four experts.

Cu —
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Let M, be the directed graph given by the first expert.

The connection matrix associated with the graph I is as
follows:

C1C2C7C10C1
¢[00 1 0 0 O]
M.zCZOOlOl.
c,/0 0010
€/l 0 0 0O
c,/0 0 1 0 0]

Let the graph given by the second expert be denoted by
Il which is as follows:

OO
2

Using the second experts graph Il we have the
following connection matrix of the second expert.
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My =

O 0O o o o
N ~

N

ol

=
o

H O O O O o

C7C10C2
01 0]
100
010
000
01 0]

Now we work with the on state of the node C; alone
using M, in the initial state vector and all other nodes are
in the off state.

Consider X7 = (00100)

X7M,
Y1 M,
YoM,
Y3M,
YsM,

(00010)
(10010)
(11010)
(11111)
> (11111)

—>
%
%

P1.

(00110) = Y, (say)
(10110) =Y, (say)
(11110) = Y3 (say)
Y4 (say)

The hidden pattern is a fixed point given by P;.

Now we find
X7M|| = (00010)
Y1M|| = (00010)

5 (00110) = Y3 (=Y4) = Q..

— (00110) = Y; (say)
= Y, (say)

Hence the fixed point is the hidden pattern given by
Q1. Obvious we cannot find the Kosko-Hamming between
the two experts.

So we expand the state vectors to the final form.
Authors by the term expand mean the missing nodes in all
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the 12 nodes will be put with zeros as the value. Now P; is
expanded as P’ follows.

P1 = (cy, C2, C7, Cag, C11)
=(€1,¢20,0,0,0,¢7,0,0,Cy0, €11, 0)
PP=(110000100110).

Now Q; is also expanded as Q; which is as follows:
Q1 = (C4, Cs, C7. C1g, C12)

Q; = (000C4 cs0c;00c00 Clz)
=(000000100100)
dw(PF,Q;) = 3.

This is the way we find in case of several experts for
which we wish to work with merged FCM or NCMs find
the Kosko-Hamming distance for expanded resultant
vectors.

It is pertinent to keep on record in this case not all the
nodes are comparable we may have one or two which
happens to be common are comparable.

Let us consider the experts 1l and IV the connection
matrices given by them are

C4 CS C7 ClO ClZ

c,[0 0 0 1 0]
M= G| 0100
c,|/0 0 010
Cy|0 0 0 0 0
/0 1 0 1 0

and
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C3 C6 CS CQ ClO ClZ

c,[JO1 01 0 0]
c,|0 00011
M|V:C8000100
c,/0 0000 1
c,/O 1 1 0 0 0
/0 0 0 0 0 0]

The nodes cip and ¢y, are common for both the experts
Il 'and IV. So we can find the resultant for the initial state
vectors.

A; = (00010), A, = (00001) and Az = (00011) in case
of expert Il and B; = (000010), B, = (000001) and
B, = (000011) in case of expert IV we calculate the
resultant in the following.

A:M,; — (00010)

A;M,, = (01010) — (01011) = X; say
XiMy; =(11110) — (11111) = X; say
XoM; = (11111) = X3 (:Xz).

Now

AsM;; = (01010) — (01011) = Y, say
Y:My; = (11110) — (11111) = Y, (say)
YoMy — 3 (:Yz).

Thus we see in case of both A, and A; the hidden
pattern of the dynamical system M; is a fixed point infact
the same resultant (11111).

Now we find the hidden B; = (000010) using M,
which is as follows:
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BiM,y = (011000) — (011010) =2,
Z]_M|V = (011011) = Zz
Zo:My — (011111) =273 (:Zz).

Thus the hidden pattern is a fixed point.

Now we expand the resultant vectors of the dynamical
system My, and Myy.

X2 = (000110100101)
Y¢ =(000110100101)
Z: = (000001011101)

de( X2, Z%) = ((000110100101) (000001011101)) = 6.

The extended Kosko-Hamming distance is 6.
Now let B, = (000001)
BZM|V —> (000001) = Tl.

TS =(000000000001) is the extended state vector of Ty

Now di(Y;,T)
=((000110100101) (000000000001))
= 4. Thus the extended Kosko-Hamming distance is 4.

Now we proceed on to use the Kosko-Hamming
distance for two merged FCMs where the merging of
different set of experts is carried out.

Consider the two dynamical system of the merged
FCMs given by the merged connection matrices Mp and
Mk given in chapter two of this book.

Let {Cy, Cy, ..., Cio} be the 10 attributes we find the
10 attributes we find the Kosko-Hamming distance using a
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few of the initial state vectors. Let dx (Mp, My) denote the
Kosko-Hamming distance is not on two experts but on
their merged FCMs.

We tabulate as follows:

Ci

Hidden
patterns given
by My

Hidden pattern
given by Mp

dx(Mp,

(100...0)

(1110111110)

(1110111000)

(010...0)

(0110111110)

(xRN

(0010...0)

(0010111111)

(0110111111)

(00010...0)

ornxrm

(0001011111)

(000010...0)

(0110111111)

(0000100000)

(0000010...0)

(0000010000)

(0000011010)

(0000001000)

(0110111111)

(0000011010)

(0000000100)

(0110111111)

(0001011110)

(0000000010)

(0110I11111)

(000001010)

(0000000001)

(0110111011)

(0001000111)

(1100...0)

(1110111110)

(1110111010)

(10010...0)

(11111011111)

(1101111111)

(1000110000)

(1111111111)

(110011110)

(0100000001)

(0110111111)

(0111 111111)

(0000110000)

(0010111111)

(0000111010)

(0000001001)

(0110111111)

(0001011111)

(0000000110)

(0110111111)

(0001011111)

(0000000101)

(0110011111)

(0001011111)

(1101101100)

(1110111111)

(1111111111)

(0001110001)

(0110111111)

(0001011111)

(0000000111)

(0110111111)

(0001011111)

(0000011110)

(0110111111)

(0001011111)

(0011101110)

(0111111111)

(0111111111)

OWONWIARPROOIRWOIAINIOIOOTOIIN|INW|(FRIWW Z
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It is pertinent to mention that the about example is in
no way connected with any of the problems.

It is just
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constructed for the example sake. Only this is an illustrate
example.

Now one more quality of this notion is it can be used
in finding the most influential / vital node. So the dk(c;, ;)
can also predict the influential node describe in chapter 111
of this book.

Now finally we can also use this concept in New
Average FCMs and New Average NCMs which will be
developed in chapter V of this book. Thus this notion will
also be used in finding the Kosko-Hamming distance
between every expert and the average FCMs value given
by all the experts.

If the Kosko-Hamming distance is small or negligible
we need not find the hidden pattern for each of the experts
but only FCM or New Average NCM which will save both
time and economy.

Thus we will be using this concept in the last chapter
of this book.

We suggest the few problems.

Problems:
1. Find some special features enjoyed by Kosko-
Hamming distance on NCMs and FCMs.
2. Construct a real world problem model using

FCMs with 10 experts, and use the concept of
Kosko-Hamming distance on the experts
opinion.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

Study the same model using NCMs with same
number of experts mentioned in problem 2.

Distinguish between Hamming distance and
Kosko-Hamming distance.

Prove Kosko-Hamming distance aids in finding
the influential nodes.

Illustrate problem 5 by some examples.

Construct a real world problem model and
obtain the Kosko-Hamming distance table.

Develop any other property related with
Hamming-Kosko distance.

Use Kosko-Hamming distance to study the
merged FCMs model.

Use Kosko-Hamming distance to study the
mixed merged FCMs and NCMs models.

Obtain some FCMs and NCMs models and use
Kosko-Hamming distance to study a few
properties associated with it.

Prove some interesting results on Kosko-
Hamming distance for extended (expanded)
hidden patterns.

Study the problem 12 on a real world model.
Using Kosko-Hamming distance predict a

problem on two experts E; and E; who work
with FCM and NCMs respectively.



Chapter Four

NEW AVERAGE FCMSs AND NEwW
AVERAGE NCMSs

In this chapter authors for the first time introduce two
types of New Average FCMs and NCMs, one is a New
Simple Average FCMs (NSAFCMs) and another is New
Average FCMs. The analogue for NCMs is also carried
out in this book. We make some simple assumptions
before we define the new average FCMs and new average
NCMs.

We redefine or rename the concepts in such a way that
all these FCMs or NCMs take values from the set {0, 1} or
{0, 1, I} respectively. Only such study will nullify the
draw back of canceling of two opinions of the two expert
if one is -1 and other is +1. So this is over come and we
use this concept of new average FCMs and NCMs only
under this basic assumption.

We now describe define and develop first the notion of
Average Simple FCMs.
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Let us suppose n experts work on a problem with the
same set of attributes ¢y, Co, ..., Ct.

All the n experts choose to work with FCMs using
only these t attributes.

Let My, M, ..., M, be the n connection matrices where
M= 1ZMi given by the n-experts who use only 0 or 1 as
n iz

edge weights.

1if a;=x XZ[EJ
2
0 if a;=x x{EJ
2

We see M = (a;); & € {0, 1}; 1 <i, j<t.

ajj =

We call M the new average dynamical system of the
new average simple FCM as the entries are 0 or 1.

This FCM associated with the connection matrix M is
defined as the New Average Simple FCMs (NASFCMs).

Now instead of FCMs all the m experts work on the
problem using NCMs with values from the set {0, 1, I}
using the same t attributes {cy, Co, ..., ¢t} and if Ny, N, ...,
N, are the neutrosophic matrices then we find

iN. = (&)

i=1

3||—‘
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1 if aij=x+ylandx2L%Jwith y <X
. m| .
I if aij=x+ylandy2L?anhx<y
%= m m
0 if aij:x+y|andx<L—Jwithy<L—J
2 2
a+bl if aij=x+ylandx2{%Jandy2{%J

Now N = (a;) is called the New Simple Average
dynamical system of the new simple average neutrosophic
matrices N1, Na, ..., Nm.

Now we can also use the mixed new average simple
FCM and NCM whose dynamical system is defined as
follows:

LetT:M

_ (g +my
2

where
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n, +m;
1 if 12 1>05
n, +m;
0 if ‘2 L <05
no+mg _
tj= 41 if fzo.SI (neutrosophic part)

1+ 1'if both neutrosophic part and real partis > 0.5
@<i,j<t)

Now T has the values from the set {0, 1, I} so T is
associated with the New Average simple mixed FCMs and
NCMs.

We will first illustrate this by an example before we
proceed onto define New Average FCMs, New Average
NCMs and New average mixed FCMs and NCMs.

However we keep on record, this example is just an
illustration and is not a resultant of working with any real
world problem.

Example 4.1: Let us consider some 6 attributes
{c1, C2, C3, C4, Cs, Cs} related to one problem. Four experts
agree to work with the problem using FCMs.

All of them agree to work on these 6 attributes using
the weights of the graphs to be either 0 or 1 only.

Let G; be the directed graph given by the first expert
on the problem.
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G

O e

Let My be the connection matrix associated with the
direct graph G; which is as follows:

C, C, Cs C, Cs Cg
c,JO 0 0 0 0 1]
¢,/1 0110 0

Mi=c, 0 0 0 0 0 0.
c,/]0 00010
/010001
/0 0 0 00 0

Let G, be the directed graph given by the second
expert using the nodes ¢, Cy, ..., Cs.
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Gy @/
(&)
=

The connection matrix of the graph G, be M, which is

as follows:

c, C, C;C, Cs Cq

/O 01 0 0 0]

c,]0 00100
My=¢c,1 1 0 0 0 Of.

c,/0 00011
/000100

0 0 0 0 1 0]

Let G be the directed graph given by the third expert
which is as follows:

o (e -
Salas
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Let M3 be the connection matrix associated with the
graph Gz which is as follows:

Cl CZ C3 C4 C5 CG

c,Jo 1 0 0 0 0]
c,/0 01 00 0
Ms=c,/0 0 0 1 0 0.
c,/]0 00010
c|/0 00100
G[1 001 1 0

Let G4 be the directed graph

G4= @
(&7
O—Er—

Let M, be the connection matrix related with G, which
is as follows:
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c,C, CsC, Cs Cg
c,Jo 0 0 0 0 1]
c,/0 0 0100
Ms=c,/1 0 0 1 0 0.
c,/]0 1 000 0
|0 00101
G0 0001 0

Now we find the average of the FCMs which is
defined as the new simple defined as the New Simple
Average FCMs (NSAFCMs) by finding

%(M1+ M + Ms + My)

N
P O o MNPk O
© O Fr B O B
O O o o N B
P W o N W o
w o w o o o
O NP OO N

70 025 025 0 0 05]
025 O 05 075 O 0
o5 025 0 05 0 0 |_
= = (m;)).
0 025 0 0 075 025
0 0 0 075 O 0.5
025 0 0 025 075 O |
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We see if m;; > 0.25 put 1

if m;; <0.25 put 0.

c, C, C; C, Co Cq
¢[00 1 1 0 0 1]
/1 01100
WeseeM =¢,/1 1 0 1 0 Of.
/01 0011
6|0 00101
/1 00 1 1 0f

M is defined as the new average simple dynamical
system associated with the new average simple FCMs.

We work with a few attributes in the on state using all
the 5 dynamical systems in the following.

Let us now work with the dynamical system given by
the first expert with the following initial state vectors.

X;=(100000)
X;=(010000)
X3=(001000)
X,=(000100)
X5=(000010)
Xs=(000001)

X1,=(110000)
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X36=(001001)
X45=(000110)
X1,3,5 = (l 0101 0)
X246=(010101).

We will be working only with these 11 initial state
vectors in case of all the experts as well as M the
dynamical system of NASFCMs.

Let table 1 denote the initial set of state vectors in the

first column and the second column the hidden pattern
using the dynamical system M.

Table 1
X1=(100000) (100001)
X,=(010000) 111111)
X3=(001000) (001000)
X;=(000100) 111111)
X5=(000010) 111111
Xe=(000001) (000001)

X1,=(110000) (111111)
X36=(001001) (001001)
X45=(000110) (111111)
X135=(101010) | (111111)
Xo46=(010101) | (111111)

Now we work with same set of initial vectors and
obtain the hidden pattern using M, which is given in table
2 in the following.



New Average FCMs and New Average NCMs | 169

Table 2
X1=(100000) 111111
X,=(010000) (010111)
X3=(001000) 111111
X4;=(000100) (000111)
X5=(000010) (000111)
Xe=(000001) (000111)
X12=(110000) 111111
X36=(001001) (111111
X45=(000110) (000111)
X135=(101010) (111111
X246=(010101) (010111)

Now using the dynamical system Ms given by the 3™
expert we use the 11 initial values Xj, Xs, ..., X135 and
X246, find the hidden pattern and tabulate in table 3 in the
following.

Table 3
X1=(100000) (111110
X;=(010000) (011110
X3=(001000) (001110
X4=(000100) (000110
Xs=(000010) (000110
Xs=(000001) 111111
X12=(110000) (111110
X36=(001001) 111111
X45=(000110) (000110
X135=(101010) (111110
X246=(010101) (111111)

Now we use the dynamical system given by the fourth
expert My and find the hidden pattern for all the 11 initial




170 | New Techniques to Analyse the Prediction of Fuzzy Models

state vectors and tabulate in the table 4 which is as

follows.

Table 4
X1=(100000) (110111)
X,=(010000) (010100)
X3=(001000) 111111)
X4;=(000100) (010100)
X5=(000010) 111111
Xe=(000001) (010111)
X12=(110000) (110111)
X36=(001001) (111111)
X45=(000110) (010111)
X135=(101010) (111111)
X246=(010101) (010111)

Now we find the hidden pattern using the new average
simple FCM for the 11 initial state vectors and give them
in the following table 5.

Table 5
X1=(100000) 111111
X,=(010000) 111111
X3=(001000) 111111)
X4=(000100) 111111
Xs=(000010) 111111)
Xs=(000001) 111111
X12=(110000) (111111)
X36=(001001) 111111
X45=(000110) (111111)
X135=(101010) 111111
X246=(010101) (111111)
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From the table 5 we see the thresholding value 0.25
ought to be changed.

So now we in the average matrix put mi; = 1 if m; >
0.5 and mj; = 0 if m;; < 0.5.

So the modified M is denoted by M.

1 G G5 G
0

ol
(@]
)

1

N

M’ =

w

~

al

C
0
0
1
0
0
0

O O O O o o
O O O = O
P O B, O O O o
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Now using this M’ we find the hidden pattern of the 11
initial state vectors and tabulate them in the following
table 6 which is as follows:

Table 6
X1=(100000) (100111)
X;=(010000) 111111
X3=(001000) (101111)
X4=(000100) (000111)
X5=(000010) (000111)
Xs=(000001) (000111)

X12=(110000) (111111)
X36=(001001) (101111)
X45=(000110) (000111)
X135=(101010) (101111)
X246=(010101) (111111)
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Now we use the concept of Kosko-Hamming distance
to study the closeness or distance of each of the experts in
the predictions. We write under the columns dk(E;, E;) the
Kosko-Hamming distance of the 11 hidden patterns of the
experts Ei and Ej, 1 <1, j < 4 (E;, A) means the Kosko-
Hamming distance between the 11 hidden patterns of the
expert Ej and the NASFCMs, 1 <i<4.

This is given in the following table 7. However table 5
is not useful as the hidden pattern of all the 11 initial state
vectorsis(111111).

Table 7

dw(E1Ep) | du(E1,E3) | du(E1,Es) | du(E1,A)

X;=(L00000)
X,=(010000)
X;=(001000)
X,=(000100)
X;=(000010)
Xs=(000001)
X1'2:(110000)
Xs5=(001001)
Xu5=(000110)
X135=(101010)
X545=(010101)

NOWRARONWWOGIN
OFRr AP OBSABENDNDNDAS
NONPARPFRPWORMOORM_W
OFRP WWONWWRMODN

di(E2Es) | du(EaEs) | du(EaA) | du(EsEs) | di(EsA) | du(EaA)
1 1 2 2 3 1
2 2 2 2 2 4
3 0 1 3 2 1
1 3 0 3 1 3
1 3 0 4 1 3
3 1 0 2 3 1
1 1 0 2 1 1
0 0 1 0 1 1
1 1 0 2 1 1
1 0 1 1 2 1
2 0 2 2 0 2
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We see from the table 7 the deviation of each of the experts
from the average A is very less. Now we find A the average of
all the four experts for all the 11 hidden pattern and compare it
A in the following table.

Table 8
Xi A A d(A.A)
X1=(100000) (111111) | (100111) 2
X,=(010000) (011111) | (111111) 1
X3=(001000) (111111) | (101111) 1
X;=(000100) (010111) | (0O00111) 1
Xs=(000010) (111111) | (000111) 3
Xs=(000001) (010111) | (0O00111) 1
X1,=(110000) (111111) | (111111) 0
X36=(001001) (111111) | (1011112) 1
X45=(000110) (010111) | (0O0111) 1
X135=(101010) (111111) | (101111 1
Xou6=(010101) | (111111) | (111111) 0

We see except for the initial state vector Xs all the
deviations or 0, 1 and only one two. Thus there is not much of
deviation as per the Kosko-Hamming distance between the

hidden patterns of the average A and that of the hidden pattern
got from the NASFCMs.

Thus we by using NASFCMs can save time and economy.
Now in the following table we give the value of dy(E;, 5\),
de(Ez, A), di(Es, A) and di(Es, A) in the following.

Table 9
de(E1, A) | d(Ez,A) | di(Es, A) | di(Es, A)
X,=(100000) 4 0 1 1
X,=(010000) 1 1 1 3
X5=(001000) 5 1 3 0
X,=(000100) 2 0 2 2
Xs=(000010) 0 0 4 0
Xs=(000001) 3 0 2 0
X1,=(110000) 0 0 1 1
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X35=(001001)
X,5=(000110)
legy5:(101010)
Xo45=(010101)

wwN
N O
or N O
N O oo

Except for the first expert as in case of di(E,A) we see the
deviation is not very high.

Thus we have defined NASFCMs and shown using the new
technique of Kosko-Hamming distance we see the deviations
are considerably small so we have no problem of using
NASFCMs instead of working with several experts. This gives
equal importance to each and every expert. Further this saves
time and economy so this new model will serve as a better one.

Next we proceed onto define the notion of New Average
Simple NCMs. We assume NCMs take values only from the set

{0, 1, 13.

Suppose we have n experts who wish to work only with the
NCMs, then to find the New Average Simple NCMs
(NASNCMs).

Let {ci, C,, ..., ¢} be the t-concepts associated with the
problem and m-experts work with the problem using only the
NCMs model. To find the new average simple NCMs. Let Ny,
N, ..., N be the m-connection neutrosophic matrices given by
the m-experts.

_15
LetN—m;Ni

= (nij) we see if Nij > I_%J :
then put n;; = 1 (n; real)

if njj =t + sl where t, s are real then
putnj=1ift>s
=lift<s
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if njj is real and nj; < | % | put 0.

Thus N takes values from the set {0, 1, I}.

Using N we can find the hidden pattern and N is
defined as the New Average Simple dynamical NCM
system.

We will illustrate this situation by an example.

Example 4.2: Let C = {C4, C,, C3, C4, Cs} be the five
attributes associated with the problem.

Let E;, E; and E;3 be the three experts who work with
the problem using the NCMs model and using the five
attributes.

Let G; be the neutrosophic graph given by the first
expert which is as follows.

G

Let N; be the neutrosophic connection matrix associated
with the neutrosophic graph G;
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C, C, C; C, C4
/0O I 0 1 O]
N1=02001O I.
¢/01 000
c,/0 0 001
c/0 0 0 0 O]

Let G, be the neutrosophic directed graph associated
with the NCM given by the second expert which is as
follows:

Let N, be the connection matrix associated with
neutrosophic directed graph Gy;

,_‘
IN)
(¢
w
o
~

=
| o

N

0O 0 0o 0 o
w
O O, O O a6

N2:

~

O — O O O o
R O O O
o O O O O
O O O B O o

(3]
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Let G3 be the graph associated with third expert E;3
which is as follows:

The neutrosophic connection matrix associated with
the graph Gs is as follows:

¢ C, CyC, C
/01 0 0 0]
stczloooo_
/0 0010
¢/01 0 0 I
|01 0 1 O]

Let us find the hidden pattern of 12 initial state vectors
and tabulate them in the following for the NCM given by
the expert E;.

Table 1
Initial state vectors Hidden pattern
X1=(10000) arr1y)
X2=(01000) (01101

X3=(00100) (01101)
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X4=(00010) (00011)
Xs=(00001) (00001)
X12=(11000) (11111)
X13=(10100) (11111)
X14=(10010) (11111)
X15=(10001) (11111)
Xu5=(00011) (00011)
X34=(00110) (01111)
X24=(01010) (01111)

Now in table 2 we give for the 12 initial state vectors the
hidden pattern given by the second expert using the dynamical
system N, which is as follows:

Table 2
Initial state vectors Hidden pattern
X1=(10000) (10000)
X2=(01000) (11101)
X3=(00100) (10101)
X4=(00010) @arriy
Xs=(00001) (10101)
X12=(11000) (11101)
X13=(10100) (10101)
X14=(10010) @arriy
X15=(10001) (10001)
X45=(00011) @arr1y
X3=(00110) ari1iy
X24=(01010) (11101)

We now find the 3 expert opinion the neutrosophic
matrix N3 and tabulate the hidden pattern of the 12 initial
state vectors in the following table 3.
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Table 3
Initial state vectors Hidden pattern
X1=(10000) (11000)
X;=(01000) (11000)
X3=(00100) 11111
X4=(00010) (11011)
X5=(00001) (11011)
X12=(11000) (11000)
X13=(10100) (11111)
X14=(10010) (11011)
X15=(10001) (11011)
X45=(00011) (11011)
X34=(00110) (AEEN)!
X24=(01010) (01011

Next we find the average of the three NCMs Ni, Ny,
N.

N = %(N1+N2+N3)

[0 1+1 0 033 0 |
033 0 066 O I
=/ 0 033 0 033 033].
0 1+1 O 0 1+1
1033 033 O I 0

We after thresholding put 1 if o > 0.33

lifa=1
Oif a<033finallylifa=1+1.
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Z

1
O O O +— O
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10
0 1
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01
I 0

Now N is known as the New Average Simple NCMs
dynamical system.

Now we find the hidden pattern of all the 12 initial state
vectors and tabulate them in table 4 in the following.

Table 4
Initial state vectors Hidden pattern
X1=(10000) (11111)
X;=(01000) 11111)
X3=(00100) (11111)
X4=(00010) 11111)
Xs=(00001) arrrry)
X12=(11000) 11111)
X13=(10100) (11111)
X14=(10010) 11111)
X15=(10001) (11111)
X45=(00011) (11111)
X3=(00110) (11111)
X24=(01010) (11111)

From the hidden pattern we see all the nodes come to
on state for every initial vector. This is not any form of
good prediction.

So review of the results forces us to change the
thresholding function from 1 if o > 0.33 to “1 if o > 0.5.
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Now we redo the matrix N and denote it by N’ which is as
follows:

C1C2C3C4C5
c,[0 1 0 0 0]
Nz ©|0 0 101
c,/0 0 000
c,]0 1 00 1
;[0 0 0 I 0

Now we find the hidden pattern for all the 12 initial
vectors.

Table 5
Initial state vectors Hidden pattern
X1=(10000) 11111
X2=(01000) @oz1111)
X3=(00100) (00100)
X4=(00010) 01111)
X5=(00001) ©Orry
X12=(11000) @azzrn
X13=(10100) (11111)
X14=(10010) (11111)
X15=(10001) (11111)
X45=(00011) 01111)
X34=(00110) (01111)
X24=(01010) 01111

Now we will use the Kosko-Hamming distance defined in
chapter 111 to find the distance or how far two experts agree or
disagree also how far they agree or disagree from the New
Average Simple Neutrosophic Cognitive Maps model and the
average of the three experts 12 hidden patterns in the following.
Let A denote the average and A denote the hidden of the
NASNCMs.
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Now we find dk(Ei, Ej), dk(A, El), dk(/z\, E.) and dk(A,Z\) in

the following.
dw(E1, di(E1, dw(E2, di(Ex, di(Ez,
Ey) Es) Es) A) A)
X, =(10000) 4 4 1 3 4
X,=(01000) 2 3 2 1 3
X3=(00100) 2 2 3 2 2
X,s=(00010) 3 3 3 2 3
Xs=(00001) 2 3 2 3 2
X12=(11000) 2 3 2 1 3
X13=(10100) 2 1 3 1 1
X14=(10010) 0 3 3 2 2
X15=(10001) 3 3 2 3 3
X45=(00011) 3 2 2 2 3
X34=(00110) 2 2 2 0 2
X,4=(01010) 3 2 1 0 3
di(Es, A) A d(E, A) | d(Ex A) | d(EsA) | ddAA)

3 (11000) 4 1 0 4

4 (11100) 2 1 0 3

4 (11101) 1 2 1 3

3 (10011) 1 2 2 2

3 (10001) 1 1 2 3

3 (11100) 2 1 1 2

2 (11101) 1 1 2 1

2 (11111) 0 0 3 2

1 (10101) 2 1 3 3

2 (10011) 1 2 1 3

3 (01111) 2 1 2 1

2 (01111) 0 3 2 0

This is only an illustrative example and is not a real world
model in which we have worked. This is more to explain the
working so the answers may be little deviant. Any interested
reader can work with the real world model.

We on similar lines work with some problem which has say
C ={cy, ..., Cn} concepts with s + t experts work using the set C
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with s of them work using the FCMs and t of them work on the
problem with NCMs. We find the mixed new average FCMs
and NCMs where we add all the s + t, n x n matrices and divide
it by s + t we use some suitable parameter o so that using o the
Mixed New average NCM and FCM is obtained such that the
entries are from the set {0, I, 1} only. This working is similar to
that of NASFCMs and NASNCMs.

Here we keep on record that we need not work with values
in between the interval [0,1] for the dynamical system is
ultimately only going to give hidden pattern as 0 or 1 the off or
on state of nodes for otherwise the dynamical system will not
function. So under these conditions it is deem fit we can work
only with NASFCMs NASNCMs and mixed NASFCMs and
mixed NASNCMs using elements from the set {0, 1, 1}.

Interested reader can work with them using them in the real
world model. Here we suggest some problems for the reader.

Problems:

1. Obtain some special features enjoyed by Average New
Simple FCMs.

2. Show by a real world problem the working of
NASFCMs.

3. Compare NASFCMs with combined FCMs.

4. Which of the models is better NASFCMs or combined
FCMs?

5. What are the special features enjoyed by NASNCMs?

6. Exhibit by a real world model the functioning of
NASNCMs.

7. Compare NASNCMs with combined NCMs.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

Which model is better combined NCMs or NASNCMs.

Give a real world model and describe the functioning of
the mixed new average simple FCMs and NCMs.

Compare NASFCMs with the overlapping FCMs.

Distinguish both mentioned in problem 10 by applying
it in the real world problem.

Compare FTCMs with NASTCMs.

Compare both the model NTCMs with NASNTCMs by
using it in a real world model.

Can NASFCMs be used in predicting the users web
behavior?

Illustrate the working of NASNCMs in the users web
behavior.

Use NASFCMs to study the bonded labour problem.

Can the study given problem 16 be done using
NASNCMs?

Using problems (16) and (17) make the mixed
NASNCMs and NCMs model to study the bonded
labour problem.

Prove these new average models saves time and money.
Prove the advantage of using new average models

eradicates the bias in taking the opinion of only few
experts.



Chapter Five

INFLUENTIAL OR VITAL NODES OF FCMs
AND NCMs

In this chapter we study the vital or the most influential
nodes of FCMs and NCMs. We know when we have a
graph a vertex which has the maximum number of vertices
adjacent with it is usually considered as the vital node or
the most influential node.

In this book we study the nodes in case of FCMs and
NCMs. As FCMs and NCMs mainly function on the
directed graph of the dynamical system we ventured to
study such nodes. We saw these graphs are not like usual
graphs for a node with the maximum number of edges
incident to it need not in general to be vital node. This
was proved by real valued problems using FCMs / NCMs
model and their associated directed graphs given by the
experts.

Further we for these directed graphs of the FCMs
define most influential node, more influential node,
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influential node, less influential node, least influential
node or a passive node in a very different way.

Let {C;, Cy, ..., Cr} = C be the set of nodes / attributes
with which an expert works with the problem using FCMs
or NCMs. The expert will give the experts opinion in the
form of a directed graph say with C;, Cy, ..., C, as its
nodes. Suppose C; is a node with maximum number of
edges adjacent with it then in general C; is not defined as
the most influential node by us; on the contrary we define
a node C; to be the most influential node if the on state of
the state vector C; alone say X;j = (0,0, ..., 0, 1,0, ..., 0)
that is the i"" co ordinate alone is in the on state and all
other nodes are in the off state then we find the effect of X;
on the dynamical system and if X; gives the maximum
number of on states of the node in the hidden pattern of the
model which may be a fixed point or a limit cycle then we
define that node to be the most influential node. The C;
which when on and rest of the nodes are in the off states
gives maximum on states in the resultant vector is defined
as the most influential node. However for a given FCMs
model we can have more than one most influential node.
Suppose the most influential node C; whose initial state
vector is X; gives r number of on states of r node including
the ith node C; (r <n).

We say the most influential node of the dynamical
system of the FCMs makes (r-1) nodes on. Now when we
study the related graph of the FCMs it may not be the node
of the graph which has the maximum number of edges
adjacent to it.

So by studying the role of the node we can derive
several important properties about the problem at hand.
We can have more than one node for a graph of an FCMs
to be a most influential node. Now a more influential node
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of a FCMs will be a node Cj say X; = (0, ..., 0, 1,0, ..., 0)
only the jth coordinate is in the state and all other co
ordinates are in the off state. Suppose the hidden pattern
of X using the dynamical system makes s of the
coordinate to be in on state and r > s then we have no other
state vector which can give on state of more than s state
vectors then we call C; to be the more influential node of
the FCMs or NCMs we may have more than one node in C
to be such more influential nodes. However the vertices of
these nodes may not in general contain the maximum
number of edges incident to it.

Thus we have now defined the notion of more
influential node and the most influential node. Now we
can define on similar lines the influential node, less
influent node and so on.

A node is said to be a more influential node if the on
state of the node gives the on state of several nodes but the
number of nodes it makes on is less than that of the most
influential node. Next we can go for the just influential
node and an influential node and so on.

Hence (number of on state of most influential node) >
(number of on state of more influential node) > (number of
on state of just influential node) > (number of on state of
influential node) > (number of less influential node) >
(number of least influential node) > (number of non
influential node) for a given initial state vector.

This is the way the concept of influential node is
studied. Here the authors keep on record that there
influential nodes of a FCMs or NCMs are not the popular
nodes called hubs or influential nodes. These are entirely
a different concept varying with the problem in hand.
Further it is proved beyond doubt a node with the
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maximum number of edges adjacent to it in a directed
graph given by an expert of the FCMs or NCMs in general
is not the most influential node but it is the capacity of the
node after working with the dynamical system gives in the
hidden pattern with the maximum number of on state of
the nodes which is addressed in this book as the most
influential node.

Thus it may so happen a node with only one edge
adjacent to it may be the most influential node in that
problem. Thus in this study it is very clearly established
that in the directed graphs of the FCMs or NCMs that is in
the net working of the problem as given by an expert the
concept of the most influential node is not the maximum
number of edges adjacent to it. So these special class of
directed graphs (or networks) do not agree with the usual
concept of influential node; on the other hand a most
influential node will be node on which or around which
the problem spins. So such study is very vital for any one
who uses FCMs or NCMs. We are the first one to make
such a study. This also answers the long standing question
of the graph theorists who had doubts about the influential
nodes of a graph in general.

Now we have also classified the nodes as “most
influential”, “more influential”, “just influential”,
“influential less influential”, least influential” and “not
influential” etc.,. Such study throws of new way of
analysis of the problem which uses FCMs or NCMs
whatever is said for the directed graphs associated with
FCMs are also true in case of neutrosophic directed graphs
associated with the NCMs. Here we need to study only
the on state of one and only one node. For on state of two
nodes simultaneously etc does not come under the
purview of this study. We will illustrate these situations
before we describe them more technically.
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From table 1 in chapter IV we have

Initial State Hidden patterns No.of edges
vectors incident to
vertices

X3 = (100000) (100001) 2
X, =(010000) (111111) 4
X3 = (001000) (001000) 1
X4 = (000100) (111111) 2
X5 = (000010) (111111) 3
Xs=(000001) (000001) 2

We see X, that is the node C, has only two edges
incident to it yet it is also a most influential node. So the
nodes C,, C4 and Cs are the most influential nodes.

Refer graph G;

Oy
e

Now we remove the node C, and find the most
influential node.
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ORO

The connection matrix

C, C; C, C Cq
c,fJO 0 0 0 1]
c,J0 0000

:Sl.
c,/]0 0010
c,/0 0 001
/0 0 0 0 0]

We find for X; = (1 0 0 0 0) the hidden pattern using
Si.

X1=(10000) gives the hidden patternas (1000 1).
For X3 = (0 1 0 0 0) we find the hidden pattern using S.
The hidden patternis (0 1 0 0 0).

Using X4 = (0 0 1 0 0) we find the hidden pattern using
Siwhichis(00111).

For Xs = (000 1 0) we find the hidden pattern using
S; to be (00111).

For X¢ = (0 0 0 0 1) we find the hidden pattern using
S1tobe (00001).
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Thus we see the most influential node of the graph G \
{C,} is still X4 and Xs.

So the removal of C, has not collapsed the system.
Now we find the graph G; \ {C4}.

— c?‘ @

Let S, be the associated connection matrix which is as
follows.

1 CZ C3 C5 C6

c
K

1

c,| 0
0

10

o O O
o O O -
o O O o
o O O

Now using X; = (1 0 0 0 0) we find the hidden pattern
using S, whichis (1000 1).

Now for X, = (0 1 0 0 0) we find the hidden pattern
using Sy whichis (1110 1).
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For X3 = (0 01 0 0) we using S, find the hidden
pattern which is (001 0 0).

For Xs = (0 0 0 1 0) we find the hidden pattern using
S, whichis (11111).

Now for Xg = (0 0 0 0 1) we find the hidden pattern
using S, which is as follows (000 0 1).

The most influential node is X5 = (0 0 0 1 0); Cs is the
most influence node. Though C, is very influential its
removal has weakened only the most influential node C,
but has no impact on the other most influential node Cs.

Now G; \ {Cs} gives the following graph.

Let S3 be the connection matrix of the graph G; \ {Cs}.

ClC2C3C4C6
c,;Jo 0 0 0 1]
=Gt 01 1o
c,/0 00 00
c,/]0 0 000
|0 0 0 0 0
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Now X; = (1 0 0 0 0) on the dynamical system S;
yields (1000 1).

X,=(01000)onSzyields (11111).

X3=(00100)onS;yields (0010 0).

X4=(00010)onS;yields (000 10).

Xe=(00001)onSzyields (0000 1) = Xe.

Thus the most influential node X, becomes a least
influential node. However X, remains as the most
influential node.

Thus Cs is most influential vital node for it can also
affect the most influential node to become a least

influential node.

Now we study the graph G, given in chapter IV.

Initial State Hidden patterns | Number of edges
vectors incident to the
vertices
X3 = (100000) (111111) 2
X, = (010000) (010111) 2
X3 = (001000) (111111) 3
X4 = (000100 (000111) 4
Xs = (000010) (000111) 3
X = (000001) (000111) 2
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Only the nodes X; and X3 are the most influential node
and X, is more influential node.

However the nodes X4, X5 and Xg are just influential
node. There is no influential node or less influential node
or least influential node for this particular system.

Now G, \ C; gives the following graph.

ORG
Oa0

The related connection matrix R; of the graph G, \ Cs

is as follows:

ClCZ C4 CS CB

¢,[0 0 0 0 0]

c,J]O 0O1 0O

Rj_: 2 .

c,]0 0011

/00100

|0 0 0 1 0]

Now using R; we find the hidden pattern of X; =(100
0 0) whichis (1000 0).

The hidden pattern of X, = (01000) using the
dynamical system R;is (0111 1).
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The hidden pattern of the node X4, = (001 00) is as
follows: (001 11).

Now the hidden pattern of X5 = (0 0 0 1 0) is given by
(001 11). Finally the hidden pattern of X¢ = (0000 1)
is(00111).

Thus more influential node becomes the most
influential node and all the other three nodes are
unaffected the removal of the most influential node. Now
we see the most influential node viz X; becomes the least
influential node.

Now we remove the other most influential node C;
from the graph G,. G2\ {C;} gives the following graph.

CZC3C4CSCG
c,/]0 0 1 0 0]
R,= G100 00
c,/]0 0011
|0 0100
[0 0 0 1 0
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We find the hidden pattern of the on state of the nodes
C4, Cy, C3, Cs and Ce.

Let X, = (100 0 0), to find the hidden pattern of X,
using R,. The hidden pattern of X,is (1011 1).

The hidden pattern of the node initial state vector
X3=(01000)is(11111). For the initial state of
X4=(00100) the hidden patternis (001 1 1).

The hidden pattern for the state vector Xs = (000 1 0)
is(00111). Finally the hidden pattern for the initial state
vector Xg=(00001)is(00111). Thus X3 continues to
be the most influential node even if the most influential
node C; is removed.

So C; happens to be the better of the two influential
nodes C; and Cs.

Now we analyse the graph I11 of the problem.

(e~

Now the influential nodes are tabled using the
connection matrix Ms of the graph Gs in the following.
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Initial state Hidden patterns No.of edges
vectors incident to
vertices

X1 = (100000) (111110) 2
X, =(010000) (011110) 2
X3 = (001000) (001110) 2
X4 = (000100 (000110) 4
X5 = (000010) (000110) 2
X = (000001) (111111) 3

The most influential node is Xg, the more influential
node is X;. However the vertex C4 which has maximum
number of edges adjacent to it is the least influential node
of the system. Now Ggs \ Cg gives the following graph.

The matrix of G3\ Cg is

C,C, Cy C, Co
c,JO 1 0 0 0]
5= [0 0100
/0 0 010
c,/]0 0 001
;|0 0 0 1 0
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Now using S; we find the most influential node from
the table calculated.

Initial State Hidden patterns No.of edges
vectors incident to
vertices
X3 = (10000) (11111) 1
X, = (01000) (01111) 2
X3 = (00100) (00111) 2
X4 = (00010) (00011) 3
Xs = (00001) (00011) 1

The most influential node now is X; and the more
influential node is Xs.

So the removal of the most influential node Xg makes
the more influential node X; to be the most influential
node and so on.

Now we remove the node X; from Gs.

We get the following graph G3\ C; =

@/

The connection matrix of the graph G3 \ C; is as follows:
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C, C; C, Cs Cq
c,[0 1 0 0 0]
g, =G0 0100
c,/]0 0010
/0 0100
[0 011 0

Now we tabulate the hidden patterns;

Initial State Hidden patterns No.of edges
vectors incident to
vertices
X2 = (10000) (11110) 1
X3 =(01000) (01110) 2
X4 = (00100) (00110) 4
Xs = (00010) (00110) 3
Xs = (00001) (00111) 2

X2 happens to be the most influential node X3 and Xg
are the more influential node. Removal of the more
influential node C; makes the most influential node Xs into
a more influential node.

Thus we will now remove Xs from the graph Gs.

Gg\C5:
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The associated connection matrix of G3 \ Cs is as

follows:

C,C Cy C, Cg

/01 0 0 1]

c,;JO 0O1 0O

T1:2 .

/0 0 010

c,]/0O0 00O

|0 0 0 1 0]

The table of influential nodes is given in the following:

Initial State Hidden patterns No.of edges
vectors incident to
vertices
X1 = (10000) (11111) 2
X, = (01000) (01110) 2
X3 =(00100) (00110) 2
X4 = (00010) (00010) 2
Xs = (00001) (00001) 2

Most influential node is Xi, the non influential nodes
are X, and Xe.

However all the fives nodes have the same number of
edges incident to it. So the removal of the least influential
node into a non influential node. We call such nodes as
the most powerful nodes of the dynamical system.

Powerful nodes in general need not be the most
influential node. Likewise the most influential node need
not be a powerful node. Thus a most powerful node is a
node whose deletion makes the most influential node into
a non influential node.
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The more powerful node is that node whose deletion
makes the more influential node or most influential node
into a least influential node. Likewise the other types of
powerful nodes are defined.

Now we study the graph Gg.
Initial State Hidden patterns No.of edges
vectors incident to
vertices
X1 = (100000) (110111) 3
X2 = (010000) (010100) 2
X3 = (001000) (111111) 2
X4 =(000100) (010100) 5
X5 = (000010) (010111) 3
Xs=(000001) (010111) 3

The most influential node is C; and the least influential
nodes are X4 and X..

X4 has the most number of edges incident to it C; is the
more influential node. There is no node which is non
influential.

Let us study the graph G4 with node C3; removed which
is as follows:

o
N
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The connection matrix of G4\ Cjs is as follows:

N
o

£

] o

1

N

ul

4;
O 0O 0o o o 4
O o r oo o
o r O F K

m O O O o o
O L OO Fr o

C
c
C
C
C

6

Using L; we tabulate the hidden pattern of the on state
of the nodes C4, Cy, C4, Cs and Cg in the following table.

Initial State Hidden patterns No.of edges
vectors incident to
vertices
X1 = (10000) (11111) 2
X, = (01000) (01100) 2
X4 = (00100) (01100) 4
Xs = (00010) (01111) 1
Xs = (00001) (01111) 3

The most influential node is X3, however it has only 2
edges adjacent to it.

The more influential nodes are Xs and Xg however the
number of edges adjacent to Xs is only one the least
number of edges but it is the more influential node.

However there is no non influential nodes in this case.

Now we find the graph G4 \ C4 which is as follows:
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()

()
(=)

The connection matrix D, of the graph G4 \ C4 is as
follows:

C1C2C3C5C6
c,[JO 0 0 0 1]
D=0 0000
c,/]1 0 000
c,]0 0 0 0 1
|0 0 0 1 0

The table of hidden patterns to find the influential node
is as follows:

Initial State Hidden patterns No.of edges
vectors incident to
vertices
X1 = (10000) (10011) 2
X, = (01000) (01000) 0
X3 = (00100) (10111) 1
Xs = (00010) (00011) 2
Xs = (00001) (00011) 3
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From the table it is clear that the non influential node is
C, as there is only zero number of edges incident to it.

Most influential node is Xz and more influential node
is X1.

Just influential nodes are Cs and Cg.
However Cg has the maximum number of edges
incident to it and C3 has the least number of edges adjacent

to it viz. one edge but it is the most influential node.

However the edge C; is non influential as it has no
edge adjacent towards it.

Consider the graph G4\ Cg which is as follows:

¥

Cs

=)

Now we give the connection matrix of the graph
G4\ Cg and is as follows:



V1

C, C, Cy C, Cy
c,/Jo0 0 0 1 0]
_c0 00 10
“cl1 001 0f
c,|]0 1 00 0
;|0 0 0 1 0
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The table of hidden patterns using the dynamical
system V; is given by the following table.

Initial State Hidden patterns No.of edges
vectors incident to
vertices
X1 = (10000) (11010) 2
X2 = (01000) (01010) 2
X3 =(00100) (11110) 2
X4 = (00010) (01010) 5
Xs = (00001) (01011) 1

The most influential node is C; but the number of
edges incident to it is 2.

However the node C,4 has the highest number of nodes
adjacent to it how ever it is not even the most influential
node only a just influential node.

Now we study G4 \ C, directed graph and FCMs
associated with it.
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o
t

The related connection matrix of the graph G4\ C; is as

follows:

ClC3C4 CSCB

[0 0 1 0 1]

c,/1 01 0O

W1:3 .

c,]/0O0 00O

[0 0101

c|0 0 0 1 0]

Now we get the table of hidden patterns.

Initial State Hidden patterns No.of edges
vectors incident to
vertices
X1 = (10000) (10111) 3
X3 = (01000) (11111) 2
X4 = (00100) (00100) 3
Xs = (00010) (00111) 3
Xs = (00001) (00111) 3
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The most influential node is C3 which has the least
number of edges adjacent to it. However C4 which has 3
edges incident to it however it is a non influential node.
The more influential node is C; and the just influential
nodes are Cs and Cs.

Now we study the case for the NCMs given in example
4.2.

Consider the neutrosophic graph G; \ {C,} which is as
follows:

Gl\C2:

“ %

The table of the graph G; is as follows:

Initial State Hidden patterns No.of edges
vectors incident to
vertices
X1 = (10000) (anan 2
X2 =(01000) (011010) 4
X3 = (00100) (01101) 1
X4 =(00010) (00011) 2
Xs = (00001) (00001) 2

C; is the most influential node. C, and C; are more
influential nodes but C3 has only one edge incident to it
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but C, has four edges incident to it. However Xs is a non
influential node.

Now the connection matrix of G; \ C, is as follows;

C,CC, Co
c,;JO 0 10
S;=c|0 0 0 0.
c,|]0 0 01
c,|0 0 0 0

The table of comparison of influential nodes using
matrix S; is as follows:

Initial State Hidden patterns No.of edges
vectors incident to
vertices
X3 = (1000) (1011) 1
X3 = (0100) (0100) 0
X4 = (0010) (0011) 2
X5 = (0001) (0001) 1

X, is a special node for C3 which is a more influential

node is made into a non influential node.

Now we remove the node C; from the graph G;
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The neutrosophic connection matrix of the graph
G1\ C; is as follows:

c, c; C, Cg
c,[0O 1 0 1
M1:C31000.
c,/0 0 01
c|0 0 0 0

The table of hidden pattern using the matrix M; is as
follows:

Initial State Hidden patterns No.of edges
vectors incident to
vertices
X, = (1000) (1100 3
X3 = (0100) (1101) 2
X4 = (0010) (0011) 1
Xs = (0001) (0001) 1

The most influential nodes are C, and C;. C; and Cs

non influential nodes.

More influential

node C; is made

influential node and so on.

into a most

This type of study can be made to study the influential
nodes as well as powerful nodes of the problem.

Consider the graph G, of the example 4.2.

The table of hidden patterns is as follows.
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Initial State Hidden patterns | No.of edges
vectors incident to
vertices
X1 = (10000) (10000) 1
X2 = (01000) (11101) 2
X3 = (00100) (10101) 2
X4 = (00010) (11111) 2
Xs = (00001) (10001) 3

The most influential node is C4 and more influential
node is C,. Cj is a non influential node.

Now we study the system with C; removed. Consider
the graph G, \ C;.

The connection matrix of G, \ C; is as follows:

c, C; C, Cg

c,/0 1 00
P1:CSO 0 0 1.
¢,/ 0 01
c.|0 0 0O
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Now the table of hidden pattern using P; is as follows:

Initial State Hidden patterns | No.of edges
vectors incident to
vertices
X, = (1000) (1101) 2
X3 = (0100) (0101) 2
X4 = (0010) (1111) 2
X5 = (0001) (0001) 2

Removal the node C; does not alter the most influential
node. However Cs happens to be a non influential node.
Consider G, \ C, the graph which is as follows:

G\ C,
D>

The connection matrix of G, \ C, is as follows:

€, G C G
c,;Jo 0 00
W1:C30001.
c,|]0 0 0 1
c,|1 000
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The table of hidden patterns is as follows:

Initial State Hidden patterns | No.of edges
vectors incident to
vertices
X3 = (1000) (1000) 1
X3 = (0100) (1101) 1
X4 = (0010) (1011) 1
Xs = (0001) (1001) 3

Clearly Cs is the node which has maximum number of
edges incident to it but it is not the most influential node.

Cs and C4 which has only one edge incident towards it
happens to be the most influential node.

However C; happens to be a non influential node.

The node C, is not a powerful node for the change
made by it on the NCM is negligible.

Consider the graph G, \ C3 which is follows:

Gz\CgZ

The connection matrix W, of the graph G, \ Cs3 is as
follows;
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c, C, C, Cs

c,/0 0 0O
W1:CZO 0 0 0f.
/0 I 01
c.|1 0 0O

Now using Wy we find the hidden pattern is as follows.

Initial State Hidden patterns | No.of edges
vectors incident to
vertices
X3 = (1000) (1000) 1
X2 = (0100) (0100) 1
X4 = (0010) (1111) 2
Xs = (0001) (1001) 2

X4 is the most influential node and two nodes X; and
X5 are non influential.

Now we study the graph G, \ C4 which is as follows:

The connection matrix of G, \ C4 is as follows:
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_|

-

1

(@]

N
O O o o

1 CZ CS CS
C, 0 00
0 1 0f.
Cy 0 01
Cs 0 00

The table of hidden pattern is as follows.

Initial State Hidden patterns | No.of edges
vectors incident to
vertices
X3 = (1000) (1000) 1
X, = (0100) (1111) 1
X3 = (0010) (1011) 2
X5 = (0001) (1001) 2

C, is the most influential node. Thus the removal of
the most influential node. C, makes the more influential

node C, to be the most influential node and nothing more.

Now consider the graph G, \ Cs which is as follows.

(=)

G2\ Cs

®-©
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The connection matrix associated with G, \ Cs is as

follows:
c,C C C,
¢,[]O 0 00
Pi=¢c, 0 0 1 0f.
c,/0 0 0 0
¢,/0 1 00

The hidden pattern of the nodes is given by the

following table.

Initial State Hidden patterns | No.of edges
vectors incident to
vertices
X1=(1000) (1000) 0
X2;=(0100) (0110) 2
X3=(0010) (0010) 1
X4=(0001) 0111) 1

This removal of node Cs makes X, the most influential
nodes which has only one edge adjacent to it.

The nodes C; and C; are the non influential nodes.

Now we study the graph Gs;. The table of hidden

patterns is as follows.

Initial State Hidden patterns No.of edges
vectors incident to
vertices
X1 = (10000) (11000) 2
X2 =(01000) (11000) 4
X3 = (00100) (11111) 1
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X, = (00010) (11011) 4

Xs = (00001) (11011) 3

The least number of edges are incident towards Cs and
C; is the most influential node C, and Cs are more
influential nodes.

There is no non influential node.

We now study the graph Gz \ C; which is as follows:

Gs\Cy.

The connection matrix of G3 \ C is as follows:

C, C; C, Cg

c,/0 0 0O
812030 01 0f.
c,/1 0 0 |
c./1 01 O

The table of hidden pattern is as follows:
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Initial State Hidden patterns | No.of edges
vectors incident to
vertices
X, = (1000) (1000) 2
X3 = (0100) (1111) 1
X4 = (0010) (1011) 4
Xs = (0001) (1011) 3

The least number of edges is incident to the node C;
and it is the most influential node and C; is the non
influential node though it has two edges incident towards
it. X4 and Xs are more influential nodes.

Consider the graph G3\ C; is as follows.

G3\Cy

®

The connection matrix associated with G; \ C, is as
follows:

c, C C, Cg
oo o0 o0
E1:C30010.
c,|]0 0 0 1
c,|0 0 10
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The table of hidden patterns is as follows:

Initial State Hidden patterns | No.of edges
vectors incident to
vertices
X1= (1000) (1000) 0
X3 = (0100) (0111) 1
X4 = (0010) (001l1) 3
Xs = (0001) (0011) 2

X3 is the most influential node and X4 and Xs are more
influential nodes.

X1 is non influential node consider the graph G; \ Cs
which is as follows.

C

The connection matrix associated with G; \ C3 is as
follows:

€ G C G
c,/0 1 0O
Y1:C2 1 0 0 0].
c,/0 1 0 |
c./0 1 1 0
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We give the following table of hidden patterns using
the connection matrix Y3

Initial State Hidden patterns | No.of edges
vectors incident to
vertices
X1= (1000) (1100) 2
X, = (0100) (1100) 4
X4 = (0010) (1111 3
X5 = (0001) (1111) 3

The most influential nodes are X, and Xs.
Every node is influential.

This is a unique one in which both the most influential
nodes have the maximum number of edges incident to it.

Now consider the graph G3 \ Cs which is given in the
following.

G3\C5:

@
of

o Cy

The connection matrix of Gz \ Cs is as follows.
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C, C, C C,

c,/0O1 00
Di=c,/1 0 0 0].
;0 01 0
c,/01 00

The table of comparision of the NCMs associated with
the graph G3 \ Cs which is as follows:

Initial State Hidden patterns | No.of edges
vectors incident to
vertices
X1= (1000) (1100) 2
X2 = (0100) (1100) 3
X3 = (0010) (0010) 1
X4 = (0001) (1101) 2

The most influential node is Xa.
X3z is the non influential node.

Consider the graph Gz \ C4 which is as follows:

G3\ G @ (s

The connection matrix associated with G; \ C4 is as
follows:
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C, C, C C,
c,/0O1 00
Fi=c,/1 0 0 Of.
c;/0 0 0 O
c,/01 00

The table of hidden pattern is as follows:

Initial State Hidden patterns | No.of edges
vectors incident to
vertices
X1= (1000) (1100) 2
X2 = (0100) (1100) 3
X3 = (0010) (0010) 0
X4 = (0001) (1101) 1

The most influential node is Xs (Cs) which has the
least number of edges adjacent to it. However Cj is the
non influential node. Now having studied about the most
influential node, more influential node and so on.

From the study of influential node we can also study
the powerful node the removal of which will collapse the
system.

We suggest a few problems.

Problems:

1. Obtain the special contributing feature of the “most
influential node’,*more influential node’ and so on.

2. Does there exist a directed graph of a FCM or
NCM which is such that every node has equal
number of edges incident to it?
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3. Show using real world problems that a node with
one edge incident to it can also be a most
influential node.

4. Prove that in any NCM or FCM removal of a most
influential node need not result in the collapsing of
the dynamical system.

5. Prove for real world problem in which FCMs or
NCMs are used a most influential node in general
need not be the most powerful node.

6. Find any interesting relation that exist between the
most influential node and the more powerful node.

7. Can there be a NCM or FCM associated with a real
world problem in which every node is the most
influential node?

8. Can there be a NCM or FCM in which every node
is a most powerful node?

9. Let G be the graph associated with a FCM




(1)
(i)
(iii)
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Find the most influential node of the FCMs
associated with graph G.

Find the most influential nodes of G \ C;;
1<i<7.

Does the FCMs contain most powerful
nodes?

10. Let G be the directed neutrosophic graph
associated with the NCM.

()
(i)
(iii)

Find the most influential node and non
influential node.

Does the NCM have any powerful node
associated with it?

Find the most influential node or any
powerful node if any for the associated
graphs of G\ C;, 1 <i<7.

11. Prove or disprove a most influential node is not the
node with maximum number of edges incident to
that node.
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12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22,

23.

Study the powerful nodes of FCMs and NCMs.

Can one say the most powerful node is a node with
the maximum number of edges incident to it?

Study question (13) in case of real world problem.
Is question (13) true in case of social networking?

Can you prove or disprove the fact that in
networking graph does not function like the
directed graphs of FCMs or NCMs?

Show the concept of influential node in an FCM or
NCM can help the expert to analyse the problem in
different angles.

Connect the notion of most influential node and the
Kosko-Hamming distance of the same node given
by two experts.

Prove or disprove the influential nodes of a NCMs
or FCMs varies from expert to experts.

Prove or disprove the notion of most powerful
node of an NCMs or FCMs is dependent on the
experts.

Prove or disprove the notion of most powerful
node varies from experts and experts.

Prove or disprove the notion of most influential
node does not depend on NCM or FCMs.

Can merging of two FCMs affect the influential
node?
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24. Let Gy =

be two directed graphs of FCMs.

Now merging of G; with G, gives a graph with 7
vertices. Gy is a graph with 6 vertices G; is also a
graph with 7 vertices.

Now merging of G; with G, gives a graph G of 7
vertices.
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25.

26.

217.

28.

29.

30.

31.

Q) Find G\ {Cs, C¢}, G1\{Cs}and G, \ {C/}.

(i) Does the merged nodes act different from
usual non merged nodes?

(i) Does the merged graphs act differently on
powerful nodes?

Study the influential nodes in case of New Average
FCMs and New average NCMs.

Can one say if Gy, Gy, ...., Gy are directed graphs
of the t-FCMs working on n nodes.

(i) Can we say the influentials nodes of the t
FCMs and NAFCMs are different?

(i) Can we say the powerful nodes of the t-FCMs
and the NAFCMs are different?

Study using 5 experts a real world problem using
same number of nodes.

(1) For this find average and compare the
influential nodes.

Can we establish that NAFCMs nodes which are
most influential need not be most influential?

Study problem 27 in case of NANCMs.

Study the status of powerful node in case of
NAFCMs.

Study the status of powerful nodes in case of
NANCMs.
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