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ABSTRACT. The focus of this paper is to present the idea of a neutrosophic bipolar-valued
fuzzy subsemigroup. We examine the concepts of the neutrosophic bipolar-valued fuzzy
left (right, interior) ideal and demonstrate that they align with regular and intra-regular
semigroups. Additionally, we introduce the notion of a neutrosophic bipolar-valued fuzzy
simple and establish that a semigroup is only considered simple if it is neutrosophic
bipolar-valued fuzzy simple.
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1. Introduction. In the realm of mathematics, sets are used to represent collections of
objects that share common properties. However, in real-world scenarios, the properties
of objects are often uncertain or vague. To handle such uncertainties, the concept of
fuzzy sets was introduced by Zadeh [1] in 1965. Fuzzy sets allow for the representation
of degrees of membership of an object to a set rather than just a binary classification
of whether the object belongs to the set or not. Building upon the concept of fuzzy
sets, Atanassov [2] introduced intuitionistic fuzzy sets, which generalize fuzzy sets by
considering not only the degree of membership but also the degree of non-membership
of an object to a set. Neutrosophic sets, introduced by Smarandache [3], further extend
the concept of fuzzy sets by representing truth-membership, indeterminacy-membership,
and falsity-membership of an object to a set independently. These concepts have been
applied to various algebraic structures, including fields, rings, vector spaces, groups, and
semigroups [4, 5, 6, 7, 8,9, 10, 11]. In particular, fuzzy sets in semigroups were introduced
and studied by Kuroki [12], who investigated fuzzy (left, right) ideals and fuzzy bi-ideals
in semigroups.

In this context, the concept of a bipolar fuzzy semigroup by Zhang [13], which allows
for the representation of degrees of membership, degrees of non-membership, and degrees
of partial membership simultaneously, is a helpful extension of classical, fuzzy, and neu-
trosophic semigroups. Moreover, it has potential applications in handling uncertainties
and partial knowledge in various fields. Recently, in 2021, Gaketem and Khamrot [14]
introduced the concepts of bipolar fuzzy weakly interior ideals of semigroups. The rela-
tionship between bipolar fuzzy weakly interior ideals and bipolar fuzzy left (right) ideals
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and the relationship between bipolar fuzzy weakly interior ideals and bipolar fuzzy inte-
rior ideals are also discussed. Furthermore, Gaketem et al. [15] introduced the concept of
bipolar fuzzy implicative UP-filters in UP-algebras. Based on these notions, bipolar fuzzy
set theory and its applications were developed [16, 17, 18].

This paper introduces neutrosophic bipolar-valued fuzzy sets in semigroups. Firstly,
definitions of neutrosophic bipolar-valued fuzzy ideals and neutrosophic bipolar-valued
fuzzy interior ideals of semigroups are provided. Then we prove that the neutrosophic
bipolar-valued fuzzy ideals and the neutrosophic bipolar-valued fuzzy interior ideals co-
incide with regular and intra-regular semigroups. Lastly, we introduce the concept of a
neutrosophic bipolar-valued fuzzy simple in the semigroup. We characterize and prove a
simple semigroup in terms of the neutrosophic bipolar-valued fuzzy interior ideal.

2. Problem Statement and Preliminaries. In this section, we give definitions that
are used in this paper. By a subsemigroup of a semigroup S, we mean a non-empty subset
A of S such that A% C A, and by a left (right) ideal of S, we mean a non-empty subset
A of S such that SA C A (AS C A). By a two-sided ideal or simply an ideal, we mean a
non-empty subset of a semigroup S that is both a left and a right ideal of S. A non-empty
subset A of S is called an interior ideal of S if SAS C A. A semigroup S is called regular if,
for all a € S, there exists € S such that a = aza. A semigroup S is called intra-regular
if, for all a € S, there exists x,y € S such that a = za’y.

Zadeh studied the theory of fuzzy sets in 1965 [1], in which he defined as follows: A
fuzzy set w of a non-empty set F is a function from F' into the closed interval [0, 1], i.e.,
w: F —10,1].

Definition 2.1. A bipolar fuzzy set (shortly, BF set) w on X is an object having the
form
w:= {(z,w"(z),w (z))|z € X},

where wt : X — [0,1] and w™ : X — [—1,0].
Definition 2.2. [3] Let X be a non-empty set. A neutrosophic sets (NS) A in X is the
structure

A= {{x,Tx(x),1a(z), Fa(x)) : x € X},
where Ty : X — [0, 1] is a truth membership function, I, : X — [0, 1] is an indeterminate
membership function, and Fa : X — [0, 1] is a false membership function.

3. Neutrosophic Bipolar-Valued Fuzzy Sets in Semigroups. In this section, we
shall introduce the fundamental operations that can be carried out on neutrosophic
bipolar-valued fuzzy sets of the semigroup. For brevity, we will employ the abbreviat-
ed term NBF instead of repeatedly using the full term “neutrosophic bipolar-valued fuzzy
set”.

Definition 3.1. [3] Let X be a non-empty set. A neutrosophic bipolar-valued fuzzy set
(NBF) A in X is an object of the form

A= {{2,Tf (), I}(z), Ff(x), Ty (z), I (x), Fy () :z € X},
where T I+, Ff: X —1[0,1] and Ty, I, Fy : X — [-1,0].
For simplicity, we use the symbol A = (A", A7) for the NBF
A = {(&, T (@), I} (), Ff (), Tx (), I3 (2), Fy (#)) : 2 € X}
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Definition 3.2. An NBF set A= (A", A7) in a semigroup S is called an NBF subsemi-
group if it satisfies

(Vx,y € 9)

Iy(ey) = Ty () N (y),
Fy(zy) < Fy(o) Vv Fy(y)
Example 3.1. Consider a semigroup S = {z1, 22, 23} with the following Cayley table:

x|z 2 2

%1 | %3 23 %3

Z9 | 3 R3 21

Z3 | %3 29 Z3

Define an NBF A = (A", A7) in S as follows:
S|\Ty I Fi T, I, Fy

21103 05 06 —-04 —-0.6 —-0.8
2102 03 08 —-06 —-0.7 —0.6
z3 0.7 08 05 —-02 —-03 —-0.9

Then A = (A%, A7) is an NBF subsemigroup of S.

Definition 3.3. Let NBF A = (A", A7) in a semigroup S and py, jia, pz € [0, 1], 01, 92,
d3 € [—1,0], the sets

(1) = {h € 8|30 < o}
(FD)" ={keS|F{(k)>us}.

(T0)" = {k e S|Ti(k) 2},

The set
P (s piz, i) := {k € S|TH (k) > pua, I (k) < o, Fi (k) > g }
is called a positive (juy, pa, pi3)-level of A = (AT, A7). It is evident that Py (u1, po, 13) =
(TH" n (L) n (F)™, and
(T))" = {keS|Ty(k) <68},
(£2)" = {k € S|L;(k) > 6}
(F)™ = {k e S|F;(k)<d}.
The set
NZ(51,52,63) = {/{3 € S}Tg(k’) < 51,]2(/{3) > 52,FA_(1{3) < 53}
is called a negative (81, 09,03)-level of A = (AT, A7). It is evident that N (d1,02,03) =
(T3)" N (13)" 0 (F7)™.
The set

Cj(ﬂ1yﬂ2yﬂ3751752,53) = P (1, pro, pt3) N Ny (61, 02, 03)
is called the bipolar (uy, o, 13, 01, 92, 03)-level of A = (AT, A7).
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Definition 3.4. An NBF set A = (A", A7) in a semigroup S is called an NBF right
(left) ideal if it satisfies

(Vo,y € S)

Iy (wy) = I (2) (I (zy) = T4 (),
Fy(wy) < Fy(2)(Fy (vy) < Fy(y))
By a (two-sided) NBF ideal, we mean a left and right NBF ideal.

Example 3.2. Consider a semigroup S = {21, 22, 23} with the following Cayley table:
* \ 21 Zy 23
f1 A1 A1 A
21742 A1 &
Z3 | 21 <1 <3
Define an NBF A = (A", A7) in S as follows:
S|Ty Ii Fy Ty Iy Fy
21107 08 01 —-02 —-03 —-09
2102 03 02 —-06 —-07 —-0.7
23101 05 02 —-07 —-05 —0.8
It is easy to verify that A = (A", A7) is an NBF ideal of S. Every right (resp. left) NBF

ideal is an NBF subsemigroup. However, the converse may not be true, as seen in the
following example.

Example 3.3. Consider a semigroup S = {21, 22, 23, 24} with the following Cayley table:
* ‘ Z1 R9 k3 24
f1 A1 A1 A1 A
221”42 A1 A1 A
23|21 A1 A1 R2
24| R1 A1 k2 %3
Define an NBF A = (A", A7) in S as follows:
S|\Ty Iy Fy T, I, Fj
z 105 07 0.1 —-02 —-0.1 —-0.3
2103 04 03 —-06 —-07 —-04
23105 05 02 —-04 —05 —04
2,102 02 05 —-06 —-08 —-05

It is easy to verify that A = (A", A7) is an NBF subsemigroup of S, but it is not a left
NBF ideal of S, since T3 (z423) = T4 (22) = 0.3 < 0.5 = T (23).

Definition 3.5. Let S be a semigroup. An NBF subsemigroup A = (A*, A7) in S is an
NBF interior ideal in S if the assertions below are valid:

Tj (zay) > Ty (a),
I (zay) < I (a),
Fi(zay) > Fj(a),
Ty (vay) < T (a),
Iy (vay) = I (a),
Fy (zay) < Fy(a)

(Va,z,y € S)
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Theorem 3.1. Fvery NBF ideal of a semigroup S is an NBF interior ideal of S.

Definition 3.6. For any non-empty subset K of set X, the characteristic NBF function
of K in X is defined to be a structure

YK = {(x,T;K(x),I;K(a:), F;K(:U),T;K(a:),I;K(x), FX_K(:);)> ‘T € X} ,
where
1 ifee K
0 ifzx ¢ K,
0 ifreK
1 ifré¢ K,

T X =012 =T, (z):= {
Lo X = 0,1z I (x) = {
1 ifreK

- : + ._
Fl oo X = (0,12 = FJ () .—{ 0 ifzéK,

_ _ -1 ifreK
T, X = [-1,0z—T, (v):= { 0 ifrédK,

_ _ 0 ifrxekK
I :X—=[-1,0zxw I (7) ::{ 1 ifré K,
- _ _ | -1 ifzeK
Fo oo X = [-1,0z = F (7) = { 0 ifrdK.

For simplicity, we use the symbol yx = (X;, X[}) for the characteristic NBF (short-
ly, CNBF) function xx = {(z, T} (2), ] (x), F} (x), Ty, (2), Iy, (@), F, (x)) sz € X} .

The semigroup S can be considered a fuzzy subset of itself, i.e., xs(z) = (1,1,0,—1,—1,0)
for all x € S.

Definition 3.7. Let A = (AT, A7) and B = (B",B™) be an NBF in a semigroup S,
Then
1. A = (A", A7) is called an NBF in B = (B",B7), denoted by A C B = (AT C
BY, AW C B) if Ti(r) < TE (), T1(2) 2 T5(2), Fi(x) < Fi(x), Ty (2) 2 Ty (o),
I (z) < Ig(z), Fy(z) > Fg(x), forallz € S. If AC B and B C A, then we say
that A = B.
2. The union of two NBF A = (A", A™) and B = (B*,B™) is defined as
AUB = (ATUBT A~UB™) = {(z, (Tf UTY) (z), (If UIf) (), (Ff U FE) (2),
(Ty UTg) (z), {3 UIg) (2), (Fy UFg) (z)) 12 € X}, where Vx € S,
(T3 UT5) (2) = Ty (2) V T (x), (I3 UI5) (v) = Ii(x) Alg(x), (Fi UFg)(x)
= Fy(z) vV Fg (x),
(Ty UTp) (2) = Ty () ATy (x), (I; Ulp) (x) = I;(2) V Ig(2), (Fy UFg) ()
= F,(z) N Fg(x).
3. The intersection of two NBF A = (AT, A7) and B = (B*,B™) is defined as
ANB=(ATN BT AN B )={(z, (T4 NTH) (x), (If N 1I}) (z), (Fi N Fg) (2),
(Ty NTg) (x), (I3 N1Ig) (), (Fy NFg) (x)) :x € X}, where Vx € S,
(T NTE) () = T4 (x) AT (x), (14 NIL) (2) = Ii(2x) vV If(x), (FiNFEL) (2)
= Fi () A Fp(x),
(T4 NTp) (2) = Ty (@) vV T (), (I N 1p) (2) = Ly(w) A (), (Fi 0 Fp) (@)
= Fy () V Fi(2).

Lemma 3.1. If K is a subsemigroup of a semigroup S, then the CNBF function xx =
(X}Q, X;_() is an NBF subsemigroup of S.

Proof: Suppose that K is a subsemigroup of S and let z,y € S.
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If 2,y € K, then 2y € K. Thus, 1 = T} (z) = T\/ (y) = T} (zy), 0 = I+ (r) =
I (y) = I} (zy), 1 = F (z) = F (y) = F+ (2y), 1= To, () =T, (y) = T\ (xy),
0=1I,(2) =1, (y) = I (zvy), and —1 = F (x) = F (y) = F (zy).

Hence, Ty (zy) > Ty (x) A Ty (), Iic(y) < 1 (2) V T(y), B (ey) > Fi(e) A FE),
Ty (vy) < Tye(2) V T (y), Iic(wy) = Tie(x) A c(y), Fre(wy) < Fye(w) V Fie(y).

o ¢ K ory ¢ K, then T (zy) > Ty (2) AT (y), L (xy) < L)V I (y), Fif (o) >
Fie(@) A F(y), T (wy) < Ty (@) V Tic (), Ie(wy) = (@) Aie(y), Fie(wy) < Fie(z) v
Fi(y). Thus, xx = (X}, X;{) is an NBF subsemigroup of S. O

Lemma 3.2. If yx = (X;}» X;{) 1s an NBF subsemigroup of S, then K 1is a subsemigroup
i a semigroup S.

Proof: Suppose that yx = (X;, X;() is an NBF subsemigroup of S, and let z,y € S.
Then T (z) = T (v) = 1, I} () = I (y) = 1, F*()—FJF()—O T, (z) =

T (y) =—1, IXK( x) =1 (y)=—1,and F, (z) = ( ) = 0. By assumption,
{T§(xy) > Ty () ATy (y), I (wy) < f+( )V Ig(y ) w(xy) = Fie(x) N FiE(y), )
Ty (ry) < Ty () V T (y), I (wy) = (2 )/\f;?( ) Fic(xy) < Fe () V Fie(y)-

If 7y ¢ K, then by (1), 0 = T (zy) Z 1, Ih(xy) <0, 0 = Fi(xy) > 1,

0="Tg(zy) < -1, -1 =1Ig(xy) >0,0 = ( ) —1. Itis a contradlctlon Hence,

xy € K. Therefore, K is a subsemigroup in S O
The following result is an immediate consequence of Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2.

|/\ I

Theorem 3.2. Let K be a non-empty subset of a semigroup S. Then K is a subsemigroup
of S if and only if xx = (X}Q, Xf() is an NBF' subsemigroup of S.

Theorem 3.3. Let S be a semigroup. Then, for any K C S, the given assertions are
equivalent:

1. K is a right ideal (resp., left ideal),

2. XKk = (X}L<7X1_<) is an NBF right ideal (resp., NBF left ideal).

Proof: (1=2) Suppose that K is a right ideal of S and z,y € S. If z € K, then
T (vy) > Ti(2) = 1, I, (ay) < Tf () = 0, Ff (vy) = Fy (x) = 1, Tp, (ay) <
T{K(az) = —1,+I;K(:1:y) > i;K(x) = O,Jrand FX_K(a:y)Jrg Fo () f 1. Ifz gé_K, then
Tl (vy) > T (x) = 0, I} (vy) < I7 (x) = 1, FJ, (zy) > F (z) = 0, T, (vy) <
T (x) =0, I (vy) > I (r) = =1, and F, _(vy) < F, (z) = 0. By Definition 3.6,
XK = (Xz, X[}) is an NBF right ideal.

(2=1) Assume yx = (X}??X;}) is an NBF right ideal. Let x € K and y € S. Then
T (x) =117 (x) =0, F (v) =1, T, (z) = =1, I (z) = 0, and F_,_(x) = —1, which
imply zy € K. Hence, by Definition 3.6, K is a right ideal. 0
Theorem 3.4. Let S be a semigroup. Then for any K C S, the given assertions are

equivalent:

1. K s an interior ideal,
2. XKk = (X}LoX;_() 1s an NBF interior ideal.

Proof: (1=2) Suppose that K is an interior ideal of S, let z,y,a € S. If a € K, then
T (way) = T}, (@) = L, I}, (vay) < I, (a) = 0, Fy, (vay) > Py (@) = 1, Ty, (cay) <
T (a) = =1, I (vay) > I, (a) = 0, and F, (vay) < F, (a) = —1. If a ¢ K, then
T (zay) > T (a) =0, I _(vay) < I (a) = 1, F (zay) > F{, (a) =0, Ty, (xay)
T (a) =0, I (vay) > I, (a) = —1, and F_, (zay) < F, _(a) = 0. By Deﬁmtlon 3.6,

xx = (X% Xx) is an NBF interior ideal.
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(2=1) Assume xx = (X}, Xx) is an NBF interior ideal. Let z,y,a € S. Then T (a) =
L, If (a) =0, I (a) = 1, T, (a) = =1, I (a) = 0, and F, (a) = —1, which imply
zxay € K. Hence, by Definition 3.6, K is an interior ideal. 0

Theorem 3.5. Let S be a semigroup. Then the arbitrary intersection (resp., union) of
NBF interior ideals in S is an NBF interior ideal of S.

Proof: The proof is a routine procedure. 0

Theorem 3.6. Let S be a semigroup. If S is reqular, then NBF interior ideals of S are
NBF ideals.

Proof: Assume A = (A", A7) is an NBF interior ideal of S, and let x,y € S. Asy € S
and S is regular, there is r € S such that y = yry.

Now, Ty (vy) > T} (xyry) > Ty (y), Ii(vy) < I3 (xyry) < I3(y), Fi(vy) > Fy(vyry)
> Fiy). Ty(ey) < Tr(eyry) < Ti(), Iiey) > Ly > L), Fy(oy) <
Fy(xyry) < F,(y). Therefore, A = (AT, A7) is an NBF left ideal. In a similar way,
we can claim that A = (AT, A7) is an NBF right ideal. Hence, A = (A", A7) is an NBF
ideal of S. O

Theorem 3.7. Let S be a semigroup. If S is an intra-regular, then NBF interior ideals
of S are NBF ideals.

Proof: Assume A = (A", A7) is an NBF interior ideal of S, and let z,y € S. Asy € S
and S is an intra-regular, there exist s,¢ € S such that y = sy?t.

Now, Ti(zy) > TJ (zsy*t) > Ti(y), Ii(zy) < I} (wsy’t) < Ii(y), Fi(zy) =
Fi (o) > Fi(y), Taew) < Tx sy?)'< Trio), Ti(oy) > 13 (esut) > 1300,
Fi(zy) < Fy (zsy*t) < F; (y). Therefore, A = (AT, A7) is an NBF left ideal. Similarly,
we can claim that A = (AT, A7) is an NBF right ideal. Hence, A = (A", A7) is an NBF
ideal of S. O]

Definition 3.8. A semigroup S is said to be
1. left (resp., right) simple if it does not contain any proper left (resp., right) ideal of
S.

2. simple if it does not contain any proper ideal of S.

Definition 3.9. A semigroup S is known as an NBF simple if all the NBF ideals are
constant functions, i.e., for any NBF ideal A = (AT, A7) in S, we can have T} (x) =
Ti(y), Ii@) = i), Fi() = F{(), Ti(w) = Ta(y), I3(@) = Ii(y) and Fy(z) —
Fi(y) forallz,y € S.

Let S be a semigroup. Then, for any k& € S, we define J, C S as follows:
i = {m € S|Tj(m) > Tj(k), Ii(m) < I3(k), Fx(m) > Fi(k),Ty(m) < Ty(k),
Ly(m) = I;(k), Fy (m) < Fy (k) }.

Theorem 3.8. Let S be a semigroup. If A= (A*, A7) is an NBF right ideal (resp., left
ideal, ideal) of S, then, for any Ji is a right ideal (resp., left ideal, ideal) in S.

Proof: Let k € S, then clearly ) # J, € S. Let x € J, and y € S, then zy € Jj.
Since z,y € S and A = (A", A7) is an NBF right ideal, we get T+(:vy) > T+(93),
I (ay) < I5(2), Fi(ey) 2 F} (@), Ty(ay) < Ty (@), I;(wy) > [ (2), By () < Fy(a)
Since z € Ji, we get T (x) > TH(k), If(z) < ITi(k), Fi(x) > Fi(k), Ty(z) < Ty (k),
I, (z) > I,(k), Fy (z) < F, (k) which imply that zy € Ji. Therefore, Jj is the right 1deal
in S. 0

Theorem 3.9. If S is a semigroup, then S = (S*,57) is an NBF simple if and only if
S is simple.
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Proof: Suppose that S = (S*,57) is an NBF simple. Let J be ideal in S. Then, by
Theorem 3.3, xs = (Xg, XE) is an NBF ideal. We now prove that S = J. Let k € S. Since
S is an NBF simple, yg = (ng,xg) is constant and xg(k) = xs(k') for every ¥’ € S. In
particular, we have T)7 (k) = T7 (d) = 1, I}, (k) = I, (d) = 0, F} (k) = F} (d) = 1,
To, (k) =T (d) = -1, I, (k) = I,(d) = 0 and F (k:) F. (d) = —1forany d € J
which gives k € J. Thus, S C J, and hence S J.

Conversely, let S = (ST,57) is an NBF ideal with z,y € S. Then, by Theorem 3.8,

J is ideal. As S is simple, we have J, = S. Since y € J,, we have T} (y) > T*( ),

Ii(y) < Ii(x), Fi(y) = Fi(z), Tq(y) < Tq(2), Lily) = I (z), Fily) < Fy().
So, T{(y) = T4 (x), I3 (y) = Li(x), Fi(y) = Fi(x), Ty (y) = Ty (x), Ii(y) = I1(),
Fy(y) = F;(z). Hence, S = (S*,S57) is an NBF simple. O

Lemma 3.3. A semigroup S is simple if and only if S = SaS for alla € S.

Theorem 3.10. For any semigroup S, S is simple if and only if all the NBF interior
ideals of S are constant functions.

Proof: Suppose z,y € S and S are simple. Let A = (A", A7) be an NBF ideal. Then,
by Lemma 3.3, we get S = SxS = SyS. Since z € SxS, we get x = tys for t,s € S.

Since A = (A+,A_) is an NBF interior ideal, we have T (x) > Ti(tys) > Ti(y),
Ii(x) < Ix(tys) < I3(y), Fi(z) = Fi(tys) = Fi(y), Ty(x) < Ty(tys) < Ty(y),
Ij(x) > I (tys) > I,(y), Fy(z) < Fj(tys) < F,(y). Similarly, we can prove that

A (tys
Tily) = Ti(z), Iiy) < Ii(x), Fily) = Fi(x), Ty(y) < Ty(z), Iily) = I1(x),
Fi(y) < Fy(z). So, A= (A", A7) is constant.

Conversely, suppose A = (AT, A7) is an NBF ideal of S. Then A = (AT, A7) is an
NBF interior ideal. By assumption, A = (AT, A7) is constant, and hence A = (A", A7)
is an NBF simple. Therefore, S is simple, by Theorem 3.9. U

As a consequence, we have the following.

Theorem 3.11. For a semigroup S, the following is equivalent:

1. S is stmple.

2. 8= SaS for everya € S.

3. S is an NBF simple.

4. For every NBF interior ideal of S, T (zay) > T (a), I} (zay) < If(a), F; (zay) >
Fi(a), Ty (zay) < Ty(a), Iy (zay) > I, (a), Fy(zay) < Fy(a) for alla,z,y € S.

Theorem 3.12. Let S be a semigroup. If A = (A", A7) is an NBF interior ideal with
M1, o, 13 € [O, 1] and (51,52,53 S [—1,0], 0 S M1+M2+M3 S 3 and —3 S (51+52+(53 S 0,
then (p1, po, i3, 01, 02, 93)-level set in A = (AT, A7) is an NBF interior ideal provided
Cj:(ﬂh M2, U3, 517 527 53) 7é @

Proof: Suppose C7(pi1, 2, f13,01,09,03) # O for puy, o, i3 € [0,1] and 8y, 8,03 €
—1,0].
| Let]A = (AT, A7) be an NBF interior ideal of S and x,y € S, a € C (1, pia, i3, 01, 6o,
§). Then T (zay) > Ti(a) > i, If(zay) < I5(a) < i Ff(zay) = Fi(@) > ps
Ty (ray) < Ty(a) < 61,1, (zay) > I,(a) > 62, and F; (zay) < Fy(a) < d3 which imply
ray € Cj(ﬂlaMZau3a51752753)

Therefore, CE (i1, pa, 13, 61, 02, 83) is an NBF interior ideal in S. O
Theorem 3.13. Let S be a semigroup. Ci(uy, pia, pi3, 01,69, 03) # 0 and A = (A*, A7) is
an NBF of S with py, pio, u3 € [0, 1] and 61, 2,03 € [—1,0] such that 0 < py + po + 3 < 3
and —3 < &1+6,+63 < 0. If (T9)™, (ID)™, (F1)"™, (Tg)(sl, (12)62, (Fg)é‘3 are interior
ideals on S, then A = (AT, A_) is an NBF interior ideal on S whenever (T5)" # 0,

(L3)" # 0. (FD)™ #0. (T2)" #0. (1) #0, (F3)™ #0.
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Proof: Suppose that, for z,y,a € S with (T7})" (:cay) (T5)" (a). Then (T})" (zay)
< < ()™ (a) for some py € [0,1]. So, a € (T)™, but zay ¢ (Tf)"" is a contradic-
tion. Thus, (T5)" (zay) > (T1)" (a).

Suppose that, for z,y,a € S with (I})" (zay) > (I})" (a). Then (I})"™ (zay) >
po > (I5)" (a) for some ps € [0,1]. So, a € (I])", but zay ¢ (1};)" is a contradiction.
Thus, (I})" (zay) < (I})™ (a).

Suppose that, for z,y,a € S with (F)"™ (zay) < (F})"™ (a). Then (F})" (zay) <
s < (F5)" (a) for some p € [0,1]. So, a € (F})™, but zay ¢ (F])" is a contradiction.
Thus, (F{)" (zay) > (F$)" (a).

Suppose that, for z,y,a € S with (Tg)(Sl (xay) > (Tg)é1 (a). Then (T;)él (ray) > 0, >
(Tg)& (a) for some 0; € [—1,0]. So, a € (Tg)él, but zay ¢ (Tg)(Sl is a contradiction.
Thus, (Tg) (zay) < (TA) (a).

Suppose that, for z,y,a € S with (12)62 (ray) < (IZ)(S2 (a). Then ([;)52 (ray) < 0y <
(Ig)‘;2 (a) for some 0y € [—1,0]. So, a € (12)62, but zay ¢ (1.2)52 is a contradiction.
Thus, (12)62 (zay) > (12)52 (a).

Suppose that, for z,y,a € S with (F_)§3 (xay) > (FX)(S?’( ). Then (FIZ)(S3 (ray) >

03 > (FZ)(SS( ) for some 83 € [-1,0]. So, a € (Fy)™, % but zay ¢ (F )63 is a contradic-
tion. Thus, (FA) (zay) < (FA) (a).
Hence, A = (A", A7) is an NBF interior ideal of S. O

4. Conclusion. This paper has presented the concept of a neutrosophic bipolar-valued
fuzzy subsemigroup and its basic operations. The concepts of the neutrosophic bipolar-
valued fuzzy left (right, interior) ideal has been discussed and shown to coincide with
regular and intra-regular semigroups. Furthermore, the idea of a neutrosophic bipolar-
valued fuzzy simple has been introduced. It has been proved that a semigroup is con-
sidered simple if and only if it is neutrosophic bipolar-valued fuzzy simple. Further, we
extend to fuzzy bi-interior ideals, fuzzy almost ideals, and algebraic systems. The study
of neutrosophic bipolar-valued fuzzy sets in semigroup theory opens up a new area of
research and paves the way for further investigation in this field.
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