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Abstract. At present, practical application and theoretical disimrssf rough
sets are two hot problems in computer science. The core ptnoérough set
theory are upper and lower approximation operators basestjoivalence rela-
tions. Matroid, as a branch of mathematics, is a structuaeghneralizes linear
independence in vector spaces. Further, matroid theorgwerextensively from
the terminology of linear algebra and graph theory. We canhine rough set
theory with matroid theory through using rough sets to stsmiye characteris-
tics of matroids. In this paper, we apply rough sets to mdsrtirough defining a
family of sets which are constructed from the upper appratiom operator with
respect to an equivalence relation. First, we prove theljanfisets satisfies the
support set axioms of matroids, and then we obtain a matvgasay the ma-
troids induced by the equivalence relation and a type of eithtnamely support
matroid, is induced. Second, through rough sets, someaieaistics of matroids
such as independent sets, support sets, bases, hyperpfehel®sed sets are in-
vestigated.

Keywords. Rough SetR-precise; Matroid; Independent sets; Support sets; Closed
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1 Introduction

With the advent of huge data, knowledge analysis and di$peda
nology become increasingly important. It is difficult to edt useful in-
formation from vague and incomplete data. In order to de#h wthis
issue, many scholars have put forward various useful msthslone of
those important techniques, rough set theory was proposBdwlaki1]
in 1982 to deal with uncertainty, incompleteness and vagsenBe-
cause of its advantage of not depending on priori knowleilgétracted
much research interest in the past years. In applicatiarghreet the-
ory has already been applied to various fields such as prooes®l[2],
economics, medical diagnosis[3] and attribute reducdiprip theory,
classical rough sets are based on equivalence relatioey. ldve been
extended to fuzzy rough set8[b,6], relation-based roudsl%8&] and
covering-based rough sets[9/10,11,12,13].
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Matroids[14,15] were proposed by Whitney in 1935 to denatkass
of fundamental objects arising from matrices in a certaig.waey bor-
row extensively from linear algebra and graph theory, andengreat
progress in recent decades. In theory, matroids are cartheftth covering-
based rough sels[16,17,18], generalized rougH sets[tiFlany sets[20,21,22,23]
through some constructive methads[24,25]. In applicatiwetroids have
been used in diverse fields such as algorithms of attribuhecteon[26]
and combinatorial optimization[27].

In this paper, a matroidal structure of rough sets is constdj and
then some characteristics of the matroid are studied throoiggh sets.
First, for an equivalence relation on a universe, we defireraly of sub-
sets of the universe through the upper approximation opeia@td prove
it satisfies the support set axioms of matroids. A matroickisegated by
the family of subsets, and we say the matroid is induced byethava-
lence relation and a type of matroid, namely support matisidefined.
In this way, we bridge matroids and rough sets through supgsts in
matroids, and study the relationships between rough setsnatroids.
Second, Based on the matroid, we study the relationshipsigmpper
approximations, equivalence classes and some conceptinids. For
example, this paper uses upper approximations and equogldasses
to describe bases, hyperplanes, independent sets and sktserespec-
tively. Furthermore, we investigate some necessary ariitisut condi-
tions of closed sets from the viewpoint of rough sets.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: In Sedtion€raview
some basic definitions of rough sets and matroids. Sectiotr@duces
the matroids induced by equivalence relations and stutdeesharacter-
istics of the matroids through rough sets. Finally, we codelthis paper
in Sectior’4.

2 Background

In this section, we review some fundamental definitions oflRk&'s
rough sets and matroids.

2.1 Fundamentals of Pawlak’s rough sets

In this subsection, we recall some basic concepts of roughlsetU/
be a finite and nonempty set called a universe.Réte an equivalence
relation onU, i.e., R is reflexive, transitive and symmetric. A universe



together with an equivalence relation on the universe famapproxi-
mation space.

Definition 1. (Approximation spacg[1]) Let/ be a finite and nonempty
universe and? an equivalence relation oti. The ordered paifU, R) is
called an approximation space.

In rough sets, we use a pair of approximation operators torithes
an object ofU. In the following definition, the pair of approximation
operators are introduced.

Definition 2. (Approximation operators[24]) Lefz be an equivalence
relation onU. A pair of approximation operator&*, R, : 2V — 2V
are defined as follows: for alk C U,

R.(X)={x € U/RN(z) C X},

R*(X)={x € URN(z) N X # 0},

where RN (z) = {y € UlzRy}. They are called the lower and upper
approximation operators with respectiRorespectively.

~ X denotes the complement &f in U andY C U. We have the
following properties of rough sets:

(1H) R*(U) = U (Co-normality)

(1L) R.(X) = 0 (Normality)

(2L) R.(X) € X (Contraction)

(2H) X C R*(X) (Extension)

(BL) R.(X NY) = R.(X) N R.(X) (Multiplication)

BH) R (X UY) = R*(X)U R*(Y) (Addition)

(4L) R.(X) =~ R*(~ X) (Duality)

(4H) R*(X ) =~ R.(~ X) (Duality)

(5L) R.(~ R.(X)) =~ R.(X)( Lower-complement relation)
(5H) R*(~ R*(X)) =~ R*(X) (Upper-complement relation)
(6H) X CY = R*(X) C R*(Y) (Monotone)

The(2L), (2H), (4L), (4H), (5L) and (5H) are characterigtioperties
of the lower and upper approximation operators, respdygtie other
words, all other properties can be deduced from these pgrep@8,29,30].

In an approximation space, a set is called a precise set &nthe
precisely described by the equivalence relation; othexwiss called a
rough set.

Definition 3. (R-precise andk-rough set][24]) LetR be an equivalence
relation onU. For all X C U, if R*(X) = R.(X), then we sayX is a
R-precise set; otherwise, we sa&yis a R-rough set.



2.2 Fundamentals of matroids

Matroids were established as a generalization or a corumecii graph
theory and linear algebra. In this subsection, some coasadphatroids
such as independent sets, support sets, bases, rank fyrattised sets
and closure will be introduced.

Definition 4. (Matroid[14[15]) A matroidM is an ordered pair(U, I),
whereU (the ground set) is a finite set, addthe independent sets) a
family of subsets d’ with the following properties:

(11) 0 eT;

(12)If 1 €1,I' C I,thenl’ €T;

(I13) If I, I, € Tand|[;| < |I3|, then there exists € I, — I; such that
I, | J{e} € I, where|I| denotes the cardinality df.

Example 1.LetU = {ay, as,as, as} Wherea; = {1,0,1}7,a, = {0,1,0}7,
as = {—1, 0, 1}T, ay = {O, 0, 1}T ThatI = {@, {al}, {CLQ}, {a3}, {a4},
{CL1, Clz}, {ab a3}, {a2, a3}, {a2, CL4}, {CL1, CL4}, {a3, a4}, {ab a2, a3}, {alu
as, as}, {as, as,as}}. M = (U, 1) is a matroid.

The above example shows that the independent sets of a th&rai
generalization of the linearly independent sets. SimjjalHe maximal
independent sets are generalized to the bases of matroids.

Definition 5. Let A C 2Y be a family of subsets &f. One can denote
Upp(A) ={X CU:dJAe€ Ast.AC X},

Low(A)={X CU:3JA € Ast X C A},
Mazx(A)={X € A: VWY e A XCY =X=Y},
Min(A)={X €A : VY EAYCX=X=Y},

Opp(A)={X CU:X ¢ A}

Definition 6. (Base[14,15]) LetM = (U,I) be a matroid. A maximal

independent set in/ is called a base o/, and we denote the family of
all bases off by B(M), i.e.,B(M) = Max(I).

The dimension of a vector space and the rank of a matrix arte qui
useful concepts in linear algebra. It is necessary to extessk two con-
cepts to matroids.

Definition 7. (Rank functiori[14,15]) Lef\/ = (U, I) be a matroid. The
rank functionr,, of M is defined as follows: for alk C U,

ra(X) = max{|I||I C X, I € 1}.



In graph theory, all acyclic subgraphs are spanning sulbgtaphis
concept can be extended to matroid theory, and a new coneéetl c
support set can be obtained.

Definition 8. (Support set[14,15]) Led/ = (U, I) be a matroid. For all

X C U, if there exists a bas® € B(M) such thatB C X, thenX is
called a support set af/, and we denote the family of all support sets of
M byS(M).

Based on the rank function of a matroid, the closure opesatach
reflects the dependency between a set and elements can kexldefin

Definition 9. (Closure[14,15]) LetM = (U,I) be a matroid. For all
X C U, the closure operatoel,, of M is defined asil,,(X) = {e €
Ulrp(X) =ry(X U{e})} . ey (X) is called the closure ok in M.

Definition 10. (Closed selt[14,15]) Leds = (U,I) be a matroid andX
a subset of univers& is called a closed set off if ¢l (X) = X.

Hyperplane is a significant concept in matriods. In this pape com-
bine it with the upper approximation operator of rough satsl we study
some characteristics of hyperplane through rough sets.

Definition 11. (Hyperplane[14,15]) LetM = (U,I) be a matroid. For
all H C U, if H is a closed set andy,(H) = ry(U) — 1, thenH is
called a hyperplane oi/, and we denote the family of all hyperplanes
of M byH(M).

The above definitions show the relationships among matneiory, graph
theory and linear algebra. The following proposition iradé&s a matroid
can be defined from the viewpoint of support set.

Proposition 1. (Support set axioms[14,15]) L&tbe a family of subsets
of U. Then there existd/ = (U, I) such thatS = S(M) if and only ifS
satisfies the following three conditions:

(S1)S contain a subset at least;

(S2) IfS; € S, andS; C S,, thenS, € S;

(S3) If Sy, S, € S,|S1] > |9, then there exists € S; — S, such that
Sl - {6} € S.

Example 2.(Continued from Examplel 1) The family of support sets of
M IS S<M> - {{a17 ag, a3}7 {alu a, CL4}, {a27 as, a4}) {a17 ag, asz, a4}}'



3 Matroid induced by an equivalence relation

A matroid can be defined from different viewpoints such a®peh-
dent sets and support sets. In this section, we will inducataamwl by an
equivalence relation. We construct a fam8yR) by the upper approx-
imation operator, and prove th8t{ R) satisfies the support set axioms
of matroids. Therefore§(R) can uniquely determine a matoid, which is
denoted by\/ (R).

Definition 12. Let R be an equivalence relation di. We define a family
of subsets ol/ as follows:

S(R) = {X C U|R*(X) = U}.

In fact, S(R) satisfies the support set axioms. In other words, it uniquely
determines a matroid.

Proposition 2. Let R be an equivalence relation ofi. ThenS(R) =
{X CU|Vx € U, |RN(z) N X| > 1}.

Proof. If X € {X C U|R*(X) = U}, according to Definition]2, then
forallz, RN(z)NX # (). Suppose that for all, |[RN (x)N X| < 1. Then
there existsr; € U such thatRN(x;) N X = (), which is contradictory
to RN (z) N X #  for all . Hence| RN (x) N X| > 1 for all z. So we
getthat{ X CU|R*(X)=U} C{X CU|Vx € U,|RN(z) N X| > 1}.
Conversely, for allX € {X C U|Vx € U,|RN(x) N X| > 1}, this
implies thatRN (z) N X # (). According to Definitior 2, we have that
X € {X C U|R*(X) = U}. Therefore, it is clear thatX C U|Vz €
U/J|RN(z)NX| > 1} € {X C U|R*(X) = U}. This completes the
proof.

Proposition 3. Let R be an equivalence relation dnh. ThenS(R) satis-
fies (S1), (S2) and (S3) of Propositidn 1.

Proof. According to Definitiod 2 and (6H) in sectidn 2, it is obviobsit
S(R) satisfies (S1) and (S2) . We need to prove only 81d?) satisfies
(S3). Suppose thdt;, S, € S(R) and|S;| > |S:|. According to Defini-
tion[12 and Proposition 2, 1éf/R = {RN(x;), RN(z3), ..., RN (zx)},
whereRN(x;) = {y € Ulz;Ry}(1 <i < k). Forallz; e U(1 <i <
k), we have that RN(z;) NSy |> 1 and| RN(z;) NSy |> 1. Sup-
pose that for alk; € U(1 < i < k), |RN(z;) N S1| < |RN(x;) N Sy.
Since RN (z;) N RN (z;) = 0 (1 < i # j < k), Thus| U\, RN (z;) N
Sy < UL, RN(;) N Sy, ie., |S)| < |Sa|, which is contradictory




to |S1| > |S2|. Hence there exists,, € U(1 < m < k) such that
| RN(z,,) N S| >| RN(z,,) N Sy |> 1, which implies that there exists
e € (RN(xp,) N S1) — (RN(zm) N S2)) € (RN(z,) N (ST — 52)) C
S1 — Sy such thavz; € U(1 < i < k), RN(x;) N (S1 — {e}) # 0. Ac-
cording to Definitiori.2, we have tha@t* (S, — {e}) = U, which implies
thatS; — {e} € S(R). This completes the proof.

According to Propositiofn]1, there exists a matroid on thesensie
such thaS(R) is the family of its support sets. In fact, in literature[18]
a matroid is induced by an equivalence relation through treaiit ax-
ioms, and some concepts of matroid have been investigatddsipaper,
through support axioms, a matroidal structure of an eqgenae relation
is established from a new perspective. In order to invetithee relation-
ship beween matroids and rough sets. a type of matroid cailpgort
matroid is defined.

Definition 13. (Support matroid) LeRR be an equivalence relationon on
U. The matroid whose the family of support set8 (%) is denoted by
M(R) = (U,I(R)). We sayM(R) = (U,I(R) is a support matroid
induced byR, wherel(R) = Low(Min(S(R))).

According to the duality of the lower and upper approximasiowe
can obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 4. Let R be an equivalence relation ofi and M (R) the
support matroid induced bi. ThenS(R) = {X C U|R.(~ X) = 0}.

Proof. According to Definitior IR and (4H) in Sectigh 2, we obtainttha
S(R) = {X CU|R.(~ X) = 0}.

The matroid) (R) induced by an equivalence relatiéhcan be charac-
terized from the viewpoint of rough sets. In the followingg will show
how to describe some conceptsidf( R) through rough sets.

Lemma 1. [14/15] Let M = (U,I) be a matroid. Thed (M) = Min(S
(M)).

The family of bases of matroid/(R) can be expressed by equivalence
classes induced b#.

Proposition 5. Let R be an equivalence relation ofi and M (R) the
support matroid induced bi. ThenB(R) = {X C U|Vz € U,|RN(x)N
X| =1}



Proof. We need to prove only thatin(S(R)) = {X C U|x € U,|RN(z)
NX| = 1}. For all X € Min(S(R)), if there existst’ € U such that
|RN(2")NX| > 1,thenthere existsc RN (z')NX ande # z’. Suppose
that X; = X — {e}. According to (S3) of Propositidd 1, we obtain that
X; € S(R) andX; C X, which is contradictory toX € Min(S(R)).
Hence we have thadt/in(S(R)) C {X|x € U,|RN(z)NX| = 1}. Con-
versely, for allX € {X|z € U,|RN(z) N X| = 1}, according to Defini-
tion[2 and Definitiori 12, it is clear that*(X) = U and X € S(R).
For all Y C X, there existst € U such that|RN(z) N Y| = 0.
HenceR*(Y) # U. SoX € Min(S(R)). We obtain tha{ X|z €
U,|RN(z)N X| =1} C Min(S(R)). This completes the proof.

Lemma 2. [14/15] LetM = (U,I) be amatroid. Thel(A) = Low(Mi
n(S(M))).

In linear space, independent sets express all linear imdigmee groups.
The following theorem shows independent setsMofR) can be de-
scribed by equivalence class.

Theorem 1. Let R be an equivalence relation di and M (R) the sup-
port matroid induced by:. Then

I(R)={X CUNzx €U |RN(z)NnX|<1}.

Proof. According to Proposition|2 and Definitiéh bow(Min(S(R))) =
Low({X CUlz € U,|RN(z)NX|=1}) ={X CUVz € U, |RN(z)N
X| <1}

Proposition 6. Let R be an equivalence relation ofi and M (R) the
support matroid induced bi. Then

rr)(X) = {RN(z)|x € U, RN(z) N X # 0}].
Proof. According to Theorerl1, itis straightforward that = |{ RN (x)|

x € U, RN(xz)NI # 0}|. According to Definitiof 7, we get thatz) (X) =
[{RN(z)|x € U, RN(z) N X # 0}

Lemma 3. [14/15] LetM = (U,I) be amatroid. Thetd (M) = Max(O
pp (S(M))).

Proposition 7. Let R be an equivalence relation ofi and M (R) the
support matroid induced bi. Then

H(R) = {X C UNz ¢ X, R"(X) = U — RN(2)}.



Proof. It is obvious thatM axz(Opp(S(R))) = Maz({X C U|R*(X) C
U}). According to Definition IR, for allX € Max({X C U|R*(X) C
U}), there existe: € U such thatRN(z) N X = ) andR*(X) = U —
RN (x). HenceX € {X C U|Vx ¢ X,R*(X) =U — RN(z)}. There-
fore, we have that/axz(Opp(S(R))) € {X C U|Vx ¢ X, R*(X) =
U — RN(x)}. Conversely, forallX € {X CUVz ¢ X,R*(X)=U —
RN (z)}, according to Definitiofi]5, this implies thaf € Opp(S(R)).
Together withR*(X) = U — RN(x), this means thak’ € Maxz(Opp(S(
R))).Hence{X C U|Vz ¢ X,R*(X)=U—-RN(x)} € Maz(Opp(S(R)
)). This completes the proof.

Let R be an equivalence relation éh Suppose thdtl /R = { RN (z1),
RN (xg), ..., RN (zx)}, whereRN (z;) = {y € Ulx;Ry}(1 < i < k).
The following proposition provides the necessary and safficcondi-
tion when a subset is a closed set.

Proposition 8. Let R be an equivalence relation an. For all X C U,
X is a closed set oM (R) if and only if X is a union of some elements
of U/R.

Proof. Suppose thak is a closed set of\/(R). According to Defini-
tion[d, we have thatl () (X) = {e € U|rr)(X) = 7@ (X U{e})} = X.
SupposeX is not a union of some elements bf/ R. Then there ex-
istsm(l < m < k) such thatRN(x,,) N X # (), and there exists
y € RN(z,,) such thaty ¢ X. According to Propositiohl6, it is clear
thatrg) (X) = rr) (X U {y}). Hencey € cl (X) = X, which is con-
tradictory toy ¢ X. Therefore X is a union of some elements b7 R.
Conversely, suppose thatis a union of some elements &f R. On one
hand, according to Definitidd 9 and Proposition 6, we haveitha¢ X
thenz ¢ clr)(X) forall z € U. Henceclz)(X) € X. On the other
hand, it is straightforward that’ C cl (g (X). Thereforeclz (X) = X,
namely, X is a closed set af/(R). This completes the proof.

Moreover, any closed set can be expressed by the lower aret upp
approximation operatofz-precise sets, respectively.

According to Propositiofl8 and Definitidn 2, we have the fwoilng
corollary.

Corollary 1. X is a closed set af/(R) if and only if R*(X) = X.
Corollary 2. X is aclosed setad/ (R) ifand only if R,.(X) = X.
Corollary 3. X is aclosed setad/(R) if and only if R*(X) = R.(X).



According to Proposition]8 and Definitim 3, we obtain theédaing
result.

Corollary 4. X is a closed set ol (R) if and only if X is a R-precise
set.

Similarly, the rough set can be represented by the closedfsbe
matroid. In fact, a subset of a universe is a rough set if arig ibit is
not a closed set of the matroid.

Corollary 5. X is not a closed set df/ (R) if and only if X' is a R-rough
set.

Lemma 4. [14//15] LetU be a set and. a family of subsets d@f. ThenL

is a family of close sets in a matroid if and onl\LiBatisfies the following
three conditions:

(FLU e L;

(F2) If [y, Fy € L, thenFy N F, € L;

(F3)If F € L, and{ Fy, F, ...., F}} is a family of minimal proper subsets
containingF' in L. Then{F, — F, F5, — F, ...., F, — F'} is a partition of
U-F.

Proposition 9. Let R be an equivalence relation ofi and M (R) the
support matroid induced bi. Then the family of closed sets/af( R) is
L(R)={XCU: |J RN(z) = X}.

zeX
Proof. (F1) is straightforward. We need to prove only that (F1) &) (
of lemmal4. For allFy, F» € L(R), U{RN(z)|z € F} = F; and
U{RN(z)|z € F,} = F,. On one hand, since{RN(z)|x € Fi N
F2 Q Fl} Q F1 and U{RN(ZE'”IE € F1 N F2 Q FQ} Q FQ, hence
U{RN(z)|z € F1NFy} C FyNFy. On the other hand, it is obvious that
FinFy, CU{RN(z)|x € FiNFy}. Therefore F1NF; € L(R). SOL(R)
satisfies F(2). Suppodeé = F'U RN(z;)(i = 1,2, ..., k), then we have
that{ Fy, Fs, ..., F} } is a family of minimal proper subsets containifg
in L(R) and(F,— F)N(F;—F) = RN (x;)NRN(z;) =0 (1 <i #j <
k). This, together with the fact thay!”_, (F; — F) = U\, RN (z;) = U,
means thaty — F, Fy, — F, ..., F}, — F'is a partition ofyU — F. SOL(R)
is satisfies (F3). Henck(R) is the family of closed sets af/ (R).

The following proposition shows the relationship betwdengupport
set induced by the intersection of two equivalence relatiaith two
support set induced by these two equivalence relationgctisply.



Proposition 10. Let R,, R, be two equivalence relations @n Let M (R;)
, M(Ry) and M (R, N Ry) be the support matroids induced By, R, and
Ry N Ry, respectively. TheB(R; N Ry) € S(Ry) NS(Ry).

Proof. Supposethdtl /R, = { RN1(x1), RN1(x2), ...., RN1(x) }, U/ Ry
= {RNQ(.Tl),RNQ(CL’Q), ,RNQ(.Tm)} andU/(R1 N Rg) = {RN(.Il),
RN (z3),....; RN(z,)}(k < n,m < n)whereRN;(z;) = {y € Ulz; Ry}
(1 <i<k),RNy(z;) ={y € Ulz;Ry}(1 <i < m)andRN(z;) =
{y € Ulz;Ry}(1 < i < n). According to Definitio IR, for alt” €
S(R1 N Ry), itis clear that R; N Ry)*(Y) = U. Thus for all RN (x;) €
U/(Ry N Ry), we have thaRN(z;) NY # (). SinceR; N R, C Ry and
Ry N Ry C Ry, we have that for alRN (x;) € U/(Ri N Ry)(1 < i < n),
there existRN;(z;) € U/Ri(1 < j < k) and RNy(x;) € U/Ry(1 <
t < m) such thatRN(z;) C RN;(z;) andRN (z;) € RNy(x;). Hence
RNi(z;))NY # 0(1 < i < k)andRNy(z;) NY # B(1 < i < m).
According to Definitio 2 and Definition 12, we have thate S(R;)
andY € S(Ry). ThereforeS(R; N Ry) C S(R1) NS(Ry).

4 Conclusions

In this paper, we investigated the relationships betweenaidg and
rough sets through support sets constructed by the uppemaption
operator. First, we induce a matroid by an equivalenceioslaand a
type of matroid, namely support matroid, is defined. Someatttaris-
tics of the matroid induced by equivalence relations, suimedepen-
dent sets, bases, hyperplanes, rank function and closgdhsee been
well expressed by upper approximations and equivalensse$a Sec-
ond, through closed sets, we use matroidal approaches tolmepre-
cise sets in rough sets. Through the above work, we bridgdaits
and rough sets. In future work, we will further connect rowsgis and
matroids from different aspects.
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