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Abstract. Rough set is mainly concerned with the approximations oécisj
through an equivalence relation on a universe. Matroid ismahinatorial gener-
alization of linear independence in vector spaces. In thep we define a para-
metric set family, with any subset of a universe as its patame connect rough
sets and matroids. On the one hand, for a universe and anaéznde relation
on the universe, a parametric set family is defined throughldtver approxi-
mation operator. This parametric set family is proved tis§athe independent
set axiom of matroids, therefore it can generate a matrailed a parametric
matroid of the rough set. Three equivalent representatibise parametric set
family are obtained. Moreover, the parametric matroid eftbugh set is proved
to be the direct sum of a partition-circuit matroid and a fregroid. On the other
hand, since partition-circuit matroids were well studiadotigh the lower ap-
proximation number, we use it to investigate the parametetroid of the rough
set. Several characteristics of the parametric matroichefrough set, such as
independent sets, bases, circuits, the rank function andltsure operator, are
expressed by the lower approximation number.

Keywords: rough set, matroid, partition-circuit matroid, the lowppeaoximation
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1 Introduction

Rough set theory is based on equivalence relations, angsipraposed by Pawlak
to handle incomplete and inexact knowledge in informatigstems. It is an extension
of set theory for studying and analyzing various types o&dl26,27]. Rough set theory
has been successfully applied to many fields, such as malganang [10,24], pat-
tern recognition[[115,31], intelligent decision making [4dranular computing [4,47],
data mining[[16,28], approximate reasoninfy [2,43], atitétreduction([D,28,25,29,44],
rule induction [11.42] and others][%,6]/38]. Moreover, tgh extending equivalence
relations or partitions, some extensions of rough sets espgsed, such as gener-
alized rough sets base on relations|[12,118,30,34,39 (Al covering-based rough
sets|[8.4%5.49,50.51,52].

Matroid theory[13,22] was proposed by Whitney to geneealize essence of “in-
dependence” in linear algebra. Matroids have sound thieafrdébundations and wide
applications. In theory, matroids have powerful axiomsyistems which provide a plat-
form for connecting them with other theories, such as rowh EL.9,20], generalized
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rough sets based on relatiohs|[35,4%,58,54], coveringebamugh sets [36,37] and ge-
ometric lattices[[[L,21]. In application, matroids haveesed in diverse fields, such
as combinatorial optimization [14], algorithm design [Bformation codingl[33] and
cryptology [7].

In this paper, for a universe and an equivalence relatiomemniverse, we define a
parametric set family, with any subset of the universe gsdatameter, is defined to con-
nect rough sets and matroids. Firstly, for any subset, thenpetric set family is proved
to satisfy the independent set axiom of matroids, then aaithtalled a parametric
matroid of the rough set with respect to the subset is geetar the parametric set
family. Two equivalent representations of the paramegidamily are obtained through
the lower approximation operator, and another equivakprasentation is expressed by
the partition generated by the equivalence relation. Meeedhe parametric matroid
of the rough set with respect to the subset is proved to beithetdum of a partition-
circuit matroid and a free matroid, where the partitioregit matroid is based on the
restriction of the equivalence relation in the compleméithe lower approximation of
the subset and the free matroid is based on the lower appativimof the subset. The
partition-circuit matroid is the restriction of the paramematroid of the rough set, and
so is the free matroid. Secondly, several characteristiteeqparametric matroid of the
rough set are studied by the lower approximation number lwtsigroposed in [20].
Since a patrtition-circuit matroid was well investigaterbiiigh the lower approximation
number in[[20], we use it to study the parametric matroid efibugh set as the direct
sum of a partition-circuit matroid and a free matroid. Inelegent sets, bases, circuits,
the rank function and the closure operator of the parameiaitoid of the rough set are
well expressed by the lower approximation number.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: In Sedfion & recall some basic
definitions of classical rough sets and matroids. SeElicfiBes a parametric set family
and proves it to be an independent set family of a matroid isicalled a parametric
matroid of rough sets. In Sectigh 4, we study charactesistithe parametric matroid
of the rough set through the lower approximation numberalsinwe conclude this
paper in Sectionl5.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we recall some basic definitions and relagsdlts which will be
used in this paper.

2.1 Binary relation

Let U be a universe. IR € U x U, thenR is called a binary relation [32] ofy.
Forall(z,y) € U x U, if (z,y) € R, we sayz has relationr with y, and denote this
relationship ag:Ry.

Throughoutthis paper, a binary relation is simply calledlation. In the following
definition, we will introduce the restriction of a relation.

Definition 1. (Restriction of a relation[[32]) LetR be a relation onlU and X C U.
The restriction ofR in X is defined as follows:
RI X ={(z,y) eR:xz € X}.



We list an example to illustrate the restriction of a relatio

Example 1.Let U = {1,2,3,4,5} be a universeR = {(1,2),(1,3),(1,5),(2,3),
(3,1),(3,3),(4,5),(5,2)} be arelation o/ andX = {3,5}. The restriction ofR in
XisthatR [ X ={(3,1),(3,3),(5,2)}.

Reflective, symmetric, and transitive properties play intgoat roles in characteriz-
ing relations. Then, we introduce equivalence relationsuph these three properties.

Definition 2. (Reflexive, symmetric and transitive [32]) Lietbe a relation onlJ.
If forall x € U, xRz, we sayR is reflexive.

If forall =,y € U, xRy impliesy Rx, we sayR is symmetric.

If forall z,y,z € U, xRy andyRz imply x Rz, we sayR is transitive.

Definition 3. (Equivalence relation[[32]) LeiR be a relation onU. If R is reflexive,
symmetric and transitive, we sd¥is an equivalence relation ofi.

The power of an equivalence relation lies in its ability tatpp@n a set into the
disjoint union of subsets called equivalence classes.

Definition 4. (Equivalence class [32]) Lek be an equivalence oli. For all x € U,
[z]r = {y € U : xRy} is called the equivalence classofvith respect taR.

2.2 Rough set model

In this subsection, we introduce some concepts and prepartirough sets [26].

Let U be a non-empty finite set called a universe @hédn equivalence relation on
U. R will generate a partitiod/ /R = {Py, P»,--- , P,,} onU, whereP,, Py, --- | P,
are the equivalence classes, and, in rough sets, they areallsd elementary sets of
R. ForanyX C U, we can describ& in terms of the elementary sets Bf Specially,
Pawlak [26] introduced two sets called lower and upper agprations.

Definition 5. (Lower and upper approximations[26]) L&t be a universe and? an
equivalence relation ofy. Forall X C U,
R(X)={2€U:[z]p C X}
=U{PeU/R:PCX},
R(X)={z€U:[zlrNX # 0}
=U{PeU/R:PNX #0}.
whereR(X), R(X) is called the lower and upper approximationsXfwith respect to
R, respectively.

In the following proposition, we list only some propertiefstioe lower and upper
approximations used in this paper.

Proposition 1. ([26]) Let U be a universe an@& an equivalence relation ofi. For all
X, Y CU,

(1) R(0) = 0;

Q) RU) =U;



(3) B(X) € X;

@ RXNY)=RX)NRY);
(B)X CY = R(X) C R(Y);
(B) R(X)UR(Y) C R(XUY);
(7) B(R(X)) = R(X);

(8) R(X) =U — R(U — X);
(9) B(X) = R(E(X)).

2.3 Matroid model

Matroids have many equivalent definitions. In the followatgfinition, we will in-
troduce one that focuses on independent sets.

Definition 6. (Matroid [13]) A matroid is a pairM = (U,I) consisting a finite uni-
verseU and a collectiorI of subsets of/ called independent sets satisfying the follow-
ing three properties:

(11)0 eT;

(I2)If I eTandI’ C I, thenl’ €T,

(I3) If I, I, e Tand|I;| < |I2|, then there exists € I, — I such thatl; U {u} €1,
where|I| denotes the cardinality df.

Since the above definition of matroids is defined from the pi@wt of independent
sets, it is also called the independent set axiom of matréiderder to make some
expressions brief, we introduce some symbols as follows.

Definition 7. ([L3]) Let U be a finite universe and a family of subsets df. Then
Max(A)={X e A:VWWeAXCY=X=Y}
Min(A)={X €A : VWY eAYCX=X=Y}

Any maximal independent set of a matroid is a base. A matrodlits family of
bases are uniquely determined by each other.

Definition 8. (Base [13]) LetM = (U,I) be a matroid. Any maximal independent set
in M is called a base of\/, and the family of bases dff is denoted byB(M), i.e.,
B(M) = Max(I).

In a matroid, a subset is a dependent set if it is not an indig@rset. Any circuit
of a matroid is a minimal dependent set. A matroid uniquetgdgines its circuits, and
vice versa.

Definition 9. (Circuit [13]) Let M = (U,I) be a matroid. Any minimal dependent set
in M is called a circuit ofM, and we denote the family of all circuits 8&f by C(M),
i.e.,C(M) = Min(2V —I), where2V is the power set df .

The rank function of a matroid generalizes the maximal ithglence in vector
subspaces. A matroid can be defined from the viewpoint ofahk function.

Definition 10. (Rank function[[1B]) Let\/ = (U, I) be a matroid andX C U.
ry(X)=maz{|I|: I C X, I €1},
wherer,, is called the rank function of/.



In order to represent the dependency between an elementsaidet of a universe,
we introduce the closure operator of a matroid.

Definition 11. (Closure [13]) LetM = (U,I) be a matroid andX C U. For any

we U, ifry(X) =ry(XU{u}), thenu depends orX. The subset of all elements

depending orX of U is called the closure with respect # and denoted byl (X):
dy(X)={uvweU:ry(X)=ruXU{u})}

In the following definitions, we will introduce some specmétroids used in this
paper.

Definition 12. (Free matroid [17]) LetM = (U,I) be a matroid.M is called a free
matroid ifI={I: I CU}.

We see that a matroid is a free matroid if any subset of itsare&is an independent
set. In the following definition, we will introduce anotheatroid called restriction of
a matroid.

Definition 13. (Restriction [13]) LetM = (U,I) be a matroid. For anyX C U,
M|X = (X,Ix)is called the restriction ofif in X, wherelx = {I €1:1 C X}.

The following definition introduces a matroid called direaim of matroids, which
is expressed by the union of a family of matroids in diffenemiverses.

Definition 14. (Direct sum of matroids[13]) Lef/; = (Uy,11), Mo = (U, I2) be
two matroids and/; N Uz = 0. M = (U,I) is a matroid whered/ = U; U U; and
I={LUL:L €1, € I,}. We callM the direct sum of\/; and M5, and denote
it byM = M, & M.

3 A parametric matroid of rough set

In this section, for a universe and an equivalence relatiothe universe, we pro-
pose a parametric matroid of the rough set. First, we prespatametric set family in
the following definition.

Definition 15. Let R be an equivalence relation di and X C U. We define a para-
metric set family withX as its parameter as follows:
Ix={ICU:R(I)CX}.

In the following proposition, we will prove that the parametet family satisfies
the properties of independent sets of matroids.

Proposition 2. Let R be an equivalence relation din and X C U. ThenIx satisfies
(11), (12) and (13) in Definitior 6.



Proof. (I11) According to (1) of Proposition] 12(%) = @. Since® C X, according to
Definition[15,0 € Ix.

(12) If I € Ix,I' C I, according to Definition 15 and (5) of Propositioh 1,
R(I) C X andR(I') C R(I), thenR(I') C X, hencel’ € Ix.

(I3) If I;,I, € Ix and|I1| < |2, then there exists € [, — I; such that
IU{u} € Ix. Suppose forall € I, — I, I; U{u} ¢ Ix.According to Definition 1b,
R(I U{u}) ¢ X. Sincel; € Ix,i.e.,R(,) C X, thereforeP, C I, U {u} and
P, ¢ X,whereu € P, € U/R. Foralluy,us € I — I, uy # uz,u1 € P,, € U/R
andus € P,, € U/R, thenP,, # P,,.Sincel; = (I — L)U (1 N1), I, =
(I —I)U(I;nIy)andR(lz) C X, thenforallx € I, — I, there existy € I — I
such thaty € P, € U/R, therefore|ll, — I1| < |I; — I2|. Since|l1| = | — Iz| +
|Iy N 12|, |I2] = |Iz — I1| + |11 N Iz, then|I3| < |I1], which is contradictory with the
condition|I;| < |Iz|. Therefore, there exists € I, — I; such thatR(l; U {u}) C X,
i.e.,l; U {u} eIyx.

From Propositiofi]2, we see that the parametric set familgfis the independent
set axiom of matroids, therefore it can generate a matroid.

Definition 16. Let R be an equivalence relation dii and X C U. The matroid with
Ix as its independent set family is denoted My = (U,Ix). We sayMx is the
parametric matroid of the rough set with respectXo

The following example illustrates the parametric matrdithe rough set.

Example 2.Let R = {(1,1),(1,2),(2,1),(2,2),(3,3)} be an equivalence relation on
U ={1,2,3} andX = {1}. Then the partition induced bR isU/R = {{1,2},{3}}.
According to Definitiofn bR () = R({1}) = R({2}) = 0, R({3}) = {3}, R({1,2}) =
{1,2}, R({1,3}) = {3}, R({2,3}) = {3}, R({1,2,3}) = {1,2,3}, Therefore the
parametric matroid with respect 6 is Mx = (U,Ix), wherelx = {0, {1},{2}}.

In the following two propositions, through the lower appiragtion operator, we
obtain two equivalent representations of the paramettifaseily.

Proposition 3. Let R be an equivalence relation dihand X C U.
Ix={ICU:R(I)CR(X)}

Proof. We need to prov&(I) C X < R(I) C R(X).

(=): According to (5) and (7) of Propositidn B(/) € X = R(R(I)) C R(X) =
R(I) € R(X).

(«<): According to (3) of Propositidn 12(X ) C X. SinceR(I) C R(X), thenR(I) C
X.

Proposition 4. Let R be an equivalence relation diand X C U.
Ix ={I CU: R(I - R(X)) =0}

: R(I) € R(X)}. Therefore, we

Proof. According to Propositiof]3[ x U
R(X). According to Propositiofil1,
"

need to proveR(I — R(X)) = 0 & R(I
R(I - R(X)) = R(I N (U — R(X))) = R(I)
U~ R(U - R(X)) = R(R(X)) = R(X), ie.
completes the proof.



The parametric set family is based on an equivalence relatica universe. Since
there is a one-to-one correspondence between equivalelat®ns and partitions, we
want to know whether the parametric set family can be repteseby the partition
generated by the equivalence relation.

Proposition 5. Let R be an equivalence relation diand X C U.
Ix={ICU:VPcU/R,PZR(X)= |PNI|<|P|—-1}.

Proof. According to Propositionl4, we need to proeC U : R(I — R(X)) =0} =
{ICU:YPeU/R,PZR(X),|PNI|<|P|—1}.

(=):Foralll € {I CU: R - R(X)) = 0}, according to Definitiof 15, for all
P eUJR, P ¢1I—R(X) then|Pn (I —R(X))| < |P|—1.1f P ¢ R(X), then
PO - R(X))| = (PN = R(X))U(PNINEX))|=[PN(I—-RX))U
(INR(X)))| =|PnI|<|P|—1.Thisprovesthafl C U : R(I — R(X)) =0} C
{ICU:YPeU/R,PZR(X),|PNI|<|P|—1}.

(<):Foralll € {I CU:VP e U/R,P ¢ R(X),|PNnI| <|P|—1},since
INR(X) C R(X),thenPN(INR(X)) = 0, therefore|PNI| = |PN((I—R(X))U
(INR(X)))| = [(PN(I~R(X)))U(PN(INR(X)))| = [PN(I-R(X))| < |P| -1,
soP ¢ I — R(X). Sincel — R(X) C U — R(X), then for allP C R(X) where
P eU/R,P ¢ I— R(X). Therefore, forallP € U/R, P ¢ I — R(X). According
to Definition[8,R(I — R(X)) = (. This provesthaf/ C U : R(I — R(X)) =0} 2
{ICU:VPeU/R,PZR(X),|PNI|<|P|-1}.

For the parametric set family, its parameter is any subs#tefiniverse. We will
consider the situation when the subset is equal to emptyF#st, we introduce a
partition-circuit matroid induced by a partition [20]. $mthere is a one-to-one corre-
spondence from a partition to an equivalence relation, titjparcircuit matroid based
on an equivalence relation is introduced at follows.

Definition 17. (Partition-circuit matroid [20]) LetR be an equivalence relation di.
A partition-circuit matroid M, is an ordered pai(U, Ir) whereC(Mg) = U/R.

The independent sets of a partition-circuit matroid canXy@essed by the lower
approximation operator.

Proposition 6. ([20]) Let R be an equivalence relation dii and Mz = (U,1g) the
partition-circuit matroid. Thenlg = {I C U : R(I) = 0}.

According to Propositionl4 and Propositidn 6, one can seetharametric matroid
of the rough set with respect to a subset of the universe isrirgted to a partition-
circuit matroid when the subset is empty set. We will ask astjoe that “what is the
relationship between a parametric matroid with respectnt@rbitrary subset and a
partition-circuit matroid?”. In order to answer this quest we first propose one propo-
sition and two lemmas as follows.

Proposition 7. Let R be an equivalence relation diA. ForanyX C U, X = R(X) if
and only ifR [ X is an equivalence relation oX .



Proof. (=): SinceR be an equivalence dii andX C U, thenfor allx € X, (z,z) €
R,i.e.,(z,z) € R | X.ThereforeR | X is reflexive.

If (z,y) € R | X, then(z,y) € Randz € X. SinceR is an equivalence relation,
then(y,z) € R andy € [z]g. SinceX = R(X), thenxz € R(X). According to
Definition[3, [z]r € X, theny € X. Therefore(y,z) € R | X. Hence,R | X is
symmetric.

Suppose€(z,y) € R | X,(y,2) € R | X, then(z,y) € R,(y,2) € Rz € X
andy € X. SinceR is an equivalence relation, thém, z) € R. Sincex € X, then
(z,z) € R X. ThereforeR | X is transitive.

SoR | X is an equivalence relation o¥.

(«<): SupposeR | X is an equivalence relation o, X # R(X). According to
Propositiof 1 R(X) C X. Therefore, there existse X — R(X) such thaf{z]r X,
then there existy € [z]r — X. SinceR is an equivalence relation, thém,y) € R
and(y,z) € R. Sincex € X,y ¢ X, then(z,y) € R | X,(y,z) ¢ R [ X which
is contradictory with the condition thak | X is an equivalence relation. Therefore,
X = R(X).

For an equivalence relation on a universe, if the lower agpration of a subset of
the universe is equal to the subset itself, then the restnictf the equivalence relation
in the subset is an equivalence relation on the subset.

Remark 1.If R is an equivalence relation oif and X C U, thenR | R(X) is
an equivalence relation oR(X) andR | U — R(X) is an equivalence relation on
U — R(X). MoreoverR(X)/(R | R(X)) = {P € U/R : P C R(X)} and
(U~ R(X))/(R1U~R(X))={PeU/R: PCU~ R(X)}.

Lemma 1. Let R be an equivalence relation dif and X C U. For anyl C R(X),
R R(X)(I)=0ifand onlyif R(I) = 0.

Proof. Sincel C R(X), according to DefinitiofI5R | R(X)(I) = 0 < U{P €
UR:PCR(X),PCI}=0=UPecU/R:PCI} =0« R(I)=0.

Lemma 2. Let R be an equivalence relation aii, X C U andX; C R(X), X, C
U—R(X). If R(X;) =0, thenR(X; U Xo) = R(X2).

Proof. According to (5) of Proposition 1¥> C X; U X5, thenR(X3) C R(X; U X>).

When R(X;) = 0, suppose thaR(X; U X3) # R(X>), then there exists such
thatz € R(X; U X2) — R(X3). Therefore, there exists € P, € U/R such that
P, C R(X1UX3)—R(X3) C R(X1UX5). According to Definitiof b P, C X;UXs.

SinceX; C R(X),Xs C U - R(X), thenP, C X; or P, C X,. SinceP, C

R(X;1 U X5) — R(X>), thenP, ¢ X,, henceP, C X;, which is contradictory with
R(X1) = 0. Therefore R(X; U X3) = R(X>) if R(X7) = 0.

In the following theorem, the parametric matroid of the rowgt is proved to be
the direct sum of a partition-circuit matroid and a free roigkr

Theorem 1. Let R be an equivalence relation dii and X C U. Let Mp;y_g(x) =
(U = R(X),Ipu—g(x)) be a partition-circuit matroid andV/ = (R(X),I) a free
matroid. Then,

Ix = {Il Ul : I € IRFU—E(X)aIQ S I}



Proof. According to Definitio IR and Propositibh Bz p(x) = {1 € U — R(X) :
RIU—-R(X)(I) =0}andI = {I : I C R(X)}. According to Definitior 15, we
only needto prove thgt/ C U : R(I) C X} ={1 Ul>: ) € Igjy_pg(x), l2 € I}.
(=) Foralll e Ix,sincel = (I — R(X))U(InNR(X)),then(I — R(X)) U
(INR(X)) € Ix, henceR((I — R(X))U (I NR(X))) C X. According to (6) of
PropositiofiLR(I — R(X)) U R(I N R(X)) C R((I - R(X)) U (I N R(X))), then
R(I — R(X)) C X. According to (3) of Proposition| 1(X) C X. Therefore R(I —
R(X))UR(X) C X. According to (5), (6) and (7) of Propositibh B(R(I — R(X))U
R(X)) C R(X), thenR(I — R(X))U R(X) C R(X). Therefore R(I — R(X)) = 0.
Sincel - R(X) C U —R(X), accordingto Lemmad R | U — R(X)(I-R(X)) = 0,
then/ — R(X) € Igju—_g(x)- Sincel N R(X) C R(X), thenI N R(X) € I, therefore
I-RX)UINRX))e{lhiUL: I €Igy_grx)el}iele{ljUl:
I € IR[U—E(X)aIQ S I}

(<) Foralll e {IhUI: I € Ipy_pgx), 2 € I}, there existl; € Ip;y_pgx) and
I, e Isuchthatl = I; U 5. SinceR | U — R(X)(I;) = 0, according to LemmB&l 1,
we obtainR(I;) = 0. Sincel, C R(X), according to (5) and (7) of Propositibh 1, we
obtain R(I2) C R(X). According to Lemm&l2, we obtain th&(l; U Iz) = R(I3),
i.e., R(I) = R(Iy). Therefore,R(I) C R(X). According to (3) of Propositiohl 1,
R(I) C X.So,I € Ix.

For a universe and an equivalence relation on the univdrsgdrametric matroid
of the rough set with respect to a subset of the universe iditeet sum of a partition-
circuit matroid and a free matroid, where the partitioregit matroid is based on the
restriction of the equivalence relation in the complemdrthe lower approximation
of the subset and the free matroid is based on the lower ajpppation of the subset.
Moreover, can the partition-circuit matroid be expressgdhe parametric matroid of
the rough set? And what about the free matroid? In the foligvgiroposition, we will
solve these issues.

Proposition 8. Let My = (Uy,1;), My = (Us, 1) be two matroids and/ = (U, 1)
the direct sum off; and Ms. ThenM; = M|Uy, My = M|Us.

Proof. According to Definitiod I¥ and Definitidn 13, it is straightfeard.

For the direct sum of matroids, any one of the matroids is #striction of the
direct sum. Therefore, a partition-circuit matroid on avense is the restriction of the
parametric matroid in the universe, and the same as a fraeichat

4 Characteristics of a parametric matroid through the lower
approximation number

As shown in Sectiofil3, a parametric set family determinesrarpetric matroid,
and vice versa. Moreover, a parametric matroid is the dgent of a partition-circuit
matroid and a free matroid. Through a tool called the lowgragpimation number,
some characteristics of partition-circuit matroids camied represented. Can the lower
approximation number be applied to a parametric matroid®,kn the following defi-
nition, we will introduce the lower approximation number.



Definition 18. (Lower approximation numbel [20]) Le® be an equivalence relation
onU and X C U. We define the lower approximation numberivith respect taR
as follows:

frRX)={PeU/R:PCX}|.

One can see that the lower approximation number of any suseuniverse is
equal to the number of equivalence classes which the sube#ins. The following
proposition represents the parametric set family throbghdwer approximation num-
ber.

Proposition 9. Let R be an equivalence relation dihand X C U.
Ix ={I CU: fr(I - R(X)) = 0}.

Proof. According to Propositionl4 and Definitignl18, it is straigitiard.

Base is one of important characteristics of matroids. Weé iniestigate it of the
parametric matroid of the rough set through the lower appration number as follows.

Proposition 10. Let R be an equivalence relation dif, X C U and Mx = (U,Ix)
the parametric matroid of the rough set with respecitoThen,
B(Mx)=Mazx{I CU: fr(I — R(X)) = 0}.

Proof. According to Definitiod B and Propositidh 9, it is straighti@rd.

The following proposition represents the base set familthefparametric matroid
of the rough set through a patrtition.

Proposition 11. Let R be an equivalence relation dif, X C U and Mx = (U,Ix)
the parametric matroid of the rough set with respecitoThen,
B(Mx)={IURX)CU:VPeU/R,P¢ R(X)= |PNI|=|P|—1}.

Proof. According to Propositionl5, it is straightforward.

Through the lower approximation number, the circuits offfaeametric matroid of
the rough set are represented in the following proposition.

Proposition 12. Let R be an equivalence relation dif, X C U andMx = (U,Ix) a
parametric matroid of the rough set with respect¥o Then,
C(Mx)=Min{C CU: fr(C—R(X))=1}.

Proof. According to Definitiod P and Propositidn 9, it is straightfi@rd.

A parametric matroid is the direct sum of a partition-citenatroid and a free ma-
troid. We will investigate the circuits of the parametrictnaéd through the circuits of
the partition-circuit matroid and the free matroid. Fixgg introduce a proposition [19]
which shows the relationship between the circuits of a nid&ad ones of its restric-
tions.

Proposition 13. ([19]) Let M = (U,I) be a matroidlU = U; U Uz andU; N Uy = ().
Then,
C(M) = C(M|Uy) U C(M|Us).



The circuits of a parametric matroid are obtained in theofeihg proposition.

Proposition 14. Let R be an equivalence relation dii, X C U and Mx = (U,Ix)
the parametric matroid of the rough set with respec&toThen,
C(Mx)={PeU/R:PCU-R(X)}.

Proof. According to Theorel1Mx = Mpy_p(x) ® M, where Mgy _pg(x) is
the partition-circuit matroid and/ is a free matroid. According to Definitidn 117 and
Deﬁnitionm,C(MRrU,E(X)) = (U — E(X))/(R r U — E(X)) andC(M) = @
According to Propositionl8 and Propositiod 13(Mx ) = C(Mpgy—pg(x)) U C(M).
HenceC(Mx)={P € U/R: PCU — R(X)}.

The rank function is a quantitative tool of matroids. In th#édwing, we will study
the rank function of a parametric matroid. We first invedigae relationship between
the rank function of the direct sum of two matroids and thermctions of the two
matroids.

Proposition 15. Let M; = (U, 11), M2 = (Us, I5) be two matroids and/ = (U, 1)
the direct sum of\/; and M5. Then for allX C U,
rv(X) =ray (X NUL) + ra, (X NU).

Proof. (=): Suppose),(X) = |B|, according to Definitiof 10B C X andB € I
B=BnNU=BN U, UlU;)=(BNU;)U(BNUs),supposed3; = BNU;, By =
B N Us,, thenB = By U B,. According to (12) of DefinitionbB; € I, B, € I. Since
By C Uy, By C Us,, according to Definition 13 and PropositiochB; € I, B; € Io.
SinceB; C X NUy, By € X NUs, then|Bl| <rm (X n Ul), |BQ| < T‘MZ(X n Ug),
therefordB| e |B1| + |BQ| <7 (XﬂUl)—FT]Lb (XQUQ), i.e.,’I’M(X) <7 (Xﬁ
Ul) + TM2(X n UQ).

(<): Suppose s, (X NUy) = |B1|,rar, (X NUs) = | Be|, according to Definition 10,
By € XNU,B; € I andBy € X NU,y, By € I,. According to Definitior_IK,
B1UBs €1.SinceB; C XNU;,By € X NU,y, thenB; UBy C (X n Ul) U (X n
Us) =XNUUU;) = XNU,i.e., By UBy C X. According to Definitior 1D,
’I’M(X) Z |Bl @] BQ| = |B1| + |B2|, i.e.,’I’M(X) Z ’I’Ml(X N Ul) +7’M2(X N UQ)

To sum up, this completes the proof.

A parametric matroid is the direct sum of a partition-citamatroid and a free
matroid. In the following proposition, we will introducedank function of a partition-
circuit matroid.

Proposition 16. ([20]) Let R be an equivalence relation dit and Mp = (U, Iy) the
partition-circuit matroid. Then for allX C U, rp,(X) = | X| — fr(X).

The rank function of the parametric matroid of the rough sétvestigated through
the lower approximation number in the following propositio

Proposition 17. Let R be an equivalence relation dii, X C U and Mx = (U,Ix)
the parametric matroid of the rough set with respecktoThen for ally” C U,

rux (Y) = Y] = fr(Y — R(X)).



Proof. According to Theorerdl1Mx = Mpjy_gr(x) ® M, where Mpy_g(x) =
(U — R(X),Irju—r(x)) is a partition-circuit matroid and/ = (R(X),1) is a free
matroid. According to Propositién L5 and Proposifiohd@, (Y') = rarg,y_gox, (YN
(U - E(X))) + T]W(Y N E(X)) = T"Mriv_p(x) (Y - E(X)) + TM(Y n E(X)) =
Y = R(X)| = friv—r) (Y —R(X))+ Y NR(X)| = [Y] = friv—rx) (Y — R(X)).
SinceY — R(X) C U — R(X), according to Definitio]5 and Definitidn 118, then
Friv-neo(Y —R(X)) = fr(Y —R(X)), thereforera, (Y) = |Y]— fa(Y —R(X)).

In a matroid, the closure of a subset is all those elementswbded to the subset,
the rank is the same. The rank function of a parametric nhttan be expressed by
the lower approximation number. Moreover, we use the lovp@raximation number
to study the closure operator of a parametric matroid.

Proposition 18. Let R be an equivalence relation dif, X C U and Mx = (U,Ix)
the parametric matroid of the rough set with respec&toThen for ally” C U,
cduy(Y)=YU{yeU-Y: fr(Y U{y} - R(X)) - fr(Y — R(X)) = 1}.

Proof. According to Definitiori IlL¢ly, (Y) = {y € U : ruy (V) = rar (Y U )}
If y € Y, thenry (V) = ra (Y Uy), henceclp, (V) =Y U{y e U-Y :
rvy (YY) = ruy (Y Uy)}. According to Proposition 17, (V) = Y| — fr(Y —
R(X)), rars (Y U{y}) = [Y Uy} — fr(Y U{y} — R(X)), if y ¢ Y, thenrar, (Y) =
rar (Y Uy) & V| = fo(Y — R(X)) = [Y|+ 1~ fa(Y U{y} — R(X)) & fa(Y U
{y} — R(X)) — fr(Y — R(X)) = 1. To sum up, this completes the proof.

5 Conclusions

In this paper, for a universe and an equivalence relatiorheruniverse, we pro-
posed a parametric matroid of the rough set through definipgrametric set family
based on the lower approximation operator. Some equivédemts of the parametric
set family were obtained. Moreover, we proved the parametstroid of the rough set
to be the direct sum of a partition-circuit matroid and a fregroid. Through the lower
approximation number, some characteristics of the par&ameatroid of the rough set,
such as independent sets, bases, circuits, the rank farentid the closure operator,
were well represented. In future works, we will extend eglénce relations/partitions
to arbitrary relations/coverings to connect matroids wigmeralized rough sets.
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