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Abstract

Neighborhood is an important concept in covering basedhr@ais. That un-
der what condition neighborhoods form a partition is a megfuil issue induced
by this concept. Many scholars have paid attention to tligesand presented
some necessary and sufficient conditions. However, thésesedne common trait
among these conditions, that is they are established onaiis bf all neighbor-
hoods have been obtained. In this paper, we provide a negemsa sufficient
condition directly based on the covering itself. First, weedstigate the influence
of that there are reducible elements in the covering on meigioods. Second,
we propose the definition of uniform block and obtain a sudhticondition from
it. Third, we propose the definitions of repeat degree antlerd number. By
means of the two concepts, we obtain a necessary and suffcoedition for
neighborhoods to form a partition. In a word, we have gainddeper and more
direct understanding of the essence over that neighbosfooch a partition.

Keywords: Neighborhood; Reducible element; Membership repeat éegre
Excluded number.

1. Introduction

Rough set theory, proposed by Pawlak [11, 12], is an extarsiget theory
for the study of intelligent systems characterized by ifisight and incomplete
information. In theory, rough sets have been connected mvdtroids [14] 17],
lattices [3] 4} 10, 16], hyperstructure theary [19], togpld7, 8, 24], fuzzy sets [6,
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18], and so on. Rough set theory is built on an equivalenaioel, or to say,
on a partition. But equivalence relation or partition idl s@strictive for many
applications. To address this issue, several meaningfahsions to equivalence
relation have been proposed. Among them, Zakowski has usegtings of a
universe for establishing the covering based rough setyfj2g]. Many scholars
have done deep researches on this theory [1, 2, 23], and sasierbsults have
been presented.

Neighborhood is an important concept in covering basedraej theory.
Many scholars have studied it from different perspectives augmented the
relational database with neighborhood [9]. Yao presenté@raework for the
formulation, interpretation, and comparison of neighlomdh systems and rough
set approximations [20]. By means of consistent functicsedaon the concept of
neighborhood, Wang et al. [15] dealt with information syssethrough covering
based rough sets. Furthermore, the concept of neighboitsmflhas produced
lots of meaningful issues as well, and under what conditeighiborhoods form
a partition is one of them. Many scholars have focused oniskise and con-
ducted some researches on it|[5, 13, 21]. Different schqeosided different
sufficient and necessary conditions respectively. Howehrere is a common trait
among these necessary and sufficient conditions, that iedlgdborhoods had
been calculated out before the necessary and sufficienitmondias presented.
For example, Yun et al. [21] studied the conditions for nbigihoods to form a
partition from the viewpoint of operators, while the operatwere defined by all
neighborhoods. If all the neighborhoods have been cakiait, then whether or
not the neighborhoods form a partition is already clear.t8necessary to seek
condition for neighborhoods to form a partition directlyskd on the covering
itself.

In this paper, we provide a necessary and sufficient comddicectly based
on the covering itself. First, we investigate the influentehat there are re-
ducible elements in the covering on neighborhoods. We piftatethe reducible
elements in the covering have no influence on the neighbddmauced by the
covering. Second, we propose the definition of uniform blank obtain a suf-
ficient condition from it. We also give a counter-example toye the condition
is not necessary. Third, we propose the definitions of regegitee and excluded
number, and obtain some properties of them. By means of thebdncepts and
their properties, we obtain a necessary and sufficient iondor neighborhoods
to form a partition. This necessary and sufficient condifmmneighborhoods to
form a partition does not involve in any lower or upper appmations, but the
covering itself.



The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In 8afi, we review
the relevant concepts and introduce some existing redultSection 8, we give
two sufficient conditions for neighborhoods to form a paotit In Sectior 4, we
present a sufficient and necessary condition. SeCtion Swdes this paper and
points out further works.

2. Preliminaries

We introduce the definitions of covering and partition at firs

Definition 1. (Covering) LetU be a universe of discourse akitla family of sub-
setsofy. If } ¢ C, andUC = U, thenC is called a covering of/. Every element
of C is called a covering block.

In the following discussion, unless stated to the contridug,universe of dis-
coursel/ is considered to be finite and nonempty.

Definition 2. (Partition) LetU be a universe an@® a family of subsets df. If
) ¢ P,andUP = U, and foranyK,L € P, KN L = (), thenP is called a
partition of U. Every element dP is called a partition block.

It is clear that a partition of/ is certainly a covering of/, so the concept of
covering is an extension of the concept of partition.

In the following, we introduce the definitions of neighboolcand neighbor-
hoods, the two main concepts which will be discussed in thpep

Definition 3. (Neighborhood|[9]) LetC be a covering of/. For anyx € U,
N(z) = n{K € C|z € K} is called the neighborhood af

In the following proposition, we introduce relationshipstiween the neigh-
borhoods of any two elements of a universe.

Proposition 4. [15] Let C be a covering ot/. Foranyz,y € U, ify € N(x),
thenN(y) C N(x). Soify € N(z) andz € N(y), thenN(z) = N(y).

Definition 5. [15] Let C be a covering of/. Cov(C) = {N(z)|z € U} is called
the neighborhoods induced lay.



By the definition ofC'ov(C), we see thaCov(C) is still a covering of uni-
verselU. Papers [5, 13, 21] provided some necessary and sufficiediteans for
Cov(C) to form a partition. In the following, we introduce the defian of cov-
ering approximation space and three conditiongfor(C) to form a partition.

Definition 6. (Covering approximation space [23]) Lét be a universe an@ a
covering ofU. The ordered paitU, C) is called a covering approximation space.

Proposition 7. [L3] Let (U, C) be a covering approximation space. Théow(C)
forms a partition ofU if and only if for anyX C U, C4(X) = Cy(X), where
Cy(X) = {2z € UVu(z € N(u) = N(u) C X)}, Co(X) = {z € U|N(x) C
X}.

Proposition 8. [21] Let (U, C) be a covering approximation space. Themw (C)
forms a partition o if and only if for anyX C U, C;3(C3(X)) = C3(X), where
Cs(X) = {z € UIN(z) C X}, C3(X) = {z € U|N(z) N X # 0}

Proposition 9. [5] Let (U, C) be a covering approximation space. Theow(C)
forms a partition ofU if and only if for any x,C({z}) = N(z), whereC(X) =
{reUVKeClzre K- KnNX #0)}.

From the above three propositions, we can see that thereoare special
properties on covering approximation operators when(C) forms a partition.
There are some more in-depth discussions in Paper [5, 13e8aiding this is-
sue. However, we can see that evéfyr) was used directly or indirectly in the
description of the necessary and sufficient conditions. ab, fif all the N (x)
have been calculated out, then whether or not the neighbdgiorm a partition
is already clear. In the remainder of this paper, we will preésa necessary and
sufficient condition directly based on the covering itself.

3. Two sufficient conditions

In this section, we present two sufficient conditions foighdiorhoods to form
a partition. The concept of reducible element is needech®description of one
sufficient condition.

Definition 10. (Reducible element [23]) L&E be a covering of a univerdé and
K € C. If K is a union of some blocks & — { K}, we sayK is a reducible
element ofC, otherwiseK is an irreducible element of.
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Proposition 11. [23] Let C be a covering of a universg. If K is a reducible
element ofC, C — {K'} is still a covering ofU.

Proposition 12. [23] Let C be a covering of a univers&, K € C, K is a
reducible element of, and K; € C — { K}, thenK} is a reducible element
if and only if it is a reducible element & — { K'}.

Propositior Il guarantees that after deleting a reducibleent in a cover-
ing, it is still a covering, whereas Proposition 12 showg theeting a reducible
element in a covering will not generate any new reduciblmelgs or make other
originally reducible elements become irreducible elemmaftthe new covering.
So, we can compute the reduct of a covering of a univérd®y deleting all re-
ducible elements in the same time, or by deleting one retkieilement in a step.

Definition 13. (Reduct|[23]) LetC be a covering of a univerdé and D a subset
of C. If C— D is the set of all reducible elements@f thenD is called the reduct
of C, and is denoted aseduct(C).

The following proposition indicates that deleting the reithle elements from
the covering has no influence on the neighborhoods.

Proposition 14. Let C be a covering of a univerdg, then
Cov(C) = Cov(reduct(C)).

PROOF We prove this proposition using induction of(m > 1), the amount of
reducible elements.

Assume that the proposition is true for that the amount oficésdde elements
is less thamn.

Assume that the amount of reducible elements is equal Bind K is a re-
ducible element o€. By Proposition 111, we have th@t— { K’} is still a covering
of U, and there exists a sétC C — {K}, such that’ = UL. For anyz € U,
we denote the neighborhood ofinduced by coveringC as N.(z), denote the
neighborhood of induced by covering® — { K} asN._ k().

Foranyz € U, itfollowsthatr ¢ Korxz € K. If v ¢ K, N._xy(x) = Ne(x)
holds obviously. Ifx € K, by K = UL, we have that there exisf3 € L, i.e.
P C K suchthat: € P.

Let {A|A € C—{K} Az € A} = W. ltis clear thatP € W. Therefore
Ne_¢xy(x) = NW, Ne(z) = (NW)N K. By P € W, we havenlW C P C K,
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thus (NW) N K = NW, thenN._gxy(z) = N.(r). Taking into account the
arbitrariness of, we have thaCov(C) = Cov(C — {K}).

By Proposition 1R, we see that there ate- 1 reducible elements in s€t —
{K}. By the induction hypothesis, we have thaty(C—{ K}) = Cov(reduct(C—
{K})). Again, by Proposition 12, we have thatduct(C — {K'}) = reduct(C).
Integrating the results as above, we héave (C) = Cov(reduct(C)).

This completes the proof.

If the coveringC of a universd/ is a partition, it is clear that'ov(C) = C is
a partition. Therefore, we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 15. Let C be a covering of a universg. If reduct(C) is a partition,
thenCov(C) forms a partition.

The following counter-example indicates that the condit®not necessary.

Example 16. LetU = {1,2,3,4},C = { K, K, K3, K, }, whereK; = {1,2,3},

Ky, = {1,2}, K5 = {3,4}, K4 = {4}, thenreduct(C) = C is not a parti-

tion. But byN(1) = N(2) = {1,2}, N(3) = {3}, N(4) = {4}, we have that
Cov(C) = {{1,2},{3},{4}} is a partition.

Now, we give some new definitions and then give the other serfficondition
for neighborhoods to form a partition.

Definition 17. (Membership repeat degree) LEtbe a covering of a univerde.
We define a functiofic : U — N7, 0c(z) = |[{K € C|z € K}|, and calloc(x)
the membership repeat degreerokith respect to coverin@. When the covering
is clear, we omit the lowerca%@ for the function.

That an element of U has the membership repeat degre@(af) means there
ared(x) blocks in coveringC that contain element.
To illustrate the above definition, let us see an example.

Example 18. Let U = {1,2,3}, C = {K\, Ky}, whereK;, = {1,2}, K, =
{2,3}. Then{K € C|1 € K} = {K,}, {K € C|]2 € K} = {Ki, Ky},
{K € C|3 € K} = {Ky}, thuso(1) = {K1}| = 1, 0(2) = {K1, Ky}| = 2,
0(3) = { K2} = 1.



Definition 19. (Uniform block) LetC be a covering of a univers€. For any
K € C, K is called a uniform block with respect to coverifigif and only if all
the elements belonging 16 have the same membership repeat degree.

To illustrate the above definition, let us see an example.

Example 20. Let U = {1,2,3,4}, C = {K, K», K3}, whereK; = {1,2},
Ky =1{2,3,4}, K3 = {3,4}. We have)(1) = 1, 9(2) = 9(3) = 0(4) = 2, thus
K, and K5 are uniform blocks, buf; is not a uniform block.

By the definition of uniform block, we obtain the followingabrem.

Theorem 21. If all the blocks of coveringC are uniform blocks, thed'ov(C)
forms a partition.

PROOF We use an indirect proof. SuppoSev(C) is not a partition, then there
exists at least one € U, such that{ K € Cov(C)|z € K}| > 1. Since itis clear
thatx € N(z), so we suppose there is another bld¢ky) € Couv(C), such that
x € N(y), wherey # x, andy ¢ N(z), for if it is not so, we will obtainN (z) =
N(y). Byx € N(y), we haveVL((L €« CAy € L) -z € L). Byy ¢ N(x),
we haved K (K € CAx € K ANy ¢ K). Integrating the two results as above, we
haved(z) > 0(y). By x € N(y), we havedM (M € CAy € M Nz € M), thus
we seel/ is not a uniform block. This is a contradiction to the hypaiise

This completes the proof.

The following counter-example indicates that the condit®not necessary.

Example 22. Let U = {1,2,3,4}, C = {K, Ky, K3, K4, K5}, where K; =
{1,2,3}, Ky = {1,2}, K3 = {3,4}, K, = {3}, K5 = {4}, thend(3) = 3,
d(4) = 2, S0 K3 is not a uniform block. Butv(1) = N(2) = {1, 2}, N(3) = {3},
N(4) = {4}, thusCov(C) = {{1, 2}, {3}, {4}} is a partition.

The sufficient conditions in Theoreml15 and in Theofern 21 mdependent
from each other. To illustrate it, let us see the following t@xamples.

Example 23. LetU = {1,2,3},C = {{1}, {2}, {3}, {1, 2}, {1, 3} }, thenreduct(C)
= {{1},{2},{3}} is a partition. Butd(1) = 3, 9(2) = 9(3) = 2, so both{1,2}
and{1, 3} are not uniform blocks.

Example 24. LetU = {1,2,3}, C = {{1,2},{1,3},{2,3}}, then all of{1, 2},
{1,3}, {2, 3} are uniform blocks. Buteduct(C) = {{1,2},{1,3},{2,3}} is not
a partition.



4. A sufficient and necessary condition

In this section, we propose some new concepts. By meansof thie obtain
a necessary and sufficient condition for neighborhoodsro fopartition.

Definition 25. (Common block repeat degree) L@tbe a covering of a universe
U. We define a functiohc : U x U — N, Ac((z,y)) = {K € C|{z,y} C K}|.
We writeAc((x,y)) asAc(x, y) for short, and for any,y € U, we call\c(z, y)
the common block repeat degree of binary grqupy) with respect to covering
C. When the covering is clear, we omit the lowerc@stor the function.

That a binary groupz, y) of universel has the common block repeat degree
of A\(z,y) with respect to covering® means there arg(x, y) blocks in covering
C that contain element andy simultaneously.

To illustrate the above definition, let us see an example.

Example 26. Let U = {1,2,3 } C = {Ki, Ky, K3}, where K, = {1,2},
Ky ={2,3,4}, K5 = {3,4}. ThenA(1,2) = A(2,3) = A\(2,4) = 1, A\(1,3) =
A1,4) =0, A(3,4) = 2.

The common block repeat degrggr, y) has some properties as follows.
Proposition 27. (1) A(x,y) = Ay, z); (2) AM(z,y) < min(d(zx), d(y)).
ProOOF. It follows easily from Definitiod 17 and Definitidn 25.

Proposition 28. Let C be a covering of a universé. For anyz,y € U, {K €
Clz € K} ={K € C|{z,y} C K} & 0(z) = Az, y).

PROOF (=): Itis straightforward.
(«<): Itis clear that{ K € C|{z,y} € K} C {K € C|lz € K}. If {K €
CH{z,y} € K} # {K € Clz € K}, therefore{K € C|{z,y} C K} isthe
proper subset of K € C|z € K}. Taking into account the finiteness of set
{K € C|z € K}, we havel{K € C|{z,y} C K}| < {K € C|z € K}|, thus
A(z,y) < O(x). This is a contradiction to th@t(z) = \(z,y).

This completes the proof.

Definition 29. (Excluded number) Laf be a covering of a univerdé. For any
z,y € U, we callf,(z) = d(x) — A(z, y) they excluded number of.
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Lemma 30. Let C be a covering of a univerdeé. For anyz,y € U, y € N(x) if
and only if f, (z) = 0.

PROOF According to Proposition 28, we have
yeENxz) e VK(KeChrzxeK)— (yeK) «VK(KeCArxeK)—
(K e CAN{z,y} CK)) ©«VK(K e CAz € K) + (K€ CA{z,y} C
K)eVK(Ke CAhnxeK) VKK e CAN{z,y} CK) < {K € Clzr e
K} ={K € C{z,y} € K} & 0(z) = Az,y) & fy(z) = 0.

This completes the proof.

Now, we present a necessary and sufficient condition forhieidhoods to
form a partition, the main theorem in this paper.

Theorem 31. Let C be a covering of a universgé, Cov(C) forms a partition if
and only if for anyx,y € U, f,(z) = f.(y) =0, or f,(z) # 0 and f,(y) # 0.

PROOF («): We use an indirect proof. SuppoSewv(C) is not a partition, then
there exists at least onec U, such thai{ K € Cov(C)|z € K}| > 1. Forit
is clear thatr € N(z), SO we suppose there is anothéfy) € Cov(C), such
thatz € N(y), wherey # z, andy ¢ N(z), for if it is not so, we will obtain
N(z) = N(y). By x € N(y) and Lemma 30, we havg.(y) = 0. By y ¢ N(x)
and Lemm&_ 30, we havg(x) # 0. This is a contradiction to the hypothesis.

(=): We use an indirect proof. Suppose therearg € U, such thatf,(z) =
0, f2(y) # 0. By Lemmd3D, we havg € N(z), z ¢ N(y). ThusN(x) # N(y),
so there are two block¥ () and N (y) in Cov(C) that contain the element so
Cov(C) is not a partition. This is a contradiction to the hypotheSisnilarly, we
obtain a contradiction to the hypothesis whgt) # 0 and f,(y) = 0.

This completes the whole proof.

5. Conclusions

Neighborhood is an important concept in covering basedhrsets, and through
some concepts based on neighborhood and neighborhoodssschsistent func-
tion, we may find new connections between covering basedrsety and infor-
mation systems, so it is necessary to study the propertiegighborhood and
neighborhoods themselves. That under what condition beigffoods form a par-
tition is one of the fundamental issues induced by the twaepts. There are
still many issues induced by neighborhood and neighborhtmgolve. We will
continually focus on these issues in our following research
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