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Abstract. In order to deal with imprecision, ambiguity, and uncertainty
in data analysis, Pawlak introduced rough set theory in 1982. This paper
aims to expand the scope of basic set theory developed by presenting
the notions of éP-upper and JéP-lower approximations, that are based
on the notion of §P-open sets, we additionally examine a few of their
fundamental characteristics.
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1 Introduction

The “rough set theory” [1], a mathematical technique for coping with ambiguity
or uncertainty, is attributed to Pawlak. Rough set theory and applications have
substantially advanced since 1982. Rough set theory has several uses, particular,
when analyzing data both cognitive sciences and artificial intelligence [2], [3],
[4]. Pawlak and Skowron have recently published several fundamental ideas in
rough set research as well as a number of applications [5, 6]. An extension of set
theory known as rough set theory [5, 8] describes a portion of the universe as
being described by two ordinary sets known as the lower and upper approxima-
tion. Initially, an equivalence was used to introduce Pawlak provides definitions
for both upper and lower approximations. Pawlak and Skowron [5, 6] derived
numerous intriguing characteristics of the lower and upper approximations in
accordance with the equivalence relations, the equivalence relation, on the other
hand, seems to be a strict requirement that might restrict the suitability of the
rough set model proposed by Pawlak. Equivalence relation or partition have
undergone numerous extensions in recent years by being replaced by concepts
like binary relations [10, 12], neighborhood systems, by using a general relation,
Abu-Donia [17] talked about three distinct upper(lower) approximation types
based on the appropriate neighborhood. These types were then used to create
a collection of limited binary relationships in in two different methods. This
theory, which primarily depends on a specific topological structure, has been ex-
tremely successful in many fields of real-world applications. Numerous papers on
generalizing and interpreting rough sets have been written [13], [14], [15], [18],
[20], [21], [23], [24], [25]. Weginger’s generalization of rough sets is among the
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most important [16] in 1989 when he introduced the idea of topological rough
sets. The closure and interior operators of topological spaces were used to define
the approximation in this generalization, which began with a topological space.
The notion of §P-open sets was first presented in [11]. This work presents and
investigates the concept of the JP-approximation space. These areas aid in the
development of a new categorization for the cosmos. Additionally, we explore
the idea of ”§P-lower” furthermore ”dP-upper” approximation. Rough sets are
compared to this idea as part of our study of dP-rough sets. we also provide
some opposition examples.

2 Fundamental concepts éP-open sets and topology

A pair(Y, 7) that consists of a set Y and family 7 of subset of Y that match the
following criteria is topological space [10]:

Al. 0, Y €T,
A2. 7 is closed under an arbitrary union,
A3. 7 is closed Under finite intersection .

The pair (Y, 7) is referred to as a topological space, and the subset of Y that
belongs to 7 is referred to as open sets in the space. The opposite of the pair is
called the closed subsets of Y are those that fall into the family 7, the family 7
of open subsets of Y is often referred to as topology of Y.

S={W CY:SCW and W is closed } is known as 7-closure of a subset
ScCY.

It appears that the smallest closed subset of Y that contains S is S. Keep in
mind that S is only closed if and when S = S.

S°={VCY:V CSandV isopen } is known 7-interior of a subset S C Y.
It appears that S° is the union of all Y open subsets that contain in S. Keep in
mind that S is only open if and when S = S°. Additionally, the 7 boundary of
a subset S C Y is denoted as b(S) = S — S°.

Assume that S is a subset of Y, a topological space. Let S°,S, and b(S) be in-
terior, closure, and boundary of S, In that order . If 5(S) = () then S is exact ,
if not, S is rough. If and only if S = S°, then it is evident that S is exact.

Definition 1 3] Let (Y, ) be a topological space the subset S CY is referred
to as Preopen if S C Int(CI(S)).

The opposite of Preopen set is Preclosed set. As we that indicate the set of all
Preopen and Preclosed sets by PO(Y) and PC(Y).

Remark 2 Fuvery topological space (Y, T), has the property 7 C PO(Y).

Definition 3 9] Let S be a subset of a topological space (Y, 7). The 0- closure
of S is defined as follow cls(S) ={x € Y: Snint(cl(A)) #0,Ae T andy € A}.
A set S is referred to as d-closed if S = cls(S).The opposite of a d-closed set is
d-open.

Observe that ints(S) = Y\cls(Y\S).
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Definition 4 [11]IfS is a subset of a topological space (Y, 7) and S C int(cls(S)),
then S is 6P-open.

O0PO(Y) is the family of all 0P-open sets of Y. 0P-closed is the complement of
OP-open.

The dP-closure of S is Pcls(S), which is the intersection of all 6P-closed sets
that contain S.

The éP-interior of S is represented by Pints(S) and is the union of all SP-open
sets that are contained in S.

Lemma 5 [17] The following hold for a subset S of a topological space (X, T).

1. Pcls(S) = SUd(ints(S)).

2. Pints(S) = S Nint(cls(S)).

3. Pcls(Pints(S)) = Pints(S) U cl(ints(S)).
4. Pints(Pcls(S)) = Pels(S) Nint(cls(S)).

3 Rough set

Rough set theory was inspired by the necessity of express subsets of a universe in
terms of equivalency classes of a partition of that universe. A topological space
known as approximation space K = (X, 1) is characterized by the partition,
where R is an equivalency relation and X is a set known as the universe [1].
The terms chunks, granules, and elementary sets are also used to describe the
equivalency classes of R. To denote that an equivalency class contains an x € X,
we will use R, C X. Two operators in the approximation space are considered.

R(S) = {z € X: R, C S},
R(S) = {z € X:R, NS #0}.

Referred to as, respectively, the lower and upper approximations of S C X.
Furthermore, let NEGg(S) = X — R(S) represent the negative region of S, and
POSg(S) = R(S) represent the positive region of S, BNg(S) = R(S) — R(S)
represent the boundary region ofX.

If we assume that X is a finite, nonempty universe and that S C X, then the
accuracy measure can also be used to quantify the degree of completeness as
follows:

[ R(S) |
xp () = =—2~ S
Where | - | the set’s cardinality is represented. The degree of knowledge com-
pleteness is attempted to be expressed via accuracy metrics. xg (5) is capable
to depict the size of the data sets boundary region, but the knowledge’s organi-
zational structure is more difficult to depict. Rough set theory has the essential
advantage of being able to handle categories that, given a knowledge basis, can-
not be properly specified. The rough sets framework can be used to measure
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the properties of potential data sets, we may quantify imprecision and convey
topological characterization of it, with the help of the following .

1. If R(S) # 0 and R(S) # X, then S is roughly R- definable, and indicated by

RD(X).

2. IfR(S) = 0 and R(S) # X, then S is internally R-undefinable, and indicated
by IUD(X),

3. IfR(S) # 0 and R(S) = X, then S is externally R- undefinable, and indicated
by EUD(X),

4. I R(S) = 0 and R(S) = X, then S is totally R- undefinable, and indicated
by TUD(X).

We can characterize rough sets in terms of the boundary region’s size and struc-
ture by utilizing g (S) and the previously given categories. Viewed as a par-
ticular instance of relative sets, rough sets are associated with the notion of
Belnap’s logic [7].

Remark 6 We indicate the relationship between a class of Preopen sets PO(X)
and a topology T on X that was utilized to obtain a subbase using Rp. Further-
more, we represent P- approzimation space by (X, Rp).

Definition 7 If (X,Rp) be a P-approzimation space, then the P-lower (resp.,
P-upper) approzimation of each nonempty subset S of X follows: as:

Rp(S) = {V € PO(X): V C 5}
Rp(S) = [ {W e PC(X) : W 2 S}
We are able to obtain the P-approximation operator as shown below. .

1. From the provided relation R, find the right neighborhood xR, wherexR = {
y: z Ry}

2. Taking right neighborhoods xR as a sub-base to obtain the topology 7.

3. Preopen set family obtained by using open sets in topology T ”from Definition
1' ”

4. To obtain P- approxzimation operators, Use the set of all Preopen sets ( see

Definition 4).

Proposition 8 For every S C X in any P- approzimation space (X,Rp) the
following are hold :

1. b(S) = Edg(S) U Edg(S).
2. Pb(S) = PEdg(S) UPEdg(S).

Proof. (2) Tt the follows from
Pb(S) = Re(S) — Rp(S) =(Re(S) — S) U (S — Re(S)) =PEdg(S) U PEdy.

Definition 9 Assume that S CY and that (Y,Rp) is a P - approximation space
and. Then there are the memberships €, €, €p, and €p, which are defined as ,
strong, weak, P-strong, and P-weak memberships respectively .
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1.y € Siffy € R(S),
2. y €S iffy € R(S9),
3. yepS iff y € Rp(S),
4- yepS iff y € Rp(S).

Remark 10 As stated by Definition 5, P- lower and P- upper approzimation of
a set S CY is possible to write as

Rp(5) ={y € §:yepS},

Rp(S) = {y € 5: y&pSt.

Definition 11 Assume that S C Y and that (Y,R,)) is a P - approzimation
space. the P - accuracy measure of S, defined as follows;

_ [Bo(S)
Re(S)|

Definition 12 The subset N C Y of any P- approzimation space (Y,Rp) is
referred to as;

S 0.

XRp(S)

1. If Rp(N) # 0 and Rp(N) # Y, then roughly Rp- definable, and indicated by
PRD(Y),

2. If Rp(N) =0 and Rp(N) # Y, then internally Rp- undefinable,and indicated
by PIUD(Y),

3. if Rp(N) # () and Rp(N) = Y, then externally Rp- undefinable, and indicated
by PEUD(Y),

4. If Rp(N) = 0 and Rp(N) =Y, then totally Rp- undefinable, and indicated
by PTUD(Y).

Remark 13 For any P - approzimation space (Y,Rp) the following hold:

1. PRD(Y) D RD(Y),

2. PIUD(Y) C IUD(Y),
3. PEUD(Y) C EUD(Y),
4. PTUD(Y) C TUD(Y).

4 A novel approach to rough categorization using the
0P-open set

Remark 14 A subbase for a topology T on X and a class of SPO(X) of all 6P
-Open sets by Rs, are indicated, along with the relationship that was utilized to
obtain them. Furthermore, we designate the approzimation space 6P by (X, Rsp).

Example 15 Assume a universe X = {uqy,us,us, us} and a relation R defined
as R = {(u1,u1), (u1,u2)

 (u1,u3), (u2,u3), (ug, ug)} thus iR = {u1,uz,us}, ueR = {us}, usR = {us}
as well usR = 0. Consequently, the topology related to this relationship is T =
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{@7 X, {U3}, {u4}7 {’LL3, ’U,4}, {ula U2,

us}} as well SPO(X) = {0, X, {ur }, {ual, {us}, {ua}, {ur, ua}, {ur, us}, {ur, us}, {us, us}, {uo,

U4}, {’U,g, ’LL4}, {ulv Uz, ’LL3}, {ulv Uus, ’LL4}, {ulv U2, ’LL4}, {u27 Uus, ’LL4}}ZS a oP- approx-
1mation space.

Definition 16 Assume that (X,Rsp) is 0P- lower approzimation as well 0P-
upper approzimation for every nonempty subset S of X, the definition is:

~ Byp(S) = U{V : V € SPO(X), V C S},
— Rsp(S) = ({W : W € 6PC(X), W 2 S}.

Definition 17 Assume that(X,Rsp) is OP- accuracy measure of S specified as
follows
Rsp(S
| :5IF’( ) |7 S 7& @
| Rsp(S5) |

Theorem 18 Given any binary relation R on X, which generates a topological
space (X, 7), we obtain R(S) C Rp(S) C Rsp(S) € S C Rep(S) C Rp(S) C R(S).

XRsp (S) =

Proof. R(S) = {V € 7: V C S} CIHV € POX) : V C S} =Rp(5) C
ULV € 6PO(X) : V € 5} = Ryz(S) C S, that is, B(S) € By(S) C Byo(S) C S.
Furthermore, R(S) = O{W € ¢ : W 2 S} D ({W € PC(X) :

Rp(S) D ({W € 6PO(X) : W D S} = Rsp(S) D 9, that is, R(
R(;IP(S) D S.

Consequently, R(S) C Rp(S) € Ryp(S) € S C Rsp(S) C Rp(S) C

=
2

Definition 19 Assume that the dP- approzimation space is (X, Rgsp). With con-
sider to any S C X, the universe X can be divided into 24 areas as follows.

1. Edg(S) =S — R(S), which is the internal edg of S.
2. PEdg(S) = S — Rp(S), which is the P-internal edg of S.
3. 0PEdg(S) = S — Ryp(S), which is the SP- internal edg of S .
4. Edg(S) = R(S) — S, which is the external edg of S.
5. PEdg(s) = Rp ( ) — S, which is the P- external edg of S.
6. SPEdg(S) = Rsp(S) — S, which is the 0P- external edg of S.
7. b(S) = R(S) —R(S ), which is the boundary of S.
8. Pb(S) = Rp(S) — Ry(S), which is the P- boundary of S.
9. 6Pb(S) = Rsp(S) — R(;p(S), which is the §P- boundary of S.
10. ext(S) = X — R(S), which is the exterior of S.
11. Pext(S) = X — Rp(S), which is the P- exterior of S.
12. dPext(S) = X — Rsp(S), which is the 6P- exterior of S.
13. R(S) — Rp(9).
14 R(S) - Ryz(5).
15. R(S) — Rsp(S).
16. Rp(S) — R(S).
17. Rp(S) — Ryp(S).
18. Rp(S) — Rsp(5).
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19. Ro(S) ~ R(S).
20. Rsp(S) - Ry (S).
21. Rsp(S) — R(9).
22, Ryp(S) — Ro(S).
23. Rsp(S) — R(S).

24. R(S) — Rp(9).

Remark 20 An extension of the study of approzimation space is the study
of 6P - approzimation space (Figure 1). Due to the components of the areas
Rp(S) —R(S)/], Rsp(S) — Rp(S)/, andRsp(S) — R(S)] will be defined well in
S, In Pawlak’s approximation, however, this point was undefinable. Addition-
ally, the component of the areas [R(S) — Rsp(9)/],/Rp(S) — Rsp(S)],additionally
[R(S) — Rg(S)] don’t belong in S, even though Pawlak’s approzimation space
doesn’t provide these components a clear definition.

Figure[d shows the above 24 areas.

Fig. 1: Showing the 24 areas given in Definition

Proposition 21 If S is any subset of X, then the following holds for any 6P-
approzimation space(X,Rsp):

1. b(8) = Edg(S) U Edg(S).
2. 6Pb(S) = §PEdg(S) U §PEdg(S).
Proof. (2) It the follows from

SPB(S) = Rye(S) — Rsp(S) = (Rsp(S) — ) U (S — Rye(S)) = oPEdg(S) U
SPEdg(S).
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Definition 22 Assume that S C'Y and that (X,Rsp) is a 6P- approximation
space. Then there are the memberships €sp ,€sp, which are defined as, 6P - strong
and 0P - weak membership respectively

Ly gélP’S iff y € Rep(5),
2. y €S iff y € Rop(S).

Remark 23 As stated by definition 11, §PP- lower and §IP- upper approximations
of a set S CY is possible to write as:

LRy ($)={yeS:yecs s}
2. Rsp (S) ={yeS:yEw S}

Remark 24 Assume that (X,Rsp) is a 0P - approximation space, S CY .Then

1.y €5= vy 5= y €55,
2. yE;[pSéprSéyES.

The converse of Remark 24] It might not always be the case, as demonstrated by
the example below.

Example 25 In example 1. Let N ={ua, us},we have uy Egp N but ug ¢p N.
Let N = {u1,us}, w1 €p N but uy ¢ N. Let N ={u1,us} Then we have ug € N
but uy ¢p N. Let N = {us}, uy €p N but u; ¢sp N.

Example 26 We can deduce from example 1 with the following table, which
displays the degree of accuracy measure xg(S),P -accuracy measure xg,(S) ad-
ditionally 6P- accuracy measure xgy, (S) for some subset of X.

| Power Set | g (5) | g () | gy ()]

{1} 0 0 1
{uz} 0 0 1
{us} /3 1/3 1
{ua) I I 1
{u1,u2} 0 0 1
{U1,U3} 1/3 2/3 1
{u1,us} 1/3 1/2 1
{u27u3} 1/3 2/3 1
{UQ,’U,4} 1/3 1/2 1
{U3,U4} 1/2 1/2 1
{u1,uz2,us} 1 1 1
{u1,u2,us} 1/3 1/3 1
{u1,us,us} 1/2 3/4 1
{UQ7U3,u4} 1/2 3/4 1

Table 1: Showing the degree of accuracy measure xg(S), xg.(S) and g, (S).
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The set S ={us,us} has a degree of precision of 50% according to the accu-
racy measure, and 100% according to the 0P - accuracy measure. Furthermore,
the set N={u1,us,us} according to P - accuracy measure equal to 75% and
according to 0P - accuracy measure equal to 100%.Thus, dP-accuracy measures
are superior to accuracy and P-accuracy metrics.

We study §P- rough inclusion, using the rough inclusion method that Novotny
and Pawlak developed in [19, 20].

Definition 27 Assume that (X,Rsp) is a 0P approzimation space where S,N
C X. Then we state:

1. S is 0P- roughly bottom included in N if Rsp(S) C Ryp(N),

2. S is SP- roughly top included in N if Rsp(S) C Rsp(N),
3. S is 6P- roughly included in N if (1) and (2).

Example 28 As shown in Example 1, {us,us} is 6P- roughly bottom included
in {u1,ug,ug}.

Furthermore {uz,us} is 0P- roughly top included in {u1,u2,us} . Additionally
{ua,us} is 6P- roughly included in {uy,us, us}.

Definition 29 Assume that (X,Rsp) is 0P- approzimation space, a subset S of
X is referred to as

1. Rsp- definable (6P- exact) when Rsp(S) = Rsp(S5),
2. 0P - rough when Rsp(S) # Rsp(S).

Example 30 For any 6P- approzimation space (X,Rsp) as in Example 1. We
have the set {ua,us,us} is 0P- exact.

Definition 31 The subset S C X of any 6P- approximation space (X,Rsp) is
referred to as;

1. If Rgp(S) # 0 and Rsp(X) # X, then roughly Rsp- definable, and indicated
by SPRD(X),

2. If Rsp(S) = 0 and Rysp(S) # X, then internally Rsp- undefinable, and indi-
cated by SPIU D(X),

3. if Rsp(S) # 0 and Rsp(S) = X, then externally Rsp- undefinable, and indi-
cated by SPEUD(X),

4. If Rsp(S) = 0 and Rsp(S) = X, then totally Rsp- undefinable, and indicated
by SPTUD(X).

Remark 32 Assume that (Y,Rsp) is a 0P- approximation space. These are on
hold :

1. SPRD(Y) 2 PRD(Y) 2
2. SPIUD(Y) C PIUD(Y)
3. SPEUD(Y) C PEUD(Y) C EUD(Y),
4. SPTUD(Y) C PTUD(Y) C TUD(Y).

RD(Y),
C IUD(Y),
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Example 33 As shown in Example 1, the set {u1,uz} € SPRD(X) but {u1,us}
¢ \RD(X).The set {ug} € PIUD(X) but {uz} ¢ SPIUD(X). The set {uz} €
PIUD(X) and {uz} € SPIUD(X). the set {u1, us,us} € PEUD(X) but {u1,us, us}
¢ JPEUD(X).

Proposition 34 Assume that the 6P - approzimation space is (Y,Rsp). After
that

1. Each P - exact set in Y is 6P - exact
2. Each 0P - rough set in'Y is P - rough

Proof. Evident.
As demonstrated by the example that follows, the converse of every part of propo-
sition 3, might not always hold.

Example 35 Consider (X,Rsp) as an 6P - approzimation space for in ex-
ample 1. Consequently the subset {uy,us} is 0P- exact but not P-exact, while
{ug, us, us} is P-rough but not 6P-rough.

Proposition 36 Assuming that S,N C X and any 0P- approximation space
(X, Rsp ). Next

1. K&P(S) C S C R(;[P(S), _
2. Rsp(0) = Rop(0) = 0, Rsp(X) = Rg[p(X)_Z X,
3. If S C N then Rsp(S) C Ryp(N) and Rsp(S) C Rsp(N)

Proof.

1. Assume x € Rsp(S), meaning that x € {V € dPO(X),V C S}. And after
that, there Vo € dPO(X) in such a manner that x € Vo C S. So z € S,
therefore Rgp(S) C S, furthermore, assume x € X additionally, by definition
of Rep(S) = U{W € §PC(X),S C W}, then x € W for everyone W €
SPC(X). Therefore S C Rsp(S).

2. Adheres directly.

3. Assume x € Ryp(S), meaning that x € |J{V € PO(X),V C S} however
S CN,soV C N andxz €V, then x € Rsp(N). Additionally let x ¢
Rsp(N) this implies that x ¢ ({W € 6PC(X), N C W} afterward, there are
W e dPC(X),N CW and x ¢ W meaning that, there is W € dPC(X), S C
N C W and x ¢ W which suggest = ¢ ({W € PC(X),S C W}, so
x ¢ Rsp(S). Consequently Rsp(S) C Rsp(NV).

Proposition 37 Assuming that S,N C X and any 6P- approrimation space
(X, Rsp ). Next:

R; ( )) Rsp(
Rw(

IP’
P

)

RJIP’(X\S ) = X\Rsp(S),
p(X\S) X\Rw(s);

( S)
Rsp(Rs S)

‘.“FGF\“J’.‘
%II
\_/
S~—

7
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5. Rsp(Rsp(S)) C Rop(Rs2(S)),
6. Rsp(Rsp(S)) CR

Proof.

1. Assume z € Ryp(X\S) meaning that x € [J{V € dPO(X),V C X\S}. Con-
sequently, there Vo € dPO(X) in such a manner that z € Vo C X\S. And
after that, there Vi such that S C Vi, V& € dPC(X). So x ¢ Rsp(S). So
r € X\Rsp(S). Consequently Rgp(X\S) = X\Rsp(9).

2. Comparable to (1).

3. By definition Rsp(S) = U{V € dPO(X),V C S}, That suggests that Rsp(Rsp(S))

=U{V € dPO(X),V C Rsp(S) C S}} = H{V € PO(X),V C S} = Rsp(S).

4. Rop(Rop(5)) = Rsp(X\Rgp(X\S)) = X\Rsp(X\Ryp(X\S5)). From (1), (2) and
(3), we get Rsp(Rsp(5)) = X\Rsp (X\S) = X\(X\Rsp(S5)) = Rsp(S5).

5. Since K&P(S) g Rg[p(_Kg[p(S)) and by (3) we have K(;[p(R[;[p( )) = K(;[p(S),
then Rép(&;p(sn C R(;[p(Ré[p(S)). . . .

6. Since_R(;p(Rm(S_)) C Rsp(S) and by (4), we have Rsp(Rsp(S)) = Rsp(S),then
R;e(Rsp(5)) C Rsp(Rsp(S)).

Proposition 38 Assume that (X,Rsp) is a P- approximation apace and S,N C
X. Then

1. Rsp(SUN) 2 Rsp(S) URsp(N),
2. Rsp(SUN) D R(;IP(S) URsp(N),
3. R[;[P(S N N) - gép(S) ﬂgtgp(N),
4. RJP(S N N) - R(;[p(S) n RJP(N).
Proof.

1. Given that we have S C SUN and N C SU N. And after that Rsp(S) C
Rsp(S UN) and Ryp(N) C Rsp(S U N) by (3) in the Proposition 4, then
Rsp(SUN) 2 Rsp(S) URgp(NV).

2. (2), (3) and (4) the same as (1).

Theorem 39 Assuming that S,N C X and any dP- approzimation space (X,Rsp)
If S is Rsp-definable. The next items are then held.

1. gép(SUN) Zg(;[p(S) Ugép(N).
2. R(SP(S N N) = R(;[p(S) n RJP(N).

Proof.

1. Evidently Rsp(S) URsp(N) C Rsp(S U N). To include the opposite, assume
x € Rsp(S U N), that implies z € [J{V is PO(X),V C SU N}. And after
that, there Vp € 6PO(X) in such a manner that x € Vj C SUN. We present
three instances:

(a) If Vh € S, z € Vp and V} is a dP-open the set, then z € Ryp(.5).
(b) If Vo N S =0, then V5 C N and x € Vp, thus z € Rsp(N).
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(¢c) If Vo NS # . Since = € Vy and V) is an 6P-open the set, then = € §Pcl(S),
each 1 in the previously mentioned condition, therefore = € Rsp(S),
then z € Ryp(S), since S is 0P- definable. Thus, in three instances x
€ Rsp(S) URsp(N).

2. Evidently Rsp(S N N) C Rsp(S) N Rsp(N). We demonstrate the opposite
inclusion, assume x € Rsp(S)NRsp(N), then x € Rsp(S) denotes z € Ryp(S)
and z € V C X, in which V is an dP-open the set and = € Rsp(N) suggests
for every V € dPO(X), V NN # (). Consequently V N(SNN) = (VNS)NN =
V NY # (). Therefore x € Rsp(S N N).

Theorem 40 Assuming that S,N C X and any 6P- approzimation space (X, Rsp ).
Afterwards, the following are held.

1. Rsp(cl(S) UN) = cl(S) URsp(N),
2. Ryp(int(S) N N) = int(S) N Rys(N).

Proof.

1. In accordance with propositions 4 (1) and 6 (2), we cl(S) C Rsp(cl(S)).Then
cl(S) URsp(N) C Rep(cl(S))URsp(N) C Rsp(cl(S)UN). However, since cl(S)
UM C cl(S)URsp(N) and the union of an §P-open set and a closed set is §P-
closed, and after that Rsp(cl(S)UN) C Rsp(cl(S)URsp(N)) = cl(S)URsp(N).
Consequently Rsp(cl(S) U N) = cl(S) URsp(N).

2. Given that an open set’s intersection with int(S) and an §P-open set Rsp(NV)
is 0P-open, int(S) NRs;p(N) = Rsp(int(S) N Rsp(N)) C Rsp(int(S) N N).
However, by applying proposition 6 (3), Rsp(int(S) N N) C Rsp(int(S)) N
Rsp(N) C int(S) N Rsp(N). Consequently Rsp(int(S) N N) = int(S) N
Rsp(N).

Lemma 41 For any dP-approzimation space (X, Rsp) furthermore, for everyone
c,d € X, the state of ¢ € Rsp({d}) and d € Rsp({c}) infers Rsp({c}) = Rsp({d}).

Proof. According to the definition of dP-upper approximation a set is a JIP-
closure of this set, furthermore 6Pcl({d}) is a dP-closed set containing ¢ (ac-
cording to the condition) but éPcl({c}) is the tiniest §P-closed set containing c,
thus 6Pcl({c}) C 6Pcl({d}). Therefore Rsp({c}) C Rsp({d}) By symmetry, the
opposite inclusion occurs §Pcl({d}) C dPcl({c}). therefore Rsp({d}) C Rsp({c})
we obtain Rsp({c}) = Rsp({d}).

Lemma 42 Assume that (X,Rsp) be a 6P-approzimation space, where each 5P-
open subset S of X is 0P-closed, Then d € Rsp({c}) therefore ¢ € Rsp({d}) for
every c,d € X.

Proof. If ¢ ¢ Rsp({d}), then there is a §P-open set V include ¢ such that V'
N{d} = 0 which suggests that {d} C (X\V) but (X\V) is a 6P-closed set addi-
tionally is a éP-open set does not include ¢, thus (X\V) N {c} = (. Therefore

d ¢ Rsp({c}).
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Proposition 43 Assume that (X,Rsp) be a §P- approximation space, and all of
them SP-open subset S of X is 6P-closed. After that, the family of sets {Rsp({c})
cc €8} is a division of the set X.

Proof. If ¢,d,f € S furthermore f € Rsp({c}) N Rsp({d}), then f € Rsp({c})
furthermore f € Rsp({d}). Consequently, by Lemma 3, ¢ € Rsp({f}) and
d € Rsp({f}) furthermore by Lemma 4, as we have Rsp({c}) = Rsp({f}) and
Rsp({d}) = Rsp({f}). Consequently Rsp({c}) = Rsp({d}) = Rsr({f}). There-
fore either Rsp({c}) = Rsp({d}) or Rsp({c}) NRsp({d}) =0

5 Conclusions

This paper introduces the 0P- approximation operator, a new class of approxi-
mations that we introduced using the §P-open sets class. Furthermore, the JP-
approximation yields 24 unique granules of the discourse universe.The most ex-
tensive granulation based on closure and interior operator in topological spaces
is used in our method, which is the class of §P- open sets. Because of this, the
accuracy measurements are higher than when using any kind of near-open sets,
like a-open, etc. There are some generalizations of significant characteristics of
the traditional Pawlak’s rough sets. Additionally, we used our approach to define
the notion of rough membership function. It is an extension of the traditional
rough membership function of Pawlak rough sets. In a decision information sys-
tem, depending on a conditional attribute. The decision that has to be made
can be done using the generalized rough membership function. Intelligent com-
putational versions of granular beneficial computing is generated by the rough
set approach to approximation of sets.
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