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Abstract. In this research, new concepts of existential granules that deter-
mine themselves are invented, and are characterized from algebraic, topo-
logical, and mereological perspectives. Existential granules are those that
determine themselves initially, and interact with their environment subse-
quently. Examples of the concept, such as those of granular balls, though
inadequately defined, algorithmically established, and insufficiently theo-
rized in earlier works by others, are already used in applications of rough
sets and soft computing. It is shown that they fit into multiple theoreti-
cal frameworks (axiomatic, adaptive, and others) of granular computing.
The characterization is intended for algorithm development, application
to classification problems and possible mathematical foundations of gen-
eralizations of the approach. Additionally, many open problems are posed
and directions provided.

Keywords: Existential Granules, Adaptive Granules, Axiomatic Granular Com-
puting, Topological Vector Spaces, Granular Operator Spaces, Granular Balls,
Ball K-Means Algorithm, Clean Rough Randomness

1 Introduction

In the philosophy literature, existentialism is about basic questions of human
existence, individuality, and interactions with the environment. In this research,
the adjective existential is used in relation to self-determination of objects and
subsequent transformations in relation to objects of similar type in their envi-
ronment. Consequently, they are a form of adaptive objects, and not all adaptive
objects are existential.

In the axiomatic approach to granularity [18,16,15], granules are typically
specified by conditions. Though external generation procedures are not spec-
ified in the literature, they can be expected to be mostly compatible with the
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methodology. In the precision-based approach [34,11,13], precision-levels de-
fine admissible granules. However, a mere specification of a precision-level,
rarely defines a granule or generates one. Even if it does, it is not that the pre-
cision level is intrinsic to the granule. Generation procedures can certainly be
added to precision-based granules subject to compatibility with the conditions.
Adaptive granules [28] are expected to adapt to processes, and even they may
be generated initially through some procedures. The existential aspect in these
are their initial self-determination, and subsequent transformation in response
to interactions. These ideas can be defined in other categorical perspectives of
the same theories.

Closed and open balls and spherical surfaces are pretty standard objects
in studies on metrizable spaces and related topologies. However, they are not
interpreted as such in some empirical machine learning practices, and if so,
how are they interpreted? This is one of the problems tackled in this research.

In recent research, some improved algorithms for K-means clustering and
classification issues are developed [33,32,31]. The algorithms are explained
through ideas of granular balls. However, they are not sufficiently theorized in
the mentioned papers, and in others that make use of the concept [5,25,27,8].
The basic assumptions, and possible generalizations of the concept are investi-
gated by the present author here. New concepts of existential granules are pro-
posed as a severe generalization of the concept, and are shown to be compati-
ble with her axiomatic frameworks for granules [18,16,15]. A somewhat under-
specified example of the formation of existential granules in real life contexts
is the following: When law enforcers try to comb a forested area for possible
illegal activity with information from drones and other sources, then they typi-
cally form multiple teams to cover distinct sub-areas. Based on the result from
the combing operation completed, they are likely to redefine the sub-areas to
be searched again. The sequence of set of subareas at each stage will stabilize
when all relevant areas are checked. The sub-areas may be regarded as granules
that transform themselves at each stage of the operation due to new informa-
tion, and the state of the search operation(s) on other areas. Finally, they become
stable at some later stage.

Clean rough randomness as a not-necessarily stochastic or algorithmically
randomness concept is recently introduced by the present author [19,21], and
is capable of modeling many algorithms such as those that operate over entire
sets of tolerances. The problem of precisely formalizing the adaptive aspect of
the algorithms using related functions is additionally posed.

The following sections are organized as follows. Some background is pro-
vided in the next section. Existential ball K-Means (BKM) algorithms are ana-
lyzed, related partial algebras are invented and a soft generalization where the
algorithm works is specified in the third section. The granular ball methodol-
ogy is formalized through a reading of related algorithms in the next. A formal
approach to existential granules is invented in the fifth section and the prob-
lem of appropriately formalizing the BKM algorithm in the rough randomness
perspective is formulated. Further directions are considered in the sixth.
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2 Background

Distances are often intended to model qualitative ideas of being different in
numeric terms. Therefore, it is not required to satisfy most conditions typical of
a metric in a metric space. A distance function on a set S is a function σ : S2 7−→
ℜ+ that satisfies

(∀a)σ(a,a) = 0 (distance)

The collection B = {Bσ(x, r) : x ∈ S & r > 0} of all r-spheres generated by σ is a
weak base for the topology τσ defined by

V ∈ τσ if and only if (∀x ∈ V∃r > 0)Bσ(x, r) ⊆ V

Consider the conditions:

Identity (∀a,b)(σ(a,b) = 0 ↔ a = b),

Symmetry (∀a,b)σ(a,b) = σ(b,a),

Triangle (∀a,b, c)σ(a,b) 6 σ(a, c) + σ(c,b), and

Pseudo-Identity (∀a,b)(σ(a,b) = 0 −→ a = b).

σ is said to be a metric or semimetric or pseudometric respectively as it satisfies
all the four or identity and symmetry or the last three conditions respectively.
A quasi-metric is a distance that satisfies the triangle inequality, while a dis-
tance that satisfies the triangle inequality up to a constant k > 0 (k-triangle:
(∀a,b, c)kσ(a,b) 6 σ(a, c) + σ(c,b)) is called a weak quasi-metric. Given a
distance function on a set, a topology does not automatically follow. This holds
as well for semimetrics [6]. All generalized metric spaces will be collectively
referred to as ∗-metric spaces.

If x is a point in a ∗-metric space (X,σ), and H a subset of X then the distance
of x from H is given by σ(x,H) = inf{σ(x,a) : a ∈ H}. The distance between two
subsets H and F can be measured with the Hausdorff distance σh or the infimal
distance σI(these are not metrics):

σh(H, F) = max{sup
x∈H

σ(x, F), sup
x∈F

σ(H, x)}&σI(H, F) = inf{σ(a,b) : a ∈ H,b ∈ F}.

The former is a metric on the set of compact subsets if σ is a metric.

2.1 Topological Vector Spaces

Some familiarity with topological vector spaces (TVS)[30,2] will be assumed. A
∗-metric vector space is a pair (X,σ), with X being a vector space over the real
field, and σ a ∗-metric such that the operations are jointly continuous (that is if
(xn) → x and (bn) → b in X, and (αn) → α in ℜ, then (αnxn + bn) → αx+ b.)
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Consider the following properties of a function p : X 7−→ ℜ+ for any x,b ∈
X

p(0) = 0 (PN1)

p(x) > 0 (PN2)

p(−x) = p(x) (PN3)

p(x+ b) 6 p(x) + p(b) (PN4)

Continuity of scalar multiplication (PN5)

If p(x) = 0 then x = 0 (PNT)

p(αx) = |α|p(x) (SN1)

p is said to be a paranorm (respectively seminorm) if it satisfies PN1-PN5 (re-
spectively PN2,PN4 and SN1). It is total, if it satisfies PNT. All seminorms are
paranorms, and a total seminorm is a norm.

A paranormed space is a pair (X,p) where p is a paranorm over the vector
space X. It is complete if (X,σ) is complete, where σ(a,b) = p(a − b). Every
pseudometric vector space can be endowed with a paranorm from which it is
derived.

It should be noted that ∗-metrics that have nothing to do with any intended
topology are sometimes used in ML practice.

2.2 Partial Algebraic Systems

For basics of partial algebras, the reader is referred to [4,14].

Definition 1. A partial algebra P is a tuple of the form

〈P, f1, f2, . . . , fn, (r1, . . . , rn)〉

with P being a set, fi’s being partial function symbols of arity ri. The interpretation

of fi on the set P should be denoted by f
P
i , but the superscript will be dropped in this

paper as the application contexts are simple enough. If predicate symbols enter into the
signature, then P is termed a partial algebraic system.

In this paragraph the terms are not interpreted. For two terms s, t, s
ω
= t

shall mean, if both sides are defined then the two terms are equal (the quantifi-

cation is implicit).
ω
= is the same as the existence equality (also written as

e
=) in

the present paper. s
ω∗

= t shall mean if either side is defined, then the other is
and the two sides are equal (the quantification is implicit). Note that the latter
equality can be defined in terms of the former as

(s
ω
= s −→ s

ω
= t) & (t

ω
= t −→ s

ω
= t)

Various kinds of morphisms can be defined between two partial algebras or
partial algebraic systems of the same or even different types. For two partial
algebras of the same type

X = 〈X, f1, f2, . . . , fn〉 and W = 〈W, g1, g2, . . . , gn〉 ,
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a map ϕ : X 7−→ W is said to be a

• morphism if for each i,

(∀(x1, . . . xk) ∈ dom(fi))ϕ(fi(x1, . . . , xk)) = gi(ϕ(x1), . . . , ϕ(xk))

• closed morphism, if it is a morphism and the existence of
gi(ϕ(x1), . . . , ϕ(xk)) implies the existence of fi(x1, . . . , xk).

Usually it is more convenient to work with closed morphisms.

3 Existential Granular K-Means Algorithm

The end product of a hard or soft clustering can often be interpreted as a gran-
ulation. The so-called ball granular computing [32] is not properly formalized
from a mathematical perspective as the goal of the authors is to stress the per-
formance of their algorithms. Its origin is obviously related to the ball K-means
algorithm [33]. A critical analysis with some generalization of the last men-
tioned method is proposed first after reconsidering the basic assumptions im-
plicit in it.

Let the dataset of points be V that is a subset of the real topological vec-
tor space X with pseudometric (or metric) σ which in turn is equivalent to a
paranorm. V is not usually closed under the algebraic operations induced from
X. Algebraic closure on real data is often more complex as additional layers of
meaning based on bounds or types may be of interest. Some questions that can
shape the semantic domain and therefore relevant algebraic models are

1. Should the value of operations beyond V be considered?
2. Are the interpretations of operations over X meaningful for the context of

V? To what extent should they be permitted? Does the smallest subspace
Alg(V) containing V suffice?

3. Should the interpretations of the operations over X be reinterpreted (at least
partly) over V . This is especially useful when the values or bounds imposed
by V are alone meaningful.

Depending on the answers to these, the appropriate algebraic operations on the
balls may be selected and this lead to a natural generalization of algorithm.

The basic steps of the ball k-means algorithm are

Subregion Form an arbitrary clustering E1,E2, . . .Ek of V .
MCT Compute the mean ci for each subset Ei.
Radius Taking the greatest distance among points in Ei from ci as the radius

ri, generate the ball Ci for each i.
Neighbors Define the relation ηCjCi (for Cj is a neighbor of Ci) if and only if

σcicj < 2ri. For Ci, let NCi
be its set of neighbor balls (granules).

Stable If NCi
6= ∅, then its stable region is defined by

• Stσ(Ci) = B(ci, 0.5 minσ(ci, c) : c ∈ NCi
),
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• and its active area by AA(Ci) = Ci \ St(Ci).

Annular Regions Let Card(NC) = k, then for i ∈ [1, k], the ith annular region
on C, AC

i is {x : σ(c, ci) < 2σ(x, c) 6 σ(c, ci+1)} for i < k and x : σ(c, ci) <

2σ(x, c) 6 r for i = k.

The BKM algorithm and related considerations can be extended to any met-
ric TVS. However, the results cannot be guaranteed for semi-metric spaces or
pseudo-metric spaces, in general.

For each i, the radius at the first iteration ri = Sup{σ(x, ci) : x ∈ Ei}. Given
two ball clusters Ci and Cj with centers ci and cj respectively at a fixed iteration
level, define

ηCjCi iff σ(ci, cj) < 2ri.

η is a reflexive, non-symmetric relation in general. Cj is a neighbor of Ci if and
only if ηCiCj For Ci, let NCi

be its set of neighbor balls (granules). If NCi
6= ∅,

then its stable region is defined by

St(Ci) = B(ci, 0.5 minσ(ci, c) : c ∈ NCi
).

The active area AA(Ci) = Ci \ St(Ci).

The term i-closest is not defined in the paper [33]. It is simply the clos-
est neighbor cluster(s). As it is based on distance between centers, uniqueness
cannot be guaranteed. Let Card(NC) = k, then for i ∈ [1, k], the ith annu-
lar region on C, AC

i is {x : σ(c, ci) < 2σ(x, c) 6 σ(c, ci+1)} for i < k and
x : σ(c, ci) < 2σ(x, c) 6 r for i = k.

The ball k-means algorithm can be reinterpreted as a granular approxima-
tion procedure of an unknown clustering that is supposed to exist. The steps
in the approximation being guided by η, stable regions, and annular regions as
proved in Theorem 1 ([33]). Stable regions may be read as partial lower approx-
imations of the initial granules at that stage.

Theorem 1. 1. If Ci is a neighbor of C, then some non-stable points of C may be
moved into Ci.

2. If Cj is not a neighbor of C, then no points of C can be moved into Cj

3. For a given C with center c, and Card(NC) = k, the points in the ith (i 6 k)
annular space of C can only be moved within the first i-closest neighbor clusters
and itself.

4. If c
(t)

i is the center of the ball Ci in the tth iteration, then if σ(c
(t−1)

i , c
(t−1)

j ) >

2r
(t)

i + σ(c
(t)

i , c
(t−1)

i ) + σ(c
(t)

j , c
(t−1)

j ), then Cj cannot be a neighbor ball of Ci

in the current iteration. So the computation of the center distance is avoided.

It can additionally be proved that

Theorem 2. If X is a paranormed TVS, then the BKM algorithm terminates in a soft
clustering.
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3.1 Partial Algebras for BKM Variants

Let BV
r (c) denote the closed ball {x : x ∈ V , &σ(x, c) 6 r} with center c and

radius r over V (it will also be referred to as the cautious closed ball), then the
following algebraic partial/total operations are definable for any a,b ∈ BV

r (c)

and any α,β ∈ ℜ

αa > βb =

{

αa+ βb, if αa,βb,αa+ βb ∈ BV
r (c)

undefined, otherwise

On the closed ball BX
r (c) = {x : x ∈ X, &σ(x, c) 6 r} too, a similar operation

⊕ may be interpreted (relative to the operations on X).

αa⊕ βb =

{

αa⊕ βb, if αa+ βb ∈ BX
r (c)

undefined, otherwise

Theorem 3. In the above context, BX
r (c) satisfies

a⊕ b
s
= b⊕ a (weak* comm)

a⊕ (b⊕ c)
ω
= (a⊕ b)⊕ c (weak assoc)

α(βa)
ω
= (αβ)a (weak scal1)

αa⊕ βa
s
= (α+ β)a (weak* scal2)

a⊕ 0
s
= 0 ⊕ a (weak* 0)

(∀a,b, c)(a ⊕ b = 0 = a⊕ c −→ b = c) (inverse)

Proof. The weak versions of the equalities hold when both sides are defined,

while the stronger version (
s
=) require any one of the sides to be defined. Weak*

commutativity is obvious. Weak associativity holds, and its stronger version
does not because a⊕ b may not be defined, even though a⊕ (b⊕ c) is.

Theorem 4. In the above context, BV
r (c) satisfies dom(>) ⊂ dom(⊕) and

a > b
s
= b > a (weak* comm)

a > (b > c)
ω
= (a > b) > c (weak assoc)

α(βa)
ω
= (αβ)a (weak scal1)

αa > βa
s
= (α + β)a (weak* scal2)

a > 0
s
= 0 > a (weak* 0)

(∀a,b, c)(a > b = 0 = a > c −→ b = c) (inverse)

4 The Granular Ball Methodologies

A version of the granular ball methods for classification can be found in the
preprint [31]. Readers are left wondering whether a norm is even being used
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(Eqn 2 in page 3), while the exact partitioning of parent balls into child balls
(in Definition 1) is impossible. However, the algorithm is relatively clear, and
examples for the intent of Definition 1 are provided. Earlier versions have addi-
tional mathematical issues (see the discussion athttps://pubpeer.com/publications/4354287243FC39A66DD432BC41046B).
The methods for adaptive granules involves quality checks based on purity of
granules (relative to proportion of labels), and heterogeneity of overlap of gran-
ules. Otherwise, the essential methods are variations of the one used in the ball
K-means algorithm.

1. The data set may be partly labelled.
2. Regard whole data set or a sample V as a closed sphere with center c =

1

n

∑

(xi) and radius as r = 1

n

∑

σ(xi, c).
3. Split the current granular ball into k sub balls using ball K-means. It should

be noted that splitting is not a partitioning operation.
4. Check quality of granular Balls through simple purity measures based on

ratio of majority label.
5. Stop if the purity measure is OK. Otherwise, repeat the process on the balls

derived.

The adaptive version is similar but with further stages of splitting whenever
a granular ball at the current iteration has heterogeneous overlap with another
granular ball, and an accelerated granular ball generation process. Child balls
and parent balls are further used in the quality checks, and the ball K-means
algorithm is avoided.

4.1 Fixing the Mathematics

From the intent of definition 1 (of parent and child balls), it is clear to the present
author that the real data points within a ball are confused with the ball. A mathe-
matical way of correcting can be through differential geometry, and at least con-
cepts of orientation are essential. The code and algorithm are however based on
distances from centers, and labels. A minimal fix that avoids the geometry is the
following:

Definition 2. Let V be a finite subset of a real normed finite dimensional TVS X, and
BV
r (c) be a ball, and {BV

ri
(ci)} a finite sequence of n number of balls, all interpreted in

V (with centers in X) then BV
r (c) is a major ball and {BV

ri
(ci)} are minor balls if and

only if the following holds:

⋃

i

BV
ri
(ci) = {x : x ∈ BV

ri
(ci) for any i} = BV

r (c) (sum)

⋂

i

BV
ri
(ci) = ∅ (collectionwise disjoincy)

This definition makes no sense when BV
r (c) = BX

r (c) (and actually under
much weaker conditions). Further, minor/child balls should rather be pairwise
disjoint (for any i 6= j BV

ri
(ci) ∩ BV

rj
(cj) = ∅) in Definition 1 of [31].

https://pubpeer.com/publications/4354287243FC39A66DD432BC41046B
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5 Existential Granulations

To accommodate multiple nonequivalent concepts of granules, and granula-
tions, a loose definition of existential granule is proposed first. Suppose X =

〈X,F,G〉 is a triple with X being a set, F a mathematical structure on it, and
G ⊆ ℘(X) a granulation on it. A granule G ∈ G will be said to be existential if
and only if there exists a subset E of G and an operator a : ℘(X) 7−→ ℘(X) such
that G = a(E) and (∃n > 1)an+1(E) = an(E). A granulation is existential, if
it is a collection of existential granules determined by the features encoded by
its constituent points. That is, it is essentially self-determining up to a point.
It is possible to argue on this concept being existential in numerous ways –
it is exactly the reason for naming it existential as opposed to self-determined.
The idea of non-crisp granules is known in both the axiomatic, precision-based
and adaptive theories of granularity. Existential granules have a precise gen-
eration aspect motivated by the problem of reducing computational load. For-
malization in the axiomatic abstract perspective requires an additional closure
operator as defined below, while computational aspects require further spe-
cialization. The definitions below are relatively more convenient for abstract
approaches [18,16,15]. The main questions of this approach are about formalizing the
known applications, representing the operation a, and suitability of the restrictions of
admissible granules.

Definition 3. An high mereological approximation Space (mash) S is a partial
algebraic system of the form S = 〈S, l,u, P,6,∨,∧,⊥,⊤〉 with S being a set, l,u
being operators : S 7−→ S satisfying the following (S is replaced with S if clear from the
context. ∨ and ∧ are idempotent partial operations and P is a binary predicate.):

(∀x)Pxx (PT1)

(∀x,b)(Pxb & Pbx −→ x = b) (PT2)

(∀a,b)a∨ b
ω
= b∨ a; (∀a,b)a∧ b

ω
= b∧ a (G1)

(∀a,b)(a ∨ b)∧ a
ω
= a; (∀a,b)(a∧ b)∨ a

ω
= a (G2)

(∀a,b, c)(a ∧ b)∨ c
ω
= (a ∨ c) ∧ (b∨ c) (G3)

(∀a,b, c)(a ∨ b)∧ c
ω
= (a ∧ c) ∨ (b∧ c) (G4)

(∀a,b)(a 6 b ↔ a∨ b = b ↔ a∧ b = a) (G5)

(∀a ∈ S)Pala & all = al & Pauauu (UL1)

(∀a,b ∈ S)(Pab −→ Palbl & Paubu) (UL2)

⊥l = ⊥ & ⊥u = ⊥ & P⊤l⊤ & P⊤u⊤ (UL3)

(∀a ∈ S)P⊥a & Pa⊤ (TB)

In a high general granular operator space (GGS), defined below, aggregation
and co-aggregation operations (∨, ∧) are conceptually separated from the bi-
nary parthood (P), and a basic partial order relation (6). Parthood is assumed
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to be reflexive, antisymmetric, and not necessarily transitive. It may satisfy ad-
ditional generalized transitivity conditions in many contexts. Real-life informa-
tion processing often involves many non-evaluated instances of aggregations
(fusions), commonalities (conjunctions) and implications because of laziness or
supporting metadata or for other reasons – this justifies the use of partial op-
erations. Specific versions of a GGS and granular operator spaces have been
studied in the research paper [16]. Partial operations in GGS permit easier han-
dling of adaptive granules [28] through morphisms– concrete methods need to
use the frameworks of clear rough random functions. Note further that it is not
assumed that Pauuau. The universe S may be a set of collections of attributes,
labeled or unlabeled objects among other things. A high general existential gran-
ular operator space (eGGS) can be obtained from a GGS by simply restricting the
predicate γ as follows:

γx if and only if x ∈ G = ℑ(a)

Definition 4. A High General Granular Operator Space (GGS) S is a partial al-
gebraic system of the form

S = 〈S,γ, l,u, P,6,∨,∧,⊥,⊤〉

with S = 〈S, l,u, P,6,∨,∧,⊥,⊤〉 being a mash, γ being a unary predicate that
determines G (by the condition γx if and only if x ∈ G) an admissible granula-
tion(defined below) for S. Further, γx will be replaced by x ∈ G for convenience. Let P
stand for proper parthood, defined via Pab if and only if Pab & ¬Pba). A granulation
is said to be admissible if there exists a term operation t formed from the weak lattice
operations such that the following three conditions hold:

(∀x∃x1, . . . xr ∈ G) t(x1, x2, . . . xr) = xl

and (∀x ∃x1, . . . xr ∈ G) t(x1, x2, . . . xr) = xu, (Weak RA, WRA)

(∀a ∈ G)(∀x ∈ S)) (Pax −→ Paxl), (Lower Stability, LS)

(∀x, a ∈ G∃z ∈ S)Pxz, &Paz & zl = zu = z, (Full Underlap, FU)

Definition 5. A High General Existential Granular Operator Space (eGGS) S is
a GGS in which the predicate γ is replaced by a unary operation a that satisfies

γx if and only if x ∈ G = ℑ(a) (G1)

(∀x)(∃n > 1)an+1(x) = a
n(x) (G2)

Existential granular versions of the following particular classes can be defined
by analogy.

Definition 6. • In the above definition, if the anti-symmetry condition PT2 is
dropped, then the resulting system will be referred to as a Pre-GGS. If the restric-
tion Pala is removed from UL1 of a pre-GGS, then it will be referred to as a
Pre*-GGS.
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• In a GGS (resp Pre*-GGS), if the parthood is defined by Pab if and only if a 6 b

then the GGS is said to be a high granular operator space GS (resp. Pre*-GS).
• A higher granular operator space (HGOS) (resp Pre*-HGOS) S is a GS (resp

Pre*-GS) in which the lattice operations are total.
• In a higher granular operator space, if the lattice operations are set theoretic union

and intersection, then the HGOS (resp. Pre*-HGOS) will be said to be a set HGOS
(resp. set Pre*-HGOS). In this case, S is a subset of a power set, and the partial
algebraic system reduces to S = 〈S,γ, l,u,⊆,∪,∩,⊥,⊤〉 with S being a set, γ
being a unary predicate that determines G (by the conditionγx if and only if x ∈ G).
Closure under complementation is not guaranteed in it.

5.1 Clean Rough Randomness and Models of Algorithms

Some essential aspects of clean rough randomness [19,21] are repeated for con-
venience, and the problem of formalizing the studied algorithms is in the per-
spective is formulated.

Many types of randomness are known in the literature. Stochastic random-
ness, often referred to as randomness, is often misused without proper justifi-
cation. In the paper [10], a phenomenon is defined to be stochastically random if
it has probabilistic regularity in the absence of other types of regularity. In this
definition, the concept of regularity may be understood as mathematical regular-
ity in some sense. Generalizations of mathematical probability theory through
hybridization with rough sets from a stochastic perspective are explained in
the book [12]. This approach is not ontologically consistent with pure rough
reasoning or explainable AI as its focus is on modeling the result of numeric
simplifications in a measure-theoretic context.

Empirical studies show that humans cannot estimate measures of stochastic
randomness and weakenings thereof in real life properly [1]. This is consistent
with the observation that connections in the rough set literature between spe-
cific versions of rough sets and subjective probability theories (Bayesian or fre-
quentist) are not good approximations. In fact, rough inferences are grounded
in some non-stochastic comprehension of attributes (their relation with the ap-
proximated object in terms of number or relative quantity and quality) [20,23].

The idea of rough randomness is defined by the present author [19] as fol-
lows:a phenomenon is clean roughly random (C-roughly random) if it can be modeled
by general rough sets or a derived process thereof. In concrete situations, such a con-
cept should be realizable in terms of C-roughly random functions or predicates
defined below (readers should note that any one of the concepts of rough ob-
jects in the literature [16] such as a non crisp object or a pair of definite objects of the
form (a,b) satisfying Pab among others are permitted):

Definition 7. Let Aτ be a collection of approximations of type τ, and E a collection of
rough objects defined on the same universe S, then by a C-rough random function of
type-1 (CRRF1) will be meant a partial function

ξ : Aτ 7−→ E.
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Definition 8. Let Aτ be a collection of approximations of type τ, S a subset of ℘(S),
and ℜ the set of reals, then by a C-rough random function of type-2 (CRRF2) will
be meant a function

χ : Aτ × S 7−→ ℜ.

Definition 9. Let Aτ be a collection of approximations of type τ, and F a collection of
objects defined on the same universe S, then by a C-rough random function of type-3
(CRRF3) will be meant a function

µ : Aτ 7−→ F.

Definition 10. Let Oτ be a collection of approximation operators of type τl or τu,
and E a collection of rough objects defined on the same universe S, then by a C-rough
random function of type-H (CRRFH) will be meant a partial function

ξ : Oτ × ℘(S) 7−→ E.

It is obvious that a CRRF1 and CRRF2 are independent concepts, while a
total CRRF1 is an CRRF3, and CRRFH is distinct (though related to CRRF3).
The set of all such functions will respectively be denoted by CRRF1(S,E, τ),
CRRF2(S,ℜ, τ), CRRF3(S, F, τ), and CRRFH(S,E, τ). For detailed examples, the
reader is referred to the earlier papers [19,21]

Example 1. Let S be a set with a pair of lower (l) and upper (u) approximations
satisfying (for any a,b, x ⊆ S)

xl ⊆ xu (int-cl)

xll ⊆ xl (l-id)

a ⊆ b −→ al ⊆ bl (l-mo)

a ⊆ b −→ au ⊆ bu (u-mo)

∅l = ∅ (l-bot)

Su = S (u-top)

The above axioms are minimalist, and most general approaches satisfy them.
In addition, let

Aτ = {x : (∃a ⊆ S) x = al or x = au (1)

E1 = {(al,au) : a ∈ S} (E1)

F = {a : a ⊆ S & ¬∃bbl = a∨ bu = a} (E0)

E2 = {b : bu = b & b ⊆ S} (E2)

ξ1(a) = (a,bu) for some b ⊆ S (xi1)

ξ2(a) = (bl,a) for some b ⊆ S (xi2)

ξ3(a) = (e, f) ∈ E1 & e = a or f = a (xi3)
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E1 in the above is a set of rough objects, and a number of algebraic mod-
els are associated with it [16]. A partial function f : Aτ 7−→ E1 that associates
a ∈ Aτ with a minimal element of E1 that covers it in the inclusion order is
a CRRF of type 1. For general rough sets, this CRRF can be used to define al-
gebraic models and explore duality issues [17], and for many cases associated
these are not investigated. A number of similar maps with value in understand-
ing models [20] can be defined. Rough objects are defined and interpreted in a
number of other ways including F or E2.

Conditions xi1-xi3 may additionally involve constraints on b, e and f. For
example, it can be required that there is no other lower or upper approximation
included between the pair or that the second component is a minimal approxi-
mation covering the first. It is easy to see that

Theorem 5. ξi for i = 1, 2, 3 are CRRF of type-1.

Example 2. In the above example, rough inclusion functions, membership, and
quality of approximation functions [29,7] can be used to define CRRF2s. An
example is the function ξ5 defined by

ξ5(a,b) =
Card(b \ a)

Card(b)
(1)

5.2 Formalizing the BKM Algorithms

The ball K-means algorithm can potentially be formalized by rough random
functions of type 3 in several ways. For this purpose, one can use a single RRF-
3 ϕ and a number of classical lower and upper approximation that describe
each update on the original k clusters sequentially or use a sequence of RRF-3s
with pairs of classical lower and upper approximations to describe the updates.
Therefore, the real problem is of finding and formulating the most appropriate
formalization. How does one restrict the choice of approximation operations?

All crisp clusterings form partitions, and therefore all such clusterings form
the granulation of Pawlak rough sets over the universe in question. This is the
suggested origin of the classical and upper approximations.

6 Further Directions

It might appear to easy to cast the ball K-means and granular ball algorithms in
the interactive granular computing perspective. It is already shown that such
is not essential. The proposal of interactive granules and related computing
(IGrC) is formulated in relation to a certain perception of the basic semantic do-
main, and is primarily intended to reduce the complexity of decision-making in
application contexts [24,28]. Some objects are supposed to be non-mathematical
objects at a level of discourse, and possess some properties of granularity. The
use of complex granule (c-granule) comprising abstract objects, physical ob-
jects, as well as objects linking abstract and physical objects, by itself, and their
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rule-based approach apparently constrains the authors to that view. States of
c-granules are represented by networks of informational granules (ic-granules)
linking abstract and physical objects. Such c-granules are intended for model-
ing perceptions of physical processes in the real world. However, the mathe-
matical approach to such cases is through improved sequences of models, and
objects, and through better choice of semantic domains. Data drives nothing, it
is for us to invent models that make any driving to be possible at all.

The obvious idea of replacing the hyper-sphere with a smooth hypersur-
face is possible in theory, and justifiable if the geometry is relevant. However,
the computational complexity may increase substantially. Actually, no hyper-
spheres or balls are used in the both the BKM and granular ball algorithms. It is
only in the imagination of the authors. If the shapes generated by points are re-
ally of interest then other metrics and the Hausdorff-Gromov distance [22] may
be used painfully. The possible mathematical generalization of the proposed
method requires justification in applied problems. The geometrical shape of
granules typically matter in the domain of topological data analysis [9], spatial
mereology [3] and near sets [26]. Such approaches have steep requirements on
the domain for easier computing.

In future studies, existential granules will be explored in greater depth.
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