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Abstract. The current work concentrates on generating different topologies by using the concept of the
ideal. These topologies are used to make more thorough studies on generalized rough set theory. The
rough set theory was first proposed by Pawlak in 1982. Its core concept is upper and lower approximations.
The principal goal of the rough set theory is reducing the vagueness of a concept to uncertainty areas at
their borders by increasing the lower approximation and decreasing the upper approximation. For the
mentioned goal, different methods based on ideals are proposed to achieve this aim. These methods are
more accurate than the previous methods. Hence it is very interesting in rough set context for removing
the vagueness (uncertainty).

1. Introduction

The observation that one cannot distinguish objects on the basis of given information about them is

the starting point of the rough set theory. In other words, imperfect information causes indiscernibility

of objects. The indiscernibility relation induces an approximation space made of equivalence classes of

indiscernible objects. The originally rough set was described by a pair of approximation operator, called

a lower and an upper approximation in term of these equivalence classes. An equivalence relation is

sometimes difficult to be obtained in real-world problems due to the vagueness incompleteness of human

knowledge. From this point of view, many proposals have been introduced for generalizing and inter-

preting the rough sets for more details see, [8, 9, 12, 18, 24, 25]. Lin [17] and Yao [30] studied the rough

sets using neighbourhood systems for the interpretation of granules. Abd El-Monsef et al. [2] introduced

mixed neighbourhood systems to approximate the rough sets. In 2014, Abd El-Monsef et al. [1] applied the

concept of “ j-neighborhood space” (in briefly, j-NS) to generalize the classical rough set theory by using

different general topologies induced from binary relations. An interesting and natural research topic in the

rough set theory is to study the rough set theory via topology [3, 14–16, 20–23, 28, 31]. Ideal is a funda-

mental concept in the topological spaces and plays an important role in the study of topological problems.

Kuratowski [13] and Vaidyanathaswamy [27] were the first who studied the notion of the ideal topologi-

cal spaces. Few researchers [6, 10, 26] interesting in applying the concept of the ideals in the rough set theory.
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One of the primary motivations of this paper is there exists a close relationship between topologies and

rough sets. So, the main contribution of the present work is to generate different topologies by using the

notion of ideals. It is showed that these topologies are finner than the previous one [1]. Additionally, these

topologies are used to define and generalize the main concepts of rough set. This paper explores rough set

theory from the point of view of topology. It generalize the notions of rough sets based on the topological

space which generated by ideals. The current approximations are defined by using a closure operator and

a interior operator of the topologies induced by ideals. The topologies induced by ideals are stronger than

the topologies generated by j-NS which were used in the previous methods to define the approximations.

The main aim of rough set is to reduce the boundary region by increasing the lower approximation and

decreasing the upper approximation. This aim is achieved as it appears through the following sections.

This paper is organized as follows. After the introduction. Section 2 presents the main concepts of Abd

El-Monsef et al.’s approach [1] and the necessary definitions required in the sequel to the present work.

The main purpose of Section 3 is to generate different topologies by using ideal I. The relationships among

these topologies are presented. The current topologies are compared to the previous one in [1] and shown

to be more general. If I = {φ}, then the current definitions are coincided with Abd El-Monsef et al.’s [1]

definitions. So, Abd El-Monsef et al.’s [1] definitions are special case of the current definitions. In Section 4,

a new approximations namelyI- j-approximations are constructed by using the generated topologies which

are introduced in the previous section. Moreover, the basic properties of this new type of approximations

are presented. These approximations are extended the notation of j-approximations [1]. Theorem 4.1 and

Corollary 4.1 are introduced the comparisons between the current approximations and the previous one

[1]. Theorem 4.1 shows that the present method reduced the boundary region by increasing the I- j-lower

approximations and decreasing the I- j-upper approximations with the comparison of previous method 2.5

[1]. Moreover, Corollary 4.1 shows that the current accuracy is greater than the previous one. At the end

of this section, the relationships among the I- j-lower, I- j-upper approximations, I- j-boundary regions

and I- j-accuracy are summarized in Table 2. Finally, new method is suggested for new approximations

based on ideal in Section 5. The method is depended on using the properties of ideal in the definition

of j-approximation spaces instead of using the usual properties of interior and closure. This method is

satisfied all properties of the previous method [1]. Comparisons between this type of approximations, the

approximations in the previous section and Abd El-Monsef et al.’s approximations 2.5 [1] are studied. The

conclusion of this work is discussed in Section 6.

2. Preliminaries

The aim of this section is to present the basic concepts and properties of ideals, j-neighborhood space

and j-approximations.

Definition 2.1. [7] A non-empty collection I of subsets of a set X is called an ideal on X, if it satisfies the following
conditions

1. A ∈ I and B ∈ I ⇒ A ∪ B ∈ I,

2. A ∈ I and B ⊆ A⇒ B ∈ I.

i.e., I is closed under finite unions and subsets.

Definition 2.2. [1] Let R be an arbitrary binary relation on a non-empty finite set U. The j-neighborhood of
x ∈ U(N j(x)), j ∈ {r, l, < r >,< l >, i,u, < i >,< u >} is defined as:

1. r-neighborhood: Nr(x) = {y ∈ U : xRy}.
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2. l-neighborhood: Nl(x) = {y ∈ U : yRx}.

3. < r >-neighborhood: N<r>(x) =
⋂

x∈Nr(y) Nr(y).

4. < l >-neighborhood: N<l>(x) =
⋂

x∈Nl(y) Nl(y)
5. i-neighborhood: Ni(x) = Nr(x) ∩Nl(x).
6. u-neighborhood: Nu(x) = Nr(x) ∪Nl(x).
7. < i >-neighborhood: N<i>(x) = N<r>(x) ∩N<i>(x).
8. < u >-neighborhood: N<u>(x) = N<r>(x) ∪N<i>(x).

Remark 2.1. It should be noted that the concept of j-neighborhood of x ∈ U(N j(x)), j ∈ {r, l, < r >,< l >, i,u, < i >},
in [1] is the same as the notion of

1. the after set and fore sets in [5] if j = r, l respectively.
2. the intersection of after set and fore sets and their union in [29] if j = i,u respectively.
3. the minimal right set and the minimal left set in [4] if j =< r >,< l > respectively.
4. the intersection of minimal right set and minimal left set in [11] if j =< i > .

Definition 2.3. [1] Let R be an arbitrary binary relation on a non-empty finite set U and ξ j : U → P(U) be a
mapping which assigns for each x in U its j-neighborhood in P(U). The triple (U,R, ξ j) is called a j-neighborhood
space (in briefly, j-NS).

Theorem 2.1. [1] Let (U,R, ξ j) be a j-NS, and A ⊆ U. Then, ∀ j ∈ {r, l, < r >,< l >, i,u, < i >,< u >}, the collection
τ j = {A ⊆ U : ∀p ∈ A,N j(p) ⊆ A} is a topology on U.

Definition 2.4. [1] Let (U,R, ξ j) be a j-NS. A subset A ⊆ U is called j-open set if A ∈ τ j, and the complement of j-open

set is called j-closed set. The family Γ j of all j-closed sets of a j-neighborhood space is defined by Γ j = {F ⊆ U : F
′

∈ τ j},

where F
′

is the complement of F.

Definition 2.5. [1] Let (U,R, ξ j) be a j-NS, A ⊆ U and ∀ j ∈ {r, l, < r >,< l >, i,u, < i >,< u >}. The j-lower,
j-upper approximations, j-boundary regions and j-accuracy of A are defined respectively by:
R j(A) = ∪{G ∈ τ j : G ⊆ A} = int j(A), where int j(A) represents j-interior of A.

R j(A) = ∩{H ∈ Γ j : A ⊆ H} = cl j(A), where cl j(A) represents j-closure of A.

B j(A) = R j(A) − R j(A).

σ j(A) =
|R j(A)|

|R j(A)|
, where |R j(A)| , 0.

Definition 2.6. [1] Let (U,R, ξ j) be a j-NS, and ∀ j ∈ {r, l, < r >,< l >, i,u, < i >,< u >} A subset A ⊆ U is called

j-exact set if R j(A) = R j(A). Otherwise, A is called j-rough set.

3. Generalized topology based on different neighbourhoods by using ideal

Abd El-Monsef et al. [1] introduced eight different topologies based on different neighbourhoods. In

this section, I generalize these topologies by using ideal. The relationships among these topologies are

presented.

Theorem 3.1. Let (U,R, ξ j) be a j-NS, A ⊆ U andI be an ideal on U.Then, ∀ j ∈ {r, l, < r >,< l >, i,u, < i >,< u >},

the collection τI
j
= {A ⊆ U : ∀p ∈ A,N j(p) ∩ A

′

∈ I} is a topology on U.

Proof.

1. Clearly U and φ belong to τI
j
.

2. Let Ai ∈ τ
I
j

(∀i ∈ I) and a ∈ ∪i∈IAi. Then,

∃ i0 ∈ I such that a ∈ Ai0

⇒ N j(a) ∩ A
′

i0
∈ I

⇒ N j(a) ∩ (∪i∈IAi)
′

∈ I

⇒ ∪i∈IAi ∈ τ
I
j
.
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3. Let A,B ∈ τI
j
, and a ∈ A ∩ B.

⇒ N j(a) ∩ A
′

∈ I and N j(a) ∩ B
′

∈ I

⇒ (N j(a) ∩ A
′

) ∪ (N j(a) ∩ B
′

) ∈ I

⇒ N j(a) ∩ (A
′

∪ B
′

) ∈ I

⇒ (N j(a) ∩ (A ∩ B)
′

) ∈ I

⇒ A ∩ B ∈ τI
j
.

From 1, 2 and 3 τI
j

is a topology on U.

The current type of this topologies are finner than the previous one [1] as it is shown in the following

theorem.

Theorem 3.2. Let (U,R, ξ j) be a j-NS, A ⊆ U andI be an ideal on U.Then, ∀ j ∈ {r, l, < r >,< l >, i,u, < i >,< u >},

τ j ⊆ τ
I
j
.

Proof. Let A ∈ τ j. Then, N j(p) ⊆ A ∀p ∈ A and consequently N j(p) ∩ A
′

= φ ∈ I ∀p ∈ A. Therefore, A ∈ τI
j
.

Hence, τ j ⊆ τ
I
j
.

Remark 3.1. It should be noted that

1. if I = {φ} in Theorem 3.2, then the present generated topologies coincide with the previous one in Theorem 2.1
[1]. So, the current work is consider as a generalization of Abd El-Monsef et al.’s work [1].

2. τ j ( τ
I
j

as it is shown in the following example.

Example 3.1. Let U = {a, b, c, d},R = {(a, a), (a, b), (a, c), (b, c), (c, d)} and I = {φ, {b}, {c}, {b, c}}. It’s clear that

1. τr = {U, φ, {d}, {c, d}{a, d}, {b, c, d}} andτIr = {U, φ, {a}, {b}, {d}, {a, b}, {a, d}, {b, d}, {c, d}, {a, b, d}, {a, c, d}, {b, c, d}}.
Thus, τr ( τ

I
r .

2. τl = {U, φ, {a}, {a, b}, {a, b, c}} and τI
l
= {U, φ, {a}, {d}, {a, b}, {a, c}, {a, d}, {a, b, c}, {a, b, d}, {a, c, d}}. Thus, τl (

τI
l
.

3. τu = {U, φ, } and τIu = {U, φ, {a}, {b}, {d}, {a, b}, {a, d}, {a, b, d}, {a, c, d}}. Thus, τu ( τ
I
u .

4. τ<r> = {U, φ, {c}, {d}, {c, d}, {1, 2, c}} andτI<r> = {U, φ, {a}, {c}, {d}, {a, b}, {a, c}, {a, d}, {c, d}, {a, b, c}, {a, b, d}, {a, c, d}}.
Thus, τ<r> ( τ

I
<r>.

5. τ<l> = {U, φ, {a}, {c}, {d}, {a, b}, {a, c}, {c, d}, {a, b, c}, {a, b, d}, {a, c, d}} andτI
<l>
= {U, φ, {a}, {c}, {d}, {a, b}, {a, c}, {a, d},

{c, d}, {a, b, c}, {a, b, d}, {a, c, d}}. Thus, τ<l> ( τ
I
<l>
.

6. τ<u> = {U, φ, {c}, {d}, {a, b}, {c, d}, {a, b, c}} and τI<u> = {U, φ, {a}, {d}, {a, b}, {a, d},
{a, b, d}, {a, c, d}}. Thus, τ<u> ( τ

I
<u>.

7. τ<i> = {U, φ, {a}, {c}, {d}, {a, b}, {a, c}, {c, d}, {a, b, c}, {a, b, d}, {a, c, d}} andτI
<i>
= {U, φ, {a}, {c}, {d}, {a, b}, {a, c}, {a, d},

{c, d}, {a, b, c}, {a, b, d}, {a, c, d}}. Thus, τ<i> ( τ
I
<i>
.

Similarly, we can add example to show that τi ( τ
I
i
.

Proposition 3.1. Let (U,R, ξ j) be a j-NS and I be an ideal on U. Then

1. τIu ⊆ τ
I
r and τIu ⊆ τ

I
l
.

2. τIr ⊆ τ
I
i

and τI
l
⊆ τI

i
.

3. τI<u> ⊆ τ
I
<r> and τI<u> ⊆ τ

I
<l>
.

4. τI<r> ⊆ τ
I
<i>

and τI
<l>
⊆ τI

<i>
.

Proof.
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(1) Let A ∈ τIu . Then, Nu(p) ∩ A
′

∈ I ∀p ∈ A. Thus, (Nr(p) ∪ Nl(p)) ∩ A
′

∈ I ∀p ∈ A. Hence, Nr(p) ∩ A
′

∈

I ∀p ∈ A and Nl(p) ∩ A
′

∈ I ∀p ∈ A. Therefore, A ∈ τIr and A ∈ τI
l

. Hence, τIu ⊆ τ
I
r and τIu ⊆ τ

I
l
.

Similarly, I can prove 3.

(2) Let A ∈ τIr . Then, Nr(p) ∩ A
′

∈ I ∀p ∈ A. Thus, (Nr(p) ∩ Nl(p)) ∩ A
′

∈ I ∀p ∈ A. Hence, Ni(p) ∩ A
′

∈

I ∀p ∈ A. Therefore, A ∈ τI
i

. Hence, τIr ⊆ τ
I
i
. Similarly, I can prove 4.

Corollary 3.1. Let (U,R, ξ j) be a j-NS and I be an ideal on U. Then, ∀ j ∈ {r, l, < r >,< l >, i,u, < i >,< u >}.

1. τIu ⊆ τ
I
r ⊆ τ

I
i
.

2. τIu ⊆ τ
I
l
⊆ τI

i
.

3. τI<u> ⊆ τ
I
<r> ⊆ τ

I
<i>
.

4. τI<u> ⊆ τ
I
<l>
⊆ τI

<i>
.

Remark 3.2. Example 3.1 shows that the inclusion in Proposition 3.1 and Corollary 3.1 can not be replaced by
equality relation, as

1. τIr * τ
I
u and τI

i
* τIr .

2. τI
l
* τIu and τI

i
* τI

l
.

3. τI<r> * τ
I
<u> and τI

<i>
* τI<r>.

4. τI
<l>
* τI<u> and τI

<i>
* τI

<l>
.

Remark 3.3. Let (U,R, ξ j) be a j-NS and I be an ideal on U. Then, it should be noted that

1. τIr is not the dual of τI
l

(see Example 3.1). Although, τr is the dual of τl as it is proved in [1].

2. τIr and τI<r> are not necessarily to be comparable (see Example 3.1).

3. τI
l

and τI
<l>

are not necessarily to be comparable (see Example 3.1).

4. τI
i

and τI
<i>

are not necessarily to be comparable.

4. I - j-approximation spaces

In this section, new approximations namelyI- j-approximations are proposed to generalize j-approximations

2.5 [1]. The current approximations are based on the generated topologies which are introduced in the pre-

vious section. The properties of the new approximations are studied and compared to Abd El-Monsef et

al.’s approximations 2.5 [1].

Definition 4.1. Let (U,R, ξ j) be a j-NS and I be an ideal on U. A subset A ⊆ U is called I j-open set if A ∈ τI
j

and

the complement of I j-open set is called I j-closed set. The family ΓI
j

of all I j-closed sets of a j-neighborhood space is

defined by ΓI
j
= {F ⊆ U : F

′

∈ τI
j
}.

Definition 4.2. Let (U,R, ξ j) be a j-NS, A ⊆ U,I be an ideal on U and ∀ j ∈ {r, l, < r >,< l >, i,u, < i >,< u >}.
The I j-lower, I j-upper approximations, I j-boundary regions and I j-accuracy of the approximations of A are defined
respectively by:
RI

j
(A) = ∪{G ∈ τI

j
: G ⊆ A} = intI

j
(A), where intI

j
(A) represents I- j-interior of A.

R
I

j (A) = ∩{H ∈ ΓI
j

: A ⊆ H} = clI
j

(A), where clI
j

(A) represents I- j-closure of A.

BI
j

(A) = R
I

j (A) − RI
j

(A).

σI
j

(A) =
|RI

j
(A)|

|R
I
j (A)|
, where |R

I

j (A)| , 0.

The main properties of the current I- j-lower and I- j-upper approximations are studied in the following

proposition.
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Proposition 4.1. Let (U,R, ξ j) be a j-NS, I be an ideal on U and A,B ⊆ U. Then, ∀ j ∈ {r, l, < r >,< l >, i,u, < i >
,< u >},

1. RIj (A) ⊆ A ⊆ R
I

j (A) equality hold if A = φ or U.

2. A ⊆ B⇒ R
I

j (A) ⊆ R
I

j (B).

3. A ⊆ B⇒ RIj (A) ⊆ RIj (B).

4. R
I

j (A ∩ B) ⊆ R
I

j (A) ∩ R
I

j (B).

5. RIj (A ∪ B) ⊇ RIj (A) ∪ RIj (B).

6. R
I

j (A ∪ B) ⊇ R
I

j (A) ∪ R
I

j (B).

7. RIj (A ∩ B) ⊆ RIj (A) ∩ RIj (B).

8. RIj (A) = (R
I

j (A
′

))
′

, R
I

j (A) = (RIj (A
′

))
′

.

9. R
I

j (R
I

j (A)) = R
I

j (A).

10. RIj (RIj (A)) = RIj (A).

11. RIj (RIj (A)) ⊆ R
I

j (RIj (A)).

12. RIj (R
I

j (A)) ⊆ R
I

j (R
I

j (A)).

The proof of this proposition is simple using the properties of I- j-interior and I- j-closure, so I omit it.

Remark 4.1. Example 3.1 shows that

1. the inclusion in Proposition 4.1 parts 1, 4, 5, 6, 7, 11 and 12 can not be replaced by equality relation:

(i) for part 1, if A = {c},RIr (A) = φ, then A * RIr (A). If A = {d},R
I

r (A) = {b, d}, then R
I

r (A) * A

(ii) for part 4, if A = {b},B = {d},A∩B = φ,R
I

r (A) = {b},R
I

r (B) = {b, d},R
I

r (A∩B) = φ, then R
I

r (A)∩R
I

r (B) =

{b, d} * φ = R
I

r (A ∩ B).

(iii) for part 5, if A = {c},B = {d},A ∪ B = {c, d},RIr (A) = φ,RIr (B) = {d},RIr (A ∪ B) = {3, 4}, then

RIr (A ∪ B) = {c, d} * {4} = RIr (A) ∪ RIr (B).

(iv) for part 11, if A = {d},RIr (RIr (A)) = A,R
I

r (RIr (A)) = {b, d}, then R
I

r (RIr (A)) * RIr (RIr (A)).

(v) for part 12, if A = {c},R
I

r (R
I

r (A)) = A,RIr (R
I

r (A)) = φ, then R
I

r (R
I

r (A)) * RIr (R
I

r (A)).

2. the converse of parts 2 and 3 is not necessarily true:

(i) for part 2, if A = {b},B = {b, d}, then R
I

r (A) = {b},R
I

r (B) = {b, d}. Therefore, R
I

r (A) ⊆ R
I

r (B), but A * B.

(ii) for part 3, if A = {c},B = {b}, then RIr (A) = φ,RIr (B) = {b}. Therefore, RIr (A) ⊆ RIr (B), but A * B.

Definition 4.3. Let (U,R, ξ j) be a j-NS, I be an ideal on U,A ⊆ U,∀ j ∈ {r, l, < r >,< l >, i,u, < i >,< u >}. A

subset A is called I- j-definable (I- j-exact) set if R
I

j (A) = RIj (A). Otherwise, A is called I- j-rough set.

In Example 3.1 A = {b} is I-r-exact, while B = {c} is I-r-rough.

Remark 4.2. Let (U,R, ξ j) be a j-NS, I be an ideal on U and A ⊆ U. Then, ∀ j ∈ {r, l, < r >,< l >, i,u, < i >,< u >},
the intersection of two I- j-rough sets need not to be I- j-rough set as in Example 3.1 {a, c} and {a, d}, are I-r-rough
sets, {a, c} ∩ {a, d} = {a} is not I-r-rough set.

The following theorem and corollary present the relationships between the current approximations in

Definition 4.2 and the previous one in Definition 2.5 [1].
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Theorem 4.1. Let (U,R, ξ j) be a j-NS,I be an ideal on U and A ⊆ U.Then, ∀ j ∈ {r, l, < r >,< l >, i,u, < i >,< u >}.

1. R j(A) ⊆ RIj (A).

2. R
I

j (A) ⊆ R j(A).

Proof.

(1) R j(A) = ∪{G ∈ τ j : G ⊆ A} ⊆ ∪{G ∈ τI
j

: G ⊆ A} = RIj (A). (by Theorem 3.2)

(2) Similar to (1).

Corollary 4.1. Let (U,R, ξ j) be a j-NS,I be an ideal on U and A ⊆ U.Then,∀ j ∈ {r, l, < r >,< l >, i,u, < i >,< u >}.

1. BI
j
(A) ⊆ B j(A).

2. σ j(A) 6 σI
j
(A).

Corollary 4.2. Let (U,R, ξ j) be a j-NS,I be an ideal on U and A ⊆ U.Then,∀ j ∈ {r, l, < r >,< l >, i,u, < i >,< u >}.

1. Every j-exact subset in U is I- j-exact.

2. Every I- j-rough subset in U is j-rough.

Remark 4.3. Example 3.1 shows that the converse of parts of Corollary 4.2 is not necessarily true.

1. if A = {b}, then it is I- j-exact, but it is not j-exact.

2. if A = {a}, then it is r-rough, but it is not I-r-rough.

Table 1 shows that the converse of parts of Theorem 4.1 and Corollary 4.1 is not necessarily true. This

table is calculated by using Example 3.1.

Table 1: Comparison between the boundary and accuracy by using the current approximations in Definition 4.2 and the previous one
in Definition 2.5 [1] at j = r.

2*A The previous one in Definition 2.5 [1] The current method in Definition 4.2

Rr(A) Rr(A) Br(A) σr(A) RIr (A) R
I

r (A) BIr (A) σIr (A)

{a} φ {a} {a} 0 {a} {a} φ 1
{b} φ {a, b} {a, b} 0 {b} {b} φ 1
{c} φ {a, b, c} {a, b, c} 0 φ {c} {c} 0

{d} {d} U {a, b, c} 1
4 {d} {b, d} {b} 1

2

{a, b} φ {a, b} {a, b} 0 {a, b} {a, b} φ 0

{a, c} φ {a, b, c} {a, b, c} 0 {a} {a, c} {c} 1
2

{a, d} φ U U 0 {a, d} {a, c, d} {c} 1
3

{b, c} φ {a, b, c} {a, b, c} 0 {b} {b, c} {c} 1
2

{b, d} {d} U U 0 {b, d} {b, c, d} {c} 2
3

{c, d} {c, d} U U 0 {c, d} {c, d} φ 1

{a, b, c} φ {a, b, c} {a, b, c} 0 {a, b} {a, b, c} {c} 2
3

{a, b, d} {d} U {a, b, c} 1
4 {a, b, d} U {c} 3

4

{a, c, d} {c, d} U {a, b} 1
2 {a, c, d} {a, c, d} φ 1

{b, c, d} {b, c, d} U U 3
4 {b, c, d} {b, c, d} φ 1

U U U φ 1 U U φ 1

For example, take A = {b}, then the boundary and accuracy by the present method in Definition 4.2 are φ
and 1 respectively. Whereas, the boundary and accuracy by using Abd El-Monsef et al.’s method 2.5 [1] are
{a, b} and 0 respectively.

The following propositions and corollaries are introduced the relationships among the I- j-lower, I- j-

upper approximations, I- j-boundary regions and I- j-accuracy.
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Proposition 4.2. Let (U,R, ξ j) be a j-NS, I be an ideal on U and A ⊆ U. Then, ∀ j ∈ {r, l, < r >,< l >, i,u, < i >,<
u >}. Then, the following statements are true in general.

1. RIu (A) ⊆ RIr (A) ⊆ RIi (A).

2. RIu (A) ⊆ RIl (A) ⊆ RIi (A).

3. RI<u>(A) ⊆ RI<r>(A) ⊆ RI<i>(A).

4. RI<u>(A) ⊆ RI
<l>(A) ⊆ RI<i>(A).

Proof. By using Proposition 3.1, the proof is obvious.

Proposition 4.3. Let (U,R, ξ j) be a j-NS, I be an ideal on U and A ⊆ U. Then, ∀ j ∈ {r, l, < r >,< l >, i,u, < i >,<
u >}. Then, the following statements are true in general.

1. R
I

i (A) ⊆ R
I

r (A) ⊆ R
I

u (A).

2. R
I

i (A) ⊆ R
I

l (A) ⊆ R
I

u (A).

3. R
I

<i>(A) ⊆ R
I

<r>(A) ⊆ R
I

<u>(A).

4. R
I

<i>(A) ⊆ R
I

<l>(A) ⊆ R
I

<u>(A).

Proof. By using Proposition 3.1, the proof is obvious.

Corollary 4.3. Let (U,R, ξ j) be a j-NS,I be an ideal on U and A ⊆ U.Then,∀ j ∈ {r, l, < r >,< l >, i,u, < i >,< u >}.

1. BI
i

(A) ⊆ BIr (A) ⊆ BIu (A).

2. BI
i

(A) ⊆ BI
l

(A) ⊆ BIu (A).

3. BI
<i>

(A) ⊆ BI<r>(A) ⊆ BI<u>(A).

4. BI
<i>

(A) ⊆ BI
<l>

(A) ⊆ BI<u>(A).

Corollary 4.4. Let (U,R, ξ j) be a j-NS,I be an ideal on U and A ⊆ U.Then,∀ j ∈ {r, l, < r >,< l >, i,u, < i >,< u >}.

1. σIu (A) 6 σIr (A) 6 σI
i

(A).

2. σIu (A) 6 σI
l

(A) 6 σI
i

(A).

3. σI<u>(A) 6 σI<r>(A) 6 σI
<i>

(A).

4. σI<u>(A) 6 σI
<l>

(A) 6 σI
<i>

(A).

Remark 4.4. Let (U,R, ξ j) be a j-NS and I be an ideal on U. Then, it should be noted that

1. σIr (A) and σI<r>(A) are not necessarily to be comparable.

2. σI
l

(A) and σI
<l>

(A) are not necessarily to be comparable.

3. σI
i

(A) and σI
<i>

(A) are not necessarily to be comparable.

4. σIu (A) and σI<u>(A) are not necessarily to be comparable.

Remark 4.5. Table 2 shows that

1. the comparison among the I- j-lower, I- j-upper approximations, I- j-boundary regions and I- j-accuracy in
Definition 4.2 by using Example 3.1, for j ∈ {r, l, i,u}.

2. there are different methods to approximate the sets by using τI
i

in constructing the approximations of sets,

τIr , τ
I
l

and τIu . The best of these methods is there are given by using τI
i

in constructing the approximations of
sets, since the boundary regions in this case are decreased (or canceled) by increasing the lower approximation
and decreasing the upper approximation. Moreover, theI-i-accuracy is more accurate than the other types since
σIu (A) 6 σIr (A) 6 σI

i
(A) and σIu (A) 6 σI

l
(A) 6 σI

i
(A).
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5. Generalized I - j-approximation spaces

The current method is presented to redefine j-approximation spaces via ideals. The properties of

suggested method are studied. The relationships between the current approximations in this section,

Sections 4 and the previous one in [1] are introduced.

Definition 5.1. Let (U,R, ξ j) be a j-NS, A ⊆ U,I be an ideal on U and ∀ j ∈ {r, l, < r >,< l >, i,u, < i >,< u >}.
The generalized I j-lower, I j-upper approximations, I j-boundary regions and I j-accuracy of the approximations of
A are defined respectively by:
RI

j
(A) = RI

j
(A) ∩ A, where RI

j
(A) = ∪{G ∈ τI

j
: G ∩ A

′
∈ I}.

R

I

j (A) = R
I

j (A) ∪ A, where R
I

j (A) = ∩{H ∈ ΓI
j

: A ∩H
′
∈ I}.

B∗∗Ij (A) = R

I

j (A) − RI

j
(A).

σ∗∗Ij (A) =
|RI

j
(A)|

|R
I

j (A)|

, where |R

I

j (A)| , 0.

Before studying the main properties of RI

j

(A) and R

I

j (A). I must study the properties of RI
j
(A) and R

I

j (A)

as it is presented in the following propositions.

Proposition 5.1. Let (U,R, ξ j) be a j-NS, I,I be two ideals on U and A,B ⊆ U. Then, ∀ j ∈ {r, l, < r >,< l >, i,u, <
i >,< u >},

1. RI
j
(U) = U.

2. A ⊆ B⇒ RI
j
(A) ⊆ RI

j
(B).

3. RI
j
(A ∪ B) ⊇ RI

j
(A) ∪ RI

j
(B).

4. RI
j
(A ∩ B) = RI

j
(A) ∩ RI

j
(B).

5. if A
′

∈ I ⇒ RI
j
(A) = U.

6. I ⊂ J ⇒ RI
j
(A) ⊆ RJ

j
(A).

Proof.

1. RI
j
(U) = ∪{G ∈ τI

j
: G ∩ φ = φ ∈ I} = U.

2. Let G ∈ RI
j
(A). Then, G ∩ A

′

= φ ∈ I. Thus, G ∩ B
′

= φ ∈ I (as A ⊆ B and from the properties of I).

Hence, G ∈ RI
j
(B).

3. Immediately by (2).

4. By (2), RI
j
(A∩B) ⊆ RI

j
(A)∩RI

j
(B). To prove, RI

j
(A)∩RI

j
(B) ⊆ RI

j
(A∩B). Let G ∈ (RI

j
(A)∩RI

j
(B)). Then,

G ∈ (RI
j
(A) and G ∈ RI

j
(B)). Thus, G ∩ A

′

∈ I and G ∩ B
′

∈ I. Hence, (G ∩ A
′

) ∪ (G ∩ B
′

) ∈ I (from the

properties of I). So, (G ∩ (A
′

∪ B
′

) ∈ I. Therefore, G ∈ RI
j
(A ∩ B).

5. and 6 are Straightforward.

Remark 5.1. Example 3.1 shows that

1. the inclusion in Proposition 5.1 part 2 can not be replaced by equality relation. If A = {a, b},B = {a, c},A∪B =

{a, b, c},RI
r

(A) = {a, b},RI
r

(B) = {a, b},RI
r

(A ∪ B) = {a, b, d}, then RI
r

(A ∪ B) = {a, b, d} * {a, b} = RI
r

(A) ∪

RI
r

(B).
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2. the converse of parts 2,5 and 6 is not necessarily true:

(i) for part 2, if A = {b},B = {a}, then RI
r

(A) = {b},RI
r

(B) = {a, b}. Therefore, RI
r

(A) ⊆ RI
r

(B), but A * B.

(ii) for part 6, if A = {b},I = {φ, {d}},J = {φ, {b}, {c}, {b, c}}, then RI
l

(A) = φ,RJ
l

(A) = {d}, Therefore,

RJ
l

(A) = φ ⊆ {4} = RI
l

(A), but I * J .

(iii) for part 5. Similarly, I can add example to prove RI
j
(A) = U 6=⇒ A

′

∈ I.

Proposition 5.2. Let (U,R, ξ j) be a j-NS, I,I be two ideals on U and A,B ⊆ U. Then, ∀ j ∈ {r, l, < r >,< l >, i,u, <
i >,< u >},

1. R
I

j (φ) = φ.

2. A ⊆ B⇒ R
I

j (B) ⊆ R
I

j (A).

3. R
I

j (A ∩ B) ⊇ R
I

j (A) ∩ R
I

j (B).

4. R
I

j (A ∪ B) ⊆ R
I

j (A) ∪ R
I

j (B).

5. if A ∈ I ⇒ R
I

j (A) = φ.

6. I ⊂ J ⇒ R
I

j (A) ⊆ R
J

j (A).

Proof. Similar to Proposition 5.1.

Remark 5.2. Example 3.1 shows that

1. the inclusion in Proposition 5.2 parts 3 and 4 can not be replaced by equality relation:

(i) for part 3, if A = {d},B = {a, b},A ∩ B = φ,R
I

r (A) = {c, d},R
I

r (B) = {a, b, c},R
I

r (A ∩ B) = φ, then

R
I

r (A ∩ B) = φ + {c} = R
I

r (A) ∩ R
I

r (B).

(ii) for part 4, if A = {d},B = {a, b},A ∪ B = {a, b, d},R
I

l (A) = {d},R
I

l (B) = {a, b, c},R
I

l (A ∪ B) = φ, then

R
I

l (A) ∪ R
I

l (B) = U * φ = R
I

l (A ∪ B).

2. the converse of parts 2,5 and 6 is not necessarily true:

(i) for part 2, if A = {a},B = {b}, then R
I

r (A) = {a},R
I

r (B) = {b}. Therefore, R
I

r (B) ⊆ R
I

r (A), but A * B.

(ii) for part 5, if A = {a, d}, then R
I

l (A) = φ, but {a, d} < I.

(iii) for part 6, if A = {b},I = {φ, {b}, {c}, {b, c}},J = {φ, {d}}, then R
I

l (A) = φ,R
J

l (A) = A. Therefore,

R
I

l (A) = φ ⊆ {b} = R
J

l (A), but I * J .

The deviations between the current approximations RI
j
(A) and R

I

j (A) and the previous one [1] are

presented in the following remark.

Remark 5.3. Let (U,R, ξ j) be a j-NS, I,I be two ideals on U and A,B ⊆ U. Then, ∀ j ∈ {r, l, < r >,< l >, i,u, < i >
,< u >}, Example 3.1 shows that in general:

1. RI
j
(A) * A * R

I

j (A). As if j = r,A = {a}, then RI
r

(A) = {a, b} * {a} = A, and if A = {b}, then R
I

r (A) = φ, then

A = {b} * φ = R
I

r (A).
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2. RI
j
(φ) , φ,R

I

j (U) , U. As if j = r, then RI
r

(φ) = {b} , φ,R
I

r (U) = {a, c, d} , U.

3. RI
j
(RI

j
(A)) , RI

j
(A). If j = r,A = {a, b, c}, then RI

r
(A) = {a, b, d},RI

r
(RI

r
(A)) = U. Therefore, RI

r
(A) =

{a, b, d} , U = RI
r

(RI
r

(A)). Similarly, I can add example to show that, R
I

j (R
I

j (A)) , R
I

j (A).

4. RI
j
(A) , (R

I

j (A
′

))
′

. As if j = l,A = {b, c}, then RI
l

(A) = φ , U = (R
I

l (A
′

))
′

. Similarly, I can add example to

show that, R
I

j (A) , (RI
j
(A

′

))
′

.

5. A ⊆ B ; R
I

j (A) ⊆ R
I

j (B). If j = l,A = {b, d},B = {a, b, d}, then R
I

l (A) = {d},R
I

l (B) = φ. Therefore, A ⊆ B,

but R
I

l (A) * R
I

l (B).

6. R
I

j (A ∩ B) * R
I

j (A) ∩ R
I

j (B). If j = l,A = {b, d},B = {a, b, d},A ∩ B = {b, d}, then R
I

l (A) = {d},R
I

l (B) =

φ,R
I

l (A ∩ B) = {d}. Therefore, R
I

l (A ∩ B) = {d} * φ = R
I

l (A) ∩ R
I

l (B).

7. R
I

j (A ∪ B) , R
I

j (A) ∪ R
I

j (B). As if j = l,A = {d},B = {a, b},A ∪ B = {a, b, d},R
I

l (A) = {d},R
I

l (B) =

{a, b, c},R
I

l (A ∪ B) = φ, then R
I

l (A ∪ B) = φ , U = R
I

l (A) ∪ R
I

l (B).

Theorem 5.1. Let (U,R, ξ j) be a j-NS, I,J be two ideal on U and A ⊆ U. Then, ∀ j ∈ {r, l, < r >,< l >, i,u, < i >
,< u >}.

1. R
I∩J

j (A) = R
I

j (A) ∩ R
J

j (A).

2. R
I∪J

j (A) = R
I

j (A) ∪ R
J

j (A).

Proof.

(1)

R
I∩J

j (A) = ∩{H ∈ ΓIj : A ∩H
′

∈ I ∩ J}

= ∩{H ∈ ΓIj : A ∩H
′

∈ I and A ∩H
′

∈ J}

= (∩{H ∈ ΓIj : A ∩H
′

∈ I}) and (∩{H ∈ ΓIj : A ∩H
′

∈ I})

= R
I

j (A) and R
J

j (A)

= R
I

j (A) ∩ R
J

j (A).

(1)

(2) Similar to (1).

The following theorem and corollary present the relationships between the approximations RI
j
(A) and

R
I

j (A), the current approximations in Definition 4.2, and the previous one in Definition 2.5 [1].

Theorem 5.2. Let (U,R, ξ j) be a j-NS,I be an ideal on U and A ⊆ U.Then, ∀ j ∈ {r, l, < r >,< l >, i,u, < i >,< u >}.

1. R j(A) ⊆ RIj (A) ⊆ RI
j
(A).

2. R
I

j (A) ⊆ R
I

j (A) ⊆ R j(A).

Proof.
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(1) R j(A) ⊆ RIj (A). (by Theorem 4.1) Let φ , G ∈ RIj (A). Then, G ⊆ A. Thus, G ∩ A
′

= φ. Hence, G ∩ A
′

∈ I.

Therefore, RIj (A) ⊆ RI
j
(A).

(2) Similar to (1).

Corollary 5.1. Let (U,R, ξ j) be a j-NS, I be an ideal on U,A ⊆ U and ∀ j ∈ {r, l, < r >,< l >, i,u, < i >,< u >}.

Then B∗Ij (A) ⊆ BI
j
(A) ⊆ B j(A),B∗Ij (A) = R

I

j (A) − RI
j
(A).

Remark 5.4. Example 3.1 shows that the converse of parts of Theorem 5.2 and Corollary 5.1 is not necessarily true
as

1. if A = {a}, then RI
r

(A) = {a, b} * RIr (A) = {b} * φ = Rr(A).

2. if A = {b}, then Rr(A) = {a, b} * {b} = R
I

r (A) * φ = R
I

r (A).

Proposition 5.3. Let (U,R, ξ j) be a j-NS, I be an ideal on U and A ⊆ U. Then, ∀ j ∈ {r, l, < r >,< l >, i,u, < i >,<
u >}. Then, the following statements are true in general.

1. RI
u

(A) ⊆ RI
r

(A) ⊆ RI
i

(A).

2. RI
u

(A) ⊆ RI
l

(A) ⊆ RI
i

(A).

3. RI
<u>

(A) ⊆ RI
<r>

(A) ⊆ RI
<i>

(A).

4. RI
<u>

(A) ⊆ RI
<l>

(A) ⊆ RI
<i>

(A).

Proof. By using Proposition 3.1, the proof is obvious.

Proposition 5.4. Let (U,R, ξ j) be a j-NS, I be an ideal on U and A ⊆ U. Then, ∀ j ∈ {r, l, < r >,< l >, i,u, < i >,<
u >}. Then, the following statements are true in general.

1. R
I

i (A) ⊆ R
I

r (A) ⊆ R
I

u (A).

2. R
I

i (A) ⊆ R
I

l (A) ⊆ R
I

u (A).

3. R
I

<i>(A) ⊆ R
I

<r>(A) ⊆ R
I

<u>(A).

4. R
I

<i>(A) ⊆ R
I

<l>(A) ⊆ R
I

<u>(A).

Proof. By using Proposition 3.1, the proof is obvious.

Corollary 5.2. Let (U,R, ξ j) be a j-NS,I be an ideal on U and A ⊆ U.Then,∀ j ∈ {r, l, < r >,< l >, i,u, < i >,< u >}.

1. B∗Ii (A) ⊆ B∗Ir (A) ⊆ B∗Iu (A), where B∗Ij (A) = R
I

j (A) − RI
j
(A).

2. B∗Ii (A) ⊆ B∗Il (A) ⊆ B∗Iu (A).

3. B∗I<i>(A) ⊆ B∗I<r>(A) ⊆ B∗I<u>(A).

4. B∗I<i>(A) ⊆ B∗I
<l>(A) ⊆ B∗I<u>(A).

Corollary 5.3. Let (U,R, ξ j) be a j-NS,I be an ideal on U and A ⊆ U.Then,∀ j ∈ {r, l, < r >,< l >, i,u, < i >,< u >}.

1. σ∗Iu (A) 6 σ∗Ir (A) 6 σ∗Ii (A), where σ∗Ij (A) =
|RI

j
(A)|

|R
I

j (A)|

, |R
I

j (A)| , 0.

2. σ∗Iu (A) 6 σ∗I
l

(A) 6 σ∗Ii (A).

3. σ∗I<u>(A) 6 σ∗I<r>(A) 6 σ∗I<i>(A).
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4. σ∗I<u>(A) 6 σ∗I
<l>

(A) 6 σ∗I<i>(A).

Remark 5.5. Example 3.1 shows that the the inclusion in Propositions 5.3, 5.4 and Corollary 5.2, 5.3 can not be
replaced by equality relation as

1. if A = {a}, then RI
u

(A) = {a} , {a, b} = RI
r

(A) , {a, b, c} = RI
i

(A).

2. if A = {a}, then RI
u

(A) = {a} , {a, b, c} = RI
l

(A) and if A = {d}, then RI
l

(A) = {d} , {b, c, d} = RI
i

(A).

3. if A = {b}, then B∗Ii (A) = {a, d} , φ = B∗Ir (A) and if A = {d}, then B∗Ir (A) = φ , {c} = B∗Iu (A).

4. if A = {b}, then B∗Ii (A) = {a, d} , φ = BI
l

(A) and if A = {b}, then B∗Il (A) = φ , {b, c} = B∗Iu (A).

Similarly, I can add examples for the other parts.

Remark 5.6. It should be noted that the the current approximations in Definition 5.1 has the same properties of the

current approximations RI
j
(A) and R

I

j (A), which are stated in Propositions 5.1, 5.2 and Theorem 5.1. Additionally,

it satisfies the following properties:

1. RI

j

(A) ⊆ A ⊆ R

I

j (A).

2. RI

j

(φ) = φ,R

I

j (U) = U.

The following theorem and corollary present the relationships between the current approximations in

Definition 4.2, 5.1 and the previous one in Definition 2.5 [1].

Theorem 5.3. Let (U,R, ξ j) be a j-NS,I be an ideal on U and A ⊆ U.Then, ∀ j ∈ {r, l, < r >,< l >, i,u, < i >,< u >}.

1. R j(A) ⊆ RIj (A) ⊆ RI

j

(A) ⊆ RI
j
(A).

2. R
I

j (A) ⊆ R

I

j (A) ⊆ R
I

j (A) ⊆ R j(A).

Proof.

1. R j(A) ⊆ RIj (A) from Theorem 4.1. To prove RIj (A) ⊆ RI

j

(A). Let x ∈ RIj (A). Then, x ∈ A by Proposition

4.1 and x ∈ RI
j
(A) by Theorem 5.2. Hence, x ∈ RI

j

(A). Thus, RIj (A) ⊆ RI

j

(A) and RI

j

(A) ⊆ RI
j
(A) is

straightforward. This complete the proof.

2. Similar to 1.

Corollary 5.4. Let (U,R, ξ j) be a j-NS, I be an ideal on U,A ⊆ U and ∀ j ∈ {r, l, < r >,< l >, i,u, < i >,< u >}.
Then

1. B∗Ij (A) ⊆ B∗∗Ij (A) ⊆ BI
j
(A) ⊆ B j(A).

2. σ j(A) 6 σI
j
(A) 6 σ∗∗Ij (A) 6 σ∗Ij (A).

Remark 5.7. Example 3.1 shows that the converse of parts of Theorem 5.3 and Corollary 5.4 is not necessarily true
as if A = {a, b, d}, then

1. R j(A) = {a, b} , {a, b, d} = RIj (A),RI

j

(A) = {a, b, d} , U = RI
j
(A).

2. R
I

j (A) = φ , {a, b, d} = R

I

j (A) = {a, b, d} , U = R
I

j (A).
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6. Conclusions

The recent generalization of rough set theory has led to the introduction of topological rough set

approaches. Ideal is a fundamental concept in topological spaces and plays an important role in the

study of topological problems. This motivated us to use it in rough sets. The present paper depended

on generating different topologies by using ideals. These topologies were used to generalize the basic

concepts of rough set. The main aim of rough set is to reduce the boundary region by increasing the lower

approximation and decreasing the upper approximation. So, in this paper different methods were proposed

to achieve this aim. The properties of suggested methods were studied. It was showed that these methods

are more accurate of the other methods.

Acknowledgements
The author extend their appreciation to the Deanship of Scientific Research at King Khalid University

for funding this work through research groups program under grant R.G.P.1/153/40.

References

[1] M. E. Abd El-Monsef, O. A. Embaby, M. K. El-Bably, Comparison between rough set approximations based on different topologies,
Int J of Granular Computing, Rough Set and Intelligent Systems 3 (2014) 292–305.

[2] M. E. Abd El-Monsef, A. S. Salama and O.A. Embaby, Granular computing using mixed neighborhood systems, Jour. of Inst. of
Mathematics & Computer Science (Computer Science Ser.) 20 (2009) 233–243.

[3] H. M. Abu-Doniaa, A. S. Salama, Generalization of Pawlak’s rough approximation spaces by using αβ-open sets, Int. J. Approx.
Reason. 53 (2012) 1094–1105.

[4] A. A. Allam, M. Y. Bakeir, E. A. Abo-Tabl, New approach for basic rough set concepts. In: Rough Sets, Fuzzy Sets, DataMining,
and Granular Computing, Lecture Notes in Artificial Intelligence 3641, D. Slezak, G. Wang, M. Szczuka, I. Dntsch, Y. Yao (Eds.),
Springer-Verlag GmbH, Regina, 2005.

[5] B. De Baets, E. Kerre, A revision of Bandler-Kohout compositions of relations, Mathematica Pannonica 4 (1993) 59–78.
[6] M. Hosny, M. Raafat, On generalization of rough multiset via multiset ideals, Intell Fuzzy Systems 33 (2017) 1249–1261.
[7] D. Jankovic, T. R. Hamlet, New topologies from old via ideals, Amer. Math. Monthly 97 (1990) 295−310.
[8] J. Järinen, Approximations and rough sets based on tolerances, in: W. Ziarko, Y. Yao (Eds.), Lecture Notes in Artifical Intelligence

2475(RSCTC 2002), Springer, Berlin (2002) 123-130.
[9] M. Kondo, On the structure of generalized rough sets, Inf. Sci. 176 (2005) 589–600.

[10] A. M. Kozae, On topology expansions by ideals and applications, Chaos, Solitons and Fractals 13 (2002) 55–60.
[11] A. M. Kozae, S. A. El-Sheikh, M. Hosny, On generalized rough sets and closure spaces, International Journal of Applied

Mathematics 23 (2010) 997–1023.
[12] M. Kryszkiewicz, Rough set approach to incomplete information systems, Inf. Sci. 112 (1998) 39–49.
[13] K. Kuratowski, Topology Vol. I, Academic Press, New York, 1966.
[14] E. F. Lashin, A. M. Kozae, A. A. Abo Khadra, T. Medhat, Rough set theory for topological spaces, Int. J. Approx. Reason. 40 (2005)

35–43.
[15] X. Li, S. Liu, Matroidal approaches to rough sets via closure operators, Int. J. Approx. Reason. 53 (2012) 513–527.
[16] Z Li, T Xie, Q Li, Topological structure of generalized rough sets, Comput Math Appl 63 (2012) 1066–1071.
[17] T. Y. Lin, Granular computing on binary relations II: Rough set representations and belief functions, in: A. Skowron, L. Polkowski

(Eds.), Rough Sets In Knowledge Discovery, Physica-Verlag, (1998) 121–140.
[18] J. Nieminen, Rough tolerance equality, Fund. Inform. 11 (1988) 289–296.
[19] O. Njestad, On some classes of nearly open sets, Pacific J Math. 15 (1965) 961–970.
[20] Z. Pei, D. Pei, Li Zheng, Topology vs generalized rough sets, Int. J. Approx. Reason. 52 (2011) 231–239.
[21] E. A. Rady, A. M. Kozae, M. M. E. Abd El-Monsef, Generalized rough sets, Chaos, Solitons and Fractals 21 (2004) 49–53.
[22] A. S. Salama, Some topological properties of rough sets with tools for data mining, International Journal of Computer Science 8

(2011) 588–595.
[23] A. Skowron, On topology in information system, Bull Pol Acad Sci Math 36 (1988) 477–480.
[24] A. Skowron, J. Stepaniuk, Tolerance approximation spaces, Fund. Inform. 27 (1996) 245–253.
[25] R. Slowinski, J. Stefanowski, Rough-set reasoning about uncertain data, Fund. Inform. 27 (1996) 229–243.
[26] O. A. E. Tantawy, Heba. I. Mustafa, On rough approximations via ideal, Inform. Sci. 251 (2013) 114–125.
[27] R. Vaidynathaswamy, The localization theory in set topology, Proc. Ind. Acad. of Sci. 20 (1945) 515–61.
[28] A. Wiweger, On topological rough sets, Bull. Pol. Acad. Sci. Math. 37 (1989) 89–93.
[29] Y. Y. Yao, Relational interpretations of neighborhood operators and rough set approximation operators, Inform. Sci. 1119 (1998)

239–259.
[30] Y. Y. Yao, Rough sets, neighborhood systems and granular computing, Proceedings of the IEEE Canadian Conference on Electrical

and Computer Engineering, (1999) 1553–1559.
[31] W. Zhu, Topological approaches to covering rough sets, Inform. Sci. 177 (2007) 1499–1508.


