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Introduction

The notion of rough sets was given by Pawlak [1] referring to uncertainty of intelligent
systems characterized by insufficient and incomplete information. Basically, rough sets
are defined depending on some equivalence relation R on a universal finite set X. The pair
(X, R) was called an approximation space based on an equivalence relation imposed on X.
In any approximation space, the notions of lower approximation, upper approximation,
and boundary region operators of some subset could be induced. Many types of gener-
alizations of Pawlak’s rough set has been obtained by replacing equivalence relation with
an arbitrary binary relation. On the other hand, the relationships between rough sets and
topological spaces were studied in [2]. A lot of fuzzy generalizations of rough approxi-
mation have been proposed in the literature [3-7]. Irfan in [8] studied the connections
between fuzzy set, rough set, and soft set ([9]) notions. Many papers studied the rela-
tionship between fuzzy rough set notion and fuzzy topologies [10, 11]. Recently, many
researchers have used topological approaches in the study of rough sets and its applica-
tions. In [12], it was used the notion of ideal in soft rough ordinary topological space, and
in [13], the authors introduced fuzzy soft connectedness in sense of Chang [14].

The motivation of this paper is to introduce a new improved fuzzy lower and fuzzy
upper sets by which we get a more reliable fuzzy boundary region set of a fuzzy set A. From
these fuzzy lower and fuzzy upper sets, we can define new fuzzy interior and fuzzy closure
operators associated with a specific fuzzy set A € IX in sense of Chang [14] and that fuzzy
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relation R on X. In the fuzzy approximation space (X, R), based on these fuzzy interior
and fuzzy closure operators, we defined fuzzy approximation connectedness. Defining
a fuzzy ideal on X generates a fuzzy ideal approximation space in which a fuzzy local
function was defined and many results are proved. Connectedness in fuzzy ideal approx-
imation spaces are defined and compared with connectedness in fuzzy approximation
spaces. Also, fuzzy ideal approximation continuity between two fuzzy ideal approxima-
tion spaces were discussed. The author in [12] defined ordinary lower and upper sets but
regardless to any relation on X. Liu in [6] introduced the fuzzy lower and fuzzy upper sets
and his computations were different from our results.

Through the paper, let X be a finite set of objects and / the closed unit interval [0, 1].
IX denotes all the fuzzy subsets of X, and A°(x) = 1 — A(x) Vx € X,VA € IX. A constant
fuzzy set ¢ for all ¢ € [ is defined by £(x) = ¢ Vx € X. Infimum and supremum of a fuzzy

set A € IX aregivenas: infA = /A A(x) and sup A = \/ A(x).
xeX xeX
Assume a fuzzy relation R : X x X — [ is defined so that R(x,x) = 1 Vx € X,

R(x,y) = R(y,x) Vx,y € X and R(x, y) > (R(x,2) AR(z,¥)) Vx,y,z € X. Thatis, R is a fuzzy
equivalence relation on X. (X, R) is called a fuzzy approximation space based on the fuzzy
equivalence relation R on X.

Definition 1 For each x € X, define a fuzzy coset [x]: X — I by:
[x] ) = R(x,y) Vy e X (1)

All elements y € X with fuzzy relation value R(x,y) > 0 are elements having a member-
ship value in the fuzzy coset [x], and any element y € X with R(x,y) = 0 is not included
in the fuzzy coset [x]. Any fuzzy coset [x] surely include the element x € X, and conse-

quently \/ ([x] (z)) = 1Vx € X. Also, (\/ [2])(y) = 1Vy € X (i.e. \/ [y]=1). Clearly, if
zeX zeX yeX

R(x,y) > O, then the fuzzy cosets [x],[y] (as fuzzy sets) are containing the same elements
of X with some non zero membership values, and moreover, if [y] (z) = 0, then it must be
that [x] (z) = 0 whenever R(x,y) > 0. That is, any two fuzzy cosets are either two fuzzy sets
containing the same elements of X with some non-zero membership values or containing
completely different elements of X with some non-zero membership values. Strictly, in case

of I = {0, 1} it is a partitioning of X as usually known in the general case.

Note that [x] # 0 Vx € X since there is at least x € X itself such that [x] (x) = 1, while
may be all elements z € X are given such that [x] (z) > 0 Vz € X. The fuzzy cosets could
be such that [x] (x) = 1 and [x] (z) = 0 Vz # x, which means (X, R) is fuzzy partitioned
into completely disjoint fuzzy cosets. Putting I = {0, 1} as a crisp case, we get exactly the
usual meaning of partitioning of a set X based on an ordinary equivalence relation R on X.

Recall that the fuzzy difference between two fuzzy sets was defined ([15]) as:

0 if A<p,
A A u€ otherwise.

AAp) = (2)

Fuzzy lower, fuzzy upper, and fuzzy boundary region sets

Definition 2 Let A € I and R a fuzzy equivalence relation on X and the fuzzy cosets
are defined as in (1). Then, the fuzzy lower set Ag, the fuzzy upper set AR and the fuzzy
boundary region set A2 are defined as follows:
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@) =20 A C O\ [A@) VxeX, (3)
A(2)>0, z#£x
Ry =20 v/ [d@ YreX, (4)
A(2)>0, z#x
0 if AR < ag

A= AR A =

(5)

MRA (AR otherwise.

Ar, AR and A2 are then called fuzzy lower, fuzzy upper, and fuzzy boundary region sets
associated with the fuzzy set A in I and based on the fuzzy equivalence relation R in a

fuzzy approximation space (X, R).

From (3) and (4), we get that Az < A < AR VA e IX. Whenever AX be so that AR < Ap,
we get that A = Ag = A%, and then from (5), we have A2 = 0. Otherwise, A% = ARA(Ap)".
The fuzzy accuracy ag(r) of approximation of the fuzzy set A could be characterized
Sigpf)k;}e, where 0 < ag(1) < 1. If ag(2) = 1, then A is crisp with
respect to R (Ag = AR and A is precise with respect to R), and otherwise, if ag(X) < 1, A is

numerically by ar(A) =

rough with respect to R (A is vague with respect to R).

Lemma 1 For any fuzzy set A € I'* we get that:

(1) g < 2 <R

@2 Og=0"=0and Ig=1"=1,

3) AV R = ARV UR,

@ AR < AR AR,

(5) A <p impliesthat Ag < g and AR < uf,
© (v =Ry uk

(7) WA R = AR A UR,

(8) (W) = (g and (hp)* = AR

9 R = ar = ()&

(10) WP < AR = BHF

Proof Obvious. O

Remark 1 Liu in [6] has defined the fuzzy lower and the fuzzy upper sets
RMRA : X — I of afuzzy set ) € IX as follows:
Rr(x) = /\((R(x:y))c VA(y) and Ri(x) = \/(R(x,y) AAY) Vx € X.
yeX yex
In the following example, we will see that the fuzzy lower and the fuzzy upper sets of some
fuzzy set will be different if we used the above notations and our definitions.

Example 1 Let R be a fuzzy relation on a set X = {a, b, ¢, d} as shown down.
R H a ‘ b ‘ ¢ ‘ d

1 (08|03]01

08| 1 |03]|01

03103| 1 |01
01|01]|01)| 1

Qo |
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Assume that . = {0.3,0.4,1,0.2}. Then, the fuzzy cosets are as follows:
4

[a]={1,0.8,0.3,0.1}, \V  lal(z) =08, ( \/ 4] (z))

A(2)>0,z#a A(2)>0,z7#a

[b]={08,1,03,0.1}, V/ [b](z)=0.8,( \V [b](z)) =02

A(2)>0,z#b A(2)>0,z#b

M(z2)>0,z#c A(2)>0,z#c

[c]={03,03,1,01}, V/ [c](z)=0.3,( \/ [c](z)) =07

[d]={0.1,0.1,0.1,1}, V/ [d](z):O.l,( \V [d](z)) =

Mz)>0,z#d A(2)>0,z#d
Now, Ar = {0.2,0.2,0.7,0.2}, AR ={0.8,0.8,1,0.2) and then
={0.8,0.8,0.3,0.2}. But R\ = {0.3,0.3,0.7,0.2} and R\ = {0.4,0.4,1,0.2} are different
from our fuzzy approximation sets.
={0.7,0.6,0, 0.8} implies that (1°)r = {0.2,0.2,0,0.8} equal to (\*)¢ and
(AR ={0.8,0.8,0.3,0.8} equal to (Ag)".
For i = {0.6,0.2,0, 1}, we get that ug = {0.2,0.2,0,0.9}, u® = {0.8,0.8,0.3, 1} and then
B —=1{0.8,0.8,0.3,0.1}.
Here, (A A ) ={0.3,0.2,0,0.2}, and then (A A n)g = {0.2,0.2,0,0.2} equal to Ag A ur
and (A v )R =1{0.6,04,1,1}% = {0.8,0.8,1,1} equal to AX v/ uX, moreover () A p)R =
{0.8,0.8,0.3,0.2} equal to AR A u® and (A v p)g = {0.2,0.2,0.7,0.9} equal to Ag V [iz.

Example 2 Let R be a fuzzy relation on a set X = {4, b, ¢, d} as shown in the matrix:
R H a ‘ b ‘ c ‘ d
a 1 04 ) 02| 02
bl 04| 1 02| 02
cl|l 0202 1 0.2
dllo2]02|02]| 1
Assume that ). = 0.5. Then, the fuzzy cosets are as follows:

V lalz = 04, V [blx = 04, V ld@ = 02,
AM2)>0,z#a AMz)>0,z#£b Mz2)>0,z#c

V. ldl@) =02,
A2)>0,zd

( V [a](Z)) =06, ( \ [b](z)) =0.6,
A(2)>0,z#a AC(2)>0,z#b

( [c] (z)) =0.8, ( Vo [d] (z)) =08
A(2)>0,z#c A(2)>0,z#£d

Here, A\g = \R =) = and then M2 = 0.
For u = {0.6,0.7,0.8, 0.9}, we get that uR ={0.6,0.7,0.8,0.9} =
but pg = {0.6,0.6,0.8,0.8} # u, and then u® = {0.4,0.4,0.2,0.2}.

Associated with a fuzzy set A in a fuzzy approximation space (X, R), we can define a
fuzzy interior operator int} : IX — X as follows:

int?}(v) =Ag A Vg Yv#1 and intf‘g(f) =1 (6)

Lemma 2 The following conditions are satisfied.

(1) ints(0) =0,
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2) inth(v) <v Vv e I¥,

vn = int}\?(v) < intf‘e(n) Yv,n € ¥,

intf‘?(v AN = intf‘?(v) A intf‘e(n), intj\?(v V)= intf‘e(v) \% intj\?(r/) Yv,n € X,
5) int} (inth(v)) = inth(v) Vv € I*.

—_ o~ o~ o~
BSow
= =z

Proof For (1): int(0) = Ag A (0)g = 0.
For (2): int}?(v) =ARAVR < AR AV < V.
For (3): If v < nthen vp < np = int}\e(v) < intlke(n).
For (4): inth(v Am) = Ax A (WA MR = AR A (VR ANR) = (AR A VR) A (AR A 1R) =
intﬁ(v) A int}\e(n).
For (5): inth(inth (1)) = Ar A (inth(V))r = Ar A (AR A VR)R = AR A (AR)R A (VR)R =
AR A VR = inth(v). O

Thus, this is called a fuzzy interior associated with A in the fuzzy approximation space

(X, R) generating a fuzzy topology defined by:
wﬁ = {v elX: v = int;}(v)}. (7)

Also, we can define a fuzzy closure operator cl} : IX — X as follows:

k() = ()¢ vV VR Yu#£0 andcl}y(0) = 0. (8)
Note that:

bR = cli(v) Y € 1%, inth(vg) = inth(v) Vv € I%, )

inth(v°) = (cl5(1)° and c5(v®) = (inth(1))° Vv e I*. (10)

Lemma 3 The fuzzy closure operator satisfy the following conditions:

(1) ch(=T1,

(2) clh(v) = vVvelX,

(8) v<n = cly(v) < clp(n) Yv,n € IX,

(4) cly(v A ) = cly(v) A clp(m), cly(v V) = cly(v) V clp(n) Yv,n € I,
(5) clf‘z(d}}(v)) = clf‘z(v) vy e IX,

Proof similar to Lemma 2. O

Hence, from clf‘?(vc) = (int}\e(v))c, it is a fuzzy closure operator generating the same

fuzzy topology given above (from (8) in Lemma 1) as follows:

ZUI? = {v el Vv = clﬁ(vc)}. (11)

Fuzzy ideal approximation spaces
A subset £ C IX is called a fuzzy ideal ([16]) on X if it satisfies the following conditions:

(1) 0et¢,
(2) Ifv<pu andu € ¢, then v € £ forall u,v € I%,
(3) Ifpetandv e, then (uVvv) e lforall p,ve IX.
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If £; and ¢5 are fuzzy ideals on X, we have ¢; is finer than £5 ({3 is coarser than ¢;) if
£1 D £3. Thetriple (X, R, ¢) is called a fuzzy ideal approximation space. Denote the trivial
fuzzy ideal £° as a fuzzy ideal including only 0.

Definition 3 Let (X, R, ) be a fuzzy ideal approximation space and ). € IX. Then, the
Suzzy local set 1} (R, £) of a set j1 € IX is defined by:
WER O = N\ {v e Xt (uAv) € 4, cly(v) = v] : (12)
For short, we will write i} or u} (£) instead of (R, £).

Corollary 1 Let (X, R, £°) be a fuzzy ideal approximation space, ). € IX where £° is the
trivial fuzzy ideal on X. Then, for each ju € I, we have ui = cl}\e(u).

Proof Since £° = {0}, we get that u} = A{v € IX : (uAv) =0, clj(v) = v}, that is,
ui = A e Xp <, cl}g(v) = v}. Since u < cl}e(,u), clj\?(clf‘e(u)) = clﬁ(,u), then
uy < cl}\e(,u). Suppose that cl}?(u) % 13, then there exists v € X, w<v, cl;‘?(v) =v
so that cl}‘e(u) > v. But 4 < v implies that u® < v¥, and then

clp() = )V uf < ()¢ v v = clj(v) = v.
Contradiction, and then u} = clﬁ(,ud). O
Example 3 This is an example showing that u; < clﬁ(u) vu e IX,

Let R be a fuzzy relation on a set X = {a, b, c,d, e} as shown down.
RHa‘b‘c‘ d ‘ e

alll1|0|0] 0 0
bljlo|l1]|0]| 0 0
c|lojo0|1]| 0 0
dj|lojo|lo| 1 |02

efllol0o]|]0]02]| 1
Assume that A = {1,1,1,0.1,0.2}. Then,

\V  [#](z) =0Vx € {a,b,c}, \V  [#](z) =0.2Vx € {d,e},
AM2)>0,z#x AMz)>0,z#x

c Cc
( Voo [«] (z)) =1Vx € {a,b,c} and ( Voo [«] (z)) =0.8Vx € {d,e}.
A€(2)>0, z#x AS(2)>0, z#x
Hence, g = {1,1,1,0.1,0.2} and »R = {1,1,1,0.2,0.2}, and (Ag)° = {0,0,0,0.9,0.8)}.
Let i = {0.3,0,0,0.8,0.8}, then u® = u ={0.3,0,0,0.8, 0.8}, and thus
(1R v (Ap)€) = clp(u) = {0.3,0,0,0.9,0.8}.
Assume that a fuzzy ideal is defined on X as follows € = {n e IX : 1 <0.6}.
Note that for any n € IX, we have clﬁ(n) > {0,0,0,0.9,0.8} and recall that if u € ¢, then
i = 0 direct (because pA0 = u A1 = pu € £ and clp(0) = 0), and if cly(n) = w and
w & L, then uf = .
Now, we get that for any choice n = {p,0,0,0.9,0.8} for all p € I, we get clﬁ(n) =nand
uAn €&, and thus ui = {0,0,0,0.9,0.8} # cl}xe(pc).
If we defined the fuzzy ideal as follows € = {n e IX : n<0.2)}.
Then, for any n = {p,0,0,0.9,0.8} with p < 0.3, we get that clIAe(n) =n but
uAn = {0.3,0,0,0.1,0.2} & ¢, and thus pj = {0.3,0,0,0.9,0.8} = clf‘?(u), Hence,
uy < le}(,u) in general.
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Proposition 1 Let (X, R, £) be a fuzzy ideal approximation space and ). € IX. Then,
(1) m <v implies u} <vjf.

(2) If £1,4€; are fuzzy ideals on X and £1 C {3, then pu}(£1) = uj(£2).

(3) intp(uy) < pi = clx(up) < clp(w).
(
(

~ =

4) (u)i < ci(u).
5) ui vVovy < (uvv)i and ui A vy = (nAV)T

Proof (1): Suppose that u} £ v}, then there exists w € IX with (WAw) € £ and Cl}e(a)) =
o such that uf > w > v}. Since u < v, then uAw < vAw and (LAw) € £, cl}g(a)) = w.
Thus, 1} < w, which is a contradiction and hence ©} < v}.

(2): Suppose that uf(€1) # uj(£2), then there exists w € IX with (uAw) € ¢1 and
clﬁ(w) = w such that uf(€;) < w < pi(fy). Since £1 C £y, then (uAw) € £ and
cl}?(w) = w, and then pu}(£3) < w, which is a contradiction. Thus, 1} (£1) > uf(£2).

(3): int}?(uj) < uj < cl}}(,u}'i) direct. Since u} < clﬁ(u),then cl}}(,u;i) < cl}}(,u).

(4): Since uj < clﬁ(u) Vi € IX, then 1))y < clﬁ(uﬁ).

(5): From (1), we have 4 < v = u} < v}, and so (5) is satisfied. O

Definition 4 Let (X, R, £) be a fuzzy ideal approximation space and ). € IX. Then,

(C@e)i (W) = clg(w) v (AF), v erX (13)

(k) o) = inthe) A ((5);)" Vi e 1. (14)

(cllke)i and (int)* are fuzzy operators from I* into IX based on a specific fuzzy set . and a
fuzzy ideal £ in the fuzzy approximation space (X, R).

Now, if £ = £°, then from Equation 2.7, Corollary 1, Lemma 2 and Lemma 3,

(Ri () = clig(u Vi) = di(p) = di(u}) = pj and,

(intp)f () = intg(u A X9 < inta(n) = inta((U)F)) = (W)} Yu el

Proposition 2 Let (X, R, {) be a fuzzy ideal approximation space with ) € IX fixed.
Then, for any u,v € IX, we have:

(1) (intp)5(W) < intp(w) < p < cly(p) < (i)} ().
(2) (el = ((intR);(w)° and (intp)} (1) = ((clp)} ().
(3) (el V) = (clp)i() v (clRp);(v) and
(intk)} (1 A v) = (int})} (1) A (inti)} (v).
@) (clRi(wAv) = (i) A (clRp; () and
(intp)} (1 vV v) = (intp)5 () v (intp)} (v).
(5) (chi((cli(w)) = (clp)i(u) and (intp);((intp)}(w)) < (intp);(1).
(6) Ifp < v, then (clp)(1) < (clp);(v) and (intp)5() < (intp)} (v).

Proof (1): From Equations 3.2, 3.3, we get the proof.
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(2): From (8) in Lemma 1, we get that
[nt; ) = [incho A (6:9;) ]
[intk()]¢ v 5]
= clr(u®) v 05
()} (1)
By the same way, you can prove that (int}e)j (u° = ((Cl;}):(,u))c.

(3) — (4): From Equations 3.2, 3.3, (4) in Lemma 2.2 and (4) in Lemma 2.3, we get the
proof.

(5): ()3 ((clp)k () = clp((clpi () v AB)F > (cpi(w) v AR)F > (cp)i(w).

(6): From (3) in Lemma 2.3, weget u <v = le‘e(,u) < le}(v), and then
()i () < (clp)i (). Similarly, (inth)% (1) < (inth):(v). O

Connectedness in fuzzy ideal approximation spaces
Definition 5 Let (X, R) be a fuzzy approximation space and A € IX. Then,

(1) The fuzzy sets u,v € IX are called fuzzy approximation separated if
cls(u) Av = A chy(v) = 0.

(2) A fuzzy setn € IX is called fuzzy approximation disconnected set if there exist fuzzy
approximation separated sets j,v € IX, such that u v v = 5. A fuzzy set n is called
fuzzy approximation connected (FA -connected) if it is not fuzzy approximation
disconnected.

(3) (X, R) is called fuzzy approximation disconnected space if there exist fuzzy
approximation separated sets i, v € I, such that u v v = 1. A fuzzy
approximation space(X, R) is called fuzzy approximation connected (FA-connected)
if it is not fuzzy approximation disconnected.

Definition 6 Let (X, R, £) be a fuzzy ideal approximation space and 1 € IX. Then,

(1) The fuzzy sets u,v € IX are called fuzzy ideal approximation separated if
()i (W) Av = A (i) = 0.

(2) A fuzzy setn € IX is called fuzzy ideal approximation disconnected set if there exist
fuzzy ideal approximation separated sets j1, v € IX, such that Vv v = 1. A fuzzy set
n is called fuzzy ideal approximation connected (FIA -connected) if it is not fuzzy
ideal approximation disconnected.

(3) (X,R,?) is called fuzzy ideal approximation disconnected space if there exist fuzzy
ideal approximation separated sets u, v € IX, such that u v v = 1. A fuzzy ideal
approximation space(X, R, £) is called fuzzy ideal approximation connected (FIA

-connected) if it is not fuzzy ideal approximation disconnected.

Remark 2 Any two fuzzy ideal approximation separated sets i, v in I are fuzzy approx-
imation separated as well (from that cllkg(a)) < (clﬁ‘e)j () Yo € IX). That is, fuzzy ideal
approximation disconnectedness implies fuzzy approximation disconnectedness and thus,
fuzzy approximation connectedness implies fuzzy ideal approximation connectedness.
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Example 4 Let X = {a,b,c,d, e}, R a fuzzy relation defined by

R H a ‘ b ‘ c ‘ d ‘ e
a 1 0110|0]O0
b || 01 1 0|00
c 0 0 1|10]|0
d 0 0 0| 1|0
e 0 0 0|0 |1
Suppose that . = {0,0,0.2,1,1}. Then, \/ [x](z) =0Vxe X,

A(z2)>0,z7#x

( Vo [«] (z)) =09Vx € {a,b} and ( Voo [«] (z)) =1Vx e {cd,e}.

A(2)>0, z#x A(2)>0, z#x

Hence, »g = {0,0,0.2,1,1} = AR and (Ag)° = {1,1,0.8,0,0}.
Let 1 = {0,0,0,0.6,0}, v = {0,0,0,0,0.6). Then, uR = {0,0,0,0.6,0},
VR =1{0,0,0,0,0.6}, and then (1R v (Ag)°) = clp(n) = {1,1,0.8,0.6,0} and
R v (p)°) = clﬁ(u) ={1,1,0.8,0,0.6}, which means that

clﬁ(,u) AV = clﬁ‘?(v) Au = 0.

Thus, |, v are fuzzy approximation separated sets, and moreover the fuzzy set (L V v) =

{0,0,0,0.6,0.6} is fuzzy approximation disconnected set.
Now, consider the fuzzy ideal € is defined by ¢ = {n € I : 15 < 07).
AR =10,0,0.2,1, 1} implies that (AR)¥ = {1,1,0.8,0.3,0.3}, and then

(i) = cls(u) v OB = {1,1,08,06,0.3},

which means that (clf‘e)j (w) Av = {0,0,0,0,0.3} # 0. Hence, not every fuzzy approx-
imation separated sets are fuzzy ideal approximation separated sets, and moreover, the
fuzzy set (u \V v) will be fuzzy ideal approximation connected set whenever € # IX and

¢ # {0}, that is, whenever € is a proper fuzzy ideal on X.

Proposition 3 Let (X, R, €) be a fuzzy ideal approximation space and A € I*. Then, the

following are equivalent.

(1) (X,R,¢) is fuzzy ideal approximation connected.
(2) wAv=0, (inth)F(w) = w, (inty)f(v) =v andpu Vv =1 imply

w=0o0rv=0.
(3) uAv=0, (clp)i(w) =u (c)iw)=v anduvv=1 imply
w=0orv=0.

Proof (1) = (2): Let u, v € IX with (int})} (1) = w, (inth);(v) = v suchthat u Av =0

and i V v = 1. Then, from (2) in Proposition 3.2, we get that

(i) = (Cpi0) = (intHF )" = v = p,

(i) = ()i = ((inth)i )" = u° = v.

Hence, (clﬁ)i(u) AV = LA (Cl;});t(l)) = puAv = 0. Thatis, u,v are fuzzy ideal
approximation separated sets so that i vV v = 1. But (X, R, £) is fuzzy ideal approximation

connected implies that ;4 = 0 or v = 0.
(2) = 3):, 3) = (1): Clear.

Page 9 of 13
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Proposition 4 Let (X, R, {) be a fuzzy ideal approximation space and i, i € I, Then,
the following are equivalent.

(1) p is fuzzy ideal approximation connected set.

(2) Ifv, p are fuzzy ideal approximation separated sets with u < (v Vv p), then
wAv=0or puAp=0.

(3) Ifv, p are fuzzy ideal approximation separated sets with i < (v Vv p), then

m=voru=snp.

Proof (1) = (2): Let v, p be fuzzy ideal approximation separated sets with u < (v Vv p).
That is, (clﬁ)i(v) Ap = (clf‘?)j(p) Av=0sothat u < (v V p). Since

(R} (AVA(AP) = (CR)FUDACRFMARAP) = (R} (W) AR A (clR)s (VAP = 0.

0.

(R (UAPIA(AY) = (R ;AR (PIA(AY) = (IR} (WA A (clR)} (P)AY

Then, (u A v) and (1 A p) are fuzzy ideal approximation separated sets with
w = (LAV)V (A p). But u is fuzzy ideal approximation connected means that Av = 0
orpuAp=0.

2)= B):IfuArv=0,u<@Vvp)meansthatu = u AWV P) = (UAV)V (LApP) =
i A p,and thus i < p. Also,if 4 A p =0, then u < v.

(3) = (1): Let v, p be fuzzy ideal approximation separated sets so that © = vV p. Then,
from 3), u <voru < p. If © < v, then

P=@WVPAp=puAp<vAp < ()W) Ap=0.
Also, if u < p, then
V=WV AV=pAV<pAY < (cRi(p)Av=0.
Hence, u is fuzzy ideal approximation connected set. O
Definition 7 Let (X, R), (Y, R*) be two fuzzy approximation spaces and » € IX, u € I¥

are fuzzy sets. Then, the mapping f : (X,R) — (Y, R*) is called fuzzy approximation
continuous (FA -cont.) if

F nth (v)) < inth(f1(v)) Vv el
Equivalently, fis called fuzzy approximation continuous (FA -cont.) if
f el () = clg(Fr(v) Vvel.
Definition 8 A mapping f : (X,R,£) — (Y,R*) is called fuzzy ideal approximation
continuous (FIA -cont.) if
SN intge (v) < (ntp)5(fF ') Vvel
Equivalently, fis called fuzzy ideal approximation continuous (FIA -cont.) if

Nl (V) = (i rw) Yvel’.

Clearly, every fuzzy ideal approximation continuous mapping will be fuzzy approxima-
tion continuous as well (from (1) in Proposition 2) but not converse. In the following, we

give an example.



Ibedou and Abbas Journal of the Egyptian Mathematical Society (2020) 28:36 Page 11 of 13

Example5 Let X =Y = {a,b,c,d}, f : X — Y a mapping such that
f@) = f(b) = a,f(c) = b,f(d) = d, R,R* are fuzzy equivalence relations on X,Y,
respectively as follows:

R H a ‘ b ‘ c ‘ d R* H a ‘ b ‘ c ‘ d
al| 1|0 0 a 1 0510510
b| o] I 0 0 b 0.5 1 05 1|0
c 0|0 1 0.3 c 05 | 05 1 0
dilo]|o0o]o03 1 d 0 0 0 1

Let » = {1,1,1,02} € IX and n = {0,0.3,0.5,0.2} € I be fixed. Then, rp =
{1,1,0.7,0.2}, (Ag)° = {0,0,0.3,0.8} and AR = {1,1,1,0.3). For n = {0,0,0.8,0} € IY, we
get that f~1 () = 0, and then cl(f 1 (7)) = 0.

Since ug = {0,0.3,0.5,0.2}, (ur<) = {1,0.7,0.5,0.8} and n® = {0.5,0.5,0,0}, then
b () = (ur)® VR = {1,0.7,0.5,0.8}. Thus, f~ (clh.(n) = {1,1,0.7,0.8) > 0 =
cl}} (f~Y(n)). Hence, there is a fuzzy set n € I' satisfying the condition of fuzzy approxima-
tion continuity. Next, we will show that n itself will not satisfy the condition of fuzzy ideal
approximation continuity.

Since, clzg(f~1(n)) = O, then (clp)i(f~1(m) = dx(f~1m) v AR)F = AR}, that is,
(R~ ) = {1,1,1,03)},

Now, define a fuzzy ideal £ on X as follows, § € £ < & < {1,1,0.2,0.2}. Then,
from being cly(v) = (A)° V VR > {0,0,0.3,0.8} Yv € IX, we get that (cl3)i(f~'(n) =
{1,1,1,0.3}F = {0,0,0.8,0.8} according to the definition of £ and the definition of vi =
NC VAL €8, db(¢) = ¢) forany v e IX.

Hence, we get thatf_l(clﬁ*(n)) ={1,1,0.7,0.8} # (Clﬁ)i(f‘l(n)) ={0,0,0.8,0.8}, and
therefore, not any fuzzy approximation continuous map must be fuzzy ideal approxima-
tion continuous but the converse is a must.

Remark 3 Since € and £* are independent fuzzy ideals on X and Y respectively, then the
mapping [ : (X,R,£) — (Y,R*,£*) still not fuzzy ideal approximation continuous in
general even if we have taken fis a bijective map with respect to ). € IX and f(\) € IV and
the fuzzy relations R on X and R* on Y where R* = Ro (f~! x f~1) = (f x /)(R). This
special case itself could be as an example of a fuzzy approximation continuous mapping
but not fuzzy ideal approximation continuous in general.

Theorem 1 Let (X,R, ), (Y, R*, £*), associated with A € I and u € 1Y respectively, be
fuzzy ideal approximation spaces and f : (X,R,€) — (Y,R*,£*) is a fuzzy ideal approx-
imation continuous mapping. Then, f(n) € IY is a fuzzy ideal approximation connected
set if nis a fuzzy ideal approximation connected set in X.

Proof Let v, p € I' be fuzzy ideal approximation separated sets with f(17) = vV p. That
is, (Clﬁ*):;(l)) Ap = (clg*);i(p) Av = 0. Then, 5 < (ffl(v) \/f’l(p)), and from f is
fuzzy ideal approximation continuous, we get that

IO AL THp) < f7H (e ) AS7HP)
=g Ap)=f10) =0,

and in similar way, we have
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(DEF LN AfTTW) < f Nk (0) AfTHW)
= [Nl (p) Av) =f710) = 0.

Hence, f~!(v) and f~1(p) are fuzzy ideal approximation separated sets in X so that n <
(f~1(v) Vf71(p)). But from (3) in Proposition 4.2, we get that n < f~1(v) or n < f~1(p),
which means that () < v or f(n) < p. Thus, from that » is fuzzy ideal approximation
connected set in X, and again from (3) in Proposition 4.2, we get that f(n) is fuzzy ideal
approximation connected in Y. O

The implications in the following diagram are satisfied whenever f is fuzzy ideal

approximation continuous (FIA-cont.).

n is FA — connected n is FIA — connected

f(n)is FA — connected——— f(n) is F1A — connected

Only the implications in the following diagram are satisfied whenever f is fuzzy
approximation continuous (FA -cont.).

n is FA — connected

nis FIA — connected

f(n) is FA — connected — f(n) is FIA — connected

Conclusion

In this paper, we introduced the fuzzy sets Az, AR , A8 for a fuzzy set A that explains the
fuzzy roughness of the fuzzy set L. We introduced the notion of Fuzzy approximation
space and the related fuzzy topology in sense of Chang [14]. Joining a fuzzy ideal to the
fuzzy approximation space, we got a fuzzy ideal approximation space with other proper-
ties different from those of fuzzy approximation spaces. In a future work, we will define
fuzzy approximation rough groups and fuzzy approximation rough rings as applications
of this paper.
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