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Abstract ; As the development of internet, many kinds of text information have increased sharply. How to get and classify the information
and finally get the potential information has become a new research subject in data mining , knowledge discovery and text processing are-
as. Rough set theory is a mathematical tool used in classification of indefinite data. The application of the rough set theory for image
classification is to utilize equivalence relation classes through attribution reduction and decision rule reduction, and to obtain the reduction
of knowledge and improve the efficiency of date mining in the case of keeping the same ability for classification. Apply the attribution re-

duction of rough set theory to the research of subjectivity in text processing to improve the efficiency to judge the text subjectivity.
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