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BEXF—4 Ri=(R:, X:) (i=1,-, 1, 213 Re
to FD, JD 0%&), 2; KO JDo LT, W

3ot ¥ R ETRILEOET 5. UFCRIT

i3, BEAETECED 0% K R ETRIT5E
3120, POEHTIEHHERREEE60TH
3.
(B 4EHEic L3 ID OfRE]
(1) Ru - Re % [EE4] O&MH(2) ZHET
B&O ICBEAEELTY, COBRELD TR, -,
Re &4 5. 72 LEET 2BHREBR/NCT 5.
(2) o & {Ry, - R} ot U, RERBHEEE

M. o b5k R LTI BT ERDBNUTKT.
(3) % Ri (i=1,-n, i%j) ORAEE X 03

MBEEMEREBED T 551

T:|A B C D E
ai az b1 b2 bs

ap be a3 a; bs

| T

T.:|A B C D T::{B C D E
a; a2 by b az by by b3

ay by a3 as

bs as ay bs

* [AB, ACD]
12k 5JD

t

chase ;, (T2)=T:

ap a b b
* [AB, ACD)i3 R & e\,

ap by

ay az

a) b4

5 (a) RiokRe ko x[AB ACD] DT
Fig. 5 (a) Testing satisfaction of k[AB, ACD]
on RikRs
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Fig. 5 (b) Testing satisfaction of %[AB, ACD]
when attribute B in R: is replaced by B'.

B, g T oMo RiN(Ri—X) WEHERDOS
PEN B LS HEN X OREE CANDIDATE
(T:) &3 5.

(4) 4~TD CANDIDATE (T:) (i=1,-,n,
i+ LT, ROLMEELTERERS Y RO
%: (a) Y 3% CANDIDATE (Ti) HWobisl &
b—oDERESL. (b)(a)ER#HlTHODD B,
Y OBEZERBENTH 5.

(5) %& T: (Gi#j) k¥ s R icP0T, RiNY
WOBHLZEEET 5.



552 HERABE LRk

T:|A B CDE
\b[ az a3 bz b3
b4 az bs a4 as

Ti:|A B C D|

) :[B C D E
[ by a; a3 b 1 az a3 by b;
Lb‘ az bs _{!747}‘ az bs a, as |

=

*[ABC,BD]Jiz £ 3 *[BC, BDE])
12k 5JDH

{ I2& 5JDRY

A I
A B C D 'B c D E]
L B L D E
by a; a3 by az a3 by by

|
b, az bs ay az bs a4 as

o

by v':!}z “Taz T ag | |82 a3 ay as

|
by az bs azJ | a2 bs by ng

S
*[BC, BDEli2 (84 5 15,
5§ (c) RikR: ko *k[BC,BDE] p##E

Fig. 5 (c) Testing satisfaction of % [BC, BDE]
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