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Simplification of Concept Lattice by Decomposition
using Degree of Attribute Relevance
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SR DRI 5. HERKEHWTER L ZBEE 2
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Table 1 Example:Formal Context

g} e (a)

N (1) X
vk (2) X
HEINY (3) X
23 (4)

S% (b)) | & (o)

Flz, TR TFEROMEEFDEMEZFE > TV
DiGansd. TOXSRENESERE LTV, BAX
RCIFERDOEMETERT. ZiEEXERDEETERI N
TWVWBD, TR—DODEPRE>TVWE D, THEID
HRFEFNSDEEDS S 1 D2FEDZLALL.

KIZBWC, fEEO X CG Y C MITHLT, K(1),
(2) TEBINDGMHEEET 5.

X Xl :={meM | gIm forall g€ X} (1)
Y—=Yl:={geG |gIm forallmeY} (2)

X IFERXRKIZBWT, X OTRTONEAILEL
TROBMEDELS2RT. Y RY OTRTOEMN%
ROoMKROEAE2RT. BEPELRZVESE, X B&
CY!l 2FhTh, X,V eEL. ZOLERDESIZH
AP EHZEINS.

BAXRK = (G, M, 1) IZ2\WTC, ACG,BCM&¥
5. Ml (AB)PKOEAMETHDLIE, A=DB »>
B=AlThoI%E>5. ZDOW, A%HNE, B%*RE
E IS,

2 DDA (A1, B1), (A2, Bo) IZXH L TR (3) D& D
WZEF %2 ED 5.

(A1,B1) > (A2,B2) & A1 D Ay & B C By (3)

X (3) DL SO, (Ay, By) & EAIBER, (Ag, B) %
TR E WS, ZOEFRICE D KOBEABERTRTH2 S
RAHEGITRELDE., INEBRRE L,

£ 1RO —fFITH2. £72, ZORARO
REMAE 1(F) THY, ZTOMEIH 1(H) TH 5.

7z, WOV 1 AN KEL DL, MSHIEH
R D HEEDHENHE L 2D, ZD7ZDIZNW L DO
BROEFCTFENRESINTE 2 3),4]. £, MOT
TJu—F e UT, BERRO ST ERH O 5o Fik
PIREINTE T [5]. HEFHED—DTH% Nested Line
Diagram Tl¥, 7 —ZIZHlfIER W72, EEDOSHAD
JGHP LR T WA, SRR EZREE 5.

3. BEROBHRILE DR
I Z TSRO BEME TR T, aEof#E iy
DIRDRFBI R TFIRIZOWTEHIHT 5.
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Fig. 1 Concpet Lattice of Tablel
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EFET 2 FEERELZ 6], BAMENLETH D
2%, TORANELL ORNRIEEL RV L THD. B
AR DL E %2 W 5 5L (6] TRES N, TDH (7] T
ZOEBEMEBIEI N, BAXRKK = (G, M, I) O 4%
(A, B) OREERIE o(A,B) 1, X4) DLIITEHES
nb.
ltel= AQ.'A? B}| @
EBEAMESOWNEIE, BARD S DO % KR
WTEHNAL RS, FLERLABMEDIMEE, FALO
ABESDIME & BTN 5. ZEE 2 AW BEATE
T, LZEEHRENL & WMEM EOERRDOES % M
T50T, BRROMEETS. ZOXIITHKL -
AEROEAIZBT LB HE TR S,

(A, B) =

3.2 BMHEEZRAWEFE
ARESPIREL I ZDOFER, ELUZ 2 DO
DD SESNLEFREAVT, MASKROBELEZTS Z
EERHBIZLTWS [8]. AMEDENNI W2 DODHELD
EABLEOMD» 5%, FEDOEEZEOHRDEL S HHID
EMEE R D L WS IR EEBREIA RO NS, ZOEL
ERBREZHAVEZEMEREZTS Z & THERROEEE
75, BWRAXIRE ZOEE» S BEKREMET 5. D%k
i 7-EREACCTEE#EE 2T WIERSURZ HH L T
WS B TSR DR %217 5.

LD, ZOFER ) A A0OEBEL2Z1793L, 40
T 2N EREBERP T OEEEICHRMKFEL TS,

3.3 Nested Line Diagram

Nested Line Diagram[9] &, e XIRDOEMESZ, HE
Mz 2 212175 Z & THES R Z DL, ATk z1s 5
FETHB. IR S 2 DOBEREEKL,
ENEFNNENDOERRE T 5. NEMMH T BRI
B2ok5icafiftd s LT, MRzl cEigs
I52eWTES. £z, JLOBLEROB& & /iRt OB
BONIGIE, NOBEREADSHDOMEETRES.
TEOBEERIZH ST DS PFEL 20 D, OB
FORNSLSERT D, ZOFREZ, BUEEEZBEHRIZOHE
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Fig. 2 Example:Nested Line Diagram

THI L TCHRRDONRETREL T 5728, JBIEA 2 DL
FHEETIHAURTHNIE, EART—ZTHoTHS
fgd s M TES. UL, LDLDICEEES%EIE
TAREPAS DI, B & ORHECR Mo JE Mk o B
My, HRTAGEREBEE T 5.

3.4 Subdirect Decomposition

Subdirect Decomposition[10] %, Nested Line Diagram
AU, DEROBEEROMSOMARIZE T, juDlf
RROBEREWRARE S, HREITOBRICE, FTEX
XHRIZEAF DA (5), (6) TEZEZ 415 arrow relation & D
T, s oA (7) D& 578, arrow-closed subcontext
LB AXRIZ Y, B RZ LR 52 & THSHRD
DTS .

ZOFEZE, HEEITD 2L DTEBHAARICHIF D
HB. TDRD, EABBERIZBVWTLRENTE DD
TR,

g m < —gIlmA (g Ch = gIh) (5)
g/ m < ~gIlmA(m' Ch = gIn) (6)
(H,N,IN(H x N)) (7)

Vh € H[h /*m = m € N]|
Vn€ Nlgy n = g€ H|
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ARETH, BEFIECOVWTHAT S, BEFEIE, &
fifF1LD Nested Line Diagram Z oA UL 7ZFETH O, M
TORT, HROMERDEHRIP A RFILELDENT
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REFETE, HEEOSVWENLEZ RO 57-0ICFE&E
EZEHT D, BEEED» SIEMTI 2 ERL, BENS S
AR TEITD. ZOMENS, BEDI VTR %
17\, Nested Line Diagram %> T %47 5.
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BEE S UoOBRMEZIIS MT T 572012, BHE Rel
ZEHRTD. Bz L BEMW y OEAMHBREE r(z,y) &
THLE, BEE Rel(x,y) ERX (8) DL D ITED S.

Rel(z,y) = |r(z,y)| (8)

Zhuz kb, Bl LEN y 2HNIBBRTH BIFE 0120
WEIZZR D, EH U IZEAOMHBEDBRWE 1ITEVWEIZ A
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HWEMERDH DL, DR 0IZKR->TULES>OTHEE
KDBZEMWTERW., LoT, AFERFZD LS wEM
PHEAET DA EIEOED Z LB TERVD, ZO &
S B 24T S BB W2, RHCRTEIZ AW
EEZLND.

4.2 USRIV

REFETIX LR TES U -BEE D S IREk 75 % 1E Ak
U, BRI S 2R V7 %475 2 L THRZ1TS. B
z &y lZH TS Dist(z,y) EATOX (9) DLSizL
THED, BEENSWIZEHEHNNS WEIZRS.

Dist(x,y) =1 — Rel(x,y) 9)
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DFEDEVEZIFASHIZLT, EOFEIRELTWHWDLDH
BT 2EREBRS.
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AHiTIE, REFIEOSMERTIVLIY) XLDRNIZD
WS 5.

T, TRTOBEALOMATIZE W TOMEE % H
HU, FHORTET. RIZ, DEE2ITWEZWEESE DT
ERBEAIRIZENT, ERICHHMAZRERE Lo TW
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5. ZOWEE, ZEEEE REESHRL V- T
BBEEIINMRETOIROTHE. 51, 7I5ARI Y
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B3 REPFEOTILIIXLOWHEN
Fig. 3 Alogrithm:Proposed Method

THRITD 1O DHEBITHIEER L, 7 AR VT %EFTS.
WD ITAR) VY TFRIEERED 6 DOFIETH D, o
DHMIZ L > CGEIBEDH L. HEIZ, 77AR) VT
OFERD SRR EDEIL, TNETNOBEEKRE EET
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ES 0, DMEDEHBICID B Z BN TE, W@E IO
E A UR I AN/ (N e A I o BN [ i D)
DPFFEFLWEEZ D,

B 3IEEEDTILVITY ALDFENEZLDIZEDTH .

5. EREREFER

4, EERIZEET 3 DfTo72. 1 DHIESERIZT VX
LCER LT — RITIREFEEZ#EA L, 2L 7-BESE
DB OMS RO &L &5 2L iU
7. 2 OHIFEEE R KIZRS, B LIERNERS &
S BN DM AR TR N BRIk, —EDHERT
NEET 5 /A R EMAZTF—RIZ& Y, @Y R EITTH
NTVWBNEREZIT-7-. 3 2HTIE, HMAROMEREE
FAWTIER LU 2SR S IREFIETHMEITY, Tho
MED & D LBERFIZHREIND DB 7.

5.1 SV LTF—H TODRERER

B4, 51 FVELT—RIZE>THIEED 2 DD
BESRIZB I 2o, b L EFEEkD-I7I 7T
HB. TVELT—XTIEER 50 - B 10 AR
REFHLTWS. 77 70T — X 2ERT S0
FIfR & A SR, Mt BESI DR - BOMEDOEETH 5.
F72, D=0, DEITOBAKROBARDOEEE 7S5
ZIZERLTWD,

FIDAEIF /N X WIFE E R4 OB R DRSS DHEAI L
T<, BOMP/NEWIEETTOREEE & DIE G R DEL
B, FIOMER IO TF— X OFE&BE DN <, BE
FIEPHASEOHEDHMA LT B> TWVWE I &0
Nb. BT ARY VI FEEREBELTASL YL, HIOMEE
BOMIE NV — A 7OBBRTHI EHEZOND. Zhik
SEIL7BIZ, BERORYBLPTV, LU IBHEC
RORTWVWITARY VI FEOEVWEHZEEZ SN
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Fig. 4 Sum of the Number of Concept
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Fig. 5 Product of the Number of Concept

5. AWETIE, Btz HINE LTWa720, R
B Ua— N - BRI E 2 A UZIES L TV
LrEZOND.

52 JAXEMA=T—49 TDERER

B 6lk/ A4 A%Z{EET 1000 [F2EL -5GED,
YR BB TN T WEEED TS 7 Th D, A/ 1
ADHEFLHER, WAL EETHD. TANT—XIE, HR
50 @ - BYESETH Y, B 1~4 LEMES~8D &SI
BHESHDHNING LSBT BE LS ITHEL
HRAURTHZ. ZOFEBRITED, LD XS BoM@H
Thhd e SHEYLLER, YOBREDRE TORMTH
NED - 2FAR) VPRI LIZED X S BREVHH S
», WEES 5.

FERED, Ur— RN BEEEIIBWT, /1A 25
%dH>TH 60 %DEEGTHYRNWENRINTED, @V
W CHEY R OB TN T WS Z W bh 5., WIZELDN
W AF 4 T RIZBWT R D EEMEWEERIZ R 5 72,
ik, FIROBEMERORY BREL Loz, /A
ADEEEEI M- eEZOND., ZhkD, BEFIEC
o THMRETOBITIE, KT w 4 — Rk - B EANE
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Fig. 6 Rate of Proper Decomposition

R 2 HAH AL BoOHNTRINDHAUR
Table 2 FC:Sum of Concept Lattice A and B

M Mg
Ga | Ia 0
GB 0 Ip

£ 3 WK AL B OBTERIND Bk
Table 3 FC:Product of Concept Lattice A and B

My | Mg
Ga I X
Gp X Ip

5.3 BIRXROMEBEER>7T —9 TDER

ZDFERTIE, BLSHROMEBER -7, HBDT—X
ﬁKD&bOin&T“ﬂ%ﬁok%ﬁ%ﬁ5 ZZT

, BERR ORI 2 D OME&HR D Horizontal Sum, &k
@%‘E 1% 2 DOBEER D Direct Product &9 4. ZHiZ &
D, REFEVPTCOMSHEZID H9 Z & 25T X 2306
3 5.

SR AZMKT WA K, = (Ga, Ma,1a) &,
WS B 2T 2 AR Kg = (G, Mg, Ip) DFI
Karp EF Kaxp DEAMRIZLAT DR (10), (11) D& D

LTkDDB., 22T, Ky & K ONRES - BUEES
DOIEH D T NE DT 5.

Karp = (GAUGE,MaUMp,14UIp) (10)
Kaxp = (GAUGR, Ma U Mp,
IAUIBUGAXMBUGBXMA) (11)

DFD, MEKROMTIEE 2D &5 2EAR, B
K 3IDEIBRIEARCER SN AR E 15,

B 7 IXERIZBWT, MEEE2ERT 272008
EFDIRXMRTH 5. F72, R 4IRS EDO,
R 5 IR ASEOBEIZ & > TERE N2 T — X THfE
B0 EOMETHS. O XTSRRI HE S
BE, A2 DIZHRNTE B ORESHEZMH L aw
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B 7 EHRTHES DO L ZDBAR m1~m6
Fig. 7 Concept Lattice used in Experiment

x4 ERLHEEHOHI T O MHRE
Table 4 Decomposition used Sum of CL

WE | B | P | B | AT4 | UA—
m2+4-m?2 X X X X X X
m3+4+-m3 X X X X X X
m4-+m4 X X AN yAN YAN X
mb+mb X O O O O A
m6+m6 X O O A A O
m3+4+mb X O A A A A
m2+m6 X O O O O A

xR 5 fliH A BER R DR T D7 S R
Table 5 Decomposition used Product of CL

RE | BE | FE | BL | ATa | UA—
m2xm?2 O O O O O O
m3xm3 X O O O O O
m4 xm4 A O O A A A
mb5xmb A A O A A O
m6xm6 X X O A X O
m3xmb A A O A A O
mlxm6 X O O O A A

B, x X2 D20 T 52 & HE U (3 E iz i
THILMHEYTH D) BATHD.
RS RO T, —HIcBWT, Y02 7AXY
VIFIRIZBWTE BB TERWEENH o7, ZThik
HEREHDY A AWNETEBLD, OB MR-
TULEV, BEEENPTRTEUVHEIZR /272072 8E X
oNd. RO SREME T 2 FikE U TR
%, R TCTREEEEDE T o vz,
RS RO TIX, MOGE XD &R ATRERY
% h otz Kz mwwuﬁ%HmTéiﬁabfﬁI%
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8 (m6xm6)+(m3xmb) DEFETD 4 DT/ L 7-HE& R
Fig. 8 Decomposition (m6xm6)+(m3xm5)

9 (m3+mb5)Xx(m2+m6) DEFETD 3 DIT/HEL =BG H
Fig. 9 Decomposition (m3+mb5)x (m2+m6)

%, T Y = NIEREIF oz,

¥7-, 4HOMEROMEEENS, XV EMLELSRZ
ER L, IREFIETHHEET -7,

K 8 TiE, (m6xm6)+(m3xmb) TH SN/ EKT 4
DOMRRIZAREAT o IGEDHRTHE. ZOHET
X, 27 IAX) VIFHFEIIBWTHUSEERE D,
FTRTCOBRERP SN, 72, 2 DOBERIZHR
U723548 T, m6+m3 & mb6+mb 2RI NnTL XV,
(m6xm6) & (m3xmb) DK S IFAREINeho7z. Z

nix, fRAMSKHOMEMOGADERD LS IZ, Mk
DEFEDIZD BB LT WD _,pwiotﬁ%ﬁ
TohizeFzons.

913, (m3+mb)x (m2+m6) THSNIBLEWE T + —
FEZHWTHMBET 1R TH L. ZOFRETE, &
DI ITARY VITFHRIZEVWTH, TOSHEEMETS
ZEMTERD o7z, 72, Ux—NEIZBWTIK, BO

SIZH BRREIFIZHERITTONT WM, MOFLET
&, MG EER DR BH b7 T AR v IRERIZR Y,
A XDOREVEESELREZ->TLUESIRRICHR -7, Zh
&, MR CTEMABERRZER L 7256, TToB&RD
YA XDREIWZENDHL L, EROBLVWENEY S LTA
DOHEAWKEL BT ULEIGEENDH L. TD/=D, BhHE
ERRELRoTLEY, % OBEREROESEE —#IZL
=BTl Exo6Nn5.
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6. BBHYWIC

ARRFETIE, WHE DR U W EHE L BE S % FRAR L
X3 < §5725IZ, Nested Line Diagram % E L 7-# L

DIRFIEERRER L2, ZOFEE, {EEFEOLSI R
T — R DIFHREN 2L, WEODHRED X ST — X DH
FREMHFROBLEMED 2 W F, BERROBEMLEITS
ZENTES. EERTIE, RBEFEVSEEEOSVENEZ
HOHTZeRTE, MAEOY 1 X% KIBIZ/NEL<T 5
ZENTEDZ e yhrotz. BEFEANTHRDONG Y S
AR VITFRHEITEDENEEMIZL, BEEHEEIREHK
WHWRTWREIETHEZ e hbhrolz. UL, MEH
PEHIZADIRU o 72 & 5 BBERHTIE S £ 4T H
NZVWBEEH -7z,

SHOMEL LT, FBEOT—RIZBWT, BHEEDDH
LZEMEHE T2 Z 2N TEZ0N, EHELBLEHRZ B
BREHEDEMTETVWENIEIT 2 MERDHD. £/, K
FHETH2MSHOMRICARFIEL, KR TREL
TRHEE R, RV EZARECT 208N H 5.
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