FIT2010 (55 9 EERMZPRITT #—5 L)

J-008

YRV ala=lr—variZBila7y V4 Bimax AV BERESE AN
Support Method for Decision Making Using Fuzzy Theory in Risk Communication

=i ENT
Yusuke Takahashi

1. LI

E BRI ORE « RV BFRESIIRBIT 1t
YR BERLLERRBEAEOL >R Y AT BELET
BT ESEENBIERB I > T3S, Z9 LRI T G,3L
BOMEEECR R SBEENREEFET P T L)
AT EERLRBRLAER2NE Z LIFEFCRETHS,
IOMBEERITAFEELE LTI R ala=r—vay
CLT :ROZAVAZ LIIUEINORBENTE R, @

RC OBBMEF L@ L LCY A7 FEEEOREEIT S
TEC FEEHICVNERFRINE L BREROFMEZIT O 4
(2 LT—EBOLRE»LELZEZHTTHRAGCHEER
ZEO—FHRO 3 BOBEEETO RC KREEINTEE,
ZFIZTDO RC FEL LTEBEEFOERCOEROZITEL
FEL L TEHERRII Lol &M LT RC &
BRETAFERZBTONATWS, ZZCRELRZORZ
DFET RC EEAEFNLELELTEDONELDTH DN, E
B2 RC BB LTV LT 0FEITRENET L TR
SHEMNETAOEIZIEE > T3, Bliz—BRTRENEM
FIZHREZNCHEBHZ LV DAE SR BETS
EMRHNET RC ~OSMEBEHRLETLTLESD,

ZORICHBBELEDO L ZICESRBRELER LT
NIESHTULLRVWABERICEODIT 5 LR R, *
I CHAEEFEED 1ML LT 72— 5EI LT RC #
DEXBENMERESNLTWVS, OBEMICIL,EEEEDY
R 7 EROBRICLDIBEBRE 7 = — X (1stRC), B 5-H
DERZBIZEAHEEM 7 = — X@2ndRO),AEFHR T =
—ZX@BrdRC)D 3 DDATF v A4y, BE5EL2XBETHH
BERBENTE R, @20 RC XEIETIL,IstRC 2BV
T,2 R MFIEHABESEORE T A —F 2 FLICEHD
BROBREEITH>ETNTH S,

LH»L,EED RC BB COEFRHER TS TLLAT
DEEEPERERINTEL-ET VAV OBBREEFE
TIRHEBRZWRET2HREE T2, OhH5E5HIT
ERTTNVAEY ORMBEFLOBBRE S v R 2B
HECREREZITOENTR T o, F BOBEE X
FHERER LTI S RERS T T4 N —~DAE EIn
TICERBHEED L) RMEEZETZ ECBLER>TY
77

T OREREEARE

BE #xt+t
Tetsuya Kano

x5 Wttt
Hiroshi Yajima

SV EEABEENOHED RC BEREEFALOTIX
MEORFEITHOECHESERAZRELLLVWEERICLE -
TR E TRERORMASHE RN — A8 H 5B
Bhotln, EHIBEEORBREBBRICIIEERINH D
ERALNCRoT, ZOX I HEERD RC FETIR,ZO
BARBSEOKRELRE SIS BERREENPEEL TV
Mnoiz,

ZZTCHEFEORSEEIMHET I BEEERRE
BRCBTHEEDOEKMNEL TV 7 V4 BHRODEZFICE
SOTHEENICY A7 BT FRNER/ETS, HHELL
T DESERBOMEESERILT 2, MifFT 2808 L
THEEXBE2ERLLLTHICRZ AR LI BIE 215
TAECEERRELZMEXE, QBE5EEDFALES DR
HEEBAPLFMT D, DRELT—DODBHFOAH T
R ERROMEN L LEEE ORFMHETHZ LT, A
U=y TREBEIGRA LBERREERXET O HFRNERR
TH, ZD 20DEMENS T 7 U4 BRODE L FiE-SL
BRREZEFXNOFREORIEETo 1,

2. RCEOMER

(2:1) $€E®D RC Ak  #ERFPEE L CEME,BFE
FENSO—FHHRT — R ERBHREZTTIANDINE
530 RC HFENERFIETH > 8, BETIXEESERT
DEFE RC BEHER-TWB, BIZRTF— 7 R —
(MIEBREZ)IPBECHLTEBEO LIV EHITAZ L
(HEHEME)LZ T FRFIATRERZERZ o5 bk
CETHZ L (ATHEE) P RCOEMEENTE R, @

(2-2) BEROEBEERREZR® KEEHEETNTNIE
B2 0ORBREHHBECEE L — M Vo EEFERIC
EFHLEFRERZTTHESE, b3V IAFELOEBYRE
LZOMEELZEERTIRES 2 TR - TN, iE
LTELWY A7 EBRE2EEL CERREELRIT- TiXWi
Mo,

(2:3) GEERBEMOBBER EER 5 D FH RO T x4 B
SENTFMEZPLCHFERERET D EINTERE, L
2 UEEED RC BAERER» &£ TOBSE OFEICE
TARERRRBZEB™DDoT, Z0D, ERFETIE
FEMERETIERBRENTII L, e RELE2HED
BEHEDORT, RFA—FEUATER LIVWEEELE
BUCIIFEET %, D VRERFETRZOKRBEE LW
B ERAEIHEER,

FRE2FLOHDEUTO 2OOBERANETOND,

1) ABIDY R7izxtd 5% 2 OB BRERRBIIER 2

(% 3 21D



FIT2010 (35 9 OEEHBERM T+ —S L)

(2)

3-1

bOTH Y EBEEEDOHFEMOEE FITLT LLRFE
C TR, BRI E DA LV TR IE
TEEEEORVDEETH D, £, BORREE
BRIZR I IO DEEL REBERRVTZDERD
MREZTRTZERHRRNT— 2 b b5,
BEFICL > TIEEREL T T BIC, i xt
LTHADRBFICTACEROARILEZIT> TS
Te OB SMPOFMH AT AR TH B,

aveFh

MERR7 TO—F MEREHRTS2D0

EAR TP LTENETNLUTO 2 22 8RET 3,

m

(3-

FEMEPRETHABRORBIERBIZBOTARD
EZzRBRIZAONABREOERBILOITVWERR
EXEET D,

REBEEZT Vo — o TAu s hoER LR
B BRI TEBEBICBWCHEEIIELE S VU X 7158
FHELUACERAPRETARET CREELEDE
ZNBERTH Y, R FETIIEROHEMEILETS =
CIIERICEHBTHALVWOIERHHALE, FDA,
BHRMELZE L -ETREFEORENLERES
WS TE R FEORSINDMBETHD LE LI,

B ERIERRAEORICER T ATEERE N
ENENRERVFIMAFELLURERD, T0kh, BE
EOFEX BRI T DREFESOEERTH DI
BERREOEOY A7 I3 2BH%kEE2 77 V1 &
LTRAEELEHREDERINRTAETHE 7 7
CABEREICH LS R ERRERT 5,

2 BEREBRRICEW AR
BFARNODOEBREOHRE KB LD TIIHEEE
DOEREVREIZHE TS ERHERNEEZ L, +
DEHE UCEEENTET DB EENRIE T
MEEZRETHRABDBVIBE EEENRIEND
WETHRAPBVBEOR ST NEETE-OES
RIE DBRIZIFH DI % FHET 5 720 Ciai 5% 0E
HIZR-> e BROMHPE#ETH >, + 2T, B4

CHIRBRE L LB RIS T B A OME DA

LTS OMED D bR AN TR 2L S
ENEOREDHKTHIONPHARILINBEEE

C REERE? RN TS Z LSRRI D

DTV EE X,

3 avEeITERUE LREBROT S —F

DFERENDHREUTITE~D,

(1

BHERBEEZITH) AMOBERTEBBOBE S 24
SETBZEITRY, kDO RCICBITAERRESE

478

@

ECIAEhR2proBEEBERICHLTEVE
KEFLLHE URBREES Z L HES LTS
N5, ELIBROEFELEIT) ETHRED RCIC
BII2BERERETIIRENTZZ EBRVEHEMR
xR ERIRRTAEN AL RS,
TN SRR SN IEESEOESEFRIC
R 7o BRI OB L eV BB RICHT B4R
WEFol-BROERI MRS WHEBRENESIC
B Bbind,
#EA5-F OFERIC T 2 RIF AT A L
CEVBELEROMIENTREL 25 LHBTE 5,
F72,BE5FEOREEICN U THADOBANL EILE
BREETOZA T LHIOBRNLERRESLT
TEATOGELHREL 720 5 H B -2 T
DEBIREIZL Y RCIZBIT 2B BRERB S EHE

I Nte

(2) BEFOFMARICATAIREOERNLIFH & B k2 LBbhs, BEREEDELET, XV EE
XOFEMED B OB ROMBEDREERITS, EOFEERM U -HENRETE S,

3-2 B & 7 Fu—FEERO L

;r;&?iﬁm LERERE v —FEEROBE % L 4 PUEERERNE

() =B RC B COBEAEROFT CHEUEEEOES 4-1) FIE RBEFEOEFIOEDIC (3-1) O

T 7o —F 0 b B EIEE L FITRT,
FHEMPEEIT O BIS, AR LR B E 28 ROBEMES
MELBEEOEBAEERM IS Z EBARBRT 7
4 B AW THEHREHZITY, IstRCIIRELHIFT
DI 3ODFENGRVIM-TNDS, FEMEHFIES

Membership function drawing

eight among evaluation indices

Fig.1 Solution calculation flow chart by participant
BTIiCEREE 1 0 3 DOFIFEIZoOWTEEAMIZFE L b
~5,

® 2ToOFMENSRLRPEBICH L THESEORG
b ETAN—T Y FEO~10) % T, ORERH
A=V y TEEEH# (@ 228), ZORKREY
JTIT, BEE DR XA TH 2 RN 2 608
TRE LHOEBE T A—F 2T D) A7 8
FLVRRERBELTH-DDOEEHRY L Th
53%BV R a=r—2MRONZAS LEHE
RIEEERENT 3,

B5F EBIC X 2 5 R B ONERLATHT 2> bE S
ERET D, T MRRCCEERELITS BEF
LT RRICEAZEHT 5,
O,ODFER%E b L ITMEFYEE AV THRA TEE
EREL, REBEMO D bRAFEEOKRE VD

(%8 3 22D



FIT2010 (55 9 BIIREHMZPRM T +—35 L)

DB NE A LRRIERL L RET B

~#-Subjectivity

@ £ e O

OO
OAN LS IO DD

5000 10000 15000 20000 25000
cost (10 thausand yen)

TS e ZX D = D X TP D B

<

Fig. 2 Appropriate cost Membership function
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Table.3  Determination time (Manager)
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