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Mg LTHoNnTWS., MIEaRFPRESEMIZRD L,
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% DHRFRIIRBLMEEZRICERINT WS 72D
17, S RBEOBELERIR & AT OBLRR & ORRAER V. %
D7D, WSRO MRIL, R s 5 e, EHED
BESGR D S EATTOMRRDOBEHRN L HFOND LEXS
N5, T I TAWTIE, BR%BROETFIEIIONWT, Thd
FHREE 45 &ML, FHATRTHLGHICHOoNSTE
WIZOVWTHSRIZL, £V DPOF =KX EHAWTHE
BREIZ BT % 47 o 7=

DD VTIE - RET T 50O DOWMELRH 5.
Priss 5 [10] &, #IRKRODHZELL < D FIEIZOW
THEZIT-o 7. Viaud 5 [11] %, R EO _HERKRTH
5 complete congruence relation 123D { FEFIEIZ DV
T, HRATOBESIR & D fRZOBRROVEE % g U 7-.
#HERS [12] X, MR EZRRT 5 FETH S nested line
diagram IZFHW SN B FRIZDWTEHi 2 7o 7. Th b
DIAFETIE, RR2DHEFEMOEBITTDON TV,
£72, Funk 5 [13] 1, =FEHOSMFEOT LT Y XA

AL, WA ER LD, SHRFHEEOEWNIZDOWT
&, BHEEDSMIBIHEIZ RN TV,

ARk, B2 R0 RFiE % Bami I3 - B&EL, £-
FERRIT K Bl & R T
2

N

ARETIESCHR [14] 1206 > T, RBER T O EAE& %
T 5. £72, MEHEIP SR SONAYEERRZ
FAD I EMTEBEE NS Z EIZDOWTHIRELT 5.
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F 1 AR
Table 1 Formal Context

A (my) BH (m2) | % (mg)
AN (91) X
HEINY (go) X
23 (g3)
[N (g4) X X
2.1 B2

AR aH T, BAURE XN ST — 215 BR
MaeMaRz2B8 28t LT, T 20T
5. UBETE, EERRTHREARZLINET S, AKX
W& (G, M, 1) 1%, WREE G, EHEESEM, G MOM
DHBERICGx M »olElEnsg. HfgeGLld
Peme MIZRHLT, (g,m) el THDH, gldm E2FED
WV, gim &EL. R 1IEBEAXROHITH B, K
D x FHEPEEEROZ L 2KT.

ZIZT, HROEE X C G LEMHOEAY C M ITH
LS, R, 2 DEHREEETS.

X X = {me M|Vg e X[gIm]} (1)
Y =Yl = {g€G|YmeY[gIm]} (2)

FEHDYA XN, Thbb X = {g} D&SRBAITIE,
X gl bEBELZERH D, e E, BRAWE &R
PUTORRIZEREINS.

EE 1 (AR, AR (G, M, 1) KTNRDOES
ACGrEMEOEE B C MIZHLT, M (4,B) »
Al = B,BT = A 2zl 3/, Zh% (G, M, 1) O
AR WS, ZOKE, A BEZNTNANE, NELIE
X F, (GM,I) DIERBEETOES%E B(G,M,I)
&L

EE 2 (MaXR). BAXUR (G,M,I) D =20k A&
(Ai, By), (Aj, B;) TR LT, UFD XD IEIEFREHS
ns.

(Az,Bz) < (Aj,Bj) — Az - A]' = Bz ) Bj

ZOIEFIZE D (B(G,M,I),<) EKZ%T. Iz
MR,

AR, B(G, M, 1) & (B(G, M, 1),<) ZKH LA,
F72, BEESRIZBWT, ERE, FRIZATORKIZZRS.
IR 1. BESH (B(G, M, 1), <) 128\ T, TR, ERIZR
AOMRIZEE 5.

/\ (A, By) = (ﬂ Ay, (U Bt>H>

teT teT teT

11
V%ﬁm:<U&>,ﬂ&
teT teT teT

B 113% 1 TRINBEAUROEHEZ, Ny KT
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B1 #£10#&HK
Fig. 1 Concept Lattice of Table 1

RELEZHEDTHE. —2D /) — RiF—20 R4 % 3%
T B m D F VRS (m!,m!T) T EEN .
DT ZoBAMa%E uym L EL. ZOBAERIE m
PEUHAEOFT, R EMNOEAMETHB. FIXIE
LOBESHRIZBEWT, prmy = ({91, 92}, {m1}) TH 5.
NREOBIZEMEDOEIZ LR TR TH 25EML N9,
NED T RVIFET B2 eh%w. 2ok &, BAE
DOWAE, ThES»ZENE D EOEAM&SIZ5EZ2 60
77V TREING, HlzE, B1ZBWT, ms DINR
WIMP WAL ONAIE, {me,m3} THD. £7-, &
RKITOREIZ O THS. 22T, HakRoxtIzHs /) —
RnFEL, n&ZN&D EAD ) —RIZhHsbI7X)LD
HNEAENRBCMTHrIr%, IINSKHE BC M M
HFERNBLEH>Z LT 5. BG,MI)ILEENZLE
DAL, M oHmAINS.

2.2 EMEOEERRK

BRSSO ClREEE O S EEG,» S, F—XIZx L
TOERE/D I ENL\.
T 3 (BUEMOEERR). (G,M,I) 2B T 5.
EBHEEEP,QC MY, FEONG ge GIZHLTPZ ¢!
FFQCgl REEZTEE, P Q% (G,M,I) DER
B £k & I8

EHEELD, P QX EEOREN POL2TOREMNE
ERORGIE, QODETORERMESFO I L E2KRT. 2
P QMWRITHIEE, ETORAMERONAN P %
EUROSEQIELILIEAMTHS. HlzIE, X110
ASMRTIE, ms — mo &\ D EEERAEALT 5.
7, ERERIEINAINZMERISHERTEZ D
T&5. MR L=5(G,MI)IZBEWTHLT 5 aEH
BROELEE (L) 295, ZorsE, EBHEEPQC M
LT, & (3) BT B,

PoQeg@)s N pm< N\ wm (3)
meP meQ
Thbb PIZEENIEBED S NANH LA EETD
TERA, QIZEENIBMED T NLEHZEARMEETO
TRED FIZHBRE, P— QDHILTD. ZNDILT
5Z %, AFTIE, ENrSEERRP - Q AiHEA&IN
L2528 T5. M 1LIZBWT, my DT RUMBRN
TR L my DT RUDF WSO ERR T/
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TETH Y, ZHE mg DT NUPHWIERM S X D TH67
THDH72D, mi,mg = mg BEPSFHEAMNSG. AL
IR CHiL T AEROEEBRIE, MH»SHARNS.

3. BIRRODE

BRAROY 1 A KEL B, HaRIFAHIZKE
SHEMEZIRD. ZHITHY 5720, SR Z ST DRk~
FENDH L. ARETIE, horizontal decomposition [15],
atlas decomposition [14], EMEA D], subdirect de-
composition [14] ZFHH LELKZ2Mi>. TDRK, ZhodD
FREHRT S, ZNoDFRIIMEHKD I RERD DD
DN AS TH 2720, FHLPTW. =720, EHE
BOREIPASMNE, FIZHRATRE TR,

53R F IR I ARIZ, vertical decomposition [16], re-
verse doubling construction [17], substitutional decompo-
sition [14], subtensorial decomposition [14] A& 5. U A
L, vertical decomposition 1§72 F 7 2% 5 U 72 FiE
Thbh, RENZEEZzERELTWRWEY, 2R
BOEBRPAHIETH 5. reverse doubling construction
1% subdirect decomposition & [F] U £ complete congruence
relation Z FHW T WA 728, MHEAFEML TW5. substi-
tional decomposition & subtensorial decomposition %, 5-
Z 5 NTBEEHRITH U Ta iR %217 5 RN R FEIH o N
THE5F, EFANTERY. Zho0BHIZED, UED
FRIFZAETOFMMDON R L Liaw.

3.1 horizontal decomposition

horizontal decomposition %, BEEKZFIZW N2 XS
AR 2FETHL. BERMIZIE, BSRORATE &
INTEEELD BRWTHEIL 7288, ZTNENITH -2 Em Rt e
WNTLEMA D Z T, MSKROAMRZITS. AT,
B ITNZ B BRIt & /eI, A EET OSSR DO m At
ERNTTET B,

2 4 (horizontal decomposition). &R L IZX L T,
T,L % LO&KIG, m/htedsd. L\{T,L} DNyt
K% 2T7eARUIGEDEMERS % X1, X, ..., Xy,
Li=XiU{T,1} & UE%, L, Lo,..., Ly % L ® hor-
izontal decomposition & IFE&1.

2 | horizontal decomposition DHITH 5. 4 fEAH
BETHHEHGEIZ, FANCHESRIZHN U Tz 772 ET
DREFTOGENDH DM, ARTIHLEZThRWGEIZ
DWTDAFE %47 .

¥ 7z, horizontal decomposition DMHEHIZ DWW THL %
175. BESE L @ horizontal decompositionLy, Lo, . .., Ly,
i, €L (4) oMEE 7.

OL:L (4)

=1
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mg ma, M3, My, ms
my, ms !
L Ly L,

2 horizontal decomposition

Fig. 2 Horizontal Decomposition

& 2 3 1 @ block relation Ol
Table 2 A Block Relation of Table 1

mi mao ms3
g1 X X
g2 X X X
gs X X
g4 X X

7o, DEBEDTNZTNDR L 13tOBEEH L D5efki
BREWB. ZOLE, J=Upe, Ax By,
L AR (G, M, J) OBE&ERTHH 5. LhoT,
PRBORIIBESERTH S0, HhrS5HE L EEBEN
AN S.

¥, BMEme M MW pum € L; TH35E, oM
pgm = puym TH5B. uym ¢ L; THEIHGEIE, ©HED
m &G0 L ORABERIE L OATHS. LizhisT, Z
DHBEE pym =1L Th5.

3.2 atlas decomposition

atlas decomposition &, BEER DO 2K L FHMZ 21T 2
Z¢T, MEROMEEDLP DR T T 0D EFIEL
Tdhb. Xk [14] TER EO ZHEFREHVWTEZRL TV
20, ARTIEZN LA block relation [14] & FHWT
HERT D.
E# 5 (block relation). JEASUR (G, M, I) @ block re-
lation J C G x M ZATFOME 25 7-9 —HEMRKR J T
H5.

e []CJ

o RO GRgeGITHLT gl IX(G,M,I) DNE

o [EEDIEME m e M 2 LT m’ 13 (G, M, I) DINE

F 21K 1 TERINBEEAXIRD block relation @
il Td % . block relation J IZX L T (G,M,J) DA
& (AB) 228525, (AB) D7 DADK
B(A,BIN(AxB) 270y 7 IER, Ty 7%, &b
T B(G, M, 1) 125\, =20 (4, AT), (B!, B)
IZERENL AL GDEG L7 5.
EZE 6 (atlas decomposition). BERH L = B(G, M, 1) IZ
XUT, (G,M,I) D& % block relation J D7 0w 7%
Li,Ly,...,L, 25L&, Zh% LD atlas decomposition
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my m; m;
-
m m
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mg
Ly L,

3 atlas decomposition

Fig. 3 atlas decomposition

my m; my m,
ms ms

Ly Ly
K4 EUHEGDSE

Fig. 4 Partition of the Set of Attributes

EEXR. 72, B(G, M, J) % factor lattice & FFIN.

factor lattice IZCOMEARDO KT i efgezERkL, 7

0y 7 I 3RRO—MICE L TofME LS. B 31
3% 2 @ block relation IZ & % atlas decomposition Z/5R7 .

block relation 0)‘@ 105, BESHR L @ atlas decompo-
IR () 2T ehbnrd

OL:L (5)

i=1

sition Ly, Lo, ..., L

3.3 BHEEEOHE

BESERDO RO FIED—DTH 5 nested line diagram T
1%, BMEESZEBICHEILE, ThENESNEEAX
fRD: SBESRZ KD, Zh o 2illAadbEsZ LT, e
ZRRT S, AT, BERHE L =98(G,M,I) ¥ M D5
#| My, My, ..., M, XU T, Ly = B(G, M;, IN(G x M;))
U2 &, L,Ly,...,L, %2 L O UTHS.
EMEEE DD ENXIROME % T,

EE 2. (G,M,I) 2 AR, M=U_, M; £5%. Z
DEE, MEDI=1,2,...,nITHLT, J=1IN(G x M)
EBLlE, MOEBKBIIEHTHS.

B(G, M, I) — B(G, M;,J)
(A,B) — ((BnM;)’,Bn M)

ﬁ@w®muﬁ®%ﬁWQ Dk, NEEOBESRZ N

U THGT 2Rz D, Thabb, S
@%ﬁmuiﬁ%&@%ﬁmu®ﬁ&ébﬁﬁ%ﬁ@%é.
X 4 3EMEEEORE ORI TH L. I TIE, BIEES
% {my,ma}, {ms} D_DIZHELTW5.
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3.4 subdirect decomposition
& BIASURIZH LT, IRDOBRIZ compatible subcontext
NEHEINDS.
E#& T (compatible subcontext). (G, M,I) % XK,
(H,N,IN(H x N)) %% ® subcontext (BiH H C G,N C
M) &35, (G,M,I) DEEDOEAMSE (A4, B) IR LT,
(ANH,BON) (H,N,IN(H x N)) OBRERTH 2
&, (H,N,IN(H x N)) % compatible & £,
compatible subcontext (H, N,I N (H x N)) IZx LT,
X (6) THEBESNBGM My : B(G, M, I) — B(H,N,In
(Hx N))3eHcThs.

(A, B) := (ANH,BNN) (6)

¥ 7z, compatible subcontext (Zxf L T, #E&HR EDFEE
BI£RTH % complete congruence relation DXEHZ I N5,
E# 8 (complete congruence relation). AR (G, M, I)
@ compatible subcontext(H, N, IN(H x N)) I LT, X
ROBRIZEBRSNBBLEHR B(G, M, I) LOFRERGE 6 %
(H,N,IN(H x N)) »5EHE 15 complete congruence
relation & L3,

(Al,Bl)(")(A27B2) <:>Bl NN = B2 NN

ZDrE, BERK B(H,N,IN(H x N)) % factor lattice
b SER

complete congruence relation D [FfEFEIL, factor lat-
tice XA EN BRI HINT 5.

PAEDEHEZHWT, BEEHD subdirect decomposition

WEFZ I NS, subdirect decomposition Tlx, BIEEESD
SElE R, SETTORESEROE A& — 20, itk
DA S DA GHETRIEING.
E2 9 (subdirect decomposition). BE&K L = B(G, M, I)
X UT, (Hy NI 0 (H x N))yi = 1,2,....n %
(G,M,I) ® & % compatible subcontext & 9 5. &7z,
Li = B(Hi, Ny, IN(H; x Ni))yi = 1,2,....0 255, 20
& &, # compatible subcontext 75 H X315 complete
congruence relation @;,7 = 1,2,...,n{Z2WVWT, BLFD
GMMENENLT B 51, Ly, Lo, ..., L, % L @ subdirect
decomposition & FEX,

ﬂ@ {(z,z) |z € L}

ISR £ D =2 ® complete congruence relation
’5:2%'3‘ Mttt RUEAMaH L IAMETHS. £
7=, B 6%, K 52 &3 subdirect decomposition %~ .
subdirect decomposmon T, TOMESRIZEENEME
, DIRROBESRIZIIBIN R WEERH S5, ZOHITIE
Eli my &, ﬁﬁfﬂﬁ@ DOWESRDOELLIZEAD I L
M,
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m m
my 3 my 3

5 complete congruence relation

Fig. 5 Complete Congruence Relation

6 subdirect decomposition
Fig. 6 Subdirect Decomposition

4. IEEHAVFTME

AREITIE, DRBOESROM D S 2RI ORI D N
a, BEBERNFEANNSD, FREBEFRARNZNGE
IZED & D BREMEPBIEINTDONT, SEFHEOFHRII R
i E1TS. IR T, DRETOBERHR%E L, 2Rk ol
SR E L, La,..., Ly, L; TEENZEUEDESE M, &
H< E, BBRLICEENINAOKREE in(L) &
&<,

4.1 horizontal decomposition
DR D H BB R Ly & A RaTOBESHRIZIE, BITF O
Bt H D Z L HGEHTE S,

Bein(L;) = B € in(L) (7)
P—QeflL)=P—QecL(L) (8)
P— Qe g(L)andVm € Pluym# 1] = P — Q € £(L)
9)
P— Qe £(L;)and 3m € Plpym = 1] and
Im e Pluym# L, T] =P — Qe £(L) (10)

SRS ORERR 2T & =358, SRETD R & 5
BOWADBIRIER (4) TRIND. HRITO ARG
IREOEEEROMOMKIE, R (11) THEhb L
EMERL. ZNITED, MEOBEARDZMEADH
5 BBEN B SRR AT, AT ORER R DR
SHAIMNG BEBREMKTE 5.

() = (&) (1)
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4.2 atlas decomposition
atlas decomposition IZE W T L, fREDH HBEER L;
& ORI OBERERIZIE, UROBFRIRES.

Bein(L;) = B €in(L) (12)

P—-Qefl)andPUQC M, =P — Qe L(L)
(13)

P—)QEE(LZ)andPQ{mGMZ|ujm:—l'}
=P Qe g(l) (14)

f72, DEBEOMRRE2TEH WSS, X (5)DLS
I, TOMRRONENETHROND N DP> TS,
ARTIE, TCOBERRTHRILS 2 &R E DB D&M
SHRTHRALT 2 B EBROMIC, AP 2 Z L2
IR L7z, 2T & D, DREROBEEROZNE 0D
B 5 FiAMN S &R ZE IWT, 2T O DM
N oEANNDS EREBEREMKTE 5.

L) = (&L)U{P > Q|PZM})  (15)

i=1

4.3 BUHEEEDOHE
BRSO DEITIE, SRBEOMSR —2IZHLT, LA
THHRTE 3.

B € in(L;) < 3D € in(L)[D N M; = B] (16)

P—-Qec&L)andPUQC M; < P — Q€ £(L;)
(17)
T/, DRBOESHRETEAVWELEETIE, Thilk
DIFRIZFE SN,

4.4 subdirect decomposition
subdirect decomposition Tl&, JEMEES DR #E] & [FERIZ
DRDHEZRTE 5.

B e in(L;) < 3D € in(L)[D N M; = B] (18)

P—-Qefl(L)andPUQC M, = P— Qe L(L)
(19)
NEBOMERETEZHAVWEGETE, BEEEDS
#Ee R, LONGEERRFRIZOVWT, £TOHER
g AN W, F 72, subdirect decomposition T,
UL, M; = M BBALUBRWEGEDRH 5720, ZOHHIC
i, (U, M)\ M IZ&En s @iz onTid e < K
"/on.

5. SEERBYFTAM

5.1 ERFX
AFETIE, BESE DD RE D X 0 DR S HH T
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x® 3 EBUHHLEZT—X
Table 3 Data Used in Experiment

T—X REHE | B | ARSI
Iris 42 17 164
Ecoli 105 32 813
Page blocks 72 43 996
Pima Indians 170 38 3205
Glass 163 44 4744
LED 7 326 24 7039

DOMEEZ ENZIT RN E, EBRIIZFNT 5.

FERIILAFORRIZATS. £ 7—X& LT, [18] TAH
ENTWVWETF—REHWEZ., Zhs 32 TEibIhTw
50, ZHETIERW. Z0RD, T—X LEOKBEMHEE R
DMESI D EFLENRE TSI LT, BASURITERL
7. £7z, TOESICEMBU R RY» SRR &R &
BEZ 2T RV, IERNREEEL L, TNEEL
DIRVWTHEREERP e AR e 22 LSRR EEBETH
5. %31% FEBRCTHHLAET—XTHS.

0%, ERU A XR2 556N 2B RITH U
T, DHRFIRETHZ 0 Z2MR L7z, WAL 72 F I hor-
izontal decomposition, atlas decomposition, JBMEE D
43#, subdirect decomposition TH 5. EBMEEEGDHEIT
&, [12] CREINEZFETHEOLLE2ED. ZOF
ETIRBEN S 2220 v 72T 20, KRFETIEESE
R AW,

FIZAEARETH - 12855101, DIREORESRDOBN
TJREZRBR D D7 B K DT %EIT o725 AT, DR
DEESROMEIZ OWTFHtiZ 7> 72. 22T, 2R
DORESHOX D S AN L EREBRD S5, SMEITH
BNLT 2 Z 205 EEERICOWTHHME L7z, BRI
I1Z1&, horizontal decomposition & atlas decomposition T
BGOSR TN T 2 8 EBKRET, BHEESDHE L
subdirect decomposition TI& 7 El# D MR DX H & 5
AHN L ERBEROMER LR 5.

FMifERE & LTI, information content[19] Z R L 7z.
information content I & EBHBRDEAIZN LT, T oIz
FBHIFOEE ZFLMET AMETH D, EA 1 ITENIZE
HERERIZLZHINPEL, ZOROEEBEBRIELLD
Bzl L &ind. ERCTEINMBHITERIT S E
HERIZOWTOARFMET 2720, D& EEBERD
information content I, 43 f##TD & EBIRD information
content AN 75, ZD7®H, TOMSKTHILT 26
ZEBRIZH T B information content D L% 5L UL TH
w3,

5.2 fEREER
R 4 3B D RFE TR EAT - 7281218 5 17z informa-
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% 4 information content
Table 4 Information Content

TF—2X horizontal | atlas 53 subdirect
Iris — - 0.998 -
Ecoli — 1.000 | 1.000 -
Page blocks — 1.000 | 1.000 —
Pima Indians — — 1.000 —
Glass — — 1.000 —
LED 7 - — 1.000 -

tion content DL THB. KRFD — IDMRBTERh -
7-Z & %37 . horizontal decomposition & subdirect de-
composition TIIBEERDO DB AR E 572 TER P>
7-. atlas decomposition H & F D FENTERhr o7z, —
HT, BUHEEAGORETIIEIZHEVEL 72, £z,
EHEESGOSHIITOEERRETIIRTET 2 FETIER
WA, EEFERP S ERBERDIFLALEEZRE-TVWEZ L
Nohrd.,

Ecoli & Page blocks TliX, D DFETHEINAIHE -
7z. Ecoli ¥4 T4, atlas decomposition THMi#E X 7z
WSRO A X 781 & 32, BMEADNEITILL12 & 2
725 7-. %7z, Page blocks Tl&, atlas decomposition T
659 & 337, BUHELEDODEITIXE659 L 4 TH-72. B
EEHDHENIDRBEDOTE AL DM AGDE TrHOBLER
% &H 5T 720, atlas decomposition & D 7 EEOBEER
DY A ZXHWNS L B algeENH 5. L, EBRTIES
TLHZOES MBI RS Loz, EENEESED
RDEN X B HRBEDORESRDY 1 XIZIXmO B 20, Z
N [12) THVW SN T WL REEINZ 5 A2 > 7 OPEEIZ
kpeEZONS.

UEnS, BHEEGDOHEZRSFETE, BEELS
22 BRPREETHS L EX5. LHL, horizontal
decomposition (Y 7 NV = 7 TED BT ORI AHIH H
578, FEOEOT -2 Tk, LOFALXPIT VAR
M D 5.

—HCEEEEDONENL, 1FLAEBTEESHDO S EY
HHETHS. £7z, GREKRIIOVTE, 2TTERVLY
WEEALRIRET S, 20D, BHEEEOLENL, FIH
LR TWVWFEEEEZONS. LrL, DEBZEOHEEHD
YA ZXDUNI KR RTVWEIAFI NG DY, ERTIELT
LEZD LIRS0z, £z, ZOFEIEHEOH
X BT HHITHERPREMKGFT 5720, ZORITH
LT EPRBETHS.

6. BHYIC

AR TSRO % R RFIRIZDWT, DB
RO S FAIN B HERIZOWT, B2 3l %
To7. 72, MSHRODMENAIRET D 5 X iRk O
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