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Usually, data-based knowledge systems contain vague and imprecise

information of objects. To discuss these vagueness and imprecision from
a viewpoint of knowledge representation, it is necessary to introduce
new notions. As one of these concepts, Polish logicians Z. Pawlak and

" u "

E. Orlowska have proposed " indiscernibility and similarity

These concepts correspond to modal operators of the classical modal
logics.

In this paper, we report some of our basic results on these modal
operators together with activities of Polish research works on this

field.
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VoY e
Z

ATHEOHELZZOEREZ L OMBILFE(
knowledge engineering)id, AMOAMBEN %
BMET2IHBAEFEH L LTAESRICHE:
HUVB LIk, ABORKFO>ERTMMHE
HWAHEE N EFERICRELEID> LT IO
Wik, BERARLLLLOBEAS AN 2BRS
nTwa,

MEZCRTITARE LELEEZOMET
Hole (AIZIF[1]1). 2w ZDERRRE
EOoWToORBEL LTOEEL LERBRTIRY
ot (2], Fh, BERABOMEEZRIEK
3 AP (cognitive science) DHLHF—2 T
LHB, LL%aHs, ITEHRHEP»LMERD
BEERT L L, TNDFKB (representa-
tion) & FI A (utilization) L WS HEMFME L
TRAIN LS TE X L5%W,

ZITR, F-sRaBoRBEpLELTT
bww- - FERZL ) bOXFUBREZIRTH
Z-MEANOBRBEFEEILOTTOU—FER
Alev, Bz, &% (b)) oK—F v FHHM
(63.7.25--8.8 K—F Y FRETHFSI—W
) 3 BLTCK—F Yy RERVPAVWTWEFHE
ERBALTAHLWY,

WwFEFw - Af % rough sets

19654 {c L. Zadeh {t fuzzy sets Wit
ZERELDVE W (fuzzy) 288 - F#H/N0
HEmKZEZAAL (3], DURZORERIF
BEHENDEHLLPOEZNBFTEESIATW
A2ILUEBADOENDTH 5.

ChizH LT, V8ER—F Yy RoRE A
2E 7. Pawlak iX, HWnZE W (vague) FIE
7 (imprecise) F— 2 2B T 52008 F
BEE YL LT rough sets LWHIBARZMAL
72 (4], WEPIREEME (nenbership fun-
ction) ¥ EHELT20ALT, HEZBEWN
F=DERNETEZLNBLDOTH S, %
DEFBRIIEHTE LW (indiscernibility)
twiltaichs, BHBEOUFEI»PLBONLIHN
€, BE ARFRLLLEFABRERHRZECL
NDTHbd, ThoDTF—y2BBTTHICIEER
WEEHSEFYHTH 2, rough sets F-DL 5%
FROLETREEINLLNT, BELEHTE
Hi&DHBEDTWS,

3T,
3.

indiscernibility D EHEH» ST L H X

SEF2.1 KR (knowledge representation) ¥ X
FTh S OF AHMTH B,

S = ( OB, AT, {VALa}aE N f)

L,
0B {X objects Y IEFh 2 BRNIEENOHK
A
AT i attributes B h Z2BROIEZED
#E

VALaGi attribute a DEDNFZENK S

f: OBXAT — U VAL
a€AT a

$2.1 Table 1.1 ik 3 KRY XFAlEBWT
objects {3 attributes 2 L DO ARBTH %

T, M EH, A4, BRI
object #% H & £ HERE
1 Smith London 1958 -
2 Jones Glasgow 1930 BR
3 Brown Gerald 1910 B 55
4 Howard Edinburgh 1926 HE 1
5 Wells Liverpool 1970 ¥ B

Table 1.1

$i2.2 Table 2.2 BHEBF—s 774008
Tdh 5.

Name H.C. E.¥. E. 0. E.S. E.C.
John Full Thin  Narr. Medium Blue
Claude Rec. Bushy Narr. Wide Brown
Robert Bald Medium Medium Close Green
Nancy Full Thin Wide Medium Hazel
Ingmar Rec. Bushy Wide Wide Blue
Roberto Full Thin  Narr. Close Blue
Marcel Rec. Bushy Narr. Mediurm Black
Johanna Full Thin  Medium Medium Green
Jurgen Bald Thin W¥ide Close Green
Tom Full Medium Narr. Medium Hazel
Table 2.2




$2.3 Table 3.3 BLOBMROBBLHTH 5.

BE Gas. Dys. Cy. Pulm. H.R. H. Ed. Deg

pl 37 1 1 1 62 0 0 1
p2 43 2 3 4 7% 8 3 3
p3 42 1 2 1 1 1 0 1
pd 43 0 3 2 8) 5 1 1
p5 48 1 3 3 92 6 3 3
p6 38 1 3 2 87 5 1 2
P7T 54 0 6 0 95 1 0 2
P8 40 3 0 0 128 1 0 0
P9 40 1 0 0 111 1 0 1
pl0 50 0 1 0 68 2 1 1
Table 3.3
EFH2.2 S = (OB, AT, (VAL } f) %

a a€ AT’
KR ZFLE$H, P(S AT ) oL indis-
cernibility relation ind(P) i%, KA TER
Ehd BOLED _HEHETDH 3,
(x,y) €ind(P) &= FXTH a(€ P) Iz
LT
f(x,a) = f(y, a),

$2.4 Table 2.4 2HicE > THHT 3,

ol
02
03
o4
05
06
o7
08
09
ol0
oll

DD e D O e O o O
B O R D N DS
_ O O D O O ke

Table 2.4

ind®?) OREBRIERDEBOTH 5.
ind({a}): {ol, 02, 03, o7, 08, 010, oll}
{o4, 05, 06, 09}
ind({b}): {ol, 02, 05, 09} {03, o7, ol0}

{04, 06, 08, oll}
ind({c}): {03, o4, o6, o7, ol0} {ol, o2,
05, 08, 09, oll}

ER 2.2EBVWTHIZP= ¢ Dips %k
ind(¢) = 0BXOB & ¥ 3,
CDLE, DEBERBCHELNS,

Fact 2.1 FENHEAP, 0 (& AT )i LT
() ind(P) BRHW, HER HEBWTH 2,
(2) ind(P U Q) = ind(P) N ind(Q).
(3) P € Q%54 ind(Q € ind(P),

LeHB>T (DhSindP)IZRERBRTH 2
ZEeFEbhrs,

3T, 22T ind(P) FHWTCF—2HBZ
g1’} (approximaigion) BzEAL LS,

E#H2.3X € 0B, P € AT ¥ 3.

(1) ind(P)X = {0€0B | ¥XRTD o’ ( €0B)
X LT (o,0°)€
ind(P) %5
o’ € X}

(2) Tnd(P)X = {0€ 0B | H B0’ (€0B) =5
LT (o,0')€
ind(P) > o’ €X}
(3) ba(P)X = Tnd(P)X - ind(P)X
ind(P)X, Tnd(P)X, bn(P)X # Zh#h X & P
~TFiERL (P-lower approxiomation), P-_F3Ff
(P-upper approximation), P-3&5® (P-boun-
dary) w3,

EF2I4 XS 0B, Pc AT 92, XRXHPR
MTBELE, XX P-EHETHE (P-definable)
Lwd,

ind(P)X = Ind®)X » X = ¢,

ERLIZBFRTRIE, 28DES5% 5,

BE XV P-ERTHTHO RE, 2hizhy
Pilr-TRE 2, F5THITRIEE, X 38H"
PitoTid—HRICHES AW, PitkoT
AERRET BT EERICIEET SV, T4




bbb Xk PIZBWVT rough set TH5B, — K
{2 universe (H#R) cowlaobhbhoi
BRITHERTEZW, LIHF-T, —KRiZhH3S
E£A5FEMT B (discern) T EXTEL W,
DESRFEIZNE, FT—IHMBENDELBZ (
rough concept) N AXBDTHRTD 5.

$%2.5 P-rough set kixTnd(P)X + ind(P)X
PHETS 0B 0EHESE X OZLTH B,

%26 X(<c OB) o:ﬂl,gp. §piﬁ}ki€?i

E XD (-

(1) x € X = x€ind(P)X
P

(2) x gp X &= x€TindP)X,

1) # "x BRI XICET S,
x WTEERNI X BT 3" LED.

2 %7

2.6 5 ind(P), Tnd(P) PREREL
BECHEAREROILFDIBEH, hiZON
TIEHTHRNRL S,

3. HIfElcoNnT

indiscernibility CHWHRADH 5 HBE (
similarity) OB|MAILZ>WT T I THENRL S,

E<DEBHMETIE, —DOHEHN—DD
BHEOHEIIRER (a single value) TV,
CNDEI% RRVXF L2228 KRVXFALEW
3.

E;W3.1 2 KRVRAFL S LWL, RTERSh
5AMTH 5.

S = ( OB, AT, {VAL } , 8)
aa

€ AT
72751, OB, AT, VAL i3£#%2.1 tRARTH 2
4, & € OBXATXVAL T, o€ 0B, a€AT 25
LT ve VALa BohiCHEET S,

#i3. 1
Language  Degree
rl F. D BS, MS, Ph.D
p2 H R BS
p3 F, D, S BS, M8
p4 F BS, MS

p5 F, D BS
pb R BS

Table 3.1

VAL
%4 KRV 25 A0, %7 f: OBxAT—2 @

TEHREND RV AFLLELITLEN,
3T, P(SAT) 2x L, in(P), sim(P)# >
EnkrkS5iEHKEN 3,

EFH3.2 P (SAT) 2L
(1) (0,0’) €in(P) &= FTXTD ac?P 2HL
T f(o,a) € f(o',a),
(2) (o,0") €sim(P) &= FXTDH a€lP {25
LT
f(o,a) N f(o',a) # ¢,
Z in(P), sim(P) % P-8&, P-Hl:wnws,

Fact 3.1
() in(P) BRHBTHBHTH 3.
(2) sin(P) BREBWTHHENTD 3.

3.2 ,
Contra- Side
Indication indication effect
Ml il, 12, 13 c1 c2 cl, c2 c3
M2 iz, 14 cz. c3 c1 cz, c4
M3 14 CZ CZ 03
Yoo s “ ‘1'%
M5 13 cl, c3 c1 c2
M6 i4 02 cz, c4

Table 3.2

in(AT): (M4,M1) (M6,M2) (Mi'Mi)

i=1 ..., 6
im (AT): , y , ’
sim(AT) (M1 "2) (M1 M4) (M2 M3) (M2 M4)

(M 'M(,) (Mg,M4) (Mi’Mi)

[{I—

i=1 ..., 6

oM M) 2L T M, M),
i' i




ind®) OBALHEABIE, n(P), () RV
sim(P), sTm(P) BENL I CERS N 5.

E3;/3.3

(1) in(P)X = { 0€0B | ¥ o (0,0") €
in(P) = o” € X}

(2) To(P)X = { 0€0OB | 3 o" (0,0’) €
in(P) »»2 o € X}

{ 0o€0B | ¥ 0o’ (0,0’) €
sim(P) = o’ € X}

{o€0B | 3 0 (0,0") €
sim(P) »»> o’ € X}

(3) sim(P)X

1]

(4) sim(P)X

tose#HE» S in(P), Tn(P), sin(P), sin(P)
LERZARHAEOLRE TRECHBT
5Tt bhb.

4. KRV 2FLDRBEES

WL 2OhD KRV 2 FLBEZLRIZLE, £
DRBBENEZHBET LI LITHRED 5.
wg, si = (0B, ATi. VALi \ fi ) L,

ST = {8},
i

c l,t'”“

EFHL1 2D KR¥Y XA F A %,sj(em)ﬁ
KOBBEEHRT I L E, siz: st: NEWERHE
BAXD L Lnn, sig S EhLK. Thbb

J
$. 2 S, &= ind(AT,) & ind(AT)
1 J 1 J

Zhi, KR ¥ XF A4 sia)jiﬁ‘ ind (AT ) 2
£->T 0B 2 HERICHELLE Sjo:J:éa)
IO EERLTWS, 22D, F—%
ABPEELILEZEKRLTWS,

Fact 4.1 2 E¥DEREIZAMTD 5.

1) S1 = S2 B

(2) ¥RTH X € Bz LT ind(ATl)X c
ind(ATZ)X

(3) $XRCTH X € B LT i_m(ATZ)x c
LIAQ(AT]_)XQ

8T, TIZT KR X5 L § = (0B, AT,

{VAL } , £ ) @ attributes OEEHE I
a a€AT

DWTHEZ &I,

EE 4.2 P, Q(SAT) 20T, P—0 BPERR
TEHSN S,

P—Q &= ind(P) € ind(®, #LT —
PRHEEOBEBRE WD,

PoQ i, P IZET B attribute TZoDH
£ H indiscernible THhiF, ¢ BT 3
attribute T#% indiscernible THB T L 2 &
BRlLTwWw3,

4.1
al a2 a3 ad
ol 0 0 0 0
02 0 1 0 2
03 1 1 0 1
o4 1 1 0 1
o5 0 1 1 2
Table 4.1
Nk E,

ind({al}): {ol, 02, o5}, {03, o4}
ind({a2}): {ol}, {02, 03, o4, o5}
ind({a3}): {ol, 02, 03, o4}, {05}
ind({ad}): {ol}, {02, o5}, {03, o4}
Li#H - T, {ad}—{a2}, {ad}—{al} TH 5.

5. Rough sets {23 X ILHBMRIZONVWT

HMBRBAZATLAOB\FIC, BRERMEREN
HAwbthTwaZridp<mbshTtna, bh
bhoBHegb L4tz ickhr, M
Bt EBCEATRICTILDIIIRTESE
PERICEARLELSTEB L LS W, 2hiC3E
SWREED WAAv OBEP+HHEET 5.
ZITINETHENTEL RVAFALARRLES
SRERELZOWCHEZ IS, 29, 2WicBiIT3
LALEFEAVWIRIT I VWS 2K 25
2TBL.



Fact 5.1

(D ind®)X N Y) = 1nd(P)X N ind(P)Y

(2) ind(P)X € X

(3) ind(P}ind(P)X = ind(P)X

(4) ind(P)0B = OB

(5) Tnd(®)(X U Y) = Tnd(P)X u Tnd(P)Y

(6) X € Tad(P)X

(7) Tnd(P)Tnd(P)X = Tnd (P)X

(8) Tnd(®) ¢ = ¢

(9) Tnd(P)X = -ind(P)-X

(10) ind(P)X = -Tnd(P)-X

(11) X € Y == [nd(P)X € Tad(P)Y »»
ind(P)X € ind(P)Y

CRODEEELANVT, 2D KRRV XA FADH
BMRE2E2B3IEMBTELN, FFF0L 0¥
VIRERRYTAVIADEEIPSELD 2,

SEHS.1 RER INL* 0FSEERS, L% 5.
(1) VAROB: MR 2RI EHKICEL
(2) Tnd(P), ind(P), %7L P BHKNKLE

RIEK
(3) WHEESF: 1, V, A, D, =
4 Hva: ().

EH5.2 INML* @ WIF (ABRNKS) KT

ERSIN B,

(1) VAROB € WFF

(2) F, G € WFF == 1F, F VvV G, F A G,
FDG F=G € WFF

(3) F € WFF == ind(P)F, Ind(P)F € WFF

DET INLx vy F 4 v 22352560
5,

#£#H5.3 EFNEIL, DEDYRAFADILT
»5,

M = ( OB, AT, {ind(P)} v)

PC AT’
L,
0B, AT, ind(P) i KR ZF LD ZhERL
vIITEERT, $XThH F € VAROB (zxt
LT v(F) € 0B.

EHS.ANR o BEFNL M T witF 2%
(satisfy) (M, osat F :»<) kit oD%

ETH 5B,
(1) $XTH F € VAROB (=¥ L T
M, osat F «= o € v(F)
(2) M, o sat 1F &= M, o sat F T%&Wn
(3 M, o sat FVV Ge= M, osat F 37/
X M, o sat G
(4) M, o sat F A G e= M, o sat F >

M, o sat G
(5) M, o sat F D G &= M, o sat 1F VG
(6) M, o sat F = G «= M, o sat

(FOG)A (GDF)
(7) M, o sat ind(P)F «= FTXRTH o'
#HL (0,0") €ind(v(P))% &iF
M, o’ sat F
(8) M, o sat Ind(P)F «= H3 o’ ZHL
(0,0’) € ind(v(P)) »
M, o’ sat F

wif F it M, osat F TH2 o BEET2
LERRWEELEVWHLNSE, T, TXRTH o¢
OB icxfL M, osat F DEEEFH M THET
Hrrtwbhad, BIEEBDEFIL M T wif
FARNLE FIIEHAE (valid) twhh =F

rhdphs, o INLY EHLT, 4% (
FF == EF) £LT%&2% (BF == F)
NBRBODETHEZLNTWS (HIXFEHTHE
ERTES) (5],

Al HHGEREO TR THEER

A2. ind(®)(F D G) D (ind(P)F > ind(P)G)
A3. ind(P)F D F

Ad. F D ind(P) 1ind(P) 1F

A5. ind(P)F O ind(P)ind(P)F

R1. _P..._EM_ R2. TH%PTF—

o INL* ¥ 2744 ind(P), indQ) ZE
BRCEEBEORHEET2A40L0TH 5,
Lo THEERTONFRHEARRL LE
Zoh 3,

52, oo INL* DR EMBELEKRIAT
W3 (6], CoREMBEZAATAE, —o0
RESESAETHIHAEI 0 bHES R
5, RRVAFAANDBBEESEORX b B IcF
BILLTMEBLENERCLEYLEEbN S,
CRLDEHE S L OV BENKITLET 20T
CIZTIERT S, ABOZHE KR XF AlcH
LTOLEALBMELAT TIRBSA, W omh
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MRENTWBRZEEERLTBI S [5],
(71, (81.

6. REkNFBELEY

KR ZF A6 MR LT, indiscernibility
, rough set, similarity X% ¥ AL,
W FEREZT—ZRHBRATFANDT O —
FER-IFTVRBEROBNIEZ>THFELTE
7. BETRBRXRL P78, KRV AT AR
BN A—F— % @HATHIE temporal KRY
2FoBEEoNS [5], [9]. BEZREZOW
THLWDOHARENBLITWS, LB
i RREZATFADLBMIE L EMBEORALA
AbLhTWwa [10], Thsz2nTiEFnR

ZLERAOKMBLELRELZ Y, Bl
BHUEEERINIA—FI—B P, 0ETH-L
B TOBMCEAREETU, n, —2#EAL
LY LB (ZORBRIZRRR) Fol
MAha [11]. £LTHEI rough relation
#%&L [12], rough quantifier [13] % &
AL rough predicate logic PIRET & 5 »?
(FTTHR—F Y RBERIZFE I TS, ) ZLT
FHOERBOBHRE I L EOBMBIH L.
72, rough sets k fuzzy sets riZ ¥k %
BRcHEZOLLEKRLLIBMETHS [14].

Rough sets MDR/EH Dr. Z. Pawlak HF@EN
TWwa ki, ZOBERE Al OHE, ALE
machine learning, J@MMIHER Ny —AE
PWnEWL F— DI, decision support
system X WA N7 E5EZBLEDKA
bh b,
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