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BHoRIZFHEINTWS [4], [5]. MEaRONEFILEE L
T, BRABRTFEMREINTWS. 20 3R
BEEIZEHZEINTWVWEOIT, DEPITRZ7-0D%MN
M BFENE WD, 3R OBERRIZ R OB R D
MEZ L CET. AT, BEEREZMRL LA, 2
fige 2 DB S 3 AT DRE SR DR & & OFEE A
NENZONWT, HREFEZ LB 7Z.

2. BEEMRE

[6] 1%, BERHKRDOAEEELL K DFHEIZODVWTHHEE
fi-72. [7] 1%, complete congruence relation % #|fH3 %
DIRFHEIZDOWT, DR ORESE & 2 i ORLS R O M
HEWBUZ, 2o OfETIE, SBFEMO BRI T
bhTway., 72, 81, ZHEEOSMFEOTLITY
ALERAL, EHAGZR LU, ZOMETIE, SRFIE
ﬁ@LVK DWTIE, FHERMAMIIARIRN ST

. ARTE, BIEROMREZToRGEIIOWT, k4
&ﬁ%%&@%g%mfb EDREFIEDEYTH 5
EEZD.
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3.1 #IR
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MaraskzBrler2ite LT, T-20WEfT
5. BT, AL THREALZLEET S, BRI
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F 1 AR
Table 1 Formal Context

HAE (ma) B (me) | 5% (ms)
AN (91) X
HEINY (go) X
23 (g3)
th (g4) X X

DZIHBR I CGx M »oMEIhd. N geG L@
Mme Mz LT, (g,m)el THEHE, glEm &2F
DEWS. Ik gIm 2EFL. T 1 EBAXROHITH
5. RPD x IAEDVENEEZFOZI L E2RT.

ZIZT, HROELSE X CG EMDOESY C M 1Tk
LT, A (1), (2 0EHEEHRT 5.

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

EEDH A AN 1 THE2HE, $hbb X =g DL57%
BEIE, X % g ORIZELZEDRHD. ZOLE, B
AHESALLFORRICER I NS,
EE 1 (IBAR). BPAXUR (G, M, 1) ROHROES
ACG LEBHDOES BC M ITHLT, M (A4,B) »
Al = B, B! = A 2IZi7-9H, ZhE (G,M, 1) OF
ARE WS, ZORE, A B %2ThZThINE, NE LI
S F7z, (G MI) DA EETOEEE B(G,M,I)
&L

FEABER 270§ G 2 LS HR & 5. BESHRIE BN Ok
ICERIND.

EE 2 (BEHR). AR (G,M,I) D 2> DRAB&
(Ai, By), (A, B;) i LT, BARD &SI PIETHEHR S
ns.

ZOIEFIZE D (B(G,M,I),<) FHERT. Zhzils
MR,

DB, B(G,M,I) & (B(G,M,I),<) ZXHILARL.
F72, BEESRIZBWT, EE, FRIZATORKIZZRS.
EHE 1. BLAE (B(G, M, I1),<) 28\ T, T, ERIX
IRRDERIZEE 5.

AQ%&)_(ﬂAb<UBJH)

teT teT teT

11
\/ (4, By) = ((U Bt) ;ﬂBt)
ter teT teT

B 1ikR 1 TRINAERROBEHREZ, Ny T
MRELZHDTHE. —0OD /) — FiZ—2DERMEa%z &K
T B m D7 VRS (m!, m!) It 5T,
DBETIRZ oA EE prm 2 EL. ZORRERIE m
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M1 #£10#&H
Fig. 1 Concept Lattice of Table 1

FEUEAMEOR T, & EMNOEAMETHE. HHRD
BUTEMEDOBUZ AR TR TH 2556508 W72, XHOD
FSRVIFEBKT B NS, T E, BRERONAE
%, TNEHEPZNE D EAOEABRIZEZ 50 IR
LTRENS. HlZIE, B1IZBWT, mg DI LA
PV AMEONalX, {me,ms} THD. £/, &K
TONEIE ) TH5.

3.2 EMHEOSEBR

A& A N CIXEEMOERBER» S, T—XITHL
TOERZEDLZ %\, BREROEGERRIE, RO L
SITERING.
T 3 (BMEROEEBER). (G,M, 1) 2BARE T 5.
EMES P,QC M D, FEONK ge GIZRLT P g 4!
FXQCg RWi-TELE A B% (G,M,I) DERE
BEfR & IR

EHELD, A— B, EEONEN A DE2TOEME
20 51E, BOoEToEMeRioZ e e2RT. Fiz,
P QMWHMTsZey, ETORAMRONEAD P %
GRS Q BELILIIAMETH L. £ 1 OEAUR
TlE, mi,mg — mo &V EEBBPEKLT 5.

7z, EREBEBEMREINZMSENSFHFHAPNDZ L E
TE&5. AR L=S(G,MI) IZBWTHKLT 2EEMH
ROELEE (L) T5. ZorE, BHEESEPQCM
LT, A (3) AKNLT B.

P%QES(L)@/\ujmg/\/um (3)

meP meQ
Thbb PIZEENABEBHD S RUDHEERESLTO
T, Q IZEENBEMED T NUAH A RETD
TRRED NIZHBE, P—Q MEALT 5. 1IZBWT,
my DTNV E my O T RUVBfFWTE
RSO ERIZBRNTTH Y, ZHUE me DT LD
RS E O FRTH D0, ERER m,ms — mo
WSS 2 2 & PSR D SFARN 5.

4. BERODHE
WRASROY A AWK EL 22 E, BEaRITEEII kS
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Fig. 2 Horizontal Decomposition

SHEHEZZRD, ZNITHILS 57280, BESRZ s S hk%
BEFEERDHBD. Z 2T, horizontal decomposition [9],
atlas decomposition [10], EMEADDE], subdirect de-
composition [10] IZDWTHNT 5. TN o DFERIHE
RDDRERD 2 DVLRNES TH B 720, FHLPT
W, 272U, BUEEREDODEILMSNIIZ, DRETZS0
DEREDVH 5.

4.1 horizontal decomposition

horizontal decomposition %, BEEKZHEIZA NS XS
ZAREST 2 FIETH D, BARIIZIE, BESRORAIGE &
INEEID BRWTHEI L7218, TNTICHi-RERoTte
wNTLEMZDZ T, MSKRDOAREZITS. AT,
BT Z kot m/hotid, AR OBERRDOHE AT
ER/NLET B,
£ 4 (horizontal decomposition). &K L IZH L T,
T,L % L Ok, shiedsd. L\{T,L} Onrvt
M%7 57 eARULGEDEMES % X1, Xo,..., X,
S Li=X;U{T, 1} L%, LiLa....[n % L O®
horizontal decomposition & &,

2 & horizontal decomposition DI TdH 5. ZHDH
TEAMTERWGEIC, FANTBESHRISN U T 21T
SEHENDH BN, ARTIEIO LS R EITbRWgGE
IZOWTDHFL 21T S .

AH L @ horizontal decomposition Ly, Lo, ..., L, &,
EFZEORX (4), (5) DHEEZHT.

Vie {1,2,...,n}[L; C L] (4)

OQ:L (5)

i=1
7z, ARBEOENETNOR L; 1 FTOMEE L D5
NREZD., Z0LE, J=Unupe, AxB e#EL,
L; BRI (G, M,J) DEERERTHHB. Lizh-T,
SIRBEORIIMESRE UTOMEZFED7ZD, BURIZELD
WEXE BRI GAINS.
F72, BEme M » uym € Ly THBGE, Ho»
IZ pym=purm TH5B. pyym ¢ L; THDGEIE, EF L
DmZEL L, ORI L OATHS. Lizh->T,
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*& 2 3 1 @ block relation
Table 2 Block Relation of Table 1
my1 | me | ms
g1 X X
92 x | x
g3 x | x
ga X X
my mp m my
m)
ms m, ms
ms
L Ly L,

3 atlas decomposition

Fig. 3 atlas decomposition

ZOHGEE um=1 Thsb.

4.2 atlas decomposition

atlas decomposition &, BERRDO ARG LM% 31T 2
ZET, SR OMEZ LN DX T T 520D fRFIE
TH%. [10] TR EOZIHERZHWTERL TWED,
AR TIEE N & FE7R block relation % AWz E#H %2 /RT.
E# 5 (block relation). JEASUR (G, M, I) @ block re-
lation J € G x M ZUA N OME %723 “HBK J T
H5.

o [CJ

o IEDONHR geGIZHLT g/ i (G, M, I) DN

o TEDBEME Mme M IZRHLT m’ I (G, M, I) DHME

xR 21FK 1 TRINBEANRD block relation D4
T® 5. block relation J DM (4, B) LWL T,
B(A,B,INAx B) 270y 7 IR, Jav i, 47
B(G, M, 1) IZ8WT, Z20AM& (A, AL, (B!, B) T
BENLRAMSOEEG L35,
EZ 6 (atlas decomposition). HERFR B(G, M, T) IZx L
T, (G,M,I) ®& % block relation J D71 v 7 ETD
£4 % atlas decomposition EER. £7z, B(G,M,J) %
factor lattice & LS.

factor lattice X TCDBEEHRD K E ez RL, 7
0y 7 ZESRO B L CoFMERY. B 31,
3% 2 @ block relation (2 & % atlas decomposition % 737 ".

block relation DPEEA 5, BE&RHR L @ atlas decompo-
sition Ly, La, ..., Ly 13X (6), (7) 2372 7.

Vie{1,2,...,n}L; C L] (6)

OM:L (7)

=1
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mq m; myq m,

-

ms ms

L Ly L,

M4 EEEREDIE
Fig. 4 Partition of the Set of Attributes

4.3 BEESDOE
BEROKRDOFIED—DTH 5 nested line diagram T

i, BHEESEEBICIAEILZE, ThEnBonsER
XR> SEGHRERD, IhoxAatbEsZ T, #
BRERRT 5. AT, 2#EILEZEA R 55560
SR E, BLGRONME LTHS.

EHEEAE DO ENIIROWE 2727,
TR 2. (G,M, ) 2R, M=, M; £§5. Z
DrE, FEOi=1,2.. n2HLT, J=INGx M,
L, ROGHEIEHTHS.

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

DERTORES RO A S — 2%, DEBORKRZN
TN LU THIGT 2R 2 KD, Thbb, S
DA S ZARE O RS OMAGHOE TRETE 5.

X 4 i3mEEEEOREOHTH L. ZZTIE, EBEES
Z {mi,ma}, {ms} DZDIZTHEL T W5,

4.4 subdirect decomposition

EZ T (complete congruence relation). FEfER V 12X L
T, AN OMHE %7 9 FfEREFR © % complete congruence
relation & FE3,

2Oy fort € T = (/\ xt> o (/\ Z/t)

teT teT
Oy fort € T = <\/ $t> e (\/ yt>
teT teT

¥z, vV PETS 6 OFEE%E [r]0 e ELLE,
UTFDESICERINBIERFIZ & 0 FEEIEE TOEEGHR
I H % factor lattice & IS,

[2]0 < [y]© < 2O0(x A y)

subdirect decomposition 1%, complete congruence rela-
tion DAL LTERINS.
E# 8 (subdirect decomposition). ¥ V L ® complete
congruence relation DEH O,,t € T »Y, PAFDSM: % i

(© 2019 Information Processing Society of Japan

Vol.2019-1CS-195 No.5

2019/3/18
my m; mq m,
my ms my mg3

5 complete congruence relation

Fig. 5 Complete Congruence Relation
723 E, 26 % V O subdirect decomposition & R3S,
ﬂ Oy ={(z,z) |z €V}
teT
EFED 5, % complete congruence relation 7> & [FIfE%H
DT OREARLE, BALETOREEETIZEEN
5V Didmc —2THb. $4bb, V OERDTIF
factor lattice DICDEATHRIT I LN TE 5.
£ 9 (compatible subcontext). (G, M,T) % X XHR,
(H,N,INH x N) %% ® subcontext £9%. (G,M,I)
DIEEOBAMS (A,B) ZxtL T, (ANH,BNN)
(H,N,INHxN) DEABETH S L &, (H,N,INHXN)
% compatible & .5,
compatible subcontext (H, N, INHXN) IZH LT, = (8)
TEHRIND G Iy n - B(G, M, 1) — B(H,N,INH x
N) ZEHTH 5.

II(A,B):=(ANH,BNN) (8)

&R B(G,M,I) L ® complete congruence relation
Oz LT, X (9 %723 compatible subcontext
(H,N,INH x N) B™71£7 5.

(Al,Bl)Q(Ag,Bg)@BlﬂN:BgﬂN (9)

D&%, B(H,N,INHxN) & O @ factor lattice &
FITHB. L7z > T, compatible subcontext DHEE
DL % subdirect decomposition & A7 g Z & W TE
5. AFTIE, subdirect decomposition @;,t € T IZXF L
T, % 6y IZX)53 5 compatible subcontext DFE&H %
EZ, TNHIZDOWTHHET 5.

5 13L& _ED =D complete congruence relation
2R, MhTcarFAUEABMSALIIFAMETH L. £
7z, 6 1%, X 512 X% subdirect decomposition & 7~9".
subdirect decomposition Tld, TTDOBLEHIZE EN 5B
B, DFEOBESHIZIIENLWGERH L. ZOHITIE,
JBYE my &, ARBEO_ODDERDOELLIZHEAD I L
IR,

5. DERFIEDOFM

5.1 [IREERTE

AWTI, DEOBESRZ MR UZIGEIC, DMFETO
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Fig. 6 Subdirect Decomposition

BaRONE, GRERE COREGRARNSICELT,
DREFIEOFM 21T 5. SR EZMRL GG, £I056
WE e ARBREFRANS Z BN TE 5720, HREBEOM
RRONL L EEBERIIFEONL L LTERS. FTIE,
DRETOMES R Z L, DHREOMEHR%E L1, L, ..., Ly, ,
L it&ENBEE0Ee%E M, L&, &/, BESHRL
IZEENDNEDEA% intents(L) & &L

DRFIEOFHAOBR I, T HMBEOBERR DDA
2O Et AN D D RFTOBESRDOERIZOVWTE RS, £
D, DIRBEOEESHETH SHANNSERIZONWTSE,
flifIZE R 5.

5.2 horizontal decomposition
£, DREOHDZMEH L IOVWTHERD. NEIZ
SVTIE, R (4) X OUFAKIT .

B € intents(L;) = B € intents(L) (10)

WlTHT S AT ERAL L 72\,
¥ 72, #E&K L @ horizontal decomposition TRAIZL 3 %

ERERIE, PRBEOESE L, THEHILT S, HIZEX
WX, L; THAL U WEEBIMRIZ L THERAL LA,
P—QecfLL)=P—QcLl) (11)

Proof. P — Q € &(L) IRET B &, RO E
(A,B)e LIZD\WTC, BCP=BCQ T Thd. ¥z,
X4 &y, FED I IZODWT L;C L. ULEDM>T, L
DIEEOHAME (A,B) t2WT, BCP=BCQT
5. ¥/, M;=M &b, PUQe M, TH5. DL
&b, P—QeL(L) WERILT 5. O

WHUEENZ XIS, U FORREMEPBETH 5.

P—QefL(L;)andVm € Pluym # 1] = P — Q € £(L)

(12)
22T, (GM,J) &L icHind 2R REd 5. L
Do T, L; THRILYT SERMBEO—HIE L THHL
T5.

(© 2019 Information Processing Society of Japan

Vol.2019-1CS-195 No.5
2019/3/18

Proof. TAMWBANLTBHERETS. Z0OLE, LHD
meEPIZDOWT, uym=pym THY, PDL; & L D5
WM DRTH D720, N,cpprm = N\,cphsm L7825,
Fr, FEO mecQiZ2o2VWT, puymlE pym £k L
E—HI DD, Nncppam & N\ cpprm Elld L &
—HT5. Thbb, Ameg tam < N\, cqm THS.
U7hioT, BARMPERNLT 5.

N wm = N\ pom

meP meP

/\ Hngm

meQ

< A/um

meQ

IR P QeLL) LAMTHS. =

IN

DIRBOESRETHEZSNTWEHEE, DREBEDHR
BLEROmATE /N tEsEREDE S Z LT, HEATO
WRaROEENESNS. 72, BHEDOIRILIZOVWTH
HBRARETH B, LizdioT, HERioMSEONE L&
HERIIECEEIIESNS.

5.3 atlas decomposition

atlas decomposition Tld, horizontal decomposition &
FfkiZ, LiCLThd. LidoT, HFEOBERR—
DUIZDOWT, KX (13) DAL T 5.

B € intents(L;) = B € intents(L) (13)

horizontal decomposition & [ERkIZ, WilLKIL L 7.
B L IZIEEENRVESEYRD D S 5720, GEBRIC
LTI, R (14) OEELEILT 5.

P—->QefL)andPUQC M, =P — Q€ L(L;)
(14)
U 7zh%5 T atlas decomposition TH, L THIZLZRWE
EERI L, oAb N TE S,
—HAT, L THIT2EEMRE, X (15) 25005,

IS C L; |S#0and Uy pyes B = P| and
P> Qeg(L)=P—Qeg(l) (15)

Proof. Fl%EIRETS. 7z, (H,M;,J) % L; \ZHIET
BIRARE TS, A (3) &Y, Acpram < N\,,cqram
Ths. ZIZT, LiyCLTHY, prm,pumlZThzh
L L, Tm2&0HREMOEAMETHE720, uym <
prm £7%%%. 7z, LIZBWT, (A,B) =N\, THY,
72 Uapyes B=P THZ7D, NS =N\, cpprm TH
. FRRIZ, L I2BWTH, NS =\, cpusm &b, Z
T, L i3 L OFHRTPD S #£D7RDT, L, L 1IZHBWT
NS BE—ET5. LEWoT, A,cpurm=N,cphsm
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LB, ZIho, NFDPEEIT 5.

/\ Hrm /\ nym

meP meP

/\ pym

meQ

< /\Mlm

meQ

ZNIFELERETH 5. O

IN

¥/, PRBEOBSRETEHWEEE, NE %K
ULCHEYNICERGOLESZ LT, MEOMREZ2ME T
T&%. L7d35 7T, atlas decomposition Tl horizontal
decomposition & FFkIZ, DFETTOMESEO N & & EBE
RO TEETE .

54 BHEAEO2E
EHL 2 k0, L ODREIZDOWT, K (16) KL T 5.

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

Thbb, L 251, L ONEIZDWTERS NI HIEEH
BFond, —hHT, L TREENLRVWEWELRH L7720,
L; DAD51E L ONTEERIEE S .

72, AEBRIIOVT, X (17) BT S.

P-QefL)andPUQC M; = P — Q € &(L;)
(17)

Proof. £73, El = AL IZ2VWTHx5. J =
INGxM; Lk, L iziind 2B WkiZ (G, M;, J)
LEIFL. ElERETSE, L ODEEONE BIlzoW
T, PZB 73 QCBTH3. £/, PUQC M,
ThHb. LhoT, X (16) &b, L, DEEONEIZD
WTh, AU EMKTITS. $hbb, P—Qecf(l)
PS5

Wiz, AU = O IZ2WTERS, ElzRET S
&, P—Qeg(l;) &b, PUQC M, TH5. £/
Li DEEOHAE BIZoWT, PZB %/~ QCBT
H5. Zorkx, A (16) &b, L OEEOHNEIZONWT
B, AUIZEMNHLTS. LizhoT, P—QcL(L) N
ALY 5. O

WIZEROMSEEZETHWEESG2E 2 5. 8 2
k0, &L poNaE—OTOMO L THIESEZ LS
ZrT, L ONADEMIESNE. LrL, Z0X5I
UTIES N NEDOEMIZ, BT LE L ONE TR,

BREBERIZOVWTS, M, JiiEEhdEEOEEE
RIZE L 2oBohdh, RO M, ZE-058ED
SRBRIEES NV,
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5.5 subdirect decomposition

X (8) DEHIFEHTH D, ZOEKRIIEHEES IOV
Tk, EH2LHUTHD. LizhioT, BHESGDNE
LB, 3 (18), (19) OWE KT 3.

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

P—>Qef(L)andPUQCM; <P — Qe L(L;)
(19)
SEBOMSERETEHWEZGATY, BEESDOS
#FEeFBRIZ, L OoNGEEEBEKRIZIOVWT, £TONMH
WILFARN IR, £ 72, subdirect decomposition Tl
U, € {1,2,...n}M; = M DL LBRWEEDH 5720,
2B, (Uiepanm Mi) \ M CEENBEIEL
DWTIEE L HERAE S .

5.6 EXE

horizontal decomposition & atlas decomposition (Z 5\
T, #fRBEOMSH—2O2r6TH —HOERBEFRIES
fRETOBER R THENLT 5 Z e DGARNS. ZIT
X (12), (15) D&MEZILET S, X (15) ITHWT, S A
L; DE/NTEECHRSIEP =M, THS. ZDL X,
QCP#RDT, P=QREDLSBEKRTEHKLT
5. LEWoT, SH L OBR/NTLEEEFRVEGEEDH
%2 %. ZDE& X, horizontal decomposition (ZH W T,
P — Q MR (15) DM EZT oL, A (12) O5M4t
H7= 3. —H T, atlas decomposition T (12) DFAf:
B 9HBAETH, P— Q Wi OB &R THRIIT 5
LIRS, £272, X (12) offETI, P RAEEDOE
BIHIEAREZ DY, R (15) OFMTIE, P »MEHONE
DHEETH2HBELNHETER .

Ui CEERBRE EEHL ZBE12IE, atlas decom-
position & » horizontal decomposition 23 L T\ % & &
Zohd., ULhL, BESERPZNZTNOFIETHOMARED,
ED LSRRI Nnd g, ARV ED LS TH B Hh
A7 T 5. E72, EboDFELNMRBEOBIEHREZ 2T
MATE, TosRoNa L EREBEREETHEOND
B, NEBEOMERETOY A XA I TOBERE &
EVEDLSIRND, ZOGEIEMROBEZGE SN,

—h7T, BEEEDSEE subdirect decomposition T
&, DEBOBEER DN STERTHSTEH, HETD
WESRIZDOWTHEONLERITHE VLD LRV, T HIT
JEMEEA D2 EIE, subdirect decomposition & #7220, 43
fRETRET & 2 72D DHIFIAIR V. Z D0, SEOHKT
1% subdirect decomposition & 0 JEHEEE D 5> E D FH3iHE
LTwdeEz6ND. 72, TOZDOFEIEIHMEED
A EoMAGELE T, HEMOEAMMEERT 20,
DIRBOBESERDOY A XADRNX LD PV, Lizdio
T, NEBOMESRETEMAGOLETHAT 2 DNEY
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reEZOoNL. UL, BEEAEONEIZE > TRHRON
LIERIE, BEGIRCKRESMIFT S0, EDXDITHE
2 #z 75 e BEABENH 5.

6. BbHYIC

AR TIIBERR DR % R RFIEIZDOWT, DL
BREBURUZBEZ, SR OBESROIEHRE 5D h
EWVWS B THME L 7z, ZDFER, atlas decomposition &
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