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Abstract: Formal concept analysis is a data analysis method using concepts mathematically. This method
analyses data using a structure called a concept lattice and relations between attributes called implications.
However, increase of data complicates a concept lattice very much. Because of this, various methods for con-
cept lattice decomposition have been proposed but there is no sufficient comparative evaluation of them. We
evaluated them from the perspective of decomposability, preservation of original implications and correctness
of implications from decomposed lattices. We also confirmed whether a partition of the set of attributes,
which is one of decomposition methods, is abele to decrease the size of a concept lattice while preserving the
original information.
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RWFELT DI ENE L, DRICHEITHEL IS 7w,
fidy, FIRmIZBEFENZENITH L. £ OBHTFE
BB T E 2 ICEREN TV D720, SEOME
W& RER OB & ORISR, ZF0720, fHiFRfbe
Wikd 2 &, WA O5RILE % OMEE R A 5@ H [T O
WEROEHRISL BONDL EEZONDL. FZTART
1, BA O MEEICONT, FRUAFIHTRE & 7 5454
&, FIHWRETH 2561255 N THERIZOVTHL I
L, 37200007 — ¥ & FWTERBRNISEHI 217 - 72,

IRIZDOWTLHE - BT 5 W O DIf%ED S 5. Priss
591, MaRONMErELL L OFFEIIODWTHHEE
iTo7z. Viaud & [10] 13, R EDOZHPFR TS % complete
congruence relation (2770 { 3 FFHEIIONWT, HFHO
MEWEDTMBEOMEHOME 2B L 2. RS [11]
&, A% XRT 51T 5 nested line diagram (2
WHENLGRICOWTEHEi 24T o 72, 26 DOIFFETIE,
B DT ERoORBEIZITbILTWwWi v, F72, Funk
5[12] 1, 3HEOGMTEDOT NV IT) XL E2MHEAMAL, #E
HBIZ R L7225, SRFEROBEVNICOWTE, FIEED
FHMIBAREIS BT W 22\,

AR I A 2 R 2 — 9IS RLaE L 72, HRRIYIC
STAM - EEEL, FoERICL AN RT. 2 BTIIER
BESIHT O = 2 Waf L, £ 7255 5B 5
IZOWTHIRE LS 2. 3 TECIEARR TR A2 2R 05
RTAEICOWTHAT A, 22 THMTEERK B
L7200, TNV FNVEERESMEFERTG 2 5. 4%
T, DR EOBEHEL? SR OMSTICE L TELR
BLIGHICOWT, BN ZEHIZAT) . 5 =TI,
REME & M RRICIR D N BIERIZONVT, W DD T—%
FHWCERISEMS 5. 72, HICOETEO 15T
HLEMESOSENFER LT, EBEZMZ 5. KEIZ,
6 ETITH M BRD . BRI, Sk [13] Z &8 L L
T 7o B L EBRNFME M2 725D TH 5.

2. WXz nth

2.1~2.3 HiTIEICHK [14] 1266 > T, TR E 0T O 25
Waerliys. 72, 24 HIZBWT, KEB»SENX
BMEONLPLEEBREFANL LR TELLN) T L
IZOWTCHIfE(L T 5.

2.1 #&
AT, ERSUR LTINS 77— & 5
WatMaRiz2Bs el LT, 79 5WET).
DRgECid, EARTRTHRESTH S LMET S,
R (G, M, 1) 3, SRES G, BUES M, G & MO
DZTHERICGx M POl sns. HfgeG L)
HmeMIZXHLT, (gom)el THBHEE, gldm &
DEV, gIm EEL R 1 BERAROFITH L. #£
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Table 1 Formal context.

A (mq) | B3 (m2) | B% (ms)
N (g1) X
HEINY (g2)
A (gs)
v b (g4) X X

O x I RPES O LK.
T, MBROELHEX CG EEMOESY C M I
LT, K1), QDEBYVESZERTS.

X X':={meM|Vgec X [gIm]} (1)
Y=Y :={geG|YVmeY [gIm]} (2)

FEEDHAXD L, ThbbX={g}Y={m}DL)
AL, XL Y &g, m! &EL DD L. T2
(XD & XITeE, Zok s, BRAe L Maia T
DEHITERSNS.

EE 1 B, ERUR (G, M, 1) B L UG 0%
FACGLREUEDESEBC MIZHLT, #l (A B) 7%
Al =B, Bl =A%t liilzs L&, 2hie (G,MI)D
RSV, ZoLk &, A, BEENENIME, NE &I
A F72, (G M) OEABGET X TOEEGE B(G, M, I)
X

T&E 2 (Wad). BAUR (G, M, I) ® 2 >0FEAM&
(Ai,B;), (A;,Bj) (2t LT, LFOPIEF 2 EHT 5.

COMEFEIZE Y (B(G,M,I),<) 3kE 5T, Zhels
B I3,

DL, B(G,M,I) & (B(G,M,I),<) % KR L%\,
F72, BARICBWT, ER, FTRIEMTOLI 1225,
I 1 (0t [14)). BEAH B(G, M, T) 2BV, TR, I
Y SIS AN T

/\ (Ar, By) = (ﬂ Ay, <U Bt>H>

teT teT teT

\/(AuBt) = ((U At) ; ﬂ Bt)

ZZT, TEITRTCOESAMEDEST IO IA Ty s
ADEADILEDOE T ERTH 5.

B 113% 1 TRSNDEAROMEHZ, Ny KT
MRL72bDTHAL. 1O0 /) — FiZ1 200K A%
3. B m O 7 RVIZERBE (m!,m!T) 15 S5,
DT oM er uym EEL BEAME pm 12
m & EUEAMEOH T, kK ENVOEAMETHL. ok
Z13, 1 OBEERIZBNT, urms = ({ga}, {ma, m3})
THb. HEOKIEROBIIHTHKTH 25505
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Fig. 1 Concept lattice of Table 1.

# 2 reduced T7Z WA IR
Table 2 Non-reduced context.

ma mo ms may
g1 X X
92 X X X
93 X
g4 X X
gs X X X

% 3 Reduced context
Table 3 Reduced context.

mi ma m3

g1 X
g2 X X

93

W7, WREDOITNVIFET LI NS, ZoLF,
EXMeoN@it, ZhEE2ZN L) L oRAEIC
26NNV TRENS, 72E21E, 128w,
mg D7 NPV EONLIL, {me,ms} TH
L. Flo, ARILONLIED TH 5.

2.2 XWER-BEOTTRME

BaRI35 2 5N ARITHT L T—EICERI NS
A, WMERzE AT T5720, MAaROMEZ 23w
WHIFIT O ERLEEZ MY R EnH 5. HUY
BT RO E 2 228 WL EEIILE
EIFEIN S, TTRGHRRIELEZ Y 72Xk & L
T, reduced context 2SHIHNT W5,

reduced context (ZTERNRA 5 TLE LWL, BIEE T
NTHY B 72 EA IR T 5. reduced context [
WO 2 2L S WHIH TR TR E 2 5.
E# 3 (reduced context). AR (G, M, I) 122\ T,
ZOMEE B(G, M, 1) P"EEONG g € GIZxFL T
B(G\{g}, M, IN((G\{g})xM)) L[AFIT% {, HOALED
Bl m € M LT B(G, M\ {m}, [N (G x (M\ {m})))
EHFBITRVE X, (G, M,I) % reduced context & 5,

R 2 (J reduced THRWIEXUIREZ, FT 3 135 2 (TG
9 % reduced context *#3. reduced context TlE, F o
X AUBHZFHEONRII1IDICTEDLNTVWES (g &
gs). FT72, TRTOMENFEDEN (my) TED Boh
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TWw5b, 13712, reduced T WIERIUIRT, g4 DN FFOE

HDEET g1 & go PHROBMEDEEDEELGTEING

B, g D &9 % x5 reduced context TIZHLY BrAii s,
reduced context #EW T A 720D FE & LTI, arrow

relation [14] VHIS LT W 5.

EF 4 (arrow relation). BRIk (G, M,I) T, G & M

DO “THEMR arrow relation /, /IR TER SN S,

(g.m) ¢ I and
g,/ me
Vh e Glg Ch'andg # h' = him]

(9,m) ¢ I and
g/ ms
Vn e M [m' Cn'andm’ #n' = gIn]

IR D reduced context (X, F3F -7 M UEM
ZFEOMG, Fo/ K HUNGRICHRN S EMEEHUY B
&, 0%, g/ mTHLIEEM PIFIEL 2 VxS g &,
g,/ mTHHINFE g VHIELEVESE m 22 & TH
5.

2.3 BHEMOEERRER
EAM ST CIIEEMOEERGR,S, T— 71T L
TOEERELZ NS, BREOGER-KR P — Q 4,
EEOHRE P OTRTOBMELFFORLIE, Q DTRT
DFEDFESOILEZET. THIRO LI ICERSINS.
EE 5 (BUEMOGEMR). (G,M, 1) 2B 0RE T
5. BUHOEE P,QC MM, TEONSG ge GIZxFLT
PZglg7-3Q Cgl M7 %, M(PQ) % (G,M,I)
DEEBEREY, Thid P—Q &L, F72, ek
L=SB(G,M,I)i22VT, (G,M,I) DEEBBTTH
LubBEAT L(L) LEL.
GRBRIEASIRD? 5 ERSNLH, BERD»5 b
BNb. EBE, P QAR TAHIEE, §XTOENX
BMEDOHNANR P2ababldQ batbl Lt 3AETHA.
72E 21X, F 1 ORAIRTIE, EEBR {(ms) — {mo)
BT B (DUF, {&} 2801 mg — me £F ).
HHBASR T T2 T XTOEEBROES L(L)
ERERYA XD, TNERASELRIHTEETH S
RIEZXR) 2 D%, Thbb, EEEIF LL) OTA
TOEEEREERT LD TED L(L) DETEAT
HbH. KD 1 5L LT, Duquenne-Guigues Z&Ji% [15] A%
HbH. THIFEEOT A A0/ BT EDRIEE N,
IR ENS ., REETIEEHIICH 5.

2.4 /Ny DS DEFRAE)

ST, MAERZERT N Y EHDS XD L) BIEHR
FAMNLEHEZ D, Ny I, BEICHETS TN
NVDOBRPGENTVD LET 5. BEEOKTIZH 5
J=RFnDHFEL, n&FNLY LD = FDT )LD
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BEBCMiEnONETHL., ZOZLhs, IHSAH
BBCMEFHFMNDE VI EET D, Lo,
B(G,M,I) G ENHEHEONDLE, [Mh5FHAINS.

Kz, Mo GEEREHRANDL ZLIZOVWTERD.
EEBRICELTE, BHEOESE PQ C M IZx LT,
K (3) DL T 5.

PﬁQEE(L)@/\MIWS/\Mm (3)
meP meQ
Thbb PIZEEINLEMEED T NVEHLIERAMAET X
TOTHD, QIZEENDZBED T NN13dh I ed
NTOTFTRIY) TFTIZHAHEE, P QPWLTAH. Ih
DRVTHIEE, AT, IrSEEEFREP Q%
RARND L) kT 5. 1I2BWT, m DIN
VBT ERME L mg DTNV EOT
RIZHRANTTTH Y, 24 my DT NUH V724
I)TRETHA720, mi,mg — me ZEDSFTAENS.
AR TR T 2 EEOEERRIE, IASHEANNS.

3. BIERODE

EASURD T A AWK EL 25 L, BMEFIZEHICKE
CHEHEC 2 B, SHUTKHILT 570, BHaH % 3R A Ek4
HFENH L. AETIE, horizontal decomposition [16],
atlas decomposition [14], BEHEES D55, subdirect de-
composition [14] ZFHH LEZ 249 . atlas decomposition
& subdirect decomposition IZAFFIZ L 2 HEFKTH Y, B
HEEGDTEN, BESHEN L L TR WFEEARFT
THELTIR) DOTH 5.

RT3 131, vertical decomposition [17], re-
verse doubling construction [18], substitutional decompo-
sition [14], subtensorial decomposition [14] 2%& %. L »*
L, vertical decomposition (&7 7 7 53 % o L 72 T4
ThY), RBMEZHELZERL LTV, 5
HBOBBROVAHMETH 5. reverse doubling construction
I3 subdirect decomposition & [f] U { complete congruence
relation Z W T WA 720, HE ML TW5b . substi-
tutional decomposition & subtensorial decomposition &,
52 b N7 @RI LTl 247 ) SR 2 FE2 5
NTELT, FAMTEZY. TRH0HEEIZLY, Dk
DFEIARRTORHON G E L.

3.1 horizontal decomposition

horizontal decomposition I&, BE&HEZMIZIFE~NS X 9
o 2FETH L. BAEMICE, BEERORAIT LK
IR B CTaEl L 7ctk, FREH iRt s
RANLEMA S Z LT, BMEROSHEIT) . AT,
H72mz A mARTt & /e, SRR OB SR ORI
Ei/NLET 5.
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m5 27 3 m1' mS
My, Ms
L Ly Ly

2 Horizontal decomposition

Fig. 2 Horizontal decomposition.

EZ 6 (horizontal decomposition). BE&H L 12xf L T,
T, L& LO&AI, whiesdsd. L\{T, L} Dyt
Mz 777 ER% LEWa0#ENG % X, X, ..., X,
Li=X;U{T, L} £ L72& &, Ly, Lo,...,L, DVFRD
ZOVA XN L OHA XL N/INEWGRBIE, Ly, La,..., Ly,
% L @ horizontal decomposition & -5,

DIRTIETA ZADNEL B DULEDH D720, L5115
LNBERE G2 DR, T4bbn>2ThiLHER,
ZLTEDL SR TR E 2 5. THATRETH 5
WA, HANCHEE I LTI 24T > 729 2 ThHiR%
PO BENDH BN, ARETIREETDEVEEIZOVT
D HEF 24T ) .

¥ 72, horizontal decomposition DVER DWW TELEE# AT
9. W& L @ horizontal decomposition Ly, Lo, ..., Ly
i, ERLVNA Q) oOMEEmWoT.

OL:L (4)

T 72, DRBOFNENOR L (ZITCORER L OS5
HEHD (KL OEWGESS CLIEMMBIRTHD LT,
EROHTHEEXCSITHLT, AXeSh2VXeS
ey 2k v)). 20L&, Ji=Uppen, A% B
L L, BRBEORE L 3EASUR (G, M, J;) OBE&H
THY, L7o>7T, IrbWNEE GEERPFAIINS,

F72, BEme MWD uyme L; THAH4E, HLDI
prm=pumThHb. uym¢ L; THIHHEIL, €RLI m
Eh L OBAMEE LOATHL, LA >T, 208
Bldpugm=1LThsb. 2 J horizontal decomposition
DHIE RS, TOKTIE, pyme=1Tdh5.

3.2 atlas decomposition

atlas decomposition (&, BEEHROEMEG & FHH % 51T %
LT, MaROEE TP R T LT B 72ODGHFL
THDH. CHk[14] TIEHE EO “HEBEZ AW TERL T
5%, ARaTldZ 4 &A% 7% block relation [14] & v T
HELT L.
E# 7 (block relation). JEXIUIR (G, M, T) @ block re-
lation J € G x M I T OWHE %723 HER J T
H5.
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& 4 F 1 O block relation DO
Table 4 A block relation of Table 1.

mi m2 ms3
g1 X X X
g2 X X
gs X X
94 X X
my m; my my
m m
3 m, 3
ms
L Ly L,

3 Atlas decomposition
Fig. 3 Atlas decomposition.

e /] CJ
o TEDMNG g G LTl 1Z(G,M,I)DH BN
o LEDEMEM e M I LTm! IZ(G,MI)DH5S
A
T/, (G,M,I) & (G,M,G x M) % HH% block relation
SN
® 43K 1 TERINLEALIRD block relation D
%1CTad % . block relation J 123 L T (G, M,J) DI
WMe (AB)x 1225k, (A,B) D5 O H DR
B(A,B,IN(AxB) %70y 7 LIER. Tuv 7, D
RIZB(G, M, 1) I2BWT, 2200FRBEE (A, AD), (B!, B)
WHREN A EDES L 5.
E# 8 (atlas decomposition). BE&H L = B(G, M, 1) |2
X LT, (G, M,I) D3 %HM T\ block relation J D3
RTCO7TUY 7% Ly, Lo,...,L, L T5LE, ThELD
atlas decomposition & I-5. F72, B(G, M, J) % factor
lattice & -5,
factor lattice IZTCDOMERDO KR I e hGEekl, 7
0y 73S RO—HICE L ToFMzEsT. | 3 i,
3 4 @ block relation 12 &£ % atlas decomposition % 7R 7.
block relation DHE A5, #E&H L @ atlas decompo-
sition Ly, La, ..., L, 33 (5) 27z 2 &£ h 5.

OL:L (5)

& HIEAIRIZH LT, block relation $XT22 56 7% 5%
EHEMARE LD I EDPHMONT VS, £D72®, next
closure algorithm [19] (2 X ) block relation §XT % ¥l %
T&5A. TNIZL > THBHTZ\» block relation O A %
FERE L, atlas decomposition D73 T FEMEZ HIET X 5.

© 2019 Information Processing Society of Japan

my my my

m;
ms mg

L Ly L,

4 EHEEDTE
Fig. 4 Partition of the set of attributes.

3.3 BHEEDHE

WESHOKROTFHD 1 ©TH % nested line diagram T
&, BUEAEZEBICGE LR, ThEso A AL
k2 SRz KD, TS ZMArEbEDL LT, HaR
TR A, AfaTld, &R L =B(G,M,I) £ M O%

%‘J Ml,MQ,...,Mn LZﬂ‘LVC, Ll = %(G,MZ,[Q(GXM,L))
L L72e &, Ly, Ly,..., Ly DV A XL L D/REVE S
£, Li,Lo,...,L, & LO4RE LT .

BRSO ENIROMWE 2727 .

I 2 Uik [14). (G, M, I) 23R, My, M, ..., M,
*MOFEETH, COLE, TEDI=1,2,...,n I3
LT, Ji=IN(Gx M) £BLLE, ROEBIEHTHS.

%(Ga M7 I) - %(G7 Mia Jz)
(A,B) — ((BN M;)”", BN M;)

F72, TOEZIZOWT, TOMEHED S 5HkEOMe
HWOERNOEG2EZHE, THIEYE RS, 2072
O, R ORI 0RO EOMEE TR
ICRHTE 5.

M 4 ZEHESOTEHOFTHL., 22T, BUHES
% {my1,ma}, {mz} D2 DIZHEFE LT3,

AR RITEE CTH S T & EEAHRDOY A4 XH3 DLk
THbHZLRIMETH L. BUES M & M| EIZ5E L
7ol &, GEBOMEROY A XETRT2LUTTH 5.
L7z o>TLOY A AN 3L LELRSIE, LIZDMHETRETD
B, 72, LOYA XD 2%51EHBIEMEEFE 2045
PHAET L7720, EO LX) IHE L THHMEONT e
OBEERDY A XD2 %D, LOVA XN THIHGE
X, ASDICHHATTETSH 5.

BV A D E 24T ) B, O AT R AR B
HDEEEAT) VLD, SEEHETEDLF
1] IREENR TV A, ZOTETIE, BIMOMHEES%
MR HWTEE L%, e 7251 v 7 &47
W, BoNr IR R5EE L TCHMET .

3.4 subdirect decomposition

Z Z Tl subdirect decomposition % JCiik [14] & %72 ,
compatible subcontext * WTHERT 5. H 5L
PRIZx LT, KD X 912 compatible subcontext A3 3% &
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ns.
E# 9 (compatible subcontext). (G, M, I) & JEZ R,
(H,N,IN(H x N)) %% ® subcontext (¥ 2bH H C
G,NCM) £¥55. (G,M,I) DIEEOEAME (A, B)
W23t LT, (ANH,BNN) % (H,N,IN(H x N)) ORX%
BThbLE, (H,N,IN(H x N)) % compatible & If-5.
compatible subcontext (H, N,I N (H x N)) iZx} L T,
X (6) CEFENSEE My N - B(G, M, I) — B(H,N,IN
(HxN))Z&§Toh5.

HH,N(A,B) = (AQH,BQN) (6)

R LT, BEER RO
#IND.

T X3k
(G, M, I) D compatible subcontext(H, N, IN(H x N)) |2
LT, RAD L) ICERSNDMEH B(G, M, I) Lo
iRtk © & (H,N,IN(H x N)) 7 5E M SN % complete

congruence relation & -5,

¥ 72, compatible subcontext
FAFRTd % complete congruence relation 3%

E # 10 (complete congruence relation).

(Al,Bl)Q(AQ,BQ) =4 Bl NN = B2 NN

Itk
LI,
complete congruence relation O [AfEEEIL, factor lat-
tice I2E TN LTAB IS 5.
PLEogEskz i T, #&H O subdirect decomposition
AEFEN A, subdirect decomposition Tld, BHHEED
rElE FIRRIS, R OB OTERME 1 Oh%, 73k

BE&H B(H,N,I N (H x N)) % factor lattice

DR EOMAEETT—HICEKRIHEI NS,
E % 11 (subdirect decomposition). # & #H L =
%(G, M, I) L:;{j‘bf, (H,L,NZ,IQ(Hl XNZ‘))J; = 1,2, o, n

% (G,M,I) ® n fll® compatible subcontext &4 4.
72, Li=B(H, Ny, IO (H; x N))yi=1,2,....n &5 5.
Z D& &, 4% compatible subcontext 2 5EH S5 com-
plete congruence relation ©;,i =1,2,...,n X2V, LI'F
DML T B % BIE, Ly, Lo, ..., L, & L ® subdirect
decomposition & -5,

Nizy 6 ={(z,2) |z € L}
Vie{l,2,...,n} [0; # {(z,z) | x € L}]

5 IIMEH D 2 DD complete congruence relation
#ET. P TErlFHUEAME S ) LEFETH L. £
7z, K 6 1%, X 512X % subdirect decomposition % 7873,
subdirect decomposition Tld, TTOBSHIZE TN L8
B, IREOBESHRICIIHAN L WIGENH SH. ZOITIE
B mg X, DRBEO2O0DOMEHDOELLIZH AL L
D7,

subdirect decomposition @ 73 ] FEE D H)E I DV T

© 2019 Information Processing Society of Japan

my m; my my
my ms my ms

5 Complete congruence relation

Fig. 5 Complete congruence relations.

my mp
=) m,
my m3 m;
ms

Ly L,

6 Subdirect decomposition
Fig. 6 Subdirect decomposition.

55T [14] 5515 1L

1 arrow-closed subcontext |Z

TWwa,
4. HEERROFTH
REETIE, FREOBEEDOND 55 OBEERON

W, EEMBREHAIINDL D, TS TEHARS
REDLDTHBDIIDONT, FFHEO B 2 57 % 17
5 Zhiz, ﬂﬁ%@%é%%1o@&%wt%A i

DOBEHZ TR THWZZHEIZOWTHRET 5.
uT,ﬁ() (21) I2HE %i&bé 3 (21) (ZBEA
DR TH L. X (7), (11), (13), (16), (18), (20) F%E
FRMONEDOFHITERTEL OB HERNTLOAR L
T4, [ INEERBFTENZLDTHY, FHT 52 5.
DTFTE, oaoMadiz L, 7HEOMEE%E
thp.Lml; WEENLEEOELSET M; £#F <.
7o, MR LICETNLIAW, T4hbb, AL L
DTEHNELD %%%um)k%<.

4.1 horizontal decomposition
SIRBO B BBAK L, £ SRHOMATRIZ>WT, 3t (7)
WEFRDHET L.

Bein(L;) = B €in(L) (7)

Shabb, L OR»SHEAPNLEEON
BEHRONLTH 5.
EEMRICOWTIE, DIFORMR (8)~(10) 25iEHHT &
5. X (8) 1%, BERIOBEERDOEBRRL T, FEED
BWMEROMD» HFHANND Z L& FT. X (9) &R (10)
SRR DOBEERO D SN L EEERI D 5 5
HOTTIELWZ &ExRT.

, RO

P—-Qef(L)=P—QeL(L) (8)
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Proof. P — Q € £(L) EWET 5 &, HEOBAME
(A,B)e LIZPWT, BCP=BCQThs. $7-,
XA LY, FEDIIOVWTL,CL. LED>T, Li D
FEOFAME (4,B) I22WT, BCP=>BCQTh
Ho Fl, Mij=M XY, PuQe M, TH5H. LIELD
P— Qe L(L;) BT 5. O

P — Qe £(L;) and

VmePugm# 1] =P — Qe &(L) 9)

22, Ji=Uaper, Ax BThH5.

Proof. KAWL TAHERETH. 2OLE, TED
mePIZOVT, uyym=pu;;m THY, 22 L, 1 L D%
fEER T W TH 5720, Npepirm = N\, cppm L b,
72, TEOmMeQIZOWT, uymidpum F721% L &
—HI D720, Nepham &N, cppm T2E L E—
HI L. DL, N\, corrm< N\, coqum TH%. L
7235 T, DUFDHAL$ 5.

/\ prm = /\ Hym < /\ g m < /\ Hrm

meP meP meQ meQ
CNEP—-QeL(L) LMETH 5. O

P — Qe £(L;) and Im € Plus,m = L] and

dm e Pluym# L, T]= P — Q€ £(L) (10)

72720, J; i3 (9) LRETHA.
Proof. WK THEMRETSH. 22T, mePx
pgm# LT 272 SEME, ne Pz uyn =1 223 E
WeETAH, ZOEE, um= LT umé¢ L; BKILT 5.
pim =1L TH D5, UONIZ A, cpprm < /\meQ rm
E% b, F72, um ¢ L; Th DHY4, horizontal decom-
position DEE LY, pyrmApum =1L THb. ZI»bH,
urmApm =1L ThHb. L7zAoT, ELELDLATH
prm Apm = LB 4. Tabb, N\ ppm=1
Thb. TIHhLHELIVEPNS. O
SIRBEOBERT R TEF W4, ok EL N &5
BB DONEDOBHRIILL AR T 5 2 L BERD» DTN 5

in(L;) = in(L) (11)

=

1

ORD S, FRBEOTRTOBEREDKD 5 HAN D
W %ﬂ%#é ET, GRRTOM SR ONLOHEIL T E
b ENghb.

SRR O & E BAR & o iR
ﬁﬂ%f%éﬂélk%%%tt.;h_ib,nﬁ%@
BMERDOZNZNOMD» LHANN DL GEMREHWT,
SRR OB SR O S AN S GEEREHEITTE S,

-
Il

GEMERO B OMERIE

oL) = (&) (12)
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Proof. P— Q MWy §52LE, P—Q WMEEONT
EFELBEWILIEAETH L. Thbb, SHaOMe
FAxF L CULT 2SR 3 4.

P—-QefL(L)eVBein(lL)[BDP=BDQ

RSB OWESH Ly |28 LTI, P — Q € £(L;) = PUQ C
M; TH5720, DTHHITT 5.

<VBein(L;))[B2P=B2Qand PUQ C M;
if:, ( ) U,L 1 (Lz) %J‘O Mz:Mfé)%)f:(y), %
DEHITH 5.

P—Qe()LL)

i=1

@WEUQ .,n} VB €in(L;) [B2 P= B2Q)]

<:>VB€U1n

=1

& VBein(L)[B2P= B2Q)]
<P —Qe L)

)[BD P = BDQ)]

DB X h#EBIIRE N, O

4.2 atlas decomposition

atlas decomposition (2B VT, HHEEODH L2 H L;

LSRN OBEARIZIE, BIR (13) 5% (5) 205 5.
Bein(L;) = B €in(L) (13)

UL, R EOBER O A S FEAN S NEAWLT IE
LwZ e aET,

RICEBERRICELTIE, DFORMR (14), (15) A5RERH
TE5. X (14) 13, ﬁ@MAKGAiﬁﬁﬁ,%®TNT
DR OBEHRICEIND % 51, DREOMES
WORNSFHAIMND Z & 2T Jt (15) &, DEBRO
BSOS F AN L EEBRD D B =MD T TIEL
Wz EkrRT,

P—-Qef(L)andPUQC M, =P — Qe £(L)
(14)
Proof. % IRET A, EEOBEAMSE (A, B) € LI
2WT, BCP=BCQTd»s. £/, X (5 &V,
FEOIICOVWT L, C L Lzho>T, L DEEORK
W& (A,B) IZOoWC, BCP=BCQTdb. 7,
5. O
P—-Qef(L)andPD{me M; | pym=T}
=P—-Q¢cL) (15)
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Proof. JEBEIRET . F7z2, (H,M;,J) % L; (2RI
2RATMRE S 2. K (3) £V, A\ cpram < A,cqram
Thb. 22T, PO{me M | um=T} &b,
Apepbrm <T ThHA. 72, Li CL THY, prm, pym
BEnZFNn LL; Tm 250K EVOBAMETH 572
W, pym <prm E% L. LIEH->T, LS cppsm <
Apmeptim < T THL2D, N\ pum € L TH5.
L2 L, Agepiom & L T P %&bk R oRAME
THb. £oT, INE N cppam <N\ cpprm £,
Amepttam = N, cpprm E% 5. —JiC, pym < prm
gy /\meQquS /\meQmm ThHAhH. UELD, kA
[IRACVSR

/\ prm = /\ pgm < /\ pgm < /\ prm

meP meP meQ meQ

CHNIABEFRETH 5. O
T/, TRBEOMSET TRV, WEICEL
T (5) 25RO (16) 2VHEITF 5.

Um@nzm@) (16)

Thbh, TOMERONLY TN THEILTRETHS. K
FaClx, TTOMEHR T T 2 S EMR & 5 %O &S
WO T 5 aEMRoMIC, kX (17) 25§56 2 L
RFZICHERR L7z, SNICK Y, SRRoeRoENE
NO D 5 FHAMN B EEMREHWT, DHEE OB &R
DED S FAMN L EBMREFEITLTE 5.

n

(L) = (&(L)U{P = Q| P& M;}) (17)

i=1

Proof. 5B OMEEH L 12X LT, LIRS 5.

& VYBein(L) [B2P=B2Qland PUQ C M,

ZZT, P,QC M; O, WILDIZLNTARHALT 5.
P—-Qef(L)eVBein(L;)[B2P=BD(Q

72, PZM; THILYH, L DIEEOWNE B IxfLT
BCM; THbH=0, WFIFEILT 5.

VB e€in(L;) [B2 P = B2Q]

252 PQM“Q ng T%éi}%é\, M; EIH(LZ) /RPN
TS 5.

~VBein(L;)[B2 P = B2Q)
DXy, XRAAohIIRrd 5.

P—)QES(LZ‘)OYPZML'
&VBein(L) [B2P= B2Q)
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L7ehoT, RDOEHIIh A,

P—Qe () (&L)U{P—Q|PZLM})

<=Vie{l,2,...,n} [P— Q€ L£(L;)or P L M;]
<Vie{l,2,...,n} [VBein(L;) [B2P= B2Q]

@#BeUm@»wgpéqu
=1

& VBein(L)[B2P=B2Q)
<P —Qef(L)

DB Xy EEIIRE N, O

4.3 BMEEEDOHLE

EHEAOSEITIE, SN E THREIITEE IOV THE
SN Twaw., £, SREROBMSE 1 2L T, B
T (18) AVEH 2 AHETE S,

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

ZHU, IR ROBEEHE D bR AR S WA E S e
EEOHPATIEL <, 2 OILOMSRONDLE UIEHED
HFECTHMBEOBSHENLHAIMNDL T E2EKT. RILH
EERICEL T, kX (19) 2SEHTE L. i, 4
R OB B FATIN D EEBRIETRTELL, T
DEEEH D 5 AN 2 EERERD D S N2 B PO HE P
T, HRHEOBEED DFRARNDS Z &2 KT,

P—>Qef(L)andPUQC M; < P — Q€ £(L;)
(19)

Proof. ¥,k = A IZOWTER L. J=INGxM;
EBCE, Liaed 200k (G, M, J) £EIT5
LEBERETHE, LOEEONL BIZOWT, PZB
/13X QCBTHA. T/, PUQC M; THhH4A. LTz
HNoT, X (18) £, L, DIEEONEIZOVWTYH, ML
ZEDHNT D, Thibb, P—Q¢c L(L) VAT .
RIZ, £l = EBIZOWTER DL, HABEIET S L,
P—-QefL)&h, PUQC M, ThHb. T L; DI
BEONLBIZO2WT, PZBEHIEIQCBTHE. 20
L&, X8 &Y, LOEEONTIZOVWTH, ML
BT 5., Lo TC, P—- Qe L(L) Vs, O
T/, DREBEOBMERTXTEHWESE, 2EBOR
AT 2 MR RO SHFIIIFEL V., 20
720, TRHEOBMERE TXTHALTY, 2heholf
BHRPLHEOSNL L EOBHRIIGONT, TONTLREE
BREZHEITT A2 LI TE R\,

4.4 subdirect decomposition
subdirect decomposition (22T, PLTFD (20) &
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Table 5 Correctness and recall.

M o BR
Tk ELS | B | ELS |
horizontal O X A O
atlas O X A O
55 A A O X
subdirect A A O X
OMEPRLEENS T L%, AREUFECRIEENAZ L%, X
ERFES N W & E2RT,
R (6) B HEBNS.
B ein(L;) < 3D € in(L)[D N M; = B] (20)

37258 (21) BIRTF B T EAH STV A [10].

(21)

INGi, BUHEEOTHOUELFAETHS.

subdirect decomposition \ZF§ LTI, #7145 720,
RISHFEL 2\,

subdirect decomposition TIZ, JTTDEEDOVFhrh e
DIRFEOBSHIZOEINL VG EN D L. FH, 6
TRIPHEDOBEEHR L, Lo DELSIZHEME my EE
NTwiwv, 2070, BREEOBERTXTEHWTH,
TOWELEEEREETT A LIETE 2\,

4.5 ESRIFHEICOVWTOE LD

PEXD, 5T LT, SHBROMSHI 120
5ED L) LM THEERRPEMCE D0, SR EOM
AT RTEHWLGEFIZIZED X ) IZHBETEX L0020
WTH LT L.

x5 1E, HEOMTHEICHLT, NEBLUEERRIC
LT, #MRBOMEE 1L O0OHANNSL S DOHIE L
W (IELE), BBEOMER 12055 HRio b o
BTSN D2 (FBE) 2£$EKTHA. horizontal
decomposition & atlas decomposition TlE, 31T S
NA2NEE [ELS] 2635, — 5T, BHEESGDS
4] & subdirect decomposition Tld, 7z OBE&HRIZE
FNLEMOHFATO R, FHEONEIIEL V. £,
horizontal decomposition & atlas decomposition TlE, 43
EARDOBESHRIINLOTIE L F7-3, BHEEGOHHEIL
subdirect decomposition (&, I & T N5 B VEDHBH
2BV TOABIEZ RO,

¥ 72, GEMEIRIZDW T horizontal decomposition & at-
las decomposition T, O &EMRIZSEMAT & TIE
L, — /T, BHESDFE L subdirect decomposition
T, HFZOEERMRITLIIE L. horizontal decom-
position & atlas decomposition D Z-DL B IZDOWTIE,
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xR 6 —EMEEBEICITRENE

Table 6 Uniqueness and reconstructability.

T Gl O—EM | I REE
horizontal O O

atlas X O

53 X X
subdirect X X

O, XI3E5 LALTH%.

WMFED 4D 5. %72, horizontal decomposition & at-
las decomposition T, 731 & 5 FEEROBIEL
H¥ A, 52, BEEEDIE L subdirect decomposition
S EZECT, SREOMERICE TN VWEMEICHE
T5EEEARPIEL N W,

® 613, ETMFLECL 0@ —BThHID, T4
[FEHRDOBETRT T2 OILDTRTONG - FEERIHE
TLHREPEZRTETH L. HHRO—EEL, &5HFLED
EFN 55D 5. horizontal decomposition & 55f# 1] fE 72
WA, R 1 2ICET A, MoFEL, WRER 5 R
PERGAET AR H 5. FrI2, BHESOSENE
RE 72 PR DB\,

% 72, horizontal decomposition & atlas decomposition
X, TREOMER T RTHAVS &, TONWT - i
BfRz §XTHEILTE 5. BHESOSE L subdirect
decomposition TlE, —fIZEITLTE v,

5. EERAYFFA

51 FEE&1

ARTIE, 3.1~34 HiTlRR/Iz4ODFHEIZONT, #]
SRDIRIRENE & D RZEOEEIR &L TTOBE DRRIZD
WT, FEERRICEHET 5.
5.1.1 EBRF&
1) 7—%

FEBRTII T2 L LT, X [20) TR TS T —
% & Modula-2 71 7 L2 5 AR [4], [18] THI
& LTRSSk, £ =) 7 1 1B 5
IR [8] Z R L7z, 3CHik [20] DIEASCIRIE TR THERAL &
NTW5BDY, “fHTIE RV, £D72%, one hot encoding
W&o TIARICEI L 72, 72, §XTORAIR
13 reduced context 12 L 729 2T, EERIZH W72, reduced
context |2 LTH, KIaTH ) 53 HFL 055 0] etk 1324
fbLZzv, ' 71, ERTFHLLT -5 2R7.
(2) PBEFEICONT

horizontal decomposition DAk D 53 fETFi:1L, 43 fEHT—
BETRWI LD L. ZOWGET RGOSR DA §E
BIRY A% b L) Bair-72.

F7-, BHESGOSEITE, BUHSEONELED DL
BSe A, EFTIE, k1] TRESN-FRESEL
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Table 7 Data used in experiments.

7—4 WERE | BN | BB

Iris 42 17 164
Ecoli 105 32 813
Page blocks 72 43 996

Pima Indians 170 38 3,205

Glass 163 44 4,744

LED 7 326 24 7,039
Modula-2 12 10 15
(18] 9 10 23
X274 11 11 20

LCHE s 2250 »7&2fHL, 0L xDMHEEs L
TR 2 7.
(3) FHE

DHFLEOFHMNICIE, PREOSTEBMROIEL & & 0#
RO EEEAMRO T, F 72 information content [21] % 7]
MLz,

SRR OB S D O H AN D GEEROEL S DR
MiTix, 7MHEOZEMENR Ly, Ly, ..., L, "5EF6N5
Duquenne-Guigues 255 base; DFNES (J;_, base; 123F L
T, RAD LB EERERITCOMEE L THHL T 55
& correct (U, base;) &7l L 7z.
correct(J) = L)

]
2T, DRBEOMER,SHEONLEEMROESE T
LT 4, ZOMEPIRKREVIZE, DRZEOBZMEH I HEDS
NDEERPIEL WO, KPAbEFELLTVwEEZS
ns.

SR OB S RO 2 & 5 AR S &R O I
FHI T, ST OB A 515 5 115 Duquenne-Guigues
FJE base 13T LT, KD EBY FNICEENLEEHR
PEZ DT D DB D 54 5 1L 5 E G recall(base)
Y 5.

(22)

{P—QeT|3i[P—QeL(Li)]}
13

ZIT, BEEOMERE»HEO N EEBROESE
LD, TOMBEFREVIZE, SR OEZEERI I
DBEERDOR N HEANL LEZ NS,

information content |2 &£ 2 FHIiCld, &EBERE &G
LEMEDELEZEL T, THEOBEREEIHERET 5
EEEROBEZFM L. 20k &, SHEEOMER
EERPSEILTE LD EERREFH L 72, BAMIZ
1%, horizontal decomposition & atlas decomposition Tl
TOBEEHRTHALY 5 &R T T, BHEGOSE L
subdirect decomposition TIZ/3EE D ZHEEF O A 5 Ft
HMN L EEEBROAESG LR 5.

recall(J) =

(23)

J
4
3
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*8 EEMROIEL S

Table 8 Correctness of implications.

=% horizontal | atlas bl subdirect
Iris - - 1.000 —
Ecoli — 0.998 | 1.000 -
Page blocks - 0.996 | 1.000 —
Pima Indians — — 1.000 —
Glass - — 1.000 -
LED 7 - - 1.000 —
Modula-2 0.167 0.000 | 1.000 -

[18] — 0.654 | 1.000 1.000

tF ) Tg 0.656 — 1.000 —

information content | FHEAROELSITT LT, £OW
TN LESGLEVEEOELSOEEGZFMT 2L DT
HbH. 722, mp—me LV EEMRISFLT, my
rEU my EEERVEEOELSITES LRV, #F
information content cont 1%, KA TEHHE I NS,

UP_)er{S CM|PCSand@ < S}
2|M]|

cont(J) =
(24)

cont(J) A0 IZHEWVIEE, THOEGERROESIZESGT 5
BHOEEHDEL L, LISEWIEE, BET L0 % R
B, F72, TOEFGEST LB L, cont(T) < cont(T)
L.

C D720, TTOBEER THILYT 5 G EBROES £(L) 12
x$9 % information content cont(L(L)) & 5% S Bz 3
5 G HBEARDES Jgee @ information content cont(Jgee)
DI cont(Tgee)/cont(L(L)) L LTHWAS., 2ol
MWOIEVIRE, DREOGEMREEET 2 BIEDES
IO EEBERIG L THMLTw5.

5.1.2 FEREEER

= 8 1%, HREOMER D O HANN S GFEEAROIEL
ERRLTVE., KHO — I5RBTERDP o/l L EE
. BHESODEITIEIT R COGEIIESTE N, £
NP DOFHLETIIL K O E RS TE b otz $72,
B A D4E & subdirect decomposition TlE, 3 5 @
FEHIOREG & —3 L, S THEITL Lo Tn5b, —k
“C horizontal decomposition & atlas decomposition TiZ,
EAVNS WIGEDD Y, 5EED ST S OREHH
WCREESLETHLEEZLNS.

= 9L, DRBOMET,» HFHANNL EEEROT
iM% 7/R LT\ 5. horizontal decomposition & atlas de-
composition 1&, BEFEMFEMG & —3 L, HA2S1 &> Tw
4. — 5T, BHESD5E L subdirect decomposition O
FHEII /NS L > TV BADTH L. ZNHDOTH:
T, TOEEERPIHREOBEED? S35 05 2\l
GOD 5.
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Table 9 Recall of implications.

T=% horizontal | atlas | %7%] | subdirect
Iris — — 0.134 —
Ecoli — 1.000 | 0.788 —
Page blocks — 1.000 | 0.029 -
Pima Indians — — 0.148 —
Glass — - 0.900 -
LED 7 — — 0.062 —
Modula-2 1.000 1.000 | 0.057 —

[18] — 1.000 | 0.250 0.875

tF o) Tg 1.000 - 0.200 -

# 10 information content (2 & % FFlli

Table 10 Evaluation by information content.

T=% horizontal | atlas | 47%] | 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 —
Modula-2 1.000 1.000 | 0.987 —

[18] — 1.000 | 0.935 1.000

tF ) Tg 1.000 - 0.985 —

= 10 R EGRTHETHMEAT - 721215 5 L7z infor-
mation content DL Z R . BEELGDOHE DI OFET
X, SR TH AT EERREESTIEED
FEAITHIL TWvs, $512, horizontal decomposition
& atlas decomposition TlE, &HEERETEICHESTT S
V) HERIIRMI & —3 T 5. F, BUHESOSENIT
DEBABRTRTERAEIIL TR w', GEARLES
FTLBEOESITHEIML TV &850 5.

2O EDOTETHMAMETHY), TTOBMSHOT A
A DS R & v Ecoli & Page blocks D& 12DWT, 45
RBEOER DT A4 X% X7z, Ecoli DA TIE, atlas
decomposition TH R & N7ZEEH O A X% 781 & 32,
BHEADSEITIX 812 & 272572, F 72, Page blocks
T, atlas decomposition T 659 & 337, EEESGDIE
TI3 659 & 4 Th -7z, atlas decomposition & JBHESD
FEIOEL LY, BRHEOBMSHFITFIH LT w4 XL
37> T,

PEn»S, BUESOSEN L2 THDA T, AT
XLGENROENSE Z LD o7z, L2 L, horizontal
decomposition & atlas decomposition (&, 43 DW=
WP STLDTRXTOIERPEONL 720, THITHETH
WL, FIHZ T 54053 5. 72+ 2 1L, horizontal
decomposition 1%, J&MEHEEDHAME 2T THHITTEEZ &
LTV, TU7 T LAO5ETIBH S Tw
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% 11 Ecoli 77— %t v MIBIF55%E % & information content

Table 11 Number of parts and information content.

GBI WAEHED A X information content
1 813 1.000
2 812, 2 1.000
3 453, 6, 2 1.000
4 197, 7, 6, 2 1.000
5 89,7,7,6,2 1.000
6 56,7, 7, 6, 6,2 1.000
7 15, 10, 7, 7, 6, 6, 2 1.000
8 | 15,10,7,7,6, 4,2, 2 1.000

% [4], [16]. F72, N5 3ODOTFHE, BUHEEGDSE
ERY, R EBEERFRICHD 720, HHRIZE LT
bIEME L FREORARILT 5 Z LB Es G, 207
O, MR EBEWEFREICHE ) HEICE, IhooFkhein
HITRETH A,

—HTEMESGDOHENL, FEEIZORITEE TR D5 fF
MWHHETH H. F72, DRBEOMESHD O OEBEMBROF
AWV IIBESTHAH., 202D, BEEESOHENL, FIH
LRTWFETHLEEZOND. $72, BEEGOS
EFNI D REOIEAMEOMEE TIHOMES R KT 720D,
horizontal decomposition % atlas decomposition & 1) 45-f#
BOMEROT A AWP/NS LR S L. LiL,
FEER T BBEOME RO 4 Xz +551/hS {hoTn
v, EEBRTRTAEOLEDR TR 2N, SEkx
R ETIOMER R TELARRER DS, Zhico
WT, ROFEER2 TH~NL.

5.2 B2
5.2.1 EEBF&

FEEBR1IZBWT, BUHESGOTENGTHITETHL &
B L, TR T W e o7z, BUESE T 5E
L72maIiE, REOBMEHROT 4 X531/ S <
Lo Tnirhoiz, HEAERE LT 5T L THIFEHDOM
BHROVA RNINEL b EZONLD, —5T, 58
BARECEEICETOEERRIRE SN L R L HN
Wb, 2T, KEBRTIE, BHESDOTENZBWT,
SrE & information content 23D X 9 IZEALT A%
PARD. EBRIZBWT, AR E LT Ecoli 77— % & v
FeHwa.

5.2.2 ERBEREER

® 11 35EHE 1 25 8 T TELI D, 5k
OBEEHR DY A X & information content D TH 5. %
COMERIZTRELTH, BALAVEMEOESDBA I
bIEPTH o7z (3 11 CREHMIEA B HEA LTV 7
O, EOEABR LN, 72, TEBEIKEL RS
&, DRBOBEREFNZNDY A Z3/PNEL EoTWVD,
SEHEDS 5 DL LOWA IS REOB SRS 4 XT3
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RS 2R

T100 2 FEDY, g g XLk,

FEERERDP S, BUESOTEHTROEBERE (TS
LT, EEMRLEALLZVERESZ RS SETI,
REDOBERDOI A X2 T3NS LTEDLEEZERD
5.

Bb)Z

KRR CTIEIMESHDOM A RS RTFEIIOWT, SREOM%
BROR D S5 AIMN S EIRIZOWT, HEmH 74 30 %
o7z, HRWEHIA S, SO0MFHEICB 250N
W GEBROBARDY & REOFAIRY) ORRE S
L7z, 2618, IELE, BN, HoTEEoBET
SRFEORE T o7, £, AR RT R S
fRAOBERIC L 2O EBEBRE R T 286, 5k
DR 5 AN B FEEBRONIE L\ b O DA%
R EBRIC L o TRl L7z, FEBRE RS S BEESG 05 EIE
TIRARECTH B 2 ENL L, TOEEMRLEETLEN
DEEDHEML TV AW EDGh oz, S5, 205
fRFHAI G RBE OB S H A S F AN 2 G EARI LT IE
LWz, MosMFdLhiknedwnwinz s, 7,
BUEEOFENCOWTER L TERL MR, 7E8k%
KELCTHILT, TOWEER- - F TR HROBENR
DA RXB/NESLTEDLZ DD 7.

HHOMEE LT, BUHESOSENIS LT, #Y)%s
E R SR OBE A TR OB O BB F T 2D H TS
nas.
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BB BT (ExB)

1998 4F44 7 B T3 K TS50 e s
o AT LFEREZE, AR R KSR
BHEECE, 2004 4R R RS R EFBE T4
WrFERHEh T, 2007 4EFBI#L, 2016 4F
¥z, BAEICES. Ht (T¥). A
Thnee, NLAm, &ty b7 —2
ST AWFZEICES. TEEE =7 & H, ANTLIkEs
&, BARMEEE® 7 7 ¥ 1 %5, DARFHEAMFSERE.

I B—

1998 4EHUL T3 R Lo Lo
BHEESE. 2003 45 [FR SR e 1 Pt
TEEMFFERERT S T i £ R AR 1S
T (). FEIT, Kk
REFPEFFEDITER BT, Bh, JoiE
Bz 22 C, BUE, AR TERY
REFBE T 7ERHE R Lo S ez, AT HgE, ~ VT
I—Vxr NUATLEOMRICHESE. B EREES
=, NLHR¥RE=A.

AEF B (ExH)

1987 45 4 B T2 K2 T T,

T s

=4 BRI L B T, W (T

. %), FAERKFBF. 2008 4 FKY

b L ¢ TS, B S L. AT

b, BRI, AR v

N o R OB, N THTEEO B ~ OIS 1
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ACM %20,
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