5510 H4 6 1 R A
2015 4F 12 A

CAAI Transactions on Intelligent Systems

Vol.10 No.6
Dec. 2015

S

DOI:10.11992/1is.201507055

) 28 H Rt Ik - hitp :// www. cnki.net/kems/ detail /23.1538.tp.20151110.1354.018. html

RREEE =B an A

=

L, RyEA

(Lamdbpit ks HF5EFLHAFFR, Mk FE050024; 2. BREZFFR FEIARFER, T 6RE

050031)

B AR SRR E i 55 A S A A5, E ST IR SO D T B A A B, B
B, FET— SO EAHIE A R A IO FE 3L, 205 A ) — SR S T R A i ] B 0GR LR AR IR — SR
AR A RO, T8 E A AR R BV E B, R T T RSO U S i A U T vk OB R L

AR AN S HE PR AR T — o A A RIAE SR

KIS PR 5 e B R oy
XHRIRER A X EHS:1673-4785(2015) 06-0934-04

HESES . TPIS

=i

H35 AR W, REE REEBEROGEER[J]. TRAZKFM, 2015, 10(6) : 934-937.
X 5| FH#&3:MA Li, MI Jusheng. Propositions reasoning of decision formal contexts[ J]. CAAI Transactions on Intelligent Sys-

tems, 2015, 10(6) ; 934-937.

Propositions reasoning of decision formal contexts
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(1. College of Mathematics and Information Science, Hebei Normal University, Shijiazhuang 050024, China; 2. College of Information
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Abstract ; With respect to formal context, by weakening the composition condition of a formal concept, this paper

proposes that the basic unit of cognition, i.e., proposition, is wider than the current formal concept. Using the con-

cepts of necessary proposition and sufficient proposition as a basis, we provide some related properties of a proposi-

tion and the relationship between various propositions, and propose an effective way to obtain some new proposi-

tions. Using the degree of determination of a proposition, this paper discusses the propositional reasoning in a deci-

sion formal context, and provides a new framework for uncertain reasoning in a formal context.
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