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Abstract ; Aiming at the problems that when using an interval value to represent an unknown parameter in an incom-
plete information system, the opportunity to obtain the value over the whole interval is considered to be equal, but
the result may cause an over-large error. In order to solve this problem, a triangular fuzzy number was introduced
into decision-theoretic rough sets, and a triangular fuzzy decision-theoretic rough set under incomplete information
systems is proposed. Firstly, a new similarity relation was defined to describe incomplete information systems.
Then, in view of the missing values, a model of triangular fuzzy number decision-theoretic rough sets was construc-
ted to obtain the loss function. Finally, examples show that the proposed method not only makes up for deficiency in
representation of the interval value, but also highlights the main value most likely to reduce the classification error.

Keywords: incomplete information system; interval value; triangular fuzzy number; decision-theoretic rough sets
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2, HRIANERE IS o A = S g s 1) i, (HU: AT 2
—ERIRE  EE I M, ZE 1S T B X R R R —
KA S T A X ] N BUENL SO R 2,
REIMEE R RE S AR KIRZE . AE = AU
XBE A, £ « MBUENLS K, B oo 5T L
BT BRERE AT e e, DR (P = A A Stk
FEANEHE PEE T, AL BERS 58 H BUnT Bt fe K
B FAE, i HLAT AR X RIEGR R AR 2, T
I, ARSCTE TIS (Al 2 1 4 FH = ASOH 45k
e U R BR e 1 X T BB, F i T — fa e
Rk AT RS SRR
1 Fal 4R
1.1 RRHEAESE

PSR R A 20 R ) B A IR S 4 R 3 A4
rohEfiR ki, WEE Q = (X, X} 5551
FRFEHMEBET X IAET X A1 A={a,, a,,

ay | PN FRN A A R PSRRI A B R A 3
A58, ZIEEER BN [FAT 8 27 AR R 4 2k
I App Agp A 75138 Y« J& T X I, SREUT 3
apay . ay PR s F Ay A gy AW 73R 2 2
JET X B REUTH ap ay ay FRIBIE . ICRER
apagay3 MATEN T BRI R W] 200 2R R
R(ap! [x])=ApP(X | [x]) + A P(~ X1 [x])
R(ay | [x])=ApP(X1 [x]) + A P(= X1 [x])
R(ay! [x])=AGP(X 1 [x]) + AP(= X1 [x])
(1)

A [ ] IREARTE SRR T I, P(X | [x])
FP(=X | [x]) 50 Fam M2 xR0 X Fl
—X RS AR R DL 30T o SRR U i R R B
WA/ NIAT SR N B AR T 3O &%, TR A5 30
T 3 ZRORSRH .

P) % R(a,![x]) < R(ay![x])F R(a,|
[x]) < R(ay![x] BB, B4 v ePOS(X) ;

B) % R(a,![x]) < R(a,![x])F R(a,!
[x#]) < R(ay![x]) RBP4 x eBND(X) 5

N) % R(ay![x]) < R(a,![x])F R(a,|
[x]) < R(ay![«][RIBHEE R4 x eNEG(X)

HTPX | [x])+P(=X | [x])=1,F7LL iR
UM HSHER P(X | [2]) FIAECAYHR K R % A A
Koo BT R ABCT TE B D A A R N T
M DRI PR IR B 0 < App < A<t
0 < A S Apy<Apyo TIPS ZAF, WAL P)
~N) AT LRI LA 3 /S HME

o= Apy = Apy
(f\PN - /\BN> + (A = App)
_ Apy = Awy
. ()‘BN - ANN) + ()‘NP - )‘BP)
y = Apy = Ay (2)
(/\PN - ANN) + ()\NP - APP)

BT LR 3 AN EE, N P) ~ V) AT TR

P") #H P(XI[x]) =Za HP(XI[x]) =y
x ePOS(X);

B") # P(XI[x]) < « HP(XI[x]) =B,
x eBND(X) ;

N') EHP(XI[x]) <BHPKXI[x]) <y, N
x eNEG(X) .
1.2 Z=ZfREME

RO SEAE R B BB ) — R B =, O T
AL FRASTR AR B FAS B 8 M DR R R, ZE RO 4R
High , REREE TN — I REATE, ERE
PRI, AR B H T A R — 1
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EX 2 IR FRBRIE a= (1, m, u) &
— BRI, L om w SR H IAmAu, m
PR = SAREMIEL o B FME, L5 u 53 IFR R a R

A
BOMIEL o B pREU K0T 2m
0, x <[
x =1
s Il<sx<m
m -1
U,(x) = (3)
u-x
, msx<su
u-m
0, u > x

M l=m B m=u I, = AR B 22 o X H]
B, ] DL DX RO = AR RO — MR, 7EIX
R AE Y, B BRAG A IUE AT LA AL 15 5%
), T AE = FBO R R D F20E o BBUENL 2
HRORTTHT @ 53 EFR T BRAIUE T REMEIS

X FAEEPIDNEM =M% o, = (1, m,, u,),
ay=(ly, my, uy) FRAEY 5 HL> AR . 14 3 SR
LU

1) aj+a,=(l,+1,, m+m,, u,+u,);

2) ay—a,=(l,=l,, m,-m,, u,~u,);

3) a,a,=(l,l,, mm,, uu,);

4) a,/a,.(1,/u,, m/m,, u,/1,);

5)Aa,=(Al,, Am,, Au,), AeRHA >0,

2 HT IS = AEM Bk kR E

2.1 AEBEERS

EX 1P REEFELERFEUS= (U, AT, V,
£ o B U B—Fois i s 2 4E G AT &
E=HIRWEHEES; X TVa eAT, H a: UV,
Horb v IR B o AN EE it T 5 2 (i 0 dele 2 75
Z3Ml) . BYEEEES V=U,_ .V, . f N 1E B REL,
XFVa ed,x eU, B f (x, a)eV,, TEARH,IS
H T AR B DA R S a8t I 11
2.2 HEVERMBEXHIR

FENS= (U, AT, V, f)H, V=V, uf*| +FKR
RAMME, BREE%E D ARG R R, 40
FAHE T2 (EARSE AL R ] R, & T SCHk[25] , 3,
T TIEARSE &5 B RGP AU R 2

EX3 AEFHFEERGUS= (U, AT, V,
FroU=1ix,, %, =, 2,0 Hn DXIRIES, A=
a,t B m A BHENES, Y, v, H
aMERIFBIERR S, (v, ,x,) A

S, (x;,%;) =

Lajay, -

1, a;(x) =a,(y) # *
0, a,(x) #a,(y) Na,(x) # * Na,(y)# *
/v, |, HAth

(4)
A |V, [FORTERYE o, EEBOTRI DR,
TERPIDRE x, o BB S(x,, x,)H

S, (x;,x,)
S(x,,3) = D, — — (5)

EX 4 AREGEBRGENUS= (U, AT, V.f).
VL €[0, 1] MUFEZER SR, N SR, 1) L-#4E , Hd L
ok Ay 1 {2 A 7K, B
Vx,, xj,SR,\L(x,-, x;) <
S, (x;,%;)

Va,eA, S(x;, x;) = z

XETFRE—A 2, N (2, ]G = Ut o, [S(x,,
x) = Lo SIY 2 A Ry R HA A5 %
1o Hor L AR AT LATE AR D SR D 4 O RL L, — 148
FEARR T — BRI AT A FE R, Rl

S (x. ,x;
W L= 1,07 S( )= 3 o)y g

a(x)= ay) #=, FEXFEO T, LT L-EEN
MR E R FMAE, MK L=0, A

S, (x,,x;
S(xi’xj) :2 a(n;])

a, x)#%, a,(y) #%, x,, xﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁgé%o
HRAEAHUE A€ 2 (5), 26T L-BUAE AL &
(6) , T 1 AE IS H AR 3 NPSRIX IR,
EXS5 AEHFFERRGUS= (U, AT, V, ),
Vi eU,20 < B<a<1, T L-BEHLERE
L EEA
Sjia,ﬁ) (x) ={x e Ul Pr(x| [x]) = a}

(7)

=1L (6)

=0, W, a; (x) #a,(y),

SR'@,B) (x) ={x e Ul Pr(x| [x]%) > B}
(8)
AHXS LAY 3 APk 5 DI 03 3] o
POSL(Q’B) (x) ={x e Ul Pr(x| [x]5) = o}
BND, 5 (x) ={x e Ul B < Pr(x| [x]§) < a}
NEGL(C,‘B) (x) ={x e Ul Pr(x| [x]%) <B}
(9)
23 EBHEHFE
HRUEHE Y 12 2 30 o FE R B e e A WA
SR SR A MR SO/ R E BRI B U . X
HEFP 5k, o0 e B e S 3 1 KUK Dl 4. A4 Kumar



. 452 - BOBE R

g% M ERE

APTBIETE A, SRR (o) MR SRECH
r(a)=0.5[p(l+m) + (1 -p)(m+u)]
(10)
U p JEHRHEE  JRURSE i 4795 80, B Rt JRe s 2 1Y
MR 7R (10) 7 p (H AR IR DO i
SR, RV ER S 32 R Al AR AL, i SR WL 5 U
SARAG IR, R, 2 p = 0 Flp = 1 Hf,r(a)
AE T B T AR S R L ER S LA
2.4 BT IS M=AEMEBR R AR EEESII
AR DU e S 72 3 ] = MR, A RlR
ARSI = AR B R (B AN 3R 1 FR
F1 ARRETH RN =AEMBRKE
Table 1 The triangular fuzzy numbers loss values of

different states

X(P) - X(P)
a, App = (Lpp ympp s ttpp ) Apy = (Lpy ,mpy , py)
ay  App = Ugp,mpp,ug)  Apy = (lpy,mpy,upy)

ay Ay = (gpmyp i) Ay = gy, myy s ugy)

FELR LA, Ay = Ly mppy wpp) Ay = (L,
My s Ugp) Ay = (L s Mg, ye) SPHIFR Y 2 BT
X I REBUATEN ap .\ ayay PRI T Ay = (1,
My s Upn )~ Apy = (L s Mgy Ugy) Ay = (s My s
g ) TPINERAR Y v AR T X W RIBATEN 0y | ayay
TR o AR TR SROH LA B Y AR S (BRE R
(B JE LAR 2548

lPP = ZBP < lNP

Mpp S Myp < Myp
Upp S Upp < Upp Iy < gy < Ly
Myy S Mgy < My Uy S Upy < Upy

IR ) ay . ay 3 FAT 30 F AYHI R 2% v]
TP
R(ap! [x])=AppP(X 1| [x]) + ApP(0 X1 [x])
R(ay| [x])=AnpP (X1 [x]) + A P(— X1 [x])
R(ay ! [x])=AuP(X1 [x]) + AP(= X1 [«])

(11)

RIS DU IS PR SR U, 7 e 20 ) B 2 /N
AT SRV RAE TSI T %, TR AR 3 &
HLSEALI .

P,) & R(a,| [x]) < R(a,!l [x]) fI
R(a,| [x]) < R(a,!| [«x]) FIW L, B4 « e
POS(X);

B,) #& R(ay! [x]) < R(a,l [x])
R(ay| [x]) < R(a,!| [«]) FB L, B4 « €
BND(X);

N, )

# R(ay! [x]) < R(a,! [x]) F

R(ay! [x]) < R(ay| [«x]) FRIBRL, B4 % e
NEG(X) .

FEARSC, AT OB B HE T 7 ok W 58 = A
BB RS SE . BT 20 (10) , & BB R E A
DG il =R E e

r(R(ap ! [x]6) ) = r(Ap)Pr(X 1 [x]g") +
r(Ap) (1 =Pr(X1 [x]g")
r(R(ay | [x]6) ) =r(Ag)Pr(X 1 [x]g") +
r(Ap) (1 =Pr(X 1 [x]g")
r(R(ay ! [x]5) ) =r(A)Pr(X 1 [x]g") +
r(Ag) (1 =Pr(X1 [x]g")
Hrp
r(App) = 0.5[p(lyp + mpp) + (1 = p) (upp + myp) |
r(Apy) = 0.5[p(Lpy + mpy) + (1 = p) (upy + myy) |
r(Agp) =0.5[p(ly + myp) + (1 = p) (ugp + my) |
r(Agy) = 0.5[p(lyy + myy) + (1 = p) (upy + myy) ]
r(Ay) =0.5[p(Uyy +my) + (1 = p) (uy +my) |
r(Ay) =0.5[p(Lyy + myy) + (1 = p) (uyy + myy) |
HAFEIATT 3 2P .

P)# r(R(ap ! [x]4) ) < r(Ray! [x]5))
Fr(R(ap! [2]5)) < r(R(ay! [x]g) ) B
N IR 4 x ePOS(X)

B) A5 r(R(ay | [x]g) ) <r(R(ap! [x]))
Fr(R(ay | [2]5) ) < r(R(ay! [x]g) ) K
3,84 x eBND(X)

N) A r(R(ay | [x]5)) < r(R(ap! [x]4))
Fr(R(ay! [x]5)) < r(R(ay | [x]g) ) [FIEAL
3,84 x eNEG(X)

FH O, AT 1 = A B e SRR AR 1Y 3
WL, HLA5 R R

(r(Apy) = 1(Agy) )

T ) ) + (F) = r(A) )
) (r(Ap) = r() )

B ) = 1)) + (FAg) = r(Ag) )

o (r(Ap) = r(Ag) )

(r(Apy) =r(Ax) ) + (r(Ayp) = r(App))
(12)
% PR BN PSR B R 25 L | T R SO R B 1R
DR HH AR LR SREASE R | P e SRS TR 0 S 0 e S A
B, BT Li Zhou YA FEBEUE HEFY 7 15
HR R SR 1) XU 25 FE SO = AR R i e 2
HR,ESEMBBREAPE, Fli, e =1, 4
TR LA AT LA 1A
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(ZPN + mPN) - (ZBN + mBN)

a =

((ZPN + mPN) - (ZBN + mBN) + (ZBP +my) — (lPP + mPP) )

(ZBN + mBN) - (lNN + mN\J)

B:

((lm\' + mB\') - (ZB\J + mNN) + (lB\' + mNP) - (lBN + mBP) )

(lPN + mPN) - (lNN + myy)

Y
Hp =0, X FARMBSFRE B AT LIRIE N

- ((lPN + mPN) - (lNN + mNN) + (ll\'P + mNP) - (lPP + mPP) )

(mPN + uPN) - (mBN + uBI\')

a =
((mPN * uPN) - (mm\ + uBN) * (mBP + usp) - (mpp + uPP) )
B = (mpy + upy) = (mygy + uyy)
((mm\' + uBN) - (mNN + uNN) + (mNP + uNP) - (mBP + uBP))
(mPN * u}’]\) - (mNN + uNI\)
Y

TF Yao' 7 TS ZE W, B S 1E P SR AL
(B) FFHE a >B BYTEDL, BN
r(Agp) = 7(App) . r(Ay) = 1(Ay)
r(Apy) =1(Ag)  r(Agy) = r(Ayy)
A EE 0<B<a <1, W}, 0BT AT
DIAS B LT AR R
P')) & Pr(X| [x]5) = a, W x ePOS(X);
B',) #B<Pr(X| [x]L) <a, M x eBND(X);
N,) # Pr(X | [x]&) < B, M x eNEG(X),
X F AR i p = 1, BT R A = S e
AL Ay
OP',) # Pr(X| [x]%) = a, Ul x ePOS(X);
OB’,) # B <Pr(X| [x]4) <a, M x eBND(X);
ON',) # Pr(X | [x]g) < B, W x eNEG(X),
XFF AR, BB p =0, B X R ) = 3 e
AL Ay
PP’,) & Pr(X| [x]%) = «, W x ePOS(X);
PB,) # B <Pr(X| [x]&) <a, W x €
BND(X) ;
PN',) # Pr(X| [x]5) < B, W x eNEG(X) .,
AR, A T PRIERF 5T 1 58 45 P, SR LI (B) ik
A 55— RN B
r(Ag) —r(App) - r(Ayp) = r(Ag)
r(Ap) = r(Ag)  r(Ag) — r(Ag)
BHFMEGEEOIO<a <y <B <1, LI, #HiT
FUAET AT LIS S LL R A R .
Py #HPr(X1 [x]g) = v Ml x ePOS(X);
N,) A Pr(X 1 [x]%) <y, xeNEG(X),

3 EPI T

P22 W — PR I s A B IR A W7 45
PRI IR R 7E T I e T, AR 22 i

) ((mpy + upy) = (myy +uyy) + (g +uyp) = (mpp + 1) )

LWL S=<U, A = C U D > K1 ki
T IS B = B B SRR S R i e, U=
(2, %y, %5, Xy, Xs, Xg, Xy, Xg, Xy, X, | 2H]IE 10
P N a5, S5 E%E C ={a,, a,, a;, a,,
as, ag, a; | HHIFRR UL R NEY 7 FEAR IR
W SRR KRR RO AR LR, RO R TR AR
D = {X, =X}, Hh X £hig NEA TR, —X KR
N BA R AR RS PR AL 2,
x2 RABRHERESR
Table 2 The status of the illness patients

U a, a, a a, as a a,
X 1 1 * 1 1 1 3
X, 3 2 2 3 2 2 *
X5 2 * 2 2 1 2 2
Xy 2 1 2 * 1 1 3
X 2 1 1 2 1 * 2
Xg 2 2 2 * 2 2 *
X, 1 1 2 1 * 2 3
Xg 1 1 * 1 1 * 3
Xy 2 1 1 1 1 1 *
Xyo 3 2 * 2 2 2 3

SR TR AR 2 v AR A A X A
AT P TR I ) R/ INAT 0 R 3 S

T a1 &R, 2 AR, 3 REEIEH

WK a, . 1 R3S 2 B

T a1 AAFIE 2 RFAE;

SR a, o 1 ARFAR ™2 fUFA S, 3 R
AT

Wl as: 1 FRERIE 2 AR

IR ag: 1 10FA 2 RREA;

WLRHE a, .1 ARFAR™ 2 103G ™, 3 1
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RATEHE, = LRI, DXIE], e 3 fron . ARJE A (4) it aExT g v
HOC, R AR AR A = AR PRI v, ARIRLE A5 RINER 4 FrR

iV
R3 MANSEESTERKER

Table 3 Comprehensive assessment of the patient’s losses

U Xpp Ay Ay Ao Ay A
%, [0,u,1.50]  [2u,3u,3.5u]  [4u,5u,7u]  [ul.5u,2u] [2.5u,3u,4.50] [Su,7u,8u]
%, [3u,3.2u,3.5u] [4u,5u,5.5u] [6u,6.5u,7.5u] [0,u,2u]  [2u,3u,3.5u] [4u,6u,7u]
% [w,2u,3.5u] [3.5u,4u,4.50] [4.5u,5u,6u] [0.5u,u,2u] [2.5u,3u, 4u] [4.5u,5u,7.5u]
%, [w,20,2.50]  [3u,3.5u,4u] [Su,6u,7.50]  [u,2u,3u]  [3.5u,4u,50] [5.5u,6u,7u]
s [0.5u,u,1.5u]  [2u,3u,4u] [4.5u,5u,6.5u] [1.5u,2u,3u] [3.5u,3.8u,4u] [4.5u,5u,7u]
% [w,2u,3.5u]  [3.5u,4u,5u] [Su,6u,7.5u] [0.5u,u,2u] [2.5u,3u,4u] [2.5u,3u,4u]
%, [u,1.5u,2u] [3u,3.2u,3.5u] [4.5u,5u,7u] [u,2u,3.50]  [4u,5u,6u] [6.5u,6.8u,7u]
g [0.5u,u,1.5u] [2u,3u,3.50] [4u,50,7.5u] [1.5u,2u,3u] [4u,5u,5.5u0] [6u,7u,7.5u]
%y [0,u,1.50]  [2u,3u,4u]  [Su,6u,7u]  [w,2u,3.5u] [4u,4.2u,4.50] [Su,6u,7.5u]
X [3u,3.5u,4u] [4.5u,5u,5.50] [6u,6.5u,7u]  [0.5u,u,2u] [2.5u,3u,3.5u] [4u,5u,6u]

x4 BNMRAZEBRMUERT
Table 4 The similarity between the individual patient

S(x,%) % % oxox, X % % % x %0
%, 1.00 0.14 028 0.69 043 0.19 071 085 0.64 028
%, 0.14 1.00 042 026 014 0.69 042 021 0.14 0.64
s 028 042 100 055 071 0.62 043 036 043 0.50
%, 0.69 026 055 1.00 055 040 055 0.62 0.62 0.33
s 043 0.14 071 055 100 033 028 043 0.64 0.36
% 0.19 069 0.62 040 033 1.00 079 026 0.19 0.55
x, 071 042 043 055 028 048 1.00 079 036 0.50
% 0.85 021 036 032 043 026 079 100 0.57 0.36
% 0.64 0.14 043 062 064 0.19 036 057 1.00 0.21
X 028 0.64 050 036 036 055 050 036 021 1.00

HERIP, A L=05+e (e BIEMTF /M), DB FESRER AR NT .

SETFHULBE T 4G x, 190 Pr(X T [ 160 = Loy Jae 0 X/ [ ] = 0.80
[ Jan = {oey 22005207, ,% ) Pr(X 1 [x,]5) =[x )6 N X/ [x, 15
(o, )b = {x, 26,2000} Pr(X | [xy]5) =[x 15 N X/ [x,]5 =0.50
[y )b = {aq,20, 05,54} Pr(X| [x,]5) =[x, )% N X/ [x,] =0.71
[, ] = {00,204, 20, , 25,205,004 , X0 } Pr(X | [x5]5) = (a5t N X/ [x5]5 =0.50
(s ] = {05 ,00, ,205 , %0 } Pr(X | [xg]h) = [wg)i N X/ [x,]5 =0.20
[ ) = {20,004, %6, %5, ) Pr(X | [x,]5%) =[x, 15 N X/ [x,]5% =1.00
[y 16 = {204,205, % ) Pr(X 1 [wg]&) =[x ] N X/ [x5]¢ =0.75
[y 15 = {20,272, ) Pr(X 1 [x,]5) = [x,1% N X/ [x,]% =0.80
(g Jon = {0y 204,205,205, } Pr(X 1 [x]6) = [x0)ee N X/ [2]G =0
(200 )b = {2,,26,200} WA 2.2 FTREBHE PR I = AL r () RO HE

i}, 3

IR 8 X =], xy, 40 20y 2] FEEGR(10), % p = 0Flp = 1B, r(a) MBI

X B FR A5 A R

MOMERA X B R, MRIEER 2,8 FAPR R FUR MBS WL, RAE(12)
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Table 5 The associated threshold value of each patient’s
ERUNS AR
a, B, i a B, i

%, 0.6190 0.5714 0.5429 0.6522 0.4211 0.5476

0.6311 0.5000 0.578 0

%, 0.4286 0.4286 0.5882

%3 0.5333 04333 0.5517 0.6471 0.6154 0.6333
0.5714 0.4000 0.4706

0.4828 0.3836 0.4375

%y 0.6667 0.6667 0.5152
x5 0.5000 0.5000 0.428 6
0.500 0

%s 0.4578 0.457 8 0.6316 0.4706 0.5556

%7 0.5333 0.5333 0.5954 0.4667 0.5093 0.494 0

xg  0.6452 0.6452 0.5588 0.5000 0.4783 0.4872

%9 0.5789 0.5789 0.4444 0.5161 0.3478 0.4324

%y 0.464 3 0.464 3 0.571 4

35 G T RO AE KUl d- D SR D]
DO B RN T, o 8 1y WBUETED, FTLLE
oy B oy BUHEE K B, BB, WUE /N, ixX 15 ]
AR SCE DB, Bl i AR o HAIEING B
(BLIE B A= i 18 AT 1% A ABE 248 5 T 2 W 32 S8 Ml e XU
Bl BN o EHAEKN B ESITCHR 5.

R = AT Al SRR 45 b 9 Dl S 00, 7
PSR R T B LR AR Pr( X [, ] ")
B «, 8, IR/, X L= 0.5+¢ BT, SRWHETR &
FEELL S E PSR AR N 6 PR .

F6 RELR

Table 6 the decision results

0.5556 0.6000 0.5385

U PRSI S S SRS
X, POS(X) POS(X)
X, NEG(X) NEG(X)
% BND(X) NEG(X)
X, POS(X) POS(X)
s POS(X) POS(X)
% NEG(X) NEG(X)
%, POS(X) POS(X)
% POS(X) POS(X)
%y POS(X) POS(X)
X NEG(X) NEG(X)

M 6 ATLLE th, TER MR E B, (v, x,,
Xs, X, Xy, X} €POS(X), {%,, x4, 2,0} ENEG(X),
{x;} eBND(X), HEEEMIIKEF K, {«,, 2,

Xs, %, Xg, % €POS(X), | x,, %, %, %] €

NEG(X), #it5 X={x,, x,, x5, x,, 65| X HEATLA
B x, AR B H B0 EE R E X TR0
PR F UL, BT E AT — LW, xR
SR RE BRI R B E H SR 0 PR 5 2 R AR U
PR H IR T ZE— 20 B2 W, I, PSR RS
RN ISR RGP T — M TR DR 3 R
BT

FE RS FRATTRAS AR LG 3R B 45 14 Ak
RETE L=0.5+¢ EAG DHEATHHER, T rIkf]
BT L €[0.5, 1],26K 0.1 B, 52 HXF R H AR
SRR AR PR R 25 Rk 7 PR,

7 LERERERREARES R

Table 7 The different decision results corresponding to /.

values

L8 SRR AR

POS(X) x, %4, X5, X7, g, Xg Xy, Xy, Xs, Xy, Xg, Xy
0.5 NEG(X) Xyy Xgy X Xy, X3, Xgy Xy

BND(X) X,

POS(X) %y, %y, X7, Xg, Xy Xy, Xy,X7, Xg, Xy
0.6 NEG(X) %,, %3, X5, %, X9 Xy, X3, X5, Xg, X

BND(X)

POS(X) %, Xy, X5, X7, Xy X, Xy, X5, X7, Xg
0.7 NEG(X) Xy, Xy, Xy Xy s Xy, Xy

BND(X) Xy, Xg Xy, Xg

POS(X)  xy, %4, Xs, X;,% Xy, Xy, Xs,Xg,%g
0.8 NEG(X) %5, %3, %, Xg, X1y X,, X3, Xg, Xg, Xy

BND(X)

POS(X) Xy, Xy, Xs,0q,% Xy, Ky, Xs,0q,%g
0.9 NEG(X) %,, %3, X, %9, X1g Xy, Xz, Xg, Xg, X

BND(X)

POS(X) x,, x4, X5, Xy, Xg Xy, Xy, X5, X7,Xg
1.0 NEG(X) x,, %3, X, Xg, X9 X,, X3, Xg, Xy, X}

BND(X)

MR T W LLE B DR AR A RS L (YA
b, PR E SRR SA —E M2k, Y4 L=0.7 B, &
PR H IR F NN x, v T B — 1012
Wr, A BERES . SR 24 L=0.8 I, 5k WLk 5 & Al
SPEREE N 20y xg N BEHE— 2512 W, R h G
B, LR RLEE B3 K, PSR PR S TR
FE PR

FE LS H BT O A AR R X E R 5
PR = ARSI o (B E A DX R B T
ATEEAR B R G = A B E e SR R 4 5 Sk
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g% M ERE

(17 ] v X T gk SRR A 7 R VR X LE, e AR s
8 E AT S AR SCHK [ 17 ] AT A AR X 1 1Y) 2519
INCOE P[RRV PN e S R

e[0.5, 1], 2K 0.1 i B L KRB, 52
Xk IO B 21 LRI SIE WL R SR 3 ) DR SR A5 R N3k 8 ~ 10
B,

®8 BENHRANBEXBEITESER
Table 8 The associated threshold value of each patient’s
ERUNS AR
@ B, i a B, i

% 0.5000 0.2500 0.4000 0.5000 0.2500 0.3333

%, 0.8333 0.3333 0.5833 0.8333 0.3333 0.6250

%3 0.2857 0.5000 0.3333 0.2857 0.5000 0.4703

%y 0.6667 0.5556 0.6000 0.6667 0.5556 0.5000

x5 0.5667 0.8000 0.5545 0.5667 0.8000 0.6000

%6 0.5742 0.5000 0.5333 0.5742 0.5000 0.6667

%, 0.8556 0.6667 0.6111 0.8556 0.6667 0.4000

xg 0.2500 0.2000 0.2222 0.2500 0.2000 0.3500

%9 0.8729 0.7500 0.6363 0.8729 0.7500 0.5714

% 0.3333 0.1428 0.2000
R RRER
Table 9 The decision results

U ERUNS eSS
% POS(X) POS(X)
%y NEG(X) NEG(X)
X3 POS(X) POS(X)
Xy POS(X) POS(X)
Xs BND(X) NEG(X)
% NEG(X) NEG(X)

0.3333 0.1428 0.3333

% POS(X) POS(X)
X POS(X)
%y POS(X)

10 NEG(X)

9 T LI M IO TR B A Ay At S SR
TSR R BB, 15, x5, %y, 55, x5, 591 €
POS(X), {x,, x4, 2,0} eENEG(X), {x,} eBND(X),
EAEEMIRERR, (5, x5, x4, %, %, %] €
POS(X), {x,, x5, x4, 5,0} ENEG(X), 56
MBS X=1{x,, x,, x5, x,, x| 15 FIERAIHE AR 55
TR R BT 0T DL B, s 1A R R R Y B
PRI (H 2 AL 3 A AN Sk — 25 12 i,
T 2y AT 75 A R85 SR 1) BRI R (B X T X

POS(X)
POS(X)
NEG(X)

IR EROERS RS S I RIS RS S T =P M=
TTiE— iz,
F10 LEFREMERRHRKER

Table 10  The different decision results corresponding to
values
L IRWLLR SR AW
POS(X) %, %3, %, %5, Xg, Xg X1, X3, Xy, Xy, Xg, Ko
0.5 NEG(X) Xy, Xy Xy Xyy X5y X,y Xy
BND(X) Xs
POS(X) x, %y, X5, X7, Xg, Xy Xy, Xy, X5, Xy, Xg, Xg
0.6 NEG(X) Xy Xgy Xy Xy X3, X, Xy
BND(X) X3
POS(X) %, %4, %7, Xg, X9 Xy, X3, Xy, Xs, %7, Xg
0.7 NEG(X) Xy s Xgy Xy Xy5 X6y Xio
BND(X) X3, Xs Xg
POS(X) «x,, %y, %5, %7, Xg, X, X, Xg, X
0.8 NEG(X) Xy Xy, Xgy Xy Xyy Xy, Xg, Xy
BND(X)
POS(X) 75 Xgy Xg 1y Xy y X5 ,%7,0g, Xy
0.9 NEG(X) Xyy Xy, Xy Ko Xy, Xy, Xg, X
BND(X)
POS(X) 1y Xgy X9 Xy, Xy, Xs, Xg,Xg 5 KXo
1.0 NEG(X) Xy Xy, Xgy X Xy, Xy, Xg, Xy
BND(X)

M 10 AT LA, 2 L=0.8 I, SR W AR Wk
RHE R RIRER G TRE , Hoh o, ARIF R B H -
o B P ER LR X T I X I L 149 S L 86 0 e
RERUL, HRFT T EHATHE— LR W, SR =
PRI RO IR A L, SR T X RIE 23 B 5 52 B 22 5 (L
S HEBIRIIRZE

4 #HRIE

ARICEET IS, NP SRR 4R Hh %, A = A A
WIROR BEE R O pREL, 4R i — Bl A o8 &5
BBAHRICR . RGOS s qE, 15 B =
ROV E 128 5306 0], 1) FH = AR AR 00K SR U K bR
0, A = A ORI K e SRR £ ) LR AR Y G
A S A AL A AN TR XD R SRR £ 1) DR S HIL
T = AR TR AR DA 2 b B, A (S BE 58 A0 8 ]
DX 8] 2 BN G 1 25 R X ) P9 BCIEL AL 2 A 45 1) R
1117 ELAE ST AR S 1 38 25 24, DR SR A R N
FEESEPRRI . T —AN B B, R A T AR A AN
SE PRI T RHNE A4 R R R A5 20 ) ST, S 2 bR
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