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An Inquiry into Consumer Decision Rules with Fuzzy Inference
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Abstract

Understanding how buyers make their consumption decisions and adapting to consumer
needs are absolute necessities for competitive survival in marketplaces. According to the
amount of available information and the speed in making a decision, consumer decision
making can be distinguished into three specific levels: extensive problem solving, limited
problem solving, and routine problem solving. Consumers consider sets of product attributes
by using different decision rules, depending on the complexity of the problem solving process
and the importance of the choice to them. Therefore, this study attempts to differentiate
decision rules based on the influences of antecedent determinants (such as involvement and
perceived risk) under each type of problem solving processes. Fuzzy inferences with a
generalized modus ponens procedure are applied to facilitate approximate reasoning of
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decision rules. Since fuzzy implications are fundamentals of rule reasoning, we discuss
inference effects concerning sixteen basic types of fuzzy implications. A total of 90
questionnaires were sent out and 87 valid copies retrieved. From the empirical analysis, we
found that desirable prediction results occur frequently in bounded sum operation of
S-implications and standard fuzzy intersection, algebraic product, and bounded difference
operations of R-implications. In conclusion, the inference results of decision rules using
antecedent determinants indicate that R-implications have significantly effect on prediction
accuracy under each level of problem solving processes.

Keywords: consumption decision, problem-solving level, decision rule, fuzzy inference, fuzzy
implication

VR AR AR A R F AR RTINE G A FREE RS R
L A & I TR & ,mizn\;}g o fe B A e cnRE Y R AR
JRAREAIT o § o R Pochid- 502 R (Decision Rules)s ¥ gy G fx A oo Bl A
T A FR 3t /ﬂ ‘}‘ PP RE R AR A e -2 Plenid & o

# Pamnﬁd AR EBHEFROREMBEERNT 7. m{g"a‘& AR AAEASZ PR
BRI 74 L B 7 ;gd K E) ﬂ £ Fﬁmﬁﬁ‘—% BRI A0 A T AR Brand
Wi RIEART oo TR R R R F R UTREE TR dbehid i ke & (Successive
Set) o Fl 3 e LR RIF R 74 A EHEPT B p RPFFFER o

WL v RE Y PR - B REHAE 2 Wmﬁ%’ﬁ”ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ?

- Lﬁ\zzﬂl FlF S P~ 3R e AP ZRAERNY F e 22 R
FIt f”fﬂ FPREEF TR A I AR RGBT R ER o B AT RS
i?—‘kiftﬁ T F R AR R B R R R 3R S ?T’%*"*P/PJ T%

dﬁfpmwiﬁéﬁﬁ’\%whﬁ%*%%ii fﬁ’4hia%w FEehe p
Zadeh >+ 1965 # #% ! fick & & (Fuzzy Set)72 4 m%“f_,ﬁ {80 W EfRAA T IR %
mg R - MER PSR R F TS TR %l/\ . w#&% % iR BB
RO RPEAFTHERELEFTA ST 2"“—%@:5] FF & F—%”T&B’*Lﬁjz
RI2- B enL R BE 08 o 10 RO I8 TR R f o TR B A0 R R ehiigt o 2
L&y {58 o A7 BTk it o ;é A1 B M R R AR F A S
T ET RSB ARERN c FEN IR AF T AR P PR ()

—%ﬁ?a‘% RAS(E S 2 ) B R R AR F L e R
%\fa’*,Li\ﬁi' Do B KE R AR S 5 (2) AL I iokdashans 2 > SR e T

Aa(E8 ke L )T o ‘fﬂ ”LF;}%E" AR E R e

2. é}f&\r}éﬁ
21 /}; _-k L;{,ﬁﬁmgﬁ-ﬂn}

-12-



R CECECY RN iy Kk LRI R oy

WRHAR AN ERY ¢ TR ;‘«?7};4‘1 Fr R E - B AR TR
¥4+ §73 973 o Dewey {1910 # 1 3R F MR AR 07 5L ARG - B K AL
(Problem Solving) shi 4% > digd »* i Azi) § 7 1% LA F £(F 15 % > 2001) - Blackwell
etal. (2001)H#-p§ 4K AF et B MAR 5 - wwz‘%?% m SR AL EARED T 0 T A
%W R R AE %458 4] (Extended Problem Solving) ~ # A& B® 4% % /43¢ 3] (Midrange Problem
Solving) 4 2 F *T R 4% % 447 3] (Limited Problem Solving) - if‘w‘ﬁ’ FORAE EARRRE P
FPFPRgFRAAR T BRL R ERSLFERET . B3 ’iﬁ’%”—*ﬁ&éﬁﬁﬂ— =R A
Fe Eo FRHe T g NEEs ESERSE w’fﬁ”’?fﬂ AT AR Y
f# 124 % (Habitual Decision Making) (Blackwell et al., 2001 ; Solomon, 2004) o

Hawkins et al. (2004)# i % H b AW A2 ~ (Involvement) 42 & ehg 1€ > &
BB KBS S EAE A ﬁ\(Extended Decision Making) ~ 7 *4] 4 i (Limited
Decision Making)¥2 # p 443 (Nominal Decision Making) - 1& & 4] J—‘ﬁi%ﬁ“d R 5_enth 2R
BRIRFT AT LA DS BTG NG oY TR A A AL RiERS 3

rSFil-? o AR R o3 T J—Tﬁi%}gd 'L P‘*Kbt’p\ MEMFFETHE s fHHET
MY IR P AR LIV R ﬁ\(HabltuaI Decision Making) o #* ;- 3 i 42
PR Edeihe p MENMEH > L B ﬂ é—‘gia 72 F ;k&mﬁig o~ Fe R > B B prT
i G (AR DA SN ARR o TR BER ﬂF/\ AL 0 TS M A ABER S A R
TR gFiEMLBR FRRIAIEE RFERIFIAS P HARTA S &

% % PE T (Brand Loyalty Purchases)£: £ 4g |+ P& ¥ (Repeated Purchases) o 549 & 34§
{#p Wy "kﬁ"‘ FEASHERTREAEK o n 3 RF KBRS R o T4
PHE L P EHAF I EL AL IBLF > 50 RETHR L3S
%‘f'ﬁmmﬁi‘% P EW DA R A R TR ANTR 0 TR
2 o IR S UPEE I - IS p Rt

Schiffman and Kanuk (2004)4*$t3j" §:  REF A2 i 35 F P e 4 A2 R - & )
e KEA) PR AW i AR 0 A B 5 R LR 4R f2 /447 ) (Extensive Problem Solving)
MAEfZA-8 3 2 b 74 F & {7 % (Routinized Response Behavior) o 13} &) 7425 & {7
Ao A R AT ERERR C EHFASrRNE 2 F O RE A ﬁ‘i“uiﬁ'%"
HeramE e EFER A BT BFES A FFREAOTIR G R FALF S H
A E - T AR R REF 2 )ﬁrﬂj’}"é_’q]‘“?@f/#ﬁ\am/ﬁm]rmbmo

Wells and Prensky (1996) 1 & iz J5if §: & RE-§ ﬁﬁfar’v’ﬂﬂfﬁ& ERR O VRS GREA
AL (Extensive Decision Making) ~  *37] i—a&{ 1] 7 #4743 (Routine Decision Making)
(%L # 1) - Wells and Prensky 45 4 6] (7124 K & 7 i | # £ ;}'E-—é- AF LA e AR — 3T
Tl ARZP N RFFEL DT RNEAFET Ao

IE3

&l

=% |



2007

Bt AR G ol MR
»EA »EA REA
BHA <j> RHN

T B G:::§ R AR

B a%n 05 ason

£ Qiiiﬁ AR

FEBE ¢:::§ BEBA

% Rl BHREAP

Bk G:::$ Wk
1

(Complex Decision Making)

(Routinized Choice Behavior)
(Routine Problem Solving)
(Midrange Problem Solving)

(Extensive Problem

Solving, EPS) (Limited Problem Solving, LPS)
(Routine Problem Solving, RPS)
1. (EPS)

EPS

(Evaluative Criteria)

( 2002 ; 2003 ; Schiffman and Kanuk, 2004 ; Solomon, 2004)
2. (LPS)
LPS

-14-



R CECECY RN iy Kk LRI R oy

ARl TR o 0§ i M ARR M B SRS F DA SR RG>
FREAE R AL ETR wﬁﬂmfwmmﬁo*wﬂ*d H hfriEEAY £

WA H R aiE AR (A% 0 2001 ; Hawkins et al., 2004 ; Schlffman and Kanuk, 2004) -
LPS 7™ ¢ 5 4 £ Pl HARB KRGS F >+ 7 LG EAFH P 757 o
3. b7 K ALf% 47 31 (RPS)

RPS 47 2) £ B ff H chif 4 BT - KA o B A JHER T o g F o AR
a,me%ﬁkRw,awébﬁaﬁ*%;#ﬂ*ﬁ**mﬁ FHRTE R A

®
”szmv' ‘?’j ° Wa AR R E A S a’%’“i’dﬁ F’Lfﬂ’ SEIUE R R A
B 4p B AT %’memﬁan#ap%ﬂm%a B R E R
B* d *““‘”ﬂiaﬁl ) ZEPI VRSP F LR ¥ AL - RATH

IR R /T**g?i/ﬁ B —‘Fkl’ ¥ hf:f&f'— WA o i2aE J‘T’/Lﬁ\" e B

(Peter and Olson, 1999 ; +ri&-g » 2002 ; £ & 2 - 2003) o J' 7 ¥ 7~ 7 s $H R 4+
A SR BB AR AR AR A A K TS A SR iL% om0 AT
"ka o ¥R L BE e ALY X 7 L XREY AR AN q*u? A B R A B TR BRI A en
A3 2 7¢ (Hawkins et al., 2004) -

2.2 ¥ % p)(Decision Rules)

Peter and Olson (1999)45 ) &ij # ¥ BLR W ALfR A4 > B E AT S 304D
Ear - A ERRERTRERES K - AEHES Rk o 5 3 K £ B4z (Integration
Process) ™ 12 #* KPP 3P ip B iEF AT & 51 58 & g {ofl 5 F "8 (Heuristics) & 5
%2 P](The Rule Of Thumb)efd B 42 5 o It ;% e & ok A 8 124 0 04 K 0% P
(Compensatory Decision Rules)£s 24 1F 4743 ;2 B (Noncompensatory Decision Rules)
X F RS AL ERLELER S T REEFIEE AN - BEROER &
He-BEL>EOER %sr‘\ % 7G5S (Multiattribute Modle) @ 34 1t 450

7] - Bettman #1979 & 3, 2 BRSNS f e A iR R T AR G A iE
o Mﬁ? o HtE - ll}%a&+ﬂ—gm’Lk\4t RBAck A T ode k> A8 & - BEHE S F
#"I-I‘ » #R 1573:33"35 I-I% §’~r5 e ,% o MM /*3‘3_ "g' T"Lﬁﬁ-f-/”\ ‘; ‘ = (Conjunctlve) A ‘:F":

(D|SJunct|ve) s & B b gz (Lexicographic) ~ gkt Mf (Elimination By Aspects) o p v s ¥
BT 0 A3 gL _@ﬁiq—\t_%ﬁ P iE o A EHE N R THT R H RS AR AL
rf]fr;ﬁvaw w EARE E W R 3R ALK Sl E
IS ENeL 7ff—.w Mgy o @1%\ P Ik oRpE > gt i H g 82 R ;T‘gﬁﬁﬂ/-‘i-ifuj»
@ﬂ?%’ﬁ ERERAEL 2T e

Arnould, et al. (2003)45 &1 & ¥ E 3% > ¥ A 5 247 o ¥ - 7 LB (Attribute
-Based Choice) - % i} # & #3722 r%éﬁ"vll?fﬁ MEMEHpE ARG R m ¥ A EHER
PR e RE SR LRI o ¥ - 4 AL R # 3 (Attitude-Based Choice) - i # 4
e - EMOER CF R ERAFTRG VA HEABEEF R ¥ Z AN
B H3 3% (Affective-Based Choice) > # 3t a it B2 i R £ H > B2 W & f25 F 300

&

-15-



FmpEy 2007 %o B E IR K8 R §

KA BGER A EEFRNEEEAS f??f;éf_);é& ReofrE#FEER?  HEERaImdl ¥ L
R R R PR S o 2 3 0 AR 5 5 A < Hanna and Wozniak (2001)
7 % 4 4p I hg 2 o Hawkins et al. (2004)7“<ﬁ 41272 Arnould, etal.4p i eni 3%k > 2 .7
h > Hawkins et al. p B dn &1 B2 48 il 502 RIpeA 5 A% 1 1A 508 R g 2ha8 o 2
WE R e A EAE R e R R E R N B kR ffﬂ/\ﬂt’ £ EH A
AL 5B & om 2 A RI2RIPEA S SN AR AR S
U DS RS GENUBRIESy - I T -3 ;2 Pl (Elimination-By-Aspects Decision Rule) °
”ﬁ“*#%%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁéﬂ’ﬂ“iﬁﬂgﬁﬁé LN B RN LR AP A S -
F A kG B RE R B R bt’ﬁ—&»#“]‘ ARERAA RGO  X 8§
(2003)@ by B+ » & M+ (Cut Off) 2 2 5L (Cues Of Signal) sl 4 # 44 * %
e k(LA 1) B A j“‘i&x A M R ok 2B L
WEME K YR HF A GHT cd RN A ASE g e

,,_

ﬂa‘.rr

./ﬂ#:_ﬂzbl-r

PR

Fo01 A AR Rl A S R
W N2 PR R | AV RGER] | B g2 R
BT W+ B+ i 5. b+

R FHREEWS [ FRBEAY | FRERER (AR ERER
/;E %‘j_ @ - ;JFE- =< _ l[a; f; )u? ;IE%‘ (E\} :’f\- j—i—— _@ ] ll'L (E\; :;’\' Ei: _@ 1l ll-L
Bk Zengo ok | HER)EERE [ ER)ME TR

Mo % S MR
FEM By o AP R R aPA R PAOEF LT PRI R

e \‘\:nn)i:f—a‘&”Lri}%B"m/Lai/zF'J" ] L%Eﬂi;ﬁtﬁwﬂ 5.

Rl SE U O e

i 72 Bl (Compensatory Decision Rules)¥s 24 # 444 K /2 B (Noncompensatory Decision
Rules) o #F 1 14 % ;2 Pl » 5 1§ H 4c 4% ;% (Simple Additive) &2 4c 4% 4c &, ;2 (Weighted
Additive) ; 248 M4 5002 Bl A 5 i 5845072 Bl (Conjunctive Decision Rule) ~ 2tig %2

74743 7% P (Disjunctive Decision Rule) ~ iz A +* #2743 ;% B (Lexicographic Decision Rule)
2 BB "$ /A2 PJ(Elimination-By-Aspects Decision Rule) »

3. PR

31 Hulif § H AR ARRE
B 1% £ (2001)# 1 %

(RA7 3 LR LR 3R A5 ))
#* iz o Wells and Prensky (1996) 2
R(RFT L SR LR R R4 S

i aE Al
AT RS §FIASLE  BRG R B - BREY
AR AT RS Y 4 4¢3 9073 ko Hawkins et al. (2004)4; 213 %
é%ﬁ" R L etk g 3R E
dﬁﬂmﬁ%@ﬁm%W1ﬁ@’??
4 174 ;Lff\(ﬂ\ﬁﬁi «ufﬁ—

(=] FF

”LW*F”°ﬁM“ﬁﬁh%ﬁﬁ)%mﬁ&ﬁ#ﬁﬂm%&é

W~ R )
TR bR AR AR g G

MR MR R R SRR

FAOER R RSk

-16-

T A G RE N s W PR
Eﬁt—% 17";)‘ AR A~ "{«fr’?& Do ﬁ'& v

% 2R {ﬁ*/g—fr‘ﬁﬂ' > 4}’

£
P R PR R ALK
%:ﬁlf'-?;ﬁ1 }f",E‘_E"f‘»'g

Hf2ASA) 2 b
SRR (RS

SRS R R L

ST A SR

LR R RS A 8 b (7




R CECECY RN iy Kk LRI R oy

FORRfZA v R MR AE %SRS - B3 o Schiffman and Kanuk (2004) 4+
i p H AR AR G LS AR R > BT R S E AR o Assael (2004)3 2
Pop oo R LR AR A A (AT L SRR T R AR BT R R N 0 P
A g% 4 > @ Shethetal. (1999)# 1) § = 13t b (7 1 L2472 7 AL40F F Aobis -
F5 it v;’% rETV %ﬁd AR NF M E R YR eE M PEE LB AR T
?iz" PFERF SR R RN R R A NSRER T A SRR 2 T

ﬁé% AR 5 *piﬁlﬁkﬁﬂiﬁﬁlkﬁﬁL%&{ﬁ%ﬁﬁ’ Lt B
ER2Z LR & ﬁ%iﬁiﬁ”ﬁwwﬁiiﬁﬂ’m%ﬂﬁﬂﬂ*%yw%§’$
‘Piﬁ?mﬂ”F% Beng 3 o0 £%p 518395 3207 b apb A R E B
ﬁmé%maﬁa°ﬁwi%%£a$’miﬁﬁﬁlwﬂﬁ% i%%ﬁﬁmﬁﬁ,
At A B2 A BAani T o € FIL KT ARRRE oM gV RS R0
ﬁ%ﬁq°q“’ﬁpiﬁﬁiﬁmmﬁaﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁLxﬂﬁ 41?{% L
APk AL A BRI R R TS EA Pi% TRERV BIRE o HIREE SR
ERTAERRE 0 R PR BALFERT 5 T LR A AR ERA T 2 X RA
Foo DI R AR A A B MIFS R RAE LKA P AR/ R F

SR

FERDEP LRI X A FURRITL Y R é%%ﬁﬁﬁ4uﬁkiﬁ;%A'
g FIPMH G AR A G TR REFRANE A2 RPIA & o

32 BELRE N2 FF

BRI é;’%(Zaichkowsky, 1985; Ursic and Helgeson, 1990; Helgeson and Ursic,
1993; McDonald, 1993; Alden et al., 1994; Coupey, 1994; Dabholkar, 1994; Yadav, 1994;
Muthukrishnan, 1995 ; Wells and Prensky, 1996; Hoyer and Maccinnis, 1997, % 3 ' » 1998,
Hansen and Helgeson, 2001; Solomon, 2001) » i} % 4 REF i K i@ & & * il 02 ) > 4
ERFAFNZ e RHr BRESRAFHE %i)i Ji TE’_E&‘E T 58 & A )~
W%ﬂ%ﬁﬂ%ﬁs*ﬂ\wf& ERAg )~ L RAERBRT - R e RE A
Y2 A% B4 CRARG THAR R Y Bﬁiéﬂﬁi\ﬁé_;‘%éﬁ?—% )
AT A B L j—ﬁ\

2 %fx
\nL

3.3 H A2
REE Soat 3 A e " p T hE e (Personal Relevance) i # » ek o g5
BAPCEIRARERTRN > > B rARL - AP AR PR A AR F

Bl e pARipaRE gXIEnfge Lo R PR EHY Eal TS AL T R
AR R IR o~ § - ﬁé_u,:_;l%ﬁ\g B RAREXIEESFEBRAG R ERE
SRR RF TR T MR TREE AN R enap MR §F
W ARG AR 8 A4 - @R Mo E s § 7 5 (Wright, 1973; Engel and
Blackwell, 1982; Zaichkowsky, 1985; Celsi and Olson, 1988; Swinyard and William, 1993) -
M~ e #5525 F8 0 Houston fr Rothschild (1978) 12 i » e B 4 *7 » 8L - » &
= # 8 # » (Situational Involvement) ~ 3 A &3 »~ (Enduring Involvement) & = & # »

7*

-17-



2007

(Response Involvement) Zaichkowsky (1985)
(Products Involvement)
Involvement) (Purchase Decisions Involvement)

(Andrews, et al. 1990)

(Advertisements

(Consequences)
Zaichkowsky (1986)
( 2

2 6y AT B [ LR S 2 ey R
B AR &
®% = 31 55 B AR & R B ay Fo7
®F =it B & A <
o P A FE A ReA ey 3l A2 A H
@ % 1 R
B AR =k Rl H WA LAP A LA TR
@ st ay % R E
@ % B vy AR I PN W SR el 2 R R A
®5E e P

THEEE

& 53 A

B A=F (8 A, B, )

E kA% S A S AR AT

AR 4G H Fo AR IR FE 69 B2 EE

. B H st R
st liaid PN %m &S BF R Fosa

5% 5 B R [F] &Y sk A X

B LR AR 6y BF R

2

)
3

Zaichkowsky
@)

Zaichkowsky (1994) rPIl
(
2) 7
2

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

-18-




R R G f%q'*,\/ﬂ ‘%/‘Lﬁi/‘é FIES p;lj

TEA & $ata 43 fEoh 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
AmiAze TYze 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
ARiE- HEPETRES 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
PTRAS ) #a 2 2805 L&D 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
TR A& a3 43 485 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
PRI TEAS PFoAEFEIERSE R 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1= F AR R 2= R L 3= MA R R 4= o (5= R R 6=k R T R R

34 =¥ Rk

AR 3 #-%-+ Stone and Gronhaug (1993)6%;%;{ R R AN T R
BCRFRNS o (1) Mith s ﬁ ¥ gmk@ﬁﬁ‘%'ﬁ'*ﬁf’*’ i S AR b eh
FlEL 5 (2) ek ‘ﬁié"ﬁﬁ%xi"ﬂ KT AR 0 (3) TR R A SR e
iﬂ»apgj_-xﬂzf’.,ihzljg,ﬁaé‘.i‘iﬁﬂ fra A A2 5T 4) LML T 5 R R
G gi%su@%ﬁ benig 3 (5) AL g b nﬁ i ?"‘ﬁ%lu:{ﬁmﬁ B D R

FRIEG Q) FERG PP EFLTL SN ORTEFEL AN - AP R
2+t ﬁ;%’z%féi’ 78 d\ﬁﬂ”“"‘&r’ﬁé*‘f}rﬂfrﬁf& 2 A AT & 3o

%23 wEh w2 £ 4

Beagdl | P ¥ 2R R ¥R A
AR | AEHCARIHTEAR | LHRG MY S S MBTR 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Frrhth | AEHCARE D TRAR ) EFREFH MR 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
SR | AEHECHY TRAS ARTIZN 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Pihe | Ao TRAR 28 g ALHMIIGT o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
g bk *\%w&m:fbﬂwmﬁ*\?i% TR AR zig*%;u? 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
FRRG | XgHESTFAS FRER R %\ﬁatf»szﬁﬁf"éfaﬂwé_&o 1 2 3 4 5 6 17
i l=2H 3 R R ;2=7; BRI RR S 4A=7 i 5= E R S 6=R R TEAF R R

35 Hu AR ZRFlH2 Bk
1. f?q*)i:%iﬂﬁ’!

¥ 4255 (2005)4 i § K g;ﬁ;mi@\m mT o FLY R ERERAS
&< L X f ﬁi;:}#?ﬁlélﬁ_# S —’:e.]‘\/ﬁiﬁ—“"‘j\ﬁwm,ﬁiﬁ—k #h;:bhq*si
SRR R B AL MR AR TR RRPN ST RLPF R A&
Pens 3R : TABEVAEY B TEAR,

2. SMBRER
Solomon (2001): 5& 3 i} % & > S AR 3 RE NG B3 ITAF e F R o

R REA g R EH I?r A2 P o @ Zaichkowsky (1986)#73# % ey » 2 4

’i“ﬁ;’% A &0~ AR B ;»&g ERWF FHAE Y HAANFELELEE  ASBEALARE S
WA A 4 B TR o Chernatony and McWilliam (1989)35 34 &4 cnd & (411 %
H @R 3F % &25% % > Chernatony and McWilliam 335 &M ¢ 3 Tite A & © (D&
WA= S SRR ER R AERYF 3 TLR P N QR A g TR RS
K (B)EM R - AR A R P e N () E AT :L%‘;ﬁqﬂgﬁ“m 18 o F s AT
: PoEROE O T BT HEHT MR E SR > ARG TR RETRARN,

-19-




FRAEE T 2007 %o F Ik K F R 6 )

3. R o~ 2w B

Zaichkowsky (1986)#% » P& W42 if 1  hpb§ o » § M EFHEHE 7 b il
Tae I ﬁ;;%d’f AF 5 PRI T e Zalchkowsky (1986) # 74 T| P B -
R r e ddn e o Mittal (1989)4-pEF o » & 5 T H HHEF AR asa g
ﬁﬁJ’ﬁuwﬁémﬁ—ﬁamﬁﬁﬁﬁ%»ﬂ%eﬁiﬁéégmﬁiﬂ’uii
SRR AEEAWE T ERERE TR LB TR AR enE B Binae ) o
MY A EFaM R o X “-5‘_5!@711\ M- RPHBT -~ FHIREIT 2GR
e TR SRR TS 0 PE T ;45% Ko 2T REENFT{ AL - Ko TP A
7+ Mittal (1989)#73 BRER > £ 4% > T Bt &AL 2FHE > 40T £ 40

%4 B iR

2 IE RN ) e
Al TRAR ) A S RER 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
E3 ”ﬂmr A HAa T E3 A8 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
AT ER I P maEaAa 3 AER 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
R AR R a 2 AER 1 2 3 4 5 6 1
TSR F AR R S 2=F R A 3= MR 4= i S 5= R 6= A TR R A
3.6 AR

(R RSE T £ RIS O SR SRR T T SR ERE AR RE2E
AT MR R 2 2R 102 P - Hoyer and Maccinnis (1997)#% &3y '}S'J‘Ff g I e P
ﬁ‘;,»;;,?,i‘_\zé—%’}— ﬁ.F.]v} 0 If ML E - ﬁﬁ,\ﬁgﬁi ) ﬁx :m,ﬁ -?%;F}]z AR EL T _|,Xﬁﬁi_
AT AR REART FHEEE QBFSASAE AR SR 2R

e AN AFY bwgﬁavgkwr 145 Lai)jhar}la Hoyer and Maccinnis #7#& * & 5 - A€ 4
SRR AN TR o s Fad WP R H AP EARS - BB LS o
ﬁ—ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁa;’ﬂﬁiﬁﬁ%krﬁ¢§’%%yﬂﬁﬂm%%%»ﬁ&
(Hawkins etal., 2004) - e 2 fe ch i S L EE AP R DA SN AR o F o A
T IR F* Lai R R Y Lﬁ\ o AT AR GE P~ 2 T
ﬁ\éf R LRI R g F AR R AFTRFRA(E 5o £ F o e
R S HJ:%f T F AT AR S LRI EaER - BRI AT E A
A 2 R R R B A& PREAT R A R Bl R oo

£ 5 2 /}J B '?]Z/Lﬁ\}z‘ B2 B 38

Eg_% A A FEF E\Klvgra»ﬁ:‘lﬁé" T ol (’F%:}& lﬂslﬁIE)

O A L% i s

APEEF A APFFIRLTRAS ALV AR B - &Y Aiglal £ 2R .

BHREEIRAG > CH s BEAREIE > A G TR BEE o

L]

HEE S S TN Fi;gc_guﬁﬂﬁf@,w’ﬁﬂ’%’aﬁ}_awm,wﬂ RER o i R
f

[]

AERPFEAAEDE LB RERRE ﬂfé_r'r‘J’ Br k- BAAE DB AET
AR s T B FPREE o AL A EELEY o
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4. By
41 oW 2w
Zadeh(1965)q§/\ I— n‘bt’ —-’g;/fh‘j’g-p:u.} ’ ]? S r*‘g‘h% & J m;{ﬁ? v 2 Iﬁﬁ ?f |4

R ¥t Fuzzy %= 3 #»» IS ii\i\%ﬁ o ok T 4 -8 g j¢ - @ B4E(Binary Logic)¥%
B Tl 4§ % @& (Continuous Mum -Value) > 41 * 2% 3 #(Membership Function)#s i — B %
AEFRE > ATt Ofrl2 RenlkE4d 75 - B2 B3R -MEATRAE > &R EH
iR ¥ B & a3 R (Membership Grade) » % * e o1 2 2 5 u,(X) & AX) Kk de i X
B AR ETFERE R EETA AT EEE2R AP E L0 7 i
FARR B ETH BB R SR AT R bl AR = > p & Sl 5
6+p(x-2)
FPAFAT R OS g PAFANOP R A AR R S o - BHOPEE A
T & pF B & (Universal Set) X = {X,,X,, X5, X4, X, X |+ > @ X 26 A ehfe & % 015 X,
BES AR S 025 X BB AizR 5 03 X, BE Adizk 5 045 X &%
WAGHER 5 05 X B ATHER 50608 F *F chdk T2 0T A AR (D) (2):
(1) A=0.1/x,+0.2/x,+0.3/x,+0.4/x, +0.5/x,+0.6/ X (1)
(2) A={0.1/x,,0.2/x,,0.3/x,,0.4/x,,0.5/x,,0.6/x, } 2)

4.2 Hoh AR Ww

Pk & 48 (Fuzzy Propositions)® 24 5 R 4otk & 45 (Atomic Fuzzy Propositions)¥
A & Hok & 42 (Compound Fuzzy Propositions) o i 4otk & 48 8 - B H - st > G4
X Eih iy ZXehe d4f &R AR A 5 B RS GRS o Y g 2
(And) ~ £ (Or) ~ 2-(Not) ~ Z 7 (Implication)#2 4p & (Equality) 5 4pi& * 22 2 & o {de @ X
g, 2 XnE o VU AR TY FE BB R AR LD 2 o B
PlRF X Fien, 2y Ry Nz B ERehox F¥en, ¥y R Xy vy - B
RO R - ‘afsrhﬁzrif BAe R o d S LS BN S A ik ST
AR AN Aok S 2 B R > TH S B0 M Tk (Fuzzy Relation) -

@imé‘fﬂvjﬁb;?}}f@#ﬁaz{" TR G OEA 0 TR EBER L LT M
12 5k ¢ A8 2 ok BB (Fuzzy Logic) - - 4 .Js-ﬁjéﬁ#g_m Fenz 6223 R &% &9

# 5% (Generalized Modus Ponens, GMP) ~ B % % %_{$ # 3% (Generalized Modus Tollens,

GMT)¥: B & B3k = £ 5% (Generalized Hypothetical Sylloglsm GHS)e 11 ™ % T EwmA i
ZRAEORAREGS F 2 s TRA N EF AT S A ER

1B %% %7 # X (GMP)

B & RSl - G - BDR AKX LA)  BRCS 5 - BRI
EXLACRYEB) MAEYTIB -3 RERABEE ALZALS BTARE
FREEXEHEL BEBIRALTE LY REL A A BRI LT & XY
ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁoﬁ%%y%Biﬁ%ﬁbﬂﬁi%é%T*ﬁﬁ°*M$6W[P%ﬁ

SERAB(RE)TE AR MEEEL A3 R & o ph > N(@A3) TR S
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A'X)ec(A—>B)(X,y) ehsE % > » #,{A'OR FLANF s HY R=A3B ' a A® R 2
endEilo p Ik 4 54 (3)" r,t,{g;t[ Jts B~ max o % i * £ 8:1F 8 ;2 t(a, b) = min(a,

A

b) - sup &_& < Supremum g > HEAALZE )R osup max ixfh3 L3507 o

sup f(X) 3 &' LHR & 0 § X HiB#Ec s F LR P > sup f(x) = max f(x) o

B'(y) =sup{ t{A'(x), (A > B(x, y)] } (3)

xeX
2.8 & F 2is % (GMT)

RET Tisth;endidh ' vk- 5 - B AIE(Y £.B) > k- 5 - BipIEE
A(EXEACRYEB) »RAEXTLAN g E N MGBEL CABE AL BETEA
FREXORHEE BEB L ZREFEEYIEREELE A ABRIE TR EXXY
SRR oo B X AN R B S R RE S e R (@) AR o

A'(X) =‘f}”5’{ t[B'(y), (A > B(x,y)]} (4)

3.8 & B3k = B35 (GHS)

BABRZ st v k- 5 - BROPREZO(E , EJ'J y £.B) %3 -
- BlEpRRO(ZFYEB R zZEC) RAXIA o FRH RO Tk B
& A'?E’A’,Qﬁ BEELFEL XS L B'*’B{”’%:xiiﬁb Y i & E o

N><

Ce C =z Z2HwBEL ADCEBoCRIE TR AXXZE YXZ2Z 1+ o @ kh

A—)Cﬂ]?ﬁtiﬁﬁ}\‘(S)"

(A»C')(x,z)=sug{t[(A+B(x,y).(B'ec:)(y,z)]} (5)
ye

4.3 WM 4

431 = A B %

F-oBHABM AR RS B REELS XY TE @+ 23 # (Cartesian
Product) XxY 1+ > s i B 0% ROX, V)T H L = ~ M % o 30— B- ~ 0P %
R(X,Y)> # % %% (Domain)™ - B 2% & X+ ol & £ B 2 Dom(R) » & w24
S B E & 5 50 (6) e

Dom(R(x))= ryayx R(x,y) » xeX (6)

F6)p KB X B DomR)2 2R 3% XABH 5 yeY 2 M % R(X, y)2
2B EH o ¥ O R RX,Y)2 @ (Range) " £ - BRA LY Pl kb0 2
475 Ran(R) C A ST A& G ()

Ran(R(y))=maxR(x,y) » yeY (7
= AR b (e g = (Composition) » § A F R AR E 22 o m kR R a0 G
2838 5 * (Standard Composition) > * f£ 5 &+ -& ] & & ; (Max-Min Composition) -
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FRX,2Z) 0 PX, V) QY ,2) 5 = ~HAs b % 0 T dk4ost(8) -
R(x,2) = (P> Q)(x, 2) = maxmin[P(x, y), Q(y ,2)] (8)

432 B R 22 fEE
ABHAHFELAZIBYEAALFELEXDY " FOTEAEBRENAEBZ -
7 (t-norms) o F] 5 Hok L TR K - ﬁ_, NTE LR O BEY o Y
TRFIPQEpE g tARE R pE gl kS B E S 23 EAX), BX)
*0<p,q=gl e
(A N B)(X) = i(A(X), B(X)),x e X 9
1.4 % % & (Standard Intersection) : i(p, g)=min(p, Q)
2. % #ic 3k ## (Algebraic Product) : i(p, q)=p * q
3.7 % £ B (Bounded Difference) : i(p, q)=max(0, p+qg-1)

p, Whenqg =1
4.5 % < & (Drastic Intersection) : i(p, q)=<9, Whenp =1
0, Otherwise

433 B R &2 ER

ABHRFELAZBEIEATIELX I > NAO)TEAEBEES AE B2 t-
F 3k (t-conorms) s s-ZA M (s-norms) o FE B E DT R A N - A M T e AL BT Y
ZHAPTFEE o TR UP Qs pE gL tEA Y pEQLEES B EEZ
b3 (AKX), B(X) > Flit 0<p,gsl-
(AuB)(X) =u(A(x),B(X)),xe X (10)
1.4 % 7 & (Standard Union) : u(p, g)=max(p, q)
2. % Hc 4 2 (Algebraic Sum) : u(p, q)=p+g-p * q
3.5 & 4% (Bounded Sum) : u(p, gq)=min(1, p+q)

p, Whenq=0
4.jix % 83§ (Drastic Intersection) : u(p, q)=<9, Whenp =0
1, Otherwise

44 B EE
o BRI G e b 3 e TR L R B - A
S G R AR R A BET ST R F R AR R R e

1.S-gz

(D& E © 7o(@, b) = max(1l-a, b) (11)
(2)* #cteix 1 7,(a, b) = 1-at+ab (12)
(3)% B 4ei% : Ja(a, b) = min(l, 1-a+h) (13)
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b whena =1
(4) w8 : 7.s(@, b) =41-a whenb=0
1 otherwise

2R-g7 &
(DR & 2 74@,b) = {

1 whena<b
b whena >b
1 whena <b
2) ik FE , b) =
Q) e pi 7 o, D) {b/a whena > b
B)F AL E 74, b)=min(1l, 1-a+b)
b whena =1
@rcm< i 7R, b) ={

3.QL(1)-3 3
(1) #H2 g md @ g (a, b) = max[1-a mina, b)]
(2) “EF AL dcteE L 7@, b) = l-ata’d

1 otherwise

b whena =1
B FAALREEF Kiviz 1 7p(a, b)= J1-a whena=1l,b=1
1 whena#1,b=1

b whena =1
Q) AR EEmamE 74a, b)=41 whenb=1
1-a otherwise

4.QL(T)- 7 &
ﬂ)%ﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiyﬂmb):{

(2) HdcF AL N4z D 7p(a, b) = l-a-b+2ab+ b’ - ab?
1-a whena+b<1

3) 3 AABEG FieiE a,b)=

@) 7 A2E25 A 7ol ) {b whena+b>1

whena =0

(4) dicR 2 A C 4@, b) =

o Pk o #-

otherwise
5. FEFTHEL A7

51 k&4 it

max (1-b,b) whena<b
min (1-a,b) whena>b

whenb=0,a=1
whenb=0,a =1

(14)

(15)

(16)
(17)

(18)

(19)
(20)

(21)

(22)

(23)
(24)
(25)

(26)

B RRIEFR S F LS 0 £ 90 A S ;}r%iﬁfé‘l RE P L

o3RG 87T kv jeF 96.7%  AFETFATH AT
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26 4r HPRETRA

%k %5 e A (A ) A7 A (%)
b g 51 58.6%
L 36 41.4%
3y 25 28.8%
Frew ¥FEI 7 8.0%
PREFR 55 63.2%
0-3000 ~ 15 17.2%
R 3001-6000 = 33 37.9%
6001-9000 ~ 30 34.5%
9000 ~ 12 } 9 10.4%

5.2 Huljl § KT AR W AfRAM L2 A4

SEEEE LSS L EG L SR RS N M
B R EHRDIE T BASTBORRERERS C ASH LR TR
Aot bk L BRI B B ALRAAE A T AR S A T o d R AR R AL A 2
gk e 7 Ty gop s NTEFRS A Baoas ) & TRESE M Ttz 2R
ME e ies o REAK R L T I00 el 3.65(4 HAR IS > PIARIRIT ] 7 B ALR
M) 0 F LR AR 2 T3 Hcs 43 B R REfRAAE )2 T gk 2,98

5.3 é_é’-&")ﬁ-}»ﬁ%‘&ﬁ

%'&*i’%&j‘ﬁ&g s A R Tl T EFg  T2BRAAR CHRATREAE
2RI E AL G QT S T A BTG P A e D S ‘_—‘?r»’f&ﬁ”r,;)‘.’;?"’z% % erx
S 3 B A AT GHAPARGIHFE o 4D FRA K - EPS FAA S
rFIEE gL 45 i?”ﬁifL?ﬂ’T’%ﬁﬁ“%ﬁﬁé%ﬁ%”ﬁﬁﬂi’
[ A JE@:%? s E AR 352 F o LPS B A R~ Ti50 #cs 3920 b 7R
A3 -5 “'17 TOXPERNFLAAS T HH A RRML FEE TER ”f?f
#beg T EE RRBRF IR HRTFIAFELA? Z AT R H30 - B Kb

FpAV ol o X FEWMA r'r'/ﬂ')‘ R M RPS 8 A 5 » T304 #ic s 3.98-

"
»\—ﬂ

o \fm

Y :i“

&t

54w h'eE 444

FHGHIPASREEC LGRS SR SRS MBI 2 S PR TR
AR s i RS B2 LR A 3 AR 4 Lk SR B RS
EPS # R i b & T304 #ich 4315 4 %3 P e HIREE A g e B RE Ej‘_g ‘s
BAMBRFEE A ECHBAREZRETFD RN P RO RBE R R ET R R
FARRTR RS RIS I S AL X
S E G TREEA 5 AR L SRR PRI o LPS AR A b g T 304 ik
437 RpFWHCHFL KA LR RE ~ 2 NAFEZRETFH AL LR LK
BoHiMegsGY oA Re N TeBpe, ~ TR e 8 TFRFLG ) iz
B Pl o RPS B o b th 354 B h 3.29 -

55 BEH» 24447
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RPFELPA SR R RERIME AR LE S g o a £
WA ST OERPRPHRME S ERFT N IR EREERS > SRR FTRE
FALAEE R Ae 2N B U A SR AT f"f%dzfu‘i A4
S i 0 @ PR T & 1 o EPS BERERET LW~ T304 h 497§ R
REEA SO 2R BEARGME A KL E S EES o FHARTY
AR ¥ 5 4555 & > %g%iﬁ%-“ﬁéfﬂﬁ‘_% AR en@AE 2 B AR R F o LPS FREPLT L
Wil r T3om e 507 @ X FHNFEL KA SRRy~ ARA > BEARIAER A
AF5EmaEd o n FMAME Hr R T 5 3138 & X3 F ok b
WEARZ B AR R X o LPS BERIBER AW~ T4 #ich 357 ¢

56 FWMRERER Y A 5P 2 A
EPS : A% grid b A SenT 008 460 A MR EPRA TS
38  HRFT i 5 FWEMBIS > XD YN I PWASNHERRERR TS 3T
LPS: v v R ASESMBERR Y 5 (¥ 5 42) 247 145 dlicdy
Jidh o B 2913»1’*‘7::}1;’&% it A ‘_,F.‘;,M”L,-?‘: Hus 4 B A BN Eox gy eRzg>-2 2913—\ TR EE
iR S RPS i fE R A RS MR ELR T 5 RL(3.55-36) - GF
AA SR R PR ai g o 72’%-‘5”‘4 ¢ By Mddrfrd X, o

)

3

ﬁﬁﬁ%%i%ﬁ%*iﬁ“ﬁﬁﬁ¢ﬁém’ﬁw% EERSLRT TR
—‘f-#‘-ﬁé_r‘% MRS > R *'%“Lrl{a‘%mﬁrrﬁﬁl“ » ] "’*‘ﬁé%ﬂi#ﬁé_%mxé

S L FRE RS S AR ST A PR RN C TR PN
R AR SR BRI PR A R Rl B BT S8 5 BT R R TS
X ﬂi% HEA ST RDBEBEE ] EWAEL A I P ET i RIS B
WIENHEE AR LY FLRNAS SR i—‘ai/zﬂ aE/ WS T T
Bv i chRFI7 e A2 MY 2 WARP > WELR TR, Bl TRy
BB R T LR R AR

6. e m2Z FFRIRE

AFTE LR B R FHOP R IER] 0 - 87 LR H T S e Y
E4 ETREHOP R Y ORI - F—F“*"ﬁ FAgiRl > RApRls %
EPaf™ - w2 FRERFTAEEH o 5B AR * A& € #onige 10
T oA R BT SR F AR R RS

6.1 BN AELZ Whithesr

27 @ S-S 7 3 —EPS 2 ARk

(1) e (2) gt it
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