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1 [ELC®IC

7 7Y 4 H41E Zadeh [7) 12 & o> TIRIBS W2 EADIEMAETH D, Bk 2408
DHEREFFINES 720D AL UTEL BRI N TS, Bulifb P REIAYE DS S
WTIHEROEREZ THARS ] LW T AN AREN 2 EE 2 R~ Z e 28 E 2, AW
T MM EO 7 7 V1 G52 EDO L D ITHIRTRED ] 2V MEIZERE YT,

FHEMR L0771 EE6 HRIZ7 7 V1807 7V« K otz L T, 20
FTNRTIPRAIZINETIZHE S DRE - HMTONTE 7 (BIZE 1)), SNz,
ZUOLH & O ORI ZE [ & W HIZ U FARROFZEIRZ L \WaS, LT E MO %
IKF2 WS BRT - EOEENE2HD. TNEZITTEHEORI 3] T, EOBELO
SETHVONEEAMOELBFR (set relations) [5] ZFIAL T, —HOMAEZIIZE
277 V1 RAHOBABEREER L. — 4T, WBIEELEFEO HEKRTIEIR 77
VABR[S] L UTRTFREEZEZOND. TITARTI, 77 Y18 s 2T
R[22l 2—MibTdZ ik, 77V B/ DILEENE L U THBEMERIZE D
SO T 7 ¥« BfREEE T CEEFLE (4, 6]). TOLSIZLTHRLoNZT 7Y 1 Bk
LT, AR OEE M OBES BRI X BRI BT TH D Z BRI NS,
AT, BOELEEANGH T 2EICHWDREFESIZOWTE, WD DEHESIT T
B<EL 5.

2 EAXER

AfazELTIE, 7 2FEREAMTERE 5.
DI, 77V EOTETIHERIOVWTHRTS. Z Loy r Y1 E0 Ak, M
Bpi: Z = [0,1] 12T ETEDOND. &2 ZITHUT pug(2) & Tz A A
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BI2EAV] 2RTHOTHY, THOXIT u; % A OFREEK LTS, @¥OES
(ZVATHEE) AC Z1E, TOEMEE xa: Z — {0,1} 2FTRERREABZLI2LY,
771 EOEORMRGEE L TEZLILNTEE. Z LOT7 7V 1 EH5OLKE F(2)
r#E{Zrizl, A BeF(Z), ac|0,1]iziLT

CB <= V2e Z: pi(z) < pp(z)
OHES A, Pic(z) =1—pz(2) (z € 2)
{zeZ|ps(z) 2o} (ae(0,1])

c{ze Z|pz(z) >0} (a=0)
e ADVER = 2 Z:ps(2)=1

SN

o AD a-L~NIVES [A], = {

LEDD. BMZ X Z L0774 BB R%E Z LT 7 Y BERE WV, TR ERK
gt Zx 7 — [0,1] % TEROB D SIoBEAV] 2K TH 0 L T 5.

RIZ, X7 NIV OER %27 U EEEONEEOES R, L0771 E£E50%
BANDTNSDHRBIREZBN TS, CCc Z 2t U, 7 LoRiER (K& HE”
M2 w723 IHBR) <¢ BIRO L DITHER 2 121,20 € ZIZH LT

21 <o 2o = 29— 2z € C.

EE 1 ABCZIZHULT

A<WB 1= VYac AVbe B:a<ch,
A<PHB = Jauc AVbe B:a<cb,
A<PYB 1= FeBVacA:a<ch,
A<BYB .= WheB3ac A:a<cb,
A<BYB ie= Vac AFbeB:a<ch,
A<WB = JacAIWeB:a<oh

LREDD.

ZhiE, BlIZBITD0EEE LV AKENZICHUALELZBDTHD. AL B0 TH
i, mEICBE LT

1 2L 3L 4
A<PB — 4<@YB — A<8YB — A<WB,

A<PB = A<@B — a<BVB — a<¥B

DO DZ LD h 5.
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EE 2. i€ {1,2L,2U,3L,3U,4}, QcC [0,1], A, Be F(Z)izxLT
A<D B e Vae0: (4], <P B,
LEDD.
A, B BERTHNIE, EOHOES R L Rk
A<CVp — A< — AP0V — A<V B,
A<CVB — A<V E — A<PY B — A<PW B

BEONG. (3] TIRT 7 V1 BADEETMIT 5 EHEEEA LT, BHEHE <20 ot
EF-oTWwWaS, ZZTIREETLH, #LLEZTH028HINL .

3 TFIREMEIEEmICE D LB A

A BCcZizxLT

1 (ANB#0)
0 (AnB=10),

1 (AcB)

HalB)= { 0 (AgB)

Na(B) := {

Y8 Hu(B) R 2€ ADEZIZ 2 € BHTHENPY 55, Na(B) It lz€ ADE Xz
2 € BWMRADE D ] 2RTEETHY, TND R M4() ZWBEWEIE, Na() 20688
PRI &8 R REE I K 5 R BL

Ha(B) = sup min {x4(2), xB(2)},

Na(B) = inf max {1 — xa(2), x5(2)}
ERIATAHILET, Zhoz2 7 7 V1 BEDLENEIRD I SIZHIETE 5.
E% 3. A, Be F(Z) il T

4(B) = sup min {j14(2). 115(2)}

Nz(B) = inf max {1 — j(2). up(2)}

zE

EREDD.
o2z, H;(B),N;(B)€[0,1] Thsb. £/, MHHEHLLT

e 11;(B)=1—-N;(B%, Nj(B)=1-T13(B°) (M)
e By C By = T ;(By) <Tl4(Bs), N;j(B1) < N;(Bo) (Higitt)
o ANEMTHL L E N;y(B) <U;(B) (fR7%5IXTHE
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LN AYASR

DIFTl, 2B 77 V1 BaRe Uizidims LT 22 22Xy, FREdmE
IO F(Z) o7 7Y« BREMKT 282 ATV, 2€ ZITHLT, RZ bV
MONERF <c DEKRT 2 AL, 2 WTFOEEZEDEAL LT

[z, +o0)c :i={z" € Z|2<c '} =2+ C,
(—00,z]lc:={€Z |7 <cz}=2-C

YBL. £O LT, A Be F(Z)Iz/LT
(i) TTRERNICZ A EOBERSKD 7 7 V1 4 [A, +oo)l,

B oo (2) = T5((—00, 2]c) = sup ()
2'ez
zlgecz

(il) BARMIZ A EOEEPSHL 7 7 V1 £ [A, +oo),

MA+wg(@::Au«faxdc%:Zgg(lfugwﬁ)
2 Loz
(i) TTHEMIIC B A FOEERPSHD 7 7 V1 B (—o0, B|Y,

H(—oe, gy (2) = 5([z, +00)c) = sup pp(2)
z'e

(iv) BRI B UL FOERNSHKS 7 7 ¥ 1 A (—o0, BIY,

ooy (2) = Np(lz+00)c) = inf (1— pp(=))

EEHTD. INSOLEXBNCHY T2 7 7 ¥« HE L TTREMEIE, SRR 2 M Aah
BE, AFOADDEEEZEZEZ SN TES

(i) B »IREIIC A BLETH 5 RN

5([A4, +00)¢) = SupZmin{u,a(m),ug(Zz)}
21,22€
z1<c22

(i) B »STHREMIZ A BLETaH 2 BN

Nj([A,+00)g) = inf sup max{pz(z1),1— pp(z2)}
20€Z 2 EZ
z1<c 22

(iit) B 7Rz A BLETH 2 WTRENE

M54 +oo)¥) = sup inf min {1 — 5(1).1p(e2)}
Z20€Z ez
z1Lcz2



(iv) B BSBIRINZ A BLETH 2R M%
Np([A,+00)g) = , nf max{l—pz(a1),1 - pp(ze)}
217$CZ2

(v) A DSTRERNIC B LA R T 5 AghE:

(00, BJg) = sup min{pz(z1), pn(22)}
z1,§26Z
Z1SC 22

(vi) A DSERERNIZ B AR TH % AB5RNE

Nj((=o0, BJg) = inf sup max {1 —pz(z1), pp(z2)}
Z1€Z 20627
z1<c22

(vil) A 2SBRIIZ B BA N T 2 IRtk
Hz((—00, B]¢) = sup inf min{us(21),1— pp(22)}

(vii)) A 2BSBIRINIZ B BUFTH 5 BIANE

Nz«—@%BH%==mgiznwx{l—ugwﬂ»l—ug@ﬂ}-
217$CZ2

INSDEEIELT, FER “A< B OFSIESVEIEOBETRLEZLEDTHS. L
hioT, () & (v), (iv) & (viil) DRADBZNEN BT 2 2 L IEETE, MO LSk
ANEEDO 7 7 VBRSNS,

EE 4 F(2) o7 7Y% 3 (i e {1,2L,20,3L.3U,4}) %

/gy(aB):N”@&+W%>=NﬂFﬂ%mg%
Mjgm([lyé) = 4((—o0, BIY),
#igm(/ia B) == 3([A, +00)¢),
pyeo (A, B) = Np([4, +00)g),
ngW(fL B) := N;((—o0, Blg),
po@ (A, B) =T 5([A, +00)¢) = M 5((—o0, BIE)

IZEVEDS.

ZITRONEZT 7Y 1 BREEMZD DA, [6] TIEMAMIZ, [4 TlEE b —o%E
THIZ5Z6NTWD., LALARDS, IROEHETRI NSRS XHHOERTH 5.
KAHEDOESER (EE 1D LRAULBSMNITEZHVIHBSL, KPS0 5.
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LN ABVASH

A BThhniy, ZogH L EEMOBHEBBROEE,S
Mim(zzl,é) < Mj(zL)(A»B) < pigen (A,B) < ui(c‘l)(;l’ B)
Mju)(/i,fi’) < pgen (A, B) < H o) (4,B) < uj<c4>(z‘i,1§)

MEPND.

BB, EHADT7 7 V1 8% <0 2 REREA 2 ST BB B R X AT
DWTHUS. HTRVWEA X, 77 V1 EAMEBRF: X —» F(Z), F(Z) L0757 v+1
MR < 2R LT, OBEEEEE X S

(P) Minimize F(x) subject to # € X with respect to <.

T e X WHE(P) OREMTHL I LDEHKIE, IV T 7V HBRTHEILEMEST
ReizEzonb. BIZIE, AROA2P%EF6NE ((iv)-(vi) TR ae (0,1] £95) :

() ¢(7) = sup ¢

() >0, 272U p(z) = » inf (ﬁ( ), F(x'))
rex X\ T

(i) (D) = nf 6(@) <L EEL U@ = sup (P, )
~ ~ ~ a’'eX\{z}

(iii) Vo € X: pg(F(x), F(T)) < px(F(7), F(x))

(iv) Vo € X\ {2): us(F(@), F(e)) > a

(v) B € X\ {7} ps(F(), F(@) > a

(vi) Vo € X: (u<(F( ), F(7) > a — p<(F(7),F(x)) > a).

IEBVWTEOERNLOEREE [LRT 2] LMITIE, KEMTS->T (1) 13 TF(7)
D% LRLT B EAVSREEWV], (i) X [F(Z) OfMIC XN ES VSR MEN],
(iii) 1% TF(z) PHENEIC Mz KB 5] W0Wd 22 RLTWA. (iv)-(vi) 1F, ZEIZA
NBEBEVDFRENT A =R alZ&>THRD LT (1)-(ili) LFLOAEREZERLTWD



105

BRI A2 VAT THD (Fiabb, WEO HEREALED) HBEICE

(ii) <= (v) <= Pz e X\ {z}: F(2)

Llb. 0o =DR@FANY MVEGEILE L RS REL THRb N S HREBERICHIG L T
BY, TOEKRT BT (1)-(vi) F—E0ZLUEEELTWDILE R 5.

4 BbHYIC

77 Y1 Hih @ﬁwfmuaab@Wﬁ&%%¢M@,ﬁ%szﬁ%%gg“;o@ﬁ
HADT 7 VR 3D AR, T 7 VA AT BB LT3 I DLV EER
SN3. BEILIZB VT~ DEMRICHE L ZMlaoBa a0, 20 c@bs e -
REISITEIFED TN BEEEBUTHY, ZTNESBROFLRED DL L\,
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