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Abstract

The three-way decision problem on fuzzy soft sets is discussed. The fuzzy dominant entropy ma-
trix is constructed by the fuzzy dominant entropy relationship on the fuzzy soft set, and the
three-way decision method on the fuzzy soft set is proposed. Firstly, it introduces the traditional
dominance relationship and o dominance relationship, and puts forward the definition of do-
minance entropy relationship by analogy. Secondly, the dominant entropy matrix is constructed
and the dominant entropy class is defined based on the dominant entropy class. The fuzzy domin-
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ance degree is defined based on the dominant entropy class. The loss function table of the fuzzy
soft set is defined based on the dominant entropy matrix, and the three decision thresholds of the
fuzzy soft set are calculated. The three decisions of the fuzzy soft set are realized by combining the
fuzzy dominance degree. Finally, through a numerical example and relevant comparative analysis,
the practicability and effectiveness of the three decision-making methods proposed in this paper
are verified.
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1. 51§

A MR P W2 Molodtsov T+ 1999 FH& H T H T A FRECHIVE . A e e @ 80: TR, %
MM HEHR IR T SHUCA RS, WSEUAERRN R EEEZ KRR, EXEEP
RN RIEAT “ITARl” YERZIE, TG TSR E Bt e S X RS G Z AR R[1]. (H2REM
WHSEINIUE R GEN 0 B 1, ZFRUE AR TS B ARBRHE SR 8, X R E AR B
IR WAFEAE . T 72 Maji 58 A1E 2001 S BRI AR BRI AISS &, SO HBIR Y T BRI AR (211
MR o BB AR SR SR TR0 SRR PR A 45 &, KRR IS BUIUE {0, 1} —AEEE &40 R N[0, 171X 18]
ERIEIE, WSEACTIREEEAG I A BE R R 10T R BT B R YERR fle A7 OB B B BIE 78 1 SR i fE
BRI R AR (8 B R PR (3] [4] [5]s BB AR 5 e A YR 45 6 (6] [7] [8] [9] [10]+ HURAERAE K11k
H S HATE 117121 [13][14] L.

SRR 15 B T8 5 NAE SRS S 1 B B BRI R B TR SRR, MR TR R SR
FE S MREAT N, ZSCRFEIGIN T X T AT AR I IER R AL B . =Sk B
W R AE R R REEAR G R = ARG, AP XTI AN R B 52« AE AR R R AT A 1R TT
R IR IS T R S AR T, H— 425 AR 3] TRuE R R R . H 2 =50 R SR AR AR AU
R, U245 N[1614 B B 8615 S AR, A =SOSR IR Y 1 30ER = SO SR A s VAR Y
A B, IS N [17 8] ORGSR SR 57 7 — FhBE TR TR S i) ) SRS, i 45 5 1) il
RS, THEER BRI E PR R, SR T bR T ORI R B A ML TR = S ST

IS FRA TR I A Bl 2 (8 B AR — E IR B P R R, B T4 0 8 R I A SRR S 30 M
DA FRIX St 5 A 745 5, AL, Greco 7€ X T — Ml Z ok R—— R AL R[18]. HEH TS0
FRREWAAAEFAML TR L] 0K R HIR T TR S B ,  JoV2ohs B b 220 i 5 A o R 2 [ ) 22 57
PR EATLE SRR R S, BRI RIS NIR L VIR R R, FARREEERNGE G — o B
KEM[19] L ERFAX R FE I AL RBRASHIN L, MAKSEEINTE S, SBOFEE L
ZI B R AR RAGIRN, BRI SHE o 95 K R NS EE R, SRR R
Ao FERRR B TR SRS FH AR AR AT 58 A v i ik TE RO BB = SO SRR A, IR S S I3
TG R BRSO S ORE, AT DR B SRR AT = Sk
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2. EENR

EX 1L [113% U NETHIRE, E=2S8%, P(U) MR UMNELE, AcE, BFEX(F,A)HN
W U LWBRE, HFERAZPU)K—ANW, MF:A>PU), WTVeed, F(e)cU, F(e)i
AR (F,A) 1) e- I A .

SEX 12 218 URAEEHRBE, ERSHE. AcE, F(U)R U LA TEIARINES,
PR (F,A) 2 U LHBOHIRSE, b FR A4 8 F(U) —Awt, BF:4— F(U).

MTAER M eed, F(e) TLAETERBUMIIE (F,4) 10 e- LS, HF (o) TRIBERA

ﬁ(e>={”ﬁ<e>(x) U}

x
o g, (x) €[0,1] FRX R x & T B G F(e) IR
BAESE R 0 1 S B AL R Sk ST UL, B SRS S B U HE X [ [0,1] 11, FHIXTR)
[0,1] 18] R X S HGHAT RO, FIBORIE AR S T AR MRS IR L. BOR R AR FE AL R S 2L
FTERRIRZ U EY), Tl AR “2” 80 “AR” MPEPRES, ARG AR EL4E2HE120].
Bl 1.1 WU ={x,x,, x| Bm P TIIES, ARSHESEER

A={e,,e,, -, e5} ={cheap, wooden, bicatiful, environment, traffic}

ORI (7, 4) 7T LUAE7

~ 0.1 0.3 0.6 0.2 0.1 0.8
F(es)={ }

X EAR A (F, A) IR R TR BT I0s1 47 o BT 5 A R EWR, ]
DRI EAE (F, A) I — A R RN, 3 | R

Table 1. Fuzzy soft set (ﬁ,A)
5 1. EHE (7, 4)

U e e e ey es
Xy 0.1 0.6 0.5 0.2 0.5
X 0.3 0.2 0.3 0.5 0.2
X3 0.6 0.4 0.4 0.3 0.6
X4 0.2 0.3 0.2 0.7 0.4
Xs 0.1 0.1 0.4 0.5 0.3
X6 0.8 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.1
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SEX 13 2118 (F, ) R U M—MEMIBIE, Vee 4, xeU WL EM F(e)(x)=0, MPHHE
FEFTHSECTRIBIEN 0, WFK(F,A) WBMIEIRE: Vee 4, x U MRHKM F(e)(x)=1, HFTHR
RIEFHSHCT MEIREEN 1, WFR (F, 4) B8 A HE.

X 14 2118 (F, 4) F1(G.B) AR U IMPIABIIEEE, % A< B, Vae 4 {15 F(a) =G (a) KoL
WIFR (F, 4) % (G, B) W14, 1M (F,4)<(G,B): WML (F,4)<(G,B)H(G,B)c(F,4), fﬂlJ
(F.4) ¥ (G, B) BB A, B (F,4)=(G,B).

FESEBR I A ef, BATHTRAG e 2 (W8 AL — MM B PR R, X FEXT R
WAAENB G HR R T HEEBIE LSRR RIE L.

SEX L5 (2218 (F, A) R U Lf—MERIEEE, BR R VBBIBEE IR R, B

By ={(50%,) €U <UIF (&) (5,)2 (e, )(x,). Ve, < 4]

Fle;)(x,) At R x, £S5 e, FHIZHUH.

x, EAEZESH e, THBUES RN T TN G x, FME, W (x,.x, ) BHEZRBRR, RREZBMRE
G x, b x, SRR

SEX 1.6 (2218 (F, A) IR U LI— MBI, Vx,.x, eUm=n, EX

d,(x,.x, { |F )Zﬁ(ej)(xn),ejeA}

xR x, R x, RS BHE, FRIERE D = (d, (x,,x,))
R HLd  (x,.x,) =D .

HR H FiZoe PR RIS T4, BARTEX S RIREIE BId TR 8o, e Ep A
X RIA) ) 22 5 AR, BRI LEXS RAESERR M R R ], PRI R K A[19]58 AR T IR R, &5
ARREEEHNEE—— o WHKFRNE.

X 1T [19]% S =(U,CV,f,0) A= ET o MRBEREZMEE RS, KU ={u,u,, -,u,} WX
24, C={c.cp, 0, ) NIETSEREWSE, V= U v, RrAREENES, V, 2R @ck e C HIfEEL,
HIg AV, AW R f: UxC 7 e AMEREYL Ve, eCucU., f(u, ck)eVCk s (k=1,2,---,m),
ajj’%iﬂlﬂae(o 1. Mo R FRE L N:

20‘}
Foru o TP LT u, o

u, =% u; :{(ul.,uj)‘f(u[,ckl)zf(uj,ck,),c,d e{ckl,ckz,...,ckp}c;C,
MBETEENNBRR, o RHERRERE TMBRE S o B, RENS TIN5 I 2% P A
Z A AR IAFEE -
SEX 18191 S=(U,CV, f,0) H— T o MRERANERERS, N THERueU , u o
FKENH: [u]” ={v|v = u/\veU} o
X 1.9 [191% S =(U,CV, f,0) =M ET o MIRHRZMEE RS, KA U ={u,uy,--,u, } A
R4, Wo MMFHFRIENEE XA R =|[0] (u)] » b,

nxn

S
m,nS‘U‘

3|~

[u[]a (uj):{l,uj E[”i]z , (i,j=1,2,---,n).

O,Mje[ui]

FEX 110 [191% R° 72 U LI o RBRAFRE, W o MLHRRREE LN
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H(R") =—log |RU|

luf

o, | FoRAE AR

o H0 95 % F M AT LU IR BE 6 J2 kLt B M A S P37 B 19]. 1R TEAR R SR
$ RIER LR X o RIBKFR, TR BERRRILE TR NRIERBE R, TR R
AN, R ASCHE T ORISR R . ARSI AR, 226 3B B e 2 A2 5 A

A~

A

XA [14]82 (FA) R U I BB S8 BB B M = (my) o
my = M,y (%) i=12U|, j=12,]4. BT
/’lﬁ(el)(xl) /Jﬁ(ez)(xl) (x)

He(a4)
M = .

R G R C ¥ “ﬁ(q,ﬂ)(’ﬂvw)
ﬁ¢,MﬁJ=@wmug;wmuJ~-yWA@ﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%%iﬁ,ﬁ%ﬁ%nﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ
TIBUE A

RES 112 8 (F, ) RS U 19— MERIIKIE, M 4 (F,A) OBRIBERE, Vx,x U, 5 U5 v
NP ZRIEAIZS, W% x5 x; MEILEHE A
M(i,:)\fM(j,:):[mk]lx‘A‘,k:I,z,---,|A|

Ynk:{ﬂﬁ(e/:)(xi)’ #ﬁ(ek)(x")zﬂﬁ(e")(xf)’ (k=1.2,-]4]).

0, Hitey (%) < ) (x)

X, FORAHOR R x, 5 x, S SHCPRUE, RE x, KT4ET x INSHUE. HEIP R RS,
ALE SCHR BRSSO BRI R 3R o

SEX 113 B (F, 4) R U I— MR, Vx,x, eU, MR x §x ESHTHE A FHRSNE

x|
H(X, )=-log"—.
b, x| st R X R CEORA, (4 R RS 4 3K H (X, ) Rr R x, (ESHUE 4

TRTXR x, KIRME, K RH, Sy AR LA S &, AN
RH ={(x.x,) eUxU|H (X, )2 H(X,,)}.
MFRE R RZAET FiRE LG INB KRN o AKX R, KX RIEMEENN T iHEF, ELHE

PR QRSB RIS, e R AR A T .
REX 114 B (F, A) R U B—MERIHAE, Va,x, U, 5 X
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NG x T x; BARSRE, AR D = (d(x,,xj))i ] RSN, FE R R [U|<|U | 4t
FRIRELR: o

EX 1.15 iﬁ(ﬁ,A)xEéVt\,iﬂﬁ U B — MR, R

[x], = {xj € U|(x,.,x‘/.) 5 RH;}

X x, ARG

PR 1.1 8 (F, 4) R1(G, B) RRARHR U P ABUBIEEE, (F.4) 1 (G, B) MBI T4, AcB . RH,
A RH ; 73 5H (F,A) A (G,B) ERIRBIERR, Vx, U, [x], F[x], 23500 x ERHBRE KR RH,
RH; TR, Mﬂ\j(ﬁ,A) FORBDRI R RS, A S

1) RH j& H R HIFIAEIS 5

2) AcB, HRH;cRH};

3) AcB, f[x], c[x],:

& [T, =[x, T 2R M 0 = M ()

5) VxeU, ﬁ[x]; dH U [x]: =U.

SEX 116 % (F, A) RARKR U I— MR, [x], WA R x, TERSRR RH, FIORARZE, Tk
‘[xl.];

1v]

;/>(xi):

KRR x, WA SRS, o || Fom B A IR AL

X R AR R RIS 2 R T IR RIS, B 5 LR 2 HR 10 R AR BRI R A 58
BRI LS, RO 5 0B IR S TN RAEIX AR AR BT AR A RS, ORGP
RZY TN

B 1.2 FEAAEZI L THL, G188 FOVHBEE TN T IR, BORIEEE (F, 4) #ik T2 A
6 MFHIY L EBEMEE, 6 WFHIIEENU={x,x,,%;,%,%,%} » FHSHMBHSHEN
A={e, e, 65,06}, HHe e, e, 6,6 M AFR “FHMME” , “BERRT” , “HAERR", “AH
W/AE” , BIERG” . BEE (F, 4) 15 BRWNE 2 PR,

Table 2. Fuzzy soft set (F,A)
5 2. HIRE (F,4)

U (=] € €3 €4 €5
X 0.3 0.3 0.7 0.6 0.4
X3 0.5 0.8 0.6 0.4 0.2
X3 0.2 0.7 0.4 0.5 0.3
X4 0.7 0.6 0.5 0.6 0.1
Xs 0.6 0.2 0.8 0.7 0.3
X6 0.4 0.1 0.7 0.6 0.9
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ORI PR KL, B SR AR U LS £ -

03+0.3+0.7+0.6+0.4 0.7+0.6+04

H(X,,)=—log 5 =0.337, H(Xhz):—logf:o,%g,
H(XM):—10g0'3+0'7;0'6+0'420-398’ H(X1>4)=—logw=0~469’
H(X5>5)=—log0549:0.745, H(XM)=—log0'4+0'1+057+0'6+0'9=0.268.
3 ARy

0337 0.469 0398 0.469 0.854 0.495]
0.585 0.301 0.420 0.495 0.796 0.585
0.854 0.796 0.377 0.699 0.699 0.854
0.420 0.585 0.444 0301 0.585 0.420
0.377 0319 0319 0.444 0.284 0.337

10.284 0.357 0.284 0.357 0.745 0.268 |

HI LSRR 1 5 SCRTSRAF 30 R AR LA (5 AL«

[xl];={xuxz,x3}’ [xz]:={x2,x3,x4}, [x3];={x3}, [x4];={x1,x3,x4},

[xs]; :{xl,xz,x3,x4,x5,x6} ’ [XG]: ={x1,x2,x3,x4,x6} o
3 1

rn)=ge )= 7n)=g

3. BT RSB HERENIEMREN = REFE
3.1. HEXHRK R

Gt i) — SRR IB ARG — N BRI 3 AR 23, FEREZ AN 70 20 ) R B 32 AR 48 1) 4T 50
SSCRFAE N SRR AR SR, AR B2 M ST, SSCRRENR RS T B, )
fifE e ANME BAL B ) =0 BRI [23 ] TR — DR AR, 85 2 A N =0, SE— N
IR PUE 5 T EARINES A . = SRR RSRAE LA =50 -1T N-45 5(TAO), ‘& H =528 [24]:

1) ¥ B RARIAT =7, KIS =AY,

2) XX =AM B AL PSR,

3) M= EMAT s S, BRI AR S R .

o TAO AU E Y, =SCORMEHI =70k, A= M @ , Yao 25152 T —FfESE G H
WHEETIPE OERR, E5es R SEE], Bl AR ST, B RILE . Rt Re S, FEMR
FENTRTEAE, B —X BN RS N =Ara BA T, HARE R R T4

RS20 [26]8AEA S UMM RIS, B e U — [0 HARMER. HTFxeU, e(x) N
x PVFARAE . 4558 — X IfE (a, 8),0< B<a <1, ATLLK U 40 AIEIXIE, SUX A S IX I, W F s

POS(a,ﬁ)(e):{er|e(x)Za},
NEG(a’ﬂ)(e):{xeU|e(x)Sﬂ},
BND,, 4 (e)={xeU|p<e(x)<a}.

3 5

. 30 6 .
I 4 (x4)=g’ V4 (x5)=g, V4 (x6)=go

FA B < o IRIZ =S XL P AR A o
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X G HEAT =R 70 LA, 5 BRI = AR 5 K7 SR B AR N (0 AR R SEG, IHIX = A X i 452
BB AL SZ AR R R FN, BIX T xeU -

(P) Wik xe POS,, , (e), We(x)2a, M x:

(N) WR x e NEG, , (e), We(x)<p, WFHL x;

(B) Wk xe BND,, , (e), B p<e(x)<a, MBEAZSZMAML x.

W R U2 — X RIVEA R, BT I XA] [o, 1] B, 6200 QORI SZ (K 5G9 — A5 R I
MEBUS, JET X [0, B] I, X% GORBUE L RS0 24— RIS EBEA s A, 8 TIF
X1 (o, B) I s RS20 GORIUBEAN R 32 AR RO HENE ,  ROASHE AS ARV R SR o A SORTRSERYT o5 D0 PR
YRR GVPAL BREL, 4 O R AV

SEX 2.2 B (F, A) Rtk U LI — MR, 258 X BIE (0, 5),0< f<a <], TTLLK USAIE
DX B DML S X3, R s

( ):{er|)/ (x)>a}

aﬁ( Y)={xetlr (x)< A
BND(aﬁ)(y) {xeU|p<y (x)<a

FM B < a AR = A XL P A AR A o

ORI AR = (x) o (KR RAE M PR T ST R i SRR E, 25— R SRR
JEF XA [, 1] B, WP 2R S04 B 25— SR SRR RAR, & X [o, ] i,
e izxt RN Bl G AR SRR A S A, BT X [o, B] B, MR 25 5505
FB A . 5 BRI = A XA BN R RSN, B F xeU -

(P) W% x e POS,, )( ) Wy (x)2za, WHSZ X

(N) ﬁD%xeNEG(aﬁ)( Z), Bl y= (x)< B, WIFEE x;

(B) Wk xeBND,, , (7/2), Bl B<y”(x)<a, MIBEAHEZWAIEL x.

B EATRL, B RE S S B R RME IR, R RSB R IE T 5l AR AL, DML
PSR A B bRk B (a, B) HEAT SR

PIRORAESE Q = { X, X | FoR TR T X dORJE T X BiARE, DR 4={a,,a5,a, ) Tl it R
43 B 1E Bk lﬂ?{iﬁjﬁiﬁﬁ’]/j’%%/fﬁ FH App~ Agp s Ayp BRI x e C I, Rl ap,ay,ay PRATH
i (K195 2 R AU s FH Ay v Ay R MFRH xe X, R a,,a,,a, WRFEAT N HI S R AUE
WU e SR SR B T 5 3 ﬁﬁTo

a}.

Table 3. Decision loss matrix

3. IRRIRKIERE

X X¢
ap App Apy
ap Agp Ay
ay Axp Ay

R, App Lo Ay TR IET 22 FEA RN, Ayp S Ay TR EER I P H R AE
Agp B Ay RN IE IR PRIC P R IARAE, AR e /NS Bayes AN, i THEEACH & K[ 15]A]
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i

a= Apy = Ay , B= Apy = Ay

(/IP _/IBN)—’_(//I’BP_ﬂ’PP) (’13 _A’NN)+(/1N _ﬂ’BP)
W87 0o R SR AR 72 IR SE RN, Liu [27 44 2506 451 2K bR HOS B 9 ARG 40 2K s, K BRIME RS N
A A

o= (P-B)N ., B= (B-N)N
Ap-w + Aapyp Ap-wv + Ay

ﬁ\:l:':‘ ’ Z(P*B)N %%/j——\‘i—/l X € CC ETJ-’ 4%Xﬁ%ﬁikﬁiﬁ$uwﬁiﬁﬁﬁE‘]*}E%%E’ E}E l(B*P)P > Z(B*N)N > i(N*B)P o

84 Ay Ay s Aop W min(A,) s FUER Ay o Apy + Ay U min( A, ) EEHIRH K B R I 4 BT

TN

Table 4. Relative loss function table

4. HERIRKER TR

X e
ap 0 ~PN
as ~BP /iBN
ay ~NP 0

Hr, /{BP =Agp = App > iNP =Ayp = App s iPN =Apy = Ay s ;ZBN =Agp = Ayy o
3.2. ETRBEERNEMRE=RERZE

AR B — A7 R m iz RAL T B B CAR S S HART R, B TR TR A =2 5l
%ﬁ%,ﬁ%ﬁﬁ$%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁ,ﬁ-ﬁ%%&%ﬁHh@%m%%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁ%%%k
FERE, MBI H (x.,) | FORGAT GO TICER RHOR MRS, A7 0TS H (x,, ) RO T %
G TIHER REEA A TLEE  Liu Al Zhou [29]7E KA R RBUAR 5N T — 4240 €[0,1] K3k
TEIB I FAR R bR HUE, A SCFIRE I NS00 €[0,1] SRR S I 5 R H R AR o 1T 00 3 i (B 1
FARH 3 % BREER I 5 s

Table 5. Relative loss function table

5. HERIRAER TR

X X©
ar 0 H(%2)) = H (52,
as o (x)) = H () ) oA (v.)) =1 (x2)),,,)
ay H(x.,),, —H(x., )g 0

B A, 1 A, #EEE AR ER RIS AT G E RIS, S SRR T X0, 4 34 S
SR BT BN H (x.,) | —H (x.),, > BEORFX RIEZBBIBR AR, H (x.,) B,

mi
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VRN ST AR IR Ay UK 20508 S T X PR LR BSOSO BRI H (., )| —H (%)),
BORREA RIS LR E, BN ST MO BR A Ay D FIO(H (v), —H (%)), )
OH (x.,), —H(x.,),, | ERERPFFHR B, Kb BH0e[0,1], w51

(1-0)(H (x.,), ~H (x2),.)

(1=0)(# (5 )~ # (), ) 0 () H(5), )

o(i(a ) - (x), ) |
6(H(x-zf')max _H(x-zf')mm)“L(l _8)(H(x-2f)max _H(x-zf' )average)

N T ERFE PR DURE S IR REA NN R, PR SRR RESK A~ B,
N T > BT 2 A AR I3 A0 A SR SR s TS EATT RT3 B AEL, e~ 45 LR S o B fEL 1) B A 3,
NRFEREFRMAER], T2 R[30]:

1 1
a—;;ai, ﬂ—;;ﬂl

el 1.2 THEARZAE R G SRR
[0.337 0.469 0.398 0.469 0.854 0.495]
0.585 0301 0.420 0.495 0.796 0.585
0.854 0.796 0.377 0.699 0.699 0.854
0.420 0.585 0.444 0301 0.585 0.420
0.377 0319 0319 0444 0.284 0.337
10.284 0357 0.284 0357 0.745 0.268

Wo=03, K s RiFFEEED QAR RRREER, W& 6 fiw:

F

a. =

i

B =

Table 6. Table of relative loss functions for each object

6. BXREXIRK R TR

X X X
ap 0 0.517
ag 0.105 0.155
ay 0.35 0
X X X
ap 0 0.495
ag 0.08 0.149
ay 0.266 0
X3 X X°
ap 0 0.477
ap 0.042 0.143
ay 0.141 0
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Bk

X4 X X¢
ap 0 0.284
ag 0.038 0.085
ay 0.126 0
X5 X X¢
ap 0 0.16
ag 0.029 0.048
ay 0.097 0
Xe X X¢
ap 0 0.477
ag 0.109 0.143
ay 0.362 0

FFRFN R R L, ATSRAFREA S R B S e A B, 10 7 P

Table 7. Threshold table

F#z7. HER
@, B
X1 0.775 0.388
x 0.812 0.445
x 0.889 0.591
X 0.840 0.490
xs 0.794 0.414
X6 0.754 0.360
44 0.811 0.448

BN BE T, ARYEEEA X GURBOR] 5 O0EEX 0 R AT =Sk, TRERR I 8 k.

Table 8. Decision table

8. REXK
X1 X1 X1 X1 X1 X1
7 (x) 0.5 0.5 0.167 0.5 1 0.833
WK B B N B P P

HIMRIAS, A G AT A HHERE S 5 S 6 BT ALALHGE SIS, ARREES 1. 2. 4 ETFHIAE R
H, AIAEEES 3 HFAL
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4. BB 4R
ST 0 405 SR R E A ST = S R R I S P A Rt

4.1. SEfSEE

AT RIS (7] o B4 R8T 460 BT A B T 46 TR AR, BORRIRT UCT B e, G U — w50
MR, BHEFRCAU ={x,,x,,, x5} » FIEZMAE TRAR R E RN SHILLA, SR8 E
FHIHER (e)s KA (e2) B E (e3)s 0 F(es)s (T (es)s T (e6) 2K (eg)o AR H AR Fil
RGN b RN St 22, = PRS0l A A TR AR o 22 0 D0 R AT & TR AR R 20 DA it
RV R — B Rk,

S BT A B AL, FIEA SR AR X 50 MEARRIBEIIL S UL, AT R EA]
SRR HEA A 1 P

——rank

50

40

30 +

Ranking

20

i

0

T T T T T T T T T T
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55
Alternatives

Figure 1. Fuzzy dominance ranking of 50 samples

1. 50 MEREIEM SR EHER

FH B AT R0 S A SO 25 F 410 GBI THE AT R BE 5 N « = 0.78, f=0.4 , AR A
TREAAR IR 5 0 B AT =15 8152 9.

Table 9. Decision results

9. RERGER

X3, PIEA =
POS(X) X1, X2, X3, X55 X115 X145 X155 X235 X255 X29, X315 X39, X41, X445 X45 15
BND(X) X8, X105 X175 X185 X205 X215 X225 X245 X265 X27, X285 X305 X33, X345 X38 X425 X435 X47 18
NEG(X) X4, X6y X7, X9y X125 X135 X165 X195 X325 X35, X365 X375 X40, X465 X485 X49, X50 17

HIRATAL, IX 50 A& TR =480, Hod Ay 15 MEARI 10, MR dh eSS
XK A 1T DRARI BT, BIRTZER; 18 MEARIZRIAF, WREFMUEER. hgi R
FH1Z = SCHR ST R VST AT Y o
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4.2. XL

TERRA AR PSR TR IR T, SR BEAT = SC SR 90, I IR S5 V0w o Rt AT HE T
DAL b FH A ST 753K H 3556 G I HE 4 5 -5 IRAT 5 103 A7 55 LU 2 AT o ASER R (1) R S vk R B mT 4 DY 2K,
G REE TR A S B KA A S EECE IR T FE T RS HUE T BUASH  BE 1 ok
Tk FETN G AR AR ABLE R 5 T 7 B AR AR 1) R B P R SR T VR RS T KR AR A KPR B A 1Y)
ik

Roy 25 N\ [3 1138356t L 4% %o G 1R A0 35 250010 A Bl St 5 18] 1) 2 Roxt BRI GBS R4 TR 5 10 R Y
ZAALE O R ME, TR RIATHET s L2558 A [3208 56 % RS HUE SR A1 X G AR i ¢
18, MITTEExT G ATHE : Hwang 258 A [33142 1) Topsis 2 i 1520t G 5 11 B AR AR A 47 AR i 2 [
[ BE B 13 S RILE AT, IS SN AT HES « B ARSCOTIE S UL B =R kb T e, 3k45
HeA s R, i 2 s

MBI CAE 1, ASCAT L S B A e 4 R RA @R NARRIE, BARR A5, A
SCHTTIEIE RE T R AT 415

our method

—— Roy method

50
- 50

(o]
£
< 25 425
©
4
40

T A B | T T - T 1 - 1T
-5 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55
Alternatives

—— Kong method

our method

T T T T T T T T T
50
50
2
Z 251 {25
©
4
4o
T T

T T T T T T T T T
-5 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55
Alternatives
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—— Topsis method our method
T T T T T T T T T T T 60

50

A Jo

T T T T T T T T T T T
-5 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55
Alternatives

Figure 2. Comparison chart of ranking of 50 samples under three
methods

2.50 MERE =M A TR HER XL E

PGS N[TAHR T T KT SR IO B DR SR 2%, I B B /ICTHEL RO B R e AL R, B
Jr G AR KPR T A H e DO R o Tk R T iR i i SRR 35X GOK-T- SRAE AR R B 3L 2
R A S5 355 1205 R AT G e B AR TSR TR R A R A ACHE BN 0.9 3K
AN R ME, KA SRR R BT LURL,  JEHRA AT-E A G5 H LEARE R & 10:

Table 10. Sort results
F10. HIFER

S WIRES HeF 4R
HIESE NTTIA[14] Xos B Xy Xy Ry XX R X, B
Topsis ¥%[33] Xys = Xy R X = Xy = Xy > Xy > Xy,
Roy 2 NHVE[31] Xy RX, > Xyg > Xy > Xy, > Xy > Xy
FLEE N F1E[32] Xpg = Xy > Xy RX > Xy = Xy = Xy,
KX TT 3 Xps R Xy > Xy > Xy = Xy = Xy = Xy,

HHER 28 AT, TV EE NIRRT, o 1 xay SOIRARNT 55 Topsis 1 RITL 2 26 A FiHR I i,
Xos NG Roy S NFTHETTVESH, xa Al x) AT S ARSCHTE VAT, xo5 F xg NERAEKT SR H
RIE) 7V FT AR GHE G AR TERE B AN TR, AER T 5 o5 B xgy SITERFFP T VR HES AT =
5 R4

ARSI R I = SR SR R FUREAT TR T, SEE TSRO, IR I IE L s
FFRE ST RIS, FET LIRS T RO 5 P RE K 52 S 55 AR DL I8 MR A B SUROR AR () 45 2k
BRACR, TR R 1 = SO SRR, S5 SO o5 DO R S DU BB (0 = SR 3R . feJm it AT 1 SEA9
(X LT, BAIE 1 AR SCHR FITH T5 A ) S AT A Rk o
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