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Uncertain Knowledge Expression to the Decision Rule of Incomplete Information System
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(School of Management and Economic, Beijing Institute of Technology, Beijing 100081, China)!
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Abstract The uncertainty measuremnent method of decision rules in complete information system was firstly introduced
into the incomplete information system. When some of attribute values are missing, the uncertainty measurement of de-
cision rule shows the characteristics of probability interval. On the basis of that, the certain factor coverage factor can be

measured by approximate probability value, Besides this, the reflection degree of rule to the knowledge classification can
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be computed using the certain factor.
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high},V, = { full, compact} ,Vx = { low, high} , V; = { low,
high}, Va={poor, good,excellent}
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Car Price Mileage Size MaX-Speed D NumberCounts
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