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Property-oriented and Object-oriented Decision Rules in Decision Formal Contexts
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Abstract Decision formal context is an important topic of formal concept analysis. The decision rules in decision formal
contexts based on object-oriented and property oriented concept lattices were proposed in this paper. The semantic inter-
pretation of decision rules was provided. Furthermore, the relationship between decision rules based on property-orien-

ted concept lattices and decision rules based on Wille’s concept lattices were described. And a method for determining

the consitency of attribute sets was given.
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