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Reduction in ordered decision system based on spearman rank correlations
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Abstract: Reduction is an important knowledge discovery process. The original rough set theory based on equivalence
relations does not consider attributes with preference-ordered domains and is sensitive to data noise. Based on spearman rank
correlation analysis, a method was introduced to reduction ordered decision systems. This method computes the reduction
according to the impact of certain attributes on the spearman rank correlations between objects. Experimental results show that

this method is effective as it not only takes into account the preference relationship, but also improves noise immunity, and

thus is more suitable for practical application.
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REVMGHETEL b, RAAKIRABE () R % 0.0714  0.1750  0.1750 0.0750 -0.6250 0.3000  0.3000
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