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Research on CP-nets and Its Expressive Power
LIU Jing-Lei'
Abstract Preference handling is one of the important researching contents in artificial intelligence, whose four studying

hotspots are preference representation, preference elicitation, preference aggregation and preference inference. The con-
ditional preference networks (CP-nets) is a simple and intuitive graphical tool for representing conditional ceteris paribus
preference statements over the values of a set of variables. But there are very few works that address the problem of
expressive power of CP-nets. In this paper, the expressive power of CP-nets is studied, in particular, preference com-
pleteness, some operations complexity of CP-nets and situation to which the model is applicable are discussed detailedly.
Firstly, some operations of CP-nets are discussed; by using the improved Warshall algorithm, we solve the problem of worst
case complexity of strong dominance testing with respect to binary-valued CP-nets, and prove its complexity is O(4").
Secondly, by constructing induced graph of CP-nets and studying its properties, we draw a conclusion that CP-nets suit
multiple attributes qualitative decision making under incomplete preference information situation especially. When han-
dling complete preference information, it can be fulfilled by interactive communication with agent. Strong dominance
testing is a tractable problem in theory, but it is a intractable problem in practice. In order to solve this exponential
order complexity, at last, some reduction techniques from qualitative judging to quantitative judging with soft constraint
satisfaction problem (SCSP) are given. Because qualitative judging on c-simiring is of linear complexity, it increases the
expressive power of some CP-nets. All these can be seen as the improvement and refinement of Boutilier and Bistarelli’s
related works.

Key words Conditional preference networks (CP-nets), expressive power, strong dominance testing, preferences com-
pleteness, improved Warshall algorithm, multiple attribute qualitative decision under incomplete information, soft con-

straint satisfaction problem (SCSP)
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ditional preference networks, CP-nets)?®l f{j3ix
A, LAII R 2 2% SR v 19 AH SR T 9 i i M 2
fit. 51 Wes T B AT ST A 2R A AE I )
Al 5 2 WL T AT CP-nets [0 I b BE T A
B JUANTT 1T 55 3 PR it 2k T CP-nets 1)
JURH SR GE 8 R ST 2 B T-58 2 RIS 3 4
N2, 25 4 W4 H T CP-nets 3R IL R ) 14
. R TR CP-nets 7258 5L _F 1Bk Fa, 78
55 K AL K R IR (C-semiring) %) I
P i 1) DIC 25 40 B ) e, % 40 ARG A ) 1 SR A
J5 i) SR B 4 CP-nets (WK R 24 1E, IF4h
HAHSC TAEMXTEE. 55 6 e T 45 ARk T
.
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S R AR O B TR I R A O 2R R I, R
Bek 1) Warshall 575K H T {4 CP-nets [ [#5i
dr LI IS T S Bk O(4™), e 7 3CHR [3]) W
R L5 CP-nets 1158 AR IR 52 J
IS [R) 52 24% ) 750, B R 7 5y 0 0K ) R A P
R 2) B OCNGE H] VS L BRI
i LT E X 5 &L 2 BEAE T TS 1 CP-
nets MIFRIERES). 45 CP-nets &G AEEHFLE
R R TRV - E e X G EI b TSR ERSY
S Agent [AS HUFSR S, XA Egm T
CP-nets MIEKERES); 3) BT CP-nets L1550
U RE IR R g =R LR R Mo I N T S NS 5
N CP-nets Ry aR Ay PLl a1 2 20 =X 1) 5 2 28 3
2R AL ) RO SR, RIAS STAMN S T SR (3]
BT g R SR AT O ) B R, g T Ak
BRI AT ) (B2 BEAR) 870 P BT AL i
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1.1 Agent RIFLIERAARAR

P iy Ak BRI JLAE N LR REMIWEIT A 5. 2004
TR RAEM AT N TR 5T Journal of Artifi-
cial Intelligence Research I[f] Boutilier 255! )i
SCAE 2009 SN 5 SR FSEI ) I — IR L,
R e FERE T AN F A5 T7 ). 2009 AR5 T 2%
AN TR ITICAI2009 F A H 8 302 Koriche
ST (AT SR L IR ST S R AT 4N B B LA
N TR Re BT — 2R 3L, 256 Il 1N H,
FATAIHE Agent (RImEFHT T D WTT 4 28,

1) W42~ (Preference representation): fff
FEUHTHE Agent (14w 4 F &2 5 o ARk,
RURTIX et ik 7 B v ok, 2 PR B 3Ll FH A
T HERIERE J); 2) IMiF L (Preference elicita-
tion): WA 5 Agent A8 H. K 2% 3 FilHfl £

Agent [FwLT. %77 8] 5 DAL 27 2] 1 77 2R 3R K
Agent FIfi . o, Koriche 27 4% Hy T A A 4%
r#if) (Equivalence query) Fljg i 21 if) (Member-
ship query) JK3KIX Agent )4 HfmiF. Lang %56
PRt T T 2 > e ] B b O 2 — R M R B )
Tt (J& P2 0 B A KAk &, B CP-nets | —2&
PSL ) f AL R). Conitzer® $2H T F ] Eb 45 25 i)
(7 VR IREL Agent [ 544, Chevaleyre 2510
gy th 7 2 Jm M 2 >0 R ] HE D, &5t T A
S SE AT 2 ST, WS SEG) R AN 2TV 3) I LF
(1154 (Preference aggregation): 5T U4 2 4
Agent f b F G pe— MR i, HAS BFUZ BUA
A R B 2E, AL R BT — Mk 28 I B2, A4S
AR ] FRA Y. Tang 250U W 2
Jy 56 UE 1 30 28 ) @ i) <] BPAN W] fig g B (Arrow
impossible theorem), BI7E HA 2 MEEE#H, 3 4
W ade 26 N B FRBE AT An] $52 55 0 D0 46 2 L T o
B ARZICEA 4y R T NI 1) LA S )2 ]
FRAH S e g, HL T &0 1 TS M T2 75 58 a5 AN A1
1. Conitzer %512 25 17 R A /D EEBEIEZ A
THOLT, A I s B Ik 265 2 IR HE 1 1) &, H
e B G 3 45 v (K SR AT . Zuckerman 2508) 45 1
T Agent BRBRAEIEZS T HRIN ] L 4) D 47 1R HE 2
(Preference inference): ff 5 @i N A 1) i 4 A5
RAFE S, AR AR 1w 7 W7 5 S Agent PRI
LR, HERE . Agent KT HEFHYMN = 2B —
B, RIS S W 4745, 3P, Domshlak
AE LT T T A 24 SRR A TR i e 1) 41 )y
v, TR ERELS SR IIFAIE T A BRI IR R 2
Z PR AU 1 (12 48 R 4 (Logic of many kinds of
preference, MPL), i1 H 51 N 4 A& 48 it 55
TG T Re Ko 4 K mr i MPL 5 % LMPL,
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TEm I AL BRI 4 AN J7 I, i 2R s & B
FER) A, H v af N K 2 4B 245 T CP-nets
K0 LA A3, 78,10, 141 oo g iU () 2 Boutilier
(0 TAEEH fhosd i N TAESEAT T 45, Vs T
CP-nets WiEYE 8 UMY . SRTZ SO AR
CP-nets K& RES), HIL ERyss Pt (Strong
dominance testing) NGO T W 5HIE KRS
FRWEA 25 . U JLAE H B — 85358 18 i 407 2% 7 7 5
#RJEAE CP-nets JEmt Fr7=4:. 5140 Brafman %516
A T R A R MR TCP-net, %8571
7 Ab B J8 M 2 Ta) P 2 OC 2R 28 b B T e s
PEERENERICER, AT E T HERF CP-nets [
—#FE. Rossil'™ 2 HAH 2 A Agent i 157 1)
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DRl LA AL R R R [K) 28 CP-nets.
1.2 RIFRTRTFAER B R

i U 296 71 2 A 4 A 38 %) Al 1 O 6P R R K 2
FIH CP-nets KK R, BAX CP-nets FIWF5UIR %2,
{H/& CP-nets WA RE S ], Ble geRisHH At
ORI Y SO g ((R7 Ay W/ = a1 TR W wb ey = R L1 =1
AR S SLARIA I i 2 15 50 & SF HR DA A
AT AT fF AL TR TOBE A e, INABE TR 42
ity BT RIERIARE D), B HE IR A T R
CP-nets [FRILRE J), 45 el A fid 1 fn) i 2 1
G R R E. 5AME R T AN AR AT TR
CP-nets B5% LML, g6 i 7 —Fpnr 45 2158
I3 R BT AR () — PP E A BR, IX LR ) Bt v T
¥4y CP-nets [F#& ik fE

2 CP-nets UiES 518X
2.1 1RIFALIE A TTIREY

S5\ Brafman 55180 45 H B 1577 (R0 47
ARBR AR Y e, B AP 51N CP-nets N LR IAfE
TR,

--—> Representation .J ______ .

/ \TP-netSE

| Algorithms

Language

EPartial strict/weak | ¥
 order of outcomes E of (conditional) preference }
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Fig.1 The meta-model of preference handing

i B Ak P ) ORI 2 A B R G R L )
A (Models), 15 5 (Language), H P % fhi
LA (Query) 1S BT 7 0] i 4 25 10 ) 2% A
% (Algorithm). 11 [l 981X 26 J7 [ >k ik 2 T
CP-nets [Pl Ab 2.

2.2 RIFHIIRE — ERRRFXR

B e — AN S50, Agent [ 0 i 72 FH 4k
S LR — PR AW L 5 R KA

EX 1 WV ={X, Xy, -, X,,} ZRFEEE
(Attribute) B RS, Dom(X;) IREEME X,
(A PR B, 3| Q = x, Dom(X;) &
NI B YE AT RELL A, o RIS — M id &
(Outcome), FRE YT —FI4 A, HHAIE
o Ao AN —AJEPEAEAR], 1 HoAth J8 1B HBAH 7],
WIFR 0 F1 o A ZHHIECE (Swap outcome).

LS Hp RS ) A S8 1 2 TR ) e A HOG R,

WER Agent XJJEME X, 4T X;, WK X;
& X W—A20E, I Para(X;) Fon X, BISLE,
— BT REH 2 IOR.

EX 2. > RYEANM L "ITRR, 1) A >
FOFR, Bl (Vo,00 € Q) ((0 >0 No#£0') — o #
0); 2) f&ik, Bl (Vo,0',0" € Q) ((0 > o' Ao > 0")
— 0> 0"). Bl > &M PSR, BR >l
Q LWL KA.

EX 3. fhr b H ) EY (Preferences han-
dling model, PHM) Jj&— /24w, Hg Uk
PHM = (Q,>), H Q 2&E X 1 FHEm, >
JeE X2 IR AR,

2.3 RIFEYIES K& CP-nets

i if b TR 5 ROk Agent 0 RS JE 1 1) i 4F
Wi 55, 75 CP-nets 1, ik ¥ 55 Ja M 1) 4 A i 1 3
CPT(X;) KAtk fwdf it =,

EX 4. % CPT(X;) MNEME X, 0I5 A i
#* (Condition preference table), & * &% X;
A JE M Para(X;) MAFREET, Agent Xf
Dom(X;) &1 —Milf. ZFrbidx CPT(X;)
NS ar 2, A Para(X;) EANFEUE T,
Agent XJ @M X, (1) UANEUE R 27 HE P AR £
Para(X;) FITAHBUE T, Agent X @M X, BUET
Tl A A i CPT(X).

EX 5. CP-nets & MHHWE N = (V,CE),
Hp V2R (e X1 FoR), CE A il 4,
RT3 Bl — %A 1) 226 A
PR EBCAEL 552 M0 A 2% ) DAL PR O 47 (320 FR) 9 sl EBUA A
T A A RMER —FHER ). S TR X, #
H—ME&MhlFR CPT(X,;) S5HICHL.

EX 6. flfab B 1) (Preferences han-
dling language, PHL) /& Agent fER MR & X
FRIAERTE E, Bl PHL = J x,ev CPT(X;).

H B CP-nets [TEE . 1H N H AT &
PR, NI I — AN HLAL ) S A SElE)
ASCFTA R MRS e B AT I e R B

Bl 1. KNS s AR T R
(Jacket), #% ¥ (Pants) Fl#t42 (Shirt), 43-5H J,
P RLS RACE. X T v Fgi 5ok U, Ath I8 4 F
HORCRA, MAE E AL AT A B ) A2
TR MBI A S, I s IR A — A
PR, WAt i 2 20 (01 AN 5 A 42, 2 0l Mg
TEEOAS RN, W 4 B A2 20 A2, x4
T CP-nets Wl N = (V,CE) Wi 2 fprox. I
.,V ={J,P,S}, Dom(J) = {Jy, Ju}, Dom(P)
= {F, Py}, Dom(S) = {S,,Su}; CE = {(J,95),
(P,S)}. & by = A Kl 2 .
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CPT{): CPT(P):

[ 7>, ] | 2>, |

CPT(S):

J,AP, | S>S
JAP, | 5>8
JLAP | s>8
JAP, | 5>5

K2 “Mazk” [f) CP-nets

Fig.2 CP-nets for “evening dress”
24 RIFESRIEX

Agent 25 T &AM wIFIES CPT(X,) )&, W
i o AR SR A R A A e Ak B (R B R R 2k | N
Ceteris paribus (all else being equal) & X, F| ]
%I, Agent AH A (AHEZE, N E L) 5t
RIS RN S s SRR, 6T AMECE o R,
FEOCLBRIFEA BN X, (EAN R, 11 A 1 (A
ARTFAIP)E, Agent XFIEE X, AN R I —Fh f 4 W7
5. R TE S AR R S 0 Al A e R N I 4
LW, DRR AT A e R B N B AT R — AR
PEAELIRRTEE. X E A0 P 6 F i PR G A0 LI, 47
PG LA T E AR (— AN B AR), 1
oAt B AL FE S (AR B A #F), ARfRIA
AN S8 5 mT o DRSS 110 )

5 2. Z1EH) 1 IS, “GAp: 51 > s Wi Al
H Ceteris Paribus i XARRE K A8 PE(E#—
FERIIE, #5 J = 4, P = p i, ) Agent X} S = s, )
MlF K TH S = s Bk, BARME 2 1 CPT(S)
B LVATAIS, 5 0 Jo, p Py, 81 4 Sy, 89 M S
5 Ceteris paribus i A3 ML AE WTT RIEAT
K.

EX 7. WX, Y M Z EPskEgiE v m—4
KA XNY =¢, XNZ=¢,YNZ=¢, X
UY UZ=V), HXNT Z H—ANIRE 2z AEER
x1, o € Dom(X), fEEM y, vy € Dom(Y), x1yz
> xoyz, BEH vy 2 > xoy'z, WHRENEE X 5Y
HEM Z W—ANRE 2 N mir LKB.

5l 3. & — CP-nets K| N = (V,CE), 1L
H1,V ={A,B,C,D,E}, CE = {{A,C),(B,C),
(C,D),(D,E)}, Dom(A) = {a1,a0}, Dom(B) =
{b1,b0}, Dom(C) = {c1,¢0}, Dom(D) = {dy,do},

Dom(E) = {ei, e}, CPT(A) = “a1 > a”,
COPT(B) = “b, > by’, CPT(C) = “(ay A by) V
(ap Nbg): ¢1 > co, (a1 Abg) V (ag Aby): co > ¢,
CPT(D) = “ci: dy > do, co: do > di”, CPT(E)
= “dy: ey > ey, dp: e; > eo”. WEMLE {D} 5%
P4 {A, B, E} £ {C} I— MR (C = ¢ B co)
T WL IC S JwEAE {C} S5t {D,E} 1
{A, B} M—R{E (AB = a1by 8L aiby 8% agb; 5K
aobo)) FAAFMEF IR,

EIE 1. & N = (V,CE) 7& CP-nets, X 11J
THIIECE 01 5 0y, W) Agent X 0, 5 0, HIWLFEL
BAILE O(n) W5ERE, BITE O(n) WHAEH o) > o0g,
& 0y > 04.

JERR. ﬁﬂﬁﬁEQ%/l\ﬁﬁﬁ 01 ‘5 09 Rﬁ*
AN EPEAEA—HE, 85 0T 782 M I Ta) P A o HH A
JE VAR A — A, T HARJE PR A (WL 01 5 0o
T ANASAH R0 2 45, 10 e i e 00 Y. (1) ok 5 1) 5
M E BAEA R R R AR R X 5, SR AR
Para(X;), leh 0oy 5 oo i LB N CPT(X;)
H—4&d sk, BARM CPT(X;) i Agent
Xt o1 5 0y BIRLFIRYS. ]

Blmg 1 %, oo = “BBS,, 0o =
“JbeS/,«”, D\IUE O(n) Wﬂﬁﬁﬁ 01 5 02 EE‘K’: S
REHEANE]; S AR {J, P}, I o1 5 oy B
R & CPT(S) a4k “J, P X—ATHid
e, BAREE 1 ITRSWE “ APy S, > 5,7,
XS 0o HIMREF K TXT o1 WIEF, Bl 05 > 0.

3 CP-nets EHJLFIZE

FIH CP-nets A%} Agent WmiFiEATHIIA, 76
CP-nets by 28325 5 S IR O e 1 ik
W, HoAT B B g Rk B E AT 0% LR
sz 1 4 “Algorithm” g & 5125 T 32
HE T WREEAR Y, DA A S XA A ) T . A
25 HH X SO M S S LS 2R B2, 1 565N CP-nets
)5 .

3.1 CP-nets IS E K 5& & LR
3.1.1 CP-nets S HERMR

M e B 1, Agent nJ RS 1] AT i 1 P9 AL E
R A A e 27 0 BT TS 2 e A T P A T A S Al
LRI ? A5 I CP-nets 13 H A

EX 8. %N = (V, CE) &> CP-nets, Il
HHE N =(Q, IE) /& N 3K, L IE 2
AT AZ e (R TG A IR A I TR, HOGA )l 2
(P e KT XA [ 120 R () AR -

EE 2. N =(Q, IE) £ 1 CP-nets Kl N
P, BIYE N V] = n, |[Dom(X;)| = 2,
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1) Q] =27, [IE| =n x 271 Bl N’ HIj 54
HoE 20, WA EUE nox 27

2) Vo € Q, Degree(o) = n (BT 8 1) B4R
Z=mn).

MERR. 1) SEIE |Q| = 2. A |Dom(X;)| = 2,
M Q = Dom(X;) x Dom(Xs) X -+ x Dom(X,),
Kt Q) = [Dom(X;)| x |[Dom(X5)| x -+ x
|Dom(X,,)| = 2"

FHE [IE| = n x 277 W FAEE—AEE o ok
i, BT o TEE 0 ANMEE, HEEA B PR PIRE
{8, W5 o WIATIRMBCE AT n A, 74h Q hitdfy 2n
MECE, TEEANTCEA n AN ACHACE, Btk atLnr
ACHRIIBCE E nox 20 A AR T e i s A A
XSRRPE, M0 N7 o R A )32, WA ) A 8 A TG B
TE N' AN — 54 0 I AE, #R 3Lt n x
2 /2 = n x 2L,

2) KA V] =n, BI—ALE o & n DNEM,
o HAT n DMAIHIIELE, FTEL o LR n. O

Btk 3 gl 2 T, b T Eo
8, AN EUE 12, AT R LA 3, Wi g B 2.

3 CP-nets 15

Fig.3 The induced graph of CP-nets
3.1.2 BRTRAKE SR

EX 9. N = (Q,IE) & CP-net Kl N [T
L X T 0, o € Q, # TR o BT o wliA, B
TEAEAE — SR B ARIE TR o' 1 o, WIFK o 551k o,
WEN b= o> o. HIWEN b= o> o Bl
TRFRAER L.

EX 10. HHABE o Fl o nfxcH, H N
o> o, M o Al o HABA AR (Flip relation,
FR), B o' FRo.

b, B R FR g N s IE,
Bl FR = IE. BRARICHRET T AT AT # () B R 1)
5 AT ILOC R, (HAN A W] AT 4 IR TG A ] e AT R
PRFR. TR R AL, I, FR 5
ITE SGZ KA 3 A0 RIRT SR H BT (056 o A 0
.

3.1.3 CP-nets B38 S MR E £

Warshall 5H37: 08 3190 R Rz HOM 493 2196 &R
FE PRI A FER I REERE L m o x m [1I4E
BiEm, JLEF S 2% O(m?). T CP-nets i}
N’ B)RF AR Mg e, FA TR — D A
REEFFALA O(m?). St i) Warshall 5351 58 8
iR &L 1 PR, AN E & CP-nets H5# AL
MR E.

BiE 1. k5E 5N R eiE ) Warshall B
b7y

BN, FHE N = (Q,IE) W IE MRRHFE Amxom,
Hrpm =2,

With. TE RAMALE AN CRHFE Boxom.

PB L. /KR A rAAT P AER SR TER S5 T
e

For i =1tom Do

For j=1tom Do

If (A[#,j] ==1) Then C[i] = C;]]U{j}

J PRI 6 470 1 I AR Cli)

P 2. //4 Ol PHBLKTE TR A S # IR
]+

For i =1tom Do

For j=1tom Do

If i € Clj) and (j # 1))

Then C[j] = C[j]UCJi]

[/ Cl] PICEIEMESIEA Clj], KA RN ¢
ATINEEE 5 504 1 BTG PAE IR LT o,

W 3. // R C W{H R E s AR B

Fori=1tom Do

For j =1tom Do

If (j € C[¢] and (BJi,j] == 0))

Then Bfi,j] =1

[T FITHAS 5 AR R R, ME B AEFEW ¢ AT
J AN L.

Bl 4. FIHISE 1 KB 3 N = (Q, IE)
L L. Hh Q = {01, 09,03, 04, 05, 06, 07, 08 },
0, = “J,P,S,”, 0o = “J,P,S,”, 03 = “J,B,8S,”,
04 = “JuPBS,", 05 = “JyBS,", 06 = “LpB,S,”,
o7 = “JyP,S,”, 0s = “JyP,S,"; IE = {{o1,02),

(02,03>7 <03704>, <04,05>7 <05706>7 <01,04>7 <01708>,
(02,07), (03,06), (07,06), (07,08), (0g,05)}.
0101 0001
001 00O0T1TPO0
00010100
§2. K A — 000 O01O0O0O0
000 0O0OT1TTGO0ODO
000 0O0OO0OO0OTP O
000 0O0OT1TO0OT1
(0000100 0]
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1) PATED B 1 XUR IS, B4 C %
Hunr: O[] = {2,4,8}, C[2] = {3,7}, C[3]
{4,6}, C[4] = {5}, C[5] = {6}, C[6] = @, C[7]
{6,8}, C[8] = {5}.

2) HAERIP R 2 AT PR Z, UTEn
el C MEEA: C[1] = {2,3,4,5,6,7,8}, C[2]
= {3,4,5,6,7,8}, C[3] = {4,5,6}, C[4] = {5,6},
Cl5] = {6}, C[6] = ®, C[7] = {5,6,8}, C[§] =
{5}.

3) PR 3 AT 58 Ja Al i A KRR

O O O O O O =
O O O O O = =
[ s T S Sy S e Y

O O O O O o O o
O O O O O = = =
e T e R e R e e
O O O O O O = =
O = O O O O = =

00 0

AL A RE B ot 1 AN S0E 23,
R CP-nets W] LA M58 LA 23, MK 3
R RN IZ A 28 XA LR AL E, AR AHE 2 1
CP-nets HRIE T 23 X5 FIER R, He 5 MEA
Ve K, B 2 ) CP-nets Xl ()R mANTE 5%

3.2 B &Mt

M 3.1 45 a] %0, CP-nets FTRERIE A5 dy AL oR
ZAM, 1 CP-nets Fr&ik (il A 56 £ I, wfer 3G
5 CP-nets MRILREIWE? R bg | A55 S0t

EX 11. W N' = (Q,IE) T3 CP-nets K]
N S, 25T o BRI BT A2 AASRE 3]
1B o (0 # o), WFEK o 59.:54L o, icfE N E o > o.
HIWr N E o > o5& AL ISERAESS IR,

o 5550 o W X2 o Ao . AR o i
AL o, W of ANHTRESR AL 0. 1H 0 55471 of, W) of
WATRESS L 0. 59 d7 D¢ R I AE AR T 0 fic Lk
ITHINHET. 24 N E o > o B, WX A A BCE 1
i HEP I, o BT UAHELE of MR, #erguiil, 58T
Agent )i W 5, A L0 BHE o B o
YESRUESS, {H AT A e AN DL,

EI 3. W N 2L CP-nets, Vo, o' € Q, N
=o0>0 J& NFEJ >o RPN, BA—ELD
BLAL.

WA, N o> o WAL N RHE N |
A —4%M o Bl o IS, T N LI, WAAE
fE—%Mo B o KR, NEo >0, HNE O >0
WA HER IR of Fl o ANRJELER, KL 0 > of A HEA

WAL, BIEH N E o > o A N =0 > 0. O

EIE 4. N JE LI CP-nets, o fl o' J& Q HHA
AFIECE, HE N PAEAE—DNEE X, {E13 o A
o' MJEME X MFTH A AHIH, B o[Ance(X)]
= 0'[Ance(X)], H o[X] > o'[X], W N ¥ o' > 0. H
H Ance(X) Fon X FIFTA M.

MERR. R VEORUER]. T N 2O,
PRIAEAE — DR Yy, R O (RTEAEART AL).
g CPT(Y,) Wi Agent Xf o[Y;] #1 o'[Y1] [
il KA, #ioYh] > o [Yi], Bl o fE YY) JE ¥t L
EHAET o 76 Yy J@ME L, W o Asetl o o, Al
N ¥ o > o; [A#F o' [Y1] > o[Y1], WI N ¥ o > o;
1 oolY1] = o/ [Y1], WIFE N P IMERTH AL Yy, TERGHTIN
CP-nets & Ny, MMiJafE Ny G AR A Yz, FRAR
i CPT(Ys) LI Agent XJ o[Ys] Hl o' [Ya] ()i LF
KA. A oY) > O Ys], FIBAGFEI N E o > o) 4
o'[Yo] > o[Ya], W N |= 0 > os 45 o[Ya] = o'[Ya], W
15 N FIBRITUE Ys, ORI CP-nets & No, - -,
WIREAE. T o Fl o REARIMELE, Ik € fig
BN AN A R () JE A, TE AR 2% 11 i e 2 )
ZEMHENIS. O

Bl 5. FEH 3 hH) CP-nets, & ¥MNCHE
01 = “aribicidiey”, 0o = “aibicodiey”’, 03 =
“a1bicodoer”, BT 01[Ance(C)] = oy[Ance(C)] =
“arbr”, M CPT(C) ¥ %1, 01[C] > 02[C]. HA
01[C] = ¢1, 02][C] = o, 15 C WA EF LA —
AT “ag A by ¢ > co”. WRIEEH 4G N E oy >
0,. [AI¥EH N ¥ o0y > 03.

BT 4wy L 2 s i) CP-nets 1
59 AL, BT CP-nets Bl N 48R 5
.

Bk 2. 5AEMMREE

HWIN. N=(V,CE) FIfit#E o, o' € Q.

HiH. NEoO >o0B I NFo>J.

uv=V

While (U! = NULL) Do

{

Y = GetRoot(U) //WAfF U BRI A
If (o[Y] > 0'[Y]) Then NE o' > o
If ('[Y] > o[Y]) Then N ¥ 0 > o
If (oY] == o/ [Y]) U = U — Y

}
End While

EIE 5.

1) —fH CP-nets B N 585 PLIK N E o >
o FEIIIN TS24 E K O(4™);

2) i CP-nets Kl N 1955 50 N 2 o' >
o LRI 24K h O(n).

WERR. 1) BROASE 1 /e O(m?) W)y sk

break
break
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KA TE [, Ho m 25 5&R B s i
Beomt NP EOE 27, BB m = 27
22 WIAE O(4™) SR AR AL, WA I E (o, o)
e IE*, W o 551k 0. 2) W, O

3.3 ETHAMAEINEF

LRSS AR NN E, &8
Agent AR P ANAC B AE H 9 OO0 A T2 AN rT RE
9, Rl Agent 75 BEHEAT 271 x (27 — 1) UCHIH.
W45 n = 10, WHEATZ) 50 J5 R Wi AIWT, 13X 548
ANHTRE. S34h, ML E 2 A 2 A B YA A
(115, Agent 21l A AE BAN ] HefS 1 i
S AR M Al ) Ry S — B B, {HEE T CP-nets
] Ceteris paribus i X, Agent AJHEAT 544w i TG
KB, TG A 89 oGO0 A R BN i (1) — £
e B AT HE

FH T O e A — i e, ST 0 B A T AT 4
FFHEIASTT e, b BATal A 0 HE. 5546, B
SRPFE A AR OK, (IR P A4 G — AT A
T. filhn, FEIRFAELE KA AS JEA TR AT E
(LA & A7), B SR A R AR T
TR EEAT YRR, D AT I T 55 o A vk SR
T BT, T PR E AT G, STt
S B 22 T

EIE 6. BT C O A Agent BRI E 4L,
W& 55 5O v T BT H 4 HE, A #hHE
PR ZE R O(n x plog(p)). Hrp = |T| A&
R A AN

WERR. WAR N E o > o W, o nJHEAE o HiH.
FIFH P HET (Quick sort) HIEWFE |T| x log(|T))
IIE) R | T ASBCE AL e, AR BT e AT 1) E 8
BRAE (99 HOEIAR) FFEAT |V = n ik, B
JFEAEIREUE |V x |T| x log(|T|) = n x plog(p),
R NI 245 O(n x plog(p)). O

SEPR 6 B, BT 59 o Dot Jak R 1) i
AT HEP o 22 I 1) 52 2 2, AT G A 5 g vp i
AT.

4 CP-nets BJFRIZBEN
41 RiIEgENWNEERE

FE TR = AL B s T R IA B ) W], LR
SE T P AT A 5T R AR R 1) I 8 1 B8 ) R4 2
FE. A FATA EixdE 5 A A fe e 1, B
SFEITE 5 RIS RE 1R 9 L BRAT145 HA 0
WA BTG I A R bRdE: 1) B R vk 1 X
TH M IS Agent (1) i (B 875X (w2 Ui B 1)
2) 45 H B LF AR R 2 Ak i 1 Agent A H 2
ReWTIH 1 (RIREASWTIH 1 Agent RIEWIWEF); 3) &

R L0 S ST R 4 1 45
0 (L G b B A BV R A5 7548 4) SEBU T
S SV AT A (T2 21 75 ACK);
5) ML T 22 FRO U 5 RSB o T 5 2 4
(PRI R r 7524 ) 6) i 8 5 038 1 s P
R TE (WG 2R e — AN e — 2K (R 1 b 0 i)
).

4.2 CP-nets TiZRENHIEEIL

BT ARIKBRIII 6 MR TTVE, R IRKIREGS
CP-nets [14I5 G T IR0 A IR SAH WM 5T 5 5 B
1) XF 34T H PR, FIH CP-nets R 5 Rk E
T 0 i 1 T, B EDUPE AR 5. RO CP-nets
T CPT(X;) 72 Agent WIfwir R ik 5, HAHi
T I 5 AL T R X B[R] T HA S P e AT AR
[ P C L P O e B . BT EARI ] CP-nets, Agent
AE IE A I EDW ML Rk B i, BT CP-nets,
Agent BERFHAIE FmIF B . 2) X T AZ#k
PPN R Ui, Agent RJ 75262k i H) Py 43 H Lo
LR R, I Agent BEWT B AN nI A2 e i
B R PR R, R TR RPN BB, ] Lk
PRI T) A A5 3L 59 B DR OR ZR . W AR T P A C
B E ok O R, WL T CP-nets 4 &R
HIFARE P ) A T A 2] RO 5 pe il i 52
e ARy, (HIEAT SO E L TA) 1) o OO0 R A B A
AR (AW E, A3 wr%n). itk
55T CP-nets Wi &F &R, Wi el oy Wrig A& . Wr
I (G T mT A 460 1 TG B2 0D B0 5 Ay DL OC R ) BT K
o REVT I B (S B AR s e TR 2 HN
s AT OCR), (HWT R R 2 2l (SRA% 3 P4 40, 75 41 it
[ AR BE), IAT &R0 Bt Wr ANBH B (8 20 0 A0 O%
% CP-nets %HKIX), K CP-nets [FIHBIAIA G 5t
WARIE. 3) 2T CP-nets [P I 27 il S 5
ARG IAR, 59 U0, AR, SR
B, mERE (WM R 1 ARG 1 AT
). T AGE AT BT 1 4 b 3 7853 1, R
BRI S, Agent W] A 49 I E R FOAT AT EE
BAF R 4) CP-nets b SHERR SR T O0INR H 42 24
JEAR A, HAbSEVLHAR 2 2 WU ) SR . DA
T CP-nets Ml LF 2R P ) SEAEBER 2 w47
(B RE K H IS TR) B 2% ), A S5 B v K8 23 7 AT AT 1Y
(I TR S 7 2 I Z). 5) CP-nets fig &k (1) i
HRAMZE N B FHE N PraeRikmfE g, Al
3 Al i CP-nets T &I KI5 BAE 4. (H)
CP-nets Bt b P BRI 1) I 1715 R0 56 B Y. 1 4%
iKW BAH 2 2 />, CP-nets B N 458 53
PR IR I R R 2T 4, IR 2 — AN BT AR PRI
e e, o Jm B TAE R SRR R IE e ) I %5 1 1)
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J71A). 6) CP-nets (3G o [ b %6z, UHIEA T
FEPESAT T IR Ar AL EE. IS R VT 22 e U X
PLE s RIE, X HFH CP-nets 4k P& P M i $2 41
TG, ¥ L 6 4RIERET I B IR N DL R 25,
Al KA R KT CP-nets ik A8 77 1B ANE JwCFI DY
N EH.

MR 1 (IRIFFRIEHENE). A CP-nets
KAEE Agent X FCE (MWL & EOUWH (Intuitive).

HUERR. P X5 A 2 25 H i) —ANSE48) m 4,
CP-nets J&— P E AL i s T B, H B
PRILAEWTS 3 i 1) s V R,
PEMN VAT HIECE L S IR v S A i 2) IR T
PSR AR 2 [ MO OC 2R, — /N TR I AL SR AR A vk
FE TS AT, BlaniE 2 wh J F1 P AN RIEUE,
i TXF S Bkl 3) A lr R 25 by Rk nl
AR A ()5 A RO ER . T 1ok, Tied J
&AM KA —AN%HEN T, > J,7, BIER
$ Ceteris Paribus 5 X, P2 E 01T 4 X o] A2 4 i
B2 SRR PSS, > JuP,S,, JyPpS, >
JuPoSuyPuSs > JuPuSy. JyPuSw > JouPySw.
(R A AR 25 o R 0 At Tt %) 4% A2 A 2 A2 o mT A2 4t
OB o LS &, O

R 2 (RIFEBHIERS & Z1%). FH CP-
nets Bl N KRERIEH Agent HIls, X HARAL
G Z I PN OB BEARAR (87 5, JL0THE O(n) I1A]
ARG ) )

EE 7 (BHHMEEMFTS ). CP-nets B N
b B AT AT SRR e S ) (R T AT 9 G
.

MERR. Agent nJ5ERUmEF I ELER, SKRIBMHEE,
B E, Kl g S s, DXt H Rk
TSR R A 98 ARG R, B gg s &
SETRIE. O

EIE 8 (FHMBEMBHM). AEAE2HERE
~, BT 59 0 A v T SE I e i PR AR, H N HE
SREALECE, K 220 (W18 5 R e 2 DX [a] 5¢
5, PRI A .

WERR. HHEE 3.2 TR 3.3 WAL 5 FEH 6
IRKE D4R, O

EHE 9 (BHEMEXAEANAZTEM). AH CP-
nets KK Agent XFHCE A 9 LR — MG O
FIREATER, WIAFEREA CP-nets, FLATKIL 155
LG R EATE .

WERA. Rt AL 3 S I SRAE B 6N TR
i CP-nets ¥, Hysias w4 2" MEE, & n Lk
IE TR 5O OC R I N 1% A2 27 ANHCE 41 B ) 5E
AW, BB TS E A 27 x (20 — 1) /2. {H B
3 40 n = 3, W% CP-nets 5 H ISR T 1% 3% 4]

BIEICA R 1 WEH N 23, /N 3 ANTA N IZEKIR
() &7 45 28, BlliZ CP-nets [ AT R IA 5% 458
RINEH LN AZ R W E H 2, P A7 AR Lt
B s, oo SO R AE 1% CP-nets b & LR IAN
(BIWkc'E J, P, S, M J,B,S, AL, Kikfr
TEHEAS CP-nets, H 1K (1) i i A58 £ O
EE 10 (EAEEREZME). EATE2E R
N, FIHH CP-nets B N 0] S22 & Pk 1 5 1 wh Ak
iy
iERR. CP-nets [ N th CPT(X,) hf—Anid
S X ANEEUE R — AN, BIERIE e 16
%, CPT(X;) I “ziyz > xoy2” FKIET X z1y2
(2 KT8 zoyz R, (R IF5AT 38 HAR i
22 /b, WERARIE xiyz B 2oyz W
IFRZ D, GG e 9 PriEiRfHLe CP-nets F£ik
() I AN 5 £, AT 15 2] CP-nets & A A 5825 5
T2 R M M a A B L) P A 1 R R
ST T O
F b, WA W, KR B i
(Quantitative preference), —Z& & M Lf (Qual-
itative preference)®l. F b 5E Hi fin o B FH 78 iy )
PSR AP S o A, HUR B A 2 A R £
(Utility function). #H e& A g 22 B i,
AT T AN, RIS A RS N AT i e )
AN T 77 it P i . AL IS v G A R 1R PR
NATT 25 533K e 1R R o E5 ] AR R A B AR AN 1] BE IS
(B8 Gt AAT T[] R 7V R AN [T B PR 2 e AN —
FE, AH SCARAE B8 H P9 A R TC B 0 R4 eR B2 2
D), FRATT AT A Bl T R B 1R R T R, 1T
CP-nets ta4f gt A& —Fhoe M 7 1 o1 5, B
M CP-nets W] S22 J& V1K) E 1 fh 27 Ab 2.
MEEL 9 A4, HE4e CP-nets n] R IA ML & 7]
aR AR R RATEE. T EH 10 AT CP-nets
AP TEAAT N I 2 Ja e T (158 Pl 34T AL BE.
BARAE PSS () P A7 A — 2850 5 A K R A CP-nets
TR ARIE, (AR B T2 3.2 TR 99 Ay A A vk RN A
4.3 Y5 Agent Z [AIAZ H., Al 4240 B CP-nets
WA RIEW — 2 fmlr R, FrLlsE 4.3 WHiA M2
a4 Ry CP-nets AbFLRE I 10— V2.

43 5 Agent X BRI EEAAIERE S

HT- CP-nets )i I b BEUZ 28 31 )36 T 747 1Y)
TS, LR L T 20 R o S — RS T
M. ST EALL, Pr s R SR AR
R RS, AT 7 TR SR AR U R IIEOR, T
— 7 DR A B IR B A T B VRIS
BN AT RAMERIL, A2 AT RN
PSSR0 R SORIAE B 4 — B T SRR (1
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FEnlh, DUSCETF AR AT In A R,

HAR CP-nets n] KIAR o LR AN, H
g I A R R R 2R S, (HSEIZ ) 2 CP-nets
S5 ORI 78 4 19, HoaZas SO 2 10 U )
AR I IE T 99 0D T S ke 3R 5 8] (1) 0
e, SRR (/) ol 2 (HEK () JCEIR
—ERESR . TR 9 A B O R A A
SEA UG, WXL (/) T 5 P o< 2 ) ) iy
Jaiz N CP-nets H1381F, Rt 41 Agent ACH.,
¥ 2 A IE D 1 HIWAZ B Agent H C UK.
WG ISS P 4 W 5 SR AR S, 5 Agent RELTEK.
Fifgy B3 s CP-nets RiIAGE I HIEE 3.

5% 3. BUMRETELITEE/E LKA
qHiE

HIN. CP-nets Kl N = (V,CE).

. N RO SR

S 1. T 5NN K E CP-nets B N 1)
KIGEE Nmax = {01,02, -+ ,0m}, o m ZEWKICHIANEL
(B [Nomax| = m).

S 2. ETan IR Improved-Warshall #1187
Nimax TR ALAE S K TO RN T

1) RAFAEI R TC Omax, WIS omax AFLEIRBIHI;

2) WRAFAEI /D TT Omin, WK omin HEFE 5 1M1

T3 BT mATTHE /DT KITCE Nuax —
{Omasx, Omin IR [FIZ5 324t CP-nets | N 1] Agent MHATARCH
T

1) X Nmax —
2F5 Pyrs

2) ¥4I KTC omax HELE Prs BIIRHTIH, 55/DJT omin HE
1E Py WG 152128 B8 40 3N HET P51 (omax,
]DN/7 Omin>~

TIE 4. Agent HRYE & AE B Y )P H (omax,
Pty omin) BHATHIR.

T 11 (FHEMMXEHEESNTEMN).
FET55 LI HA Agent A8 HATHEHEIE 3, Xt
TR T 98 7 0 OR R ISR U 5845 11

WERR. AR T 99 A is S nT A 2 1K [R) 43
B AR JGAR A, A W 3R 25 () Fh A7 e B Kot
Omax FHIR/NTG Opin, b vl 5 L5245 2.
YT Ninax — {Omaxs Omin p THITCE AU, AhAT12 [A]
158 LR RIE CP-nets B A KIA, MLy
Agent ZZH., W LA3E] Ny — {Omaxs Omin } AL [A]
(Y5 AR &R

5 #IF SCSP #3884 CP-nets AR XL
5
E 3 RIS 4 1 RE AT, B CP-nets

Rl e R A R BB 1) AN RERE A R D
LIS R, 2) s I R B AR BER. o, Bk

{Omas Omin} TR BHEAT HIMFE, 7

O

B 1) @SS 4.3 475 Agent 28 HORAR U, B
2) nlid kA 5.3 TR A B LR R AT 2R 4 fif
PRI EE 4.3 5 AIER 5.3 A2 Al 414 9 CP-nets 3%
IERE I — 2Tk

5.1 SCSP 43

CP-nets 53 JLEEFIBF IR AT — A AU A
AL SCSP H AR S HENE, i 45 thAH SR 1Y

EX 12, ZMRFIR (C-semiring)*=51 § = (A,
+,%,0,1) B MLEWAZICIsE 47 M “x”
A, Horp

1) (A, +,0) sl L A AR AR A 0 e
s, HO 2 “4” LT, 12 “47 sHr%EIC.

2) (A, x, 1) &M HAA S T, 12
“XTIBEIILTT, 0 42 “x” sEETT, JEH “x”
S /0 B S O~ P LW

EX 13.

1) SCSP & — /MY cd Mg @ P =
(C,5,V,D), Hrh S JEE X 12 s )32 B A,
V O RPURARRES, D &V e, D =
Dom(V). I C ZFrH I (Con, Util) KIZIKR
LA, W—AN2fE o4l (Con, Util), Con CV
PR B, Util ZZ1R Con U L
(Utility function), BI Util: D'“°" — A. Util {3
LY Con PR RN, EX—DNARE X
I Con B — MBS E AR A T —AJC
S

2) 45— MNRAW L I P = (C,S,V, D),
P (R —/M# Sol XV OIIWRAR, i 2% R 2
Sol AL LR LR AR, B Util(Sol) =
X.ccUtil(Sol | Conc), F1, Sol | Conc fRFA#
Sol fELIHE LIk Cone FIIBEEE), x J&213% S
Hif) x &5

B 6. JUANH ILIR R L0 SRl A2 v 8 R B

1) 22 L 29 A A2 1) 8L (Constraint satisfac-
tion problem) J&J 23 SCSP = ({false, true},
V, A, false, true) KKfE.

2) BRI A L A @ (Fuzzy constraint sat-
isfaction problem) s&5: T SFCSP = ([0,1],
max, min, 0, 1) >KKf#.

3) Al B 29 S AL 1) 8 (Weight constraint
satisfaction problem) i T -3 SWCSP =
(Z*,max, +,0, +00) KKf#.

B 7. L E R AT LR P = (C, S,V, D),
Hrr S = ([0,1], max, min,0,1), V = {X,Y, Z},
Dom(X) = Dom(Y) = Dom(Z) = {a,b}, ZIK
£ C = {CXY,CYZ}, v, CXY = {{aa,0.4),
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(ab,0.1), (ba,0.3), (bb,0.5)}, CYZ =
(ab,0.3), (ba,0.1), (bb, 0.5)}.

M. XYZ=0bbb (M) X =bY =b, Z=0) &
B, ULAT bbb > abb.

5.2 Soft Constraint 5§ CP-nets X%

CP-nets /& —Ff & MEmir i 5, & 1 — AN Bl
e I Fe g R AR AR Bistarelli 250
ek 4, SCSP [ A A vl 7 22 100 i) e i it
I HW. v W CP-nets [1198 540 ML A1 SCSP
LIRS FIWT B AT BAMNE: CP-nets Lo b
IR IR e S BT SCSP AR A JAKT (AT £
MW F7 HEKs 4> CP-nets b A58 5 LI o) A 22 150
U T AL SCSP b W L 45 40 i 1) £, D0) ]
fif R > CP-nets b (PRI ) F 400 52 24 5 1)

ol
5.3 M CP-nets [a] Soft Constraint BJJ3Z4

HZ & MR E TR, B AR
ZSH, M LUK A (08T 1) R, el — NGB, B 5
SRAR I 3 — AN ). A CP-nets 1] SCSP )
LI RALIR T CP-nets ORI LR L, Ky CP-
nets [ 5R SN L4 SCSP E AR 1 EL
B B R R OGRS A R R P (R
BLLRFE JFCA 1 B AR SE LT B 8z ), BAIAERE
AT R P R 4 g )

1) Ceteris Paribus # fRFF: RI7E R CP-nets
Kl S i CPT(X;) Fiv e P4 A if T %
7t SCSP Hr (1)1 SLEAR

2) s R ORFE: BRI CP-nets Brh HAT5R Y
R AMBCEAE SCSP AR HA MRS R,
5.3.1 KEX SCSP H#j£%R

T ¥ CP-nets T K5k Ll ik e 42 4 SCSP
LS5 R T ) B, B SR 2N CP-nets Bl N =
(V,CE) & —Ai A AR 2 0@ P =
(C,S,V,D). HT P TV g N TV, D
VR SO, S AN R, AT ALY R
WS = SWCSP = (Z, max, +,0, +00), Kt
Bz 0 e iE P g e C.

HT—NAW ¢ = (Con,Util) 7 W5
Con M Util (—MARA LR %), Hrh,
Con LR ¢ BE I, Util 229K ¢ FEE, #%
HIE—A N DICon #IBR A B g, Pk i
— NIRRT SRR A R AR AR Con C
V, R E Con HME Util(Con), N4
CP-nets #4i& SCSP WA 25 C (RN

N 1. CP-nets I N = (V,CE), # X, €V,
WA & X, TR s — AR Cony,, Bk Conx, H

{{aa,0.4),

& X, il SRR, 4R Cony, [15E CHCh
Para(X;) U{X;}, V T JE&TEITE S RIZ R E
A {Para(X;) U{X;}X; € V}.

MFRINS 1 50, N REAS JEm AL AR R B — A
LY E . AR 5E SCEAR B, K4 Agent
JEYE X, BRIk T A5 Para(X;)
PIAFIE, FE Para(X;) U{X;} AlfEN—NE
WA 5E S

X1 2 1) CP-nets K, N H08& =k
At J, P, S. 1T J M P EAHE, XMWY
W Xy {J} M {P}, M S AR Z J M P,
FO0T 2 R e XA {J, P, S}, Jy > J, A
X R U0, B 18 i e KT 0] 3 P 118 I e 1) s 2
AP AT R B E sk { T} % LBy S, >
/8 AR SO NS ¥ R WAR S AL TN
XY . BRI AT A2 IR G, FRATTRT L e Al
IHE S AR E 8 {J, P, S} K.

MW 2. FEIH m H CP-nets K N = (V,
CE), X N A7 T AT 40 HE 7 J5 OR A7 7 B
* L, N

1) Weig(Cony;) = minde=(X0 55 X, Frif 3
WAW Conyx, FBUH, Hh Index(X;) HEM X,
e L THIALE (b y sl — MR E N 0,
(R AR E N 1, - RIS 3
B 341, 1 WIndex N 0; 4 1) Index fHN 1; 3 1
Index HR 2 (MWATEZECE O £, 35 1 47, 25 2 47,
).

2) # CPT(X;) " —MWEFWIE R “op Avy A
AU L T > Ty > Tz > e > Ty, J
o “ovg e AR (g, v, -+ ) J& Para(X;)
B — DB (X, 7k DR, ‘v > x>
Tiz > o0 > Ty AREX 2y MREECK, -
X i W EF B2, WA Cony; B FF5A
(FH Sequ kER) K Sequ((vi,ve, -+ , v, Ti1)) =
m — 1, Sequ({vi,va, - U, Ti2)) = m — 2, -+,
Sequ({vi,va, Uk, Tipe)) = 0. AT WLZIR Cony;
MIFHIME Sequ 5 KA m — 1 (FREX Dom(X;)
) — A KA o ), - -, B 0 (R
M G R ELAED).

3) #7 ¢ AW Cony,; & SN —ANIUH,
Bl ¢ € Dom(Conx;), HZ W Conyx; FIMNAE N
Weig(Conx;), FHMEA Sequ(c), MZTHK Conx;
)R H R Al Util(Cony;) = {Weig(Conx;) %
Sequ(c)lc € Dom(Conx;)}.

5.3.2 7& SCSP Hi#{THEBIMK % FI T

¥ CP-nets V1454 SCSP J&, FAi1wl 4% CP-
nets EFR5E S OEIREL L SCSP LIRSS )
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Wil @ P~ SCSP H i i O0 45 4 W R8T P A~ —
HEHIEL R RN L.

1 AR EL 4G 11010011 5 10011011 (K7D,
e SR 3R] 11010011 = 1x 27 +1x 204
O0x25+1x244+0x234+0x22+1x 21 +1x2° = 211,
M 10011011 = 1x2"4+0x264+0x2°+1x 2441 x
22 +0x224+1x2141x2% =155, KK 211 > 155,
Ttk 11010011 > 10011011.

[FFE, LARAE SCSP H AR soly 5 soly ML
75, i BT soly > soly JEAT KL

BN 3. P=(C,S,V,D) &—NET YN
IR A2 [

1) ¥ S = SWCSP = (Z, max, +,0,
+00), £ X T W AAFEPIE soly, sol, € ZT, H
max(soly, soly) = soly, Fif# soly LT AE soly, RN
soly > soly (“>" & max BHIFZMMTKR).

2) ¥ P =(C,SV,D) Rl 5.3.1 YA
LIHARM AT BN R A 2 1), BE S = SWCSP
= (Z*, Mazx,+,0,+00), C. V F D J&i@ i B
1 AU 2 7 £33 A S, WIXET CP-nets H )
I AR BIBCE o1 F1 oy KU, # max(Util(oy),
Util(Og)) = Util(01), PR L 01 T 03. /ﬂ\:lilil’
Util(o) = Util(o | Conxy) + Util(o | Conxz) +
<+ Util(o | Cony,,). WTEGHA—ANECE 121
F A SR 0 W0 P T M = I 20 SR R R i 2
(SWCSP Wiy “+ 185).

5 8. CP-nets & N Wil¥ 2 fror, Bl oy =
“JuPuS,”, 05 = “JyPySu”, N k= 05 > 05 Hiv 152

g K2 19N BN <J, P, S”, H
FW 2 50 Weig(Cony) = 22, Weig(Conp) = 21,
Weig(Cong) = 2°, IFHE N Sequ(os | Cony) =
1, Sequ(os | Conp) = 1, Sequ(os | Cong) = 0,
1M Sequ(oy | Cony) = 0, Sequ(o, | Conp) = 0,
Sequ(oy | Cong) = 1, it Util(os) = Util(os |
Cony) + Util(os | Conp) + Util(os | Cong) =
Util(J,) + Util(P,) + Util(JyPyS,) = 2% x 1 +
91 x1+2° %0 = 6, 1 Util(oy) = Util(os |
Cony) + Util(oy | Conp) + Util(os | Cong) =
Util(Jy) + Util(Py) + Util (J,PySa) = 22 % 0+ 2 x
0+2°%x1 =1, HT Max(Util(os), Util(o)) =
Max(6,1) = 6 = Util(os), #l N | 05 > 05.

5.3.3 JAZ9a94FE

EX 14, RN 1 FELN] 2 B LI CP-
nets 1) SCSP MF4k:

1) # N &R A — A &%
H yxi2z > yroz, AXTNF SCSP Hfft ya 2 TR
yxoz, WARIAL RA A J0 00 SUIRFF;

2) 45 N PEE o 3T 0g, AXTIY SCSP

HIE 01 BT 0o, WIFRIAZ B AT 58 AR

EIE 12, W0 1 AIF 2 BT S B U £
S FRATICIRTE: SCORFR AT 0O R AR T

MERR. 1) SEUFSAFTCOGE SUOREE, BIIE yay 2 >
yxoz Za A Util(yr,z) > Util(ywez). X100
X &AM miFR CPT(X) Kit, yri2z > yroz &
RN —N4%H, Kby € Dom(Para(X)), z €
Dom(V —{X}=Y), Wl 2z 2V —{X}-Y PITx
—ANE. BRI 2 19 1), BCE gy 2 F yzaz HIRL
i Weig —FF, Bl Weig(yx,2) = Weig(yxaz). R
PEFEHHI 2 141 2), yi 2 PP IUEKRT yaoz 75
i, Bl Sequ(yz,z) > Sequ(yxoz), Hitk Util(yx,2)
> Util(yz2z).

2) FRUESR UL G R IREE, RIE 07 > 00 #IEH
Util(oy) > Util(0s). %% 01 5 09 H—AARI &M
H X, MR RIS Lo, - e X Z R
JEMAEE Vi, W oy 5 0, £ VL LIMEHSHIF], 01 5
0y 1E Vi TR IAR B E B —FF, Ptk R
FUE o) 72V — V) IR I TE 2RI E
MKT 0o 7£V = Vi BTG SMA LR R
‘Zﬂ] Eﬁﬂ: 01 > 02, )I_I\IJ 01 E X F)?B%TEJ“E(J%JEEJ:E(J
FPHMERT 0o f£ X PRS- SFILR R )PHIE, T
o1 5 op fEEME X T FINAHR ERBUE Weig —
FE, AP 2 (1 2), 1 o 72 X KHAS EPrif T
LR BB TR T 00 75 X RHAH ST
SHZR BRSO . AR Weig {H TR
M), Bf oy 76V — (VL U{X}) BT IR
HMEZFRT 01 £V — (Vi U{X}) FTifRIMAR
PIHEZ R, 00 fEV — (Vi U{X}) EIFE SN
WHIBEZ AN T 00 7 X BTG FINAHRK
BUE Weig, Rk Util(oy) > Util(oy). X113t
1 1000 5 0111 fIR/NECEL—HE, A bz AL
H1x 28 =8, G fa A EZ R 7, T
[IERCTEEDAIEEIERS O

T 13. T LH CP-nets 1] SCSP HZ )5
i oy DLkt 22 I ) 52 2

MERR. AR BLLY AP IR TR AT i ) A 5 4 B T
75 2 1IN ) P 58 R, 17 VA 249 280 R b 16 4 4 HE A
AIAE 2 I ) ) 58 %, Nz CP-nets 1T £ 15855
ANECH R, Bk N A AR B R 29 Al R 7 22 1
BT N 5E . IXAEAE CP-nets HaEAT o A0 IA 1
I 1) gt 5 T A Tl E /5 SCSP Rt AT i Ak
SAVURITESF 1) 177 308 4 PR o T 8 7 22 Tk ), PR
JE BT O

5.4 HHAXIAERYXSEE

CP-nets T 28 iy — i 5 21 i 4 27 TR,
AT BREASCHIRF ORI DTRR, 36 14 T AL AR
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% 1 CP-nets A TAENE
Table 1 Related work comparison for CP-nets
LiES7e' EEC-aN(E 4 CP-nets Afmiroes G RATRER? R
ESSUN -yAbg e PERIER T ? JivEE AT B fif e ?
Boutilier’s!?! £k CP-nets &7k, & UM wH wH DI R ST wH
Goldsmith’s[22] 3k CP-nets i d L MAA I R A% E wh wH BRI BT 2 wh
Gelain’s works! SCSP L6 Al T (1 A2 4 SCSP 4 ki hE wH W B
Bistarelli’s!5] FE T2 IR 240 S0 A 1 K A WA AT AT WA
AL TAE Bk CP-nets MR, Hk A RiLRET AT i AR o AR Bk
W TARRDN EE. CAITFE, PEEE7E, HESCIR. S ARAR ISR e o R e S0 S SR .

MR 1 w5, A SR SR AR SR T LR A i Ml
WIR T CP-nets MIRIEGES, 56— IR HVIE LM
JEA#R T CP-nets M58 by PE A in) @

6 ZHILFAREKIIE

AICWITT Agent Hifwif R8s T H — CP-nets
NI FRIERE 7, Wi %) CP-nets 5 H E MR 57,
FeH {8 CP-nets LIf n x 271 X[ A8 #efid &
(1) 5y DL IR AT A 28 1 s 1) P 5 B, (E0 T At S
AT O AR N, R RN O(4™), B
WA J7 45 1Y CP-nets 58 5 A0 IR 0 5925 K
HA IR, OB E, AE AN T
CP-nets [RiEfRES, FiHE CP-nets @& AN EELE
BN 1R 5 P 4 2

B FRIT IR A 1) 85T CP-nets B #)3L
FECEAVE R, Wnl s e e — B, R SR
7 CP-nets 5241k, B AW CP-nets 4585 H
Tk s E LR R R, LAt — 22 W# CP-nets
RKIKFEINEHA T N ES5H); 2) 3T CP-nets
(K1 22ikfe 1, Wit CP-nets SRA#ZE, M%) 18] if
T D R SN Rl O N 5 7R S SR e e
AT AR IR = o HEE R 4 R B e A 3) 4G
Bk (23] 42 H Dl R 7 7 vk, BE ST T 1 — 20 e o
CP-nets JRIAHE T, JEH¥ CP-nets IRIARE Y
Game Theory [FZRIARE S HATX] L.
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