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(X) & xeU R K=(U R) U R
U
2: N K=(U R)
XCU R e ind( K)
R_X=U{YeU/RIYCX} (1) R X=U{YeU/RIYNX #0} (2)
X R R posg( X) =R_X X R ; negy(X) =U
-UR X R o
3: K=(U R) P Q €R; ind(P) ind(Q) Q p
Q P :
k=rp( Q) =Card(pos,(Q)) /Card( U) (3)
Card k (0 1) k
1.1.2
U={X U, e f} U,i=12 3 X U,
P =pos,(U)) /iép()sui(Ui) (4)
pos,;(U;) 1
posU; =r¢(D) —rc_;(D) (5)
re( D) (D) i
posU; =r¢(D) —re_;(D) =1 - =r._(D) (6)
1.2
(1)
X (k) =X, (k) /%éoxi(k)i (i=12 - mk=01 - n) (7)
(2) SAi(k) =1X,(k) -X;(0) | (8)
(3) : Amax = max; max, Ai( k)
Amin = min;min, Ai( k) (9)
(4) ) = R0 A (10)
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Tab. 1 Value of evaluation factors in the level of 2010 when inflow of the Yellow River is at probability of 50%

50%

© C2 C3 C4 Cs C6 C7 Cg C9 C10 Cn C12 C13 Ci4 Cis Ci6
1 9488 3312 0 0.06 0.33 0.11 0.42 0.04 0.26 0.11 0.28 0.01 0.56 10421 3.23 3.23
2 8670 4602 0 0.11 0.4 0.06 0.21 0.03 0.24 0.21 0.3 0.01 0.56 6309 2.66 2.66
3 8500 3321 0.01 0.07 0.42 0.06 0.22 0.02 0.22 0.22 0.28 0.01 0.55 6175 2.38 2.38
4 8345 3393 0.01 0.07 0.49 0.07 0.32 0.02 0.2 0.07 0.31 0.03 0.6 6798 2.32 2.32
5 7715 3871 0.01 0.05 0.53 0.1 0.18 0.03 0.25 0.09 0.3 0.04 0.67 7892 2.1 2.1
6 8400 4420 0.01 0.07 0.61 0.13 0.18 0 0.26 0.06 0.33 0.08 0.68 5311 1.91 1.91
7 7757 3646 0.01 0.09 0.49 0.13 0.19 0.03 0.22 0.16 0.32 0.03 0.57 9806 1.71 1.71
8 7571 2571 0.01 0.05 0.42 0.14 0.29 0.02 0.25 0.12 0.32 0.03 0.62 5373 2.11 2.11
9 9140 2590 0 0.06 0.42 0.16 0.28 0.04 0.25 0.12 0.28 0.01 0.6 8949 2.93 2.93
10 9333 3926 0 0.07 0.49 0.14 0.21 0.03 0.29 0.15 0.28 0.01 0.58 11972 2.55 2.55
¢ ¢ e e 3
2
Tab. 2 The frame of oasis stability indicator system of Ningxia and grades of these evaluation factors
(+) ¢ >7800 6600 -7800 5400 -6600 4200 -5400 <4200
(+) ¢ >3750 3000 -3750 1950 -3000 1050 -1950 <1050
(-) ¢ <0.1 0.1-0.2 0.2-0.3 0.3-0.4 >0.4
(-) ¢g <0.05 0.05-0.1 0.1-0.15 0.15-0.2 >0.2
(-) cs <0.5 0.5-0.6 0.6-0.7 0.7-0.8 >0.8
(=) ¢ <0.05 0.05-0.2 0.2-0.35 0.35-0.5 >0.5
(-) c;  <0.2 0.2-0.3 0.3-0.4 0.4-0.5 >0.5
(+) cg >0.1 0.06-0.1 0.04-0.06 0.02-0.04 <0.02
+) Cy >0.3 0.2-0.3 0.1-0.2 0.05-0.1 <0.05
(+) cp  >0.3 0.2-0.3 0.1-0.2 0.05-0.1 <0.05
+) ¢y >0.8 0.5-0.8 0.2-0.5 0.05-0.2 <0.05
(+) cp >0.1 0.05-0.1 0.03-0.05 0.01-0.03 <0.01
(+) ¢z >0.8 0.5-0.8 0.2-0.5 0.05-0.2 <0.05
-) ¢y <4000 4000 -6000 6000 —8000 8000 —10000 > 10000
+) cis >2.5 2.0-2.5 1.5-2.0 1.0-1.5 <1
-) ¢ <1 1.0-2.0 2.0-4.0 4.0-5.0 >5
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( ): 3 4 5 6.
3 :C C_g¢ pos._., (C) ={{2} k = Card( pos;_,, (C)) /Card(U) =1/
10=0.1 , 1-0.1=0.9 P 0.9 0.5 0.6.
(4) P, =0.3103 P, =0.3103 P, =0.1724 P, =0.20609; 4 P,=0.3810 P, =0.2381 P,
=0.3810; 5 b, =0.2917 P, =0.125 P, =0.1667 P,, =0.125 P, =0.1667 P,; =0.125; 6
P, =0.4762 P =0.2857 P, =0.2381,
3 4 5 6
Tab. 3 Knowledge expression Tab. 4 Knowledge expression Tab. 5 Knowledge expression Tab. 6 Knowledge expression
system of Ningxia oasis system of Ningxia oasis system of Ningxia oasis system of Ningxia oasis

€1 G €3 Gy ¢ G ¢ €g C €0 €11 €2 Ci3 €14 C15 Ci6

1 5 4 5 4 1 5 4 2 1 2 4 3 3 1 4 1 1 5 3

2 5 5 5 3 2 5 4 4 2 2 4 4 3 1 4 2 35 3

3 5 4 5 4 3 5 4 4 3 1 4 4 3 1 4 3 3 4 3

4 5 4 5 4 4 5 4 3 4 1 3 2 3 2 4 4 3 4 3

5 4 5 5 4 5 4 4 5 5 2 4 2 3 3 4 5 3 4 3

6 55 5 4 6 3 4 5 6 1 4 2 3 4 4 6 4 3 4

7 4 4 5 4 7 5 4 5 7 2 4 3 3 2 4 7 2 3 4

8 4 3 5 4 8 5 4 4 8 1 4 3 3 2 4 8 4 4 3

9 5 3 5 4 9 5 4 4 9 2 4 3 3 1 4 9 2 5 3

10 5 5 5 4 10 5 4 4 10 2 4 3 3 1 4 10 1 5 3

1.2---10 : 3 3 : 3
C= C={cs5 ¢ c7} C={cg co cpo ¢y cpp ci3} C={cy 5 ci}

{er ca e5 e}

P, :

P =(0.0776 0.0776 0.0431 0.0517 0.0953 0.0595 0.0953 0.0729 0.0313 0.0417 0.0313 0.
0417 0.0313 0.1191 0.0714 0.0595) .
2.2.2

(7) ~(11) 0.5
B:

B =(0.0740 0.0727 0.0264 0.0702 0.0728 0.0655 0.0712 0.0460 0.0713 0.0572 0.0535 0.
0465 0.0693 0.0663 0.0726 0.0646) .
2.2.3

n 0.5 (12) W

W =(0.0758 0.0752 0.0348 0.061 0.0841 0.0626 0.0833 0.0595 0.0514 0.0495 0. 0425 0.

0442 0.0504 0.0928 0.072 0.0621) .
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(7 I Il I
v Vv ( 2) .
7 B=W-«*F
9.07587 00 0 0 0.4110 0.5800[
.07520 00 0 0.08 0.916 0 [
B=wW-F=U: E- g: : : : L (0.0704 0.1916 0. 1934 0.3362 0.2097)
a).on o o 0 0.3870 0.6130
[b.062100 Oo 0.115 0.885 0 o O
B 0.3362 v .
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2.3.2
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Tab.7 The determination of membership function
I I I v \
< _x x 0 0
xS 2a; 2a,
a, +a, (a, +a,) —2x _(al +a,) —2x
fxs 2 2(a, -a) 2(a, —ay) 0 0
a, +a, 2x—(a; +a,) 2x-(a; +a,)
2 XS 0 ! 2(a —ay) 2(a; —ay) 0
a, +a, (a, +a3) —2x (a, +a;3) —2x
@ SXST 0 2(ay —ay) 2(a; —ay) 0
a, +a x<a, 0 0 1_2"‘(32*'33) 2x - (a, +a3)
2 2(a; —ay) 2(a; - a,)
ay +a, (a3 +a4) —2x _(33 +a,) —2x
B SXSTh 0 0 2(a, —ay) 2(a, —a3)
¢ é 2x — (a5 + 2x — (a3 +¢
as +ay, <a, 0 0 0 x — (a3 +ay) x— (a3 +a,)
2 2( a4 —a3) 2(ay - a;)
ay ay
N 4 4
¥ 0 0 0 2x ! 2x
8
Tab. 8 Grade interval of oasis stability and evaluation results
I I I v \ 23
1 0.0704 0.1916 0.1934 0.3362 0.2097
2 0.0221 0.0887 0.2305 0.3898 0.2701
3 0.0519 0.0618 0.1825 0.5053 0.1998
4 0.0347 0.1021 0.2757 0.4314 0.1572
5 0 0.1426 0.2017 0.4408 0.2113
6 0.0744 0.0375 0.1811 0.5248 0.1835
7 0.0374 0.147 0.2334 0.4014 0.182
8 0.0298 0.071 0.2799 0.4849 0.1358
9 0.0221 0.167 0.2743 0.3512 0.1866
10 0.0761 0.1303 0.1482 0.3887 0.2578
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Evaluation method for ecological stability of oasis based on rough set theory
and grey theory

WANG Yaobin' > FENG Qi' SI Jianhua' CHANG Zonggiang'

(1. The Cold and Arid Regions Environmental and Engineering Research Institute Chinese Academy of Sciences Lanzhou 730000 P. R. China; 2.

The Lab & Department of Equipment Management Northwest Normal University Lanzhou 730000 P. R. China)

Abstract: In view of the shortcomings of the current evaluation methods of the stability of oasis we put forward

a simple and practicable evaluation method based on rough set theory and grey theory to evaluate the stability of

oasis from different aspects of the stability of oasis. Taking Ningxia Oasis as example we compared with the ex—

perts” conclusions

verified and analyzed the feasibility and practicability of this evaluation methods.

Key words: rough set; grey theory; ecological stability of oasis



