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relation is constructed on the fuzzy preference relation to rank a set of fuzzy numbers.
Since the fuzzy preference relation is a total ordering relation satisfying reciprocal and
transitive laws on fuzzy numbers, the relative preference relation satisfies a total ordering
relation on fuzzy numbers as well. Normally, utilizing preference relation is more reason-
able than defuzzification on ranking fuzzy numbers, because defuzzification does not
Fuzzy preference relation present preferencg de_gree betwgen two fuzzy numbe_rs e!nd loses some messages.
Pair-wise comparison However, fuzzy pair-wise comparison by preference relation is complex and difficult. To
Ranking avoid above shortcomings, the relative preference relation adopts the strengths of defuzz-
Relative preference relation ification and fuzzy preference relation. That is to say, the relative preference relation
expresses preference degrees of several fuzzy numbers over average as similar as the fuzzy
preference relation does, and ranks fuzzy numbers by relative crisp values as defuzzifica-
tion does. Thus utilizing the relative preference relation ranks fuzzy numbers easily and
quickly, and is able to reserve fuzzy information.
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1. Introduction

Since Jain, Dubois and Prade [1-3] proposed related concept for fuzzy numbers, comparing fuzzy numbers had been an
important issue of fuzzy aspect. For instance, Bortolan and Degani [4] reviewed fuzzy ranking methods in 1985, Lee and Li [5]
proposed comparison of fuzzy numbers based on the probability measure of fuzzy events in 1988, Chen and Hwang [6]
expressed fuzzy multiple attribute decision making in 1992, Choobineh and Li [7] developed an index for ordering fuzzy
numbers in 1993, Dias [8] used fuzzy numbers to rank alternatives in 1993, Lee, Cho and Lee-Kwang [9] ranked fuzzy values
with satisfaction function in 1994, Requena et al. [10] utilized an artificial neural network to rank fuzzy numbers automat-
ically in 1994, Fortemps and Roubens [11] expressed ranking and defuzzification methods based on area compensation in
1996, Cheng [12] proposed the coefficient of variance(or called CV index) to rank fuzzy numbers in 1998, Raj and Kumar
[13] used maximizing and minimizing sets for ranking fuzzy alternatives with fuzzy weights in 1999, and Chu and Tsao
[14] ranked fuzzy numbers with an area between centroid and original points in 2002. Besides, some researches [15-21]
were helpful to rank fuzzy numbers as well.

Through the previous researches, fuzzy ranking methods are commonly classified into two varied categories. One is defuzz-
ification and the other is comparing fuzzy numbers by preference relation (i.e. fuzzy pair-wise comparison). Defuzzification is
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simpler and easier than fuzzy pair-wise comparison on ranking fuzzy numbers. However, defuzzification loses fuzzy messages.
On the other hand, fuzzy pair-wise comparison is complex and difficult, but the work reserves fuzzy messages. Thus, Yuan [22]
supposed that a fuzzy ranking method had to present preference relation in fuzzy terms. For instance, comparing two fuzzy
numbers A with B does not merely demonstrate that A is preferred or not preferred to B. A fuzzy ranking method desires to
express some situations, such as A dominates B, A is slight better than B, or A and B do not have the difference, etc. In short, a
fuzzy preference relation with membership function represents preference degree.

Based on above, we first propose a fuzzy preference relation in this paper. The fuzzy preference relation with membership
function represents preference degree of two fuzzy numbers to compare the two fuzzy numbers. Then the fuzzy preference
relation is modified into a relative preference relation, and the relative preference relation with membership function rep-
resents relative preference degrees of a set of fuzzy numbers over average. The fuzzy numbers will be ranked according to
their relative preference degrees.

For the sake of clarity, related concepts of fuzzy theory are expressed in Section 2. The fuzzy preference relation is pro-
posed in Section 3, and the relative preference relation constructed on the fuzzy preference relation is presented in Section 4.
Some numerical examples of comparing fuzzy numbers based on the fuzzy preference relation and relative preference rela-
tion are illustrated in Section 5. Additionally, we compare the proposed method with other similar methods through the
illustrated examples in this section. Finally, an extension in general fuzzy numbers is shown in Section 6.

2. Preliminaries
In this section, we review basic notions of fuzzy numbers [23-28].

Definition 2.1. A fuzzy number A is defined in an interval [a;,a;], where g, and a, are respectively lower and upper
boundaries of A.

Definition 2.2. A triangular fuzzy number A is a fuzzy number with piecewise linear membership function p, defined by

i, <X < A,
Ma =1 arar, Gm <X <G, (1)
0, otherwise,

which can be indicated as a triplet (a;, am, a;).

Definition 2.3. A trapezoidal fuzzy number A is a fuzzy number with membership function p, defined by

X—a,
a—g W SX<ap,
Wy = ]7 ap <X < A, (2)
AT & am<x<a,
0, otherwise,

which can be denoted as a quartet (a;, a,, am, ar).

Definition 2.4. Let o be an operation on real numbers, such as +, —, x, A, V, etc. Let A and B be two fuzzy numbers. By exten-
sion principle, an extended operation o on fuzzy numbers is defined by

Hap(2) = SUD {1, (X) A lg(y)}- 3)

X,y:z=Xoy

Definition 2.5. Let A be a fuzzy number. Then AL and AY are respectively defined as

AL = inf(z), (4)
(D)=
and
A = sup(2). (5)

(D) >a
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Definition 2.6. A fuzzy preference relation R is a fuzzy subset of R x R with membership function p,(A, B) representing
preference degree of fuzzy numbers A over B [27-29].

(i) R is reciprocal iff pg(A,B) = 1 — 1x(B,A) for all fuzzy numbers A and B.
(i) R is transitive iff 11,(A,B) > 3 and (B, C) > 1= (A, C) > 1 for all fuzzy numbers A, B and C.
(iii) R is a fuzzy total ordering iff R is both reciprocal and transitive.

Comparing A with B by the fuzzy preference relation R, A is preferred to Biff 1z (A, B) > 1, and A is equal to Biff (A, B) = 1.
Definition 2.7. Let > be a binary relation on fuzzy numbers defined by A > B iff A is preferred to B (i.e. fz(A, B) > 1).

Definition 2.8. Let A and B be two fuzzy numbers for A >~ B. Based on Lee’s extended fuzzy preference relation [28], the
difference of A and B is defined as fol (A= B). + (A—B)Y)do.

3. The fuzzy preference relation between two fuzzy numbers

A fuzzy preference relation P revised from Lee’s extended fuzzy preference relation [28] is proposed to compare two fuzzy
numbers, and presented in following definitions.

Definition 3.1. Let A and B be two fuzzy numbers, where A is in an interval [a;, a;] and B is in an interval [b;, b;]. Let T* be in an
interval [t],t}]=[max{a, b}, max{a;,b;}] (i.e. the maximum fuzzy number) and T~ be in an interval [t ,t;]=[min{a,
b;}, min{a, b;}] (i.e. the minimum fuzzy number). We define an extending difference ||(A, B)| between A and B to be

B (T =T+ (" =T da o>t

o (=T,

(A, B)|| = [IT|| = u . :
ot (T =T 420t —t))do if b7 <t

(6)

The extending difference is a difference between two fuzzy numbers if the intersection of the two fuzzy numbers is () or a
point, and it is a important base for fuzzy preference relation to ensure that the fuzzy preference relation is in the interval [1].
In addition, the extending difference is used not only in two fuzzy numbers but also in three fuzzy numbers or more. Further,
the extending difference will be the smallest range for a set of fuzzy numbers if the intersection of the minimum and the
maximum fuzzy numbers is ¢ or a point. Otherwise, the two fuzzy numbers must be moved to make the intersection of
the two moving values being () or a point.

Definition 3.2. Let A and B be two fuzzy numbers, where A is in an interval [a;, a,] and B is in an interval [b;, b;]. A fuzzy pref-
erence relation P is a fuzzy subset of R x R with membership function (A, B) representing preference degree of A over B.
Define

winB) =) (f&((A - B)én;”m ~B)de 1>$ -
where
Tl = {f&((T* —T )+ (T =T ),)dx if g >t
Jo(TT =T )+ (T =T ) +2(t; —t)))da if &/ <t

T* is in an interval [t/ t}], T™ is in an interval [t; ¢t ], t] = max{a;, b/}, t; = max{a,, b}, t; = min{a;, b;}, t; = min{a,,b;}.
Obviously, (g(A,B) = Liff [)((A—B), + (A—B)Y)da > 0, where 1,(A,B)=1as A=B.

Lemma 3.1. The preference relation P is reciprocal iff u,(A,B) =1 — u,(B,A).

Proof.

IT| IT]

(—(IS((B—A)iJr(B—A)i’)da) _1) . _1_1<

! A*Bl: A*Bud _ 1 B*AL B*AUd
HP(AB):;(IO(( )+ ( >a)a+l)_1<(f0(( L+ ( )“”)H)

fy ((B=A): + (B-A)Y)da
o il ) +1) =1 yp(B,A).

IT]
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Lemma 3.2. The preference relation P is transitive iff j1,(A,B) > 1 and 11,(B,C) > 1 = up(A,C) > 1.

Proof. Let A, B and C be three fuzzy numbers, where A = [;,a,], B= [b;, b;] and C = [c;, ¢;]. Since

—_—

:uP(AvB) > % and .uP(Bv C) = jv

/]((A—B)g +(A-B)Y)do > 0 and /]((B—C); +(B—-0)Y)do > 0.
0 0

Then
.|

/']((A _B)L 4+ (A—B)Y)do + / (B C)t+ (B—C)V)dat > 0.
Jo Jo

In addition,
1 1 1
/<m—3ﬁ+mgﬂﬁMa+/(w—cﬁ+w—cﬁMa:/<m—8ﬁ+w—cﬁ+m—3ﬁ+w—cﬁMa
0 0 0
1 1
_ / (AL —BY 4+ B —CV 1A — B + BV — Cl)do :/ (AL — V) + (&Y — C))da
0 0

1
_ / (A-CL 1 (A—C))do > 0.
0
Based on above, [;((A—C)5 + (A—O)Y)da = 0iff 1,(A,C) > 1. O
According to Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2, the preference relation P is a total ordering relation [27,29].

Lemma 3.3. Let A and B be two fuzzy numbers. By the fuzzy preference relation P, A is preferred to B iff up(A,B) > 1.
Lemma 3.4. A > B iff 11,(A,B) > 1, where = is a binary relation on fuzzy numbers presented on Definition 2.7.

Lemma 3.5. A and B are two triangular fuzzy numbers, where A= (a;,an,a,) and B= (b;, by, b,). Let T* be (max{a,b},

max{am,bm}, max{a,,b.}) and T~ be (min{ay, b;}, min{ay, b, }, min{a;, b, }). We define an extending difference ||(A, B)|| between
A and B to be

(6 ) +2(t5—tm) (7 1)

IMB)ﬂﬂh{w,Mﬁ”Wq) . :

L L L ot — ) if g <ty

Likewise, the extending difference ||(A, B)|| is used in fuzzy preference relation between triangular fuzzy numbers A and B

to ensure that the fuzzy preference relation must be in the interval [1]. Then we illustrate a situation to demonstrate the

extending difference ||(A, B)|| for triangular fuzzy numbers. The cause of utilizing triangular fuzzy numbers demonstration

is that they can be presented by certain figures, whereas fuzzy numbers of Definition 3.1 are merely expressed in intervals.

In the illustrated situation, the membership functions of A and B are presented blow.

if tf =t

(8)

Based on Lemma 3.5, the membership functions of T~ and T* are derived and shown in Fig. 2.

Since t; < t7, the extending difference relationship of T~ and T* are displayed in Fig. 3. It is viewed that T* is moved
(t — ) units into T** by right. Then the difference between T~ and T** will be the extending difference between A and
l*—[,. )+2(t;—tm)+([;’—tl
-2

B. Thus the extending difference ||T|| will be ¢ )y 2(t; —tf). Further, ] +(t; —t) =t; , so the left boundary
of T is t;.

Additionally, yielding the extending difference for Aand Bon t; > t; is as similar as that of Fig. 3 because the intersection
of A and B is 0 or a point. Therefore, its demonstration is omitted. Based the figures above, the fuzzy preference relation of A
and B will be viewed as the difference ratio of Fig. 1 over Fig. 3.

Lemma 3.6. A and B are two triangular fuzzy numbers, where A = (a;,am,a,) and B = (b;, bm, b;). Then

1 /(a;—by) +2(an — bm) + (ar — by)
up<AyB)—§< ' ST ! +1>,

where

2

(17 ) 26—t H () - . _
L . L4+ 2(t —t) iftf <t

tF—to)+2(H, —tm)+(t —t- . _
|w={“rﬂ . it >t
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My ()

Fig. 1. The membership functions of triangular fuzzy numbers A and B.

Uy (%)
1

01t t, tot+ =)+ -) x

m

Fig. 3. The membership functions of T~ and T*".

t; = max{a;, b},
t = max{an,bm},
t7 = max{a, b},
t; = min{ay, by},
t, = min{an, bn},

t; = min{a,, b;}.

Proof. As A = (a;,am,a,;) and B= (b, b, b;), A—B=(a; — by,am — bm,a, — b). Thus

/ (A-B)du— / (@ = ) — (@ = b))+ (@  by))dor = G =) + (@ = b))
0 0 2
and
/ "4 BVda - / (@~ bw) — (@ — by + (@ — by))do = O = bm) + (@ =)
JO JO 2

Based on above,

1p(A,B) =

NO| =

f(} ((A -BL+(A- B)g)dfx ) 1 [(Qonbn)i@=br) | Gn-bu)+(ar—b) )
[H T2 [l "
1

_1/(a - by) + 2(am — bp) + (ar — by)
2 < 2| +



Y.-]. Wang/Applied Mathematical Modelling 39 (2015) 586-599 591

Obviously,

(7 —t)+2(6, )+ 1)
2

IT|| = ¢ & —tr)+206—tm)+(tF
2

iftf >t

Do -t it <t
can be proved in the same means. The proof is omitted. 0O

4. The relative preference relation constructed the fuzzy preference relation

By the fuzzy preference relation P, preference degree of two fuzzy numbers is derived. However, time complexity on fuzzy
operation is O(n?) for ranking n fuzzy numbers due to pair-wise comparison [30]. On the other hand, time complexity on
fuzzy operation is merely O(n) for ranking n fuzzy numbers by defuzzification. That is why many researches used defuzzifi-
cation to rank several fuzzy numbers. To modify the fuzzy preference relation P, we propose a relative preference relation P*
based on P to rank a set of fuzzy numbers. By the relative preference relation P*, time complexity on fuzzy operation for rank-
ing n fuzzy numbers is O(n). The related notion of the relative preference relation is presented below.

Definition 4.1. Let S = {X;,X3,...,X,} denote a set composed of n fuzzy numbers. A fuzzy number X; = [x;;, x;;| belongs to the
set S, where i =1,2,...,n. Assume X = (3;X;)/n derived by extension principle is average of the n fuzzy numbers in S. A
relative preference relation P* with membership function . (X;,X) represents preference degree of X; over X in S. We define

1 (f (0= X0, + (X = X)) der

o X0 =5 el ) 1o
where
. _\L _\U . _
sl = {JJ«T; = To)y + (Tg = T, )do if 6 > ¢,
Jo((Tg = Ts), + (T = T5), +2(ty — t))dor if ) <y,

T, is in an interval [t 6], T isin an interval [t;, t;], t; = maxi{x;}, . = maxi{x; }, t; = mini{xy}, t;, = min;{x;},i=1,2,...,n.

Obviously, 0 < pp (Xi,X) < 1, where i = 1,2,...,n. . (X;,X) < 1 expresses that X is preferred to X;. On the other hand,
Up- (X;,X) > 1 presents that X; is preferred to X.

Lemma 4.1. The relative preference relation P* is a total ordering relation.

Lemma 4.2. Let X; and X; be two fuzzy numbers in S. X; is preferred to X; iff ttp- (Xi, X) > tp- (Xj, X).

Undoubtedly, the n fuzzy numbers X;,Xs, . .., X, can be ranked according to i, (X1,X), tp (X2,X) - - ., Upe (Xn, X), i.€. relative
preference degrees of the fuzzy numbers over average. Thus time complexity on fuzzy operation is O(n) for ranking n fuzzy
numbers. The difference between P* and P is in comparison basis. Besides, another difference between P* and P is in the
range consisting of fuzzy numbers. The range of P* includes a set of fuzzy numbers, whereas the range of P merely has
two fuzzy numbers.

Lemma 4.3. X; > X; iff up (Xi, X) > tp- (X;, X), where  is a binary relation on fuzzy numbers presented on Definition 2.7.

Lemma 4.4. Assume S = {X1,X,...,Xn} to indicate a set consisting of n triangular fuzzy numbers, where X; = (Xi, Xim, Xir),
i=1,2,...,n Let X = (X, Xm, X;) be average of the n fuzzy numbers. The relative preference relation P* with membership function
Up (Xi, X) represents preference degree of X; over X in S. Thus

o 1 (X — %) 4+ 2(Xim — Xim) + (Xir — X)) )
(X X) == +1),
b 3= 5 ( 2ITs]

where

(11)

(6t + 26 L) (8517 e
T =1 2 ife >t
s (6t 2t o)+ (85

St o, — ) if E <

sl s

th =max{xy}, t},, = maxi{xin}, t. = maxi{x; }, t; = min;{xy}, t;;,, = min{x;, }, t;; =mini{x;-}, i=1,2,...,n.

sm
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5. Numerical examples

To demonstrate the fuzzy preference relation and relative preference relation clearly, some numerical examples are illus-
trated to present fuzzy numbers are ranked by P or P".
In the first example,

Al = (47576)7
and
A2 = (]7213)7

are two triangular fuzzy numbers.
Intuitively, A; is preferred to A,.
By the fuzzy preference relation P, ||T| of A; and A, is

6-1)+2(5-2)+(4-3)

= 3 =6,
where
tf =max{4,1} =4,
th = max{5,2} =5,
t7 = max{6,3} =6,
tf =min{4,1} =1,
t, =min{5,2} =2,
t; = min{6,3} =3,
4=t
Then
1o (Ar, As) :%{(6—1)+2(25X—62)+(4—3)+]} 1
Similarly,
1o (As, A :% {(1 —6)+2(22X—65)+(3 —4)_”} _o

Thus A, is preferred to A, by the preference relation P. Further, preference degree of A; over A, is 1, and preference degree of
A, over A; is 0. The ranking order is consistent with the intuition. Additionally, we use the preference relation P to compare
A; with A, because there are merely two fuzzy numbers in this example. Further, the sorting results yielded by P and P* are
the same. This is due to A is between A, and A, if A is the average of A; and A,. Obviously, up.(A;,A) > lp.(A2,A) based on
Lemma 4.2.

In the second example,

B; = (0.22,0.3,0.51),

B, =(0.16,0.32,0.58),
and
B; = (0.25,0.4,0.71),

are three triangular fuzzy numbers.
By the preference relation P, || T|| of B; and B, is

(0.22 — 0.51) +2(0.32 — 0.3) + (0.58 — 0.16)
2

+2(0.51 —0.22) = 0.665,

where

t; = max{0.22,0.16} = 0.22,
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-
+

+ = max{0.3,0.32} = 0.32,

—
+

+ = max{0.51,0.58} = 0.58,

=~

;= min{0.22,0.16} = 0.16,

t- =min{0.3,0.32} = 0.3,

t- =min{0.51,0.58} = 0.51,
<t
Then
1 (0.22 -0.58) +2(0.3 - 0.32) + (0.51 — 0.16) B 1
HP(B1,32)—2 2 % 0665 +1| =0.481 <2.
Thus B, is preferred to B.
Similarly,
71 [(0.22 -0.71) + 2(0.3 - 0.4) + (0.51 — 0.25) B 1
Up(B1,B3) = 7| 2% 0735 +11=0354< 3
Bs is preferred to B;.
Additionally,
_17(0.22 -0.58) +2(0.3 - 0.32) 4+ (0.51 - 0.16) B 1
,UP(Bz.,Bg) =35 | 7 %085 +1| =0.388 < 5

Hence Bs is preferred to B,.
Based on above, B; >~ B, > (Bj.
By the relative preference relation P*, average B of By, B, and Bs is derived according to extension principle, i.e.

B=(0.21,0.34,0.6).
In addition, ||Ts|| of B, B, and Bs is

(0.25—0.51) +2(0.4 — 0.3) + (0.71 — 0.16)
2

+2(0.51 -0.25) = 0.765,

where
t; = max{0.22,0.16,0.25} = 0.25,
t;n = max{0.3,0.32,0.4} = 0.4,
t;., = max{0.51,0.58,0.71} = 0.71,
t; = min{0.22,0.16,0.25} = 0.16,

t,, = min{0.3,0.32,0.4} = 0.3,

t; = min{0.51,0.58,0.71} = 0.51,

t <ty
Thus
o 17(0.22-0.6) +2(0.3 —034) + (0.51 - 0.21) B
Hp(B1,B) =5 { 520765 +1| =0.448,
- 1[(0.16 - 0.6) +2(0.32 — 0.34) + (0.58 — 0.21) 3
Hp (B2, B) =5 { 5 0765 +1| =0.464,



594 Y.-]. Wang/Applied Mathematical Modelling 39 (2015) 586-599

and

. 17(0.25-06)+2(0.4-034)+(071-021) ]
Hp-(Bs.B) = 5 TR +1| =0.588.

According to f- (B1,B), Up- (B2, B) and ;- (Bs, B), we know that Bs = B, > B;. The ranking result is consistent with the com-
putation by P.

In the above example, By, B, and Bs are pair-wise compared by P. That is to say, we have to compare B; with B,, B; with Bs,
and B, with Bs. The fuzzy operation number is three (i.e. C3 = 3). On the other hand, the fuzzy operation number by P* is
four(i.e. 3 + 1). These fuzzy computations include B, t, (B, B), ip- (B2, B) and p,. (Bs, B). Although P* is bigger on fuzzy oper-
ation number than P in this example, the situation will be reversed as lots of fuzzy numbers are ranked. Further, C; < n+ 1
for n <3, whereas C; > n+ 1 for n > 3. Obviously, ranking fuzzy numbers by the relative preference relation is similar to
defuzzification on fuzzy operation. Practically, fuzzy pair-wise comparison number is C; = ”(”T’” for ranking n fuzzy numbers.
The work is easy as n is small, whereas fuzzy pair-wise comparison is complex and difficult once n is big. For instance, fuzzy
pair-wise comparison number is C;O = m =45 for ranking ten fuzzy numbers. This is a hard work. Oppositely, fuzzy
operation number is merely eleven for ranking ten fuzzy numbers by P*. To describe the computation of P*, an example

of ranking ten fuzzy numbers is expressed below. In the example,
C; = (0.637,0.752,0.916),

C, = (0.519,0.704,0.822),
C; = (0.314,0.573,0.657),
Cs = (0.413,0.567,0.675),
Cs = (0.358,0.591,0.764),
Cs = (0.236,0.768,0.811),
C; = (0.335,0.416,0.559),
Cs = ((0.163,0.431,0.801),

Co = (0.362,0.535,0.715),
and
Ci0 = (0.461,0.719,0.923),

are ten triangular fuzzy numbers that will be ranked.
Firstly, average C of Cy,Cs,...,Cyo is obtained based on extension principle, i.e.
C = (0.3798,0.6056,0.7643).
By P*, HT5H of C],Cz,. . .,C]() is

(0.637 — 0.559) + 2(0.768 — 0.416) + (0.923 — 0.163)

3 =0.771,
where
t; =0.637,
t;, =0.768,
t;. =0.923,
t; =0.163,
t,, = 0.416,
t, = 0.559,

+ _
tsl > tsr .
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Then
1 (C1,©) :% [(0.637 — 0.7643) + 2(0.7253 (;;);;056) +(0.916 — 0.3798) N 1: — 0728,
1. (G2, C) = % i(0.519 —0.7643) + 2(0.720:1 &%61056) +(0.822 —0.3798) n 1: — 0628,
iy (C5,C) :% :(0.314 —0.7643) + 2(0.5273 &;);;056) +(0.657 — 0.3798) N ]: 0423,
ip (Ca, ©) :% :(0.413 —0.7643) + 2(0.SZGZ (;.%(1056) +(0.675-0.3798) N 1: _ 0457,
1 (C5.,0) :% :(0.358 —0.7643) + 2(0.529: (;_;);;056) +(0.764 — 0.3798) n 1: _ 0483,
iy (Co., C) :% :(0.236 —0.7643) + 2(0‘7263 6'%?056) +(0.811 -0.3798) N 1: 0574,
1 (G5, ) :% :(0.335 —0.7643) + 2(0.4;1X6 (;.%?056) +(0.559 - 0.3798) n 1: — 0,296,
1 (Cs, C) = 1(0.163 - 0.7643) + 2(0.23: a%(iOSG) + (0.805 -0.3798) N 1: _ 0330,
iy (Co, C) :% :(0.362 —0.7643) + 2(0.5235 (;;);;056) +(0.711 - 0.3798) N 1: 0431,
and
1 (C10,C) _ 17(0.461 — 0.7643) + 2(0.719 — 0.6056) + (0.923 — 0.3798) +1] — 0651

2x0.771

Based on the above computations, the ranking result is C; = Cjp = C; = Cg = C5 = C4 = Co = C3 = Cg = C;. Through the
example, we know that time complexity on fuzzy operation is O(n) to rank n fuzzy numbers by P*. On the other hand, time
complexity on fuzzy operation is O(n?) (i.e. fuzzy operation number is C; = @) when n fuzzy numbers are ranked by fuzzy
pair-wise comparison. For fuzzy operation on ranking ten fuzzy numbers, computation number by P* (i.e. eleven) is smaller
than calculation number by these pair-wise comparison methods(i.e. forty-five) including P. This will be strength of the rel-
ative preference relation P* on fuzzy operation. Additionally, the previous examples are expressed through triangular fuzzy
numbers because the fuzzy numbers are widely applied in fuzzy field.

To demonstrate the proposed method rationality, we utilize two similar methods to derive the illustrated examples. The
two methods are presented below: one is the method of Wang and Lee [31], and the other is the method of Chen and Hsieh
[32]. The method of Wang and Lee was revised from that of Chu and Tsao [14]. They defined the centroid point (x(A), y(A)) for
a fuzzy number A = (), an, a;) to be

[y eALdo+ ) acA;’doc.
Jo Asdor+ [y Addor

yA) = (12)

and
f:,m pA~ 1 /idﬁJr fa' BA /;dﬂ
Jam (AT dﬂ*—f dﬁ

where A~! was the inverse function of A.
Wang and Lee supposed that fuzzy number A was compared with fuzzy number B according to the following situations.

X(A) =

(13)

(i) If X(A) > x(B), then A > B.
(ii) If x(A) < X(B), then A < B.
(iii) If X(A) = %(B), then
ify(A) > y(B), then A > B;
Ise y(A) < ¥(B), then A < B;
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else y(A) =y(B), then A=B.
In short, they first compared A with B through X’s values, then they compared A with B through y ’s values as X(A) = x(B).
On the other hand, Chen and Hsieh defined graded mean integration representation G(A) of A = (a;,anm, a,) to be
(AL + AY)do
G(A) = [07+ -

1
Zf s 6(a,+4am +ar). (14)
0

The above three examples are yielded by the methods of Wang and Lee, as well as Chen and Hsieh. Then the computation
results compared with those derived by the fuzzy preference relation or relative preference relation are respectively shown
in the following tables (see Tables 1-3).

In the first example, sorts yielded by the fuzzy preference relation are consistent with those of the other methods. In the
second example, sorts yielded by the relative preference relation are consistent with those of the other methods. In the third
example, sorts yielded by the relative preference relation are consistent with those derived by the method of Wang and Lee.
In addition, sorts yielded by the relative preference relation are as similar as those derived by the method of Chen and Hsieh.
The sort variety is merely in fuzzy numbers C; and Cy for the two methods. This is due to computation variety of the two
methods and characteristic of fuzzy numbers. In fact, it is said that C3 and Cy are very similar. Furthermore, sorts derived
by the method of Wang and Lee coincide with those of the proposed method. Obviously, the proposed method can rank fuzzy
numbers effectively and efficiently.

6. The extension in general fuzzy numbers

In this section, the relative preference relation P is used to rank general fuzzy numbers because P* does not only rank
triangular fuzzy numbers but also other forms of fuzzy numbers. Since P* is from the fuzzy preference relation P, we first
propose the lemma of comparing two trapezoidal fuzzy numbers by P as similar as Lemma 3.5.

Lemma 6.1. Let A and B be two trapezoidal fuzzy numbers, where A = (a,, ap,am, a;) and B = (b}, by, bm, by). Thus

,LLP(A,B) _ % <(al - br) + (ah - bm;ﬁ}ﬁam - bh) + (ar - bl) + 1>7 (15)

where

(6 =t )+t L)+ (G =t )+t =) iftr >t
Tl = 2 b

(7 =t )+(t — )+ (67—t )+ —t)) - ; -
! > ’+2(tr—t,*) if tf <t

t7 =max{a;, b}, t; =max{ay, by}, =max{am, by}, tS =max{a;b;}, t; =min{a,b;}, t, =min{ay, by}, t,=min{an,bn},
t; =min{a,, b.}.

Moreover, it is easily extended to utilize the relative preference relation P* for ranking several trapezoidal fuzzy numbers as
similar as Lemma 4.4.

Lemma 6.2. Assume S = {X1,Xa,...,Xn} to indicate a set composed of n trapezoidal fuzzy numbers, where X; = (X, Xin, Xim, Xir),
i=1,2,...,n Let X = (X, X, Xm, X;) be average of the n fuzzy numbers. The relative preference relation P* with membership func-
tion up.(X;,X) represents preference degree of X; over X in S. Thus

o 1 (X — X)) + (Xin — Xm) + (Xim — Xn) + (Xir — X))
o (X0, X) = 5 o +1), (16)
IITs]l
where
7] (tg—ts)+ (fsh*fsm)z(tsm*fs WG —ty) if t;j >
sl = + _t- + - i i
th—tg)+(th —t, o=t )+ (th—t .
(b —tse)+(t5, sm);’( sm—tg) (g —ty) + Z(t;r _ t:l) if t:l <t
Table 1
Results of the first example yielded by the fuzzy preference relation and the methods of Wang and Lee, as well as Chen and Hsieh.
Fuzzy numbers The fuzzy preference relation The method of Wang and Lee The method of Chen and Hsieh
Values Sorts Values (X, ¥) Sorts Values Sorts
A1=(4,5,6) 1 1 (5,0.5) 1 5 1
Ay=(1,2,3) 0 2 (2,0.5) 2 2 2




Table 2
Results of the second example yielded by the relative preference relation and the methods of Wang and Lee, as well as Chen and Hsieh.
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Fuzzy numbers

The relative preference relation

The method of Wang and Lee

The method of Chen and Hsieh

Values Sorts Values (x, ) Sorts Values Sorts
B; =(0.22, 0.3, 0.51) 0.448 3 (0.343,0.484) 3 0.322 3
B, =(0.16, 0.32, 0.58) 0.464 2 (0.353,0.488) 2 0.337 2
B3 =(0.25, 0.4, 0.71) 0.588 1 (0.453,0.485) 1 0.427 1
Table 3

Results of the third example yielded by the relative preference relation and the methods of Wang and Lee, as well as Chen and Hsieh.

Fuzzy numbers

The relative preference relation

The method of Wang and Lee

The method of Chen and Hsieh

Values Sorts Values (X, y) Sorts Values Sorts
Cy =(0.637, 0.752, 0.916) 0.728 1 (0.768,0.497) 1 0.760 1
C, =(0.519, 0.704, 0.822) 0.628 3 (0.682,0.504) 3 0.693 3
C3 =(0.314, 0.573, 0.657) 0.423 8 (0.515,0.514) 8 0.544 7
C4=(0.413, 0.567, 0.675) 0.457 6 (0.552,0.503) 6 0.559 6
Cs =(0.358, 0.591, 0.764) 0.483 5 (0.571,0.504) 5 0.581 5
Ce =(0.236, 0.768, 0.811) 0.574 4 (0.605,0.532) 4 0.687 4
C7 =(0.335, 0.416, 0.559) 0.296 10 (0.437,0.494) 10 0.426 10
Cg =(0.163, 0.431, 0.801) 0.330 9 (0.465,0.491) 9 0.448 9
Cy =(0.362, 0.535, 0.715) 0.431 7 (0.537,0.499) 7 0.536 8
Cyo =(0.461, 0.719, 0.923) 0.651 2 (0.701,0.503) 2 0.710 2

th =maxi{xy}, tj, =maxi{xy}, t},=max{xin}, t;=max;{x;}, t;=min{xy}, t; =min{xpn}, t;, =min{xpn}, t;,=min{x;},
i=1,2,...,n.

Especially for triangle and trapezoidal fuzzy numbers, we can use P and P* to compare varied forms of fuzzy numbers. Based on
Definition 3.1,

[a-Bt+ 4B
JO

1
/0 (AL BY + AY  BL)do

1
/ (AL + AV~ BL — BY)do

0

1

=/ (A§+Ag)docf/ (BL + BY)da (17)
0

1

Jo

According to the above computation, fol((A —B). + (A—B)Y)do are transferred into two different calculation components, i.e.

fO] AL + AYYdo and —fol (Bt + BY)do. No matter what fuzzy numbers A and B are, we can respectively calculate the part of A
and the part of B.

Lemma 6.3. For two varying forms of fuzzy numbers A and B, where A = [a;, a;] and B = [b;, b;]. The fuzzy preference relation P is a
fuzzy subset of R x R with membership function p,(A, B) representing preference degree of A over B. Thus

1, 4L U 1/ pL U
ﬂP(A7B):1 .[O(Aot—i_Aa)d{x_.jO (Ba+Bac)da+1 ) (18)
2 171
where
T = { o (T7)s o (T7))do = 3 (T), + (T7))da it >,
JHTHs + (T o — [T (T + (THY)do+2(t; — &) if & <y,

T =[t},t]], T =[t;,t;], t§ = max{a, b}, t} = max{a,,b,}, t; =min{a, b}, t; = min{a,, b }.
Obviously, [ (AL + AY)do. — [; (BL + BY)dow > O iff A is preferred to B (i.e. (A, B) > 1).
Based on Lemma 6.3, utilizing the relative preference relation P* to rank several forms of fuzzy numbers is presented in Lemma 6.4.
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Lemma 6.4. Let S = {X1,X,...,X,} be a set consisting of n fuzzy numbers belonging to several forms of fuzzy numbers. A fuzzy
number X; = [xy, X;/] belongs to S, wherei=1,2,...,n. Let X' be estimated average of X1,Xa, ..., Xy. X' is a triangular fuzzy number
(X}, X;,,,X;.) or a trapezoidal fuzzy number (X, X}, X;,, X;), because any a fuzzy number normally has lower boundary, upper boundary,
and membership function of a point or a range being 1. The relative preference relation P* with membership function pp.(X;,X")
represents preference degree of X; over X' in S. Thus

) Jo (Xo)h + Xo)d )dot— fo ((X1) + (X)), )dot
/,LP*(X,»,X’):% 0( ) ”TS||°< ) 1), (19)

where

Jo ((TE), + (THy)de — [ (Ts)h + (T5))dot if £ >t
U

Tl =9 Jo ((T9); + (T do — fo (T + (Ts)Y)do+ 2(t5, — £) if £ < £,

TS = [tg,th), Tg = [ty t,), t; = maxe{xu}, t& = maxi{x,}, t; = mine{x}, t; = min{x }, k=1,2,...,n.

To sum up, the fuzzy preference relation between varied forms of fuzzy numbers is derived by Lemma 6.3, and the relative
preference relations for several forms of fuzzy numbers are obtained by Lemma 6.4. Since the computations are similar to the
operations of Section 5, numerical examples are omitted.

7. Conclusions

In this paper, we first propose the fuzzy preference relation P to compare fuzzy numbers. The fuzzy preference relation P,
satisfying reciprocity and transitivity, is a total ordering relation on fuzzy numbers. However, time complexity on fuzzy oper-
ation is O(n?) for ranking n fuzzy numbers by P because P belongs to fuzzy pair-wise comparisons. Thus we propose the rel-
ative preference relation P* revised from P to resolve the tie of fuzzy pair-wise comparisons. Time complexity on fuzzy
operation is O(n) for ranking n fuzzy numbers by P*. Since P* with membership function represents preference degrees of
n fuzzy numbers over average (i.e. a specify comparison basis), the fuzzy numbers are easily ranked according to the relative
preference degrees. Further, the main differences of P and P* are in range composed of fuzzy numbers, and comparison basis.
Obviously, P* has strength which fuzzy pair-wise comparisons have, but no weakness of pair-wise comparisons. Thus rank-
ing a set of fuzzy numbers is easy and fast by the relative preference relation P. Besides, we compare the proposed method
with other similar methods through the illustrated examples to demonstrate our method rationality and sorting results
consistency.
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