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A Study on the Methodology of Qualitative Reasoning
Using Centroid-Oriented Composite Interval
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Abstract

Qualitative models in model-based expert system needs modeling paradigm which provides
intelligent control of modeling assumptions and extracts robust inferences without quantitative
information about the system to be modeled. Qualitative reasoning methodologies has proved the
property of the completeness but not the soundness to the corresponding quantitative model. We
propose new methodology of qualitative reasoning by introducing the concept of Centroid-
Oriented Composite Interval to improve the soundness problem. Arithmetic operations and
equivalence classes were defined to satisfy field axiom, order axiom and the appropriate state
transition rules were composed using this definition. Qualitative simulation results were compar-
ed to Kuipers’s results and the improvements in the soundness problem is verified.
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Table 1 Test results of Al, A2, A3, A4 axiom

EQV 1 Clo1 CIO 2 CIO 3 CIO 4

Al axiom True True True True

A2 axiom False True True True

A3 axiom True True True True

A4 axiom not unique True True True

EQV 2 Clo 1 CIO 2 CI0 3 CIO 4

Al axiom True True True True

A2 axiom False True True True

A3 axiom True True True True

A4 axiom Not unigue False False True

EQV 3 CIO 1 CIO 2 CIO 3 CIO 4

Al axiom True B True True True

A2 axiom False True True True

A3 axiom True - True True True

A4 axiom False False False True

EQV 4 Clo 1 CIO 2 CIO 3 CIO 4

Al axiom True True True True

A2 axiom False True True True

A3 axiom True True True True

A4 axiom False False False True
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Table 2 PI transition : from time-point to time-interval

Fl tran QS(f, (tatdn) QS (f, (totin>0))
-sition

PI I ((1,» 1), Py, ZERO) ((L;» 1,),P,, ZERO)

Pl 2 ((1; 1), P., ZERO) ((1;, 1;41),Pr, P ANY)

PI 3 (1 1,), Py, ZERO) ((1;-1, 1,),Ps, N_ANY)

Pl 4 ((15 1,), P, P SMALL) ((1;, 1;41),Pr, P_ANY)

Pl 5 (15 1,), P, P NORMAL) ((1; 1;+1),Pc, P ANY)

Pl 6 ((15 1,), P, P_LARGE) ((1;, 1;+1),Ps, P_ANY)

Pl 7 ((15 1), P, N_SMALL) (121, 1,),Pr, N_ANY)

PI 8 ((15 1,), P, N_NORMAL) (121 1,),Pc, N_ANY)

PI 9 ((1» 1)), P, N_LARGE) ((1-1, 1,),P., N ANY)

PI 10 {(1;y Lix1), P, P SMALL) ((1; 1;41),P., P SMALL)
PI 11 {(1;, 1;+1), P., P NORMAL) ({1, 1;41),Pr, P NORMAL)
PI 12 ((1 1+1), P., P LARGE) ({1, 1;41),P,, P_ LARGE)
PI 13 (15, 1;11), Pe, P SMALL) ((1;, 1541),Pc, P SMALL)
PI 14 ((15» 1;+1), Pc, P NORMAL) ({1 1;11),Pc, P_NORMAL)
PL 15 ((1;» 1;+1), Pc, P_ LARGE) ((1;, 1;41),Pc, P_LARGE)
PI 16 {(1;, 1;+1), P, P SMALL) ((1;, 1;+41),Pe, P SMALL)
Pl 17 ((15 1;+1), Pe, P NORMAL) ((1 1,-1),Pz, P_NORMAL)
PI 18 ((1;, 1;1), Pz, P_ LARGE) ((15, 1541),Pr, P_LARGE)
PI 19 {(15 1), Py, N_SMALL) ((1s 1+1),P, N_SMALL)
PI 20 ((1» 1;+1), P, N NORMAL) ((1; 1;41),P., N NORMAL)
PI 21 (15 1,“), P , N_ LARGE) ((1;» 1;+1),P., N LARGE)
PI 22 (15 1j+1), Pe, N SMALL) ((1;» 1;41),Pc, N SMALL)
PI 23 (1, 1iwn)s Pc, N _NORMAL) ((1;, 1;+1),Pc, N NORMAL)
PI 24 ((1;, 1;+1), Pc, N_LARGE) ((15» 1;41),Pc, N_LARGE)
PI 25 ((15» 1;41), Pe, N_ SMALL) (15, 1+1),Pr, N SMALL)
PI 26 {(1;, 1;+1), P, N NORMAL) (€15, 1,41),Pe, N_NORMAL>
PI 27 ((1» 1+1), P, N_LARGE) ((15» 1;21),Pr, N LARGE)
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Table 3 IP transition : from time-interval to time-point

IP tran QS (Eatep)) QS (£ (Erentensh B1))
-sition

1P 1 {(1;» 1, P,, ZERO) {(1; 1,),Py, ZERO)

IP 2 {(15, Lin), P, P SMALL) ((1x 14),P1, ZERO)

1P 3 {(1;, 1;+1), P, P NORMAL) {14 14),Pi, ZERO)

IP 4 ((1; 1w, P, P SMALL) {(1%, 1%),P1, ZERO)

IP 5 (1, 1;+1), Pc, N SMALL) {(14, 14),P;, ZERO)

IP 6 {1 1is1), Pe, N_SMALL) ({14 14),P1, ZERO)

IP 7 {(15 1551), Pe, N NORMAL) (14 14),Py, ZERO)

IP 8 (13 15+1), P, P_SMALL) ((1;, L+1),Pr, P_SMALL)
P9 ((1,, 1,41, P, P NORMAL) {(1;, 1;+0),P;, P_ NORMAL)
IP 10 ((L;, 1;41), P, P_LARGE) {1 111),P:, P_LARGE)
IP 11 {Q1;, 1;+1), Pe, P SMALL) {(1;, 1;+1),Pc, P SMALL)
IP 12 {(1;, Li+1), P, P NORMAL) ({15, 1,+1),Pc, P NORMAL)
IP 13 ((1;y 1;+1), P, P_LARGE) ({1 1;11),Pc, P LARGE)
IP 14 {(1,, 1s+1), Pz, P_SMALL) {15 Li+1),Pe, P__SMALL)
IP 15 ({15 1;+1), P, P NORMAL) {(1;, L;+1),P», P NORMAL)
IP 16 {(1;, 1;+1), Pe, P_LARGE) {(1;, 1;+1),Pr, P_LARGE)
IP 17 {1, L;41), P, N_SMALL) (L, Lisy),P, N_SMALL)
IP 18 {(1; 1;41), P, N NORMAL) {(1;, 1541),P, N NORMAL)
IP 19 {(1;, 1+, P, N LARGE) {1 Liw), P N__LARGE)
IP 20 {(15 1s41), Pe, N_SMALL) ({15 Lys1),Pc, N_SMALL)
1P 21 {1, 1;41), Pc, N NORMAL) {(1; 1;+1),Pc;, N_ NORMAL)
IP 22 {(15 L), Pc, N_LARGE) ((1, 1;+1),Pc, N_LARGE)
IP 23 {(15 L+1), Pe, N_SMALL) {(1 1511) ,Pry N_SMALL)
IP 24 {(1;, 1;21), P, N NORMAL) {(1;, 1541),Pz, N NORMAL)
IP_25 ((15» Lit1), Pe, N_LARGE) ((15, 1;+1),Pr, N_LARGE)
1P 26 ({1, Li+n), Pe, P_SMALL) {(1s+1, 1541),Py, ZERO)

IP 27 ((15» Lix), Pe, P_SMALL) ((Li+1, Lin), Py, P_ANY)

IP 28 {(1; 1;41), Pe, P_NORMAL) {1541, 1;+1),P1, ZERO)

IP 29 {(15 1s1), P, P_ NORMAL) ({1521, 1540),Py, P_ANY)

IP 30 ((1;» 1,+1), Pe, P_LARGE) {(1j41, 1+1), Py, ZERO)

IP 31 ({15, L), Ps, P_LARGE) ((1j+1, 1;41),P;, P_ANY)

IP 32 ((1;, 1,41, P, P NORMAL) {(L; L;+1),Py, ZERO)

IP 33 ((15 L), P, P_ NORMAL) {(Ls+1, L;+1),Py, P_ANY)

IP 34 ((1s Li+1), Pe, P_LARGE) {(Lis1, 141),P1, ZERO)

IP 35 ({1, 1;+0), P¢, P_LARGE) {(1+1, 1,41),P;, P_ANY)

IP 36 (15, 1n1), Pr, P_LARGE) (15 141),P1, ZERO)

P37 | {(L, L), P, P_LARGE) ((yss Lys1) Py P_ANY)

IP 38 {(1;, 141}, P, N SMALL) (L, 1,),Pi, ZERO)

IP 39 ((1;» 1;+1), P, N SMALL) ((1;, 1,),P,, N_ANY)

IP 40 (15, 1;+1), P., N_ NORMAL) {(1,, 1,,P1, ZERO)

IP 41 {(1;s 1¢1), P, N NORMAL) {15 1;),P, N_ANY)

IP 42 ((L» Li+), P, N LARGE) ({1 1,),P1, ZERO)
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IP 43 ((1;, Li21), P, N_LARGE) ((1; 1,),P,, N_ANY)
IP 44 ((15, Li+1), Pc, N NORMAL) {(1;, 1;),P\, ZERO)
IP 45 (1, L), Pc, N NORMAL) (1 1;41),P, N_ANY)
IP 46 ((1;, L41), P, N_LARGE) ((1;"1,),P1, ZERO)
IP 47 ((1» 1), Pe, N_LARGE) ((1;, 1,),P1, N_ANY)
IP 48 ((1 1;41), Pe, N_LARGE) ((15, 1,),Py, ZERO)
IP 49 {(1, 1i+1), Pr, N_LARGE) ((1;, 1,),P, N_ANY)
® 1,-1,: =(max{x€B . x<8—¢}, min{x o},
EB . x28-¢p 8-¢& 1) @ ADD F<£%x <4 : ADD(f,gh)
@ I, x1;: =({(max{xEB: x<8X{}, min{xe (f.gh) el 7 7] 23k (corresponding values) :
B:x=20xh, 6X¢& p) (p,a.r)
@ 1,/1;: =(max{xEB: x<§/¢}, min{xe BOUNDARY{[f—p]+[g—q]}= BOUND-

B:x=8/th, 8/¢ 1)
e I=(ap), 7 14
T8kt
p'=po if(y>Bor y<a)
=p; elseif (a=B=7)
=, elseif (0< (y—a)/(B—a) <1/3)
=pc elseif (1/3< (y—a)/(B—a) <2/3)
=pr elseif (2/3< (y—a)/(B—a) <1)

& ZFaja Ao =EQV 4
(I;=I,) & (a=b and c=d and p,=p,).

Aol Thest 2ol

3.2 SEptyziol o8t AefHE 3

gAolA HoF A4 FAFN FAAAE vt
2 A4 QA S0k AYE ARt A
W FAe Aoshd g 2o

@ PI i3t Holla] 77 Afole] A|Zozel W
3o g Table 20 Hteliglct,

@ IP #3721 AololA Ao Aoz H
8o 2 Table 3o vehllgic)

3.3 FawEAel YA HA FE

(1) AA A4 +% uLz-\/g]

thed FEYAAL BEHE 2ol =R
o e odirel darel FaHez Fa 2
ojgl7] ez {+,0,—}9 AWH (semantic)
& AHgget @ AgBA BA C1ERE 2
J@A0) d3ted &4 EHE Aol o
o] ADD(fgh)¢] FARA U+ =, f7F p
g7t %9, ke ¥4 r9 3 ZHAA "o
, ADD(fgh)el A 71E#%E (pand Ael

_|.,

l"l mln

=
34
=2
2
o}
il

ARY{(h-r]}
POSS FUNC{f-p]+[g—q]}= POSS
FUNC{[h—r]}
@ MULT F4uA 4 MULT(f,gh) :
o] JAZEZ (pgT)
BOUNDARY ([f/p[*[g/q]}= BOUNDARY
{[b/r]}
POSS FUNC{[f/p]*[g/a]}= POSS_FUNC
{[h/r]}
® DIV 744+44] : DIV (f,gh) :
123 (par)
BOUNDARY({[f/p]/[g/q]}= BOUNDARY
{(h/r]}
POSS FUNC{[f/p]/[g/al}= POSS FUNC
{(h/r]}

@ MINUS 4444 : MINUS(f,g)
BOUNDARY/{[{]}=BOUNDARY({[-g]}
POSS FUNC({[f]}=POSS_FUNC{[-g]}

® SQUARE 7444 : SQUARE (f.g)
BOUNDARY/{[f]*[f]}=BOUNDARY{[g]}
POSS FUNC{[f]*[f]}=POSS_FUNC({[g]}

(2) AA A T YA

@ DERIV 7433 4] : DERIV (f.g)

@ g9 71EH0] {—o00,0} el 1*>0,1**<
09) 71FEA= Zte Afole e =7
2 gl
[qdir (f)
Lqdir (f)
Po)]l
(qdir (f)

(f,g,h)

(fgh) 9] A

=P _LARGE] & [g=((0,1%), Ps)]
=P NORMAL] & [g=((0, 1%,

=P SMALL] & [g=(0,1%, P.)]
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[qdir (f) =ZERO) & [g= ({0, 0), P1)]

[qdir (f) =N_SMALL] & [g=(1**,0),
Pz)]

{qdir(f) =N _NORMAL] & [g=((1**,0),
Pe)l

[qdir (f) =N _LARGE] & [g=({1**,0),
P.)]

® 71ete) e @9 Zo]d)H
1*=max{x | xEB/{—,0,%0}}
1**=min{x . x&EB/{—0,0,00}}2. 2 3t}
@ MONO*(fg) : (fg)8 BA71E3: (p)
BOUNDARY({[f—p]}=BOUNDARY{[g—q)
POSS_FUNC{[f—p])=P0SS FUNC{[g—q]}
DERIV/{f} =DERIV{g}
@ MONO~(f,g) : (f.g) 9 A 7E%: (pq)
BOUNDARY{[f—p]}= — BOUNDARY/{[g
—ql}
POSS FUNC{[f—-p]}=POSS FUNC{-[g
—a]}

DERIV{f}=—DERIV{g)

4 HN =

41 MM ZEo| 7=

A AEH A Aade SEo] tisted A
22 vehlie Fig 32 3

A F2Y 712 dngEs HA¥E Aysd
o3 A

A0 A2y 278 A FI8o AT
4, TEUAA RS fEFE AR, Aol
Aol Do Ade Tt

c}A]1 | active path2 %8 HA G sty xx=
Adddet, 28 42 22oA Ho| $4 B4
2 A3,

N

h=N
=
[e]

[ Constraint Setup, Initialization J

I—"[ Next State Generation

state Constralnt Cons;stench
transi

~tion [ Parrwrss Filtering ]
Rule | ¢

| Envisioning l

Fig. 3 System flow in qualitatve reasoning
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15% T8 fii=1 ...,k 5ol
n: A Aol Fol doizichd, dA AeolA
e Aol s

XiX X X1 X Xy cad( X)) =9 FhotelA F
(cartesian product) ] 3 42 AdudEn o] ?}
oleld Fo = Wi At =8 AL A
EakA "ok,

DAL A7) FEERAe AR DAIAA o
94 AARE el sloleld FolA by 23
s dsln wed ABA AAE sl Tl
SE AL FHohHE 29 4o} opRez B4
g},

WA FEEA AT THY B4E 20 Uk

TEYAA S At 7o Ay o] x

FEAo R ZEAsIA] & Y45 AA 7)),

i

A6 g FhobEld Fo) A4E M2 S
B R sted Al&R AAA 2 st el

ql AL

ojFold xx dojHol AL dtu, FHA4EC
Egold AMEE =5 AT A 12 Fobik
o},

AT AA Ao’ Asel] A WA

CENTROID-5-3 77t <dAt4d e & 7|ute =
e A4 FE A&dY AN Z2adye 2R
2%y T2 9 #Ast foldA AEE 4 gle
A A& =2 33 (object oriented program-
ming) ¢] YL L&t C++ddojz =A4dsg
=},

mlo
I r$L
2

42 HM FE AN2He HE

1AREe Ae-axay Azl ey, 71E2
AFAASE 7 FetH oz A FAHE Kuipersd
i’?-f’ﬂ/‘i Zﬂ ]54 B4 Agdeld AT B =
Eq-7tel]l o3 A AEdelA

A2z 1*'%1}-4 sz e W X, &
=V, 7k&E Ast lew AA AAEE dX/dt
=V% vehie DERIV(X,V), dV/dt=A% vt
g+ DERIV(V.A), 22z %29 44 & F
=-KX=MAZ ‘ehis MONO~(X,A)7 Fof
A et

ol & AjARA] haled Ay zr|EE Vo
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V{Q)=V~
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X
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slmsted Fig 404 ol vhsh o] QSIMel 2
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27
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o|%o] Fig. 49 ()% AA Azde] A% 9
Aske Agdold Aol & AFelH Hele
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vel 71471k 02t AAsn Agdel ek 3
Ao ©ABRE Table 45} 7ol Atk 7 A4
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Holma Vo 71e7+ 0ete 744$ 34 Fig 4
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o >Fﬂ fa

=
< °|

Alt) =Alt),
X(ty=X(t) :
Alte) =A(t),
X{t)=X(t) :

o of A AEdHoldY st A

2
$5 i gk £ TSl $ASY 29T
33 V' AFRe2 o471, A4dE

V(to) = V(t4).
7¢3)
Vit > Vi(t),

Table 4 Searched space of mass-spring system (Composite Interval)

time to th—t, t
A (0, 0), P,N_LARGE) ((—A.0), P,N_LARGE) (—A,,—A,), P,,ZERO)
v ((V*, V*), P,,ZERO) (0, V*), Px,N_LARGE) (0, 0), P,N_LARGE)
X «0, 0%, P,P_LARGE) ((0,X,), Pz,P_LARGE) (X, X,), P,ZERO)
time t, -t t: t;—ts
A ((—A.,0), P.,P_ LARGE) (0,05, P,,P_LARGE) ((0,A,,0), Pr,P_LARGE)
\Y% ((—V4,0), PLN_LARGE) ((=Vy, V), P,ZERO) ((—Aw0), P,,P LARGE)
X ({0, X,), Pe,N_LARGE) ((0,0), P,N_LARGE) ((— X0, P,,N_LARGE)
time ta t3 >ty t,
A (A, Ay, PL,ZERO) ({0, A2, Px,N_LARGE) ({0",0*), P,N_LARGE)
\% (0, 0), P,,P LARGE) ({0, V*), P,P_ LARGE) (V*, V*), P,,ZERO)
X (—X3,— X2, P,,ZERO) ({(—X,,0, P.,P_LARGE) ({0, 0), P,,P_LARGE)

A A HA]
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