N

N

AOC-posets: a scalable alternative to Concept Lattices
for Relational Concept Analysis

Xavier Dolques, Florence Le Ber, Marianne Huchard

» To cite this version:

Xavier Dolques, Florence Le Ber, Marianne Huchard. AOC-posets: a scalable alternative to Concept
Lattices for Relational Concept Analysis. CLA: Concept Lattices and their Applications, Oct 2013,
La Rochelle, France. pp.129-140. hal-00916850

HAL Id: hal-00916850
https://hal.science/hal-00916850
Submitted on 10 Dec 2013

HAL is a multi-disciplinary open access L’archive ouverte pluridisciplinaire HAL, est
archive for the deposit and dissemination of sci- destinée au dépot et a la diffusion de documents
entific research documents, whether they are pub- scientifiques de niveau recherche, publiés ou non,
lished or not. The documents may come from émanant des établissements d’enseignement et de
teaching and research institutions in France or recherche francais ou étrangers, des laboratoires
abroad, or from public or private research centers. publics ou privés.


https://hal.science/hal-00916850
https://hal.archives-ouvertes.fr

AOC-posets: a scalable alternative to Concept
Lattices for Relational Concept Analysis

Xavier Dolques', Florence Le Ber!, and Marianne Huchard?

(1) ICube, Université de Strasbourg/ENGEES, CNRS, Strasbourg,
{xavier.dolques , florence.leber}@engees.unistra.fr
(2) LIRMM, Université de Montpellier 2 et CNRS

huchard@lirmm.fr

Abstract. Relational Concept Analysis (RCA) is a useful tool for clas-
sification and rule discovery on sets of objects with relations. Based on
FCA, it produces more results than the latter but also an increase in
complexity. Besides, in numerous applications of FCA, AOC-posets are
used rather than lattices in order to reduce combinatorial problems. An
AOC-poset is a subset of the concept lattice considering only concepts
introducing an object or an attribute. AOC-posets are much smaller and
easier to compute than concept lattices and still contain the information
needed to rebuild the initial data. This paper introduces a modification
of the RCA process based on AOC-posets rather than concept lattices.
This work is motivated by a big set of relational data on river streams
to be analysed. We show that using AOC-poset on these data provides
a reasonable concept number.

1 Introduction

Relational Concept Analysis (RCA) [1] is based on iterative use of the classical
Formal Concept Analysis algorithm to handle relational data: formal objects are
described with formal attributes as in FCA, and with their relationships with
other formal objects. Because RCA groups formal objects using relationships to
formal objects at any distance, it often comes with a combinatorial explosion,
and patterns of interest are difficult to extract from the huge set of built concepts.
Various strategies can be used to cope with this complexity, including separating
the initial formal object sets into smallest ones after a first analysis, or introduc-
ing queries [2]. Here we propose to adapt the RCA process in order to use only
posets of concepts introducing objects or attributes (AOC-poset) rather than to
build full concept lattices at each step of the process. Indeed AOC-posets are
smaller and easier to compute than concept lattices [3] and their sets of concepts
have interesting properties for extracting implication rules.

The context of this research is the FRESQUEAU project! which aims at de-
veloping new methods for studying, comparing and exploiting all the parameters
available concerning streams and water areas. The data we deal with have been

! http://engees-fresqueau.unistra.fr/
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collected during 3 years over 40 sites in the Alsace plain. Two other data sets are
available on the Rhin-Meuse district (North-east of France, 3400 sites, 10 years)
and on the Rhone-Méditerranée district (South-east of France, 18000 sites, 40
years). In a previous work, FCA has been used for classifying characteristics of
aquatic species [4]. RCA is now used for discovering relationships between those
species characteristics and the characteristics of their habitat.

To perform this analysis, we propose to adapt RCA relying on AOC-poset.
We show that this approach provides a reasonable concept number in our case.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 gives some useful definitions
for our presentation. Section 3 details the RCA process based on AOC-poset.
Section 5 presents the data set and results that can be obtained with AOC-
posets. Related work is presented in section 6 and section 7 concludes the paper
opening some perspectives of this work.

2 TFCA Basics

Formal Concept Analysis (FCA) [5] aims at extracting an ordered set of concepts
from a dataset, called a Formal Context, composed of objects described by at-
tributes. We will denote by K = (G, M, T) a formal context, where Z C G x M.
Table 1 is a Formal Context K animais = (gAnima,ls; MAnimalsaIAnimals) which

Table 1. Formal Context of animals described by their life traits Canimals

. Mi habi reproduc- transversal [transversal
size (1-2cm) geSIS.t ax;.ce fo ¢ ;cr.o— abr d tion clutches|distribution |distribution
(att0) (;s:illc; on (ztt;)l SAC errestrial  |in lakes|on banks

(att3) (att4) (atth)
Anc. X X
Ani. X X X
Ano. X
Ant. X X X
Aph. X X X
Ase. X X X
Ath. X X X X

describes animals by characteristics they may own. The considered animals here
are macro-invertebrates that can be found in rivers. We took the examples
of the following kinds of animals : Ancylus (Anc.), Anisus (Ani.), Anodonta
(Ano.), Anthomyiidae (Ant.), Aphelocheirus (Aph.), Asellus (Ase.) and Atheri-
cidae (Ath.).

Given a K = (G, M, Z) formal context, a formal concept is a C' = (Extent(C),
Intent(C)) pair where:
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Eztent(C) = {g € G|Vm € Intent(C), (g, m) € I} is the extent of the concept,
Intent(C) = {m € M|Vg € Extent(C), (g, m) € I} is the intent of the concept.
Given two formal concepts C; = (E1,I;) and Cy = (FE», I) of K, the concept
specialization order <; is defined by Cy = (F1,11) < Cs = (E», I5) if and only
if 1 C E5 (and equivalently I C I4).

ca_9
i x
ca_2 ca_0 ca_2 ca_0
Att2 Att0 Att2 AttO
Ano. Ano.
} L} 4
ca_11 ca_l ca_l
Att4 Att4
A& 4 )
ca_4 ca_6 ca_8 ca_4 ca_6 ca_8
Att3 Att5 Att3 Att5
Ant. Aph. Anc. Ant. Aph. Anc.
L S L L. AL
ca_3 ca_5 ca_7 ca_3 ca_5 ca_7
Attl Attl
Ath. Ase. Ani. Ath. Ase. Ani.
X%
ca_10

Fig. 1. Concept Lattice of animals (left), AOC poset AOCanimais (right)

For simplicity’s sake, most lattice representations show attributes (resp. ob-
jects) solely where they are introduced. They are said to show the simplified
intents and simplified extents which will be denoted respectively Intents(C)
and Extentgs(C) for a given concept C.

Let Cx be the set of all concepts of a I formal context. This set of concepts
provided with the (Cx, <s) specialization order has a lattice structure, and is
called the concept lattice associated with K.

Left-hand side of Fig. 1 shows the concept lattice associated with the formal
context of Table 1. In several FCA applications (e.g. in [3,6]; only the object
concepts (which introduce at least one object) and the attribute concepts (which
introduce at least one attribute) are used. In Fig. 1 (left-hand side), ca_5 and
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ca_ 8 are examples of object concepts; ca_ 1 and ca_ 2 are examples of attribute
concepts; ca_9, ca_10 and ca_ 11 do not introduce any object or any attribute.

The so-called AOC-poset (for Attribute-Object-Concept poset) is the sub-
order of (C, <;) restricted to object-concepts and attribute-concepts. It is also
called Galois Sub-Hierarchy, a term we consider less explicit. Right-hand side of
Fig. 1 shows the AOC-poset for the context of Table 1. One may have a large
difference of complexity between the two structures, because the concept lattice
may have 2 (9LIMD concepts, while the number of concepts in the AOC-poset
is bounded by |G| + |M].

3 A variant of Relational Concept Analysis with
AOC-poset

Relational Concept Analysis aims at extending Formal Concept Analysis to take
into account a dataset where objects of several categories are described by at-
tributes and by relations to objects [1,7]. The dataset is called a Relational
Context Family.

Definition 1 (Relational Context Family (RCF)). A Relational Context
Family (denoted RCF) is a (K, R) pair where:

- K={K;}i=1,..n is a set of K; = (G;, M;, I;) contexts
— R = {r;}j=1,....m is a set of r; relations where r; C G;, x G;, for some
11,12 € {17...,’[1}.

An example of a RCF is composed of an Animal context, denoted K animals
(Table 1), a Site context, denoted Kgites (Table at the left-hand side of Fig. 2),
and a contains relation, denoted reontains (Table 2). Sites are determined by
locations on a river where samples are done; two kinds of samples are here con-
sidered: physico-chemical samples that measure physical and chemical properties
of the water (e.g. temperature or presence of a chemical compound) and biolog-
ical samples that measure the level of life.

Table 2. Relation rcontains

contains | Anc.|Ani.|Ano.|Ant.|Aph.|Ase.|Ath.
Site0 X X X
Sitel X X X X
Site2 X X X X
Site3 X X X

When objects of a category (e.g. Sites) are connected to objects of another
category (e.g. Animals) vie a relation (e.g. contains), concepts formed on top
of objects of the latter category can be used to form concepts on top of objects
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Site3
NH4[SO4 L)
Site0| x X .0
Sitel S04
Site2| x X Sitel
Site3 A

cs_ 2
NH4

Site0
Site2

X

Fig. 2. Formal Context of Sites Kgites (left), AOC-poset of Sites (right)

of the former category. Let us for example consider the AOC-poset of the right-
hand side of Fig. 1 and the ca_8 concept which groups animals with a transversal
distribution on banks (Att5), namely Ancylus (Anc.), Anisus (Ani.) and Asellus
(Ase.). Now Sitel, Site2 and Site3 can be grouped because they contain at least
one animal with Att5, that is at least one animal in Fztent(ca_8), e.g. Ancylus
(Anc.) for Site 1 (Table 2). In RCA, this relationship between objects of a
category and concepts formed on objects of another category is implemented
thanks to scaling operators. This results in the creation of special attributes
called relational attributes. The most used scaling operators are:

— the existential scaling operator which encodes the fact that an object o is in
relation by Ir with a concept C if r(0) has a non-empty intersection with
Extent(C)

— and the strict universal scaling operator which encodes the fact that an
object o is in relation by Vr with a concept C if r(0) is non-empty and
included in the extent of C.

For a given r relation in a given analysis, its associated scaling operator is de-
noted by p(r). Now, since we rely on AOC-posets, the existential scaling operator
is defined slightly differently from [7]. Nevertheless the reference [7] can be read
to have more details on the RCA process which is simplified below for space
reasons.

Definition 2 (Existential scaling operator). Let K = (G, M, I) be a context,
and r a relation, where G is the domain of v, G, is the range of r, and ;. =
(Gi,, M;,,I;) is another context. Let also C;. be a set of concepts® built on
KCi,. The Sg existential scaling operator is applied to the context K, denoted by
Ss(K,r,Ci ) =Kt = (Gt,M*,I"), with:

—at=a¢
— Mt ={3r(C) | C €}, where each Ir(C) is a relational attribute

? rather than a concept lattice built on K;, in [7].
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— It ={(0,3r(C)) | 0€ G,C € C;,,r(0) N Extent(C) # 0}

Table 3 shows S3(Kgites, contains, Canimais) where Capimals 18 the set of
concepts of the AOC-poset of right-hand side of Fig. 1. In this case I* contains
(Site3, 3 contains(ca_5)) and (Site3, 3 contains(ca_T)) because Site3 contains
one animal from the extent of these two concepts.

Table 3. Existential Scaling of Formal Context of sites S3(Kgites, contains, Canimais)-
ca_iis a short expression for 3 contains(ca_1).

dcontains ca Ojca l|ca 2|ca 3|ca 4|ca 5|ca 6|ca T|ca 8
Site0 X X X X X X

Sitel X X X X X X X
Site2 X X X X X X X X
Site3 X X X X X

Then, for each K context of K, the apposition of K (denoted by symbol ’|’)
with the respective results of the scaling upon each r; of R with G as domain
(1 < j < k) and the chosen p(r;), is used to build a new set of concepts (notations
are taken from Def. 2). This apposition is the relational extension of the K
context considering p and a set of concepts C which is a union of concept sets
including CZ-TJ_, 1<j<k:

Ep’c(’C) =K | Sp(,xl)(IC, rl,Cirl) | ‘e I Sp(rk)(IC,T‘k,CiTk)

By extension, E} (K) denotes the relational extension of K, which is com-
posed of all the relational extensions of all K; in K (and C is a union of concept
sets associated with all ranges of all relations).

Z,C(K) = {EP,C(’Cl)a s 7EP~,C(K:TL)}'

For example a relational extension of our K example is composed of Table 1
(no outgoing relation), and the left table of Fig. 2 apposed to Table 3. The
AQOC-poset built from this extended context is shown on figure 3.

Now a whole construction process consists in building a (possibly infinite)
sequence of contexts and AOC-posets associated with (K,R) and p. The first
set of contexts (step 0) is K® = K. The contexts of step p are used to build
the associated AOC-posets. The C, set composed of the sets of the concepts of
AOC-posets at step p is used to calculate the relational extension. The set of
contexts at step p-+1 is defined using the relational extension: KP+1 = 2.Cy (K).

Considering independently the contexts: for some ¢ € {1,...,|K|} the i-th
context at the step p + 1 is the relational extension of the context of the same
rank with the concepts from step p: K9 = K, le+1 =E, c,(K;). The difference
here with classical RCA is that we rely on KC; and concepts of the AOC-posets
of step p to build K™, rather than on K and lattices of step p.

In our example, K® = (K gnimais, Ksites) and R = {contains} (see Table 2).
If p(contains) = 3, then
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cs 1

Jcontains(ca_0)
Jcontains(ca_1)

/ LY
cs_0

3 S04
— Jcontains(ca_3)
Jcontains(ca_8) Jcontains(ca_4)

Jcontains(ca_6)
Jcontains(ca_2)

[\ 5

cs_4 cs_5 cs_2
Jcontains(ca_7) NH4
Sitel Site0
L S N
cs 7 cs_ 6
Jcontains(ca_5)
Site3 Site2

Fig. 3. AOC-posets for the Kgites formal context and the Canimais set of concepts,
existential scaling

— At step 0, we obtain the AOC-posets of Fig. 1 (right) and Fig. 2 (right);
K1 = {KAnimalsyKSites | SH(KSitesaContainsacAnimals)}-
— At step 1, we obtain the AOC-posets of Fig. 1 (right) and Fig. 3 (left).

In this simple example, the following steps do not produce any new concept (a
fix-point is reached). This process will be denoted by RCA-AOC in the following.

4 Extracting Implication Rules

Implication rules are implications that are verified by the whole data set consid-
ered. Some implication rules can be extracted from the AOC-poset concepts by
considering their simplified intent.

An attribute a from the simplified intent of a concept C' is an attribute that
is not contained in the intent of any concept more general than C' i.e. the set of
all the objects sharing a is the extent of C. The objects from the extent also all
share the attributes of the full intent of C, but they may not be the only ones.
By consequence, for every object o in the data set the presence of a for a given
object o implies the presence of all the attributes from the intent of C.

For instance in Fig. 1 we can consider the concept ca_7. Intent(ca_7) =
{Att1, Att0, Att5} and Intents(ca_7) = {Att1} which means that in all the
dataset the rule Att1 — Att0 N Att5 is verified.
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All the concepts with no empty simplified intent can be found in the AOC-
poset meaning that all the rules having one element at the left hand side can be
found with an AOC-poset.

Extracting rules from an existing AOC-poset is straightforward as it consists
in reading the simplified intent and the full intent of each concept. The concept
order permits to extract rules ordered by support, the rules extracted from the
most general concepts having a larger support than more specific rules. The use
of RCA permits to use relational attributes in implication rules.

5 A case study

We rely on a large database collecting data on Alsatian streams and water ar-
eas (North-east of France) [8], but more data are available through the current
FRESQUEAU project, concerning larger areas and periods. The data are either
issued from samples (e.g. physical, chemical and biological data collected on
stream sites), synthetic data (e.g. biological indices, land cover) or general in-
formation issued from the literature (e.g. information about the aquatic species
living in the streams). More precisely in this paper we work with three tables.
The first one gives values of 27 physico-chemical parameters (e.g. temperature,
pH, SO4, NH4, organic matters) collected on 49 stream sites. The second table
gives the level of population for 197 macro-invertebrates (e.g. Ancylus, Anisus,
Anodonta) collected on the same 49 sites. The third one describes the macro-
invertebrates with 22 different life traits, i.e. their characteristics and function-
ing, e.g life cycle, reproduction mode, etc. each life trait being represented by
several modalities (e.g. for the life trait life cycle there are two possible modal-
ities : less than a year or more than a year). The sum of the modalities for
all life traits is 116. We look for rules combining life traits and physico-chemical
parameters, e.g. “the M modality of the T life trait is associated with a high value
of the C physico-chemical parameter”.

We modeled our data within 4 formal contexts: stream sites, physico-chemical
parameters, life traits and macro-invertebrates and we considered the three rela-
tions between them that are described by our tables: level of physico-chemical pa-
rameter, population of macro-invertebrates and life trait of macro-invertebrates.
The relations being originally numerical ones we applied a preprocessing to sepa-
rate values into a few classes. So the level of physico-chemical parameter relation
has been split into 5 binary relations describing 5 different levels, the popula-
tion of macro-invertebrates relation has also been split into 5 different binary
relations and the life trait of macro-invertebrates relation has been split into
6 binary relations. This binarisation process has been accomplished under the
guidance of a domain expert.

Applying RCA on this data led to a combinatorial explosion that forced us to
try other methods of classification as our implementation could not sustain the
number of concepts created reaching the limits of time and size. On this same
data RCA-AOC gives a result in a few seconds, and can then be used on much
bigger data sets. The implementation of RCA-AQOC relies on the same algorithm
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as RCA except for the use of the Hermes algorithm [9] for building AOC-posets
instead of an FCA algorithm.

From the obtained AOC-posets we extracted two sets of rules: the rules with
a physico-chemical character on the left hand side and the rules with animal
traits on the left hand side.

We obtained 49179 rules for the first set and 56 for the second one. The dif-
ference is coming from the granularity of data which is different for the physico-
chemical characters and the biological characters. It comes directly from the
choices of the binarization guided by domain experts in order to support the
extraction of rules in one direction. Here the goal is to infer biological characters
from physico-chemical characters, the former being more expensive to measure
than the latter.

The rule presented below is one rule extracted from the experimental data
with a support of 67% of the considered sites.

Site M 3wl . Lig T Fl2.(Animal N Jaff0.(Trait N FRY)
M 3aff3.(Trait 1 SAT))

For any site of the data set the presence of the component Lig at a concen-
tration of level 1 implies the presence of animals at a concentration of level 2
that have the trait identified by the code FR4 (modality diapause or dormancy
of trait resistance kind) with an affinity of 0 and the trait identified by the code
SA1 (modality fresh water of the trait salinity) with an affinity of 3.

The levels that are referred here are defined specifically to each physico-
chemical character, each animal species, and each biological character. For the
physico-chemical characters they are usually attached to a level of concentration.
The same goes for the animals presence. For the biological characters it refers to
an affinity of the species to the modality of a particular biological trait (e.g. for
its habitat, an animal may have a stronger affinity with sand than gravel, but
may be found in both of them).

Although the modeling can be considered as naive and several approaches
could be used to limit the number of concepts, we saw here that RCA has a
scale issue as we are only working on a small part of the data. Using AOC-poset
allows to handle big data without exploding the number of concepts. Besides,
reducing the number of concepts means that the extracted information is also
reduced. For the stream site concepts, from which we extract the rules, the
AOC-poset keeps the interesting data as we still have the concepts where each
attribute is introduced and their order. For the macro-invertebrates however,
several concepts are lost that represent combinations of shared life traits. We
still have to measure the impact of the missing concepts on the results but
it would seem appropriate to combine the RCA-AOC approach with a more
traditional lattice building approach that would compute the relevant concepts
for the macro-invertebrates while keeping the number of stream site concepts
low with AOC-poset.
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6 Related Work

Other approaches to integrate relations in FCA have been proposed, including
power context family [10], and Logical Concept Analysis [11]. The originality of
RCA is to compute in iterative manner (with a possible stop at each step) several
concept lattices from data represented in relational format. The concept lattices
are connected by links that abstract the relations between objects. Several op-
erators, borrowed to Description Logics, build the links between concepts.

The original RCA framework, using whole concept lattices, has been used to
the analysis and modernization of UML elements [12,13], namely in class dia-
grams and in use case diagrams. In [14], concept lattices exploit relations between
methods and between methods and attributes to detect and fix design defects.
Model transformations are learned from transformation examples thanks to sev-
eral kinds of relations between model elements (e.g. between elements inside a
model, transformation links between source elements and target elements) [15].
In [16], relations between abstract tasks in an abstract orchestration are used to
classify relevant Web services to instantiate the tasks. Other applications can be
found in ontology engineering [17,18,19]. In these applications, the datasets are
medium-size guarantying the feasibility of the approach. In the FRESQUEAU
project, we have larger sets of data where AOC-posets are more suitable than
concept lattices. Furthermore, for some issues we want to deal with in the project,
like extracting part of the implication rules, AOC-posets are relevant because
they contain all the concepts that introduce attributes.

To our best knowledge, the AOC-posets have been introduced by Godin
et al [3] in the domain of software engineering (object-oriented programming).
The AOC-poset has also been used in applications of FCA to non-monotonic
reasoning and domain theory [20] and to produce classifications from linguistic
data [21,22]. Specific parts of the AOC-poset (mainly the attribute-concepts
part) are used in several works. They include approaches for rebuilding class
hierarchy [23] and a recent study for extracting feature tree (in the domain of
software product lines) from a set of products [24].

Many approaches exist to extract logical rules from data either in a supervised
context for building decision tree [25] or classification rules [26] or in an unsu-
pervised context for association rules learning. Our approach is unsupervised,
but AOC-posets only allows the extraction of association rules of confidence 1.

However, the scaling operation permits to consider different kinds of granular-
ity for the relations between the concepts. The relational aspect of the approach
permits the extraction of rules from complex relational data which would require
to be transformed by propositionalization approaches [27] for many learning ap-
proaches. It also could be compared to Inductive Logic Programming [28] in
some ways as it will result in first order logic formulas. ILP being a supervised
approach, its goal differs as it will try to find the right premise for a given con-
clusion. The expressivity of the results of our approach are far more restricted
than with ILP, even with all the scaling operators that can be imagined, leading
to better performances but with a restricted output language.
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7 Conclusion

This paper has introduced a RCA process based on AOC-poset in order to deal
with computational complexity over big datasets. AOC-posets reduce the num-
ber of concepts, with no information lost as the context can still be retrieved from
an AOC-poset. In the future we will work on specifying the convergence con-
ditions of AOC-poset based RCA. Indeed, more complex datasets may include
cycles between objects. Convergence is ensured with the RCA specification from
[7] where the set of concepts used at each step is the set of concepts of the whole
lattice. With AOC-poset the convergence is not guaranteed when there are cycles
between objects. We also will develop a tool for vizualising the results and assist-
ing their exploration. Finally the approach will be tested on the various datasets
of the FRESQUEAU project, and compared with other approaches for relational
data mining such as statistical approaches [29] or propositionalization [27].
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