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Study on the Knowledge Representation of Linguistic Variable

Based on Fuzzy Logic
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abstract
In order to solve the specific problems in systemn, the implementing of knowlege base
suitable to the system architecture has to be expressed and leads to the resoning of
the new facts. Not only the simple knowledge based on the bivalent logic but also the
representation and acqusition of knowledge related to vague and imprecise linguistic

variable

is necessary to the knowledge in the real worldie the knowledge of which

facts and rules are composed. In this point of view, this survey implements the
relational database based on the fuzzy logic through Prolog, and deals with the
inference and retrieval of the fuzzy linguistic variables so that it can process the
ambiguous information which appears the imprecision of the linguistic boundary.
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