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Algorithmic approach for handling linguistic values
Choi, Dae Young'

ABSTRACT

We propose an algorithmic approach for handling linguistic values defined in the same linguistic variable. Using the proposed approach,
we can explicitly capture the differences of individuals’ subjectivity with respect to linguistic values defined in the same linguistic variable.
The proposed approach can be employed as a useful tool for discovering hidden relationship among linguistic values defined in the same
linguistic variable. Consequently, it provides a basis for improving the precision of knowledge acquisition in the development of fuzzy
systems including fuzzy expert systems, fuzzy decision tree, fuzzy cognitive map, etc. In this paper, we apply the proposed approach to a
collective linguistic assessment among multiple experts.
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