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Research on Intelligent Extension of Database Model
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Abstract

The intelligent cxtension of data model is one of the active fields of current
research in databases, This paper brings out authors’ own idcas on how to
introduce the achievements of Artificial .Intelligence and Knowledge Engineering
into the relational data model. The goal of our work is to improve the conceptual
abstract abilities of relational model and to introduce the deductive inference
mechanisms., An architecture of the intelligent databases and an intelligent

extension method of the relational model are given.
Keywords relational database model, artificial intelligence (Al), knowlege eng-

ineering(KLE), conceptual abstraction, deductive inference, inlelligent extension
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