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Research and Implenentation of Incremental Generalized Concept Lattice Construction Algorithm
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(Faculty of Information Engineering, Jiangxi University of Science and Technology,Ganzhou 341000, China)?
(School of Information Engineering, University of Science and Technology Beijing, Beijing 100083, China)?

Abstract This paper gave a rules based fundamental definition of generalized concept lattice, by analyzing the research
status on concept lattices. Then we presented an incremental algorithm for generalized lattice construction, after a tree
structure was built and the ranges of sub-lattice nodes were reduced. The efficiency of this algorithm was verified by an
illustration,and the comparative result of several algorithms of generating concept lattice was given.
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