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Fig.1. Fuzzy logic system
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IF Temperature is Low AND Smoke Density is Low
THEN Fire Probability is Low -----
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Fig.3. Temperature vs. time Fig.4. Smoke density vs. time
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Fig.5. Fire probability for 1 layer in wood cribs Fig 6. Fire probability for 2 layer in wood cribs
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Fig.7. Fire probability vs. time (for fire
simulated situation)
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