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The Design of Goal oriented Value based Automatic
Teleonomic System with Selective Function
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Abstract

Recently, research on designing efficient Artificial Intelligence systems by adopting human brain
functions has been actively conducted. Not only the structural efficiency of human brain but also the
outstanding mechanisms are being embedded into artificial systems and are being newly reborn. As one of
these approaches, this work reviewed Edelman’s primary consciousness model and partially utilized this
concept. It is a system that can increase the possibility of reaching the goal by selecting and focusing
according to the value system for goal realization. As a value based Automatic goal realization sSystem,
Goal oriented Value based Automatic Teleonomic System(GVATS) was designed and it was simulated by
applying to the area of Bakery manufacturing Master course
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