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ABSTRACT

The weighting mechanism based on fuzzy information retrieval technique helps the user of the resol-
ution based mechanical theorem prover decide the weighting pattern and the weights to reduce the deduc-
tion time and space automatically from input problem. The mechanism employs the triangle fuzzy
relational products and fast fuzzy relational algorithm, and produces the answer in different length of time
and number of deduction steps according to the fuzzy implication operators and a-cuts chosen. In this
paper, the method for control of inferential strategies of resolution based architectures is outlined and the
method was applied to the well known block world problem to decide the best suitable implication oper-
ator and a-cut for the specified domain.
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AEE 88 o] 8T HA 2AALAY ¥ o Y

“if P then Q"2 F&3sle “P—Q oA =4 A2 (implication operator) “—"& &3] 2844 & Frlsl=
92 28 £y HA) 39 AN HHH AES A7 95k Fol @A ddstedof gk Fa e o A
2 =2 (boolean logic) o1X& Ha) P9} Qo] ol Wk, 1 A9t & e AR g 2339, 29 $% 9
Al B ek@slale o]l&el oAy} vk zaEly, BEHAXAE AYste WA 27 A fuzzy implication oper-
ator) 9] A9, 1 WeAe] Zulgils Brely, 1 AFEE 44 e HAo vl §F Aotk 1 olfre
boolean logicol M9t ga] WAl P =& Q7 &, AR o19el [0, 1]9] od & gt= 742 & e @Az 2 Ad
w3 [0, 1] Alole) gtez AAY 4 Q7] Wolch o]o] B& A7 g o3, FBL HA) £ At E
72 AARste w2 3, 4]50] AdEo Yo, 2 AR £ olEHoR FRE FUe MUY F e ¥
Az Astd, ZojA FA 2] oo matA, AR el 2dte] PR Hx 21 AiAtEe] dHE 56
J gle Aol

resolutiono] = & AHEskg 2 (automated reasoning)® =7E¢ ITP[5] &+ OTTER([6]0] WA= o
Qe 7b3x] M4 A (weighting strategy)[7]9] A8 HE A A7 As8t<(8, 9, 10, 11] &€ AR 3
B A 71812, 13, 14]9] ASols, #x] 27 A4ttel Wl wel 1 &40 & JFE Terh o, HA
AR FA 71HE Hgar] b5 AE s 28 @ FopE Mgt Hx 2Y Axte] Wt ©hE HEA
AR Mo g8AL NE BAFozH, FoF J9d 71 A HA 2 g A g

2 dpoae 24 AL g =alA 229 y1&5E A48 Myl HE ¢ vA 2adAA] v B4 e
s g2 7143 Fel $97]9 OTTERE o] &t}

HA e Py 7Ee, 2 7Y AESHE F&0o] 83 NS WA g8 F(Fast fuzzy algorithm)([15]
2 2% 33 @ 4B A 7zt dw % 5% 1 9= 7PEE HEstd sx] 2AAMAE v 29T F A
= 34 2okl AT, 634 HA A QARE ¥ln EA g

. HX| &5 27| (Fuzzy Information Retrieval Technique)

Bandler9} Kohoutol] 2sted 129g #A] AR A 7ML R A Fol[l4, 16] ol 28 o] e &
2 Bel{17, 18, 19, 201, 47) £5[21], AEsE F£[9, 11, 22] § 1T HHE W32 Ak HAA FE AH
2de 3% gAl 8 7(Fuzzy Search Request) 2 HA #4 8 7(R-request) & 7=, ¥ AFE #3}
ol &5 = AL HABA LT}

Hx B4 875 BAAE T E(thesaurus) o] FEE QFolth & Alo]g) A T XF FAR BAFEE
Fze F237) 98 o) REE JAe WA Az =8l g3 HA Ab welFolt3][18]. AdlA BRS ARl #
A R3} Bl A Cz o] 317 @A Soll thate] Aol M C29) 47t =a 33 Atz wa F2 &3 gol o= o]
g ol gsle AAHJEFTRE FEI

(1) (R 4S)ik=uprqs{ai, c) =n(a;R=Sck)
=1/1B] L(Ry—Si)

(2) (R D> S)ik=pros(ai, c) =n(aiR28ck)
=1/ lB' Z(RU*"S,k)

(3) (ROS)k=pros(ai, ck) =n(a;R=8c)
21/ IBl Z(RI)HS]}()

714 (R 4 S)i= aR 9] ¥ ] afterseto] Scio] # =] foresetel X&Hd B 57F& vebdoh

Abzt B #A =2 F(triangle sub-product relation)?) (R 4S)E, ¥ A @4 R& AdA BEo @A
# 2] B4 S= BolM C29] #A & W avt bj=el REA =7l brt 2 BA A=< S& Z3Himply) 3t
= AR E ou)stE Aol), o] dite] AFE AdlM CRO #E AXE o + UA &t

19



A L AT A 2583 =22} 1995 Vol. 5, No. 4.

AAZZTRE 7237 QaM =elFoz AAHE shy d4re AR 48 g o A3 PEE o] &3}
Ro| z& (document)o| X &= (term)o.2¢] FA(D->T)aH RTe &=2oA 529 AN (T-D)7t 8
o}, 28ing (RTQR) &EoM 2ol e B4} Bt &, ohe-3t o] g2k = ¢l

Dic == d;oll i3t B4 =
=Dy

DT} Dol thet Azhieel g3t Abzhieel 39l 22y olmle g9 gt

(DT 4 D)ix=1/N; £(DT; = Dy)
b B E pAEe Axe JF 5F
(DT> D)x=1/N; ¥(DT;—>Dy)
7 hET T dirHd Prel Hi 5
(DTOD)k=1/N; L(DT;«>Dy)
@, ab=MIN(a—b, a<b)
s ot KAV Axe HEF 55

#7879 22 9] HA AAFE o1&}

2 %¥H de

ro

, 45 el X #AE Uede 84 AE X

=

4

0. HXHEZHM 7|H2 0| &8 AHS3tE F22| 7R MF

Resolution®l] &A% A% 8% 32 (Automated Reasoning) 2] 283 A- 9] 3lus 22 L A7)0 Badx
%S FNHAHASS AN 2N, B TEste 2& Yol HATGER, = 44 HFH e v s FAge
22X o ol 328 AstA Ralu Ao £aslx] £t HolAuH 23], oldl, AYHEF HAk(set of sup-
port strategy){24] =& 715 %] M3 Mk (weighting strategy)[7] 52 23 Wi Eo] Aw=lo] olgjd 44
& 43 28 dEdsA A0 28, A% A el 3 Y] (automated theorem prover) Sl 9lo} o)9} o] &
A HEY Fadde B7slm, 715A) MA Aol 293 AHL dold e Folz 48 FAE 222 BY
ste] AR Batm, Aoz Argxe] AE 9 1 FaAlo] B3 Aol o&:ste] AYFe sy dre wo
=2elR] ®ale Y Al 719 F3he] @7} AT o8 g v1ER] ol AP A WE A A, Foid
AH FAE 222 Bt sold g 2EH oz A A st HRPR AN Y E o] 83 JHER) HAY 7
wol AtE AT, 11, 22].

7129 gl 7] OTTERY F& FxoA, g F97I7t 84 st deste g9 £48
OTTER# AM§-Aol] olaljA Aoz ozl 7hEx)ol 28] APk ALH 7ol M= o2 gt A9
VAN E WA BA Lae] F(fuzzy relational algorithm) (Bandler and Kohout[15])o] ¢lsjA] &8 @
ZF&(thesaurus) 2 8| 239 71E5A 2 A shol A= Fr A 719 9] 35 3bd 58 (automated reason-
ing)ell o] M8 ZRHOZ Th-F 9] A} 71R] 7|2 QH2H o] F ok

i

2 P o
o 2 fir

1. H(clauses :d;) ¢} H3 D.

2. &= (terms and literals : t;) 2] A3 T.

3. 8% &E 9] 37 Ro|v], o7]M R& #x] BAZAN v} a2 RdHAt
R,J € Re:(D—T)
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st 388 ol 88 HAA 2Ad Rt vl BN

229, Ry ahde] A(di) o] old g (t) ol #A H& JE& Vebdn

HA 745 A3 7182 38 (term and literal) 3 & (clause) Abol 2] BE L BX T F 2 o] A2 729
AR = FX(thesaurus) & F& 3t AZ F2olM 718 & A39 termolut literalo] Rao a2y AL
F=d reAel 7 B2 Aoltk 182 2 termolut literald] SlolExs AF 72 doz AAYAY BAA
ZE3tZ(thesaurus) & F&317] 93 43 BH ) Y3 42 Hlclauses)H 3H2 (term} literal) 0.2 A H T},
Yo HA FF2AEAR RE U H L o] 8o AFgHog AFHY,

AtE Al2wol A 2o AZ T2 BARE T Z(thesaurus)E T4 5= B (relation) = o) 2] 2o
ol 3) A grE oA,

(T=D)e (D=>T)
o 71M, T: 8% (terms and literals)
D : A(clauses)
@: relational product(triangle super-product, sub-product and square product)

A A=A PP} o] 242 52, Fof WA A YA Ao}, HHE o] HA "7":‘4‘3 LR
AEHoz ZAYE oled HAE 4o TEE 9459 AAUE 532 OTTER 88 A o 4284
9 A o2& &t} o] HA A PHLE A& ¥ gire] & (Fast fuzzy algorithm) < 01%—6P°1, =2 AE
T2 #APETE(Thesaurus) & 2&80, 45H02 258 BAYETE7 Y2259 7) OTTERS 28
B g 7HESATH AN 2= [11] F2).

4 A=A PP shte] "(deol oiH &E(t) Alole) BAEE FE(Ri)E AA 87 st ohe-of 73
< 8P

188G ()Y 249U H9 1.

2. FE(j)ol i) el 847} obd B$-0.

3. 8E()o] A(i)e] oteNdr= o] g A (subterm, o 1g{a))e) AL 0.5.
4

5

ook

LE’—(1)01 A (i) el ofeh g5 2 O}Eﬂﬂiﬂ 84(e 1 g(g(a)))! B 05%0.5
H(j)o] )9 akolx, 3t olel @S] 84 (0l 1 P(a, b, g(a))) AL, 9 156 472 FHE 3

A F Sk

dg

op ot
~Oh

24E HA Yy PE2 R, A1 AR G vy e B &?(relational request)[14][16] & &3}, 3
B530e 34 A2 E Vel E PR (thesaurus) & FE2 T2, oS A Bt BAYEFZ(the-
saurus) & ZAA 3] Y3 BA R F(rrequest) = olef o] H A AAZJTELS T 83l 1 282 AR

Dy =4 dell &% tj2] 488 A=
=D," g1 &,

D¢} DTe] 2tzbi=g) F(triangle sub-product, super-product) 2 A}z}i=g] #(square-product)i= o} o} & 2]
ul g 74 "o},

ti7F 3t ¥t} empty clauseol] & #EEH I
ti7)} 2 t, B} empty clauseo] ¢ #AFH F e
6 FF bk fARE HE,

AF 722 9o 5 BAFS ol 83k pafFvt Aol HA Fzheel s
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PP HeP g o] 7, AW a-cut S HE3te] 213 18 22 £ P L A o) 29 PP A& HA &
a2} F(Fast fuzzy algorithm)-& 2 §3te] gtx} g Atole] T g BAIE 4A ¢ol 8 4 & Hasse diagram®
T30, o] Hasse diagram$& $-8l& BAA = 7R a3 (g 2).

A B C S1 [] Noop
A 1001 0 O
B 0101 0 O
C 0011 0 O
Sl 0000 O O
(] 11111 1
Noop 11111 1
8 1. 2E8E
{s1}
{A, l, c}
{[].loop}

O3 2. FARA=ETR

IV. M IX| 24A| 2t12|E(Fast Fuzzy Relational Algorithm)

AF T2E Fx } 1 3 AAIY A4 AEHARA g FE o) &3ty FES ASHAEA G
E_, Sroll A Awd gk PA Fo M local preorderdl] th3t FBE o] Fo] W, local preorder® ¥E A& 7ZE

%3] Hasse Dlagrarn— TA%Y g A% 82 #A g4neE7 Hasse diagrame f=3H7] 9%
fuzzy local preorder ¢] ]l th g N FoltH{( A4 W& [15] B=).

% local preorder closureE #35t7] 91§ A& &g
1. Form To=locref clo R=Er UR,
2. Compute T;=T¢#, T:=TP4 ..., Ts=Ts- until T;="Ts_j0r 2 >n,
3. Then locpre clo R=T;.

where, n is the cardinality of the universe X,

]

% 3 2] local preorder & 1&t7] 9% MNEA HA}:

1. Take a-cut R,.

2. Form S =sym int R,.

3. Remove the zero-class Cy, consisting of those x’s which are unrelated by S to any elements.
4. Take the equivalence classes of X\Cgaccording to S.

5. The relation R,= R,/S which is induced on the equivalent classes by R, is in order, given by
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g stE 28 ol & 3

PN
X
411

>

bl o] ]

r
kl
e
i

CiR.C; © xiR.x;.

Prepare the Hasse matrix of this order, by dividing the classes into levels, while keeping track for
each class of all immediate successors.
6. Draw the Hasse diagram,

v e A Asjel, A9 1S A4 @A GRS A2Y T2 DIE AHgatel P, 7
e A% A WA LuelFe B Y= F2E 2250, o2 Y axiomo] LhehE aHterm) o]y} W4
o Ee) prold Bels w8 A ol Bk He AZEY ARE HEE H5A0] Brhe AL rhd

o A2 &7 OTTER: 29 #FoA, F-& 715 % (weight) § 717 d(clause) & WA Mesle] 235}
Wi, =2 AF Hell B} R 717} B o)

HAZ, 4719 dne) &S B FA0) HE3 A= T ERAS F o 31 Qo) Fojd BY BAe
71737 B8 Ast 58 Crb Hlol 299 dx B3 Byl 88 CHol e Aol BEF A= Y Br} H o]
el i B AVl B8 CYol e Aelolth resolutionol & AsH A& (plan) A< 1ol w25 26]&
o] &3}, &2 224 hyper-resolution® UR-resolutiong& AF&3F A &ej A, Ko] 4 eaAlo] OTTER
£ 1445%, 37381 A A, 12455 2 & @Alo] 2EL SEFHL , JEE fio]E Alof= 456%, 18595 A4 A,
10716 & A A28& fxatgen, 99 dueFg AL N2 HR) 1EA 2o Y % 27%, 3251 A
A A, 1446 8 SA) 4E) =2t

4
ue b

O

V. HX|ZISR| RO A& HX| 2] g2|Fe| XAHESstE F20e HE

AR ALE SR AH ZAARA2, 3, 4152 A7) FoI Gl S48 AoHE woln ek 1
FAAE, 694 ol REo] 713 Qe 2L HEH A 27 AakAdeld, & Aol A A=) A
PNYFE TEY H22 2ol 2 HEAA ASS UM AA, AEHE FE Robel A13A 2o )y
(weighting strategy) & o] §3te] 7 B&4E Wlm ¥4 9 n} Ao 4y @ w2 A 4P 71EH A% A

2 GugFS HEste &% BARAETERE FE AN AEAE )&% 7Y A4S SHstn, T3
thoFdt H A 27 A2 (fuzzy implication operators) 2] A %% v EA487] Y3t AR E AFsE 29

Mg Hoke T YW ABA 5] S8 FoR) 2 #As) v7hx 7 $olcH(ad 3)[27),

a BHEA 1: 27138 E 28 Ax 28 Bolol 93, 28 BE 28 CHlo) & guiol, 2E gee 29
A7} Elol & Slol Fe Qi Aepolrt.
b 8 EA 2: 27148 B2 Ax 88 BAol 21, 29 BE 28 CHol e duloln, BE deie 29
At C 25 dol g §lof i 2l Aejolrh.
c. BEEA 3 274 e 58 Av £ B A, 28 Bx 58 CHd e Auoln, EX ¥uE 29
B7} dlo]2 Sl o] Ut ol ok,
d 2HEA 4: 27199 E B8 A B, C7helolugle] ¥of i duloln. 2% yuis 24 A7 24 B 4
o 93 B2 B7h 22 C 9ol 2l geolch
Y 39 4 A€ Y59 7] OTTERE o] &5t s . 7t 22 7H58tE 99 7H3X &, 387 473
AA 7AEA e 7l L A& A2 daelFel W§ Fol FEE ot 1y 4o MWE?ZE E 2R .
BARE TR Fe 2o PRk G wAC] A wursholo] uih o 7@ £ e Fo2 HFUT
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AEY FEL 188 WA EANA V@ B2

ExAd

C J — ]
£EA 3 EYUEA 4
a3 2Y BA
L3.l4 alpha=1 alpha=9 alpha=79 alpha=6
sd=217(L3) S tal St tl1 S [N ] 1+.86(L3)
=.215(L4) . ‘ B1{L4)
. {AB.C) A .
{A.B,C,Noop} . {A,B,C.Noop}
Noop Noop
LS55 alpha=97  alpha=89 alpha=82 alpha= 64
£de. 175 S1 1.67 s1 1«78 S1 tal S1 t=1
Noop ‘A'IB-C* A {A.B,C.Noop)
A.B.C: unrelated Noop Noop
Le alpha=93 alpha=85 alpha=78 alpha=59
$0«.187 156 1 .67 S1 =80 Q1 Wi
{AB.C.S1}
N {ABC) (A8} {A.B.C.Noop}
Noop {C.Noop}

BelFA 1920 BAYETE

& A
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ASEE 22 ol §¢ HA ZAANT ] EH
Lal4 alpha=1

alpha=.89 alpha=79 glpha=64
sd=.851 S1 11 51 t=1 2'1 tel BSP 1<.96
0 (AC) B |
{AB.C} {Noop.l}) N Ho o
{Noop.Qt {Noop,[l} {Noop,[l}
L5LS5, alpha=1 alpha=.93 alphae .85 alpha=70
LZM1 s1 ™ gy ™ S|1 1 g1 =%
£0=.894 I I
0
{AB.C} {Noop.) \/B (A.T«) {A.B,C.Noop.[l}
{Noop.[l {Noop, [l
L6 alpha=297 alpha=.89 alpha=81 alphax= 64
cda 855 =75 =75 S1 B4 S1 =94
{ABC.S1}  (ABCSY]
wsa {AB.C.Noop.]
(Noopl)  (Noop.[l |
{Noop,[i}
2 g4 38 BARETZ
L34 alpha=1 alpha=89 alpha=77 alpha=56(13)
=1 =
cde.849 S1 = 1ot S1 et 1 tel
0 e (A,};,C} ‘
© {AB,C} {Noop.}
{Noop,ll} {Noop.{} {A.B.C,Noop, I}
L5155  alpha=1 alpha=92 alpha=.84 alohas= 64
Lz tm t=1 te1 1e1
St {AB,CS1} S1 St
sd=.894
{A.B.C}
{AB.C} {Noop.[} {Noop.T {A.B.C.Noop.[l}
{Noop,[i}
Le alpha=98 alpha=.90 alnha_.BZ ipha= .61
sd=.876 1,76 =75 S1 S1 te1
{A.B.C,S1} {A.B.C,S1}
(AB.C} {A.B.C.Noop, T
{Noop.l} {Noop.[l} |
{Noop,[l}
L EA 49 #AYEASE
02l 4. 38 EAle] A= TR
9] 719 4¢] Hasse diagram& $%317) 95ted 2189 5x 271 A23b& Lukasiewicz(L5)olw, A4 72|
A duaES FEE gag T2 b A, ‘114 201 10 dF 9] M2 T8 AMAE Tl 4] 2
M A g ek 67 A, H A HEA o] 7wl E&AS thd R 2 AkaE *}%6}"4 H] Bl gk
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VI. X} =4 ALK} fuzzy implication operators)2| Z 3} H|m

7] Sie) A8 R WA 23 A4 acute] AL el Ew 7)ol
27 AWAY acutol A A 5 AA7E vehdel, o714,
ug ol 8¢ AAE Mmatel Folx JoAolM N S5 ARE

A& H2) #BA G SoM BAA
Aol 43S nRG 7t EAEL 77 e
53 A9 diste g 271 Q229 ac
Yehte #71) 21 A ‘;l acutS MA

A& H2) WA &g 7 22 3;:1%01] WA= o, A4 =85S d448h7] 98 Ahee =21 o
2252, L1(S# Standard Sharp), L2(S Standard Strict), L3(S#* Standard Star), L4(G43 Gaines 43),
L5(L Lukasiewicz), L55(KDL Kleene-Dienes Lukasiewicz), L6(XD Kleene-Dienes), L7(EZ Early Zadeh),
L8(W Willmott) So]t},

L1 :S# Standard Sharp

{1 #f a#l or b=1
a—r b= .

0 otherwise.

L2 : S Standard Strict

1 iff a1

0 otherwise.

a->2b={

L3:S* Standard Star

1 ¥f a#1 or b=1

a—3b=
e { b otherwise.

L4 : G43 Gaines 43

a—4+b=min

b
L2
a

4’. G43 Modified Gaines 43

l1—a )
1-b |-

8 o

a— 4 b= min ( 1,
L5: L Lukasiewicz
a—sb=min(1, 1—a—+b5)
L5.5: KDL Kleene-Dienes Lukasiewicz
a—ssb=1—a+ab.

L6 : KD Kleene-Dienes

26



e EE FEL ol 83 HH ZUA MY Hlm 2

a——>7b= (1“(1) vV b.
L7:EZ Early Zadeh

a—b=(anb)V(l—a)
= (a—¢d) Nka.

L8 : W Willmott

a—gh=((1-a) VO AlaN Q-5 V(BN (1~a)))
= (a——>7b) A kb
={a—¢b) NkaNkb

o714,  aAb=min(a, b).
aV b=max(a, b),

ka=max(a, 1—a).

oleh o] Holld HQl AL AAE AE9 59 AEo] #5257 7129 kept clauseE 2] &, T2l 23 &9
T FAF5FHS ¢Ested 28" CPU AZHS Yehdd, o] CPUAIZE HelE % 7] OTTERS d¥o] 43
® UNIX3}9] SUN sparc stationo| A] R E A} 7ho|c},

g4 FAES 9 WA Ax FxE ¥ P deEd dow, 1 Z2AE g H del2 HEd axiom gl A&
Exs R 24 Hy3,

1. B8 A 1-27) Ad 1 28 Ax 29 B g, 23 B 29 C 9o o )
28 e 22 A7} o] 2 $1o] ol 2ok

-cut 2 13 L4 5 L55 L6 L7 s M1 M2z
height 105 105 105 105 56 56 56 92 105 92
70 70 70 70 41 41 41 61 70 61
1 (48)  (48)  (48)  (48) (36 (36)  (36)  (48)  (48)  (.48)
half-upper 69 69 69 69 69 69 56 92 69 167
50 50 50 50 50 50 41 61 50 108
0.93 (42) (42 (42 (42 (42 (42 (36) (48 (420 (88
69 95 95 69 95 73 43 105 69 105
mean 50 68 68 50 68 52 32 70 50 70
0.87 (40 (60 (60 (4 (60) (42 (38)  (48)  (4d) (48
105 105 105 105 105 105 105 105 105 56
half-lower 70 70 70 70 7 70 70 70 70 70
0.70 (48)  (48)  (48)  (48)  (48)  (48)  (48)  (48) (48 (.36

8 73 hyperresolution® UR-resolution®] FAlo] AF&H AT} vlwstd, ZE dolgose YA4H 3
o] 92, del gl Mo F= 61, CPUAIRML 48 21t AE & et wallA Wol $4 go e 44d Ho)
85, Mel® H-& 62, CUP AIZES 542 =93t 48 Aol = 2009}
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2. 22 24 2-27) 4Y: 2 Ax 22 B 9o, 28 Bt 23 C 90 ¥ Ut
2R A 22 A9 C 2E HolE 9 o
a-cut L2 L3 L4 L5 L55 L6 L7 L8 M1 M2
height 105 105 105 105 69 69 69 105 105 105
h 70 70 70 70 50 50 50 70 70 70
(.48) (.48) (.48) (.48) (.40) (.40) (.40) (.50) (.48) (.48)
half-upper 69 69 69 69 69 69 69 105 69 167
0.93 50 50 50 50 50 50 50 70 50 108
' (.42) (.42) (.42) (.42) (.42) (.42) (.42) (.50 (.42) (.90)
ean 72 95 95 72 % 76 76 105 72 105
087 51 68 68 51 68 53 53 70 51 70
’ (.50) (.62) (.62) (.50) (.62) (.44) (.46) (.48) (.50) (.48)
it Jower 105 105 105 105 105 105 105 105 105 59
070 70 70 70 70 70 70 70 70 70 42
U (48) (.48) (.48) (.48) (.48) (.48) (.48) (.48) (.48) (.40)
2 713 hyper-resolution®} UR-resolutiono] BA|o] ARt vnald, TUZE goleld = AAE o
o] 105, M= ¥ H9 & 70, CPUAIZFS 50 &5toll 228 Aoed whallA] Wol £ galolde AAE Ao
119, A& ® A2 88 CUP AjZHe 72 2o £&3l9th 48 He &= 200t}
3. 22 BA3-%7) 48 e Ak 22 B 9lo], 28 B 22 C o) ¥ Utk
=3 4be) : % Bo} Blo] 3 sio) ¥l Aok
a-cut L2 L3 L4 L5 L55 L6 L7 L3 M1 M2
height 1597 1597 1597 1597 1597 356 1597 356 1597
e‘f 726 726 726 726 726 125 726 125 726
(772) (772 (172)  (7.72) (772 (148)  (7.72)  (L48)  (1.72)
half uboer 389 389 389 389 389 356 389 356 389 9305
o gsp 132 132 132 132 132 125 132 125 132 4086
A3 (e (160 (1.60)  (160)  (1.60)  (148)  (1.60)  (1.46)  (1.60)  (100)
T 573 573 573 573 573 389 573 1958 573 2367
’gegg‘ 173 173 173 173 173 132 173 854 173 1051
| | (258) (258 (258)  (258)  (258)  (L60)  (258)  (9.90) (258 (12)
Lt ] | 1597 659 659 1597 1597 1597 1597 1597 1597 356
a o ;’(;”er 726 194 194 726 726 726 726 726 726 125
- (7.72) (2700 (2700 (7.72)  (772) (772 (7.72)  (1.72)  (7.72)  (1.48)

22 732 hyper-resolution® UR-resolutiono] g Alell
o] 1478, Mel® He| F= 671, CPUAITE 6.42 2% A28 EAE

Ho) 1393, Ml ® AL 637, CUP A17he 7.44 2ol mestairh. 43 d9 5
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22 J}% hyper-resolution® UR-resolution®] SA)oll A& 5 ¢dch vln sy, tJZE ¢ojgorl AAdH A
o] 18595, el ® H9l & 10716, CPUAI 7H2 456 Z5tel ZE L2 dd=d] 9l A Ho] ¢4 g = A
B Ho] 37381, AHlE AL 12455 CUP A 72 1445 Zofl @&t 8 A9 4+ 300}

ot L2 3 1 s L55 6 L7 ) M1 M2

beignt | 2765 27865 Zis65  2ieG5  rséc  azsL et 1805 2785 18969

: 16178 16178 16178 16178 16178 1446 16178 10716 16178 10716

(984)  (984)  (984)  (984)  (984) (27)  (984)  (456)  (984)  (984)

halfupper | O011 6011  60LL 3551 351 351 351 1% 31 183

2606 2606 2696 1446 1446 1446 1446 10716 1446 10716

0.92 (64) (64) (94) (27) (27) (20 (27)  (456) (27)  (984)

o 6011 6011 6011 6011 6011 6011 6011 3251 6011 27865

f 2606 2696 2696 2696 2696 2696 2696 1446 2696 16178

0.8 (64) (64) (64) (64) (64) (64) (64) (27) (64)  (984)

palflower |- 27865 27865 27865 27865 21865 27865 27865 27se5  27ess ol

o 16178 16178 16178 16178 16178 16178 16178 16178 16178 1446

: (984)  (984)  (984)  (984)  (984)  (984)  (984)  (984)  (984) (27)
.4 &

H2 AR A 78] F3H =8 (Automated Reasoning) o] 7}5 %] MA ol 285 0] Byl Faoa] 28
AlZE g FZHE ZAAATE A E By WX A4 B EneEY fiag 22 aad dolg ey ¢+, 914
THEA B VYo FoiAl ]y FAR HE] EAF o 229 &Y PHE NEH, 7hEXY ¢4 £98 Ue
e 34 =728 AEFHOZ TSP
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Meflof gt v &2 A2 5 YA ok A9 WA 20 AR} a-cuto] A s AFollA #=) 27
AAkzl Lukasiewicz(L5), KDL Kleene-Dienes Lukasiewicz(1.5.5), KD Kleene-Dienes(L6)9} a-cut
upper-half G Hej 2} T} & Aof va) HuwF -3 AHE &t 2ug 4d3) = G Ao i3t H g
ol Blx A AAE Addas 29 G4k L5, 155, Lol & 4 &98 Fof st 3lo] FE 3
1=

A2 AR AN 7 & o] &3 7}
St A4 Hx 2AA
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23] 474 e AEE 2 Yoo W gatel, ¥x) 27 Ao A
21 3 77]
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71 g 58 A, B, C7 o] &9
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weight _list(pick_and_purge).
weight (S1, 1).
weight (A, 1).
weight (B, 1).
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weight (C, 1).
weight (Noop, 20).
weight ([ 1, 20).
end_of_list,

list (axioms).

~ T(On(x, y), 2)|-T(Clear(x), z) | T(Table(x), Do(U(x, v), z)).
— T(On(x, y), z) |-T(Clear(x), z) | T(Clear(y), Do(U{x, y), z)).
— T(Table(x), z) |-T(Clear(x), z) {-T(Clear(y), z) | (x=y) | T(On(x, y), Do(S(x, ¥), z)).
— T(Table(u), z) | T{Table(u), Do(U(x, y), z)).

— T(Clear (u), z) | T(Clear{u), Do(U(x, v), z)).

= T(On(y, v), z) | (u=x) | T(On(uy, v), Do(U(x, ¥), z)).

— T(Table(u), z) | (u=x) | T(Table(u), Do(S(x, y), z)).

— T(Clear(u), z) i (u=y) | T(Clear(u), Do{(S(x, y), z)).

— T(On(y, v), 2) I T(On(y, v), Do(S(x, y), 2)).

— T(x, z)! T(x, Do(Noop, z)).

— T(x, 2) I T(x, Do([ ], 2)).

— T(x, Do(w, Do(y, 2))) 1 T(x, Do{[ylw], z)).

— T(Table(x), z) |-T(On(x, y), z).

— T(Clear(y), z) |-T{(On(x, y), z).

— T(On(x, y), 2} |-(y! =w) |-T(On(x, w), z).

= T(On(A, B), x) I-T(On(B, C), x)|Goal(x).

— Goal(Do(x, y)) ! Ans(x).

— (A=B).

—{(B=C).

- (A=0).

—(B=A).

—(C=A).

—(C=B).

end_of_list,

list(so0s).

T(Table(A), S1).
T(Table(B), S1).
T(Table(C), S1).
T(Clear(A), S1).
T(Clear(B), S1).

T(Clear (C), S1).

— Ans([S(B, C)1S(4, B)]).
end_of_list.
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