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An Efficient Method for Controlling the Number of Proofs in Prolog

Young Kwang Nam'

ABSTRACT

We proposc an extension to Prolog called the count term for controlling Prolog execution. The purpose is to
allow the programmers as well as the users to have greater flexibility in controlling the execution behavior of
Prolog programs and for limiting the number of answers or proofs retrieved when Prolog is used as a database
query language. Both syntax and operational semantics of the count term are defined. An implemcntat.ion strat-
cgy based on WAM (Warren Abstract Machine) by modifying instructions related to backtracking behavior has

been suggested.
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Frame:: ={C _atomList, Varp}

FrameList :: = nil|{ Frame :: FrameList

Stack ::=nil | (FrameList, Subst, Clause*, flag) :: Stack
Stack :: = Stack.
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interp(({{ A, p)::nil, Vp):iF, nil, C, 0)::nil, P, p) =
0120, :0;, A7V O0<si<pori=T

g7 FSubst™= §& de #8 £ £89
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interp(nit, P, n)=interp(St, P, 0)=nil

q7le] et 47 35 fie A
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e 35 29 39] A g-olch FE 29 7% oM
3ute) gol Aol wE vehlied, £3589 A

1.
2.

8.

interp(nil, P, ) = interp(St, P,0) = nil

interp((nil, ¢, C, 0) = ({{A, n) :: G, Vp): F,0,C, f)::Sty, P,n(# 0)) =
¢ = interp{{{({A, 1) :Q,Vp):: F,0,C, 1 rangle:: Sty, P,n—1)

. interp({{{A, 1) =G, Vp) :: Fy, ¢, nil, 0) :: ((L, B) ::C1, V) : F1, 0, Cy, f') :Sto, Pop(# Q) =

interp({{(L, B) : G\, Vp) :: [,0, Cy, f')::Stg, P, )

- interp({({{4, 1) =: G, Vp) :: Fo, ¢, mil, 1) :((L, B) 2 G, Vp) 1 11, 0, Cy, ') :: Sto, Pyq(# 0)) =

inlerp((((L, B_ 1) 3 Gl) ‘,[l’) ::ﬂs 91 Cly fl> = Sth p» 77)

. “”e"'p((((Ar #) ::Gv ‘IP) ::FO) ¢1 (HO : "‘BO) ::C’ f) ::StO’ P: 77(:1'é 0)) =

interp((Fy:: F1:: Fo,0 0 ¢, P,0) : Sty, P,mp), 714
n#0;

H; : — B; = rename((Hy : — By), dom(¢));

0 = unify(s(A4), H) # fail;

Vp = dom(¢);

Fy=(By,Vp);

F = (G, Vp);

Sty = (({A,p): G,Vp) :: Fy, ¢,C, f) =2 Sty.

. interp({{(A, u) =G, Vp) :: Fy, ¢, (Ho : —By)::C, f)::Sto, P,n(#£0)) =

interp({{{A, p) : G, Vp):: Fy, ¢, C, f) :: Sto, P, 1), 471 A]
B#£0;

H, : =By = rename((Hy : —Bg), dom(¢));

0 = unify(é(A), Hy) = fail.

. mte‘rp((((AO) ::G) VP) ::FO; ¢’ C) f) " (((Lr ll) ::Gly V}”) ::Flvoxcl) ::StO) Pr "(# 0)) =

interp((({L, u—1):G1, Vp): 1,0, Cy, f'):: Sto, P,1)
interp({{(nil, Vp) = Fy, ¢, C, ) :St, P,n(#£ 0)) = interp({Fy, ¢ 1 Vp,C, f):: St. P.n).

(28 1) XS ol BE ZE HAT
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interp((nil, §, C, 0)::{{{A, w) G, Vp):F, 0, C, f) 51y,
P, q(#0)) =
#:tinterp({{ 4, u) =G, Vp)::F, 0, C, | rangle::St,, P, n—1)

B dAe ng dAA o oY FyE Ao
Uod Fyol dusty WEYF] G Jog|ed, of
A4 ARG 2do] A4E AAE) Hof A 2
g9 N5 ghg At 2ok 2 gro] 1o]| oS
ol 439 otFe] £¥59 g 197 FaAUt

interp(( A, ) :G, V) Fo, , mil, 0) = (KL, BY:Gy, V)
Fi,0,Cy, )51, P, f{#0)) =
interp({(L, BY G\, Vi) Fy, 0, Cy, f)::Ste, P, )

wep 4Z 9l gho] 0o1R WA o} Eol G& WA
2% 447t 5122 2 kgl 499 o} U@
YR e BN L 299 W 9o Ak
28 A B,

interp((((4, p) =G, Vp):: Fo, §, nil, 0) : (AL, £)1:Gy, Vi)
Fi,0,Cy, f):St, P, f(#0)) =
interp({(L, B) G\, Vi) F, 0,Cy, f7)iSto, P, 1)

(2¥ D 35 5= AUA He) v REL G
3 o]F& A B9 ¥l 189 AY AF4 A=
%ol ¢} GUstyt A F 59, Frameliste 2 A9 25
o o 3le UmA 247 LEL Xsle NEL
Frame& QA sled, olu A3 flage 0082 Z7)8}
drh @ A4 dds g2 st g9 £380l0
o] oprjefofut gl sle] 3 o] 7Hgsin).

interp({{{A, pu)=G, Vp)::Fo, ¢, (Ho:—~Bo)::C, f):
Sto, P, n(#0))=
interp((F2::F1::Fo, 004, P, 0)::81,, P, ), & 714

ZER0IM B8l 8
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u#0;

H,:— By =rename(H, : — By), dom(#));

0 = unify(¢(4), H,) #fail;

V p=dom(g)

Fy=(B\,V#);

Fi=(G,Vp);

Sty ={{A, WG, Vp):iFo, 9, C, [)::Sto.

T Sgsiyt AAEtA @A e ¥Rz
2] Aol dhsjA o] o] wEE wAsA 2
o] L% @A L FgEo] 00] opd Ao
g Sy

interp({{{( A, p) G, Vp):iFo, ¢, (Ho:—Bo)::C, f)::Stq, P,
n(#0) =

interp({((4, 1) =G, V) Fo, 8, C, f)::Ste, P, ), & 71 4]
n#o0;

Hy: — By =rename(Hy : — Bo), dom());

0 =unify(KA), H,) =fail.

A FYE 2E9 £¥Ee] 0o WA 9] Frame
< A A A A e AAA 7] 7] Aol BA] Frame
t}&ol gle Frames] 714 9&o) Qe olE 9] 58

g 19 gaxg

interp({{{4, 0 =G, Vp) i AL, p) =Gy, VY Fy, 0, C1)
= 8to, P, n(#£0))=
interp((({L, u=1) G, Vi) Fy, 0, Cy, f')5:Sto, P, )

Frametoll o o]} 8 Fojof & g0 91 & o,
Aol AL /1E} X gEF A FA4o) o
FORI 2 AP E HARE ol &3t Ate] Al
T

interp({{(nil, V) : Fy, 8, C, f) 81, P, n(#0)) =
interp((Fo, L Vp, C, f) 181, P, ).

A GO HES A& Col G HAF AN
&3 7o) @A}
interp({{G, V) ::nil, &, P, f)::nil), P, n(neqo)),
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B oM e WAMUIA o84 ¢85S 788
A7t &) Ay} diREe] AN/ Fad
2] 2ol HE A8 FREA 29E ARSI Q1Y)
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o B2EE X33t vt ERfd L dUsiEe F
2ol ZA3Hbound)x] ¥ HEY A £3li(unbound)=]
olofg W&o g3 FA(reference)E 7HA3 Ut}
2812 #A(environment)s} A1 A(choice point)E
7EA R Ak AL WE(vector) E= 2] FA
A 5o N ate] Peel)2 oHE Heo EFH
gk ERlE(pointer)s} 19} AAE §FA A A
£ (continuation) & EF3t7 Yl AYAHL WE
o] dojd 74 1 Ae) Jul g 44 B
¥ag ZE JRE TPty Aok 2RE 3ty
ZZAFOE A FEY 2 Z2A|FOE 52T 2
£33 ddsiyl 7153 dol o AL AL AAE
o A7l AZHO Ue JRE 550 7Hed 4
of tiet X9 A7x HA2EHEY g, F A
€2 E(top)olth, §9 &, vtz A9 A 873,
EYY € 28y ZIAFoY wishase g
A 2E o o) g Aolr).

WAMS| =323 ng et HolH a4z
o 2 53 myo] Mg T o 2HE A
AL 28 g i ¢to] WEH Y dd3io] @
23 ARE T3 A7) fFolo} mEy WAM
Aqxe] o FHL dAM AAE HH7) 9
Zt g5 diste] dygozy HA ALY +
ok A AR #4470 7123 A Er] A
€ U 28 AR AR47t o g AMA=R
YaF 2L CR(Count Register) S| A 2E 24 o]A
< 47| A 9 ns} Zho] Helof BUE vYEE

vehli o] H o ¥ $(global variable)24] Ag-@ Tk A
g3de 323 kg FI¥ES Jes] 98
A} count_termolgts A2 Y=g WHEY, A4
#4719 flagel] HZH e flageh= Y=g VEETY
2 B M 7)eA e 33t 2. count_term?)
U 32Y W 2 glo] MYPoE BEHY flag E
g ZRAFO] TEA] WEAAH 2 27|gE 00]

TR S 44 AYF ez ddEr) AiA
PR(Path Register)olgle M 2& A 2E & E s
g33led, ol AE gao A FH oA 22lth H
+9 5 g#ole x4 HWHoJEZA “all Proc,
N”3} “execute Proc”¢ld], Proc: 35 ojo} & A
9] o] ol ¥, N& 87 44 U= A 2 $(permenent
variable)2] Aot} THE 3t “try_me_else Add”
Exe “try Add"gE FH 24 Adde thel 3
g A9 FAE 7IEAD. WAMIAA Y 3&FME
“call Proc, N"o]\} “execute Proc” W& o] t}Sd
“try_me_else Add” BH |7} 35 =d), count_term
o] AZsojol & AHHL “try_me_else Add” T
“try Add” o] SN FEo)A B ) 75}
M" 7138 whdo 2 A8+ “call Proc, N” &
S| ZHE “try_me_else Add” Aol 2L A
@3t7] AsM e A9 AYEolEs BF FAslode
gt 284357 Aside A9 Al B3o mE4
A Y8 £2E Fsradh &, “call Proc, N"&
“call Proc, N, M”22  “execute Proc”& “execute
Proc M”28 “try_me_else Add"Y} “try Add"&
“try_me_else Add M"3} “try Add M"o.8 Zt2} §
B 5o Mo gto] e el ME whEeR
count_term Y=o $F 5 flag Y=9] gt 002
x7|3€ ).

& 19 diside 29e] HlejglAY CR HA2
Bl 9] gho] 0oj® =21 e] 3-8 Fadi)

FE 29 Fgde O3 TL HHorl as)
t}. ghof CR A 2E 9 gho] 00] o}y, Z2 Y
AF71(PC)9) kol nilo]d kel go] dAHUG
E AL 9nsieg CRY ¢ 19T FaAdx
flag 9=2] g8 12 30, §Ad nt2 dd Ae A
A3 £¥E9 g 19F F2AAY olHF ¢
Ao JHEL “Proceed” FH ] thZT 3] g
th 2 olfE d Z2aP] FE M £ A AL
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o] F ol Falvt dojd 4= 7] W&o}

Ao 2goll A chgoll =348 ¢ ol A
ol A& Aol HAle] ML AtAjsiolo} o,
Al sE7] Aol wieA] AA o] el o) e flag ¥
29| g HAtsteof gt gkt 2 gho) 1oj® vz
A Ade HdA ge FaAAt 28A g3 0
ol Al £olo ALE FoM P& A i}
€ AL Aning £YEo gL FiaAINA Yo}
= drth 98 F A2 4719 #8353 40 2z
Eicgcl=3

g8 5o sl A oln] “try_me_else Add” W3
oo & A flag B=2] ko] 022 REojPom &2
ol7- YFo) A WAyt Aok “retry_me_else”
ol oaiA thgol) +£Y98 F427) HlPo s g2
6 AME 2AHEH o2 )4}

5 7ol A= count_term =9 gho] 0ol ®
A AP AASA H3, 223y A5719 3%
AEACP)Y 22 YAste AL FE 84 &
b (R D= WAMIA $35-2 28317 93
FE YHolE9 aoFg e}

(B oft ajo

(H 1) WAMOIAM =822 P3§ fisi0] HETE Yo
{Table 1) Modified WAM instructions for count terms

A3 A7 438 HHoy F7hd A% 9

YEE M | call Proc, N, M PR:=M

oy proceed Proc, M | if PC=nil then CR:=CR-1;

84 if CR =0 then stop

else flag:=1;

B(count _term) =

B(count_term)—1;

2ddt A | try_me_else Add, M | count_term:=M

try Add, M flag:=0;
23 ¥ | trust_me_else fail | if flag=1 then
trust fail B(flag)=1;

B(count_term): =
B(count _term)—1;
discard the current choice point;

PC:Z2 a9 A%7) M:golol ¥} Sl $4%
B:utz A MegPe) F4  PR:Path Register
CR : Count Register

6.1 2
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yel dol FAdel le #5280 AlEEoRA
z2aH Aol 715 AT F32 ZESZ2
9} o] 7 (Debugging) ST EXMNE Al4-E 5 9t}
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ol &M T w9 F87 715l Y4En, Yo}
7H FREL HAe g8 &= 7)F T2 H LA
58 279 g E& vpA G EE 29 g8 7
ste 9 o] B, (1 & .. &) ut < Bi& .. &
Bi 1 &( & ...&Ay): p&Bi& ... & B S} 74 FE 75}
<d AHS 8 F Y& F 3t Rol A el A
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