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7 a v 3
(EA -

1. g2

AVEa—F -4 T VRCBNT, HET HED
BELSREDO—2R, BAoh/MEIgT s v
S AEHFO LR, ZOF ST ANEL LS E
BRRE, B2 T3 0ErEMPCETHS. C
DI=HITIZ, 7ol 7LD ERINIHEARESE
e, BHTT I U KRAEBR L, 2DRFEDH
T, 707 AT EEOHAIEN T 2 LB
5. COWXIL, COXIBUBEMLDOT ST A
ERIZ OOV TOWN L DDA I D & BT 5.

HEBPIUHEOEBICEALTR, A—t2 by
FREHFEHEOTRMBI D, WL OLOERNIES
BIUOHELHSHIKINBHOMAN L I T
3. Ff, TAT) XLOUROEBEERE LTOM
B o (Recursive Function Theory) 5 H
i3, unsolvability it DWW TOEBEMBERMNEBOLNT
W3, Lil, 2ho3EEDT a5 LA0HIKE
HHHAART S ETHoRIL->THE LBV ANR
V.

7a s AOBFENERARES ZHELLTO,
o5 AEROMER, BATWKLIHSTRL, £
BELSOREHIC DS, BEIKESLIT
BEELERERE T b/, Chid7 o7 48
ROBAWES LM 2 ORBXICRERNT B L
EZ on5h, BT Yanov ORREIIEST LD
LS, WOhDOMERRESELN, 27 A
BRARZHECZOBAL L TORRERZ ISELT
3.

Fuss ABRICBNTIR, us7romRpibL
fex2FnELT, a7 aRREND bOEEZ,
ZhICK3WT, 2¥FDLS5B s 5 DA
AU T 2.

(1) Fus'7 ol (Equivalence)

(2) Fus/36DE%H (Correctness)

* Mathematicat theory of programs, by Takayasu ITO (Central
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L 0 B OH
5 B

(3) Fuvs3ssmfEiktt (Termination)

(4) Fo7S5r0ZE#H L MR (Transformation

and Translation)

(5) a5 Apfflift - K@it (Simplification

and Optimization)

(6) 7us5ap8t (Complexity)
ThOEIEWTZABER, EHOT LT Y X LpL
NS OMHHICBET ZERESHEODL T ~< 473
5TW3. ZORRITHE T 27 AOBBHIER, 7
U/ 5IVISEEDT YT 4 v ROER(L,
BRERICESZARVIE L O OHFBROLB L E~D
IERAZE LT, —BNEETEORRE (Mathematical
theory of computation) O—2>DMHEA G2 28D
EEZONS.

FB2HCBNT, o7 LOBMEET VO~
LT/ 7 7BREE %, ThEER 70 77 KK
XD RBUTWDIES & &bz, TOEALAASR
T2 Xk~ %. chid Yanov OfREF— = b v
FMOME» SR LET & L ICHERLbDT
Hb. F, BT 007 sARXOBERTIERELT,
CF E7u /7 aRRICD>VTHRN, a5 5 a5
WESEERO-DOOBMBRICOEDRNDE. BIWHTII
75 7RO FH Assignment Statement JEIT
LT3 7 05 ARRIZ >N TOBMEEORE
Kiettizxtd4 5 Luckham-Park-Paterson O #5584
B3 BAHTRABFEREBOEX(LERNT, o
75 AOMEATRAT 27 v 3 ) X 4 DOFFIELEY
M, fEibd, sEARMMcY T A RAEREL X .
BEWIcENTIE, eI 7 LBERICETIURON
BEBIEHS, MOWRICONT b 2o MFEE BB
L7

2. USIEREERT 0TS LR

7075 AORBIEALR T 5 DlC, TIHANC
BbHREMEIE 70— Fr— MCXDHULTHA
H. 7O~ Fr—EISITTERBIELE D K
FHRRELTER L7z 027 7R (Graph
schema) & vbhh 3. v/ 5 ABmOEBICIE - T
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53) o &4

3 Yanov® DR, XEHITS 7 7RRAHME
BAWLIZ L bDTH LT EM, Z2ORVIS K
xh, %7, /3 7RREA— b= VEROBFD
ol >Tn3. COMTIE, 75 7HRDEHR
b2, wOT, ER70 75 LM, S 27 7I-K
OHWAMTENTE 5 2R d. ER7 s 7 4K
24— b= b YERIZEG 5 Kleene D ERKEIPIC
BT 3. SHEHEACBOTERRHEONIELLT,
CF JEEEE (Context-free language) 23% 2 645 &
3z, CF EFu 25 aHREVD bOMEZ SN,
COBRICDVTHIAMTERT 5. COBRIELLT
Ito!® iz HSHhh T B
2.1 578X
77 7R
(1) @EET (operator) F={e, f1,, f+}
(2) R (predicate) P={T, F,m, -, 7}
(3) %H (arrow), fif (node)
(4) BEFKRvZ R, WBEFR 7R
Do, DX¥DLINHACL VR INEHDTH 5.
(1) JEEFK v 7 ATFEETF, BER» 7 A
REESE X AT 5.
(2) HBARBAHERDEWHEAESD, Th
ZhOMBAEAIEK, HHEEND.
(3) A ETIERBASIEL 0 DAL —DFE
T5.
(4) #AEEFEN B IR 0 OFAh—DFIE
T5.
(5) BWHEFHys2R—DODANKHEL—DDI
HERAEFT 5.
(6) WMBEXRv 7 AREHAERMEAH KD
DO NIKNEFTT 5.
(7) HBERITEMAKOANENEREL D 5.
(8) ZHENZEARN, WA&HEFBITBER Y
7 ZMERIE K 52
ZoXdICEHRINS T 7RRIZ, 77 7R
Bbhh 3 TIcERMNEZ ohic L ZicmpTru s
FHELTOEREH D C LIS, HEFEY 7R
DHDHET-, WIELX v 7 ZDPDRFER, interpreta-
tion I=<D, F, P> ©Fic, KAOFICRENGHE
T, TTie
(1) D i1 interpretation O fEIS
(2) F i D Lrtoo Ficxind 28HT, &<
iz £eD Iz LT e(§)=¢
(3) Piz D koo P icstist 2i8ET, &<

o i Oct. 1970
iz &eD izt LT T(é)=true, F(§)={alse
ThbLT5H

ZDEH187 7 7RI ZIRITO AT IR E L
TERETEL0%, BEHIKRESZIPTVD, £0
FEORTIO D ORBHENMRAEMT 5 & i
13, RELGEOMED. CORDRITIE, LR R
75 AR EVILOEZAL, REWNCIROES S
HBic> &b~ 5.

2.2 ER70VSLRREYS 7ER

MRATEELEOR7 7 7R, A—b< b v
FRICE T 2 BB ERNBETERBE NS C &0,
Karp® itk bpahtz. EBREOKEOE, BRES
WO BRI R T 2R MRAFicBbn s T &
T, TD&HWMEKE Karp [AEES. 2D KDL
FEIBE, A— b= VERICBOTIEEDEBIC
L, EREDEEZ L EMTE D&M, EX
@ Karp [Aicxf L, RFELZREBOLREXBREG A
BLEMTES. COEINT 07 AREERT
P53 AR ENVI T EICT D

{EBD 7 7 7], Ml cl~r&toTic, B
2.1 THA K BHEDS 7 7IAREANNTEITE S
zEM, I T7NROERLDEDICAISND. D
KOS KRR 5 7I0Rcxitd 5 Karp (¥
L, ERFSo 77 KK, ALGOLEFr 7 5 41314
21 pkHicH5ion3.

IHEVIEED 77 7TRRIL, BT IERT e T A
A TREATE, Ld-1T, 77 7MRTc&Blsh

37007 Ak, ERS 077 aRTRBELT
HEhZ Esbinb

ERo#ERicEN TR, EH7 077 ARXOEHK
i3, #— b=t /EBICBY ZEHEFHOE®E. )
BUTHEAED TN, EHEICITROLIR
interpretation /5.2 5 &ic kY, LRORHEHE
SEEXNBTEbrD. 7, BT 077 ANRD
RO EELEZ 20 EDOHEDD

EM 2.1 TTRELBEOSEFDLDICERT 5.

(a) T,F,z; 3RiERBTH 5.

(b) &L p,gmmEEBTHNIL (2Va), p-q,

P, p* bRGERBITH 5.

(c) LA (a), (b) TEELNZ LD H

B 2.2 FHToS 743, 2EFOLDITE
Hxhd.

(a) ¢,e fi(i=1,2 -, r) BERT B 75 LYK
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6 62 63
oZ
JS57HR
74 7 . z
Karp @3 x e .
¥ . 9 e
E70 .
p2ACES Zxx.y ZxxVy Zx¢ x
go to L;; go to L;;
do x5 Litdox ; Liido X ;
ALGOL® ) )
54 goto Lij Goto L2 QotoLs;
Ly:doys Litdo y 5 Lr:90 to L2}
Jo to Lg}
Gq
@)
O5OBH
&>
Z
KarpBER -
P+ B
s: bialy - _ ~ (B
SAER Z= Px VPy Zx(Px) P
if P lo:if P
then gﬁg_ Ly then go to L2
ALGOLRY else go to L7 ; else goto Ls;
70554 L 1do x; Lyido x 5
9o to L3 ; Qo o Lo
Ly:do ¥y 5 Lz 390 2o La;
go to l4

K21 773 7HRAEERS 077 AHROBFR

603
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TH5.

(b) pMRFERBTHINE, pRERTRI S L
MR TH%.

(¢) dLx& yBEHS ey 7 N THNT,
(zVy), (z-y), T*HFHRT 075 LR TH
5.

(d) Lo#ili(a), (b), (c)TEHEINS-D/
I, EM7o 756K TH5.

TOEIIEREINALER T 07 alRIL, HAK
ZL54C interpretation 2353 Shic L T, FIHT,
EBO TS TLELTOEREZEDC LICE 5.
interpretation (7" 7 7[{Ricxt 4 2 8E& L AT,
I=<D,F,P> t5i5n3. DELT, 1AW,
PHOHE, HRBOES, 2TV 7 7 Xy FTO
HoWATTRRIIDES, HIVRHEROKEERS
BEEESTHEO. D BHEATHRIER F &8
&P AMIhTOREE, B D BT VT XA
FESABRT 2 E 0D, 7ooa ) X AR RE NG
EATEIFR, D& X interpretation [FTTIEAER
F5EZEZLTERD.

&% % interpretation ] O FTO7 s 7 4K =
ofiR, 7077 2BREFIN s.[21E) LLDE
h, 2E¥0kHicERshs. €D LT

(1) s.[TAE={&

(2) s.[FA&=1}

(3) s.[md(E)=if mi(§) then {£} else { }

(4) s.[PIE)=1{& —s.[PNE) (pIT:RERE)

(5) s.[¢1&=1{1}

(6) s.[e16)=1{¢}

(1) s.[LLIE={fuE)}

(8) s.[xzVvyll)=s.[z1E)Us. [y1(E)

(9) s [z-y1E)=s Lyl(s. [x1(E)

(10) 5. [=*1(é)

=s5.[e]E)Us. [z](E)Us. [z U -
iz U RMES, 7 BEEAOENRET, {1}
B7EgS, {a, b, ch 1t a b, 0 FONBHEAT
b5,

2.3 InyssofREiEE

INETIBALTT 7 7 a5 2 Shrgt
i L TH UHEAET 20T reRIZ2EE, 7
07 5 s DRI NN T S LD, Bffittolas
MOTHRTEZWDA, 7077 LFROMMEE 5
T 5.

T 2.3 Howd et L

£(eD) s.[z](8)=

n biil Oct. 1970

s [yl Bo=>07ar34808 ¢ & ¥ 3,
interpretation I=<D, F, P> o' FT, i 1 T
HbHENS.

E# 2.4 HoD3EeD)iHL, s [zE=( ),
s yl)x{} © s [2UE) =5[] BS5=>D7a
275 AR x, y 12, interpretation I OFT, 2 f
HETH 2 L0,

E¥ 25 5595 LeD) izHl, s.[2)E)=
s. Lyl TH 2, 5. [2]E), s.[vIE) DELSHhMs
BEAGDEE, ZOo0T7usSFa®R 2 & oy i3, I
OTTHIFERMMETH B LS.

E¥H 2.6 z & y MHSWY2B interpretation DOF
THIFRHOL &, = & y RBRMTH 3 E00,
z=y LL3F. HBEEEOZ EABICRBEENS.

EH 2T z & y H5WY5 interpretation D F
T, T2HEETHIEY, z & y IELRETH
HEN, ==y L LAT.

E¥% 2.8 = & y 8B5S interpretation O
T, MWIMRMioLE, « & v FHRAMTHE LD
W, zzy EL5T.

¥ 2.9 =y, =y, z=y D ORXE, wi
(well-formed formula) 2V ZHBXTH 3 &0,
z &y MEAMDE X wi z=y BN EZYTH S
EVW, =y, zzy BREhER =2 & y 2i5ELR
i, [RMOE XITREZETHEEND.

LHL, CCTHALKLT 055 DRSO
35, BFIcET sRAMMETER SN 3 RHE, X
Fril, #EBRAETOR, MEMEDA T, hoR
it DS REERFRIZR LS B0, 70 & 2, B4
FEMitEIL, z=¢ DL XiC zizx LSO E, K
HHEBE LRV, e, SRR REBREL
BOORWATHS. 145, 2=y i (z=y)A (2 £9)
Ny#E) Eht, z=y 1T (r=y)V(z=g)V(y=¢)
EFEHED (CTIT A,V ZRERE REMTHS).
XD ISENSHMAEMTER, BEMziRERNL S
w7 LT AMEERERL 2 E b 5. B
T, K@mX T, &g Ebooh&Ed, R
it s sz &icd A 2.2 Fokwk
b, Zoo7 7 7o, £hsicuitd s
ZOOEMRT e 7 AROMTEIC I 2 T & s
5. WETRIER7 v 75 sl oRtEEERT 2
SEARARRESZ, T#7 o075 s E
DYSETIERS C b DR ELTHZ S, chkb
77 7AROHENES 777 7L E LR 70 75 o
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RO IBOMBRIC L VIRIT 2T EMbhb.
2.4 ER7nV50RXN0RELABR
ZOHTI, ERT o7 aRRoRERICxY 3
SEANABRRAEZ . CITHWIEAMKIE, ABR
OhTAEATRS wi OHANE Lt EKT 2 1E
HSo75 sARO wHEDOHEEE—ET L EEER
LT3, EE7os 7 aRRN0AHSEAE T, &7

r Lird+2z
[ Sy (O B2

(1) »¥o wl 2 T, ORAFEODRS.
Az. 1 zV(yV2)=(zVy)Vz

Az, 2 z(yz)=(zy)=

Azx. 3 zVy=yVzx

Azx. 4 z(yVz)=zyVzz
Az. 5 (xVylz=zzVyz
Az. 6 zVz=zx

Az, T ex=x

Az. 8 pz=¢

Az, 9 zVé=x

Az. 10 z*=eVzx*

Az. 11 z*=(eVz)*

Az 12 F=¢

Az.13 T=e

Az.14 pp=F

Azx.15 pVvp=T

Az.16 pg=qp

Az 1T pvar=(pValpVr)

Zcic oy, 2 BEEDCER v 5 oRRT, »,
q, 7 REBORERBTH 3.

(2) T, ks siEROBANIZ

R1: z=y

a(z)=a(y)

THDLY z=y DL %, x 23UEEOERT
75 &HlR a(z) OFONLOHD z % y THED
Zl:bo aly) 3, alz) LEMETH 5.

R2: a 2FEEDOEHR 07 7 LXK, B ZBAIHE
BEFEATULEOCER D77 aKRE Lics &

x=aVizx
z=p*

e IR

CZIHBERT s 7 AR zid, 2EFD3IKM

ZiEl T ESICOABMBEETHEETE L0,
(BBERT 05 20Xy BEELT, z=y*
3. (2)ERSus74KK 2 8V icET3H
ERicE > T3 L %, MERDEROLES—
OUBAREFHAE TS (3)FR7 s 7 4-R

V- WA N} 605

8  KETBHERCE >T3E L&, FEKDE
RoLhbMBINEETHEET 2.

T icBF3ERER wi OFRRATH-T, &
wif WABTHI20HROBANZEIY ATICE bR
wit I oiEhh 3 éga)fa*;%c&%'%‘éé“za. »2 wi
x=y TRODIIEEMH B & i 2 T, THE%
AHTH B LD o= y&béb T‘tﬁﬁ?%

WHELWE wE MEBERZYTEHELE X, NH T, 1%

OO DTS CD D

WMFETHLEVDNE. HOWEHBEEYL wif
FETBELE xic, T IRELTHELE0bN 5
FE 2.1 AEER T, BEFETH 5.
B 2.2 AER T, 3384 TH 5.
ch 5 0ERD Kleene DIEHEROAERICHT
2% Salomaa DIAFRRE® & QB DK (constructive)
HHT Ito'® I8N TRIN TV 3. EWESK
NTHELENLDEDEREGS.
FH 2.3 EHS v/ 5 aRAOBMNE z=y 12
RETHETH 5.
75 7R EIER 707 7 ARROBHE LY DED
WREG 3.
B 2.4 77 7GRoOREMERRETHETDH
5.
2.5 CF /0¥ 54LKER
Ei7ro 77 AR, Kleene DIFHFEL & KLl
DEDTHET &6, RILEFFEDHRIZH I TIER
EHOMIRELT, CF EEESEZIONDL LI,
CF E7us 5 s RENVIBDEDXEDL D ITHA
Tx%. CF BEEESEALTHNICHI 2 EREL
TEHEINZEVHHMRERIVT, CF 7 s 7 A
HRXE->¥DLHICEET 3.
zi=@i(xy, -, xa) (1=1,2,---, n) 2.1)
zoie @i it {an - xab, {fy, e fo), e,
T, Ty, T 35V, « REEELTESN ISR
RTH3
ERE7e 77 aARAMB CFESn s 7 a”RENL S
zEid, x*=eVzx* & poq=pVy OBIRIDVELD
cEmohs. E 075 ARTREW CFET
77 LDHELT, 2EFDOL D KEIBHICERIND
B EEZEZ DL ENTES.
@(&)=if p(£) then (&) else g(¢(h(e(£(E))
(2.2)
COPE FCFBTSos/ 72 LT2EDLIIC
#i5.
(&)= (&) f(&)V P(E)lw(h(p(f(E)N) (2.3)
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CF E7u /7 4R EL TR, 2¥0kdicdg

5.
¢=pfVpfohog (2.4

CF 70/ 5 a){RITONTIE, 2¥D LD
BhmshTins™®.

TR 2.5 V% z,y 2{TEDOCF JE70 s 7 41N
RELIcEE, z & y ORYINE 2=y ? BUWER
HwTh 5.

F® 2.6 CF JE7 o7 5 4R » OFILVERIE
z=¢? FPETTHETH 5.

®I2 2.7 CF ES 05 40K = icxl, G
FOARHRF) a #3, z ORTCHAR DY T X
1T, BERIEDE IRUETTHETH 5.

CF E7u s 7 aldNEFEk, CSE7rs 74

RUEEEEZ L EMTELD, TCTREEBEBOD
7’075 ARRADFIIC 20T, chlETAS
LASAN

3. Assignment Statement 705 S A
e

Z DI Ti, assignment statement &, F X b
S 155 ALGOL D7 o7 7 a{Ric >0 T
Luckham-Park-Paterson iZ X ->Tfishic 70 7
AORMEREMBIZ OO TORRELZN TS, HLU
¢ Yanov DEFND—MALEBNIE LIEAS. FiIfE
MIEMER, CF ESEDO T 0 5 AHR~DIEAT
Bk L, T OMOFHRIT Rabin-Scott®®
Rosenberg? ® 4 — t = b YOREBD 7 v 7 5 £
~ADEREZEZTE.

3.1 Assignment Statement E7 075 AR

Luckham-Park-Paterson® {ZX % Assignment
Statement JE 7 0 77 AN (LIF, ASJE7 v 5
AR ERT) 1B, D¥DOXIITEHRIND

(1) AS 7o s 7 a{RNOBELTLVT 7 Xy b
iz

(a) HHAK

(b) SRR FiY ol Fst) o Y2 F22, -
(¢) RiEads: Ty, T, Ts, -, T

(d) Fhuic'y: Ly, Le, -+, Ln

« »

(e) assignment & : “:=
(f) #H9K, =2 ={b
(2) ASEZ7 v/ 7 £QXD statement {3, D&
DZDDELLMTHS.
(a) BEEGr4r

i bl Oct. 1970

a. L;j:=F/(Ln, -, L)

(b) FAx M@

a. TJ(L;) b,c

iz a,b,c by, - ke t,u FARKT, EiTa

BasFs bz, (a) @ L, i3 assigment F
Hli, La, -+, Las 3 retrieval Fihd O bhh 3.

(3) AS 7w s 7 alid, WHAEEEATE
WA 5 Z 5h: statement DTJHRIER A ST - T
%. ASJEZ7 v 75 AR interpretation I 23457
SRS, TBTTas 56 LTOEKEED
c&ictss. Iz, (1)L izxl IL)eDb, (2)
Fe exd U I(Fm) : DD, (3)T. izl I(T.) :
D—{0,1} %2 D FoM¥AEET 5. interpretation
IToTTco7as s 6 PriLEEOH LTSN,
Py OHENHRCTHERH B L X1, Pr iz £ o
R LT ASh val(P) X LBA3h5.

EE 31 ASEFo /AR PE QI 5
W % interpretation O KT val (Pr)=val (Q:) 7, P
EQEBTIDTTREDE XIZ1RMTHD &
W, P=Q EL5%7.

E% 3.2 Hﬁ:‘“‘-@';ﬁ?ﬁil’;}‘o‘b\‘t interpretation
DER D HAH (fnite) THH L xic, P=rQ &
La&t, ﬁ&ﬁ%f&étuo.itl@?fﬁﬁ
ESICH DY TEN BB, 4T recursive [ET
$H B & xIT, recursive Wi TH S5 &b, P=zQ
titEn b, P=Q 25U GRE KT 5.

3.2 Luckham-Park-Paterson n#t8

Luckham-Park-Paterson {Z, % 3" multi-head # —
b b VICBE B BkER A Turing B O 42 1R

I, ZOREREEEIEY Lo b, AS JE
7a 77 AMRICK 5T multi-head A—+ =+ v %

YIialb—bFHEizkD, AS }f27°u 75 LR,
ORELIEA Turing O ILMEICRE XS, £
DY AEEZTEWI U 72,

T 3.1 DXD[¥#IT Partially solvable ¢71i>,
41ibHH, recursively enumerable gL,

(1) P=D; P=rD

(2) P=Q; P=Q; P Q; P#:Q

(3) PHbowd
ICIRES %
KPR %

22T PQ BLED AS 7o /5 a A TH
Y, Did L:goto L WAHED7 a7 AIRTH
5E9 5.

recursive interpretation @ F

P 3% 5vb % finite interpretation O
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INSDRRIL, Tus 7 AR —BIALE AR
R, 7077 AL T AT AT Y XA
DEHRTIC X U, SEEMN S EZ A2 280TH B

Luckham-Park-Paterson {2, Jif%iziz two-head
A~ r= bt T Turing Machine O 1kED v 3
alb—Ya YATIEWD, 2o A —~FHERN S
AS 7 u 77 alRizxt U, LowErsia Doz
EERLTVS. LrL, DEFDLD TR H5H
b, WolzkbELohTVA

FH 3.2 S>X0BEFRI Partlally solvable ©d %

(1) P#D; P#rD

(2) P#rQ

(3) P MHow7 interpretation O Rzl T
3.

ER 3.3 XD ASIE S u s 5 AXKOR MR E
RiREWHETH S

(1) »&Y—fHEHMN—~DD ASET R 7T ALK
.

(2) BAXGEESMIEMT, OHrREHEEGS b—
DON—TICUDBE LN ASE v 75 AR

EH3.3DFE 1 OfERIZ, Rutlege®™ 2k HREN
7z Yanov OMRE—KTE2DTHY, LR
SO, —DO Y —FBMULEDLIEY ASE S0y
7 AR OB RETET, —oU D4 Y
~FHAEES ASIE 7 0 /5 KR OEFMER RE
KEERLEMNZ D

4. BERBIZLXBZ3T0ISLOEHEDKES

ZHhETOMIENT, 7o s 7 aARRNOREN
EROSHEELUTCRD 1, 4+ — b= b vHR, S5
HERICGEWVIME» S, 7 e 75 s ORIEREH—
BN IRERETH 205, WL ONDOTTEBRTINE
THREGBOMFET I C LG RLTE . Ef 70y
7 LRI T 2 AR EHNE T a s 5 @RI
TETATY X LBRoNns, (FEDO T8 35 sic
WAUT, ZOWHAIEATZ0IZHEMNS 2ici2 A A
WohThab chikdtl, 7o 7 A4 R
mwmmﬁfi&b WEERBLO T TRV % 31T
HALSH SN T 2 BERBICNS 2O T
Y XL XD L&D &3 20D, Manna?®
BIU It SI2L DB onTHS. cokS57s
FHEER, RTERASEIIISRERRTH 5 L& big,
ZDIWID 7 v 37 X LD HEIC L B EBOEHO
EIZED, <M TWEzEEbY, DT

Tus 7 A0HR 607

FTEROERMICEATV A EEZ 5N, KT, T
N> &FRT 3.

Ll(%—ﬁ)ﬁ%%ﬁ

ZOETR B, BERBIZ YO T OB
WAFTIE5%. BITERMCBOTHOSNZLTEL
<,

(1) . O)

(2) TI>AVEZV GhHIEE)

(3) fir (,n=1) (n ZEEHEK)

(4) = (21) (ER

(5) a: (121) (&%)

(6) pi" (i,n>1) (n ZEWRG)

(7) T F (true, false)

BERBIZBG 5HPNZ, DFDL I ITRMNIC
EFEEIND. FTTWRIEHE (term) ROFDL S IZER
5.

(1) #E¥ oxo LEH £ IOREHE (term) TH
D, (2)tr, t2, -, ta(n>) %Jiuuffié: L& =i, fim
(81, 0o Jta) HIREBHTH 3.

ZhoZ DR SESN 222G BREHTH
5.

WBIEFHTFR (atomic formula) {2, 2FD >
MH» SRMNEo 20w 2R TH 3.

(1) T,F p°¢° iZRE RTFRTHY, (2)4,
to, o, ta DORFBAD & XIT, pi(ty, -, ta) IRITIT
XTH 3.

o0& &EREHREREZ, DE¥OZ>OBAID S
MIZESN AT, BERBO wif (well-formed for-
mula) Wbl s,

(1) BERTRGRTRAR (wH) TH2

(2) A fiFERERADL &I, TA(VLm,
(Fz)A BRERMITH 3.

(3) A& B BEWRMERADE %, (A-B),
(AANB), (AVB) & (A=B) biRERBRTH 5.

BB aic x4 B interpretation I ¢ 71 4" 5 4
HRiz s 3 LARIZETROERAD GER) &K
For Wil pe, B xS D s B 3N
wREE, ERCXOBLEEN, 1 OFToRERMER A
% [A 1] LRBlT 5.

HLMTRIER A 1T

(1) L, $#5W72 interpretation I zxtl,
(A 1] BEZY (valid) D& XIERBELTHS
Livbh,

(2) [A,I1 2% % interpretation I IZ%} LFHEL



A S, FKETHE (atisfable) TH5 L bh,
(3) [A 1] DFIBEUHTRE D & 212, KERME

EVbILd. TOERLDIISHIZ T1A DSFERHE
DEE, TOLEICHD A BTMWEREND.

ILRoRERTERE, MBS (7, V) BFRThR
EEshdiz, Ro—Finc@Bri, TOEARI
ThoROKRDHLY T TR LI BEEEIZE T C &8
Tx, COREEREARBEAREL VLS. &I, AE
BEMNTNTAMESONNCH 5 X 5 WEREHR
MG L, T h% Skolem DEEREE LW S . RiER
FLOPRERIEICOOTIE, D¥F¥D XS B smoS N
T3,

(1) RFERTE
5.

(2) WRIETERFLOWYH TSN B ERET#E
(semi-decidable) TH by, HPgET L IY X 4 (semi-
decision algorithm) 23#E#E4 3. T1bb, RFEHR
?ﬂf&big"ﬂﬂ:&i’i'&%nﬁi SFEROOFIRE CHHE

Rz NIV S N -hr‘v-—r-.x z l F e N e 1
ARV RALL 5 SR I N/ T T P Ny

fiEdad ( Mgﬁt&wﬁgmu A7 B[] ¢ GE T s
SET T AR, HEBIC X 2EROICE
WTIHE, W22 DHPET VT Y XA ShTEH
%53, Robinson }Z k&% Resolution Principle®® 2317
wm%m&bfm%%%ﬂfm

(3) WmRMIENE mmmqﬁm%zm% b
2o TEY, &Ald

(a) WBiBERIALEIESEEICcLcE &iT, V-
VA --d BRI E T, B RdicBlohiin g x,

(b)Y v-vav-v »WHEHIcxT, Falhic
Bbhisns s,

(c) V-VAIV-V NeBlcE T, B¥HLh
KEbRBNE FIBIRETTRTDH 3.

LbFETicEl L 2o EREDOERDO Fic 7 u s s

A@uﬁtKWb BT R L D R S et U
THI SN TV BRURET VT Y XA (semi-decision
algorithm) AT, 702 7 ADHIEFAIENL
kS5 ETHON, COMOAMNTHS.

4.2 MBRVBICEZ 70V S LOERDIERE

O TILRIEREERNT, 025 aOE4M
(correctness), [u]ffill. (equivalence), 41tk (ter-
mination) ZFEN]F 5 T3 Y XLIZDNTHERS.
Fus 7Lkl TIE, WMBTERLASET 0SS
LA ZTELELED B 0%, 250 CF 7 o
77 ARRICH LTS, COTOFHEBENTES

HRRURER IR ERETH

an it Oct. 1970

945

Y, 7007 LA0ENMOBEEEETICENS
5.
ER 4.1 GRUOEIRDIEYSHE)

(Veed) (P& ME1LT B)ARLP(E)])
DEEiL, o746 Pid v icBLUTHNEKRTE
LinEnbhs.

EH 42 (GHOEKOIEYYE)

(Veed) (P(€) p3f81L9 3)—>z[P(§)])
DEXxiZ, o746 Pt o KBLUTHNEKTIE
LihEivbh .

B 4.3 (52 PARELIESH)
(Veed) (if (P() H34%1k93) then z[ P(£)]
else 7L P(§)])
DEExiZ, Furss Pligrn & ricBLT, 7R
PR ERTIEL W Enbha. PE) i3 PE) &b
"Bon370r 74T, Ee{EPE) BEILLIEN} i2
U, #IkT 284S 07635,
T A MAERESMH SV SR, ROBEKROEY

M B NEELE N TOMAME Ly S HEA bt 7Ty
1Ly ANV NNV UL Y OV J DA VS PIC IR IR L N

T, 7PE)]1=false D& xiTld, BOEIKDESHEE
b, 7P ]1=true D& XiZIITFOEIKTOEY M
EBbrcEmbng. LmnL Loy FIzREOLE
CIREL, —HimlbactizshdTREETH 5.

4.2.1 7aVSAnRERERXANOER

7us 7 L OEERERETIEMNT 213, 7'
77 LN ERPAONTERB T 246 ENHE. LT
{2 Assignment Statement %i%>7 u s 3 ARRIC
stL, WEREORZMEET VT L% 5. C
DEHBRERBORNUL, 7075 LE2ETTEED
BITRUEZBRLTHBE EOIBENS, ThERT
MR ETESL For 56 P o n il 32788
i, D410 HIKfESh 3.

(A-1) o5 aEH z=(x), -, xs), ANEE
u=(u1, -, ua) Y XT3,

(A-2) ANATTus 7 688, AHERICEE
A

W

(@ %

[ 4.1 77 7RR~0BERFOE N
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i#M

BEZRTEMTEBEXIZBENEEE, ¢ &K
T

L 217 A h&RUERE S ST ¢
- SN WKEARITPFA DAL v 7o

=T &95. BREFEOALDOHICEEFICRE ¢ % i
OFTABWMEIERENL DT TOE, AR T 2
P T 2O K el n BREORTEETD.

(A-3) FTRI4A1(a)DEINT s 7 LDHE
VIZK LT, Eo 2DEDKSIZIES.

Eo: 909, ( m )

czic ko m {3 assignment statement
#E 4. 1(a)0 ] ®micsnid, 2hick

BT AEENBEZONB T EEZTRLTVAS.
(A-4) ™ 41(b)DLSHELBT ST LICE
bhadt, chiclTid

En: ¢:\Np—9; ()

Ei: 0:\NDp—o, {Wm\
TR T \ldlzd)

AR, 7224 1IKBOVT, ¢,q1, 92 DEMBT B
I LDKREENBEER, 9,00 BT TREHIS
bDET 5.
(A-5) FROFIRT, Eo, Ei, Ez, -, Ex 1233
BELNEE, D2¥DOLSUREES.
Er[r]1=EeAEINE:N--NEnM
EP[TE]E(V{)EP[W]E(V;)[EO/\El/\"'/\EM]
PUEDESiclE-7 Esln] 281 FERFEERE
nS.
FR7ATY XLT q,q1, g2 DHRAED E FIT 04, Pr
2T THEEMIBLNML, 20T TRV EIEDS
n3
Ep¥[]=EoANEiN-NEnM
E[n]=(T2)En]1=(T2)[EoA E1A -
ANEu]
LUt Er* 2E2ERTEAREOS
D XS NERTEHRIC XY, 7o T Lot
REZPMARVR EERATEZZ EBONTED,
RIFIL T, ZOEKERERNS.
4.2.2 705 L0HHEFETEER
RITRER Er, Er* 13 90 AEHBICRAL E H1C
B (true) 7505 3735, REWHETHZ Eb
n3. DFOXIWEHEMBEONATNS.
TR 4.1 Ee[r] ARG EEZD L X

7ol A0 609

D, Pz m CEBLTHWEKTESYL 0/ 74T
4

[Z0AS R

FE 4.2 EA[7] BERTHRTENES, 20
XiZMYy, PR o L THWEKRT, E4ESo
7 LTHB.

B 4.3 EMT] BRBETHRTRIVE X, £0
EXICIRY, Fusr5a P REkdTs.

F7, DLOERLERNT, o774 P EQ
OFELRME (P & Q@ BELELTHALEEAWS) P
& Q EEHATZEMMHSNTNG., TDRHIT P
EQ »b,

Ep[n] & Eo*(w]
Z1EY

E[P, Q1=("z)(Er[7]A EQ*[7])
EL LS.

@ E[P,Q] #HINT, 2¥DEMMBESNS.

BE 4.4 E[P,Q] HEETETHLNE S, 20
EEICRYD, P L Q BREARETHS.

uiﬂomﬁﬂc;D,AskfmfiAMT@E
Wik - IR - EAMEESEITERERNEANT, B
ERMOERD T“Cis‘.‘<3u$ﬂﬂf)> 5, »EITMERME
DFIEA T T ) X s—7c& 21, Robinson ¢ Re-
solution Principle,*® Wang ® 7w 7" 5 L2 4T,

INODMEZIEMT L ENTES. 24, 41 T
Btc ki, BERALUCEV T, w<ﬂ»@&m
AHBEABMON TV S, Lt 518
T&ERE, O - 72 A Skolem DEEHEJZZifT L TH
5, YUEARERSEBAICIE s T B EhEI~E &
bTx 3.

758, TOWTRASETnr 7 7 420 TD
ETEUROMED HZHBE L Ibs, CF B v s 5 A
RAEERDVTH, MBRETERTE 3193,

5. 7a¥SLBEROZOMOAE

IhFETOMiIcENT, a7 s MRIZEBNT,
BER o ISEHA S BOEIIE IR A, Bt FF 3 EElE
WTHMICEZ L. 2Dl Yanov O#5HE%E 7
HELT, 2 Eh

(1) BETFTOMER

(2) A—rb=bvHG

(3) RiERAE
EVIFELINATRAERAT A Licky, Sas
5 AQFOMWEAMFMZIERL, TORARMME
ZHPSMIZLIbDTHB. LhrL, Fuss stk
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PIABCHNZET L& D &3 3o 2 oitgess
bH, AMTIRS 075 LABERTIEO/NL AL 1S
Mo, ENSIEDEMHRTD.

(1) REERPLO 5 T ML ihs, —RHIT e
Iﬂi@%#\z z J—f\,f‘ﬂjlli—#,z -f'.\/’\lf anlnn i@&hbm—r

077 ADELMEE, BIRFLOYET MM & OB
S, Turing iz kb 1936 FFIz 72 SN T35S, Bl
R0 5 aPROUIZEE, 1858 £ Yanovs®
OWFRICHE B EHEZ SN TS, Yanov (1958) (3
70— Fr— bTEbLENZEOUT 07 6%

VHTHEPN T v S L v FiloRike b &
ZUTERNEL, 20&3BETEDENILZ2DY
DV?A@HMNE%W , Va7 LHROHHE
o7, ofER {gn AUt xh T2

i Tuf~ bﬂflz‘ Yanov [YRD 70— + F +—
b EDBFRIzoL TR, Karp (1960) i3, \Whw3,

Karp 14X & OB Tk ~, Kaluzhnin (1961) {37° 7
7R Loz BT Sric L. 77 7RIAR
7a—+F +— b AERILL 72 b DT, Bshm-Jacopini
(1966), Cooper (1866), Basu (1968) 5 d 7" 7 714
RIZWBL 7877 2 OGMEROHMIEZTEDOT
b 2. F 7, Kaluzhnin 27 7 [ D interpretation
BN B state vector {2, McCarthy (1662) iz &
1) program state vector L% ShflibhT3d
Yanov [ EHMA— F = + Y DRI,
(1963) & Rutledge (1€64) 1=k b W] 5 miz x4,
Yanov O FMEMSITIRA — b= b > O Rk
MHTE5T EARENT.

(2) Wang®® {3 Mathematical theory of com-
putation }Z B 2 AN E 2 O W EM 2T
D EEBIZ, RIERPLOERGEN O T VT ) X L% T
o275 aMEL, FRUTE > THFELOMED 0 s 5
LDIEMEDBMINIS F = v 2 BTHEILC & BB~ 7
(1960). chod# AN, HHEMIC X ZEHOIEY O
Fge#+, McCarthy 2 X D#KIKZ N TS, EFD
AEMTiCBA LT3 Davis-Putnam® O EMR & - 72
#5, Robinson |3 Resolution Principle iz =3¢ 3¢
N7z ) X AERRE LI (1965).
Stearns (1866) {37 /v =) X LD BIHENE DRI A W%
73 30 S - 72 A%, Kolmogrov® o oD i1l
OREGE L biT, Vu s 7 AT 5B IR A
bz 3MAMbDEEZOND.

(3) Ershov (1961) |3 Operator Algorithm &
WS TT ) XLORBIERETA, Ty XD

Igarashi

Hartmanis-

bul bl Oct. 1970

KBUTHEN: & G MA—-BGR L K S L LTH
Y, F7-, Operator Algorithm & Kaluzhnin /"
7 7% Yanov XX &EOB# &R LTINS, Me-
Carthy®®:3® 3 LISP £ Jiik & L7 /2 ) XLDHE

HINAREE X, Frchay L EAREN LA 2302, 4o I Fe
Bl iz Ershov LIHKDILEi» 5il4 7. RIS,

conditional expression {94 3 /\FH%, Recursive
Equivalence @#§&:% JH L 72 Recursion Induction
EWVS T AT Y X AORME M D EEY] L, BRI o
(logic of question'®) A& L 7z abstract syntax &
Whh33Ivs v s 2BUU 2V T 47 ADERD
EHCD2VTHEN T SDIAE LT,
4 5 —DIF %%, source program & object program
Ot DR D & & L, BHABSIZONT,
a4 5 —DIEYYE%A Painter & & HicIEAL 72
(1967).

Recursion Induction ®FH:id Cooper iz L /L
{Iii X 41, abstract syntax |3 PL/I iz W TEMAX
nTn3.

(4) 7o 77 sRXOREIEO R EREMNL,
1964 4F iz Luckham-Park®” | X D FIH TEEH &7
», BRicE5F TZORRE, —icdmshTn
otz SOk RIE 1967 4Rz Luckham-Park-
Patersoniz kb, * &Y —FiA DU ER LN
LRI ONTR D D EMEHEH, Edic
FIMICHED TR K THEMBB O N #oD

L3RRS BRI} L, SEREEE WV D EE
WA %5 % % 53, Paterson'® (2 B ZE O i@ ATHE

REAEN L DhRB I

(5) Igarashi (1968) {2 ALGOLJE® 7w s 7 4
DOt xtd 5 A% 4%, Yanov, McCarthy D/
HHAE S EIC LT, assigment statement {C349 3 2
M (T.), conditional expression Zxtd 3 /AFEZK
(T.), go-to statement X9 B0HEHR (T, %5
Z, %@ semantic completeness FIEM] L T 3.
Ll To T & T, OE2%EAMKIZITRICAT
7a g7 Lkt d 5 ABORIER, —fHZ non-
axiomatizable & 73 3. Igarashi i3 OB IZ D TiL
Tas T ABELL DB ERT v THORTRET T

EWVHHNOED & & I semantic completeness %
BTN B,

assignment statement (Z [ 33 NFRIT, £D#% de
Bakker,® Kaplan® Sizk-Tdimloh T 3.

(6) Ito (1968) %, W2HTHR~RIEH s 5
LR, CF K707 7 aIROMEEHAL, £0

a o
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M2 ZEAREZRBOTIEYIL, chk Yanov WK,
77 7MROBESWM L. 2OREMRT 2275 47
KROtEF1L, Kaplan iz & 5 THRR ST 3. Ito!®
B CFEo s 7 AR O I, [tEsLRERTE
ERWTHENTE 32 AR, 51T, ZOFEM
To s 7 AQESEOENC LA TS EARL
f:20),21)' = ﬁt@.‘:&;}{i Manna29)~31) ‘: J: ‘OT %f& ;&
11, Manna [3RIERFLOUE TR G A D EN S,
a7 AOHHEIZL OO TOPWETTRE IS H & % R
7. Zh51ENaur®® B &8 Floyd® o7 3’ X4
AP 2L b1z L2 b DT H
5.

(7) Karp-Miller® (3 Yanov @ €57 nA& Wi
3% (parallel computation) O Em SHERL, WHIE
7075 LNROE LA LA L, determinacy, bound-
edness, termination, repetition-freeness x93 2%k
ETAT) XakA, WWES e 77 aRizxby

DRI S - ZIERE T H B T & ATEVIL
?z. 2 #z, parallel flowchart, decision-free flowchart
<’:ln ST e s ARKOBFIC >0 THRL

. L2 Karp-Miller @ £ # 2L LT,
Am*ﬁl& T3

(8) Scott'® 271/ F AFERNTLIEMAS, A—
b b vOR—HRII T 2 IREETES L E b
fi%ilt, Mathematical theory of computation G)‘f-rrb
W—EIER(L ARG 2 KD &3 3 BBV RA 21T
STWED. Wi 0 s 7 IV IEROBEN <Y
T4 RAEBVLUED ET B35, data type &
function OMFIZG 2 H LWOVER AT, D
Wiz, data type DEXINCHLOEFE “xCy” A8
AL, COBEFES LI THRICHT 2 BlE S
AESELTVE. “2Ly” B(1)y 3 2 LIEFIET
5. H3NI(2)y 3 z KVERTHD. HsL
Ry 1k =z T LOWNRETTT S & » 708k
i -TW 3.

6. € ¥+ U

COWMIXTREIMTT 075 Rtz H
TEARR, H3MTT ar 7 aicl$ 54 HsEll
H, BAWT, Yar s AOFWAATENT 2T LT
Y X axik, HEENC BT R 27 ARATIED
NLEEB L. Lbl, 7o 7 st TELMY
RICHDT0 TSIV EEDET YT 4R, Jo
77 O BEIER, ZDMbA— b= b vELG, FiEM

PR AP NY: E 611

i, AV FIZBHE L i OHhDTERDIRIZD
T, HAOWADLSFTRTELA -1z, T dizD
WTE, BEXRICEIDM > T &0,

Tk, RRXOBHC “B2 SniiEck+ 2
Oy LEBENLEXZ, 2070 S AMPh LS
AR Z G2 T TrEMmac &” £ 70
77 AFERONANINTE LTHhhr e 2ol
EHFAIICTAIT AP RELEYSEOREENNT
CRIETE 208, COLMERSICH LT, —#ic
partial decision procedure ®»{E{fF&3, F7-, v/
7 AHEL LISWAD 7 R M RGO IED HASER -
PO RFTHS. UL, TAMTHZFENDT
I ZLERNEZ EIEY, OS5 A0RNE
WRTOIEMHE, BLUHOERO TSN T X 2.
T, TS5 ADEMEORER It icioh 3
KT, RS LT 505, chbdkb,
ﬁﬁXV1“*7U77AHm®X”§mU;,Jm

DA HZREMLTE 22 EBNSNTEY, X
BRI T 2R RASHTEH D, TR
INTNHA.

7a s ARGCIRS S, —Has @@z s 0
TIE, B Y 27 22/ T, LRI SuE A
i (logically undecidable proposition) &5 &
MR RICEBLYETSES. chax il 5 &
u.é%o:yel—y-#41yzAmxaqT®
MERETH . 2R D P IR M8 B
#,K%X®@W%ngc&céb,unlhut
HBASII.

Rtk -7, Fas s smartdo s Ui
DM (Mathematical theory of computation) DUF
TR AN K IRHF B NIERNTH 5.

BRI, KRLAERET BICHD, TN
Wz UARRFRFFH IR IR BRI R OB A ¥
Ltz
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