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finish(project):{6} «— work(A):{3, 4,5}, arrive(comp):{5},
Finish(project): {7} «— work(A):{3, 4, 6}, arrive(comp):{6},
arrive(comp):{8} «— not arrive(comp):{6},
arrive(comp):{6} «— not arrive(comp):{5},

holiday:{5, 6,12, 13} —,

work(A):{3,4,5,6} «—,

~ work(A):{3, 4,5} «— holiday:{S}, not work(B):{5},
—work(B):{12, 19, 26} —
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Args K

Agy = (finish(project):{6} — work(A):{3, 4,5}, arrive(comp):{5};

work(A):{3, 4,5, 6) « ;arrive(comp):{5} — not arrive(comp):{6}]

Agg = [finish(project):{T} — work(A):{3,4, 6}, arrive(comp):{6};

work(A):{3,4,5,6} «— ;arrive(comp):{6} «— not arrive(comp):{5}]

Agg = [arrive(comp) {5} — not arrive(comp):{6} ]

Agg = [arrive(comp):{6} «— not arrive(comp):{5} }

Ags = [holiday:{5, 6, 12, 18} — .]

Agg = [work(A):{3,4,5, 6} «—

Agp = [~ work{A):(3, 4,5} — holiday:{5}, not work(B):{5};
holiday:{5, 6,12, 13} «]

Agg = [~work(B):{12, 19, 26} «— |
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& lcwork(A):{3,4,5,6}, ~work A):}ﬁ, 4.5} DB,
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T OBITHER (BEE) O5fR%E ([0,1,<) £3 5.
EALP P CLUFROHEA— A% EEL, P RN
BALER T Argsp £ 5 5.

go(car, A) : 0.8 — not rain(tomorro w) : 0.6,
go(car, B) : 1.0 «,

rain(tomorrow) : 0.8 «— cloud(many) : 0.7,

~ rain(tomorrow) : 0.6 «— forecast(fine) : 0.8,
cloud(many) : 1.0 «—, forecast(fine): 1.0 «—

Argsp

Agy = [go(car, A) : 0.8 +— not rain(tomorrow) : 0.6],

Agz = [go(car, B) : 1.0 —],

Ag3 = [rain(tomorrow) : 0.8 «— cloud(many) : 0.7; cloud(many) : 1.0 —],
Agy = [~ rain(tomorrow) : 0.6 «— forecast(fine) : 0.7; forecast(fine) : 0.8],
Ags = [cloud(many) : 1.0 —), Agg = [forecast(fine): 1.0 —)
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