Vol. 25 No 3

T HLIL P Y 2 3 3Gk

May 1984

T/ BBIEFIICEDICHRER I ATS A

DX F AT

%O T
mohog

GE N
p oI i

,{:TT
E

RBESar AL, Tas7ADERERITR NS FUANRLTRIETS 32 2 M5, BUETEHAEIZ
BOBEER o3I v SRS TERENE B DENFINTVS. LiLiEkKD Prolog EHRTH,
MEEABARRLTWAFG TR, BRABOHKOOEITR b7 7 SOTHMMNBEITE » T3, Th
SO HALT 5 DT, RERXORHAFTICEEL T - VBRI IBFEICE SO OR Y AMBHR AL
T2 AFRTR, T—rO#BIBOTEZETOTRTORRYEAEGTNT 2 OR LB —{t7 o0+ X TH
UHDENT T L —bkRE EZFELIINS WHNBEEDD. Fho—n 7 L - AROKERREN
FRIZE>TRIFL, T 7L - ADBHBHEIHELZVOE LTS, COKY, od7 2IKRET
WAL AT A Uy A LRI T X 5 LMRZH A DLITR b 7 7 JIRFEIRICAHET E 5.

L £ 2 v &

wHAIF a5 43, Fars Lot GRE)
ERITRFFY (HEE) 2SBLUTHRIET & 57
TEnS, MEBERLE? KBy EELR o 53
YOS TE3HENE LD EMFEA TN S.

LaL, BBEHWSH T 5 £ { @ Prolog 4L
ZIC, ROKS ERESS 3.

® 7ol 5L0KRGHEENELAAITI) TS
NOFEITIEF, ERNOBRIEFSORITA STV
R7a s sthoROEFICK > TEEINTNS.
ZDHROERIEFICE > TEETEAHAT L
TR b 57 IMBIRTEIL.

@ FHHHRAEOHEFR, TOMEOHE NS
BEMBIEFICKE L, BROE $ TREAFEINRRE
LT3,

@oEIcH LT, bhbhidd Tz Prolog
DEE Y R 7 L “Paralog”® ZB% L, REBE S oy
7 LADAFMBEOEREEER U .. —HODERIL,
FiR= v v E TR SHRINCED B o DICET
A5 FYDERTEREBEIC LI EicHD, W
FIMBBIC L > TRRTEBEEZL OGNS, 1150, &
HH S o7 5 208 F0EARORFIZ—HTIThh
DOHBZHFHEROAL.

t Parallel Processing of Logic Programs Based on Goal-Rewriting
Model by ATsuHiRO GoTo, HitosHr Aipa, HIDEKIKO
TANAKA and TOHRU MOTO-0KA (Department of Electrical
Engineering, University of Tokyo).

T RRRETESEA LN

* B AKEETEAH

413

AHB XT3, Horn MOMREE GIHR ZHO
T, Horn MiOHFEBREBRIBICL-TELA
fea—nERZEFAZRL (2F), KEFLVICE
Sz OR HFIMBEHRERET S (3F). LT
AP FMBEFROBLIcOVWTHERL, Allick-
T, 7’077 L RET B NFMEED LcatE s
HMMEBRTE, HHHIEADETR 77 VICERRKIC
MMTEDCE, EOIEEREDIRICOMICTE
BT EERT (4F). BRICHHBROBRINREL 5] 4
35 (53).

2, - B IREICES(RERTRY
S LADEFT

WERMS 05 L0HRTE REROLHHEY T
BERT—ABBRIBE L LTESAcET VR,
T BEZEFAMEESLRC LT S RETH,
Horn Hin 6755 #%HER T o 77 5 4 ({Riz#l Prolog
EUEg) AREL, AFANEROTAEF L OERE
LxWECT 5.

2.1 HAEICLBFOF T L— KRR

#i Prolog 7 a7 7 At} 397 — 83 2"~
VY F 30D AND $56THE. —K, EFRMITHT
R n ) F S5 AREF Y 750 (i3
77 ABEHWIBIETRTHY, BHEICEHHY S
5.

AR, @ Horn Bi2E 11T & 5 WEH
7 v FL—bET—nF L=k TET
CZTHIHS — VRS X CEEIE T 4 RO
T F5ulE, F v L — b ROLEAIEHIE



414 1 80 B 5 4 35 3Tk

Wﬂw clons | P
nil 2

*X X

D1 D2 app
D3 subl
*X
T/ v )
app app|

(a) EEMTF7Lr—1t
(b) Definition templates

(b) #Hz—AFvrU—t
(b) Initial goal template

[D1] append (nil, *X, *X} «.

[D2] append ((*U.*X), *Y, (*U.*2)) « append (*X, *Y, *2) .
[D31  sublist (*X, *Y) « append (*U, *X, *V), append (*V, W, *Y).
[G] <« sublist{(a.*X),(*Y.nil)).

B 1 Horn ffo7 7L — M8
Fig. 1 Template representation of Horn clauses,

L, EBWOHLY 75 V3T RAICHIST 3.

V7 7 rDFMRRBOAG BIEA-) itk
TREN, EBRE->TW5EE & RERPERL Y
Y TREINS. V575 A3IEPEMRA DRI M
DEER, 7L - RORE—EHRI & 3I¥E%
) v THRU, 20oHEERERT.

2.2 I-I7L—-A

A8 k 348 Prolog ®ETI2, #fiz —rxn
HREREL, T—28ih D Y 7 5 VicEERGEEH
(B—{t) ULTHB T — A EicE &2 28E%,
T—NVHIBERIEEEITRIETCETHB.

ERETIE, CoETBRBICEFZTKREELT
DT —n(hfT—)EF 7L —FOEEHELT
RAMKERRTE2. /A, R1D7asrssics
WT, ¥ —vEICERE D3 %, 0T D1 28
ALTE N2 —VidE2 (a)D&Hici 3.

HR T — VOB IC BN TETT 5 B—LEREIR,
BEIROBARE, ST0EHRLAIVEIF 5100
BIR—rOEF vy AL — b E2ED, TS L—
FOERICE T B FEHRNC EERET 2®EICHE
495, M—LhRIILICY 75 vid@iIck » TRX
N, FREAMBBERT LY F i3 EEHEL
THRS. %7, B—LokKi3IF v 7 v — b D#EEkC
BULFEELLTERS.

May 1984

a *x »y nil

D1

(a) 7¥7Fr—rOEMELTEBRALIT -7V -4
(a) Connection of templates

a *x *y nil

*

a
\app

(b) fEBEHLIiT—n7v—0
(b) Reduced form of the same goal frame

M2 JT-r7r—-20H
Fig. 2 Example of a goal frame.
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Fig. 5 Parallelism of an example program.
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