Vol. 28 No. 4

MBLBFRBIE

Prolog D R W & & £ 5 /Ut

# PR " B RE R ZV

Prolog OWEICRETNRMREFHINBERNSE. EENRBRICE 3L Prolog 70" 7 AR,
HROLIICHSEND A THEND, KRBE T 0S5 42EENICERTELZLRELL. LLLEED
Prolog OB RIAWEERERNARBL a5 adsfidbh3 X5iC8Y, FEO Sa s/ 5 IV /BT
2, HERINY I LT 97, o b, BHERASOTLXNMEY, F07 7 206K F/Ny 7 - FHFFEND
7o IV SO@BRICBOTEBORREL >THE. AMETIE, b Prolog Fid il %EH
FECIBIBTE L5, FOEAHROBXLEHNICRETE 53t + BPM (Box and Plane Model)
ZETE. BPM Bo—vikih T 3R EHK v 7 X EHy 7 AHOKHBORNERT KA LYy 7 F 5
v 2 DBEXZ2RTMICEBTS. ¥y 7 AR EDORBPOETOHXAEBTIEEMXELTHY,
PAX Ay PREN I EEOHROBITBLUZOFMHMARL EOASICILETE S, F/RERIC BPM i3,
Prolog 07027 3 Y /BEO—2E LTHRBREINIF/ty # PROEDIT2 itB\TF S 7 ADKTEH

Apr. 1987

BIadEbhTNS.

1. 3 C &I

Prolog T7u /5 v/ 2 T3BOEXHDRAA
A NMCZRELS BT, EENEEROTEXS o
LB IERE, FHREMUERNLS S nr5 0%
fET 2B/ L DS, EENEHERMST & 5 Pro-
log 7075 L 3RBRIGEVEERNTEXEATEE
TlIH3M, KEELET0 5 L2EEMCERT S
TERELY. Fi, JFFED Prolog OERITPENE:
Jdrid Prolog THBMIK &I S u s 5 aEohb X
S >TETVEY, TDXIBEEDSas 5 3
YIBRETREENSHEROTES v s 5 2 2#S
TEXDd, 2—VEFHREINTERESTICBNT
KBRS T 075 LBERT B —ABE.

CZTHEEMERLE, FREINERORBVZHL D
KLTHE/W. EENHROBTRCR S vs 7 40%
AT 5 EBOMES LOBREALL, EOR/N
FEREEFNVETBUENSE. COUNBIIERN
EZERETIHICRRMERNODEN, 22 TREXN
TV BEFERANIIIEEERTH Y Prolog DFHEIE
HITHARIMEFRERRILE. TOERVIEEC
BEhafle LTREXAER LB ABEFvRRE
EBRIEINTVEETSH, BIBLFERTEITES
ICREIDMEEP, WREKD T —VOJEFICERDD B
IBDICRDSF oSN &b B, ZZic Prolog @
7075 LRI EEEREER L THE XOITRR

t Visual Computation Model for Prolog by SHIN-ICHI MORI-
SHITA and MAsSAYUKI NuMAoO (Tokyo Research Laboratory,
IBM Japan, Ltd.).

tt BERTA « £« = &K EFREBARH

359

TEOINEHRNDD. TRFREIIEROS L, Pro-
log A AENIcH v b + or-if-then-else ZFDRIE
DEKRES/NABEEFVTHATI LI TER
V. BRIy P EERAKR T 0S5 ARBINRE AT
FNETREELD 2HEE, EBDIKKDBTS T
HNHBY.

ZhXSic Prolog TFu s 53 v/ T A8, 2—
FRA0S 5 2 EFHEEIMICHERT S T &EBNERT
RTHB. CLTHWH2—FRFns 5 6eFHEM
KERTAEND LR, BRAMKR2 - H0BR
DB EBERT I LiICHcD. TDHA Prolog fiL
BROZ707 5 LEZFOA =X ADBL—HFiLE>T
PRBLPTVLOTHENT I ODID, ERRICRHT
LHBERLPTOHDTREL. Bk Xy 7 b7y
7 Hy PEDOEMAREP, TNOBNV—R—ZDH
BE LA BAOB S ZRHYET, =2 —FOHNT
WB7as 5 LDETAA—VE, WBRiCLE S0
75 LDRTICRKRENLF vy v FWBHB. £LT, £
DF v v TERNUABRICLE 0 )5 LDEfTZ
FRICRBRL, 2—FOEBR L7 ns 5 L 00ER
CODHICRRINTOELERTCEDTELEHEE
FNEEEL, 2Vt ic itk S ars
LDVERR « T3y 7 - ATOERICB T 3 ERDAE
ERTHCEBMLETHS. DEOMHBERBOT,
ARRTR2—-FDS s 5 v/ EEEZHBIT S
TeHDEEEFNE LT, BENHEEFV BPM
(Box and Plane Model) 22842 (K 1 *2K).

SHOERTEABZEEMATIRAIFREVEEKC
BOTHSREINTHWS. #liid ALGOL o8
HEHstE e 7 v & UTREZI i contour model? ¢



360 MAL/BE2GE

*ro7

W EIfeA

0 O ©0 O ©

K KOS DTS IV M

T

W M R{TORNL M
(Rh5vhh)

Apr. 1987

=]

. & {:5] L PA L3N
HUEF N HEUEF N

)
TudI LR F RS
SHERORER{L

* BMEIEHNEF VB PMEROEH

1 §#kpSos 5y /RiEE BPM ORE

Fig. 1 Conventional programming environment and intention of BPM.

i3, AEETPORBEY - RAZEROEHREL X
U, FHEFHLUOHEEEEMICERTE3XOK
oTW3. Zhicd LAMTIRET S BPM TR,
Prolog BEORESE LTROFERBKEHL, £0D
WA 2T .

(1) Prolog ’u s 5 LDHEML Ny I 597
) /F= 1

(2) ~o2 b5y o%2EMTEH 9

(3) SEFFHIERE (or, not--etc.)

(4) W—nR—REEETIRE

BPM i1, DEC10 Prolog ®F/¥y#?¥ THWS
NTVBHY IV REFANEEHE - TRLELDIOTH
3. UTciRk, LEOZL2DHEBKDWTZDMER
& BPM [tk 2Bk T 7 u—F 2T 5.

2T (1) ORBERREES Ny 7 b5 v 7OBET
b5, WHROFE I REFAY LFETNE LD, —
DOIT —itEH LEOETBEEXR v 7 RiCKRAIZ
BEBELTERULEMN N2 V5 v 70B2E2REATS
Zi#y 7 Ao NERZIRSTRA S
V. TOBRKERZER, FoBRBOHEORy 7R
ZUVEEETOOBAELT, #y 2 AEOHBEOW
hWEERRTEHLENSITETHS. BPM Tid Pro-
log OEMERMUMRATHELVH>EHIERL,
WROT—1E2VETEFDRRL, FIT—NicHST
ZHRy 7 RESRTHCERL, #v 7 XHoH@D
WheHy 2 AMICRAIZRHUEFIBZ LT, Xy 7
F5 w2 RBRCERTS.
KiC(2)DH » P OBETH 5, ERBERAD
BN ETAMEEL LTHIAIh TV, Ll A
w PBHEINZBEROS 0S5 L0 X E2HBETS
BA, &40h v rOBFHERANSE Cich s %R
L7h, #v bPRXBZERMBETEIORICT 0SS
LOEFTHBARE ZKE LI LAYV E XL, K
OFETRHT L ESPDPTORARLINTNS
EIREVED. Zhictl BPM TR, # v FOFR
WELHERICL, Hy MCELBERBERETEIAL S
DHBOB D LLARICKRT I ENTES.

WICIAH (3) %837 5. or, not FOETHIMA
B, SEIBEEAVCTERT AL ENTESY, &
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Fig. 3 Control flows of goal-box.
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Fig. 6 Example of representation of execution process in BPM.
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FMER D W BIER, ~v F#vy 27X descend-
ant KT ARAITEBEEINTNS. —1 T descend-
ant OFHTOMMBEIH, —4 T2HEHOHIES
ez &85nd b

BREINSE. D=7 74F
6v= {ishmael/V}
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MWEIND. RICOE O ickORBFINICY T T~
v descendant(abraham, ishmael) i[53 53—
Ry ) ABFECHIN, KBRLIE85905. ZL
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KL bhakshs
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D, EH V ADEBRTHS.
2.2.3 BPM &35 v DB
FHED S out-fail KA (<) EHOE LTRGH S8
ARIR2EBDDS. —DR~Ny FHRyI22Ma1=T >
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fail XAICEE P SIKRIUZBETHS. HIZIIRG6
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]

s

7 %y bOXEK
Fig. 7 Semantics of cut.
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Fig. 8 Example of execution of cut.
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not(P).
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Prolog Cid or OBFKRERET A0, [A—BE
ZRE—1SBIHMOBE~N Yy Fich Dk —VYHIZDL BT
LTRRTES. Ll or 2FETEDK, LBV
LHLUVRBRELE LT~ Vv HiE DL 2D TIRFMH
b, T TEEONERTIE or 2XBRT IRE

(or AFE) BB/ B LS ICIE>TV3.
pP(-&q& p (- - & (r|s) & ---
q {(-r.
q (- s.

(a) BFEqitkdFas7n6 (b) or BiE | K&kES

AN
9 or BEDOTS 1S 7 LDH
Fig. 9 Example of program using or-predicate,

P p

(a) K9 (a)DETH (b) K9 (b)DETH
Bl 10 RMO9DSus 5 sDETH

Fig. 10 Examples of executions of programs in Fig. 9.
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F/e7a/ 54K 10(a) OfFEq 2K 9(b) T |
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DNy FEY 7R | BFLBESH £+
YT 47 ARy FHy 7 AORKICHEMNT 5. ¥
ROk I1iss. FTHER AIB kB80T
or B | OHIOHKREBRXALZE—RER, BEE_H
HAEERCEICTS. £LTE~NY FRY 2R | KK
BT3xHOEERERDOL HICEDS.

call B~y Py 7 2EBHERL, F—RmERE

ERT 5

exit  RERXEET

redo  ROFHHAEZERT S

fail F—HEX, FoREABZICESH, B

~y Py 2 2OKTEEKT S

U Eok 5ic BPM Tid or BEOEWLEHEHD &t
ECHWATE. LrLlry FBE—RERROLEZ
BREXENS & 23, YEOHEREEELXCY v
FORI—FEERMUTEERESZ 3 LENHB.

PELTE 1L (a), (D)DFus5.% 5155
(o7 s s a3 ZATER EOEKIZIZW).
D207 us 534130y bORaA—-FHELSET:
DE—DBIEELEY. DT LR, &xXDETHR
ZFELEE 12 (a), (b)ZR2ZETEOHEHOLMIC
3%, TROLLER 12 (a)DA v PDOR I —-FNER

p (- - & q & fail.

q (- cut.

q {(-s.

(a) BFEqikd7vs 74 (b) or BEIKEZF0S
7 A
11 5y b & or ORFGEAAL T B 7 208

Fig. 11 Examples of programs including cut and

or-relation.

p (- -+ & (cut|s) & fail.

(a) R11(a)D%ETH (b) R11(b)DETH

12 RUoSn)7 2s0ETH

Fig. 12 Examples of executions of programs in Fig. 11.

qQiHHDI LK 12 (b)oAhy rDRa—FRE
HpichdrhREs.

T THADI3ER, C-prolog XU VMPRO-
LOG (VM/Fass53 vy e4v.ndyy) gy
TYRATLCHMBRATNT NS or REDOEK T D
5. LipL1adss, or MGERE

or(P, Q) (- P, or(P, Q) {- Q
DEIEABRETERTINBROBXEXET S
Baikcid, K11 (a)07 8l 540k IHFHER
HEqeESBAEN Yy FOR I —TBE—L 155 B
THZBLATRESKY. Tihbb, Ra-7Rz—
TOUVNVOFENE D, FTEE O & 13BER
12 (b) KD bDIC B.

2.2.5 W=« R—Z2DEME BPM

BPM Tid, V—i « X—2DREE K HICBiC
BERET, BRAIKEOHETON—I + X~ D
REBHELTHBEEERLE. CCTRV—L - X—
ATV — IV RERET H5PFEE assert (R), R ZHIKR
T 2:REA retract (R) &3 3. 13 33— as-
sert (R) & retract (R) #%EfTL7:& %D BPM 0%
HTH5.

V=R, 1> TRNV—L + X=X BEINT
B85F, IT—wHy s X assert TRiEXhHh, -2 T
B—w e R—2ZFEELTED, 3 Thr—-n.
N—ZDRBRELHT, T—L Ky 2 R retract C
BiRE 5720, —4 TRELZELLV.

I3 assert B239{retract P4

13 nv—n - x—ZDEAL
Fig. 13 Change of rulebase.
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B 14 HEoL24%EB
Fig. 14 Whole image of a computation.

2.2.6 HEOLEE

BPM TRHFDOLKERE, FHBEBRELDA
SR TERT S (K 14).

KDLy 7SV OEHER, H1okdic~y F#
v 7 RS IRVWERTHS. FHPOFT—vE
7 21T AEEIZOTiIcHibh TV, KOKE
i3, "y F#y 7 AUDBOERTHSE. ~v FHy
7 Z ULDIREOWERIL, ®IST ST —#y 7 ZOBRE
gT) &a2=7 7 A ARELBTBRVEAB LU 2=
7 A RSN 7 7 7 FULDBOBEAIZDL SN E.
2.2.7 W=TTB3TRATSLDERR
N—FFTEF0S53LDE4 TICRRKEL DT TR
D2EENDS.

BRIV —7

Ny rFy KB N-TF
UTE&#2iz20T BPM ToOHEBEFICE - TRT.
BRUOV—FORELT, Foss5La

loop (- loop.
ZEZ, T—n (- loop. £FEFTLIBEDETER
DERHARBE 15 Ok Iictid. HboarsL5iC,

Hloop ] |

o
o

B 15 fHRnv-7of

Fig. 15 Example of recursion loop.

Prolog DB MBE =T 1 365

C 2%

t

2l

T
|

§ig
f

YAy

16 /¥y 2 b9 2iCXBNV—T DR
Fig. 16 Example of backtrack loop.

T—n# oy 7 X loop 513 exit KHITKITB T &
12 BBUCEmZ AL LT S RF 135303

e, Ny bS5 voitkBu—TORELT, S
05 A

n(0).

n(s(X)) {- n(X).

d(s(X)) ¢~ d(X).
ZEZ, I (- n(X) & dX). ZETLLBED
FITEROEBIIE 16 0L 51c185. ZOBRLIE
BRIZIEAS A EHEMERI N T TEMBFMm5E

3. ¢ ¥ U

AFE T2 Prolog O -k X #9flh & B/ LIBT3
7o, BENEHE £ 7 v BPM 228 L7:. BPM i3,
7Tar s AERK . TNy S EVI—BO S ey
7 I VRO RILERIE LBAINICETFLVTH
h, Wi 28E BPM i3/ Prolog OF /¥y
# PROEDIT 2 %EERL, EEIZ 7 v/ 5 LHRE
BELTHERLTOEYS.

W ARG, BRE-REN—R - VRTA
Y, BXULEM—RICEKECEE CHELHE
xF L. CZicE#nI-LET.
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