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1§ E: AMAEF 3 (meta-interpretive learning, MIL) & —# )3 441% 4§42 5 i% 3t (inductive logic programming, ILP)
Frik, AN FEA] . AN e A F iR F T — AN MIL R R AR S o R KR 3 5w 242 - 2 1)
FHREELOTFONERES. FELE, RG] R TE LN LT AR B ARE ARV 69 2. 428 —FF TR
., % R -F) A Prolog M B #4038 FEAUH] R A R ALK R 49 B AR AL B 6945 3R 12 6., AT R S, TT 4 49 E
EAZ. SbE, sk RARGGAEIRIZ AL B E A48 5, B 8) MIL A %o e R R 3 i3A42 F SATHRALF A 2 SRR ST ARG
e RN, JEAER® Lt AAR A R e 4R ). FATIR B ey O ik B R T A AN IR &9 MIL & 4 Metagol =
Metagol,yy, A = £ 7 #3749 MIL % %2 Metagoly #= Metagoly p. £ 4 AN R FIMES £ o SiEss R AV, FTI2h a9
SRR VAR Y 5 3] AR I AR 4 B 1) 5‘%}'%%

SRR UM 3 TUAER; TIC Rk BTk )3 4haE A2 Akt

hENEDES: TPIS
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Meta-interpretive Learning Based on Memory Strategy

WANG Rong', TIAN Cong', SUN Jun®, YU Bin', DUAN Zhen-Hua'
'(School of Computer Science and Technology, Xidian University, Xi’an 710126, China)

*(School of Computing and Information Systems, Singapore Management University, Singapore 188065, Singapore)

Abstract: Meta-interpretive learning (MIL) is an approach within inductive logic programming (ILP) that aims to learn a program from a
set of examples, metarules, and other background knowledge. MIL uses a depth-first, failure-driven strategy to explore appropriate clauses
in the program space to generate programs. This mechanism, however, inevitably leads to the problem of repeated proofs for the same
goals. A pruning strategy is proposed, utilizing Prolog’s built-in database mechanism to store failed goals and their corresponding error
information, effectively preventing redundant proof processes. The accumulated error information serves as a guide to help the MIL system
optimize and adjust its learning process in future iterations. The correctness of the pruning algorithm is proved, and the reduction in
program space is calculated theoretically. The proposed method is applied to two existing MIL systems, Metagol and Metagol,;, resulting
in two new MIL systems Metagoly and Metagoly; p. Empirical results from four different tasks demonstrate that the proposed strategy
significantly reduces the time required to learn the same programs.

Key words: meta-interpretive learning (MIL); redundant proof; memory strategy; pruning algorithm; inductive logic programming (ILP)
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3478 HAFFIR 2025 FF 36 5% 8 &

YERT5 NTERE (AD) BI— 932, AR ¥t (inductive logic programming, ILP)M47E T M S2pl FI 1y
SR A AR (Rl —Br A 3ER). ILP R IR S ik AR 2 (A). K, 27 I 5 1)l B e LA
WURAERE P25 18] P9 104822 Muggleton %5 A PIZE 2014 4E5] N T JoffRE 23] (meta-interpretive learning, MIL), X 2&—
FOTE ILP J73, AHECT- B 000 ILP &440 FOILE!. Progol'™. TILDE“'I Aleph!™Fr& % B3 Mk, HFEX 4
FET ST RFE IR S FE IR K B 5220, A 5105 R G0 A=

SRTM, MIL 183 51 A TCRUN SR BRI AT 2 IR e T 2, AT SRS At e S 7 AR 28], £ MIL %31, %07k
KR IEIRIR e 48 (iterative deepening depth-first search, IDDFS) K S:fiiixX AN & SUFHIFE P 2510, 7L B
SREHT, (EAEAR R P RIFR 25 Al SR 7 PhAR, 1445 MIL 218 H28 5 A T ARIE R, X H WA 2 I HLH S 245
. IDDFS & —FH8 R 7%, BAWHATER B BR H PR AL 2., B D1 i BERR A, B3 H AR, BAkkid, MIL
FRGusih B I AR RS R AR T A ). B, MIL 27 108 R S M E TR R8s s n S fa o<, &
fRE A R BB RS R 28], I T3 SR AR R BRI E TURVEHE, M E ARG 1 MIL [SEPrM .

T RIR TR S R Tz AR A AP, BN R A T LR SRS R EE i MIL B8 23R A X et
ooy 2R A U s kD M A vk 7 R BTG R AE R d5 /M B BN Z A ARSI AR 7 DL RS 4R R TR
B2 S Bk R O ABAT S 2 TR 15 25 1) AR e 28R U A 5 428 I 48 4 45 112 L8R T, I8 5 7 9 R AR A
i MIL B2 S BUHL PR, R AR BEAR Se 4 287 A B TU AR UE 8 1n) AT AR A5 BUAG . B AR5 T R B 1 1
I, XA 1) B AR BE N, AR SRR GUH B, BUNTHA TR SR 2 H0G K. it 51 NS FC 12 R mE 1 By S,
PATETEM U MIL 48 2 AR M PRAER. Z il A TR TER B 48 & T MIL REMTHE R, i s/ Mt
HRIRMIR I A AR, X — SO R AR TE AT R A 3 T 2 1) 2 I AT 45

MIL R B 2R OO A AR 5 A S ik P48 223X P 7 VA4S SLD-B 45 & Goal FH46 1 T A BE A AR 1C A R4y
3, HEDRIL—/NATAT RSP, 2T Db, FRATE MIL H 4Rk 7 28 T0 12 3R i 1 8T ks vk 1%L B A i $E AR
FHTE 22 S FE B B B AR AL 1R 15 2. Ik, FAVLE Prolog "PSE¥l T — AN shSEWEE, AT ARATE BAr & H
HREIEE IR B, — B EA BB AR, R4 TE 2 UIE B #) Goal 2 A, REE4 1 S iFil % Goal /275 B 4%
SR b W A IIUALS, T MIL 2% =) 25 5503 SR VP4l A0 B4 52 B AR, A2 5 REGEAT 1. an SR i B A2
FRESE LA I ARG 30 1Y, U4 32 () R R B — R A D BB P rh DA SR 258 IR AR T R 22 I I R VE L N,
A Goal 1% R T —IKIERA, IIfT 2 & W@ T RAHIRE.

A EETTHR AT

PATEE — AT WM IR RE, FRid th— DB 7 Rk m MIL 2808, iR g 7 MIL
ITAR 1] R, 3X 72 fHH: IDDFS SRES 51 AR Y. FRAI 40 1 BT B IR IE ) 1 IR A AN 250k, R 1 AR 3 8 () 2
B ERED . @ iZ R R T IUE 1 MIL 245, RATER T HSLbRINE, JE3R1E T WA EH N MIL &5t
(Metagoly Fll Metagoly; r), FATHISZIGUESE T & AE IR/ 21 I8 18] 77 1H A 2.

AL 1A EIORRRE S S P& AR AIRELSL. 58 2 1548 A — AN BUBIPE 9491 1>k e B ML = 5 T0 AR IE B i)
L2 3 AR MIL 8 B L IR B Z O VAR B M. 55 4 T AR A SG ) MIL & 4—Metagoly M
Metagoly; p. 55 5 W4 H T 4 DA SHESHISLIRETR. 5 6 5 IRUBUAH R TAE. fJa, 95 7 1 B 45 A SOFMEIR AR K1
TAET ).

1 EahEnH

AT S BRSO B S DL K& MIL BIERRAESE.
1.1 BEEFS

BAFE—ABEEEEICWIERAS 0. RS F NERVN—MES. 7@, V) ExERRE F I
FEHKE VHZBEMENTES. BEAE N n 0B p/mell ENAEBRO= (v, —1,...,v, - 1,), TLEE]
KRN pty,... 1) FEF, Kb e T (F, V), HEHOZX i=1,....n B, I, MIWAE. FrAERGS0ES
FORBHES. T —ANREF A, A KB E -AMELT. —FTFHEARES (TRAT) WX FRR, idfE
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I F ATl AR AmEE) 3479

(AL Ay, = A=A, S AL A, = A Ay, X B IESCTF M BRIE AR, 55 a0, — AN BF = IER R F AR o4l
4] —MERBTA (Horm Th) — M 2B — AN EXFEWFH. —MiE FRITERN head «— body (1E Prolog
HIC1E Head : —Body), Fe P& G 17— AN BT W T-45 58 1€ T 4], JIESCF head R— MR F, SUCFINES
body = (a; A...Aa,) 72— B (R TFIAERR). {5, 2 HRRRN true. —AMERET & —HARI#HE T 5. U
T, BATRETHERET. WR—ANRFPAEZEL—MEN T —MBIESHNBIE TS, B ERHNEINTET.
FAb AR K ARTE ] S W SCHR [14,15].

MIL £ SLD-fi##T (SLD-resolution)'*1%: S 3B 4B FLFF. 76 SLD-fHT 771, @it 6 8] —Ff SLD-B% 7 U SkeAiE
B —2H Horn FH) AT 2.

EX 1 (SLD-#S). % S 2 H—H#fiE 74 D M—HEWF(G,,....G,) L Hom T8, —4> SLD-#EF X}
TS BRI E T (No, Ny ..., N,y 2 LT BT PR

(1) No=G,, Herh G, R Brz—.

Q) S FFAFHFE—DNO0<i<p), MEN, = Ay,..., A, AuApts ..., Ay, IBATE D FAFE—AE T A
Ci=A, < By,....B,, 8% m> 00, Ny, =—A,,..., A, By, ..., Bu, Apar, . A FEE M m = OB, Niwy = Ay, A,
Apets- A,

EX 2 (SLD-BF). L HAVY N, = o (%FH4)) B, SLD #5 & —4> SLD-KJF.

EX 3 (SLD-FER). W Gy =—Aq,...,A, N—ANAI, C=B, < B,,...,B, N—/> Horn T-HJ, Hoh ¥ A, £ %
0 N5 B, 24—, BAR G, (BN SLD-fER) Gy = Ag,...,A1,By,...., By Ausr, .., A, BAHRTER 0 T, i@
i C MG, T H K.

SLD-f 7 A FATAR] i B A0 U SR 32 488 [ A v 9 307 Prolog St 2% 4 H A v i d5e 22 1 9 S0 U™, Mt 1 —
AN EIRT P, BT G, WTREE £~ SLD-HES, BN G, WTBLS P #1112 > Horn FHJHEATMEMT. AT A W BE
[k 527~ A —A SLD-H.

TE X 4 (SLD-#). % P N— N HERET, Gy NWI4R BFs. PU{G,) i SLD-F & —A (AT g2 LRI 4, H
FEANTT SR —A B AR, AT S 2 AR R EATT 2 8] 1) SLD-HE S

EX 5 (RHZ"). % P R——ADHERF, Gy & — MIHEIR, T & PU{G,) ) SLD-#. 35 3R (Go)
585 FRIIMFZ .

ENX 6 (RMA). W PA—NHERT, G N— MW BHE, T A PU{G,) HI— SLD-#. R4y 32 F8 M
R (Go) Bl— A& AR HARI T S0 — AL
1.2 TERBREY

A F) 2 5 2w It Prolog TTfERE#%, MIL J7 ikiBidiE ] — 40 H br ok 2 5B AR . — AMsAER) Prolog Tofif
PR ARl R AR B Sk 5 H ARVCEL 1 — B 7 A0SR UE B H A%, ZERGEEAL |, MIL %% 3] 2l i S/ REO k3 5 H
o UG BE 6 7 B e B0 SRAE B H FR. — A MIL (8 B Input =< B,E,MS > 1 Outpur = H 40./%. B T 248107
SR, E =< E* E~ > FoR— B4R, Ko E+ Rl E- 53 3R IEGIERM GBI, MS Rom o N4, 3 B, Jo i)
WeoR NaER 1 Bis BB Horn F4).

® 1 oA

2F JCHL el
Curry3 P(x,y) < Q(x,y,R) P>Q,P>R
Curry4 P(x,y) < Q(x,y,R,S) P>Q,P>R,P>S
Precon P(x,y) « Q(x),R(x,y) P>Q,P>R
Postcon P(x,y) « Q(x,y),R() P>Q,P>R
Chain P(x,y) <« Q(x,2),R(z,y) P>Q,P>R
Tailrec P(x,y) « Q(x,2),P(z,y) P>Q,x>z>y
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3480 HAFFIR 2025 FF 36 5% 8 &

B, 7€ chain TTRN W P (x,y) « Q(x,2),R(z,y), KEFHE P,Q M R LR RN A&, M/NSFREx,
y Mz ROR R EA R — B A&, G TTRNES — B (order) 29U IR, PAACRIE A2 2 1. B FoRidid
Kee B S = (v, v, /t,) L B BTN T 7 BB U, Fe b, AP TE AR B v, BB NI 1, MIL (4T 5%
) —AMEWR H 35T Vet e EY,B,He E* I A3t T Ve € E-,B,H¥ ¢ . IX B £ KINZEIR.

2 [G)RR: TTAIERA

FEATS, JAVHE S — > B A il i SRR )55 e 45 4y I oA 78 ML+ TC AR IE S . 35 B 5 i - )
FREES A IR A 2n+ 1 R 20 A8, Hoh Q38 n RS AF N o A0 RNEES A mH &2
WEG— A F . n R OF R R K n it B, 3R n RE 5 SR AR B A A n e L, o [
R 25 1. H T P T PR RS PR, 4 R 7 e TR A DA P A 7 2Bk R

1) Q2R I 5 2 A A AR, e AT LB Bk B A e L

2) RF AR AL, € R AgEs e — R 2w b

HbR 2 $0 B —Fh kR SN, DL/ FOEIER 20 B 58 AL B8 A ket 2 [ ) (o B A2 fBee. (910, 24 n = 2 I, AR 55 F94)
SRS AL WA 1 s,

©-@ OR0)
oo
8 g RAARTS

K1 Eﬁ‘ﬁﬁ“ﬂﬂ Eﬁ%ﬂﬁ“ﬁ(*%ﬂyy%ﬁ( S HFn=2

BAVG GO, HOFEMBEHS0ERA 1. —1 M 0. FL, XA BRI ER S MR LR AT LLE
NAFIE[1,1,0,-1,-11 I [=1,-1,0, 1, 1]. {5, FHUEERIRE )56 [F T S fr i p R 3. #0x /MES, 18T 4 4
FEAN 2-7018 17 right_one/2. right_two/2. left_one/2 Al left_two/2 (fAIFRA r1/2+ r2/2+ 11/2 A1 12/2) Fediik 25 1
A ), X LR R R B A A B T 182 M E. BT 2 RORIX IR AN S AT ).
BInfERE 2 #, 18 right_one/2 TR M S B T HAMKIEE 1 M7 E, X MRS SR A MR 1 15k
BEB) T 2 B R, 12 AT T AR N — N ET £([1,1,0,-1,-11,[-1,-1,0,1,17). FATF ZHE T Al A S50
W T £([1,1,0,-1,-11,[-1,-1,0, 1, 1]) BI5E L. MsEiG HEE oM P(X,Y) : —Q(X,2),R(Z,Y). 5 IE 514
i R BAR S N B E INER 2 TR,

OaC!
8 8 - 1 ,n, | AR

©®
PR

B2 i 2-70i81 right_one/2 %lfF_E'JfU(j‘E%
F 2 FHUE A ] RN L

LIPN wE

SR [£((1,1,0,-1,-1],[-1,-1,0,1,1])]
b WUES [P(X,Y): -0(X,Z),R(Z,Y)]
B EFNR r1/2,12/2,11/2, 12/2

I e AR s B BB HEZR AR | P, 8 1A MR, MIL 248 E e 260l (call (Atom)) F Atom 1
N EARBEATIER. 243k BRI, MIL 24852 10K H AR 5 70U Sk BRUL IS, K7 Order 2150, FF4 0 A74E
BALAZ BEYRE B IA S A H IR 5. MIL RGRAT ™ A2 10 708 # MetaSub 315 UE M TT RUN 44 H bz, 7E3E
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A H b, 3 IR CRAF ) 70 5 4 P50 B o I PR e RN _E Ry s AR L.
RS 1. 38 CERE 21 Prolog AXHH.

prove([], G, G).
prove(Atom|Atoms,G1,G2) : —

prove_aux(Atom,G1,G3),
prove (Atoms,G3,G2).
prove_aux(Atom,G,G) : —
call(Atom).
prove_aux(Atom,G1,G4) : —
metarule (Name, MetaSub,(Atom : —Body)),
OrderTest,
save_subset (metasub(Name,MetaSub),G1,G3),
prove(Body,G3,G2).

X FeF i S A ], MIL B 56 1 47 AF 0 AN RN ASKIE R T £([1,1,0,-1,-1]1,[-1,-1,0,1,1]).
HIE B R, MIL 2230 ok 307/ N AR B8R M ECESRIE W Z R 7 (0 < M < N -1). Bk, RIE T
FU % =X, BI4E B AR £([1,1,0,-1,-11,[-1,-1,0,1, 1]) T LLA NP AN R ST SR I 36 5 4 SR 14 LSRR O
AE T B ARBEATIE . — BRI B A R I 2 52, MIL 2% 39 3 R 3 DR BA T — AN H b, BRI Bl 4 X
Mk

K3 BT HE £(1,1,0,-1,-11,[-1,-1,0,1, 1D 7EN =2, M =1 {5 F SLD-# /R & K. SLD- IR T At
B REMAST 2 & TAM1IANKRWAR 2 Tl (F1/2) WEF. B3 FMEOTRERLSE 1 &£ THEHN
f£(1,1,0,-1,-1]1,[-1,-1,0,1,1]) : —=r1([1,1,0,-1,-1],[1,1,-1,0,-11), f1([1,1,-1,0,-11,[-1,-1,0,1,1]) I FE &+ 4% 2
T AR A, 40 SR MIL 76 58 BUEL & P 26 7 A0 IR 3 25 R 2R 5 R AR SR 2R, T ek 20 3 n -+ ) B F R
BB B . & 4 Fros B SLD-M 7R & 8], MIL 8 3058 MWI46 B b £([1,1,0,—1,-1],[-1,-1,0,1, 1]) FFHHE &R,
i 3 2 AR 2 AR BB IR XA 0] LUE 2, B 4 K GRS E 3 5088 1R 58 A ). X =k
%, BAR £1([1,1,-1,0,-11,[-1,-1,0,1,1]) ¥ > 4% 55 A2 UE .

AL —r1([1,1,-1,0,-11,[1,1,-1,-1,0]).
—A1L1L,0-1,-1[1,1,-1,0,-1]).
S A(LL-10—1],  HLLOALA1LLL-10,-1)),
igﬁl,o,u]),] A0 ELALOLT). O
o

—r1((1,1,-1,0,-17,[1,1,-1,-1,0]),
b :7“([].1_71‘071]‘[71_71‘0ll'fl(g)l.,lf1-*1‘0]-1@1‘)- =r1([1,1,-1,-1,0],Var).
4 ; oL g g
s g —12([1,1,-1,0.~11,[1,0,~1,1,~1]),
20 LLAILYan. _p 1-1,0-11,[1,0-1,1,-1]).
. 4
—12([1,0,-1,1,-11,Var).
L

3 Y N=2,M=1/, BF: £((1,1,0,-1,-11,[-1,-1,0,1,1]) i) SLD-# i~ = &

TELR H 0, 3 5 — R A R R R AR (i, 1 4 S E AR £2(01,1,0,~1,-1], Var), H 2
Var 7£ Prolog HHE PR 9EE 44 745 k). 346 F ARt 72 MIL (1)) 855 51 it A% v g S S E . 80, 1 S Wi 7
5] 4 I T 5E AT AR

BRI, T LA A M A9 T0AXE B R MIL o7 26 50 R 56T s WL, B T3 T — i B o Sfems, DAk 4 7 52 9IF
WA 7 H A
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—2([1,1.0~1 -1} Var).
—2([1,1,0-1,-11,Var),

L2Var,[-1,-1,0,1,1]). @
F A(1,1,0,-1,-1,Var),  ALL0-1-1]Var).

—TWar,[~1,-1,0,1,1]). @
| . ®
N\ A (Var,[-1,-1,0,1,1]).
. —2(Var,[-1,-1,0,1,1]). P =
F @ @ .
2-A[1,1,0,-1,-1], - 3
[ﬂ,—l,o,l,l]).] o 22([1,1,0,-1,-13,[1,1,-1,-1,0]).

9 P9
=r2([1L,1,0,-1,-13[1,1,-1,2K0]), =r1([1,1,-1,-1,0],Var),

2([1,1,-1,<1,01,[-1,-150,1,1]). rl(Var,[-1,-1,0,1,1]).
4 e : .
- ‘ B
. ) =([1,1,-1,-1,0],
’ [1,1,-1,0,-1]).
S2(LLSLL0L-1-10,L1D), @
* '

:—ll([l,l,—l,—l,0],[I,1,f1,6,—]]),
ACL1L,-10,-1,[-1,71,0,1,1]).
‘@

B4 H{N=3M=28, B £((1,1,0,-1,-1],[-1,-1,0,1,17) i SLD-# 17~ = B

e £2([1,1,0,-1,-1],Var).
2~3([1,1,0-1,~1],Var). .~ —f1([1,1,0,-1,-1],Var).
RO ~1] P p A1L1,0,-1,-1],Var), ®
LISt @ AL 1L ar, 2L Van, A (Var-1-1.0.01) S
PWar[-1-1,0,1,1]). \2VarVar). 2
.“,* :/mm;\'y 1,0,1,17).
1 (Var, [-1,-1.0.L1]), —PVar.Var)
o L e

e

K5 M N=4M=38, BF £((1,1,0,-1,-11,[-1,-1,0,1,1]) I SLD-# 7~ = K

3 TRERFIEREE

HAFFIR 2025 55 36 5% 8

WS 1 iR, N T E U5 2] (meta-interpretive learning, MIL) WS BT KL, AT 5 VLRI A T 4R A7 25 I
H br ekl 2 18 2 2 0] A AT AT XS R 2.l e s s 2R W, SHvR i e T U RIR R, AL 3 T A il st i X4,
M R AR, XN JEHEE R AT T2 B BT A BRI 28, @Ik SLD-# A (175 S I8 B4k H i

AAEH AL F AR, VS R MIL R 5E5E 1 il

&k 1. MIL B 5.

N SLBILE B, RN BK, JTGHINEE MS, BB FE DB, EA%E Sig, BK T BN, K KRB REM=N-1,

i M H.
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1. ¥14itk: DB« @,H « @
2. for Atom € E do
3. forne[l,N]do

4 for m € [0, M] do

5 get Sig

6. Depth = n—length(H)

7 while Atom = [P|Args] € SLD-tree do

8 if Atom &— M EMAHIR

9. Goal; = [Depth, Sig, PlArgs]

10. else

11. extract(Atom,[P|Args’)

12. Goal; = [Depth,Sig, P,Args'|H]
13. end if

14. K EE faulty (Goal,) 15 CLATERICEHE FE DB
15. if faulty(Goal;) € DB

16. SR I8 )

17. else

18. DB « DBU {faulty(Goal;)}

19. UERH Atom

20. if true

21. H <« HUclause (Atom : —Body)
22. EM AR R — A H s
23. else

24. ARG I8 )

25. end if

26. end if

27. end while

28. end for

29. end for

30. end for

31. return H

EX T (FEUXERMIEEEXER). & P A—NMHEMET, G, AWIUEBFS, T A PU{G,) B SLD-W. T L
R —AN R HARE R EHAE . MR HAR A S ET AR, R R &0 B, YA EE A TR, RHE
JAEE R HFE.

9T SRR PR AR R S A B AR AR R A H AR X0, B R 3 RE 4 IR AN ER 3 R, A
FRIPRR SRR N F1([1,1,-1,0,-11,[-1,-1,0, 1, 1]), fEA—AN 8 S B ARSI X2 KT 584l B ARME
MR, WA A S, R0 H AR R FTA SHE R 1. AR, EE 4 5, a7 RS SRR £2(01,1,0,
—1,-11,Var), RFX T —ANIEEEME IR XE, T8 Var BEERWEE B RIEITE S 80621 e 1, 1X#45
BAEE T ARATE.

Xof 45 7€ 1) B b, SLD-M 1 B8 AR A0 AR FE ARSI HEAT IR R, BN Bl — AN Th i 43 3. Z g k., TR
FE P B E AR 2 S7 B R U J2 DA B TU AR IR RA A S BRI AR, FRATTAE MIL H it 7 —Fhic 12 56 mg, M SLD-#
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3484 HAFFIR 2025 FF 36 5% 8 &

(R 2R 43 S R IR A B

AR SCHRH B b BRAE S 1 IR, FRATT SR B S AR T I K TR B v RN B R M SRATTE
FHN R SLD-# KA B 5Nl T Atom € E. FEBRZR TR, W R EAAEA Y Atom = [PlArgs] & — AN FEMH
b, ATERIIL RIS BN Goal,; = [Depth, Sig, PlArgs|, FeH' Depth TRl T HEE, Sig KFIF W4, TN,
WIR Atom Z— N EH B H bR, BATE Jeili il F4) extract ([PlArgs], [PlArgs']) $&M Atom, ZTFAIHG— 5 v &
e Args T A B4 AL B DR R Args' . SR, AR LIS B8 Goal, = [Depth, Sig, P,Args'|H|. 11 &, fTE— W
REHH AN BIE A LABT IR BRI IR B R R, 7558 4.1 T RRAE — I REH 5IN LSRR A

BEJG, Bk 1 B ESNE faulty B PE DB H R B EARILEK T T4 faulty(Goaly). — BAEEIE P R I i%
A1), MIL 2% 2] #4412 O (B0 20 57— 22 DOIE B Al B bR, W R 380 e v okl 5k Arom B RIGUE B, BR
faulty(Goal,), W RLL BIRE FR N BNHEE e b, FRLE T — 2B FHUE B Arom. Arom [WUE IS FE B i@ A Jo iR 28 S8 . —
BETH BAREHE R, — 800 B M4 5 O IR B 2R AR B R, RO 126 v (% i A 5 S B AR 43
43

EIE 1 (EE 1 WERMY). AT RN B, B E =< ET,E- > AUt MS, MIL L5 2R — A2
¥ HA13 B,H £ E* JFEXT E- HIRA e, B, H/ £ e~ WILATE, 505 1 IRAEA S AR 25 8] s BR IER AT H.

UE B FRAE R H A AN EAUE M2 E B W N NIRRT AL, M = N - 1 AR YIRS, § v TR ER 4R,
RIFE P 2 ). AR4E MIL (3R BEAR e iR R IRmE, PR 2 1H S LA N S 10 US,0US2 UL USyoU...US vy S0
RseS,;(1<i<NO<j< M) REA i 7 j NKIIE R BTLRF.

B L. B BIE N = 1 TS0, EXPHIENL T, BT RN S =8 0. Bk 1 ERXMIEN T ANEIEH. By
TR, BT H AR K, 12 5E BT,

T2 B N =k (k> 2) B, @ 1RO WA RIS =8 ,US,0US, U . USU...US oy, T B
% 1R BN E B4 B AR AR T B B AR AN RIMEE F. BRI, AN TR f e F BIE TR R0 ot 2 1,
R B FF f € F 2B SBIRR A 1] B2 IEAf AR 1.

THEOL 3. FATHLE N = k+ 1 5L FEFF AN S =8 ,0US20US21U...USoU...US 11 USihioU...US ix. R
VREEN Fipy = FLUF ARIRIEDL 2, S 10 US20US5, UL USgU...US, o FH F, BRI B ARA: i RE 7 AN il fE 2 1
WA T . AR RATT R 75 SR W)t R M E bR A BRI TR R R S 110U U S gy TIIAR 5 AN 1T BB 2 IE A AL 7. %
S=1{81,80,..., 5,..., Sie1} € StV US oy 9 MIL 222 FESF, Hb s B k+1 % TR H s, = Atom' : —Body' JE 7%
FPIEE i 4 H). ARZ 5 K I, Atom’ IR RIS BAS 23 H BT 2R U8 2 . 75 00, 43092 1 4 31U R 2R O 34T 1]
W, Atom’ ToiEHE BOEHAINFR T

ZE BT, B0 1 WERVEAR 2 INBR AR P 2% 6] v (¥ I AR T

5132 1 (MIL i = 8 ") 255€ p MEWAF S m NE M b e, etk b e 24 j A 07 B
NLFREA i NSHOT, ZTCNE T R B M. n 2 T RS IRE P S B 52 9 (mp)".

BT FAEUN 18NS o, TATAT UGS 513 108 MIL (RSB REAFRARETFE A . 4658 (8 MIL &%
&)y RN 1.

HER 1 (MIL R @), £55¢ p ME A5 Am NE ML F TN, 2o Kb iR 24 7 A Scy B
SIS EIE 0, TR T M B n ST TR R Y (mp)

18 1 R W] MIL 98 75 (8 7 DARSE R 7 7 A) I ECE 73 A 2 A 728 ). X 47247 8] Hh iR R T e L2 AH [R)
TFRR. BRI, 1% L7215 4 S B UE B AT 4

€ 2 THEBTEE I MIL #2728 i AR P8 G Bra 788 57 OB UE W — k) Ik i i BT R s 11
MIL 4% 7= [8] ) LL 4.

T 2 (B4 /EH) MIL #RE8). A ERE N AT, 255E p MBS M m DNE MR, —
AMERFOERE n 2T, B TWRERENL 1=1,2,...,n—1. Wt =mp™, BB H 2 HERREHER 210 H
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n n-1 i n k=11
ZiZigt _ 1 »n ﬁZHZHIZJ;_#E.ﬁnmﬁnﬁﬁmmm%ﬁ

bRk [T &l A
FRisD B MIL 153 25 (8] Lu iy ST R ]

1
mpit —1"

UEBR: ARIEHELS 1, FEAE BT T AL BARIEOL T, MIL # R 2= p R E v Y, S, fEAE 85 4
FAE R F BRI T, MIL 822 0 o R AE O S, 30, AR BT R 0 MIL 4822 25 ) o o R A

n n—=l k
SCE g st TR, S A BT R A R R AE R AL R R B ML 8% 2 [ L 43 )y 2 2 _

n tk
1 no DD s 1 n

k=1
= — = D _1 — n 323 ! — J+1
ey MR B 0 0 0, o~ BT = ).

WA E B 2, R AR P, FERR P S AR R Homp ! > n OIS OL T, SR M BTR A H 18 BT LUK
23 [A) RS T SR AR R /N2 1] %(ﬁqj t=mp*"). RABIGHEZRULW] 1 BB 08 1 B MU AR T ROR S
MIL R 5. SR, XA TCER A A BB S SEBR i HPA A Pl 25, JUHORAE MIL 2 4 b St 1 SRS I

7E MIL Z G5 Hp S B FH it B A S T I 32 225k K. Prolog /& — i 4% 22 Al [ (M S P15 o, 185 A FH [ s
(TSR R AR 77 L PR A i Y, 3K -5 B VAR Y B8 1 P A7 T BR AR [ B AR B i D 3 1 B N BRI, (Etha] LA
SE X, RN ERAE L. Kk, B TR R A AR B S AT A B R [ A AN DL RE, BT B3 1 Sk b
JS2 AT RETCVE SRR R L i S ()b, 3 BB e I B 5 SE PRk e 2 A (K 22 57

I3 AP B ST 1) S Bl b 5 R e 2 ) BV /> 2 ) 22 S5 ) B i PRI T BT R S0 A B T 7 FA) i B A
SE T EORETHSE, GBI A SR R H b, BRI S0 B TR A B 2 2 6] (U AR AR R L2, A
MRS EAR 1 I ER, (HEATRIEIN T MIL RS 00 vH S R ARG ST A6 2% (R A i 18] 7T g
PR BOH RO R SETT, TS BT B R 5 S PR G2 45 R 2 1A R 22 5.

4 EHEI

FEAA T, BAT TR A SRR T MIL %t Metagol £ Metagol ™', M52 H 4S8 H) MIL £ 4 Metagolg
1 Metagol y; p. % ZVERZ, Metagol /&2 —A—F MIL &4, 1fii Metagol 1 — M@ 5 AR 1T SR KRS
Frih % (abstraction) A1 BH (invention) H = MIL & 5t.
4.1 Metagoly

Metagoly &5 A Metagol S5 H I BY K 5032, BB Sl i (call (Atom)) ¥ —A> Atom UEWI N H bR, — HRIK,
Metagoly Z1E L JF U ERNIE B Arom. IR FFRKM, Metagoly 221805 B A5-5— N oMU A Sk VCRE, £RA7 705 e,
SRJGUE B 348 B AR, FERXFE LT, Metagolp H4 1 Ja 555U FH ILE B BRIE B H AR, iSRRI, Metagoly #4250
AR BRI TR). EE R, BT RP RIS A R, %87 e R E 2 A R A M FE LT 7).
Prolog Fa VX [F]—1BRIBAT 2 B X, FREA R T A R SE. BARIX IR T WmAR1E & M 20V, HAT RS2

"

Metagoly HHRIN T —NEAMIE BT S AT (RIS ORI 22 & D). A T AT IO BORTE ] — A Arom, FATHE e\
Atom THRIURIMUE B, S ERE RIUE B2 T AL T RISCEAR P b dn SR 2 X FE, Arom FEHL BN R0,
MIL 2% 2 305 22300 5 — 20 LRI WSR2, TR Arom ISR B S N2 R P b, SR )5 2230IE B Atom.
4.2 Metagoly g

Metagolay ¢ 51 T AR SRR LSS R . Bl 4n, AR 2t s i) B map/3 BB T2 2 H—
BB 1A S X 22 REFE. 5 Metagolyy  FHEL, 37 FEH] Metagoly FREEIEZKE H AR S AR SRR 17 7) Skadb AT UL AC.
D 2. R I SN map/3.
background(([map, [, [1, F1:=[1)).
background(([map, [A|As], [B|Bs], F1:—[[F, 4, B], [map, As, Bs, F1))).
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5 £ I

T PR Y MIL HEZR 84S S i P e, FRATT R T 80 RN F B0 B VA I R 4. SRR TE 4 AR BT
% b AT HE S R HLAR ARG A [ bR SO SR s AN B 41 3R BB . A SR B HSTE Intel Core 19-9900K
CPU il 64 GB A7 1B L#EAT.

TEVEAS FRATTHR H B BT R SR, FRATTRA 20 A B 2 BB L 5 R 7 v R N ARV 6. O T 3RA5 AT BV R VR4S,
FAVEH T Prolog P & 51 statistics FEALHT LA FKBEPEREFR AR, X ELFRFRFIFESR 3+, EFEHERE (inferences), Bl 5
G R BRI SR, SR T (atoms) RN TS HUE I N AE AR, )R HEAR (global_stack) [ Bt T FEPRAT HAIA] ()
B 4 R R FH T Y AE VAR, JRAIE IS 12 T CGC (FRIBIRIER) SRV TR A= i B I A IOk . R
HERRE, FEATE TR TRE T, global_stack #I{RFFTE 256 MB, 1X & SWI-Prolog [11ER A HERR FR .

3 1l Prolog FE/7 A7 I FE K R bR

izt 7E X
Inferences El Prolog /i3 2 LAk, i 3k 1 F AR 25 gt 11 A0 A VKA. ALFS T 202 v 4R 2 cE
Atoms PIAE A3 A ST 20 E
Global_stack LR, 2 RENE
CGC AT 19T a2 352 [mT i v %

5.1 FHESEHE
T4 BRTER 2 RGOHFEEM 2 N TR, Metagol 7k 5 HF M- [ B2 ) B AR T, 4 IR (8%
PR AU 5 4RI 3 ARG (B 3, 2, f1).

F£ 4 TSR BT Metagol 22 FIIFER, Hd n=2

Fs TR R
f(A,B):—f3(A,C), f3(C,B)
f3(A,B): —f2(A,C), f2(C,B)

f2(A,B) : —f1(A,C),right_two(C, B)
f1(A,B) : —left two(A,C),righ_one(C,B)
f2(A,B) : —right _one(A,C),left two(C,B)

[ N

FATE Seal i B A R EE R F R RAE S H S AT 8 (WK 5). REESMIRF TR EX, BEF
A B AR PRIt R TT RAFE S H MIL R4 XUEH —B ) MIL %%t Metagol Al Metagoly 2% >] SR K.
BT 1) I (R e 5 o, 36 2 BRI (19 MIL Bl &5, 56 3 FIEE 4 5143 5 A83E Metagol I
Metagolp {125 > BF 1] (LA s S EAAL). B4R, B3R5 I R 4t Metagoly A8 5 35 4 40 1% AT 55 122 ST Ia). Bhab, sad gt 3
F B Metagolp IR %225 =) B Metagol A [R] ¥ HEHE.

*£5 FHIESHMH S F Metagol Al Metagoly: 2% > i [8] (s)

No. DS Metagol Metagolp
1 S(1,0,~1], [-1, 0, 1]) 0.033 0.006
2 f(q,10,-1,-1],[-1,-1,0,1,1]) 0.128 0.056
3 f(qi1,1,0,-1,-1,-1],[-1,-1,-1,0,1, 1, 1]) 19.488 5.368
4 fq,111,0,-1,-1,-1,-1], [-1,-1,-1,-1,0, 1, 1, 1, 1]) 9761.168 1526.604

% 6 J&7r T Metagol S ILANARR Metagoly HRLE, X AEH] 7 5% 5 AHIRIH 4 4SS, B o0t . i,
SRR TR BRI, 2 R AN SEEIIN, PEASERERF R IR, 2R B E AT A R A 2. SR, B 7 ] 4L
BN, Metagoly R HLH BEAFAITERE, HERLREE D 5T IHFEEAR, R R ARG Pk, LAk, ££ Prolog
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I F ATl R ke RS 3487

IR AHMERZ B (256 MB) T, Metagoly i 22 55 20 (37 I WSCER $47E Ste [T WSO R A FH 190 P9 A7 . RIS 75 86 5 i P i 20
1, Metagolg FIFEFE R B HE Metagol t K Kb T, KB T 98.65%.

* 6 TS F Metagol 5 Metagoly 14 AE 5 A7 FEXT L

No. Metagol Metagolg
Inferences Atoms CGC Inferences Atoms CGC
1 462%10° 6164 3 4.62% 103 6164 3
2 3.53x 100 6165 5 3.90% 10° 5989 3
3 2.90x 108 6166 5 7.82% 106 5990 4
4 8.19x 100 6167 6 1.10x 102 5991 5

52 HBARSR

PLEF AR S5 01 BIAE 55 RARYE AR T B HIFR 205 S S eI R 7 B S, RATTH robot (A, B) Rn AN
F, Hrp 4 F B 4 RIZRRALE NGRS FIAR 1 B ZOIRFS. SEI0 I A\ 1 B A F6 T S il JoRt U SE R F4E.

5OCHR (217 HISEG R, B RSt Metagoly; Al Metagolyy ¢ HIH SRR S PSR 2>, B4 P 1078 5 R0 R
FAFEREIITS = AR, 10— M R4 Metagol F1 Metagoly HIH 5t AN RN AL & i PR AU S A0, BN, BR TEE— R
Zo AR N0 Rt T LU E =1 RS e el Ty WL e S @A =1 1wy L B

PATBEHLAE K 5 N FIFBIIIZREE, KA 1-5 A5, FRR T E PR3N 600 s. 75 4 N R4 EEEHAT 10
WG, AR EA RG2S I [a].

&l 6 fern T —Mr s MIL RG22 45 R, x iR el Ecs. £ K 6(a) 1, y iR~ —F MIL 54t Metagol
A Metagolp (112427 2] I ). £ 6(b) 1, y fliZ& s Metagoly; A1 Metagol gy ¢ HI-F-32%7 I [A]. JR46 R 4t (Metagol
F Metagol o)) FIME R St (Metagol Al Metagoly ) V35 2% ST I ] 73 55 LAZL (0 A 4 2R 45 2R3 9 Metagoly
E Metagol 2% > B B R, Metagoly p HE Metagol gy 2 213 B2 2 325 B AR fE 1% UL, Metagoly 922 ST A1 2974
Metagol 1) 47.1%. TERHENE LT, Metagolyy ¢ 1115 21 I A1 2041 30.26%.

600 220
—&— Metagol —&— Metagol,,
—m@— Metagol, 1 —m@— Metagol,, ;
200 R
500 r h
180
—~ 400 -
E % 160
o on
£ 300 ¢ £ 140
g 8
[ Q
E £120F
S 200 - Y n
< <
100
100 A - il
% | N
0 60
1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 5
The number of examples The number of examples
() —F (b) FHil

6 MLENIRSF BAESS A MIL R G813 52 3] I [R]

© PEBEERKCEIFR  htps/www. jos. org. cn



3488 HAFFIR 2025 FF 36 5% 8 &

7L 8 HRAL T —Br MIL R4t Metagol. Metagolr LA MIL 24t Metagol« Metagoly p ZEHATHLER
NS5 TS5 391 A AETEAB RO B . 3 2 B, JEAL A Metagoly A1 Metagolyy p £EFHEBE RH 1 2255k b,
MR TSR, 3T —M R4, Metagolp F1HT Metagol SLHL T 29 44.18% (M- FIHEE R EQR D . [FRFE, fE=ky
G, Metagolyy g FHECT Metagolyy SEHL T 49 42.80% - S HEFL B0/ . X 46 825 () O R B T IRAL R G
BURCHOR A R0, JeRn 7 HAEAC S A S S B RCR . BURR T8O EUD TRl IR (CGC) BE IS5 07
T L%, HIEEOEAE Prolog BRA 256 MB HER L F 45 LLSEHL.
® T AENLE ARG RAES S, —B MIL #4 ® 8 ENLAE NIRSS RAE S5, EB MIL &4t
Metagol 55 Metagolp 2 [B] 1) PN A7 R A Lt Metagol; 15 Metagolyy ¢ Z[8] ) A7 A LA
Metagolg Metagol
Inferences Atoms CGC Inferences Atoms CGC Inferences Atoms CGC

Metagol Metagoly; ¢

Inferences Atoms CGC

Example Example

1.64%10° 6373.33 7.25
3.22%10° 6359.67 7.67
4.49%10° 6331.33 8.33
3.42x10° 6388.33 9.33
4.45%10° 6388.33 9.00

v R W N -

1.10x 10° 6360.33 6.50
1.60x 10° 6340.33 6.50
2.13x10° 6320.33 7.00
2.30x10° 6370.67 8.00
2.12x10° 6375.67 8.50

[ N N

1.81x10° 644429 829 1.07x10° 6350.67 7.00
2.74%10° 6444.67 8.67 1.89x10° 6340.33 7.50
4.54 %102 6445.00 9.00 223%x10° 6320.33 8.33
4.89% 10° 6444.67 10.00 2.90x10° 6370.67 9.00
4.65%x10° 6445.00 10.00 2.30x%x10° 6375.33 8.50

53 SAHRAE

ASEIG ) BEE -5 SCHR (21] R Bh22 ST B AR S 2] — AN L [ PR RS, R 5F — T8 R A B 4k LR
BT EXIIRE T, 2 THOREA N R RIMAT L, TERZRET, M 15 8 47, KR 2N 1 A7 1T
FATBEHLERL T 5 HAF K NIIZREE, KGRy 1-5, e B IRy 600 s, 285 1 Lk 4 A~ RG] i
A B ARG 223 10 RSB n, AU 2] 745K,

7B T 4> MIL REGEAE E bR MRS AE 55 L2 R, Sudt i MIL RGBT IR 4610 MIL &
GE ] LA 25 I 2 ST TRL. R T AR IR 4 A 5 I — B RGEAE, SE 1 IRBCRECH BB, BN EATT#R G
L.

45 | 6
—@— Metagol
40 | —m@— Metagol,

35Q .l _

30

25 1 \

—@&— Metagol,;
. MetagolALF_ i

20 \

\
15 + ‘ j NN =
1 o : ,
10 S
2.5 3.0

1.0 1.5 2.0

Average learning time (s)
/

Average learning time (s)
[\S)

1 2 3 4 5
The number of examples The number of examples
(@ B (b) ik

K7 SALRISAL S — B A MIL RGEHF 225 ST ]
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* 9T 10 J 4t T XF RSN AEH 24, L T )R 95 MIL R4t Metagol. Metagol 5 'E AT BT F;
JRA Metagoly Al Metagoly ¢ (ITERE. 45 R W, BT BRCASE 35 D HE R 8 EBRAS 1 R, BARR L, Metagoly
S HERL R ERD TOKRE 15.88%, T Metagol gy ¢ IR/ LI 12.77%, MELTEA1% H KGR S 8RS /K

MIL R i1 Prolog ERIHER Bl Py SEEL T 5/ 1) S5 B s/ 1 - A Bz SR (CGO).
RO AEZRBURIRALSS T Metagol Ml Metagoly ] P77 1H FELLEL

Metagol Metagolg
Example
Inferences Atoms CGC Inferences Atoms CGC
5.79 % 10° 6428.00 11.00 5.07 x 10 6258.67 6.00
2 8.14x% 10° 6430.00 14.00 6.38 x 10° 6260.00 10.00
3 8.98 x 100 6429.33 15.00 7.76 x 10° 6429.33 13.00
10 fEZHHIRALSS T Metagoly; Al Metagoly y I AFFIHFELLER
Metagol; Metagoly; ¢
Example —
Inferences Atoms CGC Inferences Atoms CGC
1 3.85% 100 6429.10 12.40 3.46% 100 6420.33 11.00
2 1.22x107 6429.80 15.10 1.10x 107 6425.00 14.00
3 8.84x 100 6430.00 15.60 7.95 % 10° 6426.67 14.50
4 2.34%107 6429.78 15.11 2.10% 107 6427.00 14.00
5 4.46%107 6429.89 1533 3.41 %107 6428.67 14.00

54 MERIIZRETE

MIBRFIR R ICE R BARE S —ANFET droplasts, T RENG B FIRM N TR P M E&E— 1 IuER. /it
SEIG A, FRATBENLAE AL T 5 DRI/, Y6 N 1-5, FRE B E] FR #5600 s.
HT—MEFRRIEGEIER, —F MIL &5t (Metagol A1 Metagoly) 7E AT 45 1500 8 o T WA~
B MIL 24t Metagoly; F1 Metagoly; ¢ FIS5 R, H—IK, Metagolyy ¢ BEIIHR 122 SRR, RN, Wl RGEHF 12
SIS R HEL 7 K2 1/4, JF BEAT2 23] TR BFEFE. fERAETS LT, Metagoly; ¢ B 2JIN[A] 2] Metagol oy

1 63.79%.

0.22
0.20
0.18

20164

)

g
= 0.04f
=
=]
£ 0.02f

$ ‘-

< OAIOI ~_
=3

£ 0.03M

g

< 0.06}
0.04

0.02

| —@&— Metagol,,
—@— Metagol,; ¢

1.0 L5 2'0m 2.5

3.0

3.5

4.0 45

The number of examples

K8 MHERFIZRE TR MIL 248 Metagoly; A1 Metagoly; . -1 4527 31 i 1]

2 11 X T Metagolyy A1 Metagol ;. £E A DM R 5112 2 70 3R 1 1 A7 BRAS. (EASE R, RV 42 R M
FRATHA A, Metagol gy g 7 930/ AN A 1oz SR W J7 TR 0 HY 77 S 35 etk X Ah 45 17 1 Metagolay p 7E N
A BRIV E AL T T AR Ve R, SR T HAE IR R AT S I I i VR A, K 11 IR T Metagol

5.0
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Metagolyy ¢ 7E droplasts 7] i1 1) A A7 BRAS KT EE. 3525 b, Metagol gy g 7542 JR HER R ] HEFRIR /D, - 24 ki
294 46.12%. 5 Metagol oy FHEL, Metagol yy ¢ 5 22 5520 (1A b i 4k

K11 MBRFIRETTRALS H RS Metagol , A Metagol r 2 VB PN A7 AR B A

Metagol Metagol g ¢

Example -
Inferences Atoms CGC Inferences Atoms CGC
1 3.17x 100 6400.90 15.10 1.74 x 10° 6401.00 12.33
2 3.53 %100 6401.00 18.10 1.83x 10° 6401.00 16.00
3 3.63 % 100 6401.00 16.90 1.82x 100 6401.00 15.33
4 3.77 % 100 6401.00 16.40 1.91x 10° 6401.00 14.67
5 3.57 %100 6400.90 17.50 2.22%10°0 6401.00 15.33

6 EXIE

6.1 VABEIEFRITHEXIE

ILP J& — 5 T M+ A sl s B i g — i+ A) 3R i 2R — M2 i R g 3 i FF A 1 TARLR T
20 &t 70 4EAR. AENE LI ILP RGiZ —, BT AN A — AL Golem Hi Muggleton 25 A P H . HAt K # T
— B AN 5 AR AR R . 9140, Duce 42— i Muggleton™ 42 H B9 3L Tl Horn 4] A4 FIHL %524 5
R4t Muggleton % N\ PHEH T —/4N R 4E Cigol, I8t & W —Fr Horn )35 1A H 3 (b 415 AR P A 52 845 2.
4kt T F 2 J&, Rouveirol 25 A\ P*V¥g Cigol H 51 N MR 9 i B AR 847 T4, LinusPOU2 — AN T iU M- 15
=77, CLINTP R —ANEF L5055 19 ILP R 4L, 1M Progol™ N2 3 T4 X 5 [0 453 1) R 4.

6.2 TLREREFEIMEETIE

1 Muggleton 25 A P1F 2014 4E 71 & () MIL HE 42 5 4915 F T U9 EvEHEWT, BEJE 7E 2015 4E9 J@ 22 ) s —
JG Datalog F25 U, J3E— 204 S /b B9z HEAT 38 B0 40, 30 o6 2P S5 M AR AN S A 8000 Y. Cropper 22 AT
FIN T 2R 2 1 S A 5 20 1 B0 PV LR B e 25 1) B (AT 98 PR T — P 3 5 R TS R AR 4
T, KRS T 5 ) B[R], 50 e 7R 2 3] 3 2 2 i B FH S0 0 7 VA b, AR SCH 1 5 ke 2 I B e
SRR 25 U Goals SRR B A% 50925, LA 6o B S TE B,

NT B, BUE I MIL RS EL A 5/ MU (K 2 05 8 24t B, B 2008 3 2 R (K SO AR 5 24
P21 Metaopt!"”" J T Metagol LAz FF 22 5] B M FE 7. B 7E MR 18 2 AR v 449 — AN RS, IR iz A R &
B 2 H]. 55X TAEARLE, FRATAICAL 5w 32 24 o T e MIL 5% >] 78 o 31 53 00F BR A 1) 3, DA s 5 S 3L
FAEMERNE, BT LR TAEIET Metagol R4t, B IE B (1) 0] BI7E IX 28 R G i AR 7R NER IR ik, ARSCHE
M EFAR AT DL T IX 4% MIL R4

Kazmi 25\ B8 7 —FhdE T2 R4EH L (ASP) 1 ILP J53% (48 XHAIL), FER B2 L EE T 51N T 1557
HUA. A0 TARAE T — R Ak 32, I Fo Vol FH VR0 6 SR JHC ot o8 o5 4 T 0 (R AL 2 1) [ I et B K e
BEREAT 5] 5 AR, ARG B b 58 2 i 1) 2 2] 58 440 A RO . Kaminski 25 A\ P8, B 32 MIL
SRR S B50E A &2 R RS 2R 25 ). A AT T T {255 R 424 A2 (ASP) S8 3L 7E ASP ) HEX ¥ J&é rh 4
% MIL SRff g MIL 508, I HEX 3 OWLHI 2R 782 . A2 T, AT 7235 3E TS E MK E
E bR 22 UCUE .

Cropper 25 N PR H1 T —Fh4h &2 REHFEA Prolog 4RI ILP 45 Popper, % & Srillid« W LW b 22 5] 5%
Mg 328 25 A48 /M 2 1], IR I AR 15 R B 240 R DA T2 31 300K Popper %1 ASP, 4 T Prolog [F1 3148 2 11T
A, (B v B A AR 7 A T AT A7 AE — 8 SR BR M. A SCR BT R S0V I & R e 2 21 ik, BAYskZb MIL A
(R TUATE B, 3R THHAE B 24T 55 P22 S 208 . Wang 25 A\ PR T —F ek i TR 22 =) 1%, #K 8 MILER, %
J3EIE 1)1 SR R R B 1 SR 5N TR KRR A X DUAR e ML 75 P8 K FE 48 28 2 I8 1 255 2 PR o ) R
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H2Z M, ACEBERAN MIL Hik, @i 5D TR, DERFE ME S h AT 303, R 12 MiZEHR T
Aleph. Progol. Metagol. Popper 1 XHAIL %% WL ILP R4 1% LRrE.

F£12 —LILP REGHIRIIL L

ik Aleph Progol Metagol Popper XHAIL
s —K T e 1t T e T e T sE 1k
T Wi Y Datalog TR L] L
R RE & i & & &
I i & & P &
ik & & & P &
RBLIR & & = & &

7 FERERFKIE

AR 7R T TCHRRE A ST — AN A SR, BTCARUER]. fERIERE b, 51N T — R T2 T Sk B
MIL I TCARE R, PSR 2 2T R0%, B4 A 2 21 I IR AN AR B s e A R AR /. AT TIE4R At 1 05 I S0 pF Ak A
AR b, ISEIRZE R AT A th, R PP s (ALK, 2 5T I [ ek /D ot 25 A S g2 45 iR 1 IR R A8 R
V5152 P B i, LA R A S 25 BT S o el A A R HE AR BR ) 2% R R DA PN B 27 1. ¥ %, TR R
25 1) (RN 2 3 30 2D I TR AR G2 2 /b, IR, 1 — A B 1 B MU T R0 I R 1) SR IOt e ) LR i, TR
FERR R 2 D AR S IO BB HOE T BN I A R R A7 RIS 2, (B T U 2 S B
FEAE, JUFA R AT RE M. EBA TR SR B M v, AR B T A7 BR mT P AR B st R P48 28 22 T PR sk
IR, 2K B Ve 0 B SRR T o 3O I 8] D #EAT LA, B T T A EE AR B ES. Bk,
Prolog #AEALHI A SEERER ], JEHAEHERRBR W, 575 T AT TE R A A7 T AR A BRI (B . TXRH R A AR o L PR
T AL SRR AT DA RO B HR 2R A 1A R VD, R, RS AR SEEL KOR B S, DO R R BR B &
S6E A B A 2 A SR A . X LT Bl 2 RS (K I TR A, T I S AR PR R RE. AT F, A A
o AN SR SR I R T LA 2 1. AEBAT A Se i, BT S BB A A SR (A A2 A 2B IR,
M, FERL & AR S5 SUESS 80— R B s g6, 7004 12% A1 24% BRI Z2 B $12 H 0 8T 53045 DL AR ok

FEAAMIRER, AT T T LA U Lt — B BT IR SR 5, R Wt 7 5 v A 1 s 8 A AN 776 5 1%,
AP A IO PR REAN T SRR . S AT R 5 A0 P 5 v 0 (1 G R T L AHE ORI P9 A7 8 BRI AR 2 23, L0, T4l
IRE R TOMRRE 2 51 5 HA LGS 22 ST HOR (I 2% 5, DASCBLSE B 2R VR R AR 7 A 55 FRATT TR 2%
A A BT 0, B RE B 3 e L s bad P 1.
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