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Lemma-library-driven Automated Theorem Proving for Linear Data Structure Algorithms

WANG Chang-Jing, WAN Liang-Liang, LIU Yan-Jiao, LONG Hai-Jian, ZUO Zheng-Kang
(School of Artificial Intelligence, Jiangxi Normal University, Nanchang 330022, China)

Abstract: Although large language models (LLMs) provide a new exploration path in the field of automated algorithmic theorem proving,
existing methods fail to sufficiently improve the capability of automated theorem provers in proving intermediate propositions. Currently,
labeled data for formal theorem proving in linear data structure algorithms is very scarce, which presents significant challenges when large
language models are used for prediction. To address this issue, this study proposes a novel lemma-library-driven proof method, LDPM, for
automated theorem proving of linear data structure algorithms, which integrates large language models with formalization techniques. The
method constructs a lemma library composed of newly proven lemmas. By retrieving relevant lemmas from this library, the capability of
the automated theorem prover in proving intermediate propositions can be effectively enhanced. The construction of the lemma library
follows a three-stage progressive strategy. First, a joint request mechanism is adopted to generate multiple candidate lemma statements,
thus enriching the library resources. Second, an iterative proof strategy is employed to prove the candidate lemmas one by one, gradually
improving the reliability of the lemma library. Finally, a lemma reflection mechanism is introduced, leveraging LLMs to revise and
optimize lemmas, achieving the dynamic expansion and continuous refinement of the lemma library. Through this method, the performance

of theorem proving for linear data structure algorithms is significantly improved. Compared with the state-of-the-art methods, the success
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rate of theorem proving is increased from 44.00% to 82.00%. Ablation experiments further show that the lemma library plays a key role in
improving the capability of automated theorem provers in proving intermediate propositions, increasing the success rate of theorem proving
for linear data structure algorithms by 38.00%.

Key words: large language model (LLM); formalization technique; theorem proving; lemma library; Isabelle/HOL

B BT A IG IR A2 B O 8 HE IR 8 1 ) DG B 1R . — . TESE G5 M 1 e EIE W bl S s PR
FNBGAIE U, oAb R T B S AR AR R B (g M B, SRR R ) HEAT AR E 3G P AR S
BEVE R D RE S AT T A S T 56 E T 2 ) g BRAEAT T sUAGAIE B (st 7. 78 @ BREGE I FE Hp, FH il
i A EFIEM % (U1 Coq™. Isabelle®'. Lean#1 Metamath'™) 5| SERAG I8, %0 HERE, B 2 HIGE Y.
{HSEBRIG LA, 2R AT IR I R A CON 52 2 HLFERY, 7R E R E N LR ). Bk, #E3h B 3@ #E
W) S 3 E oy — BOA V) B L 7 K. B 30 BRAUE AL ARG BRI L2 5 Bt R A, 1T se RIR 427
SRR AR, A5 50 3 2% 1) 5 SR AT 5 A8 15 AT AT, J9 T8 AL I8 1IE S5UIHT R 5H 32 i B A 5.

HLas 2 > 7628 13 BRI AT AT e 3 T VAo LR 3 38 58 1 N3 FROAR 28 B 3Rk B 26 1 5 7 7,
TR 2 TR W PR A T S AT AE R [ A S, AT A BT FRIE WPIRAS, JRA6 2 i 72 B 2 UE B B ARk pk.
552 FOPIERIET A I e A B R kAT IR B A R U, A0 SRR R S e ) iy A R R I R, B B ARE
IFRIETE . TERGVE TR, B P AT 38 H AR ) SORS AR, T 7 Dy B A (1) SR S, 5 SEIE B SR £ B 3 e HUIE
B A B A K. 5 3 KRR A T E R U, BITE SO R A s B B B v SR N M AT UE B AR B T
B e E s 1, DU Bh G SR T AR

Bl 3B KB S (large language model, LLM) A& B o [ i /5 A8 (55 2 )1 VRIM it 4 5% s 7R/ 5] 31 2%
(55 3 29U R H A R B S T 9 . B R A R XAk s B A 5 T8 T 7 A 2 Bl A b, B RAE SR TR
TR, JEFEA PR, X2 B TR R BSMAETERBIT, Hae S AR/ N L H] ¢ RIB RSB AT
Tl U0, 0 R A 2 K 0 g B0 2 PR — A, HERR . A B AN XU BA 51 (deques) S5 42 B 28 1 Hicdis &5 Wy 78 22 4 i
RREEPAPERTZRA. 7E (EREARZEVHTERARAEY W5 PG RIEZ 5 (EAL) H, 2R 4544 0
MG AT, ISR FF & a7,

PAG B T S [ (6 SRS B 58 T LM A= s sAKAIE B B R U720 T 345 5 T AT T AL 36 1)
E B2 R, i R P 52 28 BRI 2% (1 Tsabelle) P9 B (1 1 558 BEAE 91 8% Sledgehammer! SH1E B & 18] o 1) v ]
. SRT, IR T VA A 3R 2 A 5 4 s B (AIE PR AT 25 ), 0T B 3l BRIE BA 28 7E HP 1R iy A2 [ PR R g 0D
RIE A BTt Sledgehammer 7 42b 23 A (7] iy RR A SR 22 T 10w S B/5 ) 3 P28 1T A SR 45 3R s, LADRI 1 AH G 51 21
FEE T B B SRS SR, Bl 2 1 s S5 4 i) /R Z MEFR 38 I, Sledgehammer 7 4 ¥ Hh (] i A N A2 A 5] 38
B PSR AS B AL 10 DSPUIFIATE ST LLM A il SR B S B B ) J7 TS 1 R 35 I, (B A 7S 0
TR [ 31 FEE B A8 AR 38 1R Hh [A] d A (R RE 7, IXAETE B R IIE RS AT e R BURER. A RS s AR, T
Tt B ] Sledgehammer (31 BRI N 36.00%), i& 42 R FTBAAT 7712 DSPU™ (B UERTh %K 44.00%), HAE
f8 7735 IR A 7] 5] 2R AN 2 170 52 3 PR 1. AHBEA SCHR H I 5 v (SRR T 26 82.00%), IR FFI /515537 46.00%
A 38.00% FAIIE B SR IGC R PR g e v ] 5] 2L

RTRANX — A, AT T PR 51 RS ) 2 M HOR S M FL e B ANE W T, Bl E T ORIES
B2 55 A IRAE R AR . 1% 72380 4 2 — A B SR IE B (3 5 L 2E A i) 5 | B R, S A 5 | R 2 R A O 5| B,
AT RO AL [ 21 58 B B3 % A (8] R A IE B R AR SC R B [l G 2 1 B 45 0 R PR T TR T 9, X 2 BRI AE
1) 10 51 BRI R . AN SO G| B B S B T MRS M (kR B SRR Jeib e R BA . AR SR BA B AN T
) W BEAE (B, FA . BER) BT K B A gh JE EADIR S A AR 5. 2) A8 BSRmE B EE 0 1. AR SO VR
R ) 5| A SR A A FR 2 M P B T ) A B e A AR

R 51 B TIPS 3 ZE PR 1) RIS FEPE M 51 B RIR, LR 51 B PR N 2 2) T AU BE 5| BEFRIR, DA
PRUE G| R EE AT SE R RN LRk Bk, 51 IK A (1IF B 75 v — A Bk 72, B35 DL 2P 3R B ks B LLM



I8 5 7| BAIRS) 0 KRB A Bk R 2R A B 3

7 S B AR SUAAIE A, DA Dy ik K3 HLs 7 9 78 A IE BA 5 0 B, SR BB 45 T SR LA, 233 AR Ak
E ST R B Y 51 %, (el LLM 25 B BEAL g 1 51 BERIR, DAY 78 51 BEEE, J9ORfe 5] B IZ 4R ™ 1L,
ARG NIEAIE B HEE U0 E X 25 i 12 51 B LASR T 5| 3R AR ) m] SE 8 fEBLIERE b, 30— 51N 51 B s B AL, £
LLM 7 5 BLA: s A8 o i) e A7 76 B 22 BEATIB 1E, DLRAG 51 BERRIA FHER P B 2%, IRFEM A S8 Bt 51 212, R
B 5 P T 45 90 U I B 0 P v 10 28 v T i, AT P s R B IE I £ S8 3 1k 5 A

25 LA, ARSCH) EZ AT Tk A8 LR 3 A5 T,

(1) 3t — ol 1) e A B0 45 40 1) 5] B P 3R 5l 5 BEAIE B 77 2. eV LLM 5IE UL E RS &, 12
il LLM AR H s g B CH T H AR R A R AR 1 51 B, JF il 15 AU e R % 4 i) B 8 OB 1R .
BEERISINA BERTH T BUA B 3052 PR U 85 75 2 P 400 25 16 5335 5 1 o ) i FREAE B o 7O HE 2

(2) B Ak Bt S5 A 5| B A S e R T s 10 T PR AR, Bt = Bt SRS : e IE L I i SR 2R
R ML S BEFRE, L= 5 B Y BRI 15 4 B A W SR 2 INIE W 16 51 B, 3200 3R 1 51 B 2R (T 52 1k fie
AN H B AL, A5 B) LLM X 51 BT B 1E 50000, T seBl 51 BLPE R Zh &9 e 5 Rrsk e .

(3) fEfR . A AR Jaib e th A LS RBAA ST B 2R IX 2 A s T L Ak B 454 L AT 39T T R Gt
PPAl. 5 RSk 0 T A LR, 45 AR AR SO 0 A M Ml 45 4 S35 BRI W 19 FC T 3 M. 44.00% 215 2 82.00%,
TR SEIGHE— D IGE 1 5] B AESE SR I E Bl € BEUE B 2% AL BH I 5 B o ] A BRI AR T ORBREAE .

1 #HxIE

ASCAH R TAE 32 B AR T T 9% 20 TIE B R PR A i I BEE B L 2T T L1 BR R 1) B AE B B T B
SE S5 | HE P A A I E AR .

o LT T AV AIF B 2 1) A A 1) 58 BIE B, 7E E B 2UA R BRI — A U, BLES 25 ST BOR B ORI A
L SR, X 77 IR AE AR BT AR B o R vy, 6p TR XA U R0 B i B2 AR, 70 Mk SRR 78 S s P A 4T
BB Z; MR, AR SRR IR E & . SR TRERUR. SZ LR 5 K, R T ARG Jiang 25 A U2
H ) DSP J7ik, R AR X AKAE A 51 G % 20 5 B A i, 5 b e B W 38 50 1R A K 28 Bl S, Zhao 25 A PV 42
H—Fl LA B AR T 1 AT R 2 STHESE, A R T T K38 & R T I 304k 2 BRI (2R First 25 A\ UOTBE i —
W, W SRR A — IR AR A, TSI T IR SR EUE N BT B, DUR m E BRE I I R Th 2. RS FIR TR R
FET R LLM M3 % s0GAE A, 5 LLM 754 K 7 F10RE BB R B R, 5 — Bk ik, Wang A5 NT
LEGO-Prover, 14— Fli ¥ & BRUE 1 0732, &8 A AL i A R B, 48 F — AN AT IS K 1) 432 RB 2 SR A T 42
a1 LLM B AL RE 7). RS BRI LLM AR O SAAGE BB I R 0 5 T HUS T S35 ke, AT e 1oR Re
7053 35 E ) 8 FRAIE B 25 2R SR F o E] iy RIS BE T, IXTETE B I MIME S P AT BE S BUR BR . AR SO SR KR 5
T B A B B e SR 0 51 38, % AL IR IR X e A i) 5| B i AR Ao S 48 e IR E X 5] B, B 7E PR E BEIE
BN 2 15, AT 3 5 [ 3 I B 48 70 500 A 8] o N 11

o LT T E S5 FR A7 % ) 5 FEAIE B Claessen %5 A PV I H Hipspec M0 BAR, il BB IR K (theory
exploration) H 2 & e /5 B w4, B3 T A (hammer) 7EE A7 FE 7500 HP O B8N T B0k (14 B
F, Czajka 25 N P2IE Coq H #11 #) Coghammer 5 Paulson 25 A\ "7E Tsabelle ¥t 1) Sledghammer, /23 [ 3}
A RS Bh e BEAE . 38 15 A T VR K 2 B 5| BE A AT B AR, FIA theory exploration K H 3 &3 T i
G B IFER AR, H 5] B A B 7 k2 2 T8 B A e BRAUE A8 51 5 N ORGSR I, AR FE — e M. A SCIREE T
R RO ERER : QAT D E B e AR OB W I 51 3L R T T OGIE SR VAR TR s B ERE T 3
HEWE, A T A SR A O 51 B, WS PRI TR B S A B IR AR

Alemi 55 NP AE ] 7 IEABZ M4 (LSTM/GRU) 546 HUH 2 4% (CNN) SRR IUREAE A 52 /5| #L73%E, A
T 56 48 5 T T BTHRHE. BEJE A BE 0% 3 I s R B BE VL 45 415 B, Paliwal 25 A PO MR 2% (graph neural
network, GNN) 8 1% —{£ 4. £, Mikuta 25 A ") 44 7 Magnushammer, 18 ] Transformer 178 DL K7 5t b 2
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] (contrastive learning) 1 A ok g B1/ 5| 57 198 1] U — P 732, LR IE T ML ST TAE R 4 JeoR 1 e #
90T UE B T 2 1 BRI, SRR T~ A — /> R T g 3/ 51 3R R vh BEAT 1R k. Bl 1] A I &2 A A, 1X b
T T 51 B R IR 5 2n] Bk DARIX BE ORI . BE O B AR (¥ BRAIE AT 5% DB B 3l e BRUE B 3R AE A BIE B 3R
W IF PRI K R, S SCR R T — /AT I B SR BRI, PR 51 BRI 2 AR . IEME S, se A A R T A R 5]
LA

o BET B U] B A ) 0 BRUE PR . 7R AR RUABTE O, S5 4k 1tk B v 9 0 HRIE FRAT S5 I, AN RS A AR
RYET e SCE Y5 B R e I A 0% 8 /5| B, B M 1 MBI . Miindler 2 N PROR TR H
5 FEAIE I Tsabelle/HOL %535 45 #4 B4 (1 iy 2 sRS2 B B0AIE. Toth 25 A POSGIE T S2is X A A1, 3L b B 44
H 7 B H BUR 1], Miao 28 N\ PR T — R A 2 IR TEE 280, HrhIGiE 7 386 MBI/ EH. BARERT
VB RRINEAE T FR 10 TR Aff 14, 1E FE SERUAR 36T N A9 2 51 BRHEAT T A iE B, 3oy s e FE AR = S i,
FEBE BN SRR FE. Wang 28 N V8T B & LLM A8 RO/ 5 5 BME 56 [ 58 X1 3B, JRiE Bax s 5
HOREMAIEB GBI T LLM AR e % A0 E B = R RE 77, AR H AR i) 51 ERAY R T+ 5 e SEAR UL 5] 2,
ABEF A 51 BER 78 52 T+ E 3l BIE B A8 0 HH 1] A R B e 0. AR5 DA B A HE T sUAGAIE BH R FL T 30 A6 AE B
BRI, I3 LLM A2 Rl e 2R B T JH o ) iy BAH DG BRI 51 2, 7840 e L T LLM £E 5| B A4 e 5 7 A0 BeHiE
J5 TR 77 kAR Ty 2F B 51 3, JE i S — AN A 8 5| .
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5| ¥ PEIRFNIE W] 77 (lemma-library-driven proof method, LDPM) 454 7 KiE S A (4 ChatGPT*) =&
B AGEHEHS (W0 Isabelle), BERF B 2h e BEH 2% PR RE ). KB 5 BAE SR e NG, CaRIL X
% SR AR 55 A BRI 38 KB L), 3K — LRI 9 s SCA b R 305 5T (in-context learning, ICL)™. S (1
FL U2V IR ICL [ 3h A T 8 AR B FE BRI S e 51 B2 AR 1T, 1 MRS B, i 5 B (U1 ChatGPT)
FEABEARAIE AR s S B SR AT 5214, 55— 5T, 28 2 BRAE B Ra P i N B SR A 5 3 2 FK, 18D i
UEBA BB I 51 G (R B H AR, o/ AR R T 45— R B 1 ) 52k SR, 28 B2 8 BHIE 2N R AE T2
> i 22 BEUE HLS IE SR EUIK. Ak, K OE SRR 558 B aUE BE SR AR S G, FIAAT & AT S b B R 1 5 5 &
i AT AR, OB B B HHIE I AR 1) — R T AT T .

LDPM IE /&3 Tix — B, 18 K15 5 B8 A 2 AR e . T U B DL R 5 2 GBI ik 5| 2
BRI, 0 ax e g ik 5| B HEAT I AMIE B DAL AT SE Y B 8 SCT1 3R PE . X TE Bk #2 v e e i 51 28, WA A LLM AR
R IE 5 B MR DR T PT P, B, IRFE RGeS B /5| B FIAL 210 1 8 S 51 #1PE, A8 B 35 BEAIE B A%
o 7 XA IE B 5 P16 ) ] Ak AT B8 0E, AT S 30 5 AR WA 1) E B4k AN = b, SX Rl O vE AN 3 5 T 5]
PERIZ FEPERI AT SE1E, B A0 42T 1 B 258 SEAE &80 v 8] @ AR E B R ). AR Ak T A TR A 25 36

W 1(a) fras, 51 B EIRSYIE B 7775 (LDPM) B & 5 AMZ O BEEL: 55 1 MBI KIE S A (LLM): fii
I 1(b) o LLM &R A& AU, 2EAS [ BEAE RIS BT 285 3R, iX G4 AR AR TR A IE A . T AARIE I 22
FEIFIAH 51 51 R BRI . 7E18 1(b) W, 3K LLM M N N A 646 4 S50 (LLM 4RI M6, B e B AT 55 1
B ZAN TR R R P R, X 4 AN ER AT 3R, LLM fg 5 AR M R AT 55 AR T i 45 1. 56 2 MR
& E 3l FAE B 2% fKFT Isabelle ## H 3HEH T E Sledgehammer, %814 1(c) Sledgehammer 17 3R A% 20 A BR,
X LLM A= il BT AR G B 2 ] v 1y v ) i L8 AR R AT B ShiE B E B 1(e) v, B € X B B EEM e UG, HER
FH Sledgehammer 2 i H 0 # 2] Isabelle FIIE AR, £ Bh H 2 X 51 B4 B Sledgehammer {IF BH 7 [B] 7 25, 3k
AT EERE M E AR . 5 3 MESURRUE IR 5| B A7 H T2 B LLM A= BUH R I6HIE R % 18 5] 38
i, DME 7EHEN IR IR UERAR BT AT 4 RS TR S 2. 36 4 MEYUR COF B 51 3R A7 P Ber 51 2 2
SERIHIE, A5 5] BROR FTE AR, X —BEEU IR BT A S uE 0 51 3 Ee 08 A T /5 BLE I 2. 28 5 M Eug
H € X5 L 1F Isabelle H, FEEHT I 8 U1 BRPE, X T-H R G HUE SCE B/ 51 3%, A& & SeiE it Hr 5| 22,
9 ST AR A SR A T SE R SCRE R R
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R |

SRS, Rk

AL RAR ALY

BRI RMAEY

i T ALy
Iz X Pi(‘l
S A | [PmRaE]
KB R I 3 5 FR I ) 28 > \/ G. IEW
1 7 4%
= = comink R AMAEY] | —p
lemmal lemma2 it
AT EAT LR
51 R A7 A A7 i
= {514 51 PR B i .
3 F. My 5| B
I ™
D. EAEW]
RS A o SlEpEE =)
bk = '$’|/A
E. 8515 N
< s 51 FLE AL -
[ SmasmErE | | s gimgfiEy] |

(a) 51 EEERBDIE M T7 15

lemma lemmal: ...
s it lemma lemma?2: ...
o 1225 Hik ' ek 23
B theorempush_pop_invariance:"pop (push v s) = (v, s)" "
¥ 5 proof- LITUN
have "push v s = v#s" sledgehammer h
also have "pop (v#s) = (v, s)" sledgehammer
TE AU E I 2 ]
v
3k ok B ‘
s A theorem push_pop_invariance:"pop (push v s) = (v, s)"
[ony BG4 2 proof -
have "push v s = v#s" by (simp add: push def)
- also have "pop (v#s) = (v, s)" by simp "
o T LIEW]
(b) LLMif 3k 4% 5 (c) Sledgehammeri# 3K % 7

K1

LDPM £ A B £k ik

WA 1(a) FT7~, LDPM (51 BLEESRSNIEWI 7795) B 5 ANMEHEPIR: P IR 1 ARG R: 2P R Wi oy, 4F7%
FUE BT SR ANTE 3CIIE B 5 T R 5, MR 52 B OA S s B0 X, 1) LLM 35 R 28 e B AR 3GIE . B,
FHER LLM KR8 200E B A sl % 2IE WA B, SR 5 210 B 308 BRI S5 6. AP ER 2. 513G R R P
b, RAWAAER 51577 3K, (4 LLM Ref6 25 B o 10 B S i 51 BEFRIE . — R T AR UE M R0 5] B
3R, A E B 58 BRI AGIE R, 7] LLM 55K A2 SO R 1515 51 P2 (Lemmas]), JX 26 5] B4 BY THER A E 2L —
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Ao 3T AL IE B 5 B 1 5| BRI SR AL, an SR BLE E 3h e BHIER 8% (40 Sledgehammer) 11F B AN T % B Hb i v ]
8, R GH R LLM AR BE RSP 51 B (Lemmas2), AP 58 SO 12 gl (30 E. 20 3% 3. 51 BEAEW]: 7000
R, K28 2 0 AR UG 5 B R VR DN 2 ATE B 51 B R B ARG . ARG, 18 IR AR U7 0B MIE R L 5] 3 R
W, BARMATES 2.3 rhitit. PER 4. 5l B A WEIRAESS 3 B R AR INIER] lemma2, i@ LLM () ) 8 RE
3, AE S lemma?2, A= RS “TEH I 51 BRFRIR . 710 51 2 BR IR A - R S 0 28 2R AIE B 51 3R A4 v, I Sl 4k Bk
B, BIR s, TEECIER: 55 3 20 Rk BH e Th 5 B AR IR 28 CUIE B 51 BLR EA7%, FH 0 BhiX 8 5| BETE Isabelle 7 H
R E E 5 BE. fE R b, iE %5 HEE, (EBEE B 3h e BRI 8% (40 Sledgehammer) X3 7 AL B ¥
Pl A 1 25 o ) i R AT 3SR, DAOR e e 2T A0 IE BH B HERf TG iR, 80X 5 AP R, LDPM SEBL 7 RIS 5 B
Z1E BEIE BA 35 MR S Al A, A RER T T S 4540 0325 58 HAIE B 1Y) B B AL R A 1.

B ¥ il SR KR ST s, B4 RAEEAIE .. BRGIEE R R, ffig 5 FEM & 85 H4E, 54
TSRS TR A ARG A, B2 4075 WLIEARS SORY, BAKTRT 235 hitps:/github.com/fuhengxing/LDPM.
2.1 ERRIER

E SR AT AR B 373 SRR IR B R i SR AE i 3R 5 Jiang 25 A UIRT Wang 25 A U7 5 B AL

ETE AR RR 3 3R YR A SR A1 BT, T 5B AE Isabelle HE ST B8 25/ 14 T HRAF R 8 (s Al
MBS 5, T AN E B T SRR R B AN E M. B S, SR ICL ML 515 LLM A= iz e B AR
TERAIEIE. e AR N BAE 451 5 Tsabelle JE 2GR B AR CR4FE — 25, A T e AT A IE B 200 DL s 3t
IEE R E I, W E I Isabelle 1 FE AL IE B i L8 KA T

TE AR BB G oK VRS SR B A2, B A3 B, FE s CR I AETE UIERE 51 5 LLM 4 3 E BE I TR
FACF ], 2B ) 3 M8 (T A HE R g5 4, rb B 6 25 1) v 8] i B8 AEE 1 45 BISRE. ZE BRI BR, X T X
LERFIEBA (R [R] S 43, FRAT 198 Lhe“Sledgehammer™E 24 5 A2 4F, F5 IR AR B S0 A 47 J5 8 iz B 3k T RIEF.

Sledgehammer #&— 5 K ) H shHEE T, HA AGIE B SR8 i AR R g e S 35| B, 5 BR &7
12 I HR G 6 A 26 5 /51 B, IR AN R 30 BEUE B A% A IE B SRS SRR, TN B R Ay AR, BLAE RGETIE U
& BE/5| B EE, Sledgehammer fE1F JJAN Moy, BRLE, A3 — A28 10 B g S5 B, ANET-I0E 108 35| B, A
DR I L. X — ) S R T I TP DR ) 8 s 51 BRI ) 5] 2.
2.2 SIEEKAIEK

SIEE R B RS 2 A 1 5 BRI, LR 51 8E. i 1(a) Bs, 293045 0 BAETE AR B A1 Xk
IEBA R EAVIN fU51 5 LLM A2 T & e 51 SRR, X Wi 5] B3 SR (1 77 27 70 2 T B T8 AR B 1 SR (%
198 5| FE AR AN 5L T 9 A A B4 R A% B R R R . LLM 35 SR AL i ik 51 FEA, Hofay A0 25 MR e i il it 75 o]
PRRBR G B %5 BT AR

BT B AR A B 3 SR A% 3% 51 BERRIR : aniARAE SO I A4 B AS BT, 25T AR T AL E B 1 2D
3R, 513 LLM #i& tH 2 Mgk 51 SRR, 3 465 3306 T fig e B brog 3 0] R B T AE M. F) A HETR A HE 3 5
SHER, LLM RE% /RS = P2 AL FRE W RTHE T, HE3E SRR 0% 4 Bh e BRUE B 10 5 22 X Fhoy s & T AR & 2
D HE R b S B 5 | 2

BT B A UE B B [ SR A I 51 SRR WiRARRE SR A6 B AT FTAR, 41 Sledgehammer iiF
HA T AR E B ] b 8 ) A0 SR DT, ARAT T XA T B 2 R v o B 2 A % R B R T e R, 5155 LLML AR AR
BA SR 5 BRI . LLM AR X P O R 2 220 AL Bt o 1t 1 5| BRIRGR, A5 Bl o 24 ai . 3X F 5] BRAE SR &
FLE R AL B BiiE B TR TGVE A ER R a5, SRR A,

KPS B KB 7 E & B RS, 3 1 kG 3RIER (BT R I ) DG B R IR, A
S PR A HER AR OC B 51 3. X L0 5| BRA A AR AR B H R, IR AR TR E P IR, B 2 RS BRIE Sk (B TR AL
TIE BA R [E]) B8 Ik A, B2 7 T A IE B P b AN B R . EEONER 1 IRBI BT SR AN TS, H R A A
— LUK TR EE 1 RT3 SR 2B Y 51 3 SR b 2 2 RS EE SR H I T IR RNETE Ak IE B AR AR B
)R 22 B 3 P 22 BEUR T A TR A UE B A4 il S AR TR AR E A PR 2 P 2 T ) DX TR 20k #E 2 ) e 2 s


https://github.com/fuhengxing/LDPM

I B4 F: 5| AR XM IE M F R T I G FHIEA 7

FELCANT, X Lo 4057 TR AU HE B JC A BB

55 LEGO-Prover' " i AN ], A SC Ik 7 4o P 61 L0 Al A 200 0 Rt R 0k a5 B b, 3 i 56 s L A 7
A IE BF 5 SR A 3o 5| BRI 11 5 =0, 7T DA 5 5] B AR R,

SR I SR A NS AL 18 T 3R IN, 75 KR B AU S BER S5 W EREE B, DULERBAI ], HAZ O E
A priority 5 min. For, priority BREURIESS % (1 O BHZ T 3 AE AF b Fnt LR %6425 min B30 A
TIRECY T BAF kB0 2 I OCEAE. I ik 3G R T K8 5 B IR € 38 min_priority_leq_all(“the (priority q
(min q)) < the (priority qv)”) (N8 X, b€ BER RGN E TR IR E R m /. KBS HRLG0 7 Hr iR E AT i
TR S g BA B L0 SR 4% AE“distinct (map fst xs)"F“sorted (map snd xs)” (FeH“xs” A 56 BN HI X BL (1) 51 2%, o 5
distinct LI IEH NI TG R RBENREL, WEL sorted LIRS HNTN F 0= M6 gA 7)), FLAAE B brE BN &
FE B, #4351 B distinct_fst_alist_of ¥ sorted_alist_of, 73 LI 21T 56 BB 76 B AN B B A BRI e 2
BIPHES. BLAh, IRAE LS4 AT B s B, 7T LUK 5@ BRAG W A — A Al B “the (map_of (alist_of q)(min q)) <
the (map_of (alist_of q) v)”. M35 LRI RAT B, AR T KIE SRR E A0 & a5 i Sk e
FITEAE S B, W51 B2 min_priority_leq_all_aux, FFH4iE 4 DNLIRIEAT, WIRA 51 R AOAE T B, A B0 R A4 Bh e
] . BE 2 AT WLEE 4.4.1 TR MEEUR 4.

2.3 SIEIERIERR

ARFTHE H HIEARIE B 777k (iterative proof method, IPM) A28 2 % LDPM JiERI—AN P IR, & ol R B HE
B 75792 (direct proof method, DPM) >k B B2F B 5| B, $& 5 51 BIE B () R, B 18918 B LDPM SR AT 2% AR BH
G H, 3K % B TR B — AN 8 3R R 7 R B 51 3, T UE BE 1 3 A ) AT e SRS IR B 5] B, DR R A AR R 5
RS BREOR F OC &2 LDPM (1A T2 #1) A IPM, IPM i f DPM 3 V31 F§ LDPM (fF F T 51 #0).

512 2R R REA A 5 O SIS IR FEAIE B BTl (14 51 B, R (R I 8 7| BLTE 5 SR 1) i B BT | IR B o R A e 2 4 A
F. ARSI R ARy AR L6 5| BREATIE B, AT S — AN AR B 5] .

23.1 HEZUEHTE (DPM)

W 2 frow, HEEE )57 (DPM) 58 1 5] B EIKSIER 7% (LDPM) BRI LRI, (BT EL IR 24, LA

WEMA BB alist_of push (FILJEBAFI IR AN BT ER) AN, bR,

/ BRHE X \ T A IE A B

definition "values" :: ... where lemma alist_of_push: assumes "k \<notin> set (values q)"
"values q = map fst (alist_of q)" shows "alist_of(push k p q) = insort_key snd (k, p) (alist_of q)"
roof - ...

definition push :: ... where proo . . .

"push k p q \<equiv> Abs_pq (if k \<notin> set (values q) (* Step3:Use alist_of_inverser*)
then in}soni}(ey." snd (k, p) (alist_of q) also have "... = insort_key snd (k, p) (alist_of q)" sledgehammer
else alist_of q) (* Step 4:Conclude®) ...
7€ B Rk

lemma alist_of push: assumes "k \<notin> set (values q)" 5|3 %

shows "alist_of (push k p q) = insort_key snd (k, p) > iﬁikﬁ? fﬁﬂﬁlﬁ e iE EBA
e
A\

» S0

(alist_of q)"

AT R AE 4 F R N\

lemma alist_of push: assumes "k \<notin> set (values q)"

shows "alist_of(push k p q) = insort_key snd (k.p) (alist of q)"

proof - ...

AR AL UL

Step 1: Start by evaluating the push operation under ..

(* Step3:Usc alist_of inverser*)
also have "... = insort_key snd (k, p) (alist of q)"
Step 2: The goal is to show that the list representation... using alist_of alist_of Abs_pq assums

Step 3: Use the fact that alist_of (Abs_pq xs) =xs... dinstinct_insort_key_fst sorted_insort_key_alist_of by fastforce

(\*Stcp 4:Conclude*) ... J

K2 HEHZEHEFE (DPM)

Step 4: Conclude the proof by chaining these ...




8 BB oo e b g e

ET AR K : B S s 3R B 0E S, $27 LLM 4B %51 3 alist_of push BAETE AAGIE B,

TR B B2 B oK AR DR AR GIE R 51 5 LLM #4282 3 A % A 5 [, 12 5 1 8y HE A A P R
gl o rp AL B 0 H ] A R BSOS AR G R AT B IR IE.

BB UERY B fEIX — B By, &2 1E Isabelle N RS HiE XA B & X5 BE CRBH 2.5.1 77), ik
Sledgehammer X 75 2 AY, UF B 2 P& v 1) v ] i 24 A EAT IE BH. Sledgehammer 2 AR 41 v 1] i f0/5 48 M\ 5 38122 vh ik
PEMKERI5IH, Flan 5| B distinct_insort_key fst (AR Se BAFIPAT 8 N3 AE 5 B 1 nf— ) R 51 2 sorted insort
key_alist_of (B TRAR S BAFU AT 3l NBRAE S5 U0 SRREEG 7, R F M8 B 30 e BEE B 28 6 BUIE B SEms, m2adid
Isabelle )/ N AZFEATBGAIE, 1 Dr AT 2GR A R RT3 B2

AR5 B EEIKIE 7 (LDPM) AN[F, DPM A2 55| MG S50E, KR O ESREDH B E X
FIERPERISCHRE R, 58 A% UL TE A B (W38 E. DPM T H 12 PRIESEIE LDPM 443 1) 5| BRI, 4 74
PTEBA R 2R

JLE DPM 1] UUAE B R G T e /5| B2 3 vy s BEAIE B A0 R, {EL TR N B R RIUR BE D9 57 4% 1) e BLIE B AT
%, TR B E SR BIRE. 51 L PE K AR B vk (LDPM) I SE T — A4 e 51 #LEE, LA 5% Sledge-
hammer & BGIE A HEBE IR RE 77, AT H& T 58 BEAIE B B R,

232 AT

AL AR B 5 ¥, 8 B R B HEIE B 5 v (DPM) 5 5] #1LPE SR SIE B /7% (LDPM), SEIL T %4 5]
R 22 B BORAIE. 1240 6 SR RE S B0 AN 5] 51 3R IR A 75 ok R 05 B B0 UE B AT, AT KA ERAIE R BARTT 5,
IR E IS AR e s A DPM, HIRTE TAFE EZRM R A TE 5] B R LRI SCRE. 45 DPM fE 5 — & B 1HIE B
e, R G R A LDPM 4k 2R504iE. LDPM i K 1E 5 B8 A st 1 51 38, IR FE I BR il e B s LTI R,
DURE XS A 2% M 35 i FE BT 5%, 684 i DPM i6 /2 LDPM R INEGE ) 51, #S4 AN g B & L5 B E . fE%E
SRR, J5 8200 B 5| HIIE B 222849 50 = L.

H% 1A DPM KB 51 38, $2m 51 BRE B 280, B % V918 A LDPM Sk A7 kAR B 51 28, T 7E
EBA 22 5 5 % ) R b B 2 [ AR T

3L 1 B RIUE 7 (IPM).
BN RBOEHI S lemma, TEAATE N A 2, KiBFHEE LIM, TEAAIRIEIRE isabelle, CHIEH 51 B 247

it VS, 5IEEARIRIE depth;
S B R MR EAT A VS.

1.i=0;

2.j=0;

3. success = false;

4. formal = None; //Z27x 5| 2L TE 2040 IE B

5. while not success and i </1 do{

6.  formal = DPM(lemma, LLM, isabelle, success); // DPM $iIE
7. it++;}

8. if success then

9. VS.add(lemma, formal);

10. return VS

11. if depth > 0 then // 575 5 BEIEACIR B
12.  while not success and j <2 do{

13. formal = LDPM(lemma, LLM, isabelle, success, depth-1); // LDPM H:iE, 51 FLEARER B 1




I8 5 7| BAIRS) 0 KRB A Bk R 2R A B 9

14. Janss]

15. if success then

16.  VS.add(lemma, formal); //7% 5] BLIE 2UA0E BH 21 % S AF-fif
17. return VS

EIENPAT D IR T . & BT (R 1-417): & EI DS i 7 j, 5375 K3K DPM A1 LDPM HI 22k EL. A%
5 success 35| BAE AW IAE D), WI46N false. 285 formal ¥1UEN None, H TR x5 BLAIE AL IEW. DPM iE
B2 (B 5-74T): ZE—MEM 1 R E 2218 DPM UEBA 51 31 J8IT success SR 5| B2 75 4 IE B BT, FH1
DPM 208 1 2 58 8 PR BRI A 11, 5 5] BEUE IR B Dh B I f KAG PRI 7, LR HE AR 75 T 4k 221
Fi DPM. far 5 51 B2 TR BT (B8 810 47): An SR 5] B 5 A48 s Dy ik BA, JUPH% J TR 2CAAIE B3 25 SR I 21 2 83 5
B R B, JFIR B 5] BRR AR FIMT 5 BRIE AR BE GF 11 47): R 5| BAE IR depth /N T 85
T 0, WA AT LDPM, R DPM B4 IEH] 51 Bt A2 3E N LDPM Fr BL. LDPM HER] 24K (55 12-14 17): W2k
depth XF 0, I H. DPM A BE MR IHIER 51 2, 3 LDPM [ Bt 7€ LDPM 1, i 3R LLM 4= p 751 3, i ix
T ERAE R 51 B R, 90 51 B RIRE depth. SEELIEIARFIWT 5| B2 B HAEW, IR E LDPM WG
St REEHIEID T 2. BIER G AEE (B8 15, 16 47): WL 5] B A% 4 B D IE B, DD 3L s0AL IR R 45 21
ISINE SRR 5 B R B, RS (B 17 4T): 1R B 8B IE B 5] B (0 2R S A2 A, L5 82 e SR A .

SR P AR B SEMEGIE B 51 RN, 1 SROKTE 5 AR AT A A (B B, a0 B A g 10 51 B, e5| B PR
R THI ) 486 P 503 45 A 1, A0S 7 | B2 2 3 /I A 50 5| B2, S BT 38 56 5| 350 P W45 k. 9 An#EIE B 51 ] alist_of push
(“k ¢ set (values q) = alist of (pushk p q) = insort_key snd (k, p)(alist_of q)”), T/~ k NER S Z BT H 1), 4 H
PR 5 2O e wAdm A RIS A S, Wi N RBOR S, —Fp i ek 5 push AT TR B BAF Y, 53
— P MR HL insorted _key Y43 70 F AN B S GRS R (15 ) 1, 48 R L alist_of W18 push, BMEH
N Abs pq inverse(“?y € {xs.distinct (map fst xs) A sorted (map snd xs)} = alist_of (Abs_pq?y) = ?y”). {HE A H
RN Abs pq_inverse, WhZiii i PAAN LI SR 264 distinct (map fst xs) 1 sorted (map snd xs), 53 T L3R 56 2% A H1) 5
EAREEMITEA PR, a0 S8 2w e P A BT L X A LR . B e B 8 S5 B R 2 OX
ANLPR A R WAE I, 25 SUE B, W B8 BN Abs pq inverse EBI 513 alist of push; 75 AERH, N5 K
BRI IE IR AN LIRS R 2T R MBI S S BAF, L REIE FHH Abs pq inverse. B0 KIE AR 24416 51 3 distinct
insort_key fst(“distinct (map fst (insort_key snd (k, p) (alist_of q)))") F15| ¥ sorted_insort_key _alist ofi*sorted (map snd
(insort_key snd (k, p) (alist_of q)))”). 513 distinct insort_key fst RRTLRIHBAMAH TG REEKARAEER, 7]
H sorted_insort_key_alist_of IR TLaABAM GBI JG TC R WX FHES. IE XA T3, RS ImE] 51 B A,
512 alist_of push T UGN Abs pq inverse. 512 alist of push Wit iEARN 77 345 LAIE .
24 SIERE

g1 E R B RIPLS B RS LLM [ B 5B S0 A= s 51 B fEAIE 51 BRI, LLM 25 5 B\ HE B (1 B30,
PEAE L) B R A 18 O N T R — A, B E B EET LLM B BRIEAl SN S 45k R R AN Bt A, AT
PRTH A B B T B

7E LDPM (28 2 25 5| BBE &l K, 75 78 B 07 200 TR BA L (8] v, 25 47 78 A o T i A A e e B e A, T
R LLM A& 5 1% iy REAH < 4% 3% 51 BRI (Lemmas2), H HS2 5 BhiZar EHUE . 7€ LDPM KI5 4 5] # %
B, B2 T 5] 2 lemma2 [WIERA 200, LLM 85 S SR 0 A 51 AT JEVE RS TIEBA, 48 HB v 51 28, anis A Sk
A8, B A9 fiyn. it LLM H PPk, LLM A ple— AN G0 TR 1 37 51 2, 1% AN 5] BB 150 v i B8 & & 24 Wi
PR BFRE, B ZE MR B A 30 IE PR v 18] i L. BT 00 51 38 2 B NERIERT B

FEPAT 51 3 SRR R AR b, 75 51 5 ORIE 5 B 45 5 2R ME RO S5 M W AH Q5 B AT 20 A, 49l e s S8 51 3
alist_of push(“alist_of (push k p q) = insort_key snd (k, p) (alist_of q)”) B, 762 Fi KB ARy 36 5| BRET, BRI LLd i
PR alist of KA RN push: alist of (pushk p q) = insort_key snd (k, p)alist_of q). 18I 73 B 26 14 2P 45 14




10 BB AR R B B )

BaVERREL alist_of push R insort_key 55 (For, BAEL alist_of RN AT q et i FI R, RS push 7 H
Wi el A\ TC R I KB F R B AEE TSRS, A AEAE TR BREL insort_key BT RATAFIFI ), KiIEFHE
RUPR R 5| B R 1) 25 3, 2007 51 BERRIR WA A2 (HLAniiE B oL 51 BERR IR /D TR 25 4F). RILTT R k 75 Zi 2 40 5%
f: k ¢ set (values q), BN TGER k ATEMRICH NG g . 24 k352 IR AT, SIBERRIR alist of push 7 BAL. FIK
T F AR A T8 X g B IE B R 2 A, A8 T B R ) 51 B R IR 45 T 0 51 BRI alist_of _push, M 5] R FRA
alist of push i RLIR KA k ¢ set (values q).
2.5 FRLIIE
251 HENGIBERE

AR R BAFE B ARG B @ 5 3%, R ChromaDB 1K BEAFEEIE I, 3 B B R 5 BEE. %
REAFEBEE R EAMEE RT3 MR OB R AR SR ToBE DR RN )&, o, SORSIE X R 5 3R 2
A RIAR BIEE e BE (IR B A 255 e I T 9% 5 BE OG54 45 4045 55 HRON [ 5 p R NS TR0 5| B PRk B
AR ST g AT B T AR BB ROR. A R GRS A USRI, SR AR R (9 HR NS BN A0 P9 2 B B RN
)i, BETY DARSEARUREE B AR U, 78 A 176l P e R 5 1% A ] [ B de DT T R SORY, S 28R [mDxf 2 51 3045 8.

JXF b TN [F B AR B B 51 AT RGAE B, A SO T PR R AR A 1 H— A ARIE W] 51 R B AR A,
FEWFOE T 5 BEAE KI5 5 BFRR. A 2 5 BRI B S iEvE i g, DL R % sUTa i, Joids
AT TSI BRI BAR AW E R, T 2 FR I HFAA. £ 1(a) Bl LDPM ifEd, 58 3 SR RIER
WEIA SR AR T 0 51 3. H 2N BRI 5] R AR A, H T Wesomid T S0 BaiE i 5] 22, WA 5 51 3R 5 e
(AT A UE W, A F T 8 10 1% 51 B OCRI idl G5 A (5 5. Dtk — B 52T S I R A BCR, AT FLFE Isabelle
FREE P A4 HOHE 45 KA 28 0 3 A G TR I 5] B . FEAE B AR R, JE TR — Hd 45 4 0 s B R AT AR B B R
PR IR, A5 IR 5 B AR A 7E R JSUE A b R SAE A, RIEFRR T HE M. 24— & 51 BT e b Uk
BOIEJ5 22 A7 N CAE I 51 B B A7 Ak, JF 500 SE RS L ESCHE 2540 1 5| B PE A 2. B B/ 5] B PR E W AN IR s, A
ARG ARAIE 51 B 22 Fr) e s T3, 340 R 8% R FH 056 TIF 1) 5 | 3000338 5 488 e B 9 I B S R, 8 v A BELGIE O 28R

B8 5| B (A o — ANk (3 AR WIARIRES T 5] B N AR BONA IR 587 B 58 SR A I8 AP HE
e, B2 HERUE B I 5 A B N by, IR 2 SE LG B PE AT R 59 2.
252 JEAALUE L KR

W 1(a) B, T U TeAIE 2 51 38 PR SR ShE W vk i Ja — 28, e B IR R 1 LLM AE e 32 (17 04 iE
WL (W IE A L. LM AR B PR TR sUAGIE B o L 28 2 D AR B IE WA 1 v () i L. ZE MR 3R D, K E 4 M a
& X5 B FE N 2 Isabelle FIE A3 EE A, FIH Isabelle "I H 3 72 AL T E. Sledgehammer, %5 & AliiX L8 1 7]
i AR VIIE B 0. Sledgehammer J8 i 86 R 0TI SO BE/5| B 5 1 S8 5| B v i 5] BB IR, A RGOS IC R B
M, TR TR A I B = 0, 25 1) 8 o ) iy RELEAT B 0E.

3% B

3.1 RSN

AT T 5 REAELIR G LT B, et 50 %, a5 T 2 PSSl S5 K B R A O AE, BT,

1 (stack) #i4r 3ia 5 A B, X 28 PR AN ZIE T 70 R AE SRS HARERAE T BTEE AT AR R R
FRVE I fR 3t e B (LIFO) JE . B, 5228 push_pop_identity BT B3 Vv 5. pop (pushv s) = (v,s) TERALHE
BRAE T push F1 pop #AEBIHE TAERFEAR BRI BURAT A: HEAN—A TR G LAV, SiAS B AR A T &,

H 5% (bounded stack) 7> JLiR 35 8 2% 7€ B, 15 BEAIHR 45 A AH LL, 3 26 5 PRAE IR 25 HAR AR 10 [F) B, Ai4h 5
N T SR 2 AR . 140, 522 bounded stack push_pop_inverse(“—isfull s = pop (push x s) = (Some x, s)”)
PR THER FRRBAR RGBT, push #5845 J5 SLEIHAT pop #RAE 2 IERAIR [BI BN B 70 R ARG I HORAS.

Je it S HBAF (FIFO queue) #4375 4 A~ B, AT 211 7 = 7E AN BA 5 tH BABRAE vh P 41 1047 912 46,



I G4 5 5| RIS REHIELEM A Z I g 3hiEn 11

etk St BA A1 R4 AR P R4 S 3k S A RN, B 70 3R 0 LR B S5 N BABL OR 457 — B Bl 5€ 3R deq2list_ind
(“deq2list q xs = rev q@ xs”) FaK I g T FTE TR R BOIFAS M BN F 3 xs AT, 425 K5 T KBS
g WNHYIR B xs EEE.

R 5642 BAF (priority queue) Fi4r HiiE: 7 /8 B Z BRI DA RIE AL, FIR DA TR A B R H
X IS RIS S G 3 R ARG e — N Rt e 3R 0 e BN U S BB R, B /N D0 HE A 0 B 5 i 481,
min_priority_leq all(“[[ ~is_empty q;v € set |q|]]] = the (the priority q (min q)) < the (priority g v)”) Fmx T i 3k
IR SEHBNT q, LA BAFIRAALE T R TT R v, BRI O SE R NI TS R IR SR A KT v X R AL SE 21

THIF (sublist) #3326 MEH, FERMBRIRE WAL R R FERFM TR, 5T8CHR2
IR —Fhm 7k R, B0, &2 prefix_snoc(“prefix xs (ys@[y] & xs = ys@[y] Vv prefix xs ys”) RRFIFE xs & ys 1B
IR y FRIFFIRAATE, M A xs FT ps@[y] 30 xs C&A2 ys AT,

R 2H 5 5 A A 35 S B AR TR AR I DA 5 A SR SR S5 A 1 5 S, T IX e N AR R AE Tsabelle T iET 4
i YA SCRT B BT JEE7R 1 I8 BA BB 45 Ky # A 5E SOMURE 25 B AL R R

AHEFE B AE L E Ak T7 2L RRE BT S UAE B, R CRAIE i 79 10E B A TE A 70 R . UE B A IR A P 3 AR AR Y
ANFRUEREAT 52 1) UEBH SCAR 20 58 4 R 37 “sorry” Fl“oops 1% 2 F T I A Bk 3k 3iF B R 1) G o, LB R 5e 32 1)
e 2) BEAMIE IR 6 S8 Tsabelle 5E FRAUE W] 45 1K) 026 A0 00, HLIRUEIE FEFRE4UR, DAEAE ik i) IE 6 ) e 240 3.
K FR YK Tsabelle-client APTE?MWE 4% 0% H AT SE L5 Tsabelle f e ROCRR 131638 B, 58 BB SAGIE W IO ER 2
PAT 5 HIR IR
32 B %

o Sledgehammer. A< SCIEHY Isabelle 2022 PR35 H 1) Sledgehammer 1 Jy3EHEIE B T2, FH T 2k i s 55 1 5
1B AT B AR 24K Sledgehammer Y1240 & ¥ I HAE Isabelle 2022 BRI 158 BEANIE BH I SK ¥ EE I
B )25 4 30 s, HEE T 6 AN E 3058 BRI 2% U R TAE, B cved™ | veriTPY, z3P, SPASS™Y. Vampire"”
A Zipperposition™*.

o DSP. % J7i%H Jiang % N Wit HERAETRAE AT 40 A 3 AR 1, it — e 5 SR A e B R sk e
FR, VLN B IK A1 5 AR AR UM B 1 T8 AR B RE L RS, SR A B 308 B B 25 0 5 ] P S EAT SR
Jiang 55 N Ks DSP J735 8 H T v 22 4805 58 BRI TR AT IE, 52 bR A B2 77 ik e 0% A R4 IR B A Fi 42 H
TARIERE b, 52 BRI 1% VA MITRRE, LA ChatGPT A% o2k s Y k1K 2L 3 Ji 25 28 1 Bt &5 A AH 5%
SR FRIRE AT S5 .

o DSP". £y DSP J5VARIY &, DSP BN NAB ST 3 HET7 i1:4R. 5546 DSP — 2, DSP'[A A& B ChatGPT
Az e B AR T AE B 45 T8 3G UE B B 18, (B SR B X3 b AE T 1 n 17 2 T AR T 204G UE WY B0 51 B SRALAD. L
] B FE IR I 5] PR A B AR I, A S PR B0 R v U A R 5 3, AT 3 5 P PR R IR
33 LWRE

KF R ITERIER, PL ChatGPT A KIESHRAL, & E S temperature (F T KB A A SR
MRS 7=0.7. FNEHE P 25 WARTE AU A B, 8 OCIETE A IE I 3E— 877 42 2 AN TE L IE W] 8,
WA 5 B S8 50 AN RAGIE B B B BiE. R — MR UG UE B R B SR I, T 267 5 BIE B i ).
TE 5| BAE BT, HEIE K ChatGPT #iitH 5 2% 1% 51 B2 5k 5] B3k N AR AIE B 51 B1L5% S A7 6 200096 A2 /1 A
AR 5] 5 e Y E RN AR AR SEARLE KT 0.2, B 5 Fra SAE W 51 Bl R A 52U KT 0.08.
R ChatGPT I, S\ A 28 AE & 1(0) MR, IR HE . 1-3 DR BIAIfRs e B, 7= 614 Bk e A\ S
AR EENIGE. RN, FATASR B 51 4 i B 200 8 BRAR AT A7 4, I ORUE T R0 AN B IEFENIE W ) 58
PRSI HIEACE SRS, BRI 5k DPM G300 5 11=1, B 52 BEAE A B T8 75 8 FH 51 285 518 IR shilE B 5 vk
LDPM ¥l 5t 12=5, BRIV i€ FRAIE B I 75 20 A 51 B, R S A il 5 M 51 21, 51 BERIRIE depth=2, Bl 5E B
FEE VA 5138, 518 T DU A 51



12 BRAP AR Hrr e B o G w Sl

34 FEHER

1 S REIR, DSP ke L M BE &5 Bk e BEIAIE B LA T 44.00% B Ih K, Lk Sledgehammer
7RI 8.00%, JF2 58 T 4 AN EFE IR, 238 2 1 BAR E T R0E B A &2 % e KAL) S 4 T e ), @
TR J s R A R A3 R 22 AN FH X T BRLRG) T o A, {6 75 IE B B S PG, B S, DSP VR0 I Th A2 T+ 2 62.00%, #H
Et DSP 7735528 T 18.00% IS, JF 2RI 1 9 A . o eidt SR A4 B g 1 B 51 3806 8 B IE B SR LA B =
R, BRRMA T KBS TR A K R R A IE A I 2 A 1 R PR, A0 A 3 kT fai fb R A e Ab.

R AFNEWI TR MR 45 h 5000 e BB K S8 e i 2l &

e WARES stack b(;l::(ied :Ei?e p;:loerliy sublist JRIZE (%)

Sledgehammer 5 1 1 2 9 36.00
X Dsp™! 5 3 2 2 10 44.00
24 DSP-+5| # (DSP") 5 6 2 2 16 62.00
LDPM 5 8 2 6 20 82.00

“BRAER 5 8 2 3 14 64.00 (—18.00)

A il —IEARIE B 5 6 2 2 16 62.00 (—20.00)

5 R 5 8 2 4 14 66.00 (—16.00)

LDPM TEAHIF FLI5 I 1 26 1 B4l 45 4 78 FRAGUE hik 2 T 82.00% 1R Ih %, 8 DSP /7 b 2642 i 20.00%,
BHMIERR 10 AN, oA ETHIINT 51 B ERS FE vk, B T — MR MRS Bk e B =1
H e S5 B, FRUSCT AT IE B Th ) 51 3. 15 Bz, e B2 (Rl I TR I R A3 LU AL, 15 B A5 LU, b K ie
i T HUE B R IR

2 GBI, HEUETTVE Sledgehammer 7SR PR A 45 #4502 8 22 R ISR SRR R 90.00 s, BN E T
%of 78 FE BRI 1 30 B 5 AT IR B, T 5 B R IR E B Sledgehammer TR HEAT B ZhLIRIE. RN, %
DPVEARAS FHRE S AL, IR+ LLM 3 F i ). DSP 5 vk M BR8] 6027.63 s, 154 DSP J5 ik M6
UERS[A] (1848.76 s) B 3 4%, 3 A2 RUNAE 5IGHT 51 22 4 By s BRI B AR #2 b, R ZE4AME LLM 8 FH I [R] AT Isabelle
IRAIER 8], AT A0 T B AR (B SAS . LDPM J5 ¥4 AR 3G IERT 18] 24 4 520.72 s, 2128 DSP ¥4 0.75 5. X2 T
LDPM %8B 7 — /MR M5 25/ B e B 200 B s ST BRPE, FRORAF T UE B BRI 51 B2, iel> 7 LLM 1
FHIHE]FN Isabelle 46 iF st ]

R 2 ANFNEWI T VAR SN R 25 #) S S B FX I ) s A

o Byt AR ERCAS (s)
stack bounded stack FIFO queue priority queue sublist LLMiEFN ] IsabelledG ik (6] 56 iiF B [A]
Sledgehammer 5 1 1 2 9 — 90.00 90.00
Dsp!? 5 3 2 2 10 214.86 1633.90 1848.76
DSP+5| # (DSP") 5 6 2 2 16 1700.07 4327.56 6027.63
LDPM 5 8 2 6 20 1275.05 3247.67 4520.72

ZEAFR 1 IR 2 BI45 AT AN, LDPM J5 VETE AR 58 BTl B (1) 28 1t £ &5 4 s BREGIEAT 55, S s it s ik
8L, BRE I 2N 44.00% $2 75 5] 82.00%. A& WIE s I (B 20 N B 2e #E 7 VR 10 2.5 i, ARLE [ 3h 8 BIE B v, 5
IE T 28 1 VR Fa b, RO 1S B B2 IR T AT EE N, IX AN B R4S A2 v] 4252 1.

4 4

4.1 HEREAR
5 BRI RRSL Y R B 0R T B B BAE I 98 (40 Sledgehammer F#E4 1) CVC4. VeriT. Z3. SPASS.
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Vampire Fl Zipperposition iX 6 AMFMEBIUEEHAE) BE IR RE 71 4 T 7R B E 51 3R FEXTIX 28 [ Z)) 5 BRI 45 iE
B 8 B RS, A SCHEAT T VR RLSRER, 43 A T BUE S [ SRR 1 SRR BUR, F U R A TERE AN EE SR Rk RE
Z5, WA 1A 3. @i SRk DSPT BRI E IS T LA Y, IX 3 Rl SRS 76 S Bk (bounded stack). 4G BAF
(priority queue) F1-F-FIF (sublist) E A ZUERH T 2 2%, 4 501 4 B, 5 R B B3 £ 5. EHUN 5| B 515
RIS LT, LDPM 3G IEIEIE 2 T IR 64.00%. 7EHCH 51 #EEARIUE B 5% F 5 500 T, LDPM 56 iF i o %
TEEE 62.00%. R 5] B B HE f 500 T, LDPM KIS IEE I 5 R A 66.00%. H1EA 5] B ACIE U] S
ER K, 5138 I B SRS AE H /.

80 1 80
- G| HEHE © g R — W AT AR
7| — LDPM I 10— Lppm — i BAEERE 72
/E% 1%2%1%»%? {64 9| TR BABGUR {64
— SRk T ‘ :
0T pk AR L {565 = ) {56 5
ﬁ 5t 48 % § 7t 148 %
= {242 = 4} {4 2
{16 3t 116
2 18 2t 18
phe s s s o 1L s - s s 0
0 10 20 30 40 50 0 10 20 30 40 50
PN iR € i VL EPNGERE A RitTi P& 1
(a) PRACZBAF 52 FRIER] (b) A S E FEUE ]

K3 LDPM il B 52 50 i s o6

W 3 Fras, R T R s B AR BT R 2 e, (G A KB S R I (RO N, R o 0 ] B AR
K (B, PR BRI 6T 8 R UE R I B . i [ 3(a) DAL BA S E BRAE B v, AR 1 B E B O
™, fiEH LDPM J5 350056 R BABUAH G I 58 BRAG B T ARGFIOMRTR, SERE T 6 AN BRUE W], SRT, 7RI 51 BRI &% K
HMERIELLN, IR 1 3 AN H. B0 51 FUAACUE WIS I D0 T, RIAE 7 2 A2 B 7E B 51 31 S8 3R i)
THOLE, BIE T 4 AR B 3(b) A AR e BIIE B b, BB (MY A 2R e T 8 BVIE B R %, F BAETRA LLM
(R E A B8 5L R, LDPM J7 vk 5e R T 8 /o BIE B 26 BUyH 51 BRI A SR SR Mg 1S 0L R, 38IE T 8 AN
P AU 51 FEACE I SREng S T, REGAIE T 6 AN E B ZEIUH 51 B DA A S LR, IE T 8 ANE R ML
2, IX 3 RSB A9 LLM A K3 2.2 T LDPM ¥4,

X SeIe g Rt — PIRE AR B ST IR A SO B I B 3h 5 A WA IE W e B, R T3
PERIASBT T 8, RO & H2 KR I I 723X 38 WA A F 5 3822 S 4 van E BRI R D 28 1R O B R 3%, T HAE Ak
TR M R 5 ) S BN SR U
4.2 S|EEFEEXT B e EIRUERA SR IERRRE TR SZMR

I MBI ERE H E AR G B 51 2R, AT LAY R B 3 BAIE A 2 RHIE B H bR 48 R B AR, DU U Hh A RGIE B SR
W, AT 1 S BE B I RCR. W 4 Fow, B 503 T 2 B min_priority_leq_all (FEROLSE B H B\ B Je & HIPL5G
G/ AR EAGE A B FERE B3R LLM A A% 5| BRRIR distint fit_alist_of (AR SGBAFIAE 2SI, 45 3
AL BAE T B R, HT A BEX A 1| DR BME— 1, AMEEER). min_priority leq all aux (TE—M&8E
XF RO 56 A 151 ELAR e — OB B X 1) e, Sk o 3R IR Se 40/ T 8B 0 51 2 AR B A T RIMAL B 90 A
sorted_alist_of (TEAE B SBAE X F R by, X B G SAE X 128 2 AT RIZIUTHER). 5, B —IE X 28 5] 2, iR
FOEGYE, JRRUE B BT BRI B S UE B 51 B AR R A T, RET T B R DU I 51 . B, B S
15 2L, Sledgehammer BEMS 056 AH ¢ 51 30, T -& B HH [B) 65 A (€ R min_priority_leq_all & 3\AKIE B A (1) (]
7 ha) [1IIF BA SREmE, DU £R 22 3 AR P TR 1.
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theorem min_priority leq_all:
assumes al:"~ is_empty q"
and a2:"v € set|q|"
shows "the (priority q (min q)) < the (priority q v)"

S Bk

I
ks

BRI orwn o wn K eI

v

lemma distinct_fst_alist of:
assumes "~ is_empty q"
shows "distinct (map fst (alist_of q))"

SRR

TE 512

5l HER A
lemma min_priority_leq_all_aux:
assumes al: "sorted (map snd (alist_of q))"

and distinct (map fst (alist_of q))"

and 'v # fst (hd (alist_of q))"

and a4: v € set (map fst (alist_of q))"
shows "the (map_of (alist_of q) (fst (hd (alist_of q)))) <
the (map_of (alist_of q) v)"

lmwm@

-

lemma distinct_fst_alist_of:
assumes " is_empty q"
shows "distinct (map fst (alist_of q))"
proof (cases "alist_of q")
case Nil
then have "is_empty q"
by (simp add: priority_queue.is_empty_def)
then show ?thesis by (simp add: assms)
next
case (Cons a list)
then have "q # empty" using alist_of
by (metis (no_types, lifting) Abs_pq_inverse
assms distinct.simps(1) map_is_Nil_conv
mem_Collect_eq priority_queue.empty_def
priority_queue.is_empty_def sorted0)
then have "distinct (map fst (alist_of q))"
using alist_of by auto
then show 2thesis by simp
qed

SRR

.

i

/

lemma min_priority leq all aux:

assumes al: "sorted (map snd (alist_of q))"
and a2: "distinct (map fst (alist_of q))"
and a3: "v # fst (hd (alist_of q))"
and a4: "v € set (map fst (alist_of q))"

shows "the (map_of (alist_of q) (fst (hd (alist_of q)))) <

the (map_of (alist_of q) v)"

proof -

(* Step 1: Definitions *)

define min_key where "min_key = fst (hd (alist_of q))"

(* Step 2.1: Analysis of al *)

have min_priority_leq_all: " Ap. (min_key, p) € set (alist_of q)

the (map_of (alist_of q) min_key) < p"

using al unfolding min_key_def
by (simp add: a2)

(* Step 2.2: Analysis of a2 *)

have v_priority_defined: " p. (v, p) € set (alist_of q)"
using a4 by auto

(* Step 2.3: Analysis of a3 *)

have min_key neq_v: "min_key # v"
using a3 unfolding min_key_def

by auto

(* Step 3: Conclusion *)

show ?thesis
using min_priority_leq_all v_priority_defined min_key neq v
by (smit (verit, best) al a2 empty_iff empty_set
hd_conv_nth in_set_conv_nth length_map length_pos_if _in_set list.
set_cases map_of Cons_code(2)map_of is_Somel nth_map option.sel

ﬂﬁwﬁwmﬁ\\

prod.collapse sndl sorted_nth_mono zero_le)

l N

lemma sorted_alist_of: E{RYSEN
Usorted (map snd (alist_of q))"

TIEW 5] B

A
ST A ALE D]
lemma sorted alist_of:

"sorted (map snd (alist_of q))"
(* By the definition of alist_of *)
proof -
have "sorted (map snd (alist_of q))"
using alist_of
by auto
then show ?thesis
by simp
qed

CLEM 1B R A7 31

/lhcnrcm min_priority_leq_all:

proof -
(* Step 3: Case Analysis *)
show ?thesis
proof (cases "q = empty")
case True

assumes al: "~ is_empty q" and a2: "v € set|q|"
shows "the (priority q (min q)) < the (priority g v)"

if@ﬁﬁzwimaﬂ\

P

theorem min_priority_leq_all: SERRPRE
assumes al:"—is_empty q" and a2:"v € set |q|"
shows "the (priority q (min q)) < the (priority q v)"

SN—>

(* Case 1: q is empty, contradicts the premise *)
then have "is_empty q" using alist_of
by (simp add: alist_of Abs_pq priority_queue.empty_def
priority_queue.is_empty_def)
then show %thesis using al by auto
next
case False
(* Case 2: q is not empty *)
then have "q # empty" by simp
then have hl: "min q = fst (hd (alist_of q))"
by (simp add: priority_queue.min_def)
then have h2: "v € set (map fst (alist_of q))"
by (metis a2 values_def)
(* Step 4: Priority of m and v *)
have h3:"the (priority q (min q)) = the (map_of (alist_of q) (min q))"
by (simp add: priority_def)
also have h4:"... < the (map_of (alist_of q) v)"
by (metis al distinct_fst_alist_of h2 min_priority leq_all_aux
order_refl priority_queue.min_def sorted alist of)
finally show ?thesis
by (simp add: priority_def)
qed

K4 EH min_priority leq all IEF]

/
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K 5 RoR T S HE R AN E RN S FRECE LI B E 5(a) SR Tl EE g R S A B AL I 5] FE
TF4E, I 5(b) M IR 15X Bt 45 A A a2 1) 5 BRI T4 TSI B 70 R 3 Ao 88—, T e s dE
T AL W8 3R 10 51 B2 (Lemmas]); 4 =, 3T 5 22 A0 7 20 AGAE T 5 P SR 1 51 21 (Lemmas2); 45 =, il 51 #%
BIREU 5] 2 (Reflection lemmas). W5 G ARG B %48 19 51 BB % E bR DU AR 3 A e IR BH G A P S Bn
VR 5] B, ST ERE B R RO SRR R S B AR T 5 T TR B B B, Rk
TR 5 EEAE B A RO X e FE s T 5 B P d s S TR 7 A T AR e M 5 P R T IR A R SRR
e

70 | =] 3 E 72 G| R 44
I I RG] SRR R 40 w5 FIE I R 5] 1 EE G KR
60 | 5| FHIE A R 5] ) 51 BE A B | FEIE B 5] S S
50 30
T i)
ﬁ 40
L 19
30| 26 30 29 = 20 14
0 12 13
I 7
5 6
- 23 1
0
Lemmas! Lemmas2 Reflection 7| Lemmas] Lemmas2 Reflection 5| F[EE
lemmas lemmas
(a) tRAZBAF (b) A TR

5 GIEREE A AR AR R A R R B AR

o S| HER. 51 B MG RIL T BEA T R KNE, BAR 0 AW k@t H—, BT w s I iE s, 519 K15
ERMAE RS B (Lemmasl); 3=, ZF @B IEHERE, 515 KE S B2 A 5] 2 (Lemmas2). ULE 5(a)
PRI BAF ), B i 3 0E 1) 51 BLRB0E 72 4, H 16 4RI Lemmasl, 26 /N KJET Lemmas2. #2
FIEETE L 58.33%, AaFEE T 51 BEEM A2, B9 T H0 5 22w B B 0 3 AR 7). B 5(b) MR, IXwify
A9 iE HAR IR 5 BFRAE SR S50 F SR 5 56.82% (5138 % H 51 FR I EIL B 44 4>, HA 12 /MK EH Lemmasl,
13 K H Lemmas2), [FIFEAG R0 3 58 7 551 B EE I N 45

o 5| BHIF B, SR AR A 7 2E B e 51 3, fRAE 51 B R 5 R E . W 5(a) SR BARFTR, 53
FEH, 25 40.3% 1) 5] BRI 51 T HAR G| B, X B E R T 51 B AER . A R B R E, Lemmas] T4
I AE, a1t 10 25 5] FL4E 5 SRR BT R A, A 801X 62.5%. Lemmas2 T4 BAAYE 5 M 51 H R & 2, B
BRI, N 50.0%. T Reflection lemmas 42 WITE 5| F B 55 80 A4 B3y 405 5 oK. 7218 5(b) 1,
T4 Lemmas] [FIFEJEIH & & A 20, SIS — 2 M E T Lemmasl T4 5| 20 MRF 08, A 78 IR
A] e 5] BRI B AR % YT AH 9% Lemmas K FE 58 B0 AR % AR A 51 5 K05 5 BB AR A 5| 22, AT A4 = iE
BIAR AA R A g0 B R @ P Y 51 3 1 Lemmas2 5 Reflection lemmas M 56 £ 1 340 52 B A 145 5 1)
A, T AR R 5 2R LA SR AT X M, (ECE P VAR R R . 45 AT, 51 B i 5 AR T R 45 A
FH AL S

o SR, WK 5(a) Frow, fEER AL A L, Jdad 5 2 ) SR T 30 A1 3, A8y e 75l
B Wl 5(b) Fiow, TEEUE 45/ Tk b, @it 5] B BRI T 19 AN 513, FIARA Ry R T 91 3PE. RETER S
i1, T-£& Reflection lemmas [ 5| Bl ¥ & 5. 5 T T8 Lemmas! 1 Lemmas2, {8 3%} 52 FHHIE B (14 %50t 50 ARA%. B
T E, B S(a) B AR R, F4E Reflection lemmas (%5 #17E 52 BRI B vh R4 51, & 0; 17181 5(b)
MR 7R, 2% A8 € BRI b 1A AN 5.3%, T T Ik, XK W, Reflection lemmas 7£ {23 1€ FEE W]
J7 AR AR, X —IRATRRA AT LLM £ Z £ 8 RS BRI T, H G872 BB, 74 Reflection
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lemmas 7£ 5| 3RAE B A2 o R I H — 5 BRI RCH].
4.4 H=HITAR

T B 1 B 5| 2R 2R IR ENUE B 5 R R, AT I T A ARG, 5 4.4.1 T RN Z O S
HH 2R P 2 45 4 LA NTNEIE B B (min_priority leq all). 5 4.4.2 T¥Z I 15D & BRIE I AR LR M B m &5 44
X E I E I (sizel _height), BE— IR AT 19 7).

AT S 2 (5 2 4 By 2 HIE W 2% Tsabelle, UK %15 5 1OA% O B 17 T EE UL R U0 R

theorem: 5 BAFIE B 1) 5 1, B 75 B0 R IR i L.

lemma: 7 B4R BN VR 5121, BT 3248 32 @ #EAIE B, 1E R IR R R 2 4N H #5.

proof: J& ZNF IR, 5 415 BRIE B SR B 1 D 1.

case: 731 BUIE BH (1943 S AR IE.

have: 1IF B I 72 vl B 45 Sy TR] 2508, T3 0 A0 2 iE AR A

then show: 2T §T—25 1) have 2518, #:5 IUFEHI 25740 S HAR (2thesis A3 27T TIEHT HAR).

next: VI3 E 43 4F DLIEBH 1 F — /N9 32.

from: 51 H AR ®. FI3EBUEME K.

using: £5 &2 MRS, 5 FREL SR T H e RS,

by: I IE B S /S (40 simp fRiALES . auto HSIHEHE. metis B HEUEAHAS . fastforce 3 IHEHE) 52U AT S5 18 1
HEHA.

assumes: 75 B 58 BELEY 5| BE A FTEE 551, BIRAIE B (RS 5t

shows: 75 & BREL 5| #R 1 4510, B 75 2R B A7,

qed: &5 AUEBA IR, bric 240 8 BB T ER BIIE B 58 K.

441 SMEHIRAN

AT FLTE Se I8 AT SR AL S e 2 B ORI 51 3RIR IR, H255 1 Bk ACIIE BH SR B 01X 28 5 34T
IO, K B et 1) 5 ERCSR 2 5| B . 7R 5 3 aUAIE B B AT IR R, R 51 B P AL R S R
o i) i AR DU C 19 51 2, DL B 30 BRUE B 23 4R 6 S, 4 Bh & B 28000 IF B SR, i 28 SIS IR m I o6 8 1)
UE B, I8 R 8 B AR AR TR A TE I I IE 1. a0l 4 BTOR, BB min_priority_leq_all(“the (priority q (min q)) <
the (priority q v)”) FZREN ST, A7 T BAE 0 R LSRR A I/ MA. Heh, priority BREIVE R ERE 45 7€
18 S B 2 ) T S R 56 2%, T mim R 500 T 3R B 1 BA T 0 3R A SGBEL. H RAR E IR AR 40 F .

SRAE B AR E R min_priority leq_all, 1 2618 3R KA AR il e 3R T s0UAAE WA, AT S AR 48 40 56 2 BA B 1 4
{ERREL (W R EL prioprity R min), BB ATE IR B 3 min_priority_leq all, BEANIE IS FEY IR Z IR, MR HZ
BT IRAR. BEE, DOZAETE AR B 9 2Ea, 515 R R A 1 BE )% A B R ] %0 AR B
DAREE T 00 5 v, G B AR5 S UF AT 2 PR S, 150 0 s BT i AR R,

HIR, KA Aa 3 A8 D¢ 5| BREH B 50 0F 8 32, ARYE 52 22 min_priority leq all WAETE AR B B2 F K A IE B &L
B, JE I B A1 SR AL 515 ORI A AE O i 51 2. 7R b R ep, OB X 1% 5 HIE WA AT RE v SR B E AT T
ST, KAFERIAR HEI 5 2 BA 51386 A2 I 2 SR 26 A “dlistinct (map fst xs)"F1“sorted (map snd xs)”, Fed<xs” &M 56 F A
FUXF BB R, R distinet YRR AL BT TR REANEE, B4 sorted LR AL AT H TR R ALLAG T
Tk B AT B AT, AT E I min_priority leq all W, RS FBAFI X B 51 R “xs” 5 T “alist_of q”, FRAEX
alist_of RoNFEMM NG q Bt BRI 20, Bk, KRB PE 5 B A0 W37 51 B distinet fst_alist_of+ M
sorted_alist of. 77 M ZIH M RETHL SR AT T RAEA B TS AR A P HEF. T 204k 5 1] A — > S B o [ o st
(“the (map_of (alist_of q)(min q)) < the (map_of (alist_of q)v)”) TLIE BB Sledgehammer 381IE, 12 H (8] iy 25 (19 4%
OF AET BAR/MEGER I TOR, ARG BEME kN T-BA A o i oAt 76 38 AR B 2. D 58 B i (14 IE
WY, BRI TR R BA A ) 1A 2O R 2%, Sttt 4 TOURT B0, I DL W FEREAG 22 1 4B 51 38 min_priority_leq_




X Gdh 5 7| B EBR ) 6 LR SR 45 M Fk R 3R B ZhiE 17

all_aux, 757G T RACEBAFIRI LIRS B EAERNZE, 513 distinet_fst_alist of T sorted alist of 7 5IEH
Xt e A B HE R ATE BV 3K, 11 5138 min_priority leq all aux W& 3T 58 BRI A0 IE B 52 B B A2 R ) 5 B
5| #.

SRJEUERA R 51 R, KA RLKG 51 340 AF S v (8] i R, 3B AN 38 UF F IR A M. DLSI 2R distinet_fst_alist of  min_
priority leq_all_aux F sorted _alist_of 9, X5 ¥ & T I A1, UE B 236 2 A0 G BA B I 20 SR KR, 1 dn
“alist_of Ix € {xs.distinct (map fst xs) A sorted (map snd xs)}”. 24T H 5| B 52 G RMIRIEFHRIINEZ G, RS
BEANT 8 HE min_priority leq_all TR AAGUE B E IR IERY BL. I, Sledgehammer 23 M\ 5| 28 ks 28 5 24117 v [A]
A AR UL AT B 5] 2, 28 T i 2 5| #ERE A A AR R (1 3E B SR . AL B 20 e 3 B 45 7T DLE 40 A 51 2% R
A 5] B, ZE R 2 vh B 25 M 6 3 I P SR . DA — v 8] i R B0 0E 9 9], FLAIE I S 7T 35 D9 “by(metis
al distinct_fst_alist_of h2 min_priority leq_all aux order refl priority queue.min_def sorted alist of)”. % 5 H& N
A7 B OKE F A AR BRI PR BGAE 10 51 B2 distinet fst_alist_of  min_priority leq_all_aux 5 sorted_alist of ,
RN T R TiE X HI e a5 2, 4 order_refl ~ priority_queue 5 min_def. J8IE XX 5| HTH LA A,
UE B SR A5 DA R0 UE 55 B i) A R v 18] i 8, ANTTAA OR T8 B min_priority_leq_all B % IERiTE.

442 ¥ RIEZE]

TRt — PR B A ST R IE Ve, B TRe FAE T 2 A 2R 1 e &5 4 S0k 8 R A AR S5 b o T AR 1 S
FEO ARSI HHE 4 s B, BT A IE 1 51, B P HE T 0 T TSI E R IR I B, € IR sizel _height
(“sizel t < 2"height(t :: 'atree)”’) iR T — S i 47 rUS B S W DG R, AR QAR S TAER X o, 15 E
BOAERLL 2 {height 1}—1 (FeHh height t Fon B IR E). 20E BLAITEAHIE TP BRI R

%6, W 6 FrR, KIE BB T — SUW B I 4544, 73 IR ¢ = leaf F1 t = Node 1 a r FIFMETEREATIEH, i&
W RETT € sizel _height W56 BAE M. Bl J5, RIE 5 BEBUKZ AR TR A0 E B 5 oA T8 U0 UE B B, JF 52l
Sledgehammer X B & P 1) 9 (] iy 34T B S 40 I8 0E. S87, UL R i 7 — A a8 (d0: “ 2 height I+
2Mheight r < 2 %2 (max (height I)(height v))”). BT height | 1 height r 2 [A1 1) K /N R Jo vk H 4 %€, Sledgeham-
mer JGVE B 58 RIE B,

t N\ ( theorm sizel_height: "sizel t <2 " height (t::'a tree)" h
Step 1: Prove for the binary tree t using structural induction... proof (induction t)
Step 2: Base case (the leaf node Leaf). .. sizel Leaf= 1. case Leaf
Similarly, ...2 " height Leaf = 2 ~ 0 = 1.Since both sizel Leaf have "sizel Leaf = 1" by simp
and 2 ” height Leaf are equal to 1.... have "2 ~ height Leaf = 1" by simp
Step 3: Inductive case (the internal node Node 1x 1) . then show ?case by simp
Step 4: we can conclude that sizel (Node 1 x r) =sizel 1 + next
sizel r....we get height (Node 1 x r) = max (height 1) (height r) case (Node 1x 1)
+1. have "sizel (Node | x r) =sizel | + sizel r" by simp
Step 5: Then, according to the rules of exponentiation, from have "height (Node | x r) = max (height 1) (height r) +1" by simp
the above formula, through simplification, we can deduce have "2 ~ height (Node 1 x r) =2 * 2 " (max (height 1) (height r))"
that 2 ~ height (Node 1 x 1) =2 * 2 * (max (height 1) (height by simp
1)). from Node.IH(1) have "sizel 1 <2 " height 1" .
Step 6: Application of the inductive hypothesis: we know that from Node.IH(2) have "sizel r <2 ~ height r" .
sizel 1 <2 ~ height 1. we know that sizel r <2 ” height r...we have "sizel 1+ sizel r <2 " height 1+ 2 ~ height r"
can obtain that sizel 1+ sizel r <2 ~ height 1 + 2 ~ height r. using Node.IH(1,2) by auto
Step 7: Further derivation of the inequality:For the inequality also have "2” height | + 2 ~ height r <2 * 2 ~ max (height 1)
2 ~height 1 +2 ~ height r <2 * 2 A max (height 1) (height r)... (height )"
Step 8: Draw a conclusion:we can conclude that sizel (Node 1 by (metis power_Suc power. sum)
x 1) <2 ” height (Node | x r), and the proof of the inductive then show ?case
case is completed. using calculation by fastforce
N AN G J

6 XM e sizel height iEH

BT IR —E R, 5 B S B BB 1T i b ) 8 AR B B 51 power_sum (U0: “2%a+2"b < 2"
(Suc (max a b))”). 512 power sum SH7IBAEEH 52 BH K 8] dr B Dh e B R A B E MR EM, 38 BA R% MY




18 BRAP AR Hrr e B o G w Sl

REIC R, B UE I HE R SRR 42, 1% 51 BRAS S TR — S5 IR 40 PRGN 9 22 A o ] i A, A3 HAE W A e 4k
ket AT R AR UCUE A, AT PR T R A TIE B 1R B2 2R k.

)5, B 5| B power sum, B sizel height I B BI30IEAS DA £ 5E R, 1E & FE A8 1% 51 22, Hhai Xk DL E BIE e
) e I A R A B BB A, AT AE 5| BRI SCHE T B R DA i3k

5 BFRM

AR R LA R G54, JA TR PRI JT THI A e ik L A

— 5 T, AR AR BEAIE W U T H SR I SRR, JC AR B 45 4 5 LI B U, oIkt AT KR S (3K
T AR LA B e 45 MY HEAT IR AT IE, AR R T — 52 Bl B A I 2R, DR SRR e P i 45 MV T T R

I, ASCTEERIG B SR FE b, & 5 B S Ak e S50 B RF P EAT 1. 3 2 ERBLAE: 1) %
U5 B BRI, ARSI S B U e RS (AR AR SRR BB RSB BABIRI T RIR)
RS ERAE (WA SN R i S i) VR A BB RR S AN AR & X T ARG PR 25 v B S A F i AR K (i %2
BRIE I RS MR APIRESAZE (WP 1), 24051 B (08 2 B AT IR 2) AR RN IR A X k. A SOy
T FICI v B)  BER A  SR A AL BE E  RU E F HBCE 1 AE AN d A RK ST S A AR R I S5 ) (n Y
X R R A BRI D) I, B ER A ]  R ARG, DT HE W] BE O R A AR B O B ) T TR 5
B, T 5 22N T PB N i .

PRk, AR SCOT AT AR JR BR 1, T 2 7 A B AT % I AR 2 1R B0 254 B0 (U447 20 M B0 AVIL B 191
i) B, 75 B 5 B AN AR R AT A X R R3S . R ORI TARAS B0 T A5 BLAE SR Y i 25 50 R 2R (X AR L ik sl

6 & 1

ASCHE T 5B AR ENIE W] U7 i (LDPM), B AR IE A& — DA 1 5| 22, 345 A H 3 52 BLIE W 48
FERE 7 F 0 7 XA UE B B 1 o o ) i R B 0. B Rl LLM 578 S IR UEHOR,, i Bl e BRI % AL E AN
TEAACUE I B &R R LLM AR i 2 A 51 2R, I EUu i 51 BEEAT IR AU M, AT AN B8t i 51 B2 P f) T S
SEAh, AU LLM SOBRPAEWT #0512, £ B LLM A2 sl S8 1R 10 51 BERRR, i3t — By 51 BRI N 2. 5 UAETT
R TG S IR AL B AR R, LDPM 551 SR T+ A 2l BRI 2% 78 o (8] dy @l Ab BE 1 ) e 7). Seia il
U, LDPM S5 T L o Bl 45 1 5532 78 BRKHIE T AR D 26 ASSC IR Rl FC PR 73 A 75 1 LDPM Hh 335
SRS A R0

RE LDPM {ESEIR S0l R DL B 0%, (BHAECUT LA T A 3 — 2B 3R T2 18] ¥ 5, 6 5] B i%
771, Sledgehammer 5 ] i 5K FH F) 5 15 SREME 00 [ 52, HAUM 0 51 B £ T2 wT REAE 5070 S0 B 51 BN, &
BT BAE AR IAE . B 0HZ — il B, AR AT 51N R A U L, 515 Sledgehammer JEAT B RS HER 5] BLIH 1%,
PASR THIE B S0 25 B A 83 5 R . L, AR TR A 5 58 T, 4 i R Chat GPT Hag i A ik 51 BRI [ 7 oK
PHE B R GUBE FEE A 5 T 22 8. &1 XX —BUIR, % LLM (41 ChatGPT) #EAT [ )R 52 U G, A 52 225
FETHEAEZAESS P RIRBLRE ). BN, £ 51 BB IR vh, AT £ LLM B RHE SAIX A IR, —E R L2
T B A RO, R BRSSP IR E . ARSI RS 5, K B TR R AT R
R E3AAL, TR T AL 5] B IS 5 AL AR T 2R A P BE.
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