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1 YA =79} =2 (Propositions and Inference)

1.1 Modus Ponens9]] 7|4tgt 5% &2} (proof procedure)

YA *=2]7} propositional definite clausesZ Fo] % th1l 5}x}. KB7} propo-
sitional definite clausesZ 1A H 720 A& FH A=} (bottom-up proof
procedure) = o213} Ztt.

Algorithm 1 Definite clauses”|HF KBAFof| 4] Bottom-up proof procedure

1: procedure Prove_DC_BU(K B)> Returns set of all atoms that are logical
consequences of KB

2 C={} > C' is a set of atoms
3 repeat

4: Select h < ay A -+ A ay, in KB where a; € C for all i, and h ¢ C
5: CcC=Cu {h}
6

7

8:

until No more definite clauses can be selected
return C.
end procedure

Problem 1 Propositional definite clause?] A 2]& 7]|&SHA] 2.
Problem 2 K B7} Propositional definite clauseS2 LA E|o] ltta 71454}
(1) oJH KB2] modelo|st KBUo] L= HAE 0% 3} interpre-
tation= ettt KB7F thaat 2=, 7Hseh 2= model= 7]&5}
Al Q.
KB ={p,q< pr}
(2) KB £ g 54 oulel?

(3) Folxl T8 AH(proof procedure)of] tiall, KB+ go] oju]= F319]
712

(4) KB = g9 KB g o] 8e A&dhale.

Problem 3 Soundness?} Completeness

(1) o7 2% Hx}7} soundsirts e T2 olu]Ql7)?

(2) FolA =% Hx}7} completeditt= W L& oju] 7}y

(3) Y19 AFA 5 Ax} Prove_DC_BU7Z} sounddhs S H5HA] 2
(4) 919] AgFAl Z9 HA}F Prove_DC_BU7} complete$t-2 ZHIIA] 2



1.2 Negation as Failure

Atom aof T3] ZHo] failx]H, ~ao|8t1l 231, o] Negation as failure
(NAF)2t 2Ect KBE NAFE ESHSH= clausesER FAEW |, EAE A
a4 59 AAHE et g,

Algorithm 2 Bottom-up negation as failure proof procedure

1: procedure Prove_NAF_BU(KB) > Returns set of literals that follow
from the completion of KB

2: C={} > C is a set of atoms
3: repeat
4: either
5: select r € KB such that
rish< by A by,
b; € C for all 4, and
h¢C
6: C=Cu {h}
T or
8: select h € KB such that ~ ¢ C and
where for every clause h < by A---Ab,, € KB
either for some b;, ~b; € C
or some b; = ~g and g € C
9: C=CuU {Nh}
10: until No more selections are possible
11: return C.

12: end procedure

Problem 1 Monotonic logicE o]t EA-S 714 logice Hol=7}?

Problem 2 Non-monotonic logico|gt o] st EA-2 714 logicll7}?

Problem 3 KB7} NAFES EZGFSH clausesgtal 714 6Fal, Non-monotonicdt &
48 Bol w2 dA 2ol HolXe
Z NAFE Z3SE clauses® A EH KB_J A E 571, of 7] o] oJiSt clause
& T o2 0]3 9] consequence?t FAE]= AHE Ho|H Hr,

Problem 4 [Python implementation]| $J9] NAF 9] A4 £ FX}-E python
o2 JTHFA Q.
@, KBS 745z clausesE A RHEH ¢oj54
IS 93], negation 17| S5, NAFE 93] 7|5
~PE elalala, P ~PE ojujgch
18] 7, 3 linewt 9] clauseuPol FAEES stof, 5L O] F lines7}
KBo] 3t clause?] & A4 A2t = St}
g e i et g}

& ES 5k, g
£ gt 2, 1Pk
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p<-q r
p<-s
q<- "s
r<-"t



919l 4= U2 th clauses2 T/ E KBE o0|ght}.

p <~ qNA~T
p 4+ s

q + ~s

r o~ ~t

t

§ 4~ w

4 0 AE R PAFE Felahd b 2
AYSFAl =W AR} Ld: Prove. NAF_BUE python© 2 &

o A F% AR Test: 47 TR YeAuAR Bl KBE HolS
°]al,

ol

=

na

2
=

o|ZHE :[Lﬁﬂr;] AYFAl =1 AR} Prove N AF_BUS A-436}0]
XJ KBERE 2 7}—0—°J RE literal?] st C= 7,090 Y&
o]—J‘f python ZVE_E XP/K‘].
Ceret A1E KB (01 RH Test 8 2242 S E5HA9 (55
Aol HIAE A3} 7)),
o ASFA] Zw H2l Non-monotonic Test:
Problem 32] 9|45 #-85}%] Non-monotonicEA-S Hole AgS

Bl AEste} (H1Ad H|IAE AT} 7]%).

1.3 Abduction

Abductiong FAI3}517] Y30, (KB, A)7} Fo1X] 11, 9]7] A K B+= Horn clauses
=2 T4 knowledge baseE, AE assumables ] gto|2tal o1},

Problem 1 Abductiono]|gt F3alel7}?
Problem 2 (KB, A)9] scenario?] t¢t A o& 7|&sIA L

Problem 3 (KB, A)2X & A gol gt explanation®] % 2|2} minimal ex-
planation®] A 9]& 7]&3}A| 2

Problem 4 KB7} t}-& Horn clauses2 JA %1

low < study_none
low <+ difficult A study_normal
high < easy A study-normal
high <+ genius
high <+ study_hard
happy < high
happy < easy
false <+ study_none A study_normal
false <+ study_normal A study_hard
false <+ study_none A study_hard



Assumables A7} ofgjje} ot 71ASHAL .
easy, dif ficult, genius, study_none, study_normal, study_hard
(1) highZ} observation®| }-2mj 2] & minimal explanation2 L& 3}A]|
Q.
(2) E3H lowZ} observation® 21 ©] ILE minimal explanationg U
5149
(3) E3H low Ahappy?} observation®] -2 ©] I E minimal explanation

-

D

Problem 5 Abductive diagnosis
diagnosis®} 2}o] A4S 7HAst o &

2 Az e L B2

2 A diEr 2oz AEdor s v= £

o)
o
i %2,

o BA| Eo] BHAA: A&y Ao gt Eo] 21} (wordihd 2H4])

e IE AA|: Problem 1.2.4¢] thaA] Python code |

e KB AE 1}l AA: Problem 1.2.40| 4] sample® Al-85t KB ot E H3.

e H|IAE A3} Problem 1.2.40f T3t code ¥ sl 271 = &9 Z3t

. éiﬂﬂr HIA: Problem 1.2.4¢] tiet 7@ W 2 §AE AntE goket B
alA .

2 ahAo] B 9 wige oheat 2t
o AR BA Fol A% B 2 =4 (407)
o 7@ A4 2 $FH (407)
o 79| Readability @ #AA4 (103)
o A3t RN A4 2 $24 (107)



