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MR E > TRPFEOT =2 2G5 ATV THIERETEIC LD HEE R L TR S LD ToH
fFlTH 5.

W, EEFEIC L DB ERINE S AT MIHAT 2 & TEOEMMEZ R, 1t
ROGHINE S AT 5 [27-28] DL VIKRAGEE T Web EOKRERT — X bR E1T-> T
FIAZE ZEIXTERY. IBRTDHUAT MIRFGEE G AT FHENL Rk EREIZ LS
HERRZATV, ERICKT 2RIEE2EL . AVATLAEZMEATHZ Lickb, Web LT —
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ZEFIH Licmfie2 T v v ARy b [29-30] EBRESHRE T A7 A [31-32] OHEELA AlHE
IZ22%. ZhoDT7 7V r—ya w2 FBRTEE, 2 —FIEEi bR o RR R G
DRERN/TEDLEIITRD.

1990 RO X7 > a3 = X ALK, RO N THRENROMEEKE =2 —F Ly hT—7
WFFR DI TR TN D Z LITIER T Iino Ttz REIZEBT DWFEIERD A
THREMFZE & RIS 78 ORI 2 - e F Rk e Wi 5. F2, EEFEEZHNT
Prolog 7 A 7 7208 R % FEHBLL TR Y, #ERITITRVHHEORmNT 7V r—ra v &ieoT
W5,

AETITET, 228iTREICRIT DL L BET HHFRICOVWTIH~S. 2.3HiTiE, FH
KR T HFLHFLIIZ DN TR D, 2.4HiTlE, 2.3Hi TR ~R72FL S LB O 7 H FIEL N
ZNHERA LIZERISE S AT 2 RETH. 25 HiTl, BRETFEOEBRBERIC OV TH
BT 5. W, REIZBUT DT [33] OMfEE X—A L LTiTHo 7.

2.2 EEHR

2.2.1 Za—Fixy bN7—2ICkBESHSR

EEEEOBRGLURI LY, =2—F %y NU—7 AW TRR SR EEE L, #maiTH
e [20-21] 25 <ATPNTE 2. MERELOE 25t L Lziige [34-36] 7210 T2 <,
KREIZBIT HWFRD L 51— MR GEIR PR A 6t 4 & L7ofgE [37-39] R —{b &2 78 T 5058
[40-41] HATONTE /2. LALRR L, ZhLOHRITFIEOREIIEE-> TR, FHME
Ko 72

WEFEOBGHIL, V7 7=2a—F NV %y NU—7 [24-2542-44] °7 4 — K7+ U —F
F v hU—7 [26] ZFIH LIz ERBEOMIENTOND X )l oiz. 7T 7 =a—F /3%
v U =7 ZMH L5l o%a, FilciinmiicmiB otz y b —2I12h
ZTENPRITNERLT, T—2IHENmBEXOBERLFANAE L T LERH D,
74— R74+U— Ry NI =7 Z Wi s 7 E O%A1E, R FamBomB o m T x
v MU —7 ORERRIZIKIF L, FAHIR Y MY =T IZAZ N— L ERET 20 ERNS D, Kin
DIRZRFEITR Fam BRI G CHEO LM XU E R B o BITHN 2% 1T T 67,
FANZ R Y N —JIC5 X H0EH 720,
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Hi!

— 5T, WREFEIZED GPT-3 [45] <X° Transformer [46]D X 9 72 EikhE/e SR5ET V%
WCTHRSBIC L DHERZ A 7 R <WFSE [47] DMThitTnWb. LosL2ei s, @ik s
FEETNAOREIEIT BN, FENBETLIHE DT, 22T, mtERRSiEtET v
LR R A A A D TTHERE & ) B S A 4F5E [48] M Thihi T .

2.2.2 BERBEYRT LA

RIE 28 DX . REFE 2 VT EMINE v AT L [28,45] OBFERM T, AT A
DRI F—< AN LELTZ. ZRBDY AT AT, AN LEREERICESO CREBERMOMR
ATV, ZOBRHOTNOEEZBRL TUNET L. REVAT L LITRARY, FEOEMIC

WITHWTIC, BICHEECESWTHEZT 200 THD.

72, BRXE~7 hVRBIC Embedding L, B8 L0 ERISE %17 9 B [50-52]
HBITONTND. LaLaehb, FxOMmaRY, BRNIRFEHEOLSNEEN TV
Th, AL TORETIED L D ICRFE OFRTENHRILUC Embedding L THIZ % Hh
XTI AN

2.2.3 A5 LB

Za—F N Fy N —27IC XL EHERICBEE T SO — D IRE R L 5T e T A
BRDD. Ta s T AEROMIFETIIERSEL L LIC LY —RAa— FOERL, 57
R I IV TERENOMOT e ST I IEEDY — A a— RAOE#RBERON TN D, e
7T AEHIT—RROFREMZ S Z LN TE 5728, Neural Machine Translation (NMT) D
Hiifi [46,53-54] BN TN D, 7B 7T AHFKTIXET VT Seq2Seq [53-54] 2 _X—2 L& L
7= b D AT DL [65-56] 734 < T T\ 5. —J5 T Transformer [46] % i F 3 2 Af%E
[57-58] 13072 . Seq2Seq I Decoder @ LSTM [59] df2iuikiglc kv, v s/ oI5
FEORE G DZEENE S TH DN, Transformer (ZFZAVIRRENTEAE L7 72D, 238 MK HE
RIcHEEBEZBND.
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?- male(tom) = male(tom) .
true.

?- male(tom) = male(bob) .
false.

?7- male(X) = male(tom).
X =tom.

2.1 HE—{LOH
2.3 EENE

A SCTIERL BT Prolog 74 7 72 A7 L& V2. Prolog AF% [60] 13 E R 2% 1)
BDHE, MBAN—AEHESNTOLERERAOREGESZRL, BEEZE Y. BT
2b L IFEEEOBEN LMD, Prolog MBRIIEMMB AT ShD &, RAMSHEREIT D
DL THENERT D 0ENEELS . LIS Prolog MRS AT 5 B EIT LT DM
FUZOW T HICHAT 5.

2.3.1 E—

H—fbiZb5x bniz 2 DOEIZX LT, BH~ORAZITWRICHEZHGLILIETHD.
Prolog 71277 AT 2 DDOHiz AL —4& “=" THRiT 52T, B Ab2FETTH2 L
NTEDL. HOPIZEHNEENLILGEIEL, BRPERIND.

M 21 ICH—{bOflZ 7R3 . “male(tom)” &AL —% “=" OLHMMRE—OHAE T
“true.”, 7R L%HIT “false” EHEIZT L. AEEEGT “maleX)” OBFAEIL, B~
AR TN, “K=tom.” Z[FIET 5.

W, 2 DOHEMNEZ b &, TRONRE—THDI0, b LIIHFOHPOLEK DA T
Vxl NERALTERBICEND OEMNFE— &R DX ICEBOF TV =7 b~DBMRENTE
HT vy TFr T LS.

2.3.2 EH

BHHIZE 2 0N BEEE R OHT- 7 B2 E B TH S, Prolog TiE, H—HilZlR
7€ L7- SLD & (Selective Linear Definite clause resolution) & FEENHEHZITSH. H—
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7- fathcr(bpb, tom).
\
A
\'\\ father(X, Y) :- male(X), parent(X, Y).
.\ ‘!7___).,--'

\ o
3 .

e

7- male(bob), parent(bob, tom).

2.2 SLD & HDH|

]
1

father(X, tom).

\
""\\ father(X, Y) :- malc(X), parent(X, Y).

N P

>

male(X), parent(X, tom).

I"I \\\
(NN parent(mary, tom).

?- male(mary). parent(bob, tom).
- AN e

- i %
™, -
. \\ e /l
fail N
N

?- male(bob).

¥
success

23 Nv7 Ty 7 O
VEiEX, —DOUTOBEERDOY T IANOMLETHD.
2.21Z SLD EHOH|Z~x7. HIE “father(bob, tom).” [ZHH] “father(X, Y) :- male(X),
parent(X,Y).” Z@H L. #H7=7/2HEE “male(bob), parent(bob, tom).” ZE T 5,

2.3.3 RNy btTv7y

Prolog ALEERIE, HEAN—ANDLHEESLHRAEZIMYHL, ~ v F 7 MOEHZETT 5.
~ v F U RN LG AT LR i & TREY L7ctk, #iic e igaohiill 2 By
L THAEPE 24 0 IR, Prolog LB RN FAT T DR R ORI ANy 7 b T v 7 LI
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?- member(kansas, [colorado, ncbraska, kansas]).
{rue.

?- member(georgia, |colorado, nebraska, kansas]).
false.

2.4 RAr—3 v TEROH
I s.
2313w 7 bT7 w7 OBERT. HAI “father - male(X), parent(X, Y).” 12XV HiZE
“father(X, tom).” 75, “male(X), parent(X, tom).” 2VEH I 5. FHWTHE “parent(X,
tom)” (XF 3 “parent(mary, tom).” t~vF 735 L, “X =mary.” 25575, HIE
“male(mary).” &t~y F L T T HERENFELZNVTZDRL, Ny 7 b Ty 7 E21TH. K
\ZHFE “parent(bob, tom).” ZHVWH L, ~vF 7 95L “X =bob.” #5254, FHE
“male(bob).” BIEIET D728, & d.

2.3.4 )X b

Prolog TIZ7 —##&IZY A M&2WH Z LW TE 5. Prolog 7 v 77 ATIL, U AMIH
1A T2 belA D, 22000 ANEETHLEVSTBIEEITH ZENTED.

X 2.4 12V A MO —2THD A N—y TEROFIZRT. A=y TR EIE
VDA RNPIZRRELEA T V27 bRFEET DN ERT HIUETHS. U A “[eolorado,
nebraska, kansas]” % “kansas” # & 7. ZHIZ2 LV, “member(kansas, [colorado,
nebraska, kansas]).” 1L “true.” &725. —Ji, U A b “[colorado, nebraska, kansas]” &
“georgia” & F 72\ =9, “member(kansas, [colorado, nebraska, kansas]).” (% “false.”

LB,

2.4 REITIFEEFZFICLITSUNEBEERNESRT
N

KA, REEEE O TR A RS 5 FECOWTHENAT 2. 0T, HEEEY
12 X RN AR LT, Mil— 20 DRI S AT A A HET 5 IOV T
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true

a

Embedding

(one-hot~= % L)

Encoder-Decoder® 7 /L

‘ Encoder { Decoder

'y

Embedding

{ (BEEBIEDIAH T b )L+ Gray code)
T 1 I 1 f f f T
male ( bob ) = male ( bob )

X 2.5 #|ETH~v T ITOFEET IV

2.4.1 REBEFRFICLIIEEUNE

NMT OFiED—>THh 5 Encoder-Decoder 7 /L [46,53-54] & HFE/EFEHL [61-63] Z#H.
HEDET, 23 HiTh~e~vyF 7, BHEGICA =2y TRRE2EH T L Fikz iz
%7 %. Encoder-Decoder &7 /W3 2 RINE MO RINEIS 5 2 L &2 FEFRERET LT
& %. Encoder-Decoder E7 /L% M5 Z L2k Y, Graph Convolution [22-23] Zflif L7-
BRICA U DR FamBaUc @ e HoR, M OGBS Tl haim BN O B O Hl) £ 581 2 MBI
<%, FHNZAZNV— Xy N —2ICH52 508 b 0. £ATRO X D12, HEES
BRI EZMND Z & T, RYEEOELHG T & BRI WEEM O ERGL S ICE S #2 TH O =
LWTED.

)7y FrITDFEE

B 2.5 [CIREVAT LATHWDL Yy F U 7 OFEETNVERT. KETA~DANE~ v F
YIREDOEMTH L. vy F U LESBEIE “true.”, vy F U LR TGAIR
“false.” #HiJ19 5 K 5128 %475 . Prolog LA TIL, AL —Z"="|3TH LA EWHT
DN, RRICBNTE~Y Yy F 7 2EBWT 5. BHMICREREZEL I L 20RT M0
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maTle ( b(T)b T) , parent ( b?b ,.maTI’y ) :
| !

‘ Embedding ‘
(one-hot~ 7 k)L

Encoder-Decoder® 7 JL

‘ Encoder H Decoder ‘
I N, SN SO, SO S
\ L1
Embedding
(BEFRESHAHR RS FIL + Gray code)

1T
father ( bob , mary)

2.6 RV LEHNOFEET NV
Prolog ALPHR L TRV EABORNZATOT, v~ v F U 7 OuGHEDHEZLTH . Fl X
“male(X) = male(tom).” X “X = tom.” Tix7e<, “true.” ZMHAHTHLH51C95. LA

~ v F T OREHERIZ, BT /W CTUEAEIT D Z & THIST 5.

~yF U T OFRET N~ T T AR OE R EEESZ AT 5 L, AJJH Embedding
J8 CHEEHLD ALY [ Lz X5 300 kot Word Embedding & Gray code [64] (2 & 5 Word
Embedding OFEEX7 MUIZEB IS, “male” 72 EOREF LT TIERWERGLFILHGE
HDIAFHRZ kLT Word Embedding L, “CC <> )7, 7, “7 Z2EomLis, &K “bob”
D L % 724 4 0 SR BT Gray code C Word Embedding %, Gray code 1%, B
DR ERONI v THEEEN 1 W) Rtk aFio T DL ZHUE, PRt & O A 4 5 O EEL
FLRITHGEH OIALNR Y ML TR TERNWZ LICEDMETHD. Gray code DDV I
PN (Pseudo random Noise) 5% WA Z & &2 5N 50, KREIZBIT A% Tl
ZEHIZT 5728 Gray code Z BT 5. EHGLH ORIUTHFEI DAL~ MLz HW5H 7
W, FERT—FICEENBRVEENANINZSE TN/ 2 LRtk s.

FEWTHFEH OIAL Y FL & Gray code DfEH~7 VL Encoder-Decoder 7 /LD
Encoder ~J% X#1%. Encoder-Decoder &7 /L® Decoder 7>5 D H 1%, Hi71H Embedding
J& T one-hot (Z & - T Word Embedding &4, ~ > F > ZHEROHEFEYNRH IS D.
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Data AugmentationBi ® Training Set

head father(bob , X).

body male(bob), spouse(bob, X).
Data Augmentation# M Training Set

head father(bob , X).

body male(bob), spouse(bob, X).

head father(bob-1 , X).

body male(bob-1), spouse(bob-1, X).

head father(bob-2 , X).

body male(bob-2), spouse(bob-2, X).

2.7 Data Augmentation {5
Q) EHDFEE

26 IZIREVAT LATHWLEHOFEET VERT. KETZASHAOBHBA AT Sh
5 &, BRAIOKRKEZL 1T 25 X528 » Thbns. Bl IEHAl “father(bob , mary) -
male(bob), parent(bob, mary).” DA, |EETTL~D AT “father(bob , mary).”, Hi/)
% “male(bob), parent(bob, mary).” &7¢%. HANCENEZEGTeZ L 2R T 5.

BHFEET VBB ORI Z AT 5 L, vy F o 7 OFE LRERO HIETATIH
@ Embedding J& THLEEH DIAZH Y R L2 XD Word Embedding & Gray code (2 & % Word
Embedding DOFEHEX7 MCE#I NS, [EA % TIERWESG FITHFEHOIAL RS |
)L ¢ Word Embedding X74v, imBRRC 5 K& OVE A 4 i O EH G 5 1% Gray code T Word
Embedding &#15. #WCHEEHDIAZY hL L Gray code DA< 7 Lt Encoder-
Decoder 7 /L™ Encoder ~JEE#1%. Encoder-Decoder 7 /L™ Decoder 75 D HiJ)iEH]
J1H® Embedding J#12 X - C one-hot T Word Embedding =41, HLHIAM D HZEHIA /) &
nb.

BEAF O 53— A %z FIV T Encoder-Decoder 7 /VCHEMZE T 5854, FEHT—40
BR5TIERWEERH L. 20X 5 RGEIE, EAAFEAHESTZ LICLY Data
Augmentation #179. #lZiX, “bob” 7»5 “bob-17, “bob-2” &\ o 7-ZRZED[EAF 4G %
ERL, M2 TR T R DICHEET =2 2 WINEE 5.
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true .
(one-hot~ 7 k)
Encoder-Decoder® 7 /L
Encoder % { Decoder

I B S S I
‘ Embedding

(ﬁ%ﬁ%?&&’\* 7T]\ JL + Gray code)
T - : T T X "

T

member ( kansas , [colorado.nebraska, kansas] )

2.8 BRI AHA A=y FEZROFEET L

(3) X /N —y TEROFE

28 1A UV NR—v y TEBOFEEET VEIRT. KRETIA~D AT “member(kansas ,
[colorado, nebraska, kansas]).” DX 572 A L "—L v FEUROERMTH 5. VA AT
T MPIFELTESGEIT “true.”, FEAELRD-T2GEIE “false.” 2T 5 K5I FEH
BTN D, R BEMICZEEITZ DR,

A U=y TEUROFHET NA~A L N—2 y TEROBEMEESIN AT Shvd L, v
F o7 OB L FEREO TETA T Embedding J& THEEH DAL h L2 k%5 Word
Embedding & Gray code (2 & 5 Word Embedding DOfEAX 7 b A# SN D. fitlCHEE
HIAZRT hL L Gray code DfERX2 b /Lid Encoder-Decoder £ /L' Encoder ~J X
1% . Encoder-Decoder &7 /L@ Decoder 75 D H 1%, HiJJH Embedding & T one-hot (2
& T Word Embedding &4, 47 ¥ =7 FOFERGHEROHGESINH IS NS,

Flo, FET 20BN+ TERVWEAIE, BHOFE L KO TFIET Data
Augmentation 23T 5.
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BRRNEYRT L 2T sD

PEET)L

Text-to-Prolog E 7 /L

i

=15 6 6 6
(Text) — | OORO| —
mi —or > ©elle)
41“;f ﬁﬁ@?@%?w
g — = =
7r—2 Ol ol 1O
a—H — OLlOMO| A
O O] 1©

&j I3 e
R Prolog-to-Texte— X N—y T
(fext) BROSBETL
%D :& j C _> .
~N—2X < —|

2.9 RETHEMICE S AT LD

2.4.2 FEBEFFICLZIESUNEZRAWC-ERLESXT A

2.3.1 fiCRLERRFRIEOFEET VEMEH L CEMIGE Y AT L EWET 5 FIELRE
T3, 2a—FFEMEE S AT AT FA N ANTHZ LT, —~M—BROEMEEH1T
ZEMNTED. BMTFEENIGDZR D Yes-No BVE M [65] &Y, What BVE [66], Why
B [67] 1IokbisT 5.

B 2.9 [ZIRET L2ERINE S AT 2R EZ R, K29 Foa—F A ¥ —T 2 —R|Fa—
PNBAS ENZT A FOEMAEZITES &, Textto-Prolog ~J7. Text-to-Prolog Ti&
2—PEREZT ¥ X b D Prolog DEMAZEHL, Ty Vr~JET. Rz Yl
Prolog Titik N7 EMITKkE L CHIZ ZHeGm L, #5HR % Prolog-to-Text ~JEd. #im—> 2
EHEFR OB, Prolog Trtik S U7z FEAMM STV D H~<— 2 & BT 5. Prolog-to
Text I% Prolog TRLIRSNTe T AT LINE LT FA MIEHRL, 2 —HF A L F—T =2 — AN
T, 2P, =T 2= AT TF A NDVAT DEEE2—PITHRT 5. U TERISE
VAT AOFRERBETE ORI OV TR 5.
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Do you have any question?
male?

any guestion?

female?

any question?

X210 —H A H—Tx—RA

Yes-NoBU B[
Text Is Bob Tom’s father?
Prolog father( bob, tom ).
What 2 B[
Text Who is Tom’s father?
Prolog father( X, bob ).
WhyB 4]
Text Why is Bob Tom’s father?
Prolog trace , father( bob, tom ).

2.11 T F A~ 5 Prolog ~0Z #if5)
11— >r2—7x—2X

210 ICERISE S AT LDa—P A =T 2 —R%m7, 2—FITAKRSIHT “Is Bob
a male?” CEMEZANTDE, BRIGEY AT AT “Yes.” LHARSHETHEZKL TN,
—XIOERISENET T 5 &, 2 —F ki TROEMZIRT.

%72, Text-to-Prolog oHedfm— 3 2 Tiko 72 3L{ED Prolog NHI ) &4, BERINE Y AT A
TRIZZEL ZENTERDPSIGAE, 22— A % —7 =2 —ATIL “T cannot answer.”
LHIENnS.

(2) Text-to-Prolog

Text-to-Prolog X7 % A b Citik SN 7= —V 5 OERM % Prolog (WS 5. H /47—
UEDOZEEF A X 2.11 1277, “Is Bob Tom’s father?” @ X 972 Yes-No BVERDOHEIL,
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male ( bob T)
t t )

Embedding }
(one-hot~7 kL)

Encoder-Decoder® 7 /L

{ Encoder } { Decoder J

‘ Embedding
(one-hot X7 | JL)
e B

Is Bob a male ?
X 2.12 25T % Text-to-Prolog F¥ €7 /L
“father(bob,tom).” ® K 9 72288 % & £ 72\ Prolog OB LA~ZH#H X115, “Who is Tom’s
father?” @™ X 972 What "EROGAL, BERxGa2 L5 E X #12 T “father(X, tom).”
KOl E#HIND. “Why is Bob Tom’s father?” @ X 97 Why BB DAL, “trace,
father(bob,tom).” ™ X 5 ZJEEAIZ “trace” % {5 L7z Prolog ®EMCA~EH S 5. “trace”
FTHEORTO b L =R 24T S MIABEFEEZBERL TN 5.

T ¥ A R D Prolog ~DZH41%, Encoder-Decoder 7 /W& AW 283 Toihb. EE
FEERND Z LT, 2—F oA RS 0E L TOEMIZ®)E L2, Prolog & [ SC~DZH#n
AREE 72 5.

2.12 |Z Text-to-Prolog DFEET N Z/RT. KRET N~Z—FNLOEMETFA KT
ANT %L, 2RSS D Prolog DB Z 45 X 512 EMTbLS.

Text-to-Prolog F ¥ ET /L ~7T ¥ X FDOHFES|Z ANT)T 5 L, AJJH® Embedding & T
one-hot (Z & 5 Word Embedding 731T7441%. one-hot X7 bk L{% Encoder-Decoder €7 /L™
Encoder ~J% &#1%. Encoder-Decoder &7 /L™ Decoder 7>5 ®H 1k 71 O Embedding
J&\Z & - T one-hot T Word Embedding &#1, Prolog Trial S 272 B M SO BFEF A H ) &
nb.

R)HmT PV

i P 0E 2,81 BITHEE LT VAN L CGR s B 21T 5. HigmT o ¥ v VR R
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Algorithm 2.1: WLy DT NTY XL

Input: a question written in Prolog GoalList
Output: an answer written in Prolog FinalGoal
1: NewGoalList < []

2: HasTrace < false

3: while not empty(GoalList) do

S A

9:

10:
11:
12:
13:
14:
15:
16:
17:
18:
19:
20:
21:
22:
23:
24:

25
26

Goal < head(GoalList)
if Goal == “trace”
HasTrace < true
continue
IsMatching < false
for Num = 0 to size(KnowledgeBase) do
if Goal == KnowledgeBase[ Num) or matching model(Goal, Knowledge Base[ Num])
IsMatching < true
break
if not IsMtaching
NewGoals < resolution_model(Goal)
MembershipGoal, NotMembershipGoals < extract ( “member”, NewGoals)
if not empty(MembershipGoal)
if membership model(MembershipGoal)
append(NewGoalList, NotMembershipGoals)
else if
return false
else if
append(NewGoalList, NewGoals)
else
return false

: FinalGoal = backtrack(NewGoalList, KnowledgeBase)
. if HasTrace and FinalGoal
27:

return NewGoalList

28: return FinalGoal

X 2.13 Hm— o P OBERISEART LT Y XA

=

I OISEZRERT D7) X A%z 213 1TRT.
AT NAY XL TIE, Text-to-Prolog /b2 TH->72HAYY A & GoalList &~ v F 7 D%
HxT v (K2.131017H B matching model)), EHOFEET /L (X2.131417H B

resolution_modek) ) ,

AN —vy ZHEBEOFEHE T (K 213 17 17TH %

membership_model)) %MW T~y F o7, HH, A=y TEBOF = v 7 2170,
Bz BHIY A b NewGoalList #15%. (X 2.13 3-24 1TH) Text-to-Prolog 7> 532 7Bl - 7=
HQY 2 MIRFEEHOERFLEENEENTWELELTYH, v v F U7 OEEET AR 0%
BET ML VBERMOEBFL T OHNORDF R BRY X MIE# IS D, LUREIE Prolog
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Yes-NoZ! B R
Prolog true.
Text Yes.
What 2 E ]
Prolog X=tom.
Text Tom.
WhyB & [
Prolog male(bob), spouse(bob, tom).
Text Because Bob is a male and Bob is Tom’s spouse.

2.14 Prolog 57 3 A h ~DZEHf
JLPR L [RBRICHT T2 BED ) A SR LTy 7 T w2 (K213 251TH backtrack() 73T
i, TORER FinalGoal %3 . 7p%, HEJU A MZ “trace” & Te8A1Y, Why RVER
DEIZE LT, mitHo#FH =28 Y A b NewGoalList % iK7 .

(4) Prolog-to-Text

Prolog-to-Text |33 AT LA D Prolog % 7 % A MIEHT 5. BRI/NZ — U BIOE R %
2.14 \Z7R 7. Prolog "5 7 F A R A~F/— L _R—ZA TOEMRNPITOND.

2.4.3  Encoder-Decoder ET /L

Encoder-Decoder E7 /LZ NMT THEH SNDETALD—DTHY, HDH—r  AnBH
D=l A~DERIHH SN 5. Attention £ & Seq2Seq [54] & X O Transformer [46]
Ay F U7 ORIV, BHOFREET L, A=y TRBROEEET L, BIO
Prolog-to-Text €7 /L O N CfE I35 Encoder-Decoder €7 /LIZii 3 %. Attention fif
Seq2Seq & Transformer (%, & <fff S 25 A7 Encoder-Decoder €7 /L Th 5.

Encoder-Decoder E7 /L &[] L CRR s AT 5 5y, 77 7%y U= T 4 — 7
+U—RXy NT—27 L3RR, FAamiilcEd 0 HOoH & RCEHEN DR FimBlo
BICHIRIE 2 <, AZNL—WIARE L 25, 2L, Encoder-Decoder £ /LN —4r iy
NT =R BN TE L0 THS.
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HOy =X
Encoder ]
(Bi-LSTM) O\ NS

0 ol Ol ol ol [@ [0 ©
O ol ©||| [o| o] |9 9] |©
9 | o O/l lo] 1©) |9 o 1o
Decoder

ADY =4 =R (Stateless LSTM)

2.15 Attention £} & Seq2Seq DK
(1) Attention {3 £ Seq2Seq

[X] 2-15 (Z Attention f-f & Seq2Seq [54] D% 7R F". Attention {1 Seq2Seq %, Encoder,
Decoder, Attention ###®D 3 SO 7 v v 7 T I T 5. Encoder IZAN) > —F v A%
ZED &, RS Y MV AT, Attention #tEIL, v —~r A0 ar T A
IZHEDNWT, AN =T U ADKEHFEICEZ DNOEROREZHET 5. Wiz, Efsi
XY MPEBICL > TEAMIT S, Mz 55, Decoder X Encoder & Attention f4# 7>
BRSO RT M EZITRD &, My —F v AT 5.

Encoder & Decoder 1%, VAL > h==a2—F1x%xy hU—2 (RNN) [68] »—FETHHE
FEEEE (LSTM) [59] CTHEF SN T\ 5.  LSTM 34tk RNN TIEE T& A VWE N
RIRFBRE RO — vy Y VT — X B CE 5. Encoder %, EDEFERIIS TR T
SRONEH BT 5 BI-LSTM [69] Zi#H 3 5. H9 2 Bi-LSTM (21%, 128 kot L 3
DD LAY —%fiii2%. Decoder [ ZEMFLE A5 EMNR2NAT— F L ALSTM M+ 5.
A7 — kLA LSTM (X 128 Kot D ) & ki b, 1EME(LEI%k L LT Maxout [70] Z M3 5.

Dropout %% 0.1, Ny FH¥ A X128 L L, 20 =Ky 7 D b Lb—=0 T EE T 5. i
fbicix Adam [71] ZfEH L, 787 A—# X «=0.001, $,=0.9, B,=0.999, £ =1.0x10"8L 7
5.
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Hhs—4 v R

/ Encoder Stack \ / \

Encoder ecoder

Feedforward || [ Feedforward ]
Self-Attention | | '--.{EHCOder'DeCOdel’ ‘

AtterTltion

Self-Attention }

|
!

Encoder Decoder

Feedforward
Self-Attention

{ Feedfgrward }
[ Encoder-Decoder ‘

Attention

[ Self—At.tention ]

Decoder ‘
[ Feedforward J

Encoder

Feedforward
Self-Attention

\_ J

AR —H VR K Decoder Stack /

2.16 Transformer O

" Encoder-Decoder ‘
Attention

[ Self-Attention ]

(2) Transformer

2-16 |Z Transformer [46] D% /<9, Transformer (%, Encoder Stack & Decoder
Stack ® 2 >O7 v v 7 THM SN TS, Encoder Stack 1ZAS) v —7 v 2 %ZIFTEY,
Decoder Stack |ZH /)2 —7r A% k9. Encoder Stack & Decoder Stack |%, i Z# 6>
® Encoder & 6 >® Decoder %1 2.5 .

Encoder iZ, 512kt 1L 62D LA Y —025J 5D Feedforward & Self-Attention (2 &
S THERL Z 415, Decoder 1%, 512 Rt 1 & 6 2O LA v—055k5 Feedforward,
Encoder-Decoder Attention, Self-Attention & & > TS 5.
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father ( p3876 , p3877 ) :- male ( p3876 ), parent ( p3876, p3877) .
mother ( pl013 , pl097 ) :- female ( p1013 ), parent ( p1013 , pl097 ).

son ( p4806 , p4791 ) :- male ( p4806 ), parent ( p4791 , p4806 ) .
daughter ( p3428 , p3357 ) :- female ( p3428 ), parent ( p3357 , p3428 ).

husband ( p2968 , p3063 ) :- male (p2968 ), spouse ( p2968 , p3063 ).
wife ( p4801 , p804 ) :- female ( p4801 ), spouse ( p4801 , p804 ).

2.17 Kinsources D FHlIFk~— A
Self-Attention 1%, H—3—7 U AN T EDNEITVER Z AT 5 0 BEEA T 2 7201 &
5. Encoder-Decoder Attention I%, Decoder A AT —/47 2 AD EDNIEIZIEE Z AT 5
MBEEAHT B 7= DI S5, Feedforward 1XiEMEAVEIEC Leaky ReLU [72] M7 5.
Dropout %% 0.1, Ny F ¥ A XF48 L L, 100 Ry 7D ML —=2 T %FET 5. Fik
{BIZ1E Adam [71] Z2EFA L, 787 A—# (T a=5.0x 107%, (,=0.9, B,=0.98, e=1.0x10"°&
T5.

2.4.4 HIESEKRR

HEEDBEBITHE L SRTOR7 MV TRIAT LN TH 5. HiEpBRALFEHT LY
—/LD—2Z Word2Vec 3% 5. Word2Vec (X, ==2—TF x>y NT—Z7 ZH L TKEDT
FALT = POFHGEDONT DRI ZFFSH. Word2Vec (21, & 2 Bk 550 O HEE
T2 Skip-Gram & JH0OHGEN S HLOHEEZ T4 %5 CBOW (Continuous Bag-of-
Words) O 2HHADET V3%, Skip-Gram KU CBOW (I3X D SIRIEH 2 IV 2 W HEEE 5y
BMERHATHD. — 5T, XORMFE®EZ MWD HEES#HEIUC BERT [73] 286 %.

AWFFETIE, GoogleNews-vectors-negative300 [61-63] & FEiE#1 5 Word2Vec (2 & 5 LD 3L
IRERE AN RWNET Ve~ vy F U 7 OEEET L, BHOEEET L, BLOA A=y
TEROEE =T VT 5. GoogleNews-vectors-negative300 1%, # 1,000 {Ei&EDT —
ZEy FCThlL—=073n TS, E7/UE, 300 HDOHGEL 7 L— X250 T 300 IRocD
7 MVEREEL TS, W, GoogleNews-vectors-negative300 |% Skip-Gram & CBOW ™
ELLDETNEFH LT 2MEH HNIC I TN2R0.

HF_N—ADOHIZIE, AR AR MEN T DM E ST 2 IRFET 200D 5.
FriZ €D LD RRIE A~ — A2 oW T, SUIRIEHR Z M A ATHEZe BERT ZuH 95 2 & TR
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# 2.1 Kinsources (Z X DET/NVOFEGER (REET—XITEE 20

RyFT ECh Text-to-Prolog
Training Set 81,115 51,278 80,000
Validation Set 10,140 6,411 10,000
Test Set 10,139 6,409 10,000
£k D PrologLEE %
Ik B EER 1.0000 1.0000
AttentionfJ & Seq2Seq%
ERLEEFALOEESSR 1.0000 0.9995 0.9988
Transformer & 5 L 7¢ 1.0000 0.8582 0.5653

EFLOEER
WA BT BEEEM N S B 0%, AAFZETILE TIL A EA 7 Word2Vec O — /L& AW -F5
N 5.

2.5 FHmEER

Prolog CTRial SN2 HFE_— A ZF|H L TET IV OZE R OWERINE VAT L OHESEE1T 7
VW, FORMIFER T 7. BARNIZIE, 7T 7EEEFO 2 O MR — R 2 VT2 5
BIToT7.

2.5.1 Kinsources & FHU\7-3EER

A~ — A2 DOERIZ, Kinsources [7T4] O F — %t v ME& AW 7o EBR A EH L.
Kinsources [ZMEERAZRT T = DEAEKRTHY, ML/ 7 7THEICKBILINLTVD.
217 IZHAN— A DR %733, Prolog THEME S/ RGN — 1% 5,887 DT b L & 10 FikH
DIRFENOHRY, U A MIEER.

ZOHFER— A% LIS, BT AOFEE T —2 %L L2, Kinsources DT — 2 $ix
+3 K& ->7-72%, Data Augmentation [F1T7272>72. Text-to-Prolog DFE 7 — %
Yes-No BVEH, FEENERxSO What BVER, HARUGEDSERIX5:00 What BVE R, Why
BWazah, FhEth 2% —rFo05WELEHELE.

ETNOFERERER 2.1ITRT. £ 2.1 0 Test Set [ZIERFEE T — X ITEEL TR0,
, EZEFRITA (2.1) ko TEHEIND. HRERIOUENRRY NEENLIHGIE, £
BN IEREIZ —F L 2B E DR,
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#£22 ~oFUTOFEHETNVCEITDHRFET — X OEER

male * man female > woman
FEE T — & DTest Set 1,150 1,198
fESR DProloglEE % 1C £ 5
EER 0.0000 0.0000
Attention{J = Seq2Seq % ¥ FA
LEEFLDESE 0.9478 0.8389
Transformer £/ L 7=
EFLOEER 0.9861 0.4992
# 23 EBHO 7» B AIRFET— X DEE
father - dad mother > mom
FREE T — X DTest Set 1,272 1,215
N MR (C
‘%igﬁologk EEN 0.0000 0.0000
= o
Attention{ = Seq2Seq % i B
LEEFLOLER 0.9969 1.0000
Transformer® £ L 7=
EFLOEER 0.7547 0.7720
IEBS = IEBZIEREIZ —2 L 7= % | Test Set D 2.1)

Attention f % Seq2Seq & Transformer % Encoder-Decoder 7 /VIZi#EH L, EH £ DIE
R AR Lz, ®IZ, 76RO Prolog ALPR TRIBRD TR ATV, RET AT L EIEMRRE
e L7z,

K21 IR LI~y F U7 OFEET LD Test Set DN, WFEIZ “male” #FLb D%
“man”, “female” ZEFTrH D% “woman” I[ZEIHX TRFET —F 24K LIz, KT
BF—H ERHW e~y F U T ORREE 2.2 17T,

£ 21ITRLIEEHOFEET L0 Test Set DN, KGEIC “father” ZZTrt D% “dad”,
“mother” #&Teb D% “mom” ITE M TRFET —FEAER LIz, RFET—F%%H
WOEHORERZ K 2.3 ITRT

® 21 ICRLEFTT VEHNM L THMISE Y AT AE2ME L. K%L Encoder-
Decoder &7 /L1Z Attention {1 X Seq2Seq i H L7, SEETIL, ERIFER] & IS ZFER] DR A

EbhEIZLIERIXEAR L, BRIGE Y AT M5 272, BRI Yes-No BVE [, What
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#£24 BRISEY AT LOEZR

Yes-NoB! &[] Positive  Negative
Test Set 1,000 1,000
= 0.985 0.749
What & & Positive  Negative
Test Set 1,000 1,000
EEX 0.907 0.614
WhyZE! & i Positive  Negative
Test Set 1,000 1,000
EER 0.894 1.000

#25 GPUAEVEHE

2yFYT 1L Text-to-Prolog
=433 \i _'E |
{; %g?ﬁgx / 775 691 649
pN EN
g ggoz(\}/gx / 387 395 404

RUERY, Why BEM o 3FE8 L L7z, 0L Positive (Yes-No ZUE 1L “Yes.”, What
RIS L <X Why RUERIE” Bob.” D BRI ENTISERTFONL5E) & Negative
(Yes-No WVERNIE “No.”, What &R L < 1X Why BERIISE N RATRERGA) O 2
FE Lz, BRMSUIR 22 KOKR 23 IR LERTFET — 2255, BN ZLIC2 34—
YTODFWEILTT U H MTAERM L. BRI Z 5T, 707 DB EERT D
L, Negative Z2EHMXXNIZFEAEEZEDTLE D728, Positive & Negative (2571 THEER %
IToZ2 8 & L. BRCE AN LIZBEOIEERE R 2.4 1277
F70, REBICHT 5 FEELOHGRIFOFET LD GPU A€ VEHEEZF 2.5 IT77.
W, AFEERCIE CPU I Intel Core i7-7700K, GPU (% Nvidia GeForce GTX1080 Ti ®~ />
EEEFALT-.

2.5.2  Geoquery = FH\\/-EEk

HFRAS— A DIERKIZ, Geoquery [75] OF —% ¥ v & HW-FEER % it L7=. Geoquery
T AV OMBLT -2 Th Y, ML r 7 7HEICRIIN TV, X 2.18 ITHHN—A
OBl %7~F.  Prolog TRiib SN =M — 21X 574 7T b AL SFHHOBFEN KD, AIK
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adjacent ( alabama , tennessee ) o-
border ( alabama , | tenncssee , georgia , florida , mississippi | ),
member ( lennessee , | lennessee , georgia , lorida , mississippi | ) .

located ( colorado-river , colorado ) -
river ( colorado-river, [ colorado , utah , arizona , nevada , california ] ),
member ( colorado , | colorado , utah , arizona , nevada , california | ).

located { mckinley-mountain , alaska ) :- mountain ( meckinley-mountain , alaska ) .

located ( route-15 , montana ) :-
road ( route-13 , | montana , idaho , utah , arizona , nevada , california | ),
member ( montana , | montana , idaho , utah , arizona , nevada , calilornia | ) .

located ( superior-lake , michigan ) -
lake ( superior-lake , [ michigan , wisconsin , minngsota | ),
member ( michigan , | michigan , wisconsin , minnesota | ).

2.18 Geoquery DHIiHk~— A

# 2.6  Geoquery |[Z X DETNDOEEFER (REET—XITEE 720

BH AvnN=—vy7 Text-to-Prolog
[£3152

Datg Augmcntatlonﬁu @D 496 1,256 8.000
Training Set
Data {-‘&ugmentatlomﬁ@ 45.136 38.936 )
Training Set
Validation Set 63 158 1,000
Test Sct 62 157 1,000
e D Prologfl¥E % (2 K
2 AR 1.0000 1.0000 -
Attentionf & Seq2Seq%
EEAL-EFADESER 0.8226 09172 1.0000
Transformer% £ L 7= € 0.4603 0.9873 0.4100

TILOEEER
WU A MEETe. F7-, X 2.18 T CikEE “located” ZFBIZRFOBAIN R X 512, A%k
R=2ORBUITBRE DR EEND.

ZOHFHAN— A& LIS, TETNAOTFRT =2 EER L. BHETAVRORA L NN— T
BRET VL, BT =280 D7z, Data Augmentation #17-7-. £7z, EHET
NOFEFT—=2TIE, VA FEERLICESHZ Z1To TS, 2L, U A F3SHRAIREC
BN s O —BICRETLZENTE L2 00, FEHERGIITH-ODLETH
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#2717 HHOPEET BT oRFET -5 DA
adjacent ~ adjoining located ~ situated
KFE T — X DTest Set 18 44
13 D PrologLEE %
I~k B TER 0.0000 0.0000
Attentionf = Seq2Seq%
S L= EFLDEER 1.0000 0.7273
TransformerZ £ 8 L 72
EFILOELEE 0.0556 0.2667
#28 HEWNEY AT ADIEER

Yes-NoE! & fiF Positive Negative

Test Set 100 100

IE&Z 0.66 0.96

%29 GPU AEVfHHE

BH Xv/—=2vF Text-to-Prolog

3153
24 35
E;;aggaiiﬁgg)(qzlj 601 959 599
i;igggoiiﬁg§’<q5') 408 423 358

5.

Text-to-Prolog O #E 7 — # 1% Yes-No WE M & &7, 238 —DFWEILEZHE L.
ETNOFEEERER 2.6 IZRT. £ 2.6 D Test Set ([ZITRFEHT —FIXE N TR0,
Attention ff & Seq2Seq & Transformer % Encoder-Decoder €7 /VIZi#H L, ZFiLEDIE
R AR Lz, ®IZ, 76RO Prolog AR TRIBRD TR ATV, RET AT L EIEMRE

Lhg U7z,
7 2.6 IR LT EHET LD Test Set DN, ibFEIZ “adjacent” #HEied D% “adjoining”,
“located” Z&ieh D% “situated” ICEEHR TRFET—F2EM LTz, RYEET—F2%
AT ORI RER 2.7TI1R7.
F 26 IRLEBEETNVEZAM L TERMIGE S AT L2 8 LTz, AKFEHRIT Encoder-
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Decoder &7 /LT Attention fif & Seq2Seq Z i H L7-. SEERTIE, B RIFER & ISZFER DR A
Bb¥ T LIEMSc AR L, BRIGEY 2T 22h 272, BRERL Yes-No FUER o 1 f
ML Uiz, IREHRRNL Positive(S &2 “Yes.” DA) & Negative(H& 2 “No.” DLA)D 2
FifEE Lo, BERISUIE 26 (R LIERFE T — 228, BN Z L2238 =350
SWEILTT U F AR L. BRICAE AN LIEBEOEEREZ R 2.8 1TRT.
T/, RERICBIT 2 FEELOHEGRROAET LD GPU A€ VEHAEL#E 2.9 (TR 7.

W, AZEERCTIX CPU I Intel Core i7-7700K, GPU I Nvidia GeForce GTX1080 Ti ®~ 3/
A L.

2.5.3  Attention {1 = Seq2Seq & Transformer M IE &K LL B

LS ALEE O %% £ 5 )L, Encoder-Decoder & 7 /L |2 Attention ff & Seq2Seq &
Transformer Z M L7286, IEERIZEN D D00 EeiTo7. ofricidzk 2.1, £2.2, £
2.3, £26, R2TIZEENDLYyF I OFEET N, BHOFEET N, A=y
B0 2E T, KO Text2Prolog FE €T VD% EEHR%Z 7=, Attention &
Seq2Seq Z i L= A D EARONEET 0.9374, EUHEMFFZIL 0.0887 Tho7-. — 7,
Transformer Z i L7258 O IEEROIEEIL 0.6346, EUE(FZEIX 0.2943 Tho7=. v 4L
a7 RS ANERI R E DFE SR, Attention {1 % Seq2Seq #£#H L7=€7 /L & Transformer
ERALIEET VOIEERICE, AERENALNTE  (p=0.0076). I Z TOHEKAEL p<
0.05 & L7-.

i, Prolog ZLEERDIEZ D)X 0.8333, EHERZAEIL 0.4714 THhoTo. U qvaryz v
T ANERL IR E OFE S, Attention f& Seq2Seq ZH:H L7=E7 /L & Prolog MLEEA D IEE
TICh, FEARENPAONT (p=0.016). Z I TOHEKETp<0.056 & L7z

2.5.4 R

2.5.3 HOFER LY, FLHWHEHOEET VIZ Transformer ZHHA L7-HE LV b,
Attention {7 & Seq2Seq ZERH LTZBA DTN, N7 53—~ ANEN-oT-. S5 LBLDFH
T70 7T AEREBHLTERY, M EDFEZNE LT 5. Z D7z, Decoder (ZfEIL
RHEZ FFD Attention 7% Seq2Seq @77 Transformer &V & /3—7 4 —< 2 A B UOER
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WZlpolobBE2oND. FEEE, ~vTF 7 oFEET N EEHOFEET /VIZ Transformer %
B L7ce, EETERDPSTRERDIZE AV EITHEILDRRY Th o7z

Attention { % Seq2Seq # M L7z~ v F > 7 OFHET )V OIEZEFIL 1.00, HEHOFEE
TDIEZERIT 0.823 LLETH o7z, (I DET MK LT FUGTm BT S AT i)
k52 PICEWNEEREEBR L. A A"A—2 v TEROFEET VITEZEN 0.917 Th
D, UAMEELT—2MEEHE 2L AfEE VW D, BLERY, RIEEFIRE, a7
—ZEREWMO W) 2D DENWRE N 2 T\ 5D Z ERRS .

Attention {7 % Seq2Seq # i L1-RFET — X IktT 5~ v F o 7 OFEET VO IEESR
1% 0.839 LI L, EHOFEEET LOIEERIT 0.72T L EEEVMETH 72, A — v 7B
ROFEET NMICONTIE, VA NOBERDPEALFDHL ThHolizt, AEOFEERTIIRT
BT —HOIEEREZET D ENTE ol LNLRNRG, A=y TEROSE
ETML, vy F 7 OFERETARLENOFEEET N ERROFEET A EZRAL TN D Z
END, RERICREE T — Z IR ARER Z LR S NG, 7, AEBRTO~yF LI D
FEHET NV R OCEHOFEET MIRGEICOHLRFET = NEENL T —AThoToh, FE
BROFERD T N AIRTFET —E NG ENDLIGAETUORIGARRR Z EPARBEENS. BLEX
0, HEESHBEBRAFIHT L2 LT, KREFIED, RYET—ZIKT om0 AR MER
REIND.

Geoquery (BT 2EHET NLOFHIZBNTIE, bbb EHHMEERT —XI1L 496, A
W=y TEHRET NV OFEIMEH AR T — Z 1% 1,256 L IRV ThH 72, Linl
72735, Attention {1 & Seq2Seq ZfEH L7256, IEEFRITZN LN 0.823, 0913 THDY,
RRFEICLY, DT — 200 b EaTRER 2 L VRS Tz,

BT, BEVAT LEHERD Prolog AR & Wl L7256, RIFEDRIMOT —F ZALEET
THLZLIEFHALNTHD. EkD Prolog MEAIZIZFE) T/L— LB AAENTWND T2,
BEEOT —2 2T 2856, ~ v T 7 OFEETN, BHOPEET LB IOA =y
v TEMROFEET VOEERIT 1.00 L7256, LinL, REOT—X 2 Li2GE, £
FX 0.00 Lgof. BEVAT A, BEMOT—XIZX LT 1.0 RO EZERL TR0
D, BWWRT =V AFERTELHET TR, RAOT—XEZNHTH L TES.

BRUSE Y AT DOEBRFERIL, EZEROFEEN 0.846, IRHERAEDN 0.141 Th-o7-. BE
FORGEN— A& H LIZ LT, ERAEORVERINE S AT LEBFETHZ N TELEEX
SID. AEIV AT MIMBAALTZTEHET VL, BHARAEEREFHOFEE T[T TR
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t LEHET LV CEHARARENGE DNOHEN AR 2T, 4Rl bIKA > 72 What BVE RO
Negative 72 L% AN L7 BR O IEARIThET D AfREME N H 5.

F7o, FRLBLEOFEET MTOWTEE IR OHERIFO GPU A€ Vi EAHIE L7z
FER, RN AT Y BTRBETHZENTETCWNS., —FT, AFFECHHR= Vv
DEEAT 2 ATV FEHEICHIRZZR T TRV, 5%, KREB M~ — X 235 & LT
TR D L LTEBRIS, Ny 7 T v 7 2 REICHD KT 5E1E, Prolog UHLR & [RIERICHERR —
YIONIHR=Tar s v a 1678 HD AT VEHOFENRLEII /LD EBEZHND.

2.6 F&®

ARETIE, WEFEEROTRELHEZFET L2 FIELNN, ZOFEEHETVEHERL
TERINE Y AT L2 BT 5 FIERRE L. LU OB T T T 5 LR RO,
REFIETEWERBN R OE AR MEAR 2, DU T — 200 bR RER 2 & 2R
T ENTE., AMBRETIEL, HESMEFOFAICL > TREHOT—Z 52 5L TNTY
AR 2 ATREL LTI CoHBITHLH D, £72, BRIGE VAT LOERERND,
Prolog Criif N7 ik — A B ERICEN LB E v AT AOMEFE A GE/R Z L 2R 2
EMTE. T, RO axy v a = XML AFETIHEFICERNEETHS.

KREICBT DI, 1RO NTHBEMIIEOEK S == —F LRy MU — 7 WSRO FEEI
DT IFIEREI L W2 5. ERERAWML, ZOH- A eEIC ST e oA 2R
W52 TERLEEZILND.
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3.1 F@#

ZIVE CHRETE = W T Re SRR OWFSE [24-26,33,42-44,79] IXIEFEHE R & IR AHERR 23
LTHolz. LML s, b0 TIEIRAIOT 71— M EHEANCTFEI CER L T,
ETMCEZDUERDHD. 77 b— MBI 2L, #IKY):#2X 2D #3(Z,Y). Loz
LORHDH. ZNHOWERTIE, 77— MI—KTH2BROABHEGRON R E /2 D720,
Web EOKEDT —Z N ORAMOBAIZHERIT 21T A+ ThDH EEZOND. £72, Web
FIZH DR T =2 DR I K HERRZAT O 121, R OIRIHERR 721 TR <, ko
NLHBEMFE TIT O TE T FHERGRHER & W o T FIEBEEICR DS, £2 T, REIZBT
HHFECIREBEE 2 W EIC R T 2 & & Uiz, FHEE X, B FH &Mt dH D Hp
DOFRENBF LWEFIORZ L HEwmTH L. TNETIC=a—F bRy hU—7 ZHWN
TEHEDOBIZE [80-83] HATHOIL TV DAY, FLELIRIZ —PElREERIE A2 W CTHEHEZ 1T 5 DIER
FIZBITHDMER VO TTHS.

—BEIRFERREL & fE A U 72 SEHE I BEE T A HFFED 1 212, Probabilistic Logic Model (PLM)
[84-85] # il L7z#is B e 5. PLM ZMH LB EEI1E, H2 FAALVHICHEEL
TeETNEMALT, R<ERD FAAL L OFERETNVEAERT LI EEHME LTS,
PLM ZfEH U728 PE I, FEHLEETVICEENLI 2 TORAZERER L THO RA AL v
DGR E T BT, KO RIS, —F, KEICBITA5E07T Vv —Fi%, +
BEAHETNVEER L CRMOHAEZIH T HZ 2 HME LT, AL, Pz
THZ LWL, FHLWHAIZ BT 2720 OGREMOBRBLZRET L2 LN TE 5. B
TR, FHIISEEDO KA L DIFEALEETORAEFRRLT S Z LITTERVA,
FLUWHRIZ R AT 52 ENARETH D, BT, FHIEIHDL AL TFELEET
INBRID RAAL L OFH LWBAIZRE LT 27200 T, R RAA CHAORMOBHIE A
THZLENTES.

35



TEFB L RS LEE RV 36

ZIT, REICBTHHETIEAT V=7 MEIOBREOHEEI L A 7Y = 7 ME ORI

EHTHZ LT, —BERGERE OB O 2 RE B I L FEBLL,

1) BEA ORI Z & Te Ak — 2 0 b AR O A OHERR 2 ATHE & 975

2) FFAR—ADT A APKE VA THRAMOMAZ RN FTREL 45
EWVOIERIFRITIE R VR A R o o iR 21T 5 . AREFIET, REFEEHER Lo Pk
FERMBLIC S OO TOEFHITH D.

ARETITET, 328 TAREITKT D% & BIET DOV TR 2. 3.3H THE S
ThHOEHEICHOW TR, 34 HiTlE, WEFEICK > THHEZIT ) VAT LERET LS. 35
HiCix, BEFIEOERERICOVTHET 2. W, KEIZBT HHF5EL [86] OWFFtE ~—
AL LT To .

3.2 EEHRE

3.2.1 g

ZIVE TATARECRMA O T, AT H X 5 A a2 #ic W 20798 [87-
9] BTN TE. A7V =r NEORBBROIEEINIEZE & & AT 5 HiE 548 5 (88] 28
RRIN, WEGHRIGRICESWTEELZIT O #Hm— P [89] NBRF I =, HIiZ, 7
Tz NEOBBROELNMECIZ T, A7 V=7 bEEOELNECRI AR 7 15 ORERINE % F
Wizt U r [90] OoBRR bIThL. FT, BBEMRO BIEOELEICER LT T 7
~T 4 v 7 IR EHEOWTE [95-96] BT,

PAEE, RESE &2 TS K- Tk s 7 7 28 3 5058 [96-97] M Thh T,
LU D, 26O TIE—RdReEmE Al > Z L IIN#HTH 2.

3.2.2 Za—Jlxy b 7—2ICkBESHSE

R E NS HLETLEY, ZB=a2—T 0%y NT—7 ZA VTR Z S L, #E
FREATOMEIMTON TE 2., MERI SR E LR ONIZE [34-36] 0P iR FL 2 %f
G b UT-HERR OF%E [37-41) 2MThoi T -, F7-, EHEAZ I - 72058 [82-83] & 1ThiL7-.
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WEFEBG®%IE, 77 7=a—I %y b =27 ZHWT, —ElREmEIC D < i
SO T ANHERR O TE [24-25,42-44] BTz, ZDk, 74— K74V —FKxvy hT—T %
W2 [26] RFRf =2 —F L% v b U —27 Z WIS [33,79] HiThhd X oItk -
7o, ThHOMETIE, FANSET VICHRAIOT 7 L — MOHANCBE T 2 x5 2 5 02
NV, Web EOREOT —ZnORMOBANZHEGRT DT +0 L ITE 2RV, £72,
HELZ DWW IS, iSOG B A 65 & L7HFZE [80-81] 13fThN T\ D b DD, —RElREE

B ARt & L CTHERR 21T O D OIEe 0.

3.2.3 &HBFEE

JEHEICBIE ST AR O — DI FE N H 5. 2000 FRLIE, ERHE AW izimgsy

\ZRET 2498 [84-85,99-100] 2T TE 7z, TOH TlEm# A A7z PLM [84-85] 1 &
LB EE OEN S H. PLM 2 LB 78 TlL, 2 KA A O PLMIZHESNT,
BID RAA DO PLMBMMERR S 5. PLM & W28 T, T VICEENHETOM
HIZBEALCHIO RAA L OETNEAERT D720, RO BHERKT L0 HERS 5.
FAEEIC L DRREROHAZ & 22—V 2T 1 v ZITHIRT 2 720 0fF%E [101] biThh T
5. Zol, PLM M LB E 2 H LT, Web EOBKZRIEHRD S8 LB Z
FHRTHZEIIRNEETHS.

3.2.4 +¥OoyavyhbxEy

BHECBE T 58 5 —oDMtIcEr Y a v M [102-103] & 5. BEria v MEEHIE
KHDOHT TV NEFENTWDLYE, TNEoHTHZ2HNE LTS, AT —4 EBE
HOH T AV HOBEUMELZRESTHZ LX), REOIT IV 2507 —2nHET 5. €
7Y gy MEEOWL DnOTE T, FEEWEEZRIET S 729512 Word Embedding % L
TW5 [104-105]. F7=, FHLEZRIET 572D AN OHE W28 L B 2 bl T
% [106-107]. L2sL7enin, ¥uvay NMEFTIIRMOD T Y 25 TE 50, i~
—AMO RO ZHEGRT D Z L ITRETH 5.
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v — X581,

& EFEA/ > fi# A
AL B
> % B

2 —4y 5B

3.1 JFEHEOBIEX

3.3 SESAEIC & B%EH

A TILR BB —BEREERBEO Y 72 v F Th D Prolog [60] & FVCHEHEAETT S .
AHi Tl Prolog O#EIR A b L ICHEHEAET 5 HIEIC OV TIRAR S,

3.3.1 FEEOLTHEA

B 3.1 O SR EZ R T. # =5y MEBIIMEZHA LI LEWERTH Y, Y —2R
IO RS L R DB TH D, Y —AFHOMBE A &7 —7F v MERORME B ([
YER D D56, WA ORTHLM AIXNE B OMTHLMBICEHRIND. ¥—F v ME
L Y —AHEROMBEOBELMEAFK RS 5 2 Licky, EHEI M TOND.

FOMEICE, (1) #—7 v FERE Y —ZHBNOA T V=7 FEOBEEME, BIO (2)
A7V s NHOBUROFEEINED 2 S H 5. BAIOREHE, BIROBELIEIC IS
BEEITL, v~ v T OERIT, A7V =7 NOBEPMEICESWTEEEZ TS, BEVA
T LTI, HAIOEH L~y F o 7 OBHOmM G AR DED Z IRy, HEae 2 m b
SHD. E£, BEVAT MIHESBRAALMEH, 7Y =7 MO L BROELIMEE
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v — A
BH
mother(X, Y) female(X), parent(X,Y)
K S
e
father(X,Y) female(X), parent(X,Y)
X —4y b

X 3.2  HLADOFEHE D5
HESTS.

3.3.2 RAlOIEH

FAHE DL A % Prolog O HLHNCE A% HIEIZ DWW TR 5. X 3.2 [IZHA|OFEHEDF %2 7R~
. =7y MEBIIFRGC IR THAINAFEL, ¥V — AHEBICKGIR T HFEREE
THIEEEEZS. RB.DIE X Nktkr-o, XIZYoli#fchE, XIZYORETHS &
WIORAITHSD. Prolog 7 u 77 AT, XY 7R EDKILTFIIEKEEWRTH. HAET
7 DEMNZ & %oy B, AN H Dy 2 AR LIS HANE, AMERETHDIGE,
SE b E LS. HE T X, #HioESE T, EHARE LRSI, #E THEf I
ETCOHPETRITUEIR RN L 2ERT 5. RBDE X ILY OB THD L) FHHE
Ths.

mother(X,Y) : — female(X),parent(X,Y). 3.1
father(X,Y). (3.2)

Z o2, X@.DowEHEME, XC.DORKEfELEEZD. ZoLrE, RB.DOEEEX(B.2)D
ML EZ B2 5 2 L1tk - T, RBDOARKIZN(.2) 2 FHTICRF OB OARIKA~EBHB IND.
Tbb, R@INTRTHAZEHET 22 N TE S, ZOEHEFEL LI, SHIOEHE L FES
Lz 5.
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Y — AR
TYFUT
male(X) male(X)
ALl B
vy FT
female(X) male(X)
K—47 v R

3.3 ~vF T OEHEOH
father(X,Y) : — female(X),parent(X,Y). (3.3)

22T, REIOKAEBET B E, REIKMETHEZ Lick), TREFEICKLTWS. #
HIOREHET 1 T, JERL L7 %455 2 R TE S H0OST LHELWHAIZES - L AT
BEERER. 22T, KETHRIAT D~ v T 7 ORHEERIAT 5.

3.3.3 vy FrIoEH

DA A% Prolog O~ v F o ZIZH#HAT 2 HFEIZOWTIERD., ~vF 7 Ei3hx
AT BENFERLFE—NE I PHEEIT LI THS. Prolog 71 7T ATIE2 DO %
By =" THTHILET, 2 20BNy T LT AENENEEMTHIENRTES.
M 3.3 2wy F U TICHT 2EHOHBZRT. ¥ —5y MEEKTIEXNEG. IR TERA “true”
ThdEL, V—AEBIZIIRGHOIRTHEENGFET HHEE2E2D.

male(X) = male(X). (3.4)
female(X). (3.5)

22T, REYOEDOEH #RE, RK@ADOEDOHZEE2D. ZDsE, REBAHDEDDE
EREB)OMNCELMEZ BT 5 Z ik - T, RBODEDOEHITIRGBB)DEICEGHRESND. T
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ebb, RB.EDEMN “true” LMD EEEHT L ENTED. Uk, ZoOFHFEE~y
FU T OERELIESZ LITT 5.

female(X) = male(X). (3.6)

HAIOEHIZ LV ESN-REI)DHANICH LT, K@D~y F o7 E2EHTHI LI
v, RE.NOHAIZEL Z RN Tx5. RENDOHATIIRBUITEM Lo THY, ELW
HANE 2o T A,

father(X,Y) : — male(X), parent(X,Y). 3.7)

3.4 EBEITIREFBICLIZSNEZHWEH

AEHITIE, EFTHERBEFEEICE - T 3.3 HiClRA~THHEZAT O FEICHOWTHBT 2. RIZ,
INODOFEEZFMLT, FRESHORANZEHEST DIRE L AT MMTHOWTIHT 2.

3.4.1 REBEFRFICLZIEEUNE

Attention f} % Seq2Seq [54] & BB/ FEHL [61-63] ZFlAfbE7=ET /L [33] 2 HWVTHl
RIoFHEE ~ v F 0 VT OFHEZFHT 5. ZOET/VITHESBEBHLHNDLZ L2k, K
FET—F 2 AN LEHGETHEEC~Y Yy F U IR HRBRFRENH L. FHORA L N THD
V= AR B HRE L 2 — 7y MEEUCH 2 RIEOBEBMEDOFE RITIE, BB BEE 2 v
T2ETADRENES 2. FHUMEIX Word Embedding S 72X 7 kLR ORI K- Cht
Hahs.

(1) BB oFEHDOFE

T EIC LD BAOEHEET V2K 3.4 IR T . RET VICHIRIEERO HEES %2 AT 5
EBAIAIRDHEES 2 T2 K5I8 T 5. BANIERA S I L 2R T 5.
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(OutputModel [¥[3.7 81TH)
female ( mary ) , parent (mary ’T bob )
coh 2 P TR g

‘ Embedding
(one-hot~ 7 kL)

Attentlon
Encoder )
Decoder
Embeddmg
(EFEE®HIAHZR AT kL + Gray code)

Fr r 1T 1 1 71
mother ( mary, bob )
(FactList[i] [43.7 81TH)

3.4 RETDHAOEHET L

9, AJJH Embedding J& Ti%, BRAISEHSOHZES|NHFEH DALY MLZ L% Word
Embedding & Gray code [64] (Z X% Word Embedding OfE &7 A IS, Gray
code I3, W D/ SO T HERER LT 1 WD R AR > T 4. Gray code
DROVIZPNFHFEEZHND ZEHEZXHNDD, REIZBIT O TIXEELBHICT L
W Gray code ZEH4 5. “C , 7, 9, 7 LVol@mEE S “mary” , “bob” &
Wo 727 KAl Gray code (245 YW Embedding S41, “mother” 7¢ & OE A 4 5 Tld7e Wik eE
ITHGEHEDIAZR T FLIZ X D Embedding S415.

PRI IA BT RV D ERKIZITZFEE B A D Word2Vee TdH 5 GoogleNews-vectors-
negative300 [61-63] ZH\ 5. ZiUIM 1000 EEDOT — X &y FTHEEHIN TS, BRI
300 kDX 7 ML TREL I, 300 TEEDONT MV EREFFL TV D

VT, AJIH Embedding & THERK S L7 #EEX 7 b/ Attention f & Seq2Seq ~ & i
I 5. Attention fif & Seq2Seq IZ Encoder, Decoder, Attention 754k S415. Encoder
IIATI RSN 2 T H D LIEME LT2_7 bz 19 5. Attention (X IR D a7 F A |k
\ZHASNWT, ATIRIINOEHEEICG X HEEOESWEFHET 5. B2 MUZIZEED
JEAEWZEDEANMA HiLD. Decoder IX Encoder & Attention 225 X7 LA ITELD &
HIRIN 2B 5.

Encoder & Decoder (213 Long Short Term Memory (LSTM) [59] Z v 5. Encoder (2
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(OutputModel 3.7 29178)
true T

Embedding
(one-hot~ % | L)

Attentlon

Encoder
Embedding

(HER ifﬂ&b AHNY f*}l/+Gray code)
I
male ( bob ) = male ( bob )

(TestData[k] [43.7 291TH)

- 0O

Q-

| Decoder

3.6 METLI~yT I OHEMEET N
IRiEEOER & FERICAROEFEHR b 2 5 Bi-LSTM [69] Zi#H3%. Bi-LSTM 1L 3 @b
BV, X 128 kot Td 5. Decoder [ ZIZFLHIFLIE A 5] Z k23720 Stateless LSTM %
M3 %. Stateless LSTM (X /1J@74% 128 o Thd V), 1EMPELBIELIC Maxout [70] 2 H 5.

%2, Attention {7 & Seq2Seq ®H )ILHH JH Embedding &2 S 41, one-hot T
Embedding &M THAIAKOHGESE LTHAOSLS.

RETNOFEIE, V—AEROHAEZFE] T —2 L LTEHEZD. KnxXhosE L
T, Dropout #X 0.1, Ny TFH A X% 128 L L, 20 =R v 7 DFEEIT-7-. Fiw{biZix
Adam [70] Z >, o =0.001, B;=0.9, B,=0.999, e=1.0x10"8&L L. FEHFEHDOET

W LT =7y MEOFEEZ AT 52 &L TRAUOEHREZ1T S .

Q)~vyFrITOEHOFEE

EEFHICL D~y F T OBEMET NV ER 3.5 ITRT. RETIMCY v T v 7 AIEOERH
EANT D~y FUTAREREAIE “true.”, ¥ v T U I RARERGA T “false.”
THEITHEETS. BRMICIIE R E2ETe 2 L 2R T 5, ProloglLHiR & 13 R0 5D
BT T, ~ v F o 7aEatinT 5. flzidX@)DEMMNET M AT S5 E
“X=bob.” TIiF72< “true.” 7T 5.
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male(X) = male(bob). (3.8)

£9, AJIH Embedding & Ti%, EMOHZESNHFEHOIAL T LT XD Word
Embedding & Gray code [63] (Z X % Word Embedding DfE&~X7 hLVicE#EINS. “(
“7 Y, C= T o imBiEL SR “bob” Lo 727 kAL Gray code (ZX Y

b b

Embedding 41, “male” 7¢ & OEA 4 TIXRWIRFEIZHEFEH OIAL T MLITXD
Embedding 9 %. HFEHOIALNRY MLOARKRITHBOERHEET LV EFH T < GoogleNews-
vectors-negative300 = H\ 5.

VT, AJIH Embedding i THEK S L7z #EEX27 b/ Attention {1 & Seq2Seq ~ &
Iib. Attention £ % Seq2Seq DHERITHANOFEHEET L LRI L THD.

12, Attention f}& Seq2Seq @ JiZH JH Embedding &2 X 41, one-hot T
Embedding 41T “true.” & L <% “false.” BNH SN 5.

RETNOTFEIE, V—AEBRIGET S~y F U IaGOERMEFET—42 L LTEHEX
5. AL oI L TiE, Dropout #(3 0.1, /Ny FHA X4 128L L, 20 =Ry 7 D
R ELTo . Badbicid Adam AV, o =0.001, B;=0.9, 5,=0.999, e=10x1078%
Lic. FEEHLOET NI L TH =7y MEROFEFZREZ AT D LTy vy F 7 OitE

\

I
Y

3.4.2 IEEITIREBERBICLIIZSUEBEAAW-EH I X
T 1

ARETIE, BHUNOBEHET VE~ > T 7 OFERTT VAR LIRET 25H S AT Al
DWCTHHT 5. R AT AL, HHFEEE AT S E, Prolog Titik SV HFESN— A5
BHEAITV, ZOFEELFTICROBAAZ LT 5. #lxE, K AT A~RENIRTHE
EANNTDHE, FEAR— ARG ZFICFROHAIN 2 WA T, FHEA1TVA(B.10) 0
HAIZ M4 5.

father(X,Y). 3.9
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W AT L BRI DO
T

father(tom, X)
(FactList[i] 3.7 817 8) ‘8
female(tom), parent{torp_, X). - '®)

(OutputMUdel 3.7 847H)

father(X,Y).
& —4 .y h4ELE Fact 3.7 . Bu1ld1n Models
e ) HAHE mmaﬁmmlwmma) vy FL

DREIE Ty G@;E%’E%v‘-“!b

female(tom) = male(tnm)
(TestData[k] (3.7 2917 E)
true.

(OutputModel 3.7 2997E)

v

father(X,Y) :- male(X), parent(X, Y). etc.
(HypothesisListE13.7, [43.8)

h 4

father(X,Y) :- male(X), parent(X, Y).| =p S
a2 — #%hﬁﬂ (RuleList [3.8) i
DR N

X 3.6 RET DML AT LOREK

father(X,Y) : —male(X), parent(X,Y). (3.10)

X 3.6 [ZIRET DML AT LD AR T KU AT NTHHET 2 L FHIER D DR

SNTWVD., BT D UNIFREZITWMD &, TANBEEE 2225 X 5 BRIl DG 2 #H5E
A LRSS SIS, 2 2 CTHRAIOBEHEE T L L~y F o 7 ofifEe 7 AMER S 5. FHiids

IR Z 2T D &, FN—A2A 22 L TREEZTTV, BRIRL RG24 5. DT
FHES 2T L OFREKER OISOV THAT 5.

(1) EHT P

e V0 3.4.1 (D) TR L2RAIOFHEE T L & 342 HQ)THMA LI~ v F 7
DIHEET V2 O THEHEZAT 5. HRIOEHEE 7 13, M~ —R SRR ST 2 8AIZ
AL TCHONCDFELEbDOEMENT L. v~y F L 7OBRET VL, o P U2
HEOWRIZIHNT, HAN— AR SN TV L FERZMEH L TER LI DZMHT 5.
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Algorithm 3.1:

METLITY XL

Input: a fact written in Prolog Fact
Output: rules written in Prolog HypothesisList

1:

RNk

b

FactList < []
for i =0 to size(KnowledgeBase) do
if unify(KnowledgeBaseli], Fact)

append(FactlList, KnowledgeBasel[i])
append(FactList, variableization(KnowledgeBase[i]))

RuleResultList < []

for /=0 to size(FactList) do
OutputModel < rule_analogy _model(FactList[i])
append(RuleResultList, OutputModel)

10: RuleResults < extract_high_correct rate(RuleResuitList, a)
11: HypothesisList < []
12: for i = 0 to size(RuleResults) do

13:
14:
15:
16:
17:
18:
19:
20:
21:
22:
23:
24:
25:
26:
27:
28:
29:
30:
31:
32:
33:
34
35:
36:

AtomList < []

AtomList < split_into_atoms(RuleResults[i])
ConvertAtomList < ||

for j = 0 to size(AtomList) do

FactList] <[]
FactList2 < []
TrainingData < []
TestData < []
for k=0 to size(KnowledgeBase) do
if unify(KnowledgeBase[k], AtomList[j])
append(FactListl, KnowledgeBase[j])
else
append(FactList2, KnowledgeBase[j])
TrainingData < convert _training_data(FactlList2)
TestData < convert_test_data(FactListl, FactList2)
matching _analogy model < build_model(TrainingData)
UnificationResultList < []
for k=0 to size(TestData) do
OutputModel < unification_analogy model(7estData[k])
append(UnificationResultList, OQutputModel)
UnificationResults < extract_high_correct_rate(UnificationResultList, )
append(ConvertAtomList, UnificationResults)

Hypothesis < convert_atom(RuleResult, ConvertAtomList)
append(HypothesisList, Hypothesis)

37: return HypothesisList

X 3.7 fEHET LY XL

K 3.7 1K DUNEHEAITY T DY RAERT. DI, T U T e —
2EHBHL, NSNT-FEEREE~ T U aRe/rEHE %Y FactList \ZIWWET 5. (K 3.7 2-4 17
H) Zotx, ~vF o IAREREFEE B variabilization) TEEAL L= O FactList |12

BN 5.

(M 3.754TH) 22T, ZBHILLIZEEDOSHED Y S 1 >2EH X ICEEHZ D
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BIECTH L. FlziE, RGCIDEEEL2HE, XB.12) & NBA)NERIND.

father(tom, bob). (3.11)
father(X, bob). (3.12)
father(tom, X). (3.13)

T, JElF EVERR LTz FactList ZHAIO%EHEET vV (B3 rule_analogy_model)) ~A\
AL, BHERREZSDS. (¥ 8.7 7T-91TH) BHERIRN S, KEDOSIEDBEHEOGIHIZ L T
ETHHEINTWIHAOF T, ZLEERZNLOEMET 5. (X3.7 10/7H) #lxI136H
HAR(B.14) DA, AIE B.15)DFIEITFHH LF U< “tom” & “bob” Th D7 HOARIKDG]
B THHINTWS., —F, KIEG16)D5IEIZIE “jim” & “ken” 23db H7=OARIKDH]
BaxinH ST, JHAIORIH X% extract high correct rateQ)\Z X - CTiriiy, i
fEHY RuleResults \ZA&N S5 . BISL extract high correct rate) D 514D /NT A —X
a (THIH T 2 BRI OB EZB%R T 5.

father(tom, bob). (3.14)
female(tom), parent(tom, bob). (3.15)
female(tom), parent(jim, ken). (3.16)

W IZ, RuleResults @ M A6 it &2 Ek 3T 5. ( 3.7 12-36 1T H) B
split_into_atomsOlZ X - C, HAIORKEZEIZ OIS, (X 3.7 1447H) #1213 E.17DD
WA - 7254, KB.18) EHX(B.19DHEEES. ff LI-THIX AtomList \IZHMNIND.

father(X,Y) : — female(X),parent(X,Y). (3.17)

female(X). (3.18)

parent(X,Y). (3.19)
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R LUTZTH T S\CHHR AN —ADRFEL~ v F 7 &(TH. (K387 16-251TH) AtomList &~
v F 2 TRREIR SRR FactList] (RGNS HL, ~ v F 2 VT RATREIR 3L FactList2 \Zh& S
N%. FactList2 %, BA%% convert trainning dataQZ#fEfLC, ~vF o 7V OEHET V%
FETLOOFET—F A ERT oIl s S, (K3.7 264T7H) #1213 (B.18)D

FIZxt LTV y F U RAMRERFEFEGB20008 G oL &, RB2D)DFE T — X2 2EKT 5.
5 — 2% TrainingData \ZFMEN 5.

male(tom). (3.20)

male(X) = male(tom). true. (3.21)

BE%L convert test dataQ)Z AT, FactListl & FactList2 %6 L, ~vF o 7 O¥EHEET
NaT AT HIDOT AN —=F 2T 5. (W37 2747H) #1213 B.18) DK L
Ty Frr7aEnfR@2)nfmoncl &, N@B.2)DT A MF—F BRI 5. FHT
— 2% TestData |k SIS .

female(mary). (3.22)

male(X) = female(mary). true. (3.23)

TrainingData Z{EH L, Bt build model)\Z X » T~ v F > JTOFHET VEERT H.

(K 37 28 fTH) D%, TestData %~ v F v 7 OEHAET L (MK
matching analogy model)) \ZAJ)L, BHAEREZHES. (K 3.7 30-32 17H) M, Bk
build model)l%, FATINDHHEE, BANPDETNOFTEEFTT L. ik, BEHERO
HEET WMCEZ WL T EMERH LT THD.

Bl 21X, RAOHGE “female”%x BieT A NT—4 0, FHFHLDO~ v F o 7 OFHEET L

WCANT D&, BT MTHEBESBEB TR INDHLUMEIZ L > T “female” &~ v F 2 7H]
B2 RE M T 5. K RIX UnificationResultList \Z & {7 & v 5. B3
extract_high_correct _rate()\Z X -, UnificationResultList 75 true” % 714 2 E| &0 i
B W D BEICHhH S, RIS ConvertAtomList (Z# 5. (X1 8.7 351TH)
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Algorithm 3.2: RERRELT7 /LT YU X L

Input: rules written in Prolog HypothesisList

Output : rules written in Prolog RuleList

1: RuleList <[]

2: for i=0 to size(HypothesisList) do

3: UnifiedRuleList < unify(KnowledgeBase, HypothesisList[i])
4 Head <« extract head(HypothesisList[i])

5 UnifiedHeadList < unify(KnowledgeBase, Head)

6: if size(UnifiedRuleList) / size(UnifiedHeadList) >=y
7 .
8:

: append(HypothesisList, HypothesisList|i])
return RuleList

3.8 RAURFET /L= Y A L
BEI% extract high_correct_rateQ D “BI¥D /AT A—% Bi%. W T 2HOBEBEW®T 5.
B2, RuleResult & ConvertAtomList % L C, BA¥ convert_atom0\Z X v i % 4
5. (3.7 35947H) BAKMIZIE, RuleResult DARIKDIE % ConvertAtomList DA &
x5 LT, WEREAERT S, B IERE17D OB OFEHERE R 5 RB.24), Ki(3.25),
X(3.26), XB2NDEFHEHD.

father(X,Y) : — female(X), parent(X,Y). (3.24)
father(X,Y) : — male(X), parent(X,Y). (3.25)
father(X,Y) : — female(X), spouse(X,Y). (3.26)
father(X,Y) : —male (X), spouse(X,Y). (3.27)

(2) & Mhzs

RSB >V S HypothesisList %52 FHL% &, Fa~_—A L5 L TIREHRE
2179, 1M 3.8 (ZRHlgR AMRAURFEZ 1T 5 7V 2 Y X L E7RT .

DI, FHMig AN — A 2 S WL TR 2 LB unifiy0 TH—LZATV, {Ka & H
—AErREZRBIAIZNEET . (3.8 31TH) BI%¥ unifiy0id Prolog ALELRDH —{k & [F] LA
Ba17o. BlAEKB2DOME DS, H—brrmeefill & LTRB.28) 215,
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father(tom, bob) : — male(tom), parent(tom, bob). (3.28)

BT, B9 extract head)\Z J. » TR DA & BE—(L Al fE/2 FHELINET S, (X 3.8
4-517H) B Z2IERB.26) DGOSR, H—{bralfe/rFE L LTH(B.29%4455.

father(tom, bob). (3.29)

BB, R EIRNHERN— A & LAl Re 22 R D% & ARG OFEE N EE— L [ REZ2 S FED
BOWREHET D, LERy U EOSGAITRGERRL, ZNLLTOREIIEENTS. (K
3.8 6-71TH) KX TIE, v =10, LTW5.

3.5 FHmEE

Prolog CTitif S 7= 3SFEHD HFk_N— A ZFH L CTET N OEE R OMEHEY AT A OHES %
1TV, ZOFMEERZITo72. ZZ2CIRET 3HEOT — 2 2 W= FEBREREZ R L%, &
BhERRD.

3.5.1 Kinsources & FAU\/-E8&

Kinsources [74] ZHW\WTET /VOFE K OHEHES AT AOW#FE 41T - 7=. Kinsources |LIfl
BERAERT T — X OELSETHDH. ik — 21T Prolog Ttk &, 5,887 ®7 hAd 10
R DIRFEN DL D .
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# 3.1 Kinsources DFEHT—H v K EEBFTIILDOELR

RAOEHEET L
T—2%wv k A-1 A-2
Training Set 26,709 25,199
Validation Set 3,215 3,196
Test Set 3,325 3,804
IEEER 0.8842 0.9008

Ty F DM ET IV
T—Rtv b B-1 B-2 B-3 B-4
Training Set 66,971 67,103 29,906 38,863
Validation Set 8,402 8,412 3,685 4,815
Test Set 8,363 8,383 3,705 4,877
IEEER 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000

# 3.2 Kinsources (23T 2 BRI OFEHERE B

TRty EHOTestSet FEEBOEH REDFE —R
(0=1)
1,215 mother(X)Y). male(X),parent(X,Y). 0.6724
A-1 1,180 daughter(X,Y). male(X),parent(Y,X). 0.4712
689 wife(X)Y). male(X),spouse(X,Y). 0.3149
1,272 father(X)Y). female(X),parent(X,Y). 0.5460
A-2 1,341 son(X)Y). female(X),parent(Y,X). 0.4459
712  husband(X,Y). female(X),parent(X.Y). 0.2725

RAIDEHET NV E~ v F o 7 OEEET NVOFEBHICHWET =28y FROET—F
FERAWTER LIZET VOIEEREZ K 3LIRT. T—Fty FA1ET—%Fy b A2
HRAOBEHET VAR T 27200 b D TH Y, HMEN—ACEENLHAIE S L ITERR L.
F—F¥v b Al ETF—FEy b A2 FHHEBIC 3 FEORELZFESRANLED. T—F &
v hB1l, 7 —4%%v B2, F—%tv kB3 FT—F%tyvhB4ldvyFr IOl T
WENERRT D720 LD THY, HHX—RCEENIFEEL L LIERLE. T—% v b
B-1, 7—%%> kB2, 7—%%tv kB3, T—%tvh B4|d3EHEORELEZTEMD
bR DH. IEERITETNVOHNNT A NTF—2 LZ2—ET5HG6THY, X (2.1) T&o
TRt END.

# 31 ITR L7eHAIOEHEET VAR LT, BRIZEHE LR 2R 3.2 IIR-d. & 3.1
R LT~y F U T OBEMETVEMER LT, v~y F 7 OEMEETo IR %23 3.3 [TRT.
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# 3.3 Kinsources [ZRIT D~ v T o 7 OIEHERE R

T—= | ZMoKR —HR
v b Test Set (B=3)
B-1 1,184 female(X)=male(X). 1.0000
B-2 1,184 male(X)=female(X). 1.0000
B-3 3,905 parent(X,Y)=spouse(X,Y). 1.0000
B-4 3,905 spouse(X,Y)=parent(X,Y). 1.0000
# 3.4 Kinsources (23517 2 FEHERE
T =& En/-HA RRE LR FEZEK
v b DEYL

mother(X,Y):-female(X),parent(X,Y).
A-1 3 daughter(X)Y):-female(X),parent(Y,X). 1.0000
wife(X,Y):-female(X),spouse(X,Y).

father(X,Y):-male(X),parent(X,Y).
A-2 3 son(XY):-male(X),parent(Y,X). 1.0000
husband(X,Y):-male(X),spouse(XY).

F33D—HRIL, ETANOLOHNBETHLIEAEEZE®RTSH. #3.41%, 3.42HTHHL
TR AT DT — 2y PATBIVA2 ZMAAALTERERE R LTS, it v
DINT A —=HTa=1.0, B =30ICHE L. £340 “BEn-HA" oz, 7—%t> b
MOHIBRLIZBAIORK AR L T D, “FRAZHRT 1, BHES AT LK 2RO R L7
L. & 34 0O “FBRULHA 1%, BEVAT AL TEBICEAINAHANCR S, &
3.4 DI EFIZ, “RAHA” oW, BERINTHAOFETHSL. BAEREWIEZE AT
LA ZR AT DRI EmWEF R 5.

3.5.2 IMDb ZHUW/-EE

IMDb [108] ZHWTET NV OFEE KL OSEHE S AT AORHEEZIT>7-. IMDb [XBRE<>T L
EREOT —Z RXR—ZATH D, Fik~— A% Prolog Titik &4, 20,658 DT kAL 14 FkHD
WEENHALD.
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# 3.5 IMDb OFEHT—%tE v hEETNOIEER
HEO\EHEET L

T—Htwv b A-1 A-2

Training Set 90,904 77,103

Validation Set 11,373 9,653

Test Set 11,373 9,632

&= 0.9489 0.9499

Ry FrTOEMET I

TF—REy b B'-1 B’-2 B’-3 B"-4

Training Set 88,868 91,229 90,821 46,650

Validation Set 11,147 11,404 11,361 5,815

Test Set 11,147 11,417 11,372 5,742

EEE 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000

7 3.6 IMDb (Z351F 5 BRI OFEHERS R
F—sty F EEOTestset BEHOFR  AKOEL —
(a=1)

A-1 2,076 production(X)Y). person(X),movie(Y),produce(XY). 0.3801
A-2 3,784 producer(X,Y). company(X),movie(Y),produce(X,Y). 0.3554

# 3.7 IMDb (ZBT 5~ v F o 7 OREHER

T—= Figo BROEA —K

+ v b Test Set (B=3)
) 243  person(X)=company(X). 0.8313
Bl 280 person(X)=movie(X). 0.0000
’ 243  company(X)=person(X). 0.0000
B2 280 company(X)=movie(X). 0.0000
) 78 movie(X)=person(X). 0.1538
B3 85 movie(X)=company(X). 0.0000
1,176 produce(X,Y)=distribution(X,Y). 0.9932
B’-4 1,220 produce(X,Y)=sfx(XY). 0.0328
1,654 produce(X,Y)=acting(X,Y). 0.0097

BRAIOEHET NV e~y F 7 OBMEET VOFEIIANWEET =22y FROKT—F kY
FERHWTIER LTEET VOIEERER IS IRT. 7 —HEy hA- 1T —%E> FA-21%
SHERIC b FEOMFEEZFFOHAI B D. T—F%Ey N B-1, 7—%kv s B2, 7—%t&
vk B3, =%ty B4 I~y F U IOEMEETNVEERTHODLDTHY, ik
NR—RZEENDIFEELS LIER L., T—%Ey FB-1, =%y +B-2, 7—¥tv
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7 3.8 IMDb (23317 2 FHERS R

F—&  BEhER KRR LARA g
v bk D

’ production(X,Y):-

o company(X),movie(Y),produce(X,Y). 1.0000
A2 1 0.0000

#39 clutrr OFEHT—FEy FEETILOEER

RAOEHET L
TRty bk A1 A2
Training Set 90,904 77,103
Validation Set 11,373 9,653
Test Set 11,373 9,632
IEEER 0.9489 0.9499

STy F T OEEETIL
T—RAEwv b B"-1 B”-2
Training Set 88,868 91,229
Validation Set 11,147 11,404
Test Set 11,147 11,417
&R 1.0000 1.0000

FB-3, 77—ty kB4 X 8FEMEOBFHEAZLEMNOKD.

# 3.5 (R LIcHRIOFHEE T VAR LT, BRIZEHE LR 4% 3.6 IIRT. *& 3.5
R LTy T 7 OEHEET VEHERA LT, ~ v T VT ORMEEIT o TR 2R 8.7 IR T.
T—HEy NA1ET—HEy FA21220TC, 342 H TR IEHE Y AT A CHffEZ{T-
TR RAE R 38IRT. HHET L U DRTA—HFa=1.0, B=3.0IIHEL. £3.80D”
BEAZHAPOR, R UZHEA, BIORARIT, £34LFRILEKRTH .

3.5.3 CLUTRR AU \7/-EE

Wiz 7 A T B0y F~v—7 AT —4% >y MDA TH S clutrr [109] 2 L
T, ETNVOFEKROEHS AT LOWEEIT o7z, KEIZBITOMATHEAT L7 —2 &y
R, taskl T relation length 2 & L CAER L7, clutrr ICE VAR LT =4y b5
Prolog TRLif L 72 ik~ — A A L7z, W, BAIOBHBIZITENT, AMRICOABHET 5T
FAFAEB Y ICEEHZ T2 AR — AT 4207 h AL 16 FREOBGE DD .
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7 3.10  clutrr (23517 2 HLH OFAHERS FL
T—4atw b FEHEDTest Set BWELDE FEoFER —EEE
(0=3)
sister(Y,Z),father(X)Y). 0.1229
415 mother(X,Z). son(Y,Z),grandfather(X.Y). 0.0964
brother(Y,Z),father(X,Y). 0.0892
daughter(Y,Z),uncle(X,Y). 0.1406
569 sister(X,Z). father(Y,Z),son(X,Y). 0.1002
son(Y,Z),uncle(X,Y). 0.0545
wife(Y,Z),son(X,Y). 0.1236
348 daughter(X,Zz). son(Y,Z),brother(X,Y). 0.1178
daughter(Y,Z),brother(X,Y). 0.0891
B brother(Y,Z),grandfather(X,Y). 0.1667
A 360 grandmother(X,Z). sister(Y,Z),grandfather(X,Y). 0.1417
father(Y,Z),father(X.Y). 0.0361
wife(Y,Z),grandson(X,Y). 0.1729
376 granddaughter(X,Z).
husband(Y,Z),grandson(X,Y). 0.1649
father(Y,Z),son(X,Y). 0.1111
279 aunt(X,2). father(Y,Z),brother(X,Y). 0.0609
father(Y,Z),father(X,Y). 0.0502
brother(Y,Z),son(X,Y). 0.1245
249 niece(X,Z). daughter(Y,Z),brother(X,Y). 0.0683
son(Y,Z),brother(X,Y). 0.0402
father(Y,Z),mother(X,Y). 0.0651
430 father(X,2). son(Y,Z),grandmother(X)Y). 0.0628
father(Y,Z),sister(XY). 0.0419
brother(Y,Z),sister(X,Y). 0.1244
603 brother(X,2). father(Y,Z),daughter(X,Y). 0.0896
sister(Y,Z),sister(X,Y). 0.0564
son(Y,Z),sister(X,Y). 0.2158
329 son{X,2). daughter(Y,Z),sister(X,Y). 0.0669
A2 father(Y,Z),mother(X,Y). 0.2041
338 grandfather(X,Z). father(Y,2),sister(X,Y). 0.0740
mother(Y,Z),mother(X,Y). 0.0266
grandson(Y,Z),sister(X,Y). 0.1940
338 grandson(X,2).
husband(Y,Z),granddaughter(X)Y). 0.1511
father(Y,Z),sister(X,Y). 0.1870
246 uncle(X,2). father(Y,Z),mother(X,Y). 0.1138
father(Y,Z),daughter(X,Y). 0.0285
256 nephew(X,Z). son(Y,Z),sister(X,Y). 0.3672
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# 3.11  clutrr (2B 5~ v F o 7 OFHER R

F—fty b SHOTestset FHOFN REOH —HE

(0=3)
sister(Y,Z),father(X,Y). 0.1229
415 mother(X,Z). son(Y,Z),grandfather(X.Y). 0.0964
brother(Y,z),father(X,Y). 0.0892
daughter(Y,Z),uncle(X,Y). 0.1406
569 sister(X,Z). father(Y,Z),son(X,Y). 0.1002
son(Y,Z),uncle(X,Y). 0.0545
wife(Y,Z),son(X,Y). 0.1236
348 daughter(X,2). son(Y,Z),brother(X,Y). 0.1178
daughter(Y,Z),brother(X,Y). 0.0891
. brother(Y,Z),grandfather(X,Y). 0.1667
A 360 grandmother(X,Z). sister(Y,Z),grandfather(X,Y). 0.1417
father(Y,Z),father(X,Y). 0.0361
wife(Y,Z),grandson(X,Y). 0.1729
376 _granddaughter(x.Z). husband(Y,Z),grandson(X,Y). 0.1649
father(Y,Z),son(X,Y). 0.1111
279 aunt(X,Z). father(Y,Z),brother(X,Y). 0.0609
father(Y,Z),father(X,Y). 0.0502
brother(Y,Z),son(X,Y). 0.1245
249 niece(X,2). daughter(Y,Z),brother(X,Y). 0.0683
son(Y,Z),brother(X,Y). 0.0402
father(Y,Z),mother(X,Y). 0.0651
430 father(X,Z). son(Y,Z),grandmother(X,Y). 0.0628
father(Y,Z),sister(X,Y). 0.0419
brother(Y,Z),sister(X,Y). 0.1244
603 brother(X,Z). father(Y,Z),daughter(X,Y). 0.0896
sister(Y,Z),sister(X.Y). 0.0564
son(Y,Z),sister(X,Y). 0.2158
329 soniXZ). daughter(Y,Z),sister(X,Y). 0.0669
A2 father(Y,Z),mother(X,Y). 0.2041
338 grandfather(X,Z). father(Y,Z),sister(X,Y). 0.0740
mother(Y,Z),mother(X,Y). 0.0266
grandson(Y,Z),sister(X,Y). 0.1940
338 grandson(XZ). husband(Y,2),granddaughter(X,Y). 0.1511
father(Y,Z),sister(X,Y). 0.1870
246 uncle(X,Z). father(Y,Z),mother(X,Y). 0.1138
father(Y,Z),daughter(X.Y). 0.0285
256 nephew(X,Z). son(Y,Z),sister(X,Y). 0.3672




TEFB L RS LEE RV 57

% 38.12  clutrr [ZB1) DEEHERE R

—X RN R LRI FRE
k F

S]]
N

mother(X,Z):-daughter(Y,Z),grandmother(X,Y).
mother(X,Z):-son(Y,Z),grandmother(X,Y).
mother(X,Z):-brother(Y,Z),mother(X,Y).
mother(X,Z):-sister(Y,Z),mother(X,Y).
sister(X,Z):-daughter(Y,Z),aunt(X)Y).
sister(X,Z):-son(Y,Z),aunt(X,Y).
sister(X,Z):-father(Y,Z),daughter(X.Y).
sister(X,Z):-mother(Y,Z),daughter(X,Y).
daughter(X,Z):-wife(Y,Z),daughter(X,Y).
grandmother(X,Z):-sister(Y,Z),grandmother(X,Y).
grandmother(X,Z):-mother(Y,Z),mother(X,Y).
grandmother(X,Z):-father(Y,Z),mother(X,Y).
grandmother(X,Z):-brother(Y,Z),grandmother(X,Y).
granddaughter(X,Z):-wife(Y,Z),granddaughter(X,Y).
granddaughter(X,Z):-husband(Y,Z),granddaughter(X,Y).
niece(X,Z):-brother(Y,Z),daughter(X,Y).

brother(X,Z):-father(Y,Z),son(X,Y).
brother(X,Z):-mother(Y,Z),son(X,Y).
grandfather(X,Z):-father(Y,Z) father(X,Y).
grandfather(X,Z):-mother(Y,Z),father(X,Y).
grandson(X,Z):-hushand(Y,Z),grandson(X.,Y).
grandson(X,2):-wife(Y,Z),grandson(X,Y).

HAIO¥EHEET NV e~ v F U T OMBEET NVOFEIHW T =428y NEROET—H v b
ERHWVTER LT ET VOIEEEREZR 39 IRT. T—FEy A1 LT =2y N A2
GHERIC TR OMBEE A OB B D. T4y B 1 BLOT —XEy FB-2F~v >
Fr T OEWET NVEERT HT2DDEDOTHY, HFN—RZEENLIFEL S LITERKL
oo T2y FB1 LT —HEy FB213 860 THEORGELZETEMN DS,

£ BIIRLIHAIOEHEE T V2 LT, BAIZEHE L7/ 2K 3.10 (IRd. £ 3.9
ORI~y F o ZTOEHET A ZHER LT, ~ v Fr 7 OEH#HZ2ITo-/EREFR 3.11 1 TR
T F—Fty hA1 EF—FEy kA2 12OWT,  3.4.2 HTIHRAJERE S 2T o THEHE
EATo TR %23 312103, A= VDRI A—F(Ta =30, B =3.0ITHELTL.
# 3.1207 [EAVIHA o, “FERLUCHAT, BLOFERERIL, K34 LFLE®RTHS.

A”-1 28 0.5714

A”-2 28 0.2143
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#3.13  FHRAUHERE LSRR ORER

M@~—2 Tk F—fty b HEEME (BR REHE
INTRERDED
A-1 256 0.0117
R—=X 74V
A-2 256 0.0117
Kinsources
L A-1 12 0.2500
REFL
A-2 12 0.2500
A-1 1,089 0.0009
N—=2 T4
A-2 1,089 0.0009
IMDb
. A-1 8 0.1250
REFL
A'-2 4 N/A
A”-1 4,096 0.0068
R—=Z74 v
A’-2 4,096 0.0068
clutrr
o A’-1 162 0.0988
REFL
A’-2 183 0.0328

3.5.4 FEEMHEIRFPVROLLE

N=R T A v LRBRFIEOGGEME ERBRDRO LB 2T o 7. ERS NI ARBR O EFT
MR & L, I OBEOFRR LR OR 2 R R L T 5.

N—=2F A4 TlE, HIAIFEA (8.30) (TR LET 7 L— F2BEOBRAIN IR L, Y
2V TT T L — hOEAEBIZT P22 TIH 5 2 & TRMOBAIZHE L. M, X
(3.30) @ “_7 IFEALBKEEKRTD.

X Y) = _(X), (X, Y). (3.30)

NR—=2 T4 AN Lo TERENTARGOEIL, UTORXREMEHALCEHELE. 22T, &K
(3.31) ® RIIIHFBER—AMSERENEZT L —1 0%, TIET 71— hMNIE&END
HOH, kX7 7 L— bOHEER UEO51 5 % RO~ — ANOIHEO A BT 5.

Ry T

= [ [k (331)

i=1 j=1
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EFIEC Lo TEREINTGROEE, X (8.32) #HLTEE L., RAIIEEV A
TLIZANNTENT-FEOH, o (ERTIX1E/7123), F (ERTILI) TEH X
FA—=K, T (EBRTIX2 £72033) 1TEHEGEROHANCE FN2THOEEBEWRT 5.

Ry

n, = Z a B (3.32)

i=1

F 313 ITHEGEME B FIZONTR—RAT A EIRETIEZ IR LR AR T
FNEk~— 1% 3.5.1 TH® Kinsource, 3.5.2 TH? IMDb, 3.5.3 H® clutrr % V7~

F7o, R=RTA U ERETIEORBHRICERS D00 EITo7. HHTICIEE 3.13 ©
N, BEFEORBDRNERRITRETH 727 =2 v FA2LUSEHAN ., "= T A
DIRFNRO T 0.0076, HEAERZEIE 0.0040 THoT-. —F, RETFIEOMBHRO VL
1% 0.1513, HEHE(F 1T 0.0860 TH oz, v g vay V) UFFSAIEMFRREDRER, _—27
AV ERBEFIEORBRITIL, ARERENA OGN (p=0.042). Z 2 THEK#EILp<0.05
L.

3.5.5 =R

Kinsources # HH\\7=FEBR T, 2507 —% &y MIBWTERZEN 3 > TOHAIZHH

THZEenTE. BIRRICIE “father” OMAIZ S “mother” DA, “son” DOFAING
“daughter” OHHI, “husband” OHHINS “wife” OBAIZIEREST S Z LN TX7-. [FER

\Z “mother” DOMHAING “father” DI, “daughter” OFEHINEG “son” DOMHI, “wife”
DOHAINS” husband” OHAIZIAHEST 52 & TE .

IMDb ZHW=FERTIX, 1 207 —%t&y NTHAIZMET2Z R TE. —FHTHH
1 2O7F =%ty FTIIHAIZH T2 Z LR TE ooz, BEMIZIE “production” D#L
AI2>5 “producer” OMHIZFHET 5 Z LT TE722%, “producer” OFHHIH S “production”
OIRANZHRET D Z LM TE 2o 7=, 2 “company(X) = person(X).” (2T 5~ v F
VI DESHHETERDPSTEZENFEREZZ HND.

clutrr Z# W= EBRTIX, 220057 =4y bbb 20 AT 2203 TEE. 20
FEBROFRERNS, 7 —F &y MIF CEHIHEZ R ORR 2EROBANZENTVLHE TS,
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MEVAT AL VEWELZIT ) 2N TEL 2 RNz, HlxiE, “mother(X,Z) -
daughter(Y,Z),grandmother(X,Y)” & “mother(X,Z):-son(Y,Z),grandmother( X,Y). 7 IZ[F U
G Z FF OB HBAITH D, BEVAT MIETONL—NVERETHZ EIXTE o720,
T—2ty b A1 TIIHAIOFEREN 57.14%, 7—F v P A2 TiE2143% Th -7, F
AUTHAZFIA LT, BBV AT AL D0 K LT 2175 2 L bAEETH 5.

N—=AT A ERBEFEZ B UTRER, REFECLV ERSNTEHOBIL, EoT—
2ty MZBWTER—ZA T4 L0 Dlehotz. ZHIZKY, XR—=R T4 VR TREFE
TEHEEME RN E W 5. IS, BEFIEOREDRIL, HABRONLRNoTT—4
Ty FEBRNT, R=RAT7 A4V ORBRDRLD bEWVRERTH 7. iR —2ADH A XK
TTNIEREVZTE, BEFIEEIR—ATA LB LT, FHREME L RBDENEFTH
HEEZBILD.

AIBRIZL D AT A NWD Z L2k Y, SFHEOHMFRS—ADNDLED 6 >DOT —H
Ty ML RMOBAZHH T2 Z N TEZ. —F, 3 2OFT—F &y MZBWTIIHAZ
M2 2 LixcE ol RAIOHOKSIX, ST o E<HAOEHE~y T 7
DN TEINIKFEL TN D, Thebb, E7 NV TH—5y MAEKORBEE v — X IR O
MEOHELINEE > L KRBT HZ LN TEIUE, 2L OBAIEMET 2 Z LR ERICZRD &5
2D, RIBEOTT IVITHGERDIALNRY NI K 2 HEE BRI CRBEOELMEZ 2 %
TW5h. 2Ok, HEESHENLZER T2 810k, it 27 20 gEEZ R ETE 50
REMEDN S 5.

3.6 F&o

ARETITFEETE 2 O TR EEmBIC DWW AT O VAT AZRE LT, A7V
=7 MHOBBRIEOEHBL A7 Y =7 MNHOBERIZER L, WREFE 2 Wil 504 254
B35 LT, BHEAER L. FRERDND, KU AT LTEEFE ORI S R2E ORI
ARHEL TORI S TRER Z L 2R T Z &N TE .

—PEAFERE A AR E L TIREFEIC L D BHEA WREL L72DIE, AV AT ARHIHTTH
5. Fl, KVATAITHWEET UL, HESBERZAMTLZ LICL@mnm sz ME
b A TWDT2D, Web EOKREDT =206 bFEHEAZITO 2N FAREEBIBND.



BA4E RBEFEBICL 774 BSLEZRAL
A OS2 — g VAEREAR T —U v

~ DER

4.1 i@

1960 FARIZAT DI TV # I ERRR OBFZE [110] 2% & L, s b8 OFZE3 By #8
ENDHL DI o7z. 1990 FRICAD & Q- [111] e EOBAFIC & bewy, Tk 8 Obf
MR E TR LT, 2000 FRICA D EEFEOMIRNIERICR D L, Q FEICE T 5178
MRS A =2 — TV %y U — 7 ICEE 2 - RERSE [112] 2384 Lz, Zhuc kv,
SRALSE OMERBIITREERIC M L, = AR HBNEIR S W o e B CEMMREA TN .

IR LB K- TR SN =AE 7 v 7 Z A AlphaGo [113] 1%, Z iU E THEBI K E &
ZEZLNTWeE NHO 7T a it E~Opf| 20 THEBL L=, — 5T, AlphaGo 235 L7=FD
PR 2 AR 2 Z SIXNREE L Wo T BEN R E L 0 I272 0, s FEE T L O OB
PERFRRR SN D K 212 o7, BITE, b FE T M AR L7cEEL KB U CilfE-
D2 ERANBBREOREEBZ TATHIORELZITID Z LIZREEE W RELH 5.

ZOXOBREFNG, EFET T v IRy 7 AT LB EETNVE AP TE LI 91T
FUA MRy 7 26T 23H r[EE72 AL OWF%E [114-118] BEEAICITDILD L 5270 o7, FF
(IR SRR & B W o B A ATRE 7 SR LR OFZE [119-128] HER VAL EN TV D.

)7, 1970 05 80 FERICNT T, THF A= 2T A [6] XU LT 50 5ALE
\Z& D Al OMFFEREANAT DI, FEALRE, FRREBUCFE S 2 VTV D 72D A0S BEfiR
LRTWEWSFIEN S DT, HilkN—ADWEE NFCREIITILERD -T2, Tl
L0, VAT LAEEOaR NREL LD END, KEICRELIEOFEILT T AE L > T
oo L Lenn, 9 Web FOREOT —HEZHWHZ ENTELH L1270, HETE

61
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k2 =a—F %y NU—7 OFFEAOM EIZE B2, HRETE Ao S B opf
7t [24-26,33,42-44,129] M1 d L oIl o7-.

EEFEEHNTEON =Y 2 MIADRF G ZERT 5 Z L IXRETH Y, ADRE
DREEABEZ TCE=—V =2 M DATEIOREEZZIT!MS Z L3 L. 22T, AETIETHE
BEHOBIGTFEET VPO GRAZMWCRETFEETVEAHEL, ABPRLLT, &
BHLLTWHMERZAVWTala=r—ya URARERT—V = 0 b 2R 5 HIEAIRE
T 5. HFHICIFRERAZHVD Z LIk, =X A= AT LD X I ITABRANEE
L3 < 20, ABHBIZRRT 22 L b TES. @, NMIEFHETRIEINTWDIR
ReA BRI T 2 Z L IZNEECTH Y, SFEIC L VIREBLZBIRICRELT 5. KL TIE, W8
BILFEETVOAM N E 7 7 V4t L, SEERBEHWCET VICEES]Z 52 LT, fHx
ANDFEMEIZ A DR T -V healia=lr—rarzdb2e0, AR —Vxy
MIHHRIZBINT 2 Z ERaEL D, 77 U—RBUIME A NIZ K-> TERR D720, by H
24T 9 BNCERNC BT — 4 2V VR T 5D TIEARL, FEEROBICEETT L%
LN FEax MRS DB x5, BIZ, EREFEEZMH LR SOEILm W EEE
WD, HRERILTFEET VEBRBTEL B2 H5.

ARFEIZBITAMETITREFB I L AL E Wb Z & T,

1) ANDOFERDPKEE /2 1) 21T 9 FREFAOBLTEETT A0 Gl 2 NDEfE L30T

FREE AN T 5T VAT L CilE i

2) AMRBLRLTWHRRRZ W TANENEZ(RZ D 2 LA ATHE
EWVIRERAFFEICII R VR 2 F o e — Y o v D AT 5. AIRETIRIL, FEEALOM
fbEFEETADPDANLEaIa=r—Ya VAT —V 2 v M EBET 0O TOHEJITH L.
ARRRIZLY, BIEFBHICLIVES LoV MZEDA~NDa—F T e\ a2 T 7Y
r—aOFEMUICEIT 52 ENTE D EEZ S, BEMIZITEOELRSC BT 47— A7
%, lx NDFNEZ A=Y F T4 RSNRR\ 2> Ta—F 73577 ) r—a i
EZiobnb.

ARETITET, 428 TREICHIT DU & BIET 27OV T2, 4.3Hi Tk yH
ETNVDO AN %505 TRIT 5 FECON TR, 4.4 §iTiE, BMEFEEETVNDLREETER
RENTETNVOERFIEEER LIZET VEMBPIAATE =T 2 NERETDH. 4.4 HiT
1%, BEFEOFEFFERICOWTHRET L. W, KEITHT20H%80F [130] O#fFfEE ~X—X &
LTiTo7e.
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4.2 BAEFRE

4.2.1 BARREGRILEE

S RTRE 7RI LR L, ORI L ST, ARETVONTEEC/ T A — 2 % BRI 5
ZEEEBTHE [119-121] &, ABRETAOHWFE R AT 2 2 L 2 BI85 [122-
128] T HZ LN TE D, £72, TEFADOAERGIEICEI ST, B HEOMHAINAHE
BT NVEART DI [120,122] &, HDHETNEDHT 57O ET NV EART D05
[121,123-128] 1T/ T 522 & b TE 5.

INHDOGEORT, ARETAOHWHEREZHEMT 2L EHME L, TOET NV E 0]
T DO T TV EERT DR [123-128] AT T\ 5b. ZOH T, Structural
Causal Model % f# H L 7=#F7E [127] <° Soft Decision Trees Zf#i f L 7-#F%¢ [128] & 5. L
DU S IO Y, MHEZITITODOET NV EAEK L TEY, AR LIEET IV
E(LFEEETAOMRBE LCEAT S Z L 3REETH 5.

4.2.2 Za—Jlxy hN7—2ICLBEEHHR

BIEFENBGETHURELY, ZE=2—F %y hT—27 ZHVTREAEZE L, H#
AT OMRENTON TE . MEmEEZ XI5 & LicHin [34-36] OB aEimBl 2kt 4 & L
T-HEsm [37-41] BTN, UON— R TR ELE =2 —T Ly NT—7 DFH
REAIDRFUC LY, ERNR Y AT AOREEITITE S o7z,

WEFESG %L, 77 7=a—F L%y hT—27 2T, —BEREmRERICHD < JHEiEHE
ARSI R OISR [24-25,42-44,129] MToh. EDHh, 74— R74U— KRy hU—
7 % VTSR [26] IRl = 2 — T L3y N T — 7 Z W T2#FSE [83,79] HiThN D k91
AoV el
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RKeg
=45 . I—> x> b
R

X 4.1  58bE oK

4.2.1  Advice-Taking ET /L

INETHRSEDOA VI —T 2= AN LTADDT =V hDT RANA REAREL
T HETVEAERT DHFZE [181-133] 2T TE . ZRBLOHAETEAR T x ME
T RARAL RE 52528108 -T, 7 AOFEFHOEMECMERER L2 AL LTS, —

FT, FEHELOET LA EEH L o=V R —PFZH L TCT RS R E 52 A L%
FHE & AP T TR,

4.3 BEBETILORESRE

AKimX T, WIEEEETNAOAMNZ 7 7 V4 ICE > TRERIL, ZhzaffHLT
R RAZEM LT NVOEREZT S, ReRAICE, —BhEwmEOYy 72y FTHD

Prolog [60] % V5. ARFECIIHE(LFE DO A )% Prolog THELT 5 HIEIZ DWW TR 5,

4.3.1 @BFFETILOAHTS

4.1 1CEFE OB EN A RT. ==Y = MIREICS L TTEZE 2 L, REITITE)
WG TR L 2 = — Y = M2 52 5. =— Y = & MIEMIZIS CTITEI O R 2 E1E

T5H, INEHYIRTZETEEMTDOND. FEEHOBICTEET VO ANTRE? L5

AONDRETHY, HWNFTz—V = FOITEIE 2D,
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Episode 1

4.2  MountainCar-v0 DO ErEE

# 4.1 MountainCar-v0 OF7H) & JLHE

T8 0: E~AIET S
1 A0E L AW
2 A~NIERT B

LN I DAIE | -1.2~0.6
7L< DIRE -0.07~0.07

4 4.2 I% OpenAl Gym [134] 2t 3 258bFEHDOY I a L —2a VEBREDO D ThH D
MountainCar-v0 OEEZ#HE L7~X T 5. MountainCar-v0 (X7 /N~ % [LDOTE FIZHEEIE

T2 EEHHMETSH. F 4.1 12 MountainCarv0 2 HE Y 5 5178 LR RE A R .
MountainCar-v0 O, FEFADOFELFETT NL~DANINIT NV~ DOALE L 7 v~ DEE
O 2 FEFEOMEHHE & 72 5. HINIITEICH Y, 0, 1, 2 DBERIEE 72 5.

4.3.2 BEFEETILOAHNOESL

4.3.1 Hi Tk~ b E ET VDO AN R 5T 5720, Prolog THHLZT 5. sfk:
B, WORERIUEDIRE LATENCOMEF T 2MEEATH L~ Va7 efEL TS, 2
DIz, B LHREROTENL, HLORAORELZETANFRLUIERTHL LHHET 2L
MTE%. Ik Prolog DMANZT 2 LEHINIATE), MRAIOARKTIREOHES TREND.
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ZE
A
1
very left | alittle | alittle right | Very
left left right right
> 7~
-0.7324 -0.5885 0 0.1260 0.2775 DOHE
aosgy  AOEE Eosgh LOBRE
DE-Z= DPHE—= DE—= Dm-—=
suzg A afigr A0

X 4.3 2 VATRIORA =y T OH
MountainCar-v0 % Prolog ®HIZT 5 £ X(4.1)D L 5272 5. action (X178, position
7N~ OALE, speed (37 v~ DREZERT. BEXITFITOEE, ZHAITITEORE], £
B B NV~ OAEORE 2R T SE TR, 28 C 137 v~ OREDORE 2R 535
HIEE L7125,

action(X, A): —position(X, B), speed (X, C). 4.1

action IZEEHUE CH H 720, 2% A 1X “push_left”, “stay”, “push_right” @ 3 fFE EDfH %
LD, INSONEE 7NV~ OREITHEBHE TH Y, TN ENSEFIEE B & SaEF AR
C~LEMTD.

HHHED S FHRFAIVERADERIT T 7 V4 BlamD A =2y TR 5. 114 4.3 134
¥BEIZVATRDA L N—2 y TREABMTR LB THS. 7~ DMEIAOEHEITI L~
TEICAE L, EOBAIIHEIMET S, 2 <BEIMET H5E, 25 B 13 “very left”,
“left”, “a little left” @ 3 FHDEZ & 5. 7 UV ATHESOEMIBHEISN=ADI LV~ D
MEONERET 5. 7 A~ONEN, 0 £-0.5885 (FF—=/firdk) OMOELEITES B IX
“a little left”, -0.5885 (FF— = ri#k) &£-0.7324 (FFE_=/i¥) OMOLAEIL “left”, -
0.7324 (BB =) X0/ WEEIT “very left” L7ab. ZIL~NHEINET HHAIT
“very right”, “right”, “a little right” @ 3 FEOMEA & 5. 7 U ATHEE O IIEH
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a little| a little
left | right

very
left!

right

\ y ,» LD
0 -
-0.4295 -0.1805 -0.0867  -0.0375 0.0174  0.0372 0.0639 0.1109 fIE

B0E AOHE aof aoiE| LOE EOWE FoE [EOMHR
HoE Ho®E moz gos HoE HoE mog Hos
WHS =A% —hH4Y —h%Y —hA9 —hH7n =FH4 WA
vz~ G v G (v~ G vz~ G % fIg i i ¥

X 4.4 BIFRD A = v TR DHF
NEIED V7 v~ DRLEDONEE 5. 7 ~DLED, 0 & 0.0082 (BE—=/fitk) o>
Ya 3% B IX “a little right”, 0.0082 ((5—=/rfi#h) & 0.0369 CF =k OO
Greld” right”, 0.0369 (55 ==/ XV REWIGAEIEL “very right” &725.

—0, K44 3EBBEZBEREDOA L AN—2 y TETRLIEFITH L. 7~ DBEICAE
T 556, B BIL “very left”, “left”, “a little left” @ 3D EZ & 5. BEELSDIE
SIS NI D 7 N~ DRLEONIE T 5. 7V~ OALED, 0&-0.0375 (5 — 0L
) OMOBEITZEE BIL “alittle left” &72%. -0.0375 (F—ILnfrdk) &£-0.0867 (5
FOiE) OMOBAITRE DK E SITIE UHERICHE, “a little left” & L <% “left” &
2%, -0.0867 (% " Tofik) &£-0.1805 (B —Hfikk) DOROLGEIL” left” Lied. -
0.1805 (3 =T/hrf) &-0.4295 (EMUILHAE) OMDOLEITRREDRE SI2IE Lo =R
WZHEVY, “left” & L <X “very left” L7285, -0.4295 (GBI ILAANER) LW /hSWEEIE”
very left” L7025, 7~ EIAET H5E1L “very right”, “right”, “alittle right” @ 3
FREOEZ & 5. BFEESOTEAITBN S NIZIED 7 Vv~ DALED A E T 5. 7V~ DfL
E2S, 0 & 0.0174 (BF—H0hiE) OMOBAITZES B iE “a little right” &72%. 0.0174
(5 —Tohikk) & 0.0372 (35 M) ORI OBAITRRE DK SI2E UMRICREW,
“a little right” & L <I% “right” &72%. 0.0372 (85 _~HoNi#k) & 0.0639 (B =TT
B OMOEGEIL “right” &70%. 0.0639 (=10 & 0.1109 CGHEMUELNE) DfF
DG EITFRE O KX S|TG TR, “right” & L< X “very right” &72%. 0.1109

\nny
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(FBEUAESNE) LD KREWIGAIT “very right” &7 5.

ZH CIZOVWTHER B LFRRICA v =y TRBEHWTRT LN TED. 7~
DEEPADGEITI NV~ FLEIBE L, EORGIIAICBEIT L. £ COSHEFHIER %
ERAZNZN SHETERIT 225G, 7D EICBEIT S & XX “fast to the left”, “to the
left”, “slowly to the left” Oz LV, Z A ~NEICBEIT S L XIL” fast to the right”,”
to the right”, “slowly to the right” DfE% & 5.

K422 BLFE T O AMINTES S BRIOFI 2779 10 [BIH ORIT T L~ OfLiE
WRELET, ZNv~DREITP- VECBEHL TWDLEE, 7~ ahaA~ T2 ezl
TW5.

action(10, psuh_right): —position(10, very_left), speed (10, slowly_to_the_left). (4.2)

4.4 BEITZIAEDI2ZHF—I 3 ARREI—V b

AEITIE, 4.3 BiCRLEBbFEEET AN OEON-GEER =2 —T /L xy hU—7
THEETDHBEZONTIHRL. I, BERAZHWCET NV EMBAALTE =T 2 BT
DOWTCHBHT 5.

4.4.1 BHEXRBEAZBVWEETILOBR

AHEITIE, RERRAZHNZET VOERGIEZOWTIHERD . RREREAZHWIZET LD
AR, FEEHOBIEFEET V~OD AR AR S TRALLT— 22D, 22T,
HFHE T d 5 IR DA AT 5 FEFIIARIY, ERAZNZENIZOWT 5 FHE TOEE &
HZ T HIRFMEROTETH S Semantic Differential  (SD) % [135-136] T3
itz b B LT TEBORETEL TS, £/, Vo h— MRE [137 TIHEAW
HEBPEORNELT DI LNREZV. £IT, KBEIIBITDHHETIE, ADHEBI LT WVESN
DREEVE 5 B E T LA L7z, #21%, MountainCar-v0 DIED 7 /L~ OfLiE % 5 FFHOH
TERIT L L, FEHINESE, Yha<A?, A7, “RELA", EFICREE” &
5.
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. push_
action ( 10 - right)

Embedding
(one-hot X7 kL)

Encoder Attention

@)
O
0 0
- D r
Embedding ccode
(one-hot X7 FJL)
slowly_
position (10 Vre?;— ) , speed ( 10 , to the )
_left

45 ETIHLGERBZAVZET L

FRERBLEZ LIo7 —20%8E, [83] TRESN TV LR =2—F LRy RT—2 &N
—2 &35, [33] ClEHRR=2—F Ly U —2 & Transformer [46] Z gL, iR
Za—I N Ry NI = OHFNPHREPRN L 2R LTS, 20D, #EVATLTYH
Bl =a—F vy hU—27 i3 5. [33] TIX Prolog ®HRIDILE AT 2 &,
Prolog DHRAIOAREZ T 5 X ICHRA=a—T /Ry hU—2 25FH LT, KEIC
BT DWETIE, BLFEET VDA B NFERZHGRT 5720, Prolog OHLAIDO AL
AJ19 % & Prolog OHANDBEH A )17 2 K 5 IZFEE1TH. [33] TIHIRMGEEEZWR D 7201
HFE S HEHL [61-63] ZH W TASIRZ hv%a Embedding L CU 2., L LA HAREICE
F 2058 TR D 5R(E T E OBREIIEEM O F G CHALT DMUED T2, AR TITHFE S #ER
BUIEEH L 72w,

AREIZBT HMHATHRET 2R =2 —T LRy N =7 %X 4.5 17T, #1DIZ, KAl
AAROEFES XA JIH Embedding JEIZJE X 41, onehot TX7 RLfbEb.

T, AJTH Embedding & THER X727 kLT Attention {1 & Seq2Seq [54] ~ & &
I bH. Attention X, AN L7ET —X2DOEDOEH S EERBTH0HERT L2 LI2LD,
Seq2Seq D/NT F—< A% EXH 5. Attention f}& Seq2Seq (% Encoder, Decoder,
Attention 2> HHEAK I L5 . Encoder 1T AJIRINESZ TS & JEME LT T MLvEHT 5.
Attention X J1RFND 2 T F 2 MIESWT, ATJRIINOKHGEIZ G 2 HEEOES W
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ZEET L. EMZ DVICITEREDOEAWZ L2 EADMNA 5415, Decoder iX Encoder &
Attention 22527 MV ESZITED E RN ARKT D

Encoder & Decoder (213 Long Short Term Memory (LSTM) [59] Z /v 5. Encoder (2
TR E DR & FRRIC AR EOEHR LW 2 5 Bi-LSTM [69] Z#E M3 5. Bi-LSTM X 3 @b
Y, HEIE 128 kT Tdh 5. Decoder (ZIZHBIFLIE A 5] & Mk23 72\ Stateless LSTM % i
M3 %. Stateless LSTM i3 /1f@72% 128 o Thd V), 1HMPELEIELIC Maxout [70] 2 5.

%12, Attention {7 & Seq2Seq ®H )L /JH Embedding &2 S 41, one-hot T
Embedding & CRABEE OGS & LTHO SN D.

AL OFE 2B L TiL, Dropout i3 0.1, Ny FH A X% 128 L L, 20 TH v 7 D%
BE4T-o7-. Romfbicid Adam [71] ZH, « =0.001, B;=0.9, $,=0.999, e=1.0x 1078
LT

RUADOHAEFICT DL, RMU)EAN LI L EICKRUADERNT LRI ICET VOF
B TOND.

position(10,very_left), speed (10, slowly_to_the_left). (4.3)

action(10, psuh_right). 4.4)

4.4.2 ANEAI a4 —aVAalgghz—> b

KEITIE, 4.41 HTERLEREEREHWEETTVEMRAALTEANE I 22— g
VARV = MIOWTIRRS., Abala=bF—va VAR —Y =2 ML, AR
77 VA RBEHND Z L TEA NOBIEICEDERBI T —Y 2 MIBREOREZEX,
TTEIOT RAL AZ/HZ ExalfEL 35, £z, AR LAHAIZ 525 28T, 8%
FHDET MK L TAOERE XS ELZ L b REE T 5.

M 4.6 IFF R AELHNEET AV EFHLICANE I 22—V a VAlRBRE=—V = b D
BEKTH L. Ko Environment (35R(EFEHOT I 2 L —2 9 VREETH S, Agent [Tz
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Agent HENBEERVWEETL
9 (E94.5)
step : 8
car position = -0.3 position(8, very_right),speed(8,a_little_right). 1
Carvelocity : 004 L—H (E4.7 M SymbolizedStatuses ) O 10} |© action(8,psuh_left).
— OHO
/ \ -
Environment [ © © \ \Q i
|\ J X = push_left.
~_ (E4.7®DAnswer ) action(8,X),position(8, very_right),
\Q — | Prolog | speed(8,a_little_right). Rule
WIER Generator

Action : 1

3 . . action(8, push_left):-
action(X, push_right):- = position(8, very_right),

position(X, a_little_left), 7_7rq speed(8,a little_right).
speed(X, very_left). *u%ﬁ&—zj

(Z—¥hHEemd 5880

46 ANéaSa=hr—T g afEha—"x ) bOBSK

Algorithm 4.1: Agent® 7L 3 Y X L

Input: Statuses represented by linguistic variables SymbolizedStatuses
Output: An action represented by linguistic variables Answer

1: SymbolizedAction < transter(SymbolizedStatuses)

2: Rule, Question < generate _rule(SymbolizedAction, SymbolizedStatuses)
3: add_knowledge base(Rule)

4: Answer < prolog_processing(KnowledgeBase, Question)

5: return Answer

47 Agent DT LY XA
BIHNEaIa=lr—ralafEho—Y2r b THDH. 2—HE Agent 127 7 ¥« £
%Z v 7= Environment OIRFEZ IR Z 5 &, Agent MOATEIDT R AAA ABZITED Z EMNT
5. ¥, =3 Agent ([CHAIZBMNT 2L b TED. 2—FickviBMSh 8l
1%, Agent WHIDET /WMC KV AR S A HAI LD HEL L TEH S5,

471X Agent D7 VT Y AL THDH. Z Z Tk Environment IZ MountainCar-v0 & L T
A ZT 5. —%, Environment OIRFEE 7 7 ¥ 4 ZHWZFL B THRET 5. Agent [
a—PnbiE s kI /kiE (K 4.6 ' SymbolizedStatuses, 4.7 % 147H) =TS
L, FHEALOTZFRALMWEET VICASL, ofbIhmgntihsnsg. (X 4.6
# Symbolic Processing Model , [ 4.7 117H) WKIZFBAL I 4L72ikig & G b S 7178
MHERISCERAIZA KT 5. (K 4.6 # Rule Generator, 4.7% 297H) bk
R A4.5), Ak ENIATEHNA A6 DG A, Al 2 BTG, HEIiZA4.8)0
£, BRFR A bShREBLERE S LSNIATHIOES L T5.
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position(8, very_right), speed (8, a_little_right). (4.5)

action(8, push_left). (4.6)

action(8, push_left): —position(8, very_right), speed (8, a_little_right). 4.7)
action(8, X), position(8, very_right), speed (8, a_little_right). (4.8)

AR ENT-HANTEFRAN— R BT 5. (4.6 9 mMikN—=%, [X4.7%317H) &ik~—
221349 D X O Al Z 2 —FREBEIM L TEL 2 ENTE 5.

action(X, push_right): —position(X, a_little_left), speed (X, very_left). (4.9)

e\ T, Prolog MLEERIFEIFRAN— A ZFiAAiAR, AR S NCEMICEZE TS, (1X4.6 F 40
W=, X4.7H41TH) 22T, Agent (T X 0 AR S IRANE T — Y N ER— R (TR
W LTZHAIO®%AITBERL SN TWA T2, BRICKT 2P EEFIET 256 TH, = —FN)
RS — 2Tk LI BRI OFE RN —F BICHE T En D, fIZIE=—2 = b b DEZEIE
41000 X517 5.

X = push_left. (4.10)

a—PFz— > v MNEZEIZEES W T Environment (2% 21782 L A2 N TE 5.

4.5 FHEEER

2 FHEOBILFEDOY I 2 b—rva VERREHWTETAVDOFE RO —T = MEFLATT
W, FHIEBRATT o7, AE T, EBRERE R LUK, BEERSD. M, FERAICADRE
IRIRSFRERIUCTE SN T A U=y TEBZ B L, RERIETE OFBLZ1T - 7o RZEBREER
R
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%% 4.2 MountainCar-v0 O FEH|CE L/~ °Y — N

sk FE 7T X L IV —F¥
DQN 7,800
DDQN 3,200

% 4.3 MountainCar-v0 D BERET LDOT —X & b

DQN DDQN
Training Set 124,753 99,937
Validation Set 16,219 12,436
Test Set 15,846 12,613

4.5.1  MountainCar-v0 = B /- EEk

MountainCar-v0 Zi{b5¥ L7 E T A NORERALHWZET VEABIIL, =—Y =
REREE L, b8 7 v 2 ) X AICiE, Deep Q Network (DQN) [112] & Double Deep
Q Network (DDQN) [138] » 2 fi¥ez v /=, Zhuc kv, Bpzi(bsa8 7030 X4
THHEBIARE/R Z L 289 5. DQN, DDQN & HiC 1 =&Y — ROFEEHANA 160 Z 48 %
HETETNLNDOFEET-T-. 1 =Y —RbH7zh OITIX 200 £TET 5. £ 431
MountainCar-v0 O E | CHE Lz 8 Y — REE/RT.

#4412, £ 43 THEEH LEBREEEETANSER LET — 2y FaRd. EEELD
SALSEEET VAR LT T2 M0 k4 2 & TRITORBEOIRE L TE 2 BuS L7-. JIRAE
DN~ OALE, RO 2 L~ ORE DS FEFHIEB DR A EE T A v 3—2y TR F
WCHEET—Z DR bEITV, T8y FAME L. A=y 7RRICIT 4.8.1 |
Tk 7=y VATRI L BRI O 2 FlEZ M Lz, BEHE TR INHIRMEE, 4.3.2 THTHH
LIe HFIECTEBRFABICER L., K44 07—y NMEAWTEEERAEELHWCET V&
AL, —EREEH L., B5EREZHAWEET NV ER—RAT A o O—FRE g U= FER
AR A5 ITRT. BRI, REEBEEZAVEETVCT X N TF—20OREEZASNL, B5h
TATEN 2 AL LR T A T — X OFTEh & EREIC B L 728G 2R T. X=X T 1 1%
T4ty FOERICHW T FEEAOBILTFEET VS L.
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7 4.4 MountainCar-v0 (28} 5 ET /LO—HF

bR A 8— . R—274v RBEREETN
TATYXL |y TEH REPHEHOR D—EHE D —EE

0.0000 0.8565

0.0000 0.9231

E o4t -
B oE
IEDE -
&0
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DON & O4ES;
IE OB -
B onEE
IED%EL ¢
B onEs
IED%E -
BBl
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IEDEL -
B onmEl
IEomE -
=K% -}l
IEDE
B owElE
IED8l
B 0Bl
IEOER -
& oEl
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& oEl
IEDE -
& omE

o) x 7 0.0000 0.9598

0.0000 0.9636

0.0000 0.9773

0.0000 0.8942

0.0000 0.9300

op
H
e

0.0000 0.9539

0.0000 0.9665

0.0000 0.9148

0.0000 0.9390

) R 7HE 0.0000 0.9726

0.0000 0.9742

DDQN 0.0000 0.9743

0.0000 0.9244

0.0000 0.9386

0.0000 0.9432

Ui PR IWWINNIUOIE PR ITWWINNIRRIUUDUVIE RIWWINN I LUUVIE BIWWINNIRE R

0.0000 0.9481

4.5.2 CartPole-vl # FHUL /-EE8

CartPole-vl ZifbFE L-ET AL EREZHWVEET VEREL, =— Vo b &
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Episode 1

4.8 CartPole-vl O¥RER

# 4.5 CartPole-vl O1THE) L IREE

T8 0: h—hrEEFMIZIET
1: h—hraBEARICIHET

TRRE B — b DKFELIE 1 -2.4~2.4
1 — ~ OKERE : -Inf~Inf
R EERAADOAE | -41.8° ~41.8°
R—ILDOAEE D -Inf~Inf

#* 4.6 CartPolevl OFEHIZE L7zt Y — N

BB T I XL TEY— R
DQN 2,187
DDQN 820

# 4.7 CartPole-vl Ot 5EHET VDT —X & v b

DQN DDQN
Training Set 136,386 141,269
Validation Set 16,919 17,564
Test Set 17,190 17,933

HEE L7, X 4.8 1% CartPole-vl OEREEZ i L72[MTH%. CartPole-vl (I4— F&BE) S
HTINTURERY, BRENRWE ST 2 HETSH. K 4512 CartPole-vl A3HL
DD TEN S IRREA RS, Bk 7 LT ) X AIZIE, DQN & DDQN @ 2 fifa4 vz, =
AU LY, Bz rEl 7 3 ANTHEB AR L2l T 5. DQN, DDQN &b
21 =Y — ROFEJHINA 200 225 E TETNOFEEZITo/2. 12— Kb o
AITIX 200 £ TET 5. £ 4612 CartPolevl OFEICHE LY — REE/RT.

FAT1C, F 46 TEEHLIMEFEEETADNLEKR LT — 2y MaoRd. FHELO
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# 4.8 CartPolevl (2B 5 ET /LO—KF

BLPE A0 = | mommomm R—A54T REEETIL
FILTY XL | >y 7R S AP HIRHOH D—EHE D —EHE

IFDEE
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IEDfELE -
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IEOMESE -
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EDEE
B o -
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1FpEsE,
BofEsE
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BoEE
IEDEE
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IEDEE
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EmfEs -
poan B0 :
FpEsE
& o
IFEDEE
& oM -
IEDfEE :
B oM

IFofEE, -
£ osEs 0.0000 0.9080

0.0000 0.8593

0.0000 0.8850

)X 7E 0.0000 0.8934

0.0000 0.8921

0.0000 0.8901

0.0000 0.8697

0.0000 0.8700

0.0000 0.8789

0.0000 0.8753

0.0000 0.9002

0.0000 0.8991

) R 7E 0.0000 0.9063

0.0000 0.9048

0.0000 0.9123

0.0000 0.9012

0.0000 0.9001

0.0000 0.9026
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F 4T OTF =ty bW TRERREZHWEET VEAERL, —HREE L. E#R
BHERAWEET NV ER—AT A ORI LR 2R 4.8 (T, XR—=XF 14037
— Xy NOEKICHWZFZEEAORILFEEET LV E LT

4.5.3 R=XFTAVERBESRBETILO—BEELER

R—ATA LV ERFRUETNT, —BRIEDS DD EIToT. OFTITIEE 44, F
4.8 D—EFE A\, R—=RA T A L O—FFHEOF-H)120.0000, HEHERFEIL0.0000 TH 7.
—7, RERBLETVO—BEROYIL 0.9483, EHERZAIX 0.0194 Tholz. vz yy
VRS ANEN FIRE DFER, R—RAT A v ERBRIETNVO—BFITL, HERENRON
72 (p=17x1077). ZZ CTOABEKAEELp<0.05 & L7=.

4.5.4 ZER

253 HOFERLY, XR—=2J7 4KV, RERIRETIVOEN, N7 4—< 2 ANEMN
ofc. R=RA T A IATNEG AR E Z AT, SEEPEARIIZ AT vz, —Bek
1$427C 0.0000 & 72> 7=,

MountainCar-v0 %z HAW/=EERTiX, DQN THEE LTI VATRD A R —
TEEE NN TRERBEET VEFE LSRG, SEFNEAROBNEAL LIS DL EIT—
RN 0.9773 TIHRARE LT, BIFMO A L R—2 oy 7R A2 WA, SEFNEK
OFNEA L BIT 5 DL EIZ—BFEN 0.9665 T KL 72 ~7-. DDQN THFE Li=ET /WY
YATRID A N =2y TR E W TREREET VAR LS A1E, SE7FHEROH
MIERAE HIT 5 DL EIT—HEHEN 09743 TR LR, BRADO A =2y 7B H
WAL, SHEFNEROBNTEAL HIT5 DL 28K 0.9481 TR L -7,

CartPole-vl Z M\ 7258 TlE, DQN THEE LIZET/MIZT U ATRIO A R — v 7R
BAEMNCRERAET NV EBE LGS, SHEPNAROENEAL HIZ3 DL EIT—HE
2 0.8934 TleKER-TZ., RO A o _— v TEME ROV ESHAE, SiEFNEROK
NIEAE BHIZ 4 DL X8RN 0.8789 T kL7~ 7-. DDQN THE L
TRDA L N—=2y TR E W TR ERELET VA B LG EIE, S riEROBNNE
BEBIT D DEXITHFEN 09123 THRRKERoT., BFMO X L N—y TR HVWi-

=T M r U A
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\nn

Lald, SRETFHEROBNIEA L HIT5 0L EIT—HE) 0.9080 THRAL -7

MountainCar-v0 & CartPole-vl OZEERERIZIBWT, bFEH 73U X AT DQN &
DDQN Ol FTEmW—BR LR LZ. W, 7—% %y MIZ X 2bShi T\, FEl
SNIZETMTRILFEET LV ER UL a7 ha o T D,

MountainCar-v0 & CartPole-vl DOy OEERAEIR T, FiETFHIEEOENHINT HI22>0
T8RS LA THHMmRH o7z, ZiUE, SFEFNEBOBNR LI ERBLATRER B D%
DR DT EEZEZHND.
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4.6 FL&H
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ANBT—V = MIHAIZ BT 2 Z AR —Y = M FEB LT
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ANLHBRIC L DR LR TEHOFELMET 22 L1280, a3 MEE R AEEMED
W5 i 2 DR AAT D Z L A WRES Lz,

52 BECIE, RETEE AW T—BRREEmERIC & D R 21TV, HERAS— 20 B E RS
B AT DNEREET D FEZRE L. EROMBE, RET IS0 TEICHT
(DFEFLIIZONWTEWERB N ZFEBL, QRFFORENEENTWHEAETHMREZEL
ZEEAREEL, QVNEEAT 20D bEENARERBREMA TS Z ERRERT.

WCQIFHGE S BEBOFAIC LY, RO AN TIHEMIEDO R X RFRETH > o REEH T —
A ~DORNZEFEBL LT, F7z, FEFRIT Prolog TR S AV FRRAN— A0 B BB D 738 %
TV, BRISE VAT DEME LT, ZiUL, 1ERFIEICL Y EBT 5 Z LI3dERICREETH
. U EXRVRBBC AT NIRFE T —F%2W5 ZENAETHY, Web LORERT —X
DD HGRAN— A TS D 12O DIBTE RN R H 2 & bR LTz,

%3 ETIE, WHETFEAHWTBIRGERIIC L 2EHEZT ) FIEZRE L. BEV AT
MFHESBERLEERN =2 — IRy NI — 2 2B EDEEET AL E RTINS, 8
BEHDORET IVCREBET =22 ANNT DL, BFEET =X OFNORFE T — X2 IHEE L
FERNBOND Z L ZFH L O A RBT 5. KBROMER, 3 FEHOMM~—A TRV TRE
FEOBANORTFEHOHA AT 2 Z LN TE 2. RREEFETFEETE 2 H Tk
FETmPLIC K D BHEAAT OO TOHFBITH 5.

B4ETE, FERETFEETNE T 7 U KB R LA G DR RS REE
TICEERZ DT, Neala=r—valrzafelt T oFRELRELE. ARETIE
REDREL =—2 = FOITEIZ 7 7 Vb L, —RRGERIOHAIE L TRI LD
FETHZLICEY, BERAEACZETAVEAERT S, RERILEEET VAR S £

/

79



MWEETVCEES#A D Z LT, AL AOBMEICEDELRB T —Y = v MTRED
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5.2 SBOEE
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Lexical Function Grammar (LCG) [141] & W o 72 BEASOEOFE MG IR 2 B— LA %
JEFETEBL, BEWMITEZITS 2L biEE LTHITONS.

3 HTIIIREFE I L D 5 2 W EHEIC DWW TR~ KEICBIT 2R TIE, A
7V =7 NEOBRMEDOEBL ATV =7 MNEOFEBIZER T 52 LT, —MibhiEwRIEOH
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Algorithm A.1: R7Y—=47)LTJRX L
Input: EvaluationResults
Output: ScreenedResults
1: DeletedFlag < True
2: while DeletedFiag do
3:  DeletedFlag « False
4. for ScoreNum =0 to size(EvaluationResults) do
5 for ValueNum = 0 to size(EvaluationResults[ScoreNum]) do
6: if ScoreNum > 0
7 if EvaluationResults[ScoreNum|| ValueNum] > max(EvaluationResults[ScoreNum-1])
8: delete(EvaluationResults|ScoreNum|| ValueNum))
9: DeletedFlag < True
10: if ScoreNum < size(EvaluationResults) -1
11: if EvaluationResults|ScoreNum|| ValueNum| < min(EvaluationResults| ScoreNum+1])
12: delete(EvaluationResults[ScoreNum|[ ValueNum))
13: DeletedFlag < True
14:for ScoreNum =0 to size(EvaluationResults)-2 do
15 for ValueNum =0 to size(EvaluationResults[ScoreNum)])do
16: if EvaluationResults|ScoreNum|[ValueNum) > min(EvaluationResults|ScoreNum+1]) and
EvaluationResults[ScoreNum|[ ValueNum) > min(EvaluationResults[ ScoreNum+2])

17: delete(EvaluationResults[ScoreNum|[ ValueNum))
18:ScreenedResults « EvaluationResults
19: return ScreenedResults
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filifi RIS IEZ Z A, 3 LU EOFHIE TEAER> TS bDOUFAET D, £I2T, &
BIRHIRE R D A =y TR OIER Z FIREIC T 272018, T—F DR 7 ) —= 7 %47
9.

A2 (ZA7 V== 707 NT Y ALZRd. K7 Y X NIFHIEROED U A b
EvaluationResults * NJ13 % &, A7V —=1 7 I}Liz ScreenedResults % !\ )+ %. K7
NAYZXLTIE, ETHIOIE, FHOEZ L OEZRELTHE, BE XD 1/ SWFHiEORK
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Training Set 100,000
Validation Set 12,500
Test Set 12,500
— & 0.9716
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