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Abstract: This paper investigates reasoning support for the semantic Web based on the first-order logic. The key
reasoning tasks of the semantic Web can be reduced to deciding the satisfiability of formulas. The first-order logic
theorem prover is efficient and complete for unsatisfiability, while finite model searcher finds models for satisfiable
formula. This paper proposes to use a theorem prover and a finite model searcher concurrently in the semantic Web
reasoning. The experiments show that the method can make up the deficiencies of the description logic reasoner and
complement the theorem prover for satisfiable formulas.
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B AT —MriZ AR T BB LW 9 4EIE 3 5 U G KA 28 1) AL ST vAK A K64 VT i Ak ) 1R
. — WL 4564 B Bh R FAE ) 55T VAR R T i RV fn A TRARAL & 4R 2K A T it e s KR PRI A AR AR A 42 h
FEESU W 322 B iR R € BEAE R B A FRAR A B R 5 e 4E ROA B X AR T AR R 3548 T e R R ST
T VA SRANE B AR B AT AT i g s KAL) R R &1

KR BRI, — i 4 4G 2T AR AR T

hEESES: TP301 SCERFRIZAD: A

T I (semantic Web) A 4 5T Web 11— AN AE 41, H b5 A2 2 8 1 Web [ 3 FH 42 15 B8 v 2 140 /8 07, 491 1 B8 A it 1)
5 A ROR [ B0 0 Kl b B AT AR Web T ELAT 52 R 88 R 38 SO S B AR S ik S L T A A Bl B
AREIRFER IS Web [ A5 B 1038 B A3 7 b, S R SR 7 SRS 5 =X 0 45— BIA S 9% 500 AT 0 B0 3
I, R RS 5 2 1] 1) 0% Z2 SR AR Web P 2 1) 15 SC, G B A8 (R AT Pl A s A A 4R At X S R A LA T B
il 10 A5 un,— 46 A S X is a student of Y Laboratory” it L5 f#) 7 X J2“X is-a Person, Person is-a Class,
Student is a subClassOf Person, X belongsTo Y-Laboratory”, 7] DL 1% SR AR iC i 5 Sk 75 . W3C M 1999 T4k
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M4k KA T 15 XMARICTE 5 RDF/IRDFS,OWL 25— R FIHEREFRAE, I 45 ) T IX 2815 5 1B 0k iE X @

B S b S A T i) A T LA Sk R e % T OWL DL(Web A4 5 ¥ 4 14 38 48 7 42) #i iR 11
Ak AT DL 3 338 32 45 (description logic, % DL) AR T H 5¢ sl ANl BUA 13I8 2 A HE B T HOE AR S0 FF
OWL DL 44 b5g & 4. 1M H,OWL DL [1)31K B8 J7 X A L8 3 FH & A8 (1), 1 a0 6 $R A = = 1) 06 T Ja M 1
K75, F5 B 7 — L R B IS RF . Horn B L 2 R AT =M — B AR 00 AH 2 6 T 70 T 1% 28 p 23 1) 8
BB ANAEAE ) s R, B A R P A o I AT A i I e B T b 19 30T Ak B

AR B (1) 30k B8 T B ILHEEE T HL 1 R FR AR AE AATT T AR B 5 o) FH — B @ 4 HE 3 T B ST e i i 3 48 LA
M5 R SRR AR ) T AT B s O A T B T A SR LI A LRV 6 AN AT I A 5K HE R e 4
MR AR TR A S5 38 58 2% A T ] 2 1R 2 2 4R B FE AR — e R T SR W B A T a2 1 SR MG, PRALE nl 36 2 1
T 28 11 AR BOR AR,

T2 2R ATl R ), B HEIEE A AT ) — A& AR R, T R 1 2 SO A R AR Y R BR AR
T P BAT G Fig h 1Y AT LA P S B E RS IR A 4R A 2 AN I R AR AR, — A o R AR £ R o B
TIE AR R AH BN 78 0 7E AR SO FRAT A3 — B 4R 1 B 3 s BIE B 85 RS 2 A £k A8 4 ke ok JL W T SO
I3 A7 LS S ) DG B BAT 25 (1 R T

A 1 WA EIGR R E T R —FZ 8 T E A TR I iR 2 T ()= R A — 2 T H
B R o TR B U B BRATT A 5 10528 2 A A TR 5 OWL 3 18 45 R — [ 4 2 1) (o0 e 3R, DA 5 1
SR ) B AT 55 AR 2 F— B 32 A 2 =) 3 S e L2 3 T Sk A G (1 L S4B, U W B B T L
THHE PRI &5 f5 J et AR SO AR HEAT B 4

1 MEXIMEMBNTGE

A, A P 28 T T 10 SO (R 2 T R 0 R T — R A (0 HE I T L X e T B A IR
0 95 AT S HE B R T TS [ 1) e A M A R
11 ETFHREZENHETR

AR B8 (2 T E 24T FaCT++1 Racer!™ Pellet!™, 53 5 s 8L 1 #1832 # SHIF(D),SHIQ(D),
SHIN(D) ) 5 it FE AE X 2638 5 b, 2 30 0 AT AL P 2 T 30 5 1, T HL KT Tableaux 5v5, B4 5% % O #fE 2
IR 2% Bt 0 3R B AR (0 A R385 A2« R 4 (TBox) A g 52 4 (ABox) L I HERFIAT- 25, T B R T KB4
AR EG RS R

X B2 4 T AT T Web A4 TE = OWL DL Ff#EHR (F2 X 28 31 30 i 3L nominals(7E 28 4 A X
FRAE ) iy 44 T 19N AK), FaCT++51 Racer 4 nominal 32004 J5 7 HE & A4 i ASfig tH I 22 nominal 14~ 422
7 ) DRk Pellet B AR BEAT A AL, AH G T nominal 4R S0 REATY AN 58 4% 1)

111 FL F TR AN RE 7 Web 11— 557 2% 3 FH, 491 41 Web JI5 45 £ 5 BV 6 41 4 3o R A0 4% A 342 ) 6
FR LA 2 TR I Ja P D6 R A AR R T T 70 10 2F B TR I 1T AR R T AN [ (0 AR T R
SEHL AT B T 2 TR SIS v R T R (A 5 R I N A SR 3 A 9 i 4 R o™ i I A R 18 4 DL K
70 (1 Horn LI 562 — B 485000, 10 414 78 7 2&-Horn LU (1) SWRL Bi 4 %8 T AT 2 — Wi 48 A X 1 SWRL
FOLLY, A 33 A2 P 1) AN 2 T 34 52 £, AS A0 FE B0 1) 4 S8 4 T L g AT HE 7.
1.2 ETF—MiZERHERE

FI AT AR 22 B 22 5 1 30 BEAIE ) T 10 Vampire™, Prover9™ 2145 53 4 5 B B 48 %) 4 Fl
I FH T ST 0 1) AT 4% AN IR PR %+ OWL HEEE, L T — 2838 T BUE I 2% 19 OWL B 8%, i3t +
Vampire [ Hoolet. ZE Otter [¥) Surnia 5. B E B 2% 351 18 10, &1 % S 37 & AT T 0040, 6 2 X aT i 2 1)
A RIEREH MR REEANL EEE 4 OWL #HEBIS WS ILEE T — HrZ 8 T B 28, th i
Jena, F-OWL,ConsVisor %, B A1 12T Horn &4 DL K #7277 5 v 8 K. 7 /1 KAON 2 T disjunctive Datalog 2
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Jy e FRASH T 95 2R O R A I e | A A A 5 % 1 HE B SR

Tsarkov 25 AWV i fH] [ 4 9 50 FIUE BT 48 Vampire HEAT OWL A5 I 3 #1243, LU T Vampire
FFaCTH+EAMR I Ay — MR A o AP 285 A0 7 I 11D IRF ) 2800 %6 ot R 2% R AR A, by = 2 BRI T 4% [ A 11 9
IR 43 T S AT 2 A Tl AL 1 PR 081 0 A2 T (¥ S AN T 3 A2 1A T Vamiipre (R AN & 1] IR ik 32
LA P AFR AR, — BB AR M T ] ADR M IR I A T R IA R ) BRI T SRS B a) BASE
Fr SWRL 148 Libig¥% %% T FaCT++ Racer, KAON,Hoolet iX 4 4~ R 4% OWL [f#E 57 7 5L T Vampire
1) Hoolet o Ak % & mI 3 AL 14 D38 23 FA9 4 B0 H B 1

0 OWL A A b ¥ HE BRI &, fnn R HUAE P i BT B 28, — B3 208 T L) B S 10 56 4% R i AN A ik i
TR FRATT 5 A o A R0 A 6 T 3 4R AR R ) e T AL
1.3 ®MBFZ*

TSI (1 O R T LA Ay T AR A A ) R A P A 3 A A B A T I ) ) B I A
AN ) 5 1, RIVAS AR AE 56 £ 10 S50 40 08 A R0 — B i e 2 2R 4 Tl il 2. — B A 2 g g 2 P ) s v A
T PR AR 7 T X A QAN AT AL Pk 0 Y T B Bl BRI G B 2 AN A HE B TE H AA—B
2 AN R AL ;5 — 7 THI A T T A 2 e ) v i R e B R 3 T A AR gl 1 2 R Tl A

— B8 4 28 X A BRBEEL 75 4% (finite model searching) i R CL48 T AR UF (& AR PERI IR 75 46 T HA
Mace™ R SEMUSIAE A7 (R AR A5 4R R HR7E — ANAT IR SR, — I 38 2 S AR R SRLASE R0 A7 A, U i3t ) 4 X
2 T AR 10 FRATT FH 28 SR A A PR A AR A e 8 o A 4 2 T il A 1 1 T

1T Bl B AIE R0 25 A 1 el dd AR T R A e A A T 7S I, BRAT K X R R vk A
FH L BAS s 24 2K T il 2

FEA SO BATTHE ] T 5 BRATE W 4 Prover9 LUK B £5 4k %% Maced,SEM FiI Paradox®l.Prover9 {7l & Otter
76 VAT I 1 3h 1 BIE B 8% 5% % (http://www.cs.miami.edu/~tptp/CASC/) H 4 45 1 (1) M fiE 26 0. Prover9 /i ip N 17—
ST () S I, B AR ] L AR B R AR Maced 52 SEM (¥ %0 (] T #747 LNH(least-number heuristic) (45 ik 31
IR LL A negative HEFEREIN, iRk T 5 RROASTE JRU 46 10 L A 22 AR BB A KB AR IR I TN, 51 R () A 4
PEAF Paradox A FH — 285 BRSO3 T Mace- XURS [ 7 4R 25

2 ETF#ARZBHEIARKIES OWL FI—MiZEZ BBIEX R

OWL [ 715 7 OWL Lite 1 OWL DL (#13% # 3Rk 2 1k 32 45 2L R B 40 2 I . HE& (MR EE 1Y)
(0L (SR I PN S B A 70 25 AR & 5k 1 5 U0 300 o A P A 36 4 M 368 A3 2 O 0 i € ol TR SR 4
IASTR) JE B T AN [F) 26 08 B8 ) I Al 8 28 3 0 7 Al @ A0 A 3 A8 i 1l vk, R I e it 28 T2 s
S BRI T 4E.OWL, iR IZHI(DL). — BB #H(FOL) AT 2 1] (% B o R 18n ] 1 o,

OowL Class Property Individual
DL Concept Role Individual
FOL Predicate Function Constant ~ Variable

Fig.1 Relationship of the terms of OWL, DL and FOL
Kl 1 OWL,DL,FOL FAR R WK 5
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2.1 WebZX{KiEEOWLITEIAIBIE

FETHEH S0 % FE Web A 4435 5 OWL %143k 34 71 & :0WL Lite, OWL DL,OWL Full. 3¢ J 341
VS M PEAN S L SCHER[2].OWL DL f 5 SCRT LU JE o 6l b 3 4 1 18 Yo L, OWL DL X R+ 4 iR 2 45
SHOTZN(D)M, SHOTN AT H 5 ¥, A5 3 AL 1 ) 5L A i 3 1) 42 2% M. OWL Full soifF— Mk ml £ €6 ) LA
IR S — A0 8 T 08 3 A 48 1) BRI, AR S BRATT A 2 LR 1S T

FAie OWL DL B iR 8 SHOTN ML A o B A5 [ i 26 21 (datatype), % 1 41 T OWL DL &5
SHOINWIMIE 2 IR RS R A B2K4.C M D 2EELERR S BEIE TR RGHEIENELS.
N OWL DL [ g8 1 2137 3 3 8 10 Mk 2 R A €8 A0S 821 SIS, BT o(A)=A, o(R)=R, i 2R F A e th % 1 1)
A3 7 366 VA R 3 AT T 3R A o Rk R g 2 o

Table 1 Mapping from OWL DL to SHOZIN
%z 1 OWL DL B|SHOINTI WL

OWL DL SHOIN
Class(A) A
Thing T
ObjectProperty(R) R
TransitiveProperty(R) ReT
intersectionOf(C D) crD S
unionOf(C D) cuD
complementOf(C) —-C
Restriction(R someValuesFrom(C)) 3JR.C
Restriction(R all\VValuesFrom(C)) VR.C
subPropertyOf(R S) RCS H
oneOf(0; 0, ... Op) {01,05,...,0n} | O
inverseOf(R) R” T
Restriction(R minCardinality(n)) >n R N
Restriction(R maxCardinality(n)) <n R

IR 32 58 SHOTNT 1 - PEKC (knowledge base){L 45 Thox Z{terminological axioms #) 1 ABox A (assertional
axioms £ ) W i 73, 7={C,=Dj|1<i<n; }U{C=Dj|1<j<nFU{R( = Sy/1<k<m  FU{R=S||1<I<m} U{Ry e 7]11<m<mg},
A={Cj(a)li.j 1} U{Ry(anap)li.j ke Fo{a=bylije}ofacblk e}, 3 h 1 & R,

Wit ok OWL DL AAARHIE K SHOTINHI AT K, I OWL DL A4k 0,47 o 0)=K=TOA. A [ A~
I R 28 B R S S g S R P B — AN B 22 A 28 B A0 40 R TS S OWIL il 5 15 92 3 7 1 21 LI 3R 5

Class(A partial C; Cy) A=C,MC,
DisjointClasses(C4,C,,C5) C,E-(CUCy)
CZE—|C3

22 HRBEIM—NIBIBHXE

Borgidal ™ S3HT 7 4 ik M AR S 4 1 S F R IA g 0 4t T A B — B 1 R
BT A X ) TE A AR R R T G

RS M R R B R BB, S C 5B A R (C) ) R, 24 BAL Y T
1 IR Z=(47, ) 4 C=((C)(x))™.

3 B 71 i 35 % T A BRI — B (R A — TR SRR IE & LI, AT AR A I, TR AR
BA (C) (X) 26 I BB A 3 a(C)MEAT A AR B x 36— 12 0 1 6 i 8- AT 4 R, (C) () 1 77 X
(H(C) (X)) X A (#(C)(x))"={alae”,(#C)(a))=True}.

TRV B T M 44 R € 48 o AR T L D Xy 488 I S A B P — A
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3

AR x Y — B e A o MRS A AR 6 B RO T AN IR I 5 UG 2 — B i@ 56 T 28 20 Fif R 8 B SHOZNT
BT 3 R0 o BRI LR 2.
Table 2 Translation from SHOZN to FOL
£ 2 SHOINE| FOL [

Constructors/axioms/assertions DL syntax Translation

Atomic concept A A A(X)

Role R R R(x,Y)

Individual o s} 0

Inverse role R~ R R(y.X)

Concept conjunction crbD M C)(x)A(D)(x)

Concept disjunction cubD C)(x)v(D)(x)

Concept negation —-C —7(C)(X)

Oneof {01,02,...,0n} X=01VX=0,V...VX=0p

Exists restriction JR.C Ay(R(x,y)A(C)(y))

Value restriction VR.C VY(R(X,y)—>C)(y))

Atleast restriction >nR 3y1...3yn(Ais YirYiAaiR(X,Yi))

Atmost restriction <nR VYi1... V¥nea(Aig VigY 2> VieR(X,Y0)

Concept inclusion CFxDorC=D Vx(a(C)(x)—>(D)(x)) or Vx(#(C)(x)«>(D)(x))
Role inclusion R ¥ SorR=S VXVY(R(X,Y)—=>S(X,y)) or VXVy(R(X,y)<>S(X,y))
Role transitivity ReT VxVyVz(R(X.y)AR(Y.z)>R(x,2))

Concept assertion C(a) 2(C)(a)

Role assertion R(a,b) R(a,b)

Individual equality a=h a=b

Individual inequality azb a=h

A FHB B o — R A B C=DN3IR.(EUVYS )X R+ i 1 — B2 5 A =
VX(2(C)(X) > (D)) ATy (RX.Y)A(HE)(Y)V VZ(S(2.y) A 7(F)(2)))))-

AHN s, OWL DL A A O % M) — B iZ 48 1R 12 0 2 o(0))= (L) = T)w a( A), T,

m(T)={ 7(Ci=Dy)|1<i<n; }{#(C=D))[1<j<n,}{ (R =S [1<ksm }{ A(R=S))|1<I<m,}{ n(Rpe T)[1<m<ms}, z
(A)={(C))(@)li,je FAR @ a)li.j.kel}u{a=byfijel}facbk eI}l & Rtk

5 dr, % A4k O={Class(A partial C, C,),DisjointClasses(C;,C,,Cs),individual(a,type(C.))},H

(0(0))={ VX(A(X)>C1(x)AC2(x)), X(C1(X)>—(Ca(x)vC5(x))), VX(C2(X)>—C5(x)),C1(a)}-
2.3 HEEE

T S L O 10 41 L Te) LR AR 23 Dy WA T D R AR IR 4 B A5 A AR B v I P B R A . 2RI
AL PR A B E S L TR T DG AR . AR TR 2 T O R A A T Y T TS B ik 490 L A B — A
AT L — A RS 2 B R R L 45 8 A RS M T A A

A ) B A 8 AR P IR 2R g 2 SR LA ST AT S (R Bl R 1, IS 1 g R TR A2 O T R I E X
WA R CECE AR T O AR AT JE R IR REIELR-TFRLRANENKRE T H
B B RO AR T U b s SO LR

AAR ) —BEAAE O 2 —F1, 1 HACY A X 2 o(O)) A2 T a2 11, B 22 /b A — AN BEA,

TR T i L k28 C AR T A n L 1, 2 ALAN S A S A(C)A( o(0)) =2 T il 2 1.

& 1194 % (subsumption) ¢ & AT A4k 0,26 C 0% 138 DI C &3 D 72,4 HAL M AR AC)a—
(D)A{o(0)) & AT AL .

A NS 4y 25 (classification) 77 HEAT AL O R A, LR 48 Ko 2 AR 8 &R B A X A(C)A— (D) A
7(o(0)) 72 HI i L1,

AR ZE R F . I AR 01,0,,01 257 O Bl 04]=0, 24 HAL 2 2 X 2 0(01)) A a( o A)) A il 2, e A
& Oy AT R A BB FT 5K,

SR AN a SE AR O HEE C I—ANs ), B O]=C(a), 4 HAL A K o(0)) A—(C)(2) A T A2

o R A A5 R BIAAA O v C 1A I S, R 4R 31 i 39 2 O|=C(a)(1 a.

© HEEREETOR

http:// www. jos. org. cn



3096 Journal of Software # %4k Vol.19, No.12, December 2008

3 HEIEILH

AT R — B2 A UG, v D — B 0 TR AT HE R 0 AR TRAT R &5 G s H e ERIE
B 23R A7 PRASE 20 A 25 Sk ol W 2 =02 70 Wil A2
TG TRATIA A ) — SIS0, 25 5% T AN [] PR ASE 2 A g o A A 1 A e o) MR 1 R s S M A
15, F 8 BEAE W35 FASE 2 A R 25 (R I R AT HESR, LU T SRR e TR O R e BEE AR ) — B @ TR
B ZE 5 B R AN U T — B B8 T nominals fSZREE.RATMISZEE IBM x3755 HL#%(AMD
Opteron X{#% 8220SE CPU/30GB/Linux)_F#E47.
31 WIiFERMHERNHETIRE
AT AL A 5B IR I A R AL S BEE B T AR AR T A R B AN I 4y, 43 5l Y FH Prover9 A1 Paradox1-0 55
I, BT HE S P JE AR A SR AN AT A 5 2 W) R s o PR 2R DT 43 W 2 A mT il A2, R T A 2RO
& Pascal 5124k 1 R il A2 v e o
process P1  begin i ] Prover9; if ¥ )& then kill(P2); end
process P2 begin i i Paradox1-0; if % F#A! then kill(P1); end
cobegin
P1;
P2;
Coend

32 FE—HMENE

W3C WebOnto TAEZ ¢ X T —41H T OWL ¥l H 4l [http://www.w3.0rg/TR/owl-test/ X X L#14.5-001],
FLrP R 3 ok I8 T HAb IR 2, L DL R AL LL & OWL #5577 (1) Wine AR 16 & 1 85 Bl HERIAT 45 e 7
W B —3E . A—BohE 2855 N TR A2 BEE A [ I E T REAE, BR T Miscellaneous 3 £ 11 FH 491
(Wine ZA4) 2 Ak, Ho At 2873 F A9 405 R 1 35 R AR B — O HOBE AL

BAH EE OWL DL AR 1) —BOPE RS 2 F 01, B e 98 e XML $ s 257 Literal (9954 F 91 20, %6 38 4% () 50 4
FHAGIME A BR ARG 75 2% SEM2004,Mace4(LADRO507),Paradox1-0 ) — 0k .3 AN 25 & 2% 5 2L 1 (1 34 AN FH 1
HRHELE 0.01 70 N 15 21 &5 AL, 12 A FHAGI 732 AT I8 TA)FH P A7 AT HT AT 8K 22 ) 6k o (8 4 A3 A7 80K 1) cardinality
LY RECF R AN [FAS PR 0 91,3 A2 £ 25 U A7 285 AL (N ) T B0 A A7 70 TG 2R ). 11 48 R T SCik[13] b R
i 1 Vampire [R5 50,

T 3 AR Ay 48 4% 1 Paradox 6 BT A FH A 11 2 T2 5 e 1) oH T8 T 1R 200 — AN el b Aok, O B 14T
Hi SEM 1) 1] kb 3 22 B S A (1) A0 3 AR AR TE VA HEAT 73 8 0% 45 A T T 4 58 B A2 T I 11 48, i AN
fie F Ak 31 22 T 28 1 J7 VR BE 11
3.3 WERHIAIH BT

LiebigH* ol % 22K i R 406 OWL DL [ HEEE S FF, i T 30 > OWL DL Ak JEAR 5 T 3K 38 45 A< ] (1
VB Y, R /N (1 B R SR A 0 /D), 4 b L 2 % RS0 J v ) 0 2 B A6 0 A AN S 2 Bk

Kb 30 AN A AR HORH S & 0 AT i AL PR A 2 Liebig 13 T FaCT++1.1.3,Racer1.9.0,Pellet1.3b,KAON2 Fii
Hoolet(Vampire6) [ I ] 2 2. L Pellet i 1 £6 FH 48] (1) R IV 5 8 H FaCT++71 Racer, 1l KAON2 b T 1% LE4
N TR PR IR SR 3 AT KT Pellet Al KAON2 (1854 38 T — [ i 48 o JLIE B 4% Vampire [¥] Hoolet, 3= 2255 1
JE X MR T AL R T A T I R R P AE

LE UG, BT [ i FH s R AIE WH 4% Prover9 FIAR 7Y A $k 2% Paradox1-0,R1 55 3.1 5 i) 3 & ) 2 i 72, X1 Liebig 1
30 AN AN EAT MK, 3R 3 FI T 45 S 22 il s K 3461 L v Description 2712 AR o 1) 3 20 5 RFAE, Satisfiable 771
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FEY Y (N) R 755 ) BT AR 3 A2 T (AN AT )il A2 FRDL 36 TP 4+ R <Ls, =" R R A iR 4 IR “— R sl I (<600s), “— —"3R7R
A A7(<600M), “[ 1 727 bl “? "R BEAT .
Table 3  Test results of satisfiability checking of concepts
=3 ML T ARG A RIS IR

FaCT++  Racer Hoolet Prover9 &

Cases Description 113 19.0 (Vampire6) Paradox1-0(s) Satisfiable
la Cardinality merging + + — 0.5 Y
1b Cardinality merging 7 — — — N
2a Cardinality merging + + — 121.3 Y
2b Cardinality merging 120 + — — N
4 Cycle/inverse blocking + + — 0.00 Y

10a Role filler merging + 110 — 0.1 Y
10b Role filler merging + 110 ? 0.2 Y
13 Individual merging + [-1 75 0.0 Y
14 nominals + [-1 + 0.0 Y
27 Sub-property reasoning - [-1 - 0.0 N
28 And-branching test + 16 - 0.6 %
29a Cardinality merging + + 70 0.0 D¢
29b Cardinality merging - + 8 0.07 N
30 List-representation 28 [+] —— 1.7 i

XA nominal FIANARI A 13+ FI 14,Racer i H AL, 45 JL4 15, Prover9&Maced 11145 SR 4T T A 1
IR B HEI AR F Hoolet #RA S R I 27 1+ J& MEHERE, {0 Prover9&maced 1 1 21 45 5L ix 26 45 LA B ik
AR AEHE AR 0T S LE OWL DL TR 5 1 73 (M 4E B SCRFAN 58 4%, 4l nominal, 1 J& 1Pk 4 1 4%

1a,10a&b,29a&b f 45 FL i W, 6 15 AL 24 1) 45 #49, Prover9&Paradox -0 th A 75 21 L i 2 4 1T HL 5 47 45 .

o M AT (97 FH 49, 55 Hoolet AN [i),Prover9& Paradox1-0 71 45 J 1 Ik i) P S6) Ji 7 1 451 45 1) 45 48, 3
P I BT A o B 1 g AR 20 P 4 4 L B s L 1) 8 45 45 81 5 70 40 (R 45 1

i 4 1b,2a&b AR S 45 5 K (1) cardinality,Prover9&Paradox1-0 [1) £ BN Tl il 34 22 S 4 71 2%

3.4 Nominals

76 OWL [IHZEJERT hasValue & U248l nominal X FE i 44 T (1S 44 BLAT 160 43 32 45 HE 28 3,
FaCT++,Racer 45K nominals 1ALk ANAHAZ I JiU T Mk 2 Ab 28, 0C T nominal BHE B SZ F A S84 I (TE4E 3.3 15
(18 005 FH A9 Al 2 3. 2 R A vt I PR AN A DA R A 1) 44 5 B 0O 0 S8 T oy B OB A AR 2 T R R R B
FH AR (AR 3 2 TR TR G R IR J0 3R 32 4 1 S A5 AN 31 45 31, I 4 R 49 1

B LR 1] G ZR I HE R

AT il 3R 3 4RV R R A A R
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