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Meta-Interpretive Learning Based on Memory Strategy

WANG Rong', TIAN Cong', SUN Jun?, YU Bin!, DUAN Zhen-Hua',

!(School of Computer Science and Technology, Xidian University, Xi’an 710126, China)
%(School of Computing and Information Systems, Singapore Management University, Singapore 188065)

Abstract: Meta-Interpretive Learning (MIL) is a method of Inductive Logic Programming (ILP), aiming to learn a program from a set of
examples, metarules, and other background knowledge. MIL adopts a depth-first and failure-driven strategy to search proper clauses in the
program space for generating programs. As a matter of fact, this mechanism inevitably raises the problem of repeated proof for the same
goals. In this paper, we propose a pruning strategy that leverages the built-in database mechanism of Prolog to store the failed goals and
their corresponding error information, effectively avoiding redundant proof processes. Subsequently, this accumulated error information
can serve as guidance to assist the MIL system in optimizing and adjusting its learning process in the future. We prove the correctness of
the pruning algorithm and calculate the reduced proportion of the program space in theory. We apply the proposed approach to two
existing MIL systems Metagol and Metagoly, resulting in two new MIL systems Metagol, and Metagol,, . Empirical results on
four different tasks show that the proposed strategy can significantly reduce the time consumption for learning the same programs.

Key words: meta-interpretive learning; redundant proof; memory strategy; pruning algorithm; inductive logic programming
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A SR AR g & B R P (B0 — By FAJ ). ILP RS AR 5 Rk ke R 7 2 0. N b, 2 TR 7
IF R AT LA O E R A 1A K 48 & Muggleton 25 A 12014 4E 5] N T JC i B 2 >J (Meta-interpretive
learning, MIL),iX /& — ¥ i ILP J5 45 M T 2100 ILP RS FOILP). Progol™. TILDEVPYHIAleph®Vhr &%
BEND EEEXET ZFBISANE R A HE S LS5 S REE I AR.

SATL,MIL 385 51\ 6HE >R FR 61 77 2% >3 72 /5 1 % 2, N T BE R 1 8 T #2728 (8. 78 MIL % ) 3% i
T 132K F 3 AR IR VA B 4R 46 3 R (Tterative Deepening Depth-First Search, IDDFS)K S il iX 4N 52 X 4T (I FE ¢ 25 1],
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MIL £ FSLD — f##(SLD-resolution)!"1%% > ¥ #5172 ¢ AE SLD-fif 1 7 il i 3k 81— FPSLD — 48 /717K
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TSR— RIINE E TA)(No, Ny, -+, Ny ), 36 & UL T BT AT 2%

(1) No =G 3G RAmZ —;

(2) SHFREHHHE DN <i <p)WEN; =< Ay, -, Ap_1, A, Ags1, - Ag BAFED P AEAE —A
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save_subset(metasub(Name, MetaSub), G1,G3),




I % AT R D 2209

I8 TR A
prove(Body, G3,G2).

%t FFrogsAndLotusLeavesProblem MIL 1 4t 23X H 1% 7 &) A1 0 4~ & W 18 W ok iE B J& F
f([1,1,0,—1,-1],[-1,—1,0,1,1]). 24 ¥iF B 2R W i) ML 2% 808 3 39 0 50 N R & BR 1 18] MR 330 R I 5+
(0 <M < N — 1) B AR HRHE 70 i 0 =0, 2046 B A5 £([1,1,0, -1, =11, [-1, —1,0,1,1]) 7T B S5 fif Sy 75 A 4 J5
T AR JE XA R IR 7K LA 77 20 ol B AR AT B . — BB AR B IE B S 2 04352 ML 2 ) 3544 [B1 3 LA
WER T —A B A5, BB B ) 40 SN L.

" ’ =r{[1,1,-1,0,<11,[1,1,-1,-1,0]).

:-11([1,1,0,-1,-1],[1,1,-1,0,-1]). @

FAOAALALE o 141,04,42.00,1,11,0,41),

1,011 7 AMAA,0,1E1,1,0,1,1]) @

- F([1,1,-4,0,-11,[4,1,-1,44,0]),

* s o AMAAAQVaD.

. T H([1,1,41,0,-11,1,1,0,1,4]). LT OL .

. Y S

~ i e -l2(0,1,-1,0,-130,0,-1,1,-11),
AN SAODALALYAD 12001,4,44,0,411,11,0,41,1,-1]).
“ ‘@ @

_-12([1,0,1,1,41] Var).
L J

B 34N =2,M =11, Hixf(1,1,0,-1,-1],[-1,-1,0,1,1DHISLD — A== K.

B3R T Akrf(1,1,0,-1,-1],[-1,-1,0,1,1DFEN = 2,M = 1155 F SLD-F 7R 75 & .SLD-W B T i
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RKKWEHHM =N -1

W By H

1: #liktk: DB« gH « 2

2: for Atom€E do

3: forne[1,N]do

4 for m € [0, M] do

5 get Sig

6: Depth =n — length(H)

7 while Atom = [P|Args] € SLD — tree do

8 if Atom Z—AEELEE

9: Goal; = [Depth,Sig, P|Args]

10: else

11: extract(Atom, [P|Args'])

12: Goaly = [Depth,Sig, P, Args'|H]
13: end if

14: K7 faulty(Goaly ) & 75 L4 12 R I HHiE FE DB
15: if faulty(Goalf) € DB

16: RIGT 1m1 )

17: else

18: DB « DB U {faulty(Goals)}
19: UER] Atom

20: if true

21: H <« H U clause(Atom: —Body)
22: WEM AR R — A B s
23: else

24: R IH: e 3)

25: end if

26: end if

27: end while

28: end for

29:  end for

30: end for

31: return H

N T TETGARRE 2 2] (Meta-Interpretive Learning, MIL)H SEBLBY K AT 7 LRI T AR A7 28 MO H AR g &Il 48
%25 [A) H S AT AT DX R T 5% 3 e 1 SR I R M BRVR B . T TR R R T A TV TR R I DXk, AN T 4 e 4
TR XA JE R AT TR 12 1 BY R B R i A 38 i Ke SLD — AR B R 2OR AR H AR
A H Fr 9 R MIL Jd FRBE5E T AL

X T H ERR A H RSP — AN E VERE T, Go NG HAR, TP U {Go}H) SLD-M.T L1
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AR T A BRI YR T AN ST A BN IR # A b7 308 B4R S R
N FEH I H R,

N SR IR AR A H AR A R TR X, 2 RS P 3R 4k R AR K AN T AR 3 R
TR AT R m N f1([1,1,-1,0,-1], [-1, =10, L,AD A — A FE L A A 13X 2 KDy e 52 4t Bk
B 20, ¥ AT AT AR B, 2 0T H b b B BT S RO R G R R A R AR At T R AR T SR R N
£2([1,1,0,-1,-11,Var) f[RE T — A A1 A b7 3% B E B Var NAFE RS B bx b 53R G S 8080 2 15
SEMXHREAE TRATE.

Xt 45 52 (11 E b, SLD- 119 5 1204 42 1% 58 A0 200 PP 330 A7 PR 28, B B0 [l — A D 1A 99 52 32 M s R R AR
3o R H R B T 43 S B S T A U2, DB 4 T A IE B A FE KR B M, BRATTE MIL w0t T — Fhd 4z g, A
SLD-## 1 2 W 43 3 B B TBUAE B

AR SCHR B A SR B 1 AR IR BRATT R S 2 T IR T I R R T ) BN BRI R MR AT TE i
RIKT I SLD-B KA B 8 A5 7 Atom € EFEAR 2 B2 o L B IE B (¥ Atom = [P|Args] @& — AN &4k
H A5, BA TR EUIL KW AS BN Goaly = [Depth, Sig, PlArgs], 3t i Depth & /x4 F H) KU B, Sig 28 1 % 4.
0, B AtomZ —ANAEH w4 B AR, A TS Se B T Al extract([P|Args), [P|Args' ) $2 B Atom, & F R 4 —
v B i Argsh IR BT A BE 4478 8 AR B Args' S8 RATTIR U R IS B4 Goaly = [Depth, Sig, P, Args'|H].
TR E— B RG A — A BN BB 2% 1F LA 1E IE 6 O R P B Bk A2 25 4 OB IR — B R G R 5T NI
S A1 S AL

B SR 11 e A B B0 A faulty 508 E DB R 5 B 4183t T F 4 faulty(Goaly).— FLTE KU i v R I %
TA)MIL 2 ) 254 Bk ik F 0 o % 5 [0 80 50— 25 DAIE B 3 A B A o S 450 2 wp R i S Acom 1 2R (S 8 B
faulty(Goaly ), 0] 52 37 BV K 378 in 3 4 e v, 76 R — 25 HiiE B Acom. Atom ) iF B 1 A% p @ FH 70 % 28 56 AL
— HATA H AR E R, — > — SRR B H R4 58 IR a1 78 AR BB, 2 BCHHE 22 vh (¥ BT g s Bl 7 A

BH 1 GEIMIERME)A B SHARB. SEFIEE =< ET E~ S>FIt N & MS MIL 4T 55 £ 3% 3 — M
FFHEEB,H & EYJF HXt FE e, B, H/E e Al AW 55,5005 1 AO3R AR 23 DORE 5 23 1w H) 5 1 A £
FEFH.

E B FATT 38 0 H02 VA NV IE B %08 BN N K F A 8LM = N — Dy sck R B 5, S O 7 ) BB 4R,
BV RE 7 2 1) MR ML ) 8 38 )0 Sl 48 28 S s 2 1 23 IS TT LA 4) S 10 U Sg0 U Spq U eU Sy o U . U Sy v L0
s €S;(1<i<N,0<j<MEEAIKTARA LT GFERF.

oL 1L BN = LIRS O E X B B0 R R 7 2 RAS = Sy 0 50 1 ZEX BRSO T AN AR F . D e A 7
23 R AN 28/ TE A (R 17 HAS 22 4 H B IR bt 1% 5 3 P

TH0L 2N = k(k = 2D, EH 1 WAL BT FIAINS = S10U S0 U Sz U e USko U U Spp— 1, ITH
A 1 KRB S HERREER 840 B AR B — A RIBEEF, I, BN T0 R f € F #B30IE B2 R T AR 3l
VLRI B bR f € F B BUNFR T A 1T Re 2 IR0 2 7.

Bl 3 EATEEN =k + 1R EF M AS =S10US30US21U.USkoU US4 USki1VU .U
Skrrpe- RN Freyq = F U F ARIEIE DL 2,510 U Sp0 U Sp1 U U Sio U o U Sy e—q T I Fy 19 R H b A2 B AR
FP AN T e & IE A 1O AR 5 IAE TR R 7% ZEUE B £h 2R 0 AR AR BRI AR B Sk 1,0 U woe U S i H AR A AT REAZ IE
WL . % s = (51,52, S Ske1) € Skar0U o USkyr e N MIL BT, Hhs & k+ 14 FH H
s; = Atom': —Body' & FE T (R 45 i % T 00 AR 5 R B, Atom! (1 255 WUA5 BAS 2t BILAE S W 8808 P v 75 ), 591
W FEUR B R RIS AT [R5, Atom vk A6 A IE W (I F2 7.

25 PR, 1 AR 2 IR AR 7 2 (8] vh ) IR R

I3 1:(MIL B % 75 18] 1) 25 52 p A R A5 5 FmANE M) b i TR0, 24 0 B0 i 4 v e 245 AN S0 B
TR A NSO %R T M) Tn gk A2k 0 R 4 5 % R (mp )"



T 4 ATl Rs R AR ) 2213

BT A EUN 1380 B n, A7) DU 518 1 Y08 MIL AT %48 2 72 b i 2 7 40 H .45 R (B MIL R %
[ANBE XA R 1.
S 1:(MIL R )G E p AN S FmASEM] T e, 2 oo ) b iR 24 j AN ScF HgA

S B HUR % i Z G JE T B B n gk T A AL BT T RERR ST MR Ty, (mp )",

Heie 1 R MIL 1948 R 2 o] DURIE R 5 7 A 8 5 28 2 A4 F 25 ) s 25 ) e (1 AR 15 1] R 6 A
] ()72 e TR b 3 2 8 e A A B R B

SEHE 2 TR A S I MIL #8225 8] o 2 5 40 H G BT R 712 7 008 IE B — 20 Al T i e 89 5% sk /> 11
MIL 4% 2 =[] ) L ).

SEFR 2:(B R A MIL 48 2% 2 1)) (B e D R B 1 P9 A7 T L 4858 p U8 ) 5 AN ANTE M) e e e ), — A
BERFAGRZnEZTH,UETHNEENLI=12,n—1.%t=mp/*" L1880 Za/t 75

oy b s At e NI YD L SR 7D ) ¥ vl SR SR (N o R
FER B H D) MIL 48225 i) Ho i) ysisisk=l — F = 2t > nii, TR

Tho,tk t-1  th-1 Tho,tk t-1  tn-1

BRI ————

mpJiti-1"
LB ARG HES 1L RSB T A 24 H ARSI T MIL R RS A NS, Yozt ok s sl
BT 5 2 A AR LR MIL 48 275 (8] sp R P B0 H X Dot L i AME B 0 R 9 MIL 48 22 75 ] o 1y

TP M E RS o TR S RS B A5 A £ AR A AR B ML 82 2 i H g 43 )y Sl et

T t*

LMl L n g e s it L R BT (¢ = mpit1).0

t-1  th-1 YRtk T -1 tn-1 tn—1

AR 5 3 2 M v A A7 TG BR R R R 3 2 () AR K Homp /4t > nffifE 00 52 H (¥ BT AL VR 396 b v LU 2
??l‘ﬂ*ﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁﬁkd\i)ﬁﬁ//’\ﬁﬁ(ﬁﬂfﬂt = mp ) XA FARHE AL ] T B AL S0l 1 R M T AR T SR R

fa MIL 20 (198 73 SR, X Fh TG BR 97 B 8 5 52 B v B 55 A B i 29, 0 R 7E MIL 5 45 50 S it 12 R s )

76 MIL 2 460 S Fr S H B 55 s T 11 32 ZE Pk A% Prolog A& — Fi i FH 48 22 A0 1] 0 ) 2 AV =, 308 5 456 D &1
SE B HEAR B 1) SR b7 1 P A7 3 5 3 R A Y R R 1 P A7 G PR AN [) 3k A HE Az PR )3 o o BN ERUUEL (B ]
PLE SE S0 — AN E A AE 20 R Ik, B T 52 4 1t R 5 5 0T P P9 A 0 U0 2 T P [ A AS DG T, B A Bk
1) SE B 8 FH AT REJE V2 SEBLER 18 b ) T S TR 90, S SO B 5Bt se 2 AT 22 57

AT B ST ) SE BRI SR A T 3R e D 2 ) 22 e i B R AE T B B LA B B R L
VB B0 T B R U A G A 2 R BB R I b BR AR X D RS TR AU A BRI R S AP LR R B K
ONTAERS B T SRR B e A0 N T MIL & 40T 7 102 TH S0 R AS BRI 5 T 55 5 16 3 1) 40 o i
[ FT 350 2 HE I TOUHA R R B A, AN T 5 BT HA T 18 2k 2 5 S R L8R 4 SR (A () 22
4 FEXIW

FEARF B FATERATEIERN H T P MIL R YiMetagolfMetagol,, P, W43 2 AN H 1 MIL R4
MetagolsFlMetagoly, p. 7 B M &, Metagoliz— A —r MIL R4, Metagoly,** & —AN il 5] AR
FRR R Y A R (Abstraction) F1 & 4 (Invention) ] =B MIL R 4.
4.1 Metagolg

Metagolp 45+ Metagol 15 t i BT £ 5072 6 1 S 25 B (call(Atom) )Hs — A AtomiE By H bR, — H. 2%

T, Metagolp 2 i i 46 8 W B Atom. W1 5 B R R Metagol 22 3804 H ¥5-5 — A~ Je U G 3k 358 UL G, PR A7
TG E B, AR 5 E B AR H AR AR X RS L R, Metagolp 1 25 22w B B IR Wk E B B bR fn R &
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W, MetagolyF 22 812 —MH R W (BDET 7 A). e R, B T R P R IE R A IR, 2P il e iR E 24
FAG A A Sk #1) F5).Prolog UV R — 1B 1A AT 2 H & X RREAR R 5 N IR R SE . BARIX 58 T AR
5T BRI A] 8 3 B0 AT I BT A SR B 5% TR Dy ok ) LA R ) 1) Sk 3 AH 0 8 IR AN 7] 715 RO T
PIZXA ] B FRATHE — B R G Metagoly TR IN T — N ERAN 148 BY 2% 1 (R0 25 ECH0Hs 2 A 400). 0 1 658 FE BT I B ik
HAE B — > Atom, AT E 6 M Atom FHREUR LS B85 & R IMUE B =R CEAATE TR IEUE & b il 2
XFE, Atom¥ 3 3L BRI A SR MOMIL 27 2] 2804 2250 5 — 20 SR R AN 52, 3R AT Atom ) SR MUE B InE|
KW 1 AR G 22 IE B Atom.

4.2 Metagoly ¢

Metagoly 3N T MEFEHT B A iR LA SRS 7 580 K 47450 0, 3 470 BT 7 1) R B i il maps /35 Bh F 2 2 L —
B 18 17 SE B B AR . 5 Metagol AL, T T [ Metagoly, p R G0IE 5200 B ¥5 -5 A BE A9 B 52 41 7 i A1) 2Lk
AT VLHL.
# 4 fERRE A Emap/3

background(([map,[1,[],F]:—[])).
background(([map,[A|As],[B|Bs].F]:~[[F,A,B].[map,As,Bs,F]])).

5 X

T VPAl B ) MIL A 22 89 5 50325 1 14 B, FRATT B Ase 7 A8 ARS8 FH B B VR 1) R SEER TR DU A R
{255 LREAT  BHEL i 1 PLas NSRS R R PSRN W 77 2 775 T 6 55 36 #B 7E Intel Core 19 —
9900K CPUMI64 GBI A7 1 #% AT,

TE VAL FATT 52 1 B A% S0 I JRATT ) 43 b 3 it A AR L 5 T 5 VR 1 A A YR RE . T 3R A5 A T L vE A P
fli, T AMEH T Prolog W B 18 ¥ statistics #& fit 1) JL > ¢ B 1 B8 18 Ar . 3X L8 48 b5 51 7E R 5 p, 0L 45 4 2
(inferences),l R4t 1) L0324 223 B R T (atoms) R R 755 5088 (10 W12 I ¥E, 27 £ (global _stack) R
BT FE SAAT 3 1) 11 5000 65 4 R U P it 1) PN A7 T G BRATTIR MR 3% T cge (7 R0 3 SRS ) SR VA 2 26 i B 1 9 1)
AT TS S50 e BV R A2, 7E BT AT I S2 58 g lobal _stack #R AR 1E 256 M B, IX 15 & SWI-Prolog 1 BRA HE
T PR 1.

# 5 1FAl Prolog T2 15 P A7 1H FEII B4R bR

EGEA X

inferences H Prolog J&i 3l LA, 8 i 18 FH R 28480 o 11 F s TR B0 A58 1 2R R v O HE B I .

atoms HAFE I IR 740 H
global_stack 4 )rfi FH &, 42 5 A R
cge AT I T8 35 [RTUs vR B

5.1 BESREMEEm

F6 BN TG 2R GO M2 A3 6O N Metagol y & 45 #i i 11, &7% X B I FE 7. A2 1 FE (B
BRI HE 525 F A A 34N R IS (BI £3,£2,11).
£ 6 Yn = 28 Metagol 5 =] B FE ¥ 58 T 75 1k 15 faf 1 i .
f(A,B):—f3(4,0),f3(C, B).




T 4 ATl Rs R AR ) 2215

f3(4,B):—f2(4A,C), f2(C,B).
f2(A,B):—f1(4,C),right_two(C, B).
f1(A,B): —left_two(4,C),righ_one(C, B).
f2(4,B): —right_one(4,C),left_two(C, B).

BATE Jeim & B R I MR Y RAT S5 BES e 1 1 (ON 3R 7) R AT 55 T FE 7 =5 [ B R (E AR T
AR K Z R R T RATRE SN MIL 24 AUEH—M B MIL R4iMetagolflMetagolp K241 5K
W R 1) 55 % 1) 2% >0 B R G0 3R 7 o BR 28 R SERI (RS MIL 1 S5 SE 5 N ), 26 3F1 55 451 43 A AR R Metagol
Metagolp 1% > B ] (CAFD N 37 2 88, B3k J5 1 &R 4i Metagolp BE 5 3 4 FEAZAT 55 1 % ST I (8] L Ak, S 56 2
RE W Metagol 154 222 3] B M Metagol B 7] 1 3R 1 .

K 8RR T Metagol K AR Metagolp R X BAEH T 5R7MF M WU SL 6], 8 AOE#HER ., JEF.

B 3N, Metagoly 3 30 H B8 I 1 M B84 BE RO /> L SR T FE TEAIG, R B T AR TR L AN TR
Prolog I 2R I\ HE #& BR il (256MB) T, Metagoly 5 T 56 /b 1) 337 3 Wi 4R 5 F >k 181 Wie oK {3 FH 1 P9 47 . B {8 7E
FHES faf i i T , Metagol p WIHEER X EUHR L Metagol tH K KUk 1, K210 T 98.65%.

R 7 T 5 198 Y Metagol Fl Metagol F 1] 2% =] i 4]

No. S B Metagol Metagol,
1 f([1,0,-11,[-1,0,1]) 0.033s 0.006s
2 f([1,1,0,-1,-1],[-1,-1,0,1,1]) 0.128s 0.056s
3 f([1,1,1,0,-1,-1,-1],[-1,-1,-1,0,1,1,1]) 19.488s 5.368s
4 f([1,1,1,1,0,-1,-1,-1,-1],[-1,-1,-1,-1,0,1,1,1,1]) 9761.168s 1526.604s

* 8 MEREFN P AT IH #EAE Metagol Fl Metagoly 8] [#) 5% bt B T 75 ek A1 g P 1] 23t

Metagol Metagoly
0. Infere A C] Infer A C
nces toms GC ences toms GC

4.62 x 10° 6 3| 4.62 x10° 6 3
164 164

] 3.53x10° 6 5] 3.90 x 10° 5 3
165 989

] 2.90x 108 6 5] 7.82 x 10° 5 4
166 990

{1 8.19 x 10%° 6 6] 1.10 x 10° 5 5
167 991

52 tEEARSR

PLAFN SRS AT S5 R YA T b BIFR 224 Ze somn il 5N 32 7 B i) =48t AT H robot (4, B) R R B4
W17, Ho Hp AR By B R IR AL 28 N IR U6 R ZS FUMR T 1 B ZOR A8 SR 38 O i N 10 B A0 3 S0 ot I 4 A 3]
T

518 3RO 1 S AL, B Y R GiMetagoly A Metagol,y p 10785 55 K0RAL S B9 AN 38 43, B 4 18 19 75 55 601
FERE N 5E1R T — B RS MetagolFMetagoly I =t HHRA A B 4 R 1 s AR R BR T 7E— i R4
FR S IR — [ o R U A1, B 2R 4 R 1) R D B £ v B s .

FATTBE LA 85N R (R I 2R 8, AN LB 5SS, A4 I [ PR 15 600F) FE4N R4 EE F 1T 10
R Ja AV B EEAS F G 1) F- 35 52 ST ).
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600 T . T 220 T

— @ metagol |
—E—metagolAI =14

—@— metagol
I metagolF

Qo
o

160

140 1

Average Learning Time (second)
Average Learning Time (second)

The number of examples The number of examples
Kl 6 HANMRE AT S R — I A B MIL 2R 40 1 325 SR [a]

Blefgr T —Br AlE B MIL FR 400 %% ) 45 R o R 52 ) (9 #cie AE 22 W vy B R R — B MIL R4
Metagolfl Metagoly 11V 35 %% 2 i 8] 75 45 & o,y il 6 7R Metagoly Fl Metagoly, ¢ 11T 351 %% 3] I 8] R 46 & 4t
(MetagolfiMetagol, ) FME N R Fi(MetagolFMetagoly; )HI~F 3515 =) B[] 43 591 LA A1 €0 R S €6 o 45 R W
Metagolptt Met ol S TR , Metagoly; p b Metagol, 5 > 18 FE 1 25 TE IR AE 15 0L T, Metagolp 1]
22 ST (A1 210 Metagol 147 1% TE 1B UL ,Metagoly ) 215 (B2 g Metagoly; 1130.26%.

K9 1EPIANRFE RS, — M MIL &4t Metagol5 Metagolg 22 [ (1 P9 A7 A L 3%

Exa Metagol Metagoly
mple Infer At C Infer At C
ences oms GC ences oms GC
1 1.64 x 10° 63 7] 1.10 x 10° 63 6
73.33 25 60.33 .50
2 3.22 x 10° 63 7] 1.60 x 10° 63 6
59.67 .67 40.33 .50
3 4.49 x 10° 63 8| 2.13x10° 63 7
31.33 .33 20.33 .00
4 3.42 x 10° 63 9] 2.30 x 10° 63 8
88.33 .33 70.67 .00
5 4.45 x 10° 63 9] 212 x10° 63 8
88.33 .00 75.67 .50
10 TEHLANRF TSP, =B MIL RSiMetagoly 5 Metagoly 2 [A1HI P AE AR FLER
Exa Metagol,, Metagoly,
mple Infer At C Infer At C




I % AT R D 22

ences oms GC ences oms GC

1 1.81 x 10° 64 8| 1.07 x 10° 63 7
44.29 .29 50.67 .00

2 2.74 x 10° 64 8| 1.89 x10° 63 7
44.67 .67 40.33 .50

3 454 x 10° 64 91 2.23x10° 63 8
45.00 .00 20.33 33

4 4.89 x 10° 64 1] 2.90x10° 63 9
44.67 0.00 70.67 .00

5 4.65 x 10° 64 1] 2.30x10° 63 8
45.00 0.00 75.33 .50

FKOFIFR10IZHE T —F MIL RS Metagol. MetagolzLh K mM MIL R%GiMetagol,,« Metagoly oTEHAT
PLAENSRFS AT 55 HHIE] A7 T FE I X L 3 8 23 1 32 B IR AL RS Metagolp FMMetagoly, o fEHERR IR F 122508
DO T T E AR N T — ) R4, Metagol A T MetagolS2 L T £)44.18% 11V 3541 B IR H /> A %,
TEEBY R4 , Metagoly, s T Metagoly SEIL T £142.80% (11 35 HE 2 CHUR /D> 1% 26 B 2 1 o5 R TR
RGP B H AR M, R T AR BA s EACE . BARE T EOR R D T A b R IR EE (CGO)RE )
W4T 4S5 H AR 55, H 2 dE 7E Prolog BRIA 256MB HEAR R il 43 DL IE.

53 RIEKREK

A S 1) 1 B 5 SCHRPOVAR [ b ST 45 B AE % 51— A7 5L 11D 6] B S AL o s, B 4 e — T S8 AR 11 Bl 2% LA 52
DI AERIEIRES T, TR EED FMREAT BN ERZORE T, BN T 8T, X BA T A 1+
PEIRATREALAE B 1 S A R R /NI R, K /N Rl A 1215, % 5 ) 8] BR il A 60080, 48 516 F _F iR 4 Rt 5]
XA [E bR G AR SR 20 100G IS 5, FRAT/E 2] T 45 5.

Bl 7 R 7 PUAS MIL RGALE I bR SR BGAT 55 1 i 45 AR B R, Bedk (1 MIL REMET H MG MIL R45%
A DA 3 3D 2 S ) B)L B T AERE I HC9 ARSI R — B R SR 40, B2 LI 8RR B S 30, DR R AT T 2 ) A V0L

RUIMFR12 IR-M4E T 5T RALFHHI N 20T, EL e T R 46 MIL R GiMetagol. Metagoly, 5 EATRIEY
F WA Metagoly Fl Metagoly, ¢ M VEBE . 45 SR 3R IR, BY K AR 7E & 3 00 HE 38 x4 IS 17 By B A4k
Wi, Metagoly"V- ¥ HEF R BE /D T K #115.88%, i Metagoly; 8/ 218 12.77%, M5 T E 4145 B 136 R 4.
BIEY G I MIL RGTE Prolog BRIV HERR PR 1l P9 T2 300 T B 2> 1 Jo 7 £ A sk /b 1) 7 A B SR AR (CGO).
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45 ' . . 6 T 1 '
—@&— metagol —@— metagol,|
40 F —#— metagol | | 51 i meragOIAl_F +
3 5 g
4t J
30 g
8 = -

N

)]
—
1

Average Learning Time (second)

Average Learning Time (second)

S, I il |
i P i T L
0 1 1 ¥ _2 1 1 1
1 1.5 2 25 3 i 2 3 4 5
The number of examples The number of examples

K 7 ZAFIEE S — i A B MIL 2R e 01 2 2 > i 1)

11 1E 5 AT 5 MetagolFlMetagol 1) N A7 FELL B

Exa Metagol Metagoly
mple Infer At C Infer At C
ences oms GC ences oms GC

1 5.79 x 10°® 64 1] 5.07 x10° 62 6
28.00 1.00 58.67 .00

2 8.14 x 10° 64 1| 6.38%x10° 62 1
30.00 4.00 60.00 0.00

3 8.98 x 10° 64 1] 7.76 x 10°® 64 1
29.33 5.00 29.33 3.00

12 1E RHFEHAT S T Metagoly M Metagoly; 1A 175 FE LLEL
Exa Metagol,, Metagoly,
mple Infer At C Infer At C
ences oms GC ences oms GC

1 3.85 x 10° 64 1] 3.46 x10° 64 1
29.10 2.40 20.33 1.00

2 1.22 x 107 64 1| 1.10x 107 64 1
29.80 5.10 25.00 4.00

3 8.84 x 10° 64 1] 7.95x%x10° 64 1
30.00 5.60 26.67 4.50

4 2.34 x 107 64 1] 2.10x 107 64 1
29.78 5.11 27.00 4.00

5 4.46 x 107 64 1] 3.41x107 64 1
29.89 5.33 28.67 4.00

5.4 MIFRFIRETR



I % AT R D 20

MR FYZE FE 70 F 0 H b At 2 3] — DM REFP droplasts, & BE N4 € 51 3% (1 REAS T 510 3% b Bk de Ja — D Je &K A
BE s B6 h FATRENLAE R T 5N [E R/ B ) 588, 708 B 121 5, 544 1 (18] R ] 152 9 6005

0.22 T T T T T T
+metagol
0.2 : o (s
+ metagol |
0.18 |
0.16F 7
0.14 |

o
—
no

Average Learning Time (second)
=]

=
o
>

T .T ‘
f/
/
/
!

o
o
=
1
T
|

0.02 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5 < 4.5 5

The number of examples

Bl 8 Mkk 27 B o #1155 T mi MIL RGiMetagoly M Metagoly, 1352 > i [H]

HF—M R 7 RIEE A IR, —B MIL R%i(MetagolfilMetagol)7E AT 55 15 2k W I8 7R T AN &
Br MIL R4tMetagoly FMMetagoly, W25 K. T — IR, Metagoly, MIIHRE T % 2 8% RN, S B RGP %
SIS A 4 5 T R 5y 2 — 9F e 2 B 7 A F AR 5 AR AR 0L T, Metagoly, 1% 2 B 81 24924
Metagoly,; 1163.79%.

K13 XL T Metagoly M Metagoly; ¢ 1E R R Mk 27 /70 77100 R I W AE AR BB B2, R E 4R
HERR L) R AH R, Metagoly, o TEUR/D> HESE AL By SRR 7 TR I 1 2 35 S0tk X P 2648 /) 1 Metagolyy p7E
A7 B A T RO A U T R AR e, SR R T AR A B L AT 4 I ) B s R R AR R 13 RN T Met oly;
FiMetagoly; pTEDroplastsivl 8 1 1) A7 BUAS X L. 2 25 1l Metagoly, ¢ TE 4% J5 3 A IR ) T HE 3 KR IsD 7 35
TNEZ1946.12%.5 Metagol A LG, Metagoly; p 7 2 50/ 1+ A 5 R W 4R

13 MRSy fE 70 1T %5 & BiMetagol o FliMetagoly g2 1) ) P9 17 A L 35

Exa Metagol,, Metagoly,

mple Infer At C Infer At C
ences oms GC ences oms GC

1 3.17 x 10° 64 1| 1.74 x 10° 64 1
00.90 5.10 01.00 2.33

2 3.53 x 10° 64 1| 1.83x10° 64 1
01.00 8.10 01.00 6.00

3 3.63 x 10° 64 1| 1.82x10° 64 1
01.00 6.90 01.00 5.33

4 3.77 x 10° 64 1] 1.91x10° 64 1
01.00 6.40 01.00 4.67

5 3.57 x 10° 64 1] 2.22x10° 64 1
00.90 7.50 01.00 5.33
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6 MExXIAE

6.1 VAMBIEIZFFRITHEXTE

ILP J& — A5 3d T B R0 7S 5 A R S g 0 2 — B 7 R) BRAE 19 22 L — B B AR A g 20 1 TT B0 1 AR 46
F 20 42 70 FEAAENFE LI ILP RG22 — 3T #T R —He/E i Golem ] Muggleton $2 11 P2 HiAb 45 T
— i 3B U 40 B 75V AR 4R A A A, Duce & — AN B Muggleton™ 32 H 59 5L T 6y B Horn 16 1A 44 ML 45 2
3] R4 Muggleton 25 N H T — N RGiCigol®* il it & B — B Horn T8 17 B 2h#h &1 FHAR P R 2 845
B4k Ik T 2 J& Rouveirol 25 NP4 Cigolh 51 NI AE 755 & 21 5 AL 1 ). Linus PO — N 3 T iy 185 g 1k -
8 = 1732 Clint P2 — AN FET 32 ST 0 ILP R4, 1M Progol™ 2 3 TR 5 M W 25 0 (0 R 4.
6.2 JTIERREIMHEAXTIIE

* 14 —HLTLP RA MR LLEL

Ly Aleph Progol Metagol Popper XHAIL
5874 — & e 1 T € 14 T € 1% ifi & P
5 iR T Datalog JCHLN I I
PERCIE b % & & o &
i oy = & & =
A & i i i &
B2 & s i & s

B Muggleton T 2014 4EJF & f MIL HEZEP 55097 87 FH T U9 4038 35 e I8, B8 J5 75 2015 £ 3T B 2% S &M =t
Datalog F2 7L 338k — 5 4 8 B M /> 8 52 51 308 47 328 V3 5040 5% 40k, 3R 26 2 45 A4 46 R 3 45 4 46 %038 P8 Andrew
Cropper % NBIG| N7 210 £ a7 5035 R 5 20 17 S0P DAk A0 {15 15 22 ) I AP e 208 o 7 — bl fak PR 75 5 e
VT 6 R BB 1AL 29 SR 7 3, OR8> T 5 ST B I 50 8 7E 2 =) 3 72 2 i R FH B30 1R O V240 bl AR SCHR H I
VRTE 22 31 Bl i 10 S AV 5 2R ) Goals R S FH B B B vk, LA JEE 40 55 RAIE .

N T SRR R I B MIL R AR A B4 S5/ MU FE 1 8 R R 2 MR POL B4 /b 2 SRR P I SCA B
R Metaopt!" ' T Metagol LS RE 2 X1 8 IR 7 B A0 AR B0 2R 2 v i — AN AR, I R i 2% i AR
RAZ BB B A3 (] 5 X 8 AR AR LG, FRATT AR Ak SR I8 2 224 v T i e MIL 2% 300 72 vh 52 5500 W ) i) i, DA v 2
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