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(Description Logic: DL) 7]¥te] OWLE A §l E@Yo| TR}

I Fgo| 7Hed AldY 1 Mu|AE J)EEr] A% dojeld) o

2 21614 A"sin kel o we fANEe) SAwLh

538 OWL-S9 7 & EAAFEe Ay A"z RFolc
OWL-S9 g Algig 2ol @ 9T Situation Calculus(SC) 9
ey JWg ol4ste] operational AWHAE Aokt 6]}

subtype/Bd & o] &3t A¢tet [7]o] EAjgtct

B =RelM Fas aefsts ¥2HUE OWL-59 axiomatic
Alggiaeld] 1 ol F2lEe WYPoT HHP OWL-Se =2
A& ARE 2% T2 (LP: Logic Program)222] v ol&

1) OWLE OWL Lite, OWL DL @ OWL Fullg TFAs&d,
OWL-S& OWL DLZ E#®ch
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33N AEH) FEANE B F:80] 7HdR7] WEo)
o}, wal fels 3P OWL-Se) axiomatic AlRH2E SC=2
71€% [6]e] A8 AWYLE E(composite) ZEMAE X3
EE g3sie] AQtw)
e LP 7lue] 87 @4 OWL-Sk DL7I4te] OWLE 24
§l Mua eE2Alojluz oJExeg OWL-SE A4E &E2A
Aol tal =237 $AME DL F2AAE& Aol
gith. 22y DLuke] FEcizlell 3] LP7ke] d1ue Hy
v #£& 4oz v wol ¥elx sl
o OWL-S9] $#AANE FH: f2le A 47 [2]9 2o AT
5L SEEXS 19 THrde] OWL-S mdY 2 FAXE
& F3ANE = ASE Hol: Ut

olgtell [8lo1M 1EERo] TERX|9} 3 1o Alele] oy
2 Ag  <lojg ojoly, HAHe] A% Ao, deld £¢
2 ANY g Mul2g A Fasic)

3. MulA 2E=X oj3 Yy FAEH Alo2] oy

3ol Aejg Aujx LEZAS} 13 Alole] i 4i=el
Aldgs F pEoz uro] dysld kst OWL-S7F OWL
2 AYE AMH& 2EEXol 13io] Mujxe] PFL EdyYs

t Foolmz OWLe Adgiod ATsle ZeujEuER
OWL-S9 ¢j=% A|WE2E o|8o| ¥ £ A& WF OWLe| &

B3 AYsA @71 qEol7]. wekA feEle 31ddA WA
OWL3¥ RuleMLAloj9] #AIE ZAMSHT, 32394 OWL-S9 ¥
A PFES] A We 29 RuleMLAtole] #AE 71&dct 22z
33%olA wigel] o F4E AFE

3.1 OWL3} RuleMLA}el9] w3

OWL# RuleMLA}ole] wig& 7oz (8]9] AT dAF
o)&%ct. [8]o1A = FOL(First Order Logic)® ##3§ES DL
4 LPAte]e] 33 §& DHL(Description Horn Logic)Z A )3t
R} ool $HE LPE DLP(Description Logic Program)2.2
Fslgltt. DLPE def-Hom® XEdHE 7HAtdH, o7)A
def-Hom& definite equality-free Datalog LPZ %dch & =
A ZEOPL FESE FRREY vrjolM NAF(Negation As
Failure)7} £#3tA %l equality® A 8E predicate?t &4
A gfon opch & arity® 7hAE function 71 &7 &38R
%E 27 TEaPL THo,

ohA] 2 [8lol A AU SEZ XS} jpAAlole} njgAe] o]
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W) ofeldei FOLS| #2A%E DL} LPY my#& DLP
Z 3oldglx, DLPE DL R LPAtole] #3599 7l&eg m3
a%ieh o] 97 A= DL7IEe] ojE <) RDFSSH DAML+OIL
9 gd25 ¢ $498d dg DLPES AYE HesA iz,
adez2R 228X Furt FAYRE F¥L & YAl @
ol DL W3] ¥hye2 @ $EAANEF} &4 ¢xa
& JHAE Lpad /1452 DLTES A3 A% £ e
OlEAY 23E AFTUE FHeA o vt 2,

RDF(S) R DAML+OILY ZrjeiRgn 282 44& A%
TzEE W@ DL ® FOLZ9 E®# o] E¥el LP29 v)
Bol g A A e (818 Fz=ot

32 OWL-S¢ 39 FEo) aigt oy

OWL-S& OWLE 4 ¥ Mulx LEZA|BE, § OWL-$
7t OWLS ezl o E3e] Az g OWL-S9} 5+ ae]
vigel] @ 271 WA= BEHRIA B FE o
2, OWL-St 3¢l 3% & 7HNE AHul&, & Z2A28
249ysr] ¢ rFwolmg DAML+OIL®) E¥HPL o83ty
OWL-S7t 7HA & =¥ HHELE 5 ooy 5 glthe7].
wzkA, OWL-S8l FE4lole] oy HAF AdstA T8
AdfME Aulze FAHY $EFL Zddaz Ye OWL-S9
ZH2 B8 2EFEA 9} A LA Y g g A g
4o Fasich

ol f13e ¥ TEeME OWL-S9 AY Aldgzd gg
A7 U}E F SCE OWL-S9 Z2A2 29 AJY2E 7)&
TR (6]% FEAHo2 Y4&ti(atomic E2AA A9
nsto(complex Z2M289 Ao 9 #AH x13) OWL-S
o gtAg AP NUHAZ AF @t 1y ¢ F SCE Jl<d
OWL-Sel Z2M~ Bd AQYAs sbxx 22 T3
Wy Helo B AFARE AFFLEA FOLY F #23¢
#9) DL7I4te] OWL-Ss} LP7I 9] RuleMLAteld] % & 7l
g},

321 OWL-S9] &8 Algegx

OWL-S& SCZ ¢H43] 71e87 Ay & o] E(action
theory) D2 #2l& Felgel Y& D=ZU DU DU D, U
DE 9N Ao Hasrel TE situationEE AT
foundational #eE°l%, D_¥ functional ¥ relational fluent®
4 9@ successor state F&|Eolth. d7)ojA fluentE situation
A4E 1 fluentd kAT QA2 HIe SCAMNY @A
(refation)& #¥c. p, & 24 precondition ¥ €)X, p, &
AL ES A 32/ BAE(unique names) F& Eo)H, oE §
S| A uniform[9]%} first-order &3 F o}t

olA Z1ExA G o] D9 Fdol4 OWL-S9| LA
2de) W FY Adg2E HPojgct WA OWL-S9 atomic
L2z FHeldd 94 71483 W ¥ composite TZA A
g T4 #g FZES dE NAY2g el
OWL-S ¢tellA IOPE(Input, Output, Precondition, Effect)S 7}
A& (atomic) ZEZH2E-E SCetellA A48 AAREES 7HAE
AgozA Bdyd 4 ok

ctge [6]lM AHg DAML-S9| atomic Z2A2d] i
SC Al g 20},

e Atomic LE2AM 29 effectsE-2 SCetol A ob& Fel9 positive
% negative effect Y E2A BHAcCH

Poss(a,s)A yHx,a,s)—F(x,doas))

Poss(a,s)A yz(x,a,5)>"F(x,do(a,s))
A7l A Pt Xx,as)E fluent FE 2HE ael A% Fof Z2
/AR g FLEG 2A%] EE ME & 2EEL ¥
et

e ZYEL YoHEY} UA HE FRoEg uiyoez X4
effectsE24 A8E F Utk o]# effectsE S KRef, KWhether
3 Knows I #o)tHp9)2.

» Atomic ZEH 28 9% OWL-S preconditionsE & SCetel A4
well-formed X924 XAFTE Atomic Z2AH 29 2}
precondition® SCZelA ZH8E& S "azdozA TYPH
. &, Poss(as)—rn, o7I°0A, g& s2 AuistE(relativized)

%)} I;(Ref, KWheter @ Knows T &3} THds A3e (918 #=
_E 0

510

EE2 0|t} A9 preconditionsEol A o] RE Possiash
[ mhA g2 s,

o 2 Eo] AY effectsBEN HAFHE A Sgo) gAE &
@ dnjy o2 x4 preconditionE 24 HFHc} oo]dEE 1
Aol 1 MEj2E AANY 4 7] Aol 1 Mulize JYE
o g golobtl @t 1322 OWL-SY atomic Z2AMA a
9 2k 94Y g AN YHAEL Possas)>KRef( g, s)A..A
KRef( ¢, 5)2 BHHTh
® Preconditions¥©} atomic Z2ZMAE 3 2& 9x3q
preconditionsE€ UREVoHE 4AA M slolA, 8L 9
@ ol "WRRASE Possas)= mA mA.LA r AKRef( &)
A..AKRef( ¢,s)8 e8] 24 precondition ¥ &2 7 fddct

ABA (6] 714¥ OWL-S9 atomic ZEA| &) §¢ A
WYL g AMusit &S OWL-SAA AT=E 10719 Fx
B59 Sequence, Split, Split+Join, Choice, Unordered,
Condition, If-Then-Else, Iterate, Repeat-While ¥ Repeat-Until
€ o8t Z2%dY F UE composite ZEAM 29 AAHAE
SCE Ao wrt 0|8 #5te] ¥A Do(sss)el AdH o7t 9
a3tk Do(gss)9le # 23 HA8 dde 858 A9y
224 aR09| situation s'ANMREE sol tii2E AHe] st
e g e
o ZvjElE ALZ: Dolas,s’)=Poss(als],s)As'=do(als],s). &
7] alsl situation {)#*(argument) s& 2§ @(term) acl 23
A AFEEHE EE functional fluentsEE2 BTFL 2N oprlse
2A#}E on @t
e H2E Z8E: Dol fss)= dslAs=s’. d7jelA H2E ®
d g= EE situation UFE°] %3 (suppressed)¥, SC A9
48] XEEE FASRE TAGC TEYHL old)elnt. 4sle
situation B4 s& @lM AFE ZE fluent B3 &(relational
% functiona)2 ETHo2H 2ZHE YSsHe SC XEHS
vepdic},
* & X(sequence):

Do( &; 88.5")=(35"").Dol §,s,5" IADo( §s"",s").
o 2709 A58 F wjdAHA A

Do( 8 8,s,5"Y=Do( §,5,5') VDol §,s,5")
o Ag Q4E 3 ARYH 4

Do(( zx) &s),s,s")=(3x)Do( gx),s,5').
o HAAH WHE: £ 0N Ex 1 ol Atk Dol §.s,s)
=(VP).{(Vs1)P(sl,s1)A(Vsl,s2,53)[Do( §s1,5s2) AP(s2,53) D
P(s1,s3)])DP(s,s'). BAl 3], & 0¥l =& 1 ol s
AL sZRE s'eg o Fe},

Conditional¥ ¥ while-loopsE-& th&3 o} olxle x84
A Aod & QU
e if gthen § else § endlf = [#2; )™ £ 6],
¢ while ¢do sgendWhile = [#: § " £

OlA ¥ Dool wigt A9l AHoES 7hxla, o)A
OWL-S composite ZEMAE HE FREEY AW€E2g o
S5 ol Fogwct [6]olA o ¥R £ ofefiolr ¥ 5 QL
5ol, FEe OWL-S Aol FZEEZS AdW€2E 47 Do
az-840] J98 Hestd A 71€€9 & o 2,
Split ® Split+Join FZEEe] ¢4AF NAL2E 7|Este deol
B B7HAQ 28 o]Z9) £3o] AT
OSequence: OWL-S9 sequences X HE Y2 Z2A2S5
o BEg yehdoh ol SCAAA Dol §;gs,s)=(3s')Do
(&5 INDo(gs" s 12 EHE A,
DSplit: OWL-S9] Splite §Alol € LML FEINEESY
W(bag)e 24 THPAT. OWL-SAME 7| (waiting)} %713
of diafA AFo) glek 2 o] REL FANAFY NBHAEE 9
¢ SCHY foundational FE[OI& )48t 71&d & Y.

o8 Ho] 7o} o|W composite ZEM A7} waking, singing,
chewingGumo.2 Yol ki 7tA 34, o) Zd& o
(18 D2 283 7lertssich o 182 379 FHHE =
2 M 2%, walking(x,y,s), singing(s), 71#}3l chewingGum(s)
I2EAESE A% ZHed A7 Bkl el F, OWL-S4A4
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gusA AFER R FA4H MdE SC temporal ¥ tE
F3qAM A BHolESE el 7HEEE ¢ + Ath
OSplit+Join: Z2MAE 3¢ (barrer) 57188 7Hxle @ o2
o A HEXIEZY FA Hdyges FAFC SPLITS
SPLIT+JOING 7tX 2 $3le 8% 521388 MAe Z2ArE
& Feo¥ 4 girh

A4 OWL-SelM& thr7l(waiting) 2 %7181E& 918 olwg
ZoEREE AT gong Split¥ Joind HdAME dr)
2 Frste] o avdel aFdrh ol fistd AMER
relational fluent waiting® syncjoin®& T #el, ol Z, Splitell A
ALEg BI)elA wailingWalkE Fog WrE 24 endWalk
olit tiA syncloing HoZ UEE AL-2 waitingWalkolc),
olg} & whde Splite] AWMYAE 7|£sly]) 8ke] SplitH el
A sCe 7R AL ol g UM =U¥ wakingd #&
&7t4<)(instantaneous) 289 AL g& H3Yolch

walking(A. B. do{[artSing(0.9). stwrtWalk(4. B. 0.9))]. S)}

start Walk(A.B.0.5) end Walk(A B,4)
stngingldol startSing(0.5). 5y))
starSing(0.5) wudSing(3.14)
chewingCun(Sy)
audChewGum(4)
k - t t = t
0 1 2 3 4

(29 1) SCellAl8] AZEY & 7hxlE Z2A2E(9]

OChoice: CHOICE® #-7FAR! 44 E ’chosen’#} ’chooseFrom’
& 7= Ao] Pz} olajg £HEL ZaALE A
2z 48 AE AN Ee 9F EFE A6 A8E £
Uk #uk opyet “‘mARETE Holk ng MYl ‘mARE
© FYs nAS MdEsE”, ‘mAZEE Ho oAE ddste”
557 ol M2$ subclassesES AHE] HAAM A" F
slet.

A7l AWEA2E EEHE7]) A9 YYPe HNdd #d F
Dol gl §s,5)=Dol §,5,5') VDol 8,5,5')& 7I¥ & a Wl £
28 cE YRS A Aold. 2R cardinalityd) W#
WAl 24 precondition F2 5 Aftel FrtHog A dd
OUnordered: Bage 24 ®A§ Z2AA HYEUEF] ojd o
AEA e £ Ex FAd ddHE AE HEde F2E
ojtl, o] FTzF ¢k BE HEUESLS HyYsojolnt 3m,
Split+Joinoj M8t #e}, RE HIEUAEEol St Fojordr ot
Unordered TZ8# &A= A8 &Ael dis] 2 ojmg 2 gAL
gEE FasiAe gvt, B FEE AAM wEA 2AA
ot dhe R AXUESI AfE AYAPEo] A = A
c}.

OWL-5¢ Unordered F2&o) tid SC AU"EAE vjAFY
ot geo] d9& velle F¥ Dol glgss')=Dol §ss)VDo
(85577 €M2 dehle ®d Dol 8ss)=(35")Do
(§ss')ADo(gs",sN8]  Z§ez 7€d F U F,
Unordered( §, §) =Do( §;s.s")ADo( g,8,s""} VDol §s,8" YA Do
(gss").

DCondition: OWL-S9 A &M HAslof g1z gcl 23
=g BEEe FY28z Aoy Aeg WA dUch xdy
aud U2 OWL-S&7) Mo 3 Edo Adayga 1
AM 270 Ed948 FA8E 2L RuleML#e) SR A0 2
Z3ch F LPY HHEHE ol f @t

OIf-Then-Else: If-Then-Else A|W& 28] SC 7€ & if ¢ then
g else g endlf = [ZiglllTgigle® 71ed + Ao
Olterate: OWL-$¢] Iterate TEES QEE
‘nextProcessComponent’ &d¢] #A ZTEAL HE¥JUEg e
#& M- e Alo] FEEo|th Repeatt Ilterate T2 oo
24 Aol¥tt Repeat/lterate LEZAAE Pujy B WEZo|

511

HEAEA EE A4 ARsn, FaHeA, T QrAseA
of g ojmd AT A g A F5, £ £2) 28
& ‘whileCondition’ ®4= ‘untilCondition'? &7 BA€ 4 Sl
A7) Iterate T2&9 AdELE Do jaz-HFHdg of
£33 ofefel o] 44 AL = Ut
Do( &s,5") =(VP).{(Vs1)P(s],s1)A(Vs1,52,s3)[Do( §s1,s2) A
P(s2,83) DP(s1,s)]) OP(s,s")
ORepeat-While/Repeat-Until: Repeat-Until &2 o] Ho]
‘ifCondition’e] ‘untilCondition'#t %%-& If-Then-Else® A3
e 2ujolM Repeat-Whiledt HAMSEIL, else 40 HFo]
He xzAdsgts 9vldlA Repeat-Whiler 829 g2 1
BN T2 A2E ‘untilCondition'e] o] € w7tA = Folgcl
w2t A Repeat-While ¥ Repeat-Until SC A9 A while
¢do SendWhile = (47 £o2 ZEY + Atk
ojdes OWL-S9 Z2 M2 A 4 PF& mdys
e z2is 2Y 2E82X9 IOPE® atomic Z2A42 2
composite LA 28 AY AWGAS SC2 489

322 OWL-S E2 x4 g5 137 vy

B AAdAME OWL-89 Z244 2de SC REY F3E
H Alele] BAIE EAHoEZN HESELY £ de WEE e
gk olE Mo [10]9 ATAAE @&t [10]9 7123<
olelrjoje B3 TP FAHI}E FERES HHEZ AT
4 4 U, 18 FAY HEL SCAN AL E +Y3}e ARG
gohe zlojth, 222 A¥3e AL 1 FRARY Y=g 0
222 vl A simations| A Fold AZ& situationstell
A Fezg wEY gz Yy ZT2aY FRREL aRE9
Z8E9 axiomatic 9|8 F AdolA oS BE SC effect T Z
2 Agdn a9, F(9-GY Yde) 222E SCotiAN 4
9 effects o] HAek ok oleigt HZHE GFol FiA, Zg
a3 poll i@ S ol& D7 %9 AFE0]E o)¥o} dgE
g ¥YozH SCR 7|€§ 2§ o Dot 23 Z2ad P
oo o FE Aol W ofi} of AAE= SCE 7led &
olE2ES TIE AT o2 WL ATH

71A8t71E SC stol st oW 22zg 4 A(DE 99
dota s 138 A9 effectd  71Eske effect FEle
Poss(A( ,5)2(Gls]OF( do(A( B,sheleh. SC X 248 L
I4 Jbssidn AARE £ 9e822[910), GIsIDF( xdo(A
(RsH3 FAoleh, ol oA (3 PGIslAa=A( D OF(xdola,s)
2 ARYE $F Uk G2 gfxy)7t T2= grandfather(x,y):-
parent(x,z) & parent(z,y) & not female(x)8& % % (naming)3}=
Zgolgtm A EWE, effect FYL2ZA  (3z)parent(x,z,s)A
parent(z,y,s)IA T (3s’')female(x,s’)Aa=gf(x,y)D
grandfather(x,y,do(a,s)) & ¥},

Fluent F& #¥ ZA9 A0S HZQsw, FoI dg
successor state 2 F( xdo(a,s)={(3 ]) Gjslna= Al(?a\/‘..V
(373) Glslha= A(RVF(xsNE AEnh

olAl 28 m23W¥E 9u|(meaning) S SCUNA HAE 5
Ak, 7 2= A} 2 F22E HYsE 2d FHE %
7} EAslm, 2 8229 ot predicate?] IARFN g
e A5ES 7HATT 7hY g
M Lin# Reiter®) AE[10). P& Z213, DE P9 4 o|&,
12a F2 fluenthal 32k Do F& 1% successor state &
A Fzdoas) =133 Glslra= 41 BV..V(3 ) GlslAa=
A{DVF(ZNOIL, GE [&.&L(<isn@T 33 28w
DE F& Si% gy 28 HelB ol Bodn,

(39F(5)=((3 U IsIA. AT ) 1, [SD V.. V(3 U3
Y LI A (3s) 1, IsD)

A=W oF F22EE X E definite 223 p& 27
B}
ancestor(x,y):-parent(x,y)

ancestor(x,y):-ancestor(x,z)&ancestor(z,y)
parent(x,y):-x=John&y=Joe

uent 71 &, xE n(nz0)9 N E & WLEy
goalo)Th H7llA I ..
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parent(x,y):-x=Joe&y=Bill
parent(x,y):-x=Joe&y=Susan
ALY, AXY), BxY), By, Bxy)7t 7z o) 549 2
2254 99gste A4Eolegtal #Ab fluent ancestord] TidjA,
2E o 2709} effect FeES 7pRch
parent(x,y,s) Aa= Al(x,y)Dancestor(x,y,do(a,s)),
(3 z){ancestor(x,z,s) Aancestor(z,y,s))Aa= 4(x,y)D
ancestor(x,y,do(a,s))}.
2284 $ele ancestor® ¥ &9 successor state F&
7hA k.
ancestor(x,y,do(a,s)) = {a= 4,(x,y) Aparent(x,y,s} V
a= A(x,y)A(3z).ancestor(x,z,s) Aancestor(z,y,s) vV
ancestor(x,y,s)}
FA8HA), $2lE parent® ¥ th& 9} successor state FElE
7t
parent(x,y,do(a,s) = {x=JohnAy=JoeAa= B(x,y)V
x=JoeAy=BillAa= B(x,y)V
x=Joe Ay=SusanAa= B(x,y)V
parent(x,y,s)}
D& P& A% #A$ cl&olzt AL Lin# Reiter®) ol
A, 2t des o4 5 g
D= (Yxy{(3s)parent(x,y,s)=[{x=John Ay=Joe) V
(x=Joe A y=Bill) v (x=Joe A y=Susan)]}
25l ancestord] WA E &S A4
D= (xy) (T s)ancestor(x,y,s)=
[{ 3 s)parent(x,y,s)V
(32).{Is)ancestor(x,z,s) A
( Is)ancestor(z,y,s)]}
olgder =23 Tz 9] 2229 HE(derivation)”t SC
Qte) gl ARPu Prope olojrojd EHUE uiB Ao
successor state ¥l o3t 4E AFY 4 U, of WY
2 29 Fuld o nPdcE AL AHRstch

33 OWL-S¢t A g 433g4d @ £4

2 oo 2 31HdA SCE 71%4¥® OWL-S2 Ajgie g}
THFARY oY sPsAHE Ziesidoh ey 3246 sled
Lin#} Reiter®] g 4sind 229 ALE ol &3lu Yed 9
Zeto] Fyt SCo XEg21 7AL A8 ul§ F8 AHeolxlw
PHozE SCo TAFYE ol AFNUTh 2 olF= SCE e
§ 718 FgojZol 2] HelE AL A YAAME 249
definitional o] &{9]e]ejof &l7] wWitojrt. ol2 Ad|A FAsE= X
Ao FAHRES & woh 9A F¢9 Ast HE57) A
e o]EF0] HAFY BF WAES FTHEEL v XEsolwt
sed o|RAE @& [l glo} wig- Azie Awelct. kst
W OANZ g HES Mz dE AEE drhir] wel
father(Sue)=Bill7} & #& Z¥ $ 2l7) PFojch F ¥fz =
S predicateZ°) definitional ©] &1 A3 definition®}o]orgt
g}k 2384 =2 (3x)loves(Suex)$ L EAH AAUE E==
loves(John, Mary)Vloves(John, Sue)9} 22 disjunction¥3} #2
44 ZHlQlel U@ 2GS ARE BHY 5 AoH9).

o]f@ AMME-L definitional ©|&Fo] BYYE AHE EHY)
3 w¢ Y WAYFES ATEE 2L Ta Ya o™
% 2Haxiomatization) = &2 Al closed world) BHERZ ¥
Aot 12d 2413 $H4, disjunction ¥ negationd FYHlE
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o disl TER139 F2 wgE A3 oY ¢ Ju =
2295 AgANS FeHes ¥ £ A= AL A 5
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olde] EMATIEAM fE Mula &ERR OWL-Sst 23
2239 ¥3d RuleMLe] F¥3Al d& sz oy =& Wy
T A WSt #38 & Aok 2y oL BE A5
da a¥ohe A ohlEle Ao} Foj® "Wart ik A=
ol| Aula &EBRA YR} definitional ©|BcM 27EHE ¥
2 mYE 4% AYsA 24 Zzades oYY £ s o
ot} thd (2¥ 2)= FOL, DL 2 LPere] BEY wAG U3t
2 ek o] ajlelA o 5 UKRe] uhef Fol AMuja SERZA )
BHAE web 2|5l DLPY ¥F R @3AM2chE 22 1 Ay
2 SEEA AN 29 o] LPAAE ALEE 5 Uk
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FOL(First Order Logic)

Impure Prolog Logic
(cut, Second OL., NAF,
Built-in predicates & Arithmetics)
SCLP(Situated Courteous LP)
Courteous LP
Procedural attachments
For actions and queries
Situated LP
Prioritized conflict handling ]
Limited form of classical jonf

DL
(Descrip
Logic)

DLP= Hom LP=Ordinary LP|
Hom LP: nDL‘ (Pure Prolog Logic)

SCLP=0OLP+Simated LP+Courteous LP

(19 2) FOL, DL R LPE9 4@=E[11]
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olg g HaW& AdY § 399 Ao #olojyd A Az
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LPe] B&2 oigo] g 2o o|g%<l 27t € ¥4 Hije
Anls SEZA G FALY 77t TR BEYE sMAn
(st 4588 2 oigo] HrisE) U7l W F nlage)
A5y e-v|ZU2d 4AVGHOZ ALESE Ro] nigFE
o AR wRic

B3 Sue 44 S804 LPAN2) BEA4S #E37] A%
o] OLP4 #H48 Holvt XHFHE 7}x)& SCLP RuleML?} ¥
< oA aedta Aok 53 2y A AT [11]& SCLP
RuleMLo] AF& 1 & NAFS A znjgpzg 37t
st 21%S X% PHo)A ol& 3¢ CLP RuleMLE& A9t
s 2F oo tid X AN FHE Fild ©$IAY
& AZFY Aol
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