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§0. BLak

SR TG AOBUOBMAT O 12 LT, 70735 a0k REAEMA
VEAMBORBEERAN Y B AMM I ENRDS S, p, o 2R, t 27075
A& LT, Hoare® @ik MW B & {plfla) REoT, WMEKHE p Ob LT,
Jussa t REGTEEREAN o EMETHILERT, CORNWE T
RS AOMKEER LEKERMOY BONRAMMNFETS 5,

$h. Tu /5 ARRRAKRE. Y075 AR REOKSA (HK) MoOME L
EA,2 TOMEEERT B RRMAEMND B, ;

CArbib BB CO2ODHEEMAL, BRWEARBOKAOBH KA kI
BT aBiBMB. 7075 22 RANAURCESCRBELAMOBMB AN
&€, THDBE Hoare REDORY., 7us5 2t BEAaLtolE0BOL
PUTHR L, RHE 7075 A MeARABEEEERL &,

LAPAL, —BERBRRVEKRBEBVT, 7o /75 208%2EX5BEL
T HALOMBEOBMCTURTNTHS, £k, 7075 2h0RBREO
MR, BARAREIE7 - A RBEVE, HRHRCBESC HevtingR BT
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OMROFN— WU T DB, T CRAE Arbib 50OHHEE—MIEL, b+ K2
FOBMBEOECT Hoarefdl i 2 WM+ 2 HE 2B ALK, &5k, Dijkstra OB
WHERAE2 L EALCONMBERE LTEABLL, Y075 48R\ M
TEHBHOEN L, PR LCOMKOMBMENAL T, MEXOHK LM
WTHBIEREN3, Chi FAXLOMEOBTCOMRRO EXM 2R
FeRBL T3 20BN SEOBUHMoREH BMEHH (Relational
Calculus) RHEYWTH B LERLTYL 5, |

§ 1. HE4

EX2¥EbERET B, EOHBEX,YRWMLT, XXY OBINRakihdy
NOBB LV X-YEE, IO YNOBHBRD LKL ZReI(X,Y)TRT, b+ A
ZAOMBAXYO BB LK TS 5Rel(X, V)&, HevtingRBOMEE >, W
FaX=Y, B X=Y RHLT aMBTFWR alUBTLM 1aTHE%RR
T, BB a:X—=Y, B:¥Y=Z &HLT, a-B:X—=2 CTa, BO#A a?:Y=X
CaOBMHKEZRT, IZEORHNRET I, kKo INOBRAKMEE Q& L,
ADSYND BN EE Oy e B, DERBLTRAFOXYEEK T 5, KK
f:X=Y A ft%f [ idy 2@ d e E  2HSEBEO 50} XWXy E O
R LMEOH Rel RO\ ZOMEMAMBC WML L BAMW Prn % X 5,

1. MFa,B X=Y XL,
(1) a“ﬁ=0‘b*0/anEﬂQY 7&:6&#\ a =0 T@&o
(2) a QY=0 A &i\ a =0 '(‘36 60 B

EORE X LT, X LOESHHZ ide:X>X TRF, MK p:X—X #E
pCidy 2#Mfod & & p % X _[:0,)@ 8 g & (guard function)‘&: w3, X ko
MieB s 226X # < GOORRINDOMWARKAL L THRA R Heyting
RB DR A B, |
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WE2. BWMME b, p X=X KL T,

(1) pp = p
(2) pp’ =p’p =p 1 p’
(3) p* = p

W pQx C p'Qx KHW b T b’

(5) pQx = p'Qx BH W p=p’
W 3. W a:X=Y ROy BMEBe:Y—Y LT kD (1),(2),(3)
BRET S 5,

(l) ap =0

(2) (atamnidy) C p

(3) a-(7p) = «

M4, EEOMBL e X-Y WX LT EOHGHi:D>X NEFELLL T,
i"Qp = a Qv MAWYH LD,

MHA. THEED | XaORFMMHEVI. O i RHLT, aOKE
k(a) = A"y aDERBE d(e) = k(a) TED 3, |
(F) ERBEHKOERY, TRB/UHOMY HREF LRV,

M 5. MEa,B: X=Y BHLT, al B DI
(1) k(B) C k(a)
(2) d(a) C d(B8)

e, MFa:X=Y, BHEBEBP:X=X L T,
(1) pa =0 ad p  k(a)
(2) p C k(a) & ~—-p C k(a)

B) pa =0 e (ap)ae =0



M7, WHEaX=Y LT
(1) k(a)-a = 0 ft> Ty k(a) & {(p€CG(X)1p- a=0) DB ARKIKLT D b,

(2) M T 4—=X x L T

T a =0 © T k(a) = 1

3) d(a)-a-Qy = a-Qv
(4) k(a) = idx © d(a) =0 o a =0

GES. MfaX—-Y, HHMEK p X=X, a:Y=Y &KHLT, u1:@(1)...(5)¢;\%
Al il TH B

(1) pa(ngq) =0

(2) pa(14q) = ra

3) (Ap)a(q) =0

(4) (_I’lp)a(._lWQ) = (p)a

(5) p C k(a-(14q))

aE8. O&EHAOD1 O, HoTTHMY IO (p)aldl EE L, ¥ 7.
599 B Mol 8 & 4 (weakest leberal precondition) %

wip(a ,q) = k(Ca-(1a))

B 99 i & 5 (weakest precondition)?%

wp(a,q) = wip(Ca ,q)Md(a)
TERT %,

§ 2. AMMEKR

DI o o BUAME. o, B GMEERT T 5. E1 AWH WAL
AR, CRMOMNEI AL EIAOHM (ME) TH3HLRMEL B V. |
o s 5 A BYsERIHK RENZMOMERABHY SR TWE & &, |
BEGMBMELROE > CBRNT 5, |
(1) (a;B) # a-B THRT 3.

(2) (if p then a else B) % (a-a)J((a):8) TR T 5,
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(3) (while p do a) % Ldpra)"Cp) TR T B,
(. LJ{(p‘-'a )*10=n} % U(pra)" THRILT 5. )

@@ 9. (Consequence Rule)
pCp1, a1loq, {(p1}a {a1) O {p}af{aq} WY I DO,

10, (Composit‘ionRule) ' ,
{p}a{a}, {a}B{r} OW {(p}(a;B){r} NKDUD,

@1 1. (Conditional Rule)
{Pﬂq}a{r}_\. {pM 1a} B {r} O {p}(if q then a else B){r}

MHELY L De

i 1 2; (lteration Rule)
{pra) e {a} O, {q)(while p do a){(p)ra} MY L >,

@13, GE10. O&XAEUTOAHBRETS 5.
wip(Ca, wip(8.,r)) C wip(a B.r)

EI 1 4. (Partial Corrcctness)
&Ed)ﬂﬂﬁazxw\{. ﬂ:Y'—"Z &U\ l‘ﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁl r:2—=12 K%}Lf\
wip(a, wip(B,r)) = wip(a B.,r) REY Lo,

MB15. MHEa:X—=Y kLT,
(1) wip(Ca,idy) = idx |
(2) wp(a ,idy) = d(a)
(3) wp(a, 0) =0

m m%a:x—rY. Kﬁ‘mﬂaﬁ,qhqaiY—rY ‘Ci\jb'c\ q91="1 1191,
2= 71a2 %5 @ wip(a,(aiMaz)) = wip(a,ai)Mwlp(a,q2) RED I 2,



BMEa X—Y % FEOBBET U=X KM LT 7a=0 Bd 70 KEY
UoEER., a2 MEGota)EVwS, BMKaiX—Y, t:T=X LH LT
TaNRBMELERY, EHLREROMB U U—X KHNLT, vaNL2BHEL X
BLE, Vo T HRAMBO T MME—FLETHEER, TEadL Ly
(totalizer) & W 3, ‘ ‘

WiEle. Bl a:X—Y kW L T, .
(1) d(a) =0 & k(a) = idx © a:2MHE
@) aQy=0x BORFeBLMETS 3,

17, HAMK -y NAMETHHLE FEOMEA Y—7 kX
LTy k(£-k(B)) = d(£8) MY I 2.

E S 1 8. (Total Correctness)
oM t:X=Y RLPRTHB LLE, FEROMEBL Y=L RUBAKERK
a:Z—~Z &k LT wp(fB,q) = wp(f,wp(B ,q)) MRV IUD,

£ 18, WHEB f:X=Y kHLT dD X=X OFRBBHH 2 t:E->X
EFT AL, t iR T OLILMTHE, ThDLE, HEOBIEHR TSI EF o,

§ 3. bbbk

Tus 5 A% NE LA LOME RUEZHEMRLBRL T 075402
OHE BRELAAEZ2HEZOBOHOUER LI - TCERT B HELZHEA LR, £
OMROEMEMNBMEH B R Lo CRENA, ¥, RUHBHMNELEA BB
EAHIHER Lo THEEEN, ERLHMBETRET 0T 5 AR L
BEMME AN BRI B Y3 WAEYSY, BPak BT HLEYMHELCER SN
e &5k, BPnCOLILHOFEEI RS NI, '
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