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Rewriting Induction Using Termination Checkers
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T LOMEDS L, HABP Y ANL o
T —AREICET B INE TR IND &S BtE
27007 ADORMIEEEE L&, HEI A Y
AT LD EEE D HEIRETE S UTE S AR
M [13] BRI SN T WS,

I LD FEIE, fERER I E D < R —
Z—l#ETH Y, 52X 5N NIER O CTHER
BAIEZBEHAT D 2 IC &V ERETS. >T, B
WA ERINER I & ) BRARDEHNE SN, —fki
i, ED & D BEHINER (2D <MLV EEHD
AT AT 5.

BEA7 D & i1 Z IR 3D < G 4% SPIKE[4, 5,
6] *° NICE[15] & £ T, MY 2 ERINET & T X
FIARTNIC =Y =D ET L LD ICR>T0D. U
MUBNE, HIHARMETIE, FERPIZERX
NBZEXRIZOWTEIEFN T PBREL 85720, FE
BTt & D BRI R Tl 2 fiRIIE S 2 245 2
ClF—RICIEINEETH B

—7, AR, S Ik YEOMGEEREGR [2, 11] X%
R HEIMRGERA [8, 10, 12 12 &V, #hRM RS
IEHRGERFIHTED LD IR >TETWS. 20D
72, Wk, fERINET E Tt S BRI 21— =8
B 2200 BINTH > 58t FHEIcBnTE,
R 2 fEfIER 2 FHiSOAS L UTREET 20
Tl <, EE) R RBRINERE OIFAENE % 12 I VERRGERR
ERIHUTHRIEL B2 5, AT D Fhi & 24

EINTWD [14, 17].

T, FHIHAFIE B VT, SRET
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3 FERINE R DAFAE % & ofCRRGE U 2853 5 3ERH % 4772
ST E 2 IRET D,

2 BIRARWE

EIMZHBAIOELED I L 2 HESMA Y AT A
LS. REUTHARBOMAZIT O HEIMWMA A
TLAEEZD.

R plus(0,y) — Y
plus(s(z),y) — s(plus(z,y))
ZZT, BREO0,1,2,...1%, 0,5(0),s(s(0)),... &%
HINTW5, HARB EOINEIZOWT OSSN

(1)

ERBEIN, ROWMHTEHEL 22, URTIE, &F
X 2 IRRNIE O HEFR AN DWW T BLIZ B U 245,
X R IRANEICHE D <SR (1) O E R
BEIBZIFIE CEELRSE R 2T O, R
HEDOEIZIET 2 Expand #EITH . Z DHER
HAITIE, FROWEHLDS b, 52 50 -HEER T
FOREWHE R OFZIHABANEGDETRERMT
L IfiifNE 1 ATy 175, — /T, EBREOT
LR EFRTESIMABAE UTHREIND. &
S IR DT ) OFLANIE Simplify B8 & Delete
BHITHY, Znbdid, FADOMI %GR 2B

plus(plus(x,y), z) = plus(z, plus(y, 2))
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Simplify
(B {s =), H)
(EU{s' =t}, H)
Delete
(Bw{s s}, H)
(E, H)
FEzpand

(EW{s=1t}, H)

(EUExpd,(s,t), HU{s — t})

u € B(s),s >t

B 10 & & R A O HERR AR A

&, BAZRERX (ME2E U WER) ZHIRS 2 B
Th5 (M12R)1).

w3 EREA F GEH IR IEROES) LHE
SHZBAES H (s ORE X GEIR 5 A O K
DEE) DN ENZE L U TITHONG. RIFE L HD
YIHIREETH 5.

E{ plus(plus(z, y), 2) = plus(, plus(y, =)
]

Expand SO IC &V,

#|

H{ plus(plus(x, y), z) — plus(z, plus(y, 2))

plus(yo, 2) = plus(0, plus(yo, 2))
plus(s(plus(z1,y1)), 2) = plus(s(x1), plus(y1, 2))

Simplify BRID@HIZ &Y,

|

H{ plus(plus(z, y), z) — plus(z, plus(y, 2))

plUS(yo, Z) = plUS(yo, Z)
s(plus(z1, plus(y1, 2)) = s(plus(z1, plus(y1, 2))

Delete FHATDOFEHIZ X V),
2
H{ plus(plus(z,y), z) — plus(z, plus(y, 2))

X
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BLEZEHINEOND. E=0LBo/E, &
i Z IRANIE D Flt S DI U, EHPK T 5.
MRS & 2 EHBIfRE ~ & E S, TORMHE
BHEE S LE ZDLE, DTOLDICESH
ZIRHIEIZ & 2 IR AR E BERE ] O VDS RAZ 4 % .

i 1 ([1, 13]) R 2@ N EHER T AT A, E
2ERES, >ERC>RBMUHEF LTS, H5
HE SHAMAES H BEELUT, M1 OHGREA
Z& Y (B,0) 5 (0,H) £ 235 51F, Efo%RiZ
R DOV EH TH 5.

3 FIEMMRIEEZFIA LEEIBRZIBHE
X 1 OHERFARPHE L IR OND EHI1Z, EX

R RAE O HEGR AN, AL UTHER SN/
HIEFE > OFEDNTED 5N TWS. fRINER > 1,
Expand Sl CEX 2RI LWIZ, £H5DERD
ELLDUEREMTEN (6 LLIE, BEATELM)
EFRETBZOHIZAVOENG. 2070, fEilERr
> BRLANE, —RICERIZIZED->TL 5.

Bl 2 UFOHEESMAVAT AR LEREAE %
AR5,

plus(0,y)  — 'y

R plus(s(z),y) — s(plus(z,y))
double(0) - 0
double(s(z)) — s(s(double(z)))

E{ double(plus(z, y)) = plus(double(x), double(y))

D& E, RUE C > R 5MEFE RUE™ C >
&R B FEINER ©EET 5.

W->T, WRNERFZ FOEEE IS, RN D
TAAEME 2 MGE L B 035 & S 2 IRk O HEdwm & E D
BHME Y KBRS I RE L 2D, FEFRRINICE
PEHFIEHEATEIOHRENEZLLEALND.
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Simplify
(EW{s=1t}, H)
(EU{s' =t}, H)
Delete
(EW{s=s}, H)
(E, H)
Ezpand

(Bw{s=t}, H)

(EUExpd,(s,t), HU{s — t})

u € B(s),SN(RUH U {s — t})

4 2: 5 1 MERREE 2 R U 7235 & 2 Wi oo HE Gk A

T, fRNER DTN 2 EIEEOMEE L D15
ZEMNHKS.

®EE 3 ([3]) RAMSIEMERO L ¥, S IFfIE
ECH5.

HESIMRAY AT A R BELEEZFEO>Z L%
SN(R) &Rld. M2, EiEMMREEZMAL &S
AR OHERE 2 5. AN D & D122k
WBEEZ R U 72 & S # R IRk D 2 MEAS AL T 5.

EIE 4 R ZHEN MK TV AT A, E 2548
G, HILHEZIHWMZHNESG HWFELT, K20
HERENZ & O (B,0) 5 (0, H) £ 72275512, Ef
DERIE R ORHAEHTH 5.

SEBR: (E,0)~5 (0, H) &V, SN(RUH) sz LT
BY, @E3 &Y, Spoy REWIETFE RS, > %
From £BL. ZokE, Loy DEHEY, RC
> OEBED] -re HIZDWTI > r BN d 5.
W-T, X2 OHERBANC & 28 H (B, 0) 5 (0, H)
1%, X1 ORI X 28 & JiRd 2 & A3 Hsk
3. koT, M1 LVEENENMIND. O
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10277 ASaESML/NJ % FIWNTHEE L 2. (EikPED
MREEIZIE, BRI IE R (25D < {E 1k MEMGE 7 0
75 LEMALZ. Expand BHANZ & 2% XD EHH
I EREDONEORFIEEERD B 20, KK
RHEMAEMB UGN I N Iw I RITD. F
ot 2 —V A5 v 7 AZHDL,

M EDSEEE G, WL OO I DN
THEBRERAAZE A, RANEHEZEIICKII U 72
(£1). ULLADSDL, BeDY AT AE, EAHL
R IFINIRICE DN T WS 28, 1R I
FEHIFHY AT A& R o TR,

5 HHYIC

ARESCTI, EIEMERRGE 2 R U 72 3 3 i 2 0N
EEREL, TOEME2R Uz, 72, EIEER
AEAREFIAL 72 E S A IRME TR S 2L,
< DD DFEHER R FI1Z DT I 8 BREEBH 12 5k
THIEEMERL-.

1% IR PEMRGE 2 R U 72 3 SR ORNE T, 6
G % @5 & LR\, RERIE e R TEHERDM
IOBFUMEEMENRZ D, 22k, &0 FRIK
BREERMNAREL R Y, FEHARINICE 2 E A % R
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F 7o, RAERFE 2, 1] R ED &V 0I5 45 1004
MREER R (Z 5D < B ILMERGE R W20, K V5T
33 I IRANE (1, 5, 9] XoHRETS B [7, 15, 16]
BERMARA, £V ERIIRIFHNAE B Y A T
LEEBTDZIILIZSHOPETHD.
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plus(0,)  — 'y
1 lus(x, s = s(plus(z,
W | { fettry) = Ypste.n plust,sw)) = s(plus(z.v))
plus(0,y)  — 'y
2 lus(plus(x,y),z) = lus(zx, plus(y, z
@ | { Bt ) 2 otusto) plus(plus(z, y),z) = plus(z, plus(y,2))
diff (0, x) — 0
(3) diff(s(z),0) —  s(z) diff(z,z) = 0
diff(s(z),s(y)) — diff(z,y)
app(cons(z,zs),ys) — cons(z,app(zs,ys)) _
(4) { app(nil, ys Soys app(app(zs,ys),2s) = app(zs,app(ys, zs))
double(0) — 0
double(s(z)) —  s(s(double(x)))
(5) half(0) — 0 half(double(z)) = =z
half(s(0) — 0
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diff (0, z) — 0
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sub(0) — 0
sub(s(z)) —
plus(0, y) -y
plus(s(z), 1) —  s(plus(z, ))
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len(nil) — 0
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