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1 BU®IC

FEE,) REICBENESORLICMBT 20 THY, BFEOMAID L LY, &
EBBICBOTHOARERY 2 A P2 HOTELT—2TH B, ZNETIC, BEHEBIC
BOLTHHAZZLALE) 2 L OBBEHICOVLTIR, BITHETHREVBELEFRINT
ET3(1),2). botd, wbWws FEOHMAM OBHIRLIZE>T, BEERE
EBIZHAHOBEHICETORES FbRonLiFhw, i, EHD &R, ®
MHRER, PEFHINDH T D, BEHEICE T 2SS, %L DFEFEEL2RED
RENLGBERPOBI I TELLV), —IRHOREDOKAEBICEIZHBDERBEILEDHT
&3, Z0X)nREEZ, THSRABARPRAL IV 2EETEELEHTHY,
BEBEOHEHIINTERATORRICKDRELSBLLTETT, BEHFTTORY
BMEH Lok VWIBEEORRFE -LESZ5THA ). BB, ARHICNTIRA
DEFREB L LTESHRICEAL TRIZEEL ICHEMREH S L), SHR/ND
2EBOHINTV 3 (3). HRNIC, HEDE{ OPATIE, FHD "HEd#R: &Y
b Talazhr—yayv, ELTORHEICERZBARELLBEINDG LHICE-T
ETV3, 2Fh, EPHINLCHIHEEOHERBIDEEHF LMBEL I L THE
EEdpEVHIE, 2hEY Y7 LT, FHECNT S THEL) #HR~OBRLITZ
WPIZITIDPEV) BICARY PBYToNB LI KO TETNS,

CDEIBMNIZBYL LD TIEH 553, FFIC college L XIIVDEFEHEICEL T,
a2 76 LdhkhwidicBbhs, Thbb, HERo TBEt &,
HOHKH THRO—BE) EB—EBRICEoAoN3 I EH%L, LT 5L, £8/H
WEDTHHAL &) E LT AEEOEENBEICHYRTVLIIHL D b, —BNLX
RICEA LT VLIHABEEI NSRS, LWI)EHZENS 2282V DTH S,
BT, MHTHZE-oTLES L, RIRINERED Y — A ICEFEHEOERIE
FINTLEOIHHOBEESERLNS, LVIEBIHICO2ENLT, 97497
ADFAZHBEL FIc-dobE ABERICHORND ik, EBE, 2008 EEICRA



DHIo7, B REVEROBAHLHEEZNR L LTV — FRETD, 0k
I BEBRROBEMD LBV I LRRINT VLS (4),5)).

AR, EEO7 V7 — P REPEMEBOREICL T, 3RILOME 2 B D
RRDSEATORO I LRSI o F, BHRELS BT ONTFOEH % Ay
D7, college UV RNVDEFHEIGHIIN T 2RBB2HED T TR ARET S 749
2 DR L DBRIZOWT, SHBEFL T OOEBEV Z2EELEZLDTH S,
AEICBE Y 2 TR D HIIE, RSN ZNARTEHO HEICEE L CHEHOLE -
DAWZIT 275D b HB0%(6),7)), ARMTIICHKIT 3D 1F, G. Harel & L. Sowder 25
o0, ¥FEEDOTEHICNTIRML ANICE B0 - 96 (8) Th 3. 7, &M
FORIDIERICH 2> Tk, RADFIFKL CTE7 BIEX BRI CAS v 27 u sy r—3
KgTpic (9),10)) Z 27z, T, college L RIVDEEDEMERICEE L T KIEX 28
BECHACONE L, Z2LT, BIEX TERI N3 XHICMEHAT 54 2 FBD
T, Kelpic IZ & 2HEIZARBOBEZEA L L, ABARIBYE LIcae—LTbH
DIEHES RS I HHER I N, BIRELAREAEM~OBERY —L L LTEATV»3
Eizk 3,

2 BWHERDAHER

FEHEVHRICNT 2RBMMEZREDTHL 2DICIE, IEIEAGEOTHZRERL,
ZIOOHZ Db DDA EREEML 72 ), @EOMEICHK > CHARAEDES 2
Wil7zD, LwIRBREZBEAERS LOE, o7, 72L& ZIXEDOFABRED & I I
HRTE2h ) MERE) L T2 ¢,

1L RDOMAICE>T, EDL) HAEDHHZ ED L I ICEZ BT LhHkD D,

2. ZDEHLEBICE T, ¥FEEOBACED & ) L ELZRIEL ) 5D,
EV) 2RDOMBERL LB, 0, BOEKT "EEDRORIE, BT 2/E%E
ThHY, I0FTHRAIWAELHERAE, 23504 - THNLNREEL Y, 8%
TEBHEVRINTETLEY, WFNHMI L EVEEEEA TS L %TH
FICEDABINTB,

L IHEG RIS DWW TIE, Harel & Sowder DFL (8)) DT, KEI% V723
HHICN S 2 EEEOEFOEME L Y HI1FC, BEFDEREMEDZIHE) HESH
DEEL SORIEBRD & ) IcEHInTw 3,

The empirical proof scheme is not well understood. For example, our work
at two different sites has given different impressions of students’ comfort
with the use of counterexamples. Is this an artifact of the limits of teach-
ing experiments and interviews, or might some difference in the college (or
precollege) curricula experienced at the two locations?

TR PHRENFERAOPR L VI 2 L ThNE, FENREORZERTZ L¢—
EDBEENWARZ 5 E L 2 WREES 55 9 2%, TEEH ~OZIR %5 &, Harel b IS
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Y28, FREOBANRY—PBE, Z0LEREEINLTRBDEZ=—Xit&k>
TRENLEEL2ZT2:0, 2LEBEVBRLLLEDLIZ 2BV,

¥/, BABEENAEIZOOWTIE, FICHKBEBICEEZE7? 72 AL L) & LEBAIC,
ST —5Z2ED L) IXAHTT 200E L & 5 (11),12)). 1990 FFARALIKE, REEREEHHI
BT B EEMEBESIC L - T, AN EOEBE DA DOUERES TV 583,
REBE T RZ T2 DIRNAEESLPRIBEOBRBELEDL RNVIZEEEF>TED,
ARTHR) &) RECET 2 B0 s 2 MEBBOoN B L HITh B ETITIE, HY
DEA2ET 3,

P EZ5FZ2T, AHETER, PABEROERBEZEBL, NRE~OT7 V77—
FREe7Y T EONTENRE, BIUREEEZDLE LTENENT 70 —F
IC&koT, BROMEEEAASZ Z L L LTz, LFED Harel BOERICH H D@D, A
EENDRREBEE T 288101, BRERFHEOMEZRI 2D TIIRS, BLAE
H»SRESIDENDY, ZD&I)LHEPE—ID ) ZFETTIRLOnEEZS
h 5, EBE Harel 2OWED (8)), BT TAMIMFEZSIATRVEHOD, &
RSz s, BT - AENBMIIRIBERLBOBRDOBELEEA VY2 —%
izl TfrbniTw3,

3 FEEHRAF—ALAL

AHTIE, Harel & Sowder 23T 7z, FEEDRBRL RNV K ZEHADTHE (8)) 28
BT 2. HoIREADHEBZ TSHR ¥ — 24 (proof scheme) EFFATE D, BITDFE
DEICELDONS,

Ritual
External Conviction | Authoritarian
Symbolic
.. Inductive
Empirical Perceptual
Internalized
Interiorized
Transformational Contextual
Analytical Restrictive Generic
Constructive
Intuitive Axiomatic
Axiomatic Structural
Axiomatizing
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CNSDEHBARDT LSPHENR DD TIEEL, RO TIFIFIE {1 ERERRE
PBLTHEALTWEILILAR2000, Zhdfistz&tdbotIhTws, 22T
&, HELZEET 572010, BTN T 3EMICERT 2 b0DARIZSN, ZAbAE
B 8) 2BMUTHEHS L E L\, £, BIHOFHE2ET-®, SHTH R
SHRRICOVTIE, MEICHARGEICRET 22 L2817 3.
ARIZBIRT 2 H DDE—IZ Empirical proof scheme ThH H, I3

in which conjectures are validated or subverted by appeals to physical facts

Or sensory experiences
LHHAENS, ZDOF OB Inductive proof scheme T

in which students ascertain and persuade about the truth of a conjecture by

quantitatively evaluating it in specific cases
LHHSND, COFHA»SHLPZEY, AL LTELVWHDDORTHL, Z2IicF
LHIRBICHY T 20D E TEEDONK L IN T3, Inductive proof scheme 1358%
DHETH B, KB, % D%¥4H Inductive BHEDRRAZEBEL T3 Xk H B2
250D, ZNZFHBZZDICEHML TEVEHES2 22 DTH D, M2, K
TR EEHDIES Y L DR OB DA% G EHOAR T L 2B L TV 2548
LI EBREINT RS, b I —DDHMEH Perceptual proof scheme T

in which students convict and persuade the truth of a conjecture through

perceptual observations made by means of rudimentary mental images
EFHEINS. T T “rudimentary mental images” &1, E287 3N ROEH AR
PERLBRESERAINTOED, L REHOBEMNEL BRI AL E
IREHE L TR 54 B, Perceptual proof scheme b ¥ 7-1F U WEFBHIC B 2 Bii g
BLLTHNZDDODHEITH ), EBE, DA VFEBIEAFBEICH-TIZD, %
EBHEOH T RICRENIHEDRIICE SN TR TS LEBER L L TETHLLRL
BHPE O LBREI TS,

ARICBIRT 2 DDEIE Transformational proof scheme TH b, Z#Lid

in which conjectures are validated by means of logical deductions involving

mental operations on objects and anticipations for the operations’ results
EFHBAEN, “mental operation” 1%, AL LI LT 2MmEO—BEL2ZETLI LT
BROT oD bDEING, ZOFRTHRDHHINLREICIIE ST 515 Internalized
proof scheme (%

in which students translate the given question into well-understood model
ERIHE N, Z2MAL LT, BEREEORESEHIBRARICHRL (EE23h
BEBDEpNTE, ZOBERADL T, FENSELNTEZ SN-RERK
ARFUCEIRTEZ 2 L %, YA FCREPSYURBELYETH 208, EBIC TN
TLLZITREVCI LY, £ OBHTHIEINTV: 3, XOBEICHEBESIon
Interiorized proof scheme (%

in which students reflect their reasoning in internalized stage and formulate

the underlying structure of them as a general method of proof
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LI N, RENRREOFRD-OI, BolohclgT 2 HOMDBEFRZHK -7
MEICE S N ZDEND 5 L 0I)BHBE PN TVE, BRERBREBICMBEIToNS
Restrictive proof scheme (&
in which students are captured by their specific mental images, though their
deductive reasoning is potentially applicable to general cases
EHAZI N, #RZHIRT 2ERSY, FHEDOIR (Contextual) « #iFwD —MRME (Generic) *
NRYDEBEDERA~D Z b b (Constructive) LW IH B TRAUINT V5, HETS
213 EEED Perceptual proof scheme DFAITE S DHIH 5,
# % Axiomatic proof scheme D CARICEIRT 2 b DDE—IL Intutive axiomatic
proof scheme T&H 1)
in which students can handle only axioms that correspond their intuition or
ideas of self-evidence

EHHINSG, AREICEFRTS D 0)0)%‘_.75) Structural proof scheme T& 1

by which one thinks of conjectures and theorems as representations of sit-
uations from different realizations that are understood to share a common
structure characterized by a collection of axioms (or definitions)
EFHHEIND, College LRILDEFED, COBRBIETSILORBI LR TRE
R flns TRGZEROARE (E&)) THH I L, Hael BEOERHZ I 2ETHERLS,
L OBFBEBECHBL-FHRTHA ). BEEOEPHEEZTRLIEH (4)) &
KeTpic Ic X 2l (Ic & h IREECE 28M) OFALS, LEEDO L) 2WEZEMHL 5 Z:
BOLOHBEO D THZ I LERTIDEELLND,

UTD2o00fiTlk, ZOZiWgREF LLEEBETOTH» 6, BHEAVONS
A E RN, 7974y 7 ADRBICZ b o AHDESZIY LT3, 20 LT,
ZNoZAVTERBE#To&R%Z, AHiCTHMN L7 proof scheme DEIRIC KD
SAMTBHLICT B,

4 WEAEEFEDLSOEH

FTRICHD EiIF3013, 2XERICL>TED SN BEBOMMEICET 2 H4ED
AHZHZ - EBRREOBEATH S, NRFERZAEREED 5 FE 64/ T, RFE2EE
DIERICHY T 2. 5 IFRIEE T, AHEZED)RIORY FMILOERNLE Y &
W, (HEHE - BEERZ FLVosEZET) TFIRBUC > EBEFEATH S, MAT,
CDEDFICEENERL /- 25 REEOEFHEBOP T, —BREBEMDO VL 2P
DOEBENBLSICBET 2 TR © TEARNLEERE) 2L THICHED > Tw 3R
ThHotz, 2FL, 29 LBz BAT 2REE (72 I13iifl) ic2owT, 25 60HiRF
THEOICHERL TN TRInELRIEEIAEL LRI TO H o7, EBREER,
EhBEROTTHROBFETH o -NBEEMICET2E R BN E L C2RERETD
N, BOICELL TEEEZBVE 2REROREKX - BRAMEDHE; 2 FHEL LT
WMhHE->7%87T, UTOXRMGEICRIEEEL L E L,



I

&, EEDAN0O<A<]) LIZHL, RORERBRY O L TH 3,
FAx+(1—-MNy) S \F(x) + (1 — A)F(y)

THB I LERE,
(a) F(x) = (x,Ax) 3rBE%TH 5.

3.
() EEDx e RTICNL T, (x,Ax) 2 023D 3,

RUT, Ax+(1— Ay e DB LD & ERE,

RMUCEBWTER I N EEEBEK F 1B TH 2 L3, £EDx, y € R®

L AZERNBTIIL LT F(x) = (x,Ax) EBL L E, RO 3E&HERME

(b) EED x, y e R"IZHL T, (x,Ax) + (y,Ay) = 2(x,Ay) 235 D

2. A ZIEEENHTIIE L, B D % D = {x € R*|F(x) S k} TESE
T5., KL, k>03EHTHE, TDLE, DIMESTHB L
ZAtHE &, Thbb, £BDx, yeDE, £EDOA0SAS1) LS

NE L RAEETH 2/ 2 DEE & S MBS RDT, NE2IcDBRIND, ERES
XTlR, STRONCEY F2E2HRVIREBTI0SBELZ 38785, NREsNEZSE
B FIEN TRV ESH ST, 1ZLAEEPEIDPRVIREISE ., 2

T, ROBE1Z2PLIOBELan6525 izl

Bix1
APEEENHTICH 206, M 1(b) BRY LD, 22 RT7=0DiCid
(x,Ax) Sk, (v,Ay) <k

251F, EEDOAOSAS D) IKHLT

Ax+(1-Ny,Ax+(1-MAy) <Lk
THHI L2 TLEND B,

B = N(x,Ax) + 2A(1 — M)(x, Ay) + (1 — \)%(y, Ay)
ED, L2 (b) &b
2(x,Ay) < 2k

L2 B5DT,

3 £ XNk + 4+20(1 — Nk + (1 — A%k

={A+1-N}%k=k
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WREDTEZBETERY Tk, BERICEIPNAZZLHDOFEZETIRHED/ — |
WKEEEL, ZhE2HRABETEVIHEBRDEINLLEI NS, NREOEMRD,
BERELEBEOFLLEZTERTIRFNRON06TH S, i, ERZEZER
THR105 HLBEREIN-Z L TIEH o708, FEIZEE-> TV BIHDRPBRE X
b, EAP—EIROOLBETYH, NREOKRBERIBLVEIETHo LI
RZ3.

ZDFEHD A, EEEEABEZRFO R UAORBEEMICOEZIC—BRILL ) 51
T, FEHEOWRBHIC X 2T, Structural proof scheme IZHBEL ) 25D TH B, L
L, FEEDL ) BRNREOKTZRZ L, H5IC L >TIZHEELE, Symbolic proof scheme
BT 3HERICE RIS TLE> T ARD TR LHEIIINS, 22O TTY
A FFLRIZ, ZDEE “Posterior Analytics” DHT

We don’t think we understand something until we have grasped the why of it
LEBRBLTVwEY, ZOEMBEIICYTEIE>TLESLEVLIRAFDIRETHS ).

EREE T, RITROBE 22527, 6fTHE T, PREELZED-NESE
RIDO—BPRETH B0, /—FIBEELTCOLINRE I Ero%k, £, 7T7H
26 RITHEFCREAEDSCERIIGEVLDT, ~KRICBREcE(ZLELE 20D
8, BRBROITZRTHIIC, RBORZE V7Y v F2EMAL 7.,

Rk 2

ABNBHTITH 2056, RPODIEREREE v, vo, -+, vp 29 FES
EADEFRYZ P IR D

AVl = )\1V1, AV2 = A2V2, ey, AVn = /\nvn

T3E, FEDXx e R IEx =127V] + ZToVe + -+ - + 2oV, DGO ERR I
n, THLx

(%,Ax) = Mz + Aozl + - + A2

RS, LdoT, ABEEMBETHE7DDEMBEII N, Ao, -+, A\ DT
RTCETHBZLTHY, —ADIF

{z1v1 + Zove + - + TpVy € RMAZ2 + Nozd + - -+ + A\pz2 S K}
ERES, koT, B22RT0ICE,
Ma2 4+ a2+ -+ X0l Sky MBEHADE 4+ ABE S K
= M{Aa; + (1= AP+ -+ M{ha, + (1= A0} Sk
THbHIEERIEITL VI EIRES, I (122 REH DM
(Aai + (1= N)b)? £ Aa? + (1 - X)¥?
D5 EELICRING (REEH).




b

Aa? + (1 — \)b?
(/\(1,1 -+ (1 - )\)bl)z

2 .
\al : :
g -

0] ap bl

CORZE-TBRIC, Bkl DBE LIS BRI NFEOTEAY — v BEINT,
D LDODDRERE IR, ZRETHROTCOLERE FNL OEROITERI LAY,
TRV FILORICIBIFTEEINLETH S, SODDOKAE ZEWVLE, BREIZEIN
TwRPHND I L%, EBREFTHDT, HOMPICEIARADETHS, Z0
£ WRBLHS 5 T\ 7, EHONREFIL, oK hEHEHEZ RS, BELTFAaY
F7 b2 LRBoMEES LI FOTEANY — V2R L, BRENIC, choD
MNRECIBRBEDITETT I LFDEIPRBEORILE -7 EZ 50D, BDERD
HREICDOOTUE, BEOITERLTLOEID ) LICRKIEICRZERE ko
£9)TH 3,

KBRBREDOBREIC

L FPUBEIRTHZ Z LRI EZh o 5mAaBN S b ?

2. AHRANCH - 7-61/8 (BEEEEZ V7 2 XIBRORKME - RAMED ) 0 15

&, REHNICED L) ICBERINE D ?
EVOREZREUT Y —FEERERL-. BiH1iconT, EECEERT OIS
DEELWEZBDHo7KH)ED, BLEALONEE L, BHE2E VLT, BYUED
FDa Sz b DFETZRVEBELHBETREFL LI LERDH ZAIEE2EET TS,
Tz, RE2IOVWTH, RIEDIFLALONGED, BHDKRE2H~ LT, BEEd
5DEREEZ T L CHEL T3,

CORERZ, FED ay, by, A\ EDEZAGCTRRL, 20z d LicLTfFbhTw
% &£\ 9 T, Perceptual proof scheme ICBT3HDEWVIBRL L AATRETH 3.
LPL, PR EDB—BMONREICL-STIE, 2HZ2DEENT PLEGIFERTEA
T HEREED—DD, invisible ZFIEZ visible B DICEVEAZ SN B HIcH B 2 L 2W
BIESNTV3 L) HT, Interiorized proof scheme, 72\ L% Intuitive axiomatic
proof scheme IZBT 2 b D EMNBE T2 Z LTI AlgEFr L EZ o D,
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5 ZSXTHBTHSDEG

RICED LiF5D1k, BH%T 77 Y 2 RERRYE (RHEM & BERE) 0EH%
BT EBBEEDERTH 5. NREIAFEERSGEHD 3EE 104 T, BKIELDER
WYY 5, #5513 9T, AERICHMERIRPIE L L @SN TV 28HMA ( T—
BRI, LXidnd) o, EEMHRTE TS 7uRF¥E 25—~ L-#
BEICRELTw3, ZOFEETE, HEEE TCOZEENERL -EME2aTHICERHE
L7:%%, BHICI3Z ZCRAEAEZZDEICLT, BEANERIEIIWTEEL, 20
BREBILUCEILDZLVLIVA 7N Z2EBERVEL T3, ZFEZRZNHORFADTH
THBEERCEEZEERZHIBIC, 575 v P 2 kEREE2AVEREBEEFLO
STEZBROELEBRTS. 20—/HT, BEOBIEOBREOTCREIDOGHELT
779V aREREERESDRBBIICA TS L5720, PIE, B ZD%S
ABD—TIz 2T, BNEOXRY FFBBHEL INTES, FEOBEDF TII,
779 Y aRERBEDOBIMDOEMICZNIEZ EDORRIZ X T v, EXERNLEN
POEBBBBININEL2HBT2ICL &Y, TEZF TR BERNLEERIcE
CZEZBELTER, ZORT, KERBRELERT 2 LB LRENE> T
DTRZVHEEZ OGNS, EREEZERL -0k, BENLRFERZ VL >8R
LI-EFREORHHTH - 7-.

A DO ERCIX, BERNICHEEBBZEDREZLZFEL TV W0 H) R A ABFLT
Hotd, KEFDBEX, BEORENEEICK 2GHELIEALL LTS, HE
WK BFBRII-FcL Lo, ERNICEMZ2EL- LT, $2Eicks@3iz2hLET3
il BENE7u—EUTOEY TH 3,

FTRAD 45 7EER, HOBEORNZHENER ECRRAL TEFIESZ
ElCL7:, 2Bo0Ba2 THTHET S LR, 202 d Lic L TARBEEOM D E
DARZEL 2 LiZ, ERBEOR T CIiTE0BEDEEINEV DOV T WAL,
BOEEE-.

V4 z
fy(ayb)dy E fy(a, b)dy

B 1 25 oBaN
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BT, BEBROMDEONARE S5 vy 2 R EREMEDHTHE L TORNTEZ7-.
INGIE7Y Y PTCREL, REBICE> T,

EE (BB oM HR)

ABR f(z,y) =0 TEZ SN BHBD LD (a,b) 1081 2 BHEOMFE S I
dy __felab)
dr fy(a,b)

TEZ6N3,

LR

FEDOHMRE z DBy = y(2) D57 L ARTE, ZOMBEEIZHIEL
TEZR 2B 2= flz,9) 13, 2DRICKDVEE 2 1 EHER L 24T
CEWTES, ZDEHKARLILEE, s CHOL-ERE SHBEHRD
Madkick b
dz d

fz%'i"fya%
TEZ60%, LI, MBETDEIZEIZORDT, ZOBTDOIC
2337 THB. DlbdroEHBEINS,

TH(7 77 v 2 REFEKIE)
IR g(z,y) = 0D b & T, B2 = f(z,y) DEDIBK - AN 72 2 5
(zo,y0) BT

9z(Z0, Yo) _ fz(%o, ¥o)

gy(fL'O, yo) fy(ch, yO)

AV RYASS
. B . dy . _gx(aa b)
BBHOBIEC LD, ge,y) = 0CHR BB MBROBINE | — — T

THEINS, OB EICHBL7BEE 2 = f(z,9) Bz DARICEDES
B5EARRTIENTE, o THOLLERIZ, AREROBMIEIZED

dz_ iiﬂ
Zi;—fw‘l'fydx
TEABNG, LB, A (zo,50) c:#sw*c&;t%:o&tc%ci*a‘”éi)%
P, J:?B@%@%f%ﬁ%‘%&%bﬁék
gz
z— Jy— =20
f ﬁ%

BERY LD, MU Edh o EBBEINS,
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HATREFIC D270, DL THFRE»I TRV ENREEDET N Z2RRES
EEODBHEL DT>V L), ERERERIIOEZEDGHEICL S, ZofiH
BHRLALIC, ZFLEALONREDHEOFTAFICETL E)BREB O, B¥E
KBV TEEZVEDTONE LI LNEBBEEIA F (TEOLLEE) IZH500ED
PRONB EZATIEH 5D, ZOIHEREIX, BREBRED V@GR 21309
ELTHL DBITEDEBZIBEINTR3HDTH Y, hEh-o, RFOHTHE
HRZH 7B, BADEEDDS, GV EDROTVBEIEDAL A=SHohdk:
EVIIE@ERI T AL 2EZLS L, N EOHBSINREED=—XIZE y b
Lo E W) RIEBEDEZEZI LS TR LSV, IhE CRTEORZEDO T CREY
PEZDOISAICETAEHB B> TELEEORBL» O T2 L, PR EBHUTD2oOD
MERZERTE 3,

1. ZZBEZ LI ELTVBHEDA A=V Z2OhL I LHEMNG L &b,

2. FERBROWTEr oL, CBOEROBERES—KICH L LS,
RICSHEONGEDEE, EEVIDAINSGE T f(z,y), 9(z,y) IKHYT B30I,
FHERENPHHLZ EOBBHNLBA A —C2FEo700THY, Lt 1 ZFEORIEIZR
LTPhELwnEEZoNS,

Raiyic, EFEOIRHIZ, ELWESENHERICE SO TRNEEEICERATE 2
TITON T3 L) KT, Restrictive proof scheme (R#1Z Generic proof scheme) IZ /&
THHDLEABTILEHTES, Lol, LEDEI LBNREOKTFEZRS L, HIffiD
HHIC BT B 1 L FRIZ, Symbolic proof scheme IZJ8$ 3 ZEBHICEVIRILIC 2 o
TLELS>TODTREVWH LRSS,

KEEE T, KEZIZIAT, UTOHEHZ, 45 7BEDTFET 1 ADFEICH
AL THHH T LE LT ELPERE, BHOTLALEDORIC, £MaPalEK
DB T 5 LR ELAROET 27078, UTIKRTABTDO 7)Y v F2EL, &
EUHETIIZNZ S LICEML TEBL LI ICHERL TV, R, BEDEDHIC
DWT, TV YV MIHEXFERE TR TEREICEHRT2LE IR, B LANEH
VT, ZIRBBEEEBRZEZANTH LW HHTED A, I EFL DT
BORPLEWVITFNRL RABEZTE W,

EH (RREB DM E)
HBER f(z,y) =0 TEX o IR LD (a,b) ICB T 2EROEE X

dy _ fa(a,b)
dr  f,(a,b)

TEZon 3,
RIEOHBEZER 2 = f(z,y) DFERBRLEBRL CTARS.




y

EEREEL»ORZETHOL S Ick 20, SBEE TR  —ERLDT
dz=07Td53.

0 d\g z

dzr
L73oT, KD dz, dy i LT f(a,b)dz+ f,(a,b)dy = 0D D 32D,
Nn& D EHENEMN B,

FEDRIE & fidh

HRIGEAE g(z,y) = 0D D T, B2 = f(z,y) DEZEK - BT 27—
AT, I ZIETRI

gzy)=z+y-3,  f(z,y) =Ty +05.

DyFr—R%Z2RL T3,
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ARDOKRGHERDY, FHEE g(z,y) = 0ICESTHHWTZRL, ZOEST
DHRTz= f(z,y) DT 7 7 DEIDMEKX - BPMIL>TVLERZERT L
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Proof is entirely subjective and can vary from person to person according to
their attitude to mathematics
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