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 HW12 due tonight

 HW13 out

 Scheme project, contest due Monday
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def unify(e, f, env):

e = lookup(e, env)
f = lookup(f, env)

if e == f:
return True

elif isvar(e):
env.define(e, f)
return True

elif isvar(f):
env.define(f, e)
return True

elif scheme_atomp(e) or scheme_atomp(f):
return False

else:
return unify(e.first,  f.first,  env) and \

unify(e.second, f.second, env)

Implementing Unification
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