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Don't Mmix unary pre- and pos}gx operetors
A4 7 ] i

One c:{) the oPerq4or‘5 o? the relotional
calculus s -qu nga%ion (or *com]g]emen“)
which T denote b:j o prelix 1 . Pnother
unary cher'a}'or‘ iZ2 the “ronspose Cor
“Cconverse ”> , w\f\iC}q T denote b:j ot Ff'eﬁx
e . The +wo operctors commute, so one
never Knows whether do write va or
e X T+ has been Su&365+ed ~+o elimina}e
this dilemma b

| Sa\‘j ¢, O Fos\?gx OPer‘aJ-or‘. This o\”ouas
us +o write 9 X |, \eqvihj wpen whether
this 1s 4o be T.)car‘sed GX)Je  or 1 (Xer) |

mo.\-cinﬁ one of Hoe ‘}WO,,

COmmu-‘-inj oper-mlors at di?{ér‘en} sicles
o? the oPerand! C"Q neat idea  as Ollie
North would say) But gou run into diffi-
culties  with Jrhe ihl—roduchon OF) -Hf)e Grs}
unGar oPer‘o\)-or ‘H"la‘}‘ commutes Lui“q nei ther.
Tt Fs al neither side and precedence rules
or Faren-\-)')eses are nNneeded +or o\.‘lsc‘mbigua-
tion. With all unar o)oerc}or‘s at ‘H’ne same
side  there would Qo.ve been no T)roblem at
all . Moral: Beware o? nect idecs.
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