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Abstract In the model-based diagnosis, the minimal conflict sets is employed to find all corresponding
minimal hitting sets. Therefore, how to improve the efficiency of obtaining all minimal hitting sets is
a great important issue. In this paper, we propose a new method called SAT-MHS, which is mainly
based on the transform method and the set-degree of element coverage (DOEC) strategy. There are
two main innivations of this paper. Firstly, SAT-MHS transforms a hitting set problem into the SAT
problem, which is a new direction to solve this problem. All the minimal conflict sets are expressed in
the form of clauses as the input CNF of the SAT. Secondly, compared with the previous sub-superset
detecting minimization (SSDM) strategy, the proposed DOEC strategy can effectively reduce both of
solution space and the number of iterations. In details, the time consumption of DOEC is along with
the number of all minimal conflict sets, not depending on the size of the given problem. Experimental
results show that SAT-MHS outperforms the previous state-of-the-art method and the time speed
ratio of SAT-MHS rises to 10-20 times, especially for some large instances. Moreover, we also carry
out extensive experiments to demonstrate that the performance of DOEC strategy is better than

SSDM, even up to about 40 times.

Key words model-based diagnosis; minimal hitting sets; satisfiability problem (SAT); hitting

minimization; set-covering

W OE OEATHALB Y. SR T RRER A T R RS KB ATA L 0y AT R A e A
AR BB ERBAFEIRA SO R A BB SE T i B 2 %45 (degree of
element coverage, DOEC) # /Mt % w65 SAT K g ) 5k £ 69 7 7k SAT-MHS((satisfiability problem-
minimal hitting sets). & %, % & SAT-MHS 28 £ K g 2 M 423 % SAT P&, Bplepr B eh F R4
VAT &) B Xk m R SAT e N CNF 34T 3 R GR . 20k R b LA 09 K T 742 5 4o Rl AL AL K ok
(sub-superset detecting minimization, SSDM) & # Z k¢ DOEC b R g 3k 4748 DAL & 22, &y £ 36
HFETI,5 SSDM e fwsAart , AR E - %R T KB TR ERKBAHK, AL S KBAEKR KX
A B AR AR R AR B £ TR B A AL R A L A R AR A ML 09 3G e 3G e i 2 RS b

W EE 2016-11-10;1&E HHA:2017-07-04

EE&TH HEEXARPFILETH(61672261,61502199.61402196.,61373052) s WiVL4& A R FF2# 3410 H (LY16F020004)
This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (61672261, 61502199, 61402196, 61373052) and
the Natural Science Foundation of Zhejiang Province of China (LY16F020004).

B 1EZE K7 W] (limingzhang@jlu. edu. cn)



1274

HENMR S R E 2018, 55(6)

RESFG R DAL, Bt I & ERAK. FREREN A TR ke)£4,5 8 a7 2 F K470
Boolean 7 ik A8 ., SAT-MHS 7 ix Z 2 B 5 T %A K iFik E 4842 & 10~20 45, DOEC # s L K w4 xf

Yotk % SSDM A ML SR wk- R 18 3] 40 45 A 4.

¥@im A THEASM B IRE; THLRP ;iR ML E58 2

REZESES TPIS

AT REL R Console 4 N 4 Yk T8 2
Wr (model based diagnosis, MBD) [ fiff 28 %} # 4~ A
TR RESU I BF 98 A % E AR . 2% & Struss™
PREE T BOALZ W2 N T8 AE O i & A Pk A A2
A g M B PR TR B A2 W A A 0 2P TR R AR i
RGE A R LI L A5 2N sh R AR A D ARG
Hk s A FFF) FH A4 Chitting set, HS) BYR % J7 %
TR B &R G T XF LB AR /N 12 W R AR /) il 4R
(minimal hitting set, MHS) , A 3R fig MHS [a] i
e RS W HA A 0 1 ) L R AMBR 2 1
S FER 6 ) RS T LA A% Ak R MIHS o] S5, 44
/INEE G T i RN /N TS 5 S A /N () A 8 A
/INGIE B B R R R XU A 25 TR ] T 2 T 4 R () A
SR B R ) A o0 i)

fili £ (hitting set, HS) [n] @81 % H 2 i i K2
AR AL B AL L K Karp 78 1972 4F 2 1, Bl
J& MBD %5 Reiter'™ 1 U H& T — B 3R A 4 /N Bl
Rk HS Tree. (H 3% J5 1 2 T #5028 4 JF 3 [T 3%
PRBCZE B S BOKC R BR B2 R BT A & R i, UG,
Greiner 8 A" 2 Y HS-DAG Jr ik ik ok ik T
HS-Tree J7 1% i 5 A3 56 W, FROOR fige e IR B BT 2% 2R
% o AEL R 0 B A0 D0 g 1 ) A 3RO O AR 2 B R
JEYE 0. Bifi 25 X AR /Nl AR ) 8 TR AR R B9 T 2
BB R A 7 1k Bk S g 4R L 2001 4, Wotawa ') i 1
et HS-Tree J5 4t 7 HST-Tree 771k B ARAL
AR T H 30 A R AR O R 10 S A e % i 1Y 1)
B, 25 A 2% B AR 52003 4F L 22 5 RAE N 4R i A
IRARETT ¥ DAt 1Y) 5 28 VRN 5 ¥ 1 i AU R L 1%
J5 vk BT I oK i 7 ik 22— IR Dy HOAR o 2t
SRS AR N S R R s TS AT R R AR T
H T A 1Y J7 1k AR 2 (8] 52 2% J3E VI [R] 52 % B 0 A B
% 76 32 R KA 2R ) TR B T Ak T 808 45 4 5 2004
AECRKPH A NN Bt T HS-DAG J5 3, il 1t 57
TG itk 23 [) 36 B 48 15 R0 B DR S 30 45 4 52 A 4 Uy
PP B 2006 AF L B4 A AR SN R T HSSE-
Tree J7 i, KA 5 T F A CHR 19 vp SR A BOR I
BRI BE I AE BR ME AY SE-tree b X T 45 FR 28 AT AR

P, DT $E 48 R AR08 5 2010 45 PRI AR A U 2
T BNB-HSSE J5 . R 145 300 ik 5 4R BB
FH G5 A 109 07 125 o8 B AIKSR fff BRASE 5 2011 45, 5K 57 BH %%
N T R T 3 S K B ) DMDSE-Tree Jf
%o A g 6 M A A R A I /N Rl A L kD T
Az LA AR 5 2012 4R, Pill S8 X A R AR B
J7 Bk TR A B L A R TR T % R R )
R SR AR 0% 5 2015 AF TS TR AR ANV R T R
CSP R fift 25 5K i A /N il 5 19 CSP-MHS J5 %, H
LS 38 3 SR A /0N Bl B ) R Oy 24 B A ) R
SRJG VR CSP K fig 28 247 3K i, T AR 46 24 o ] il 2
[F) R ) s 2 SR A LA R SRR AIE 1) A /N Al 4

DL RSK i MHS 1 58 4 77 1% Bl % 30 10K 1
TEWE AN I = A 8 3 AR 2 1 AR 58 A /N il 4R SR
fift 7 3 L Bl 52 Al i T R R 22 R T 1 S B L
1RGSR WO TR 1 8 A5 M DT BB £ X
FIURE 458 A F14 ) R ) L A 2 s T a0 AR gt e A1 L B
HIATA A ) & R 2 H WP R A B H
AT 43 A 2 7 9 25 3R figt A /N Bl 4 ) R

ARSCHEXF SAT [a] #51 f9 ¥R A BRL AR 5 43 A 14 5 i
TR )N o 5 B 5 SRS Nl B o R 1 AN BT A
SEG BRI B AT MUY SAT R i 25 2517 Rl
BE SRt FUAR /N I A B TR I e 3ROR I SAT KA
(R R SR 1) CNF 2 XL 78RR UCGR i th— ARl 4R 2 )5
FIH 1 U i DOEC # Nk 58w it 17 8 /b 18
TR MER B v e R T R RS
JE B AR T Ir A TR TR S IR LT B
AT o 26Kt 552 B Al A AR /N AK. B S R B ik N
Az AR /Nl A LB 1) B 5 4] O 20 i 31 CNF
HOF ARSI SAT SR g5 E 47K % . B 3 SAT 3k
it 28 AR [RLAS T A o RV R Aot ph A SR HE Al S
HOBE A /N3 L I LABRUS (4 B B 7 ) i T 2R s i 21k
fife#5 ( CNE o, Bt DUFE T UK 10 i B vh A 253K i
e /N S B4 A /DNl B 1 SR A s TRD S DA S 30 T % 3
3 3R firk 23 8] 1) B IR P28 3 N 2 5 WL ARG /DN fide o DA T
PRAESR BTG B PRAIE T i () 58 25 M. 3R 7 3 1)
FEA AR D R TE AR ek g oL 5 bk



F RN G DOEC B/ MESRIE B SAT SR A A /INRE SR J5 i

1275

P B Y 75 15 R L BB PR AT 2 A 5 2) Bl T xR B
AR /Nl B 9 T P SR A SRR 42 v T I AR s 3O AR
i SAT SR 25 B 72 7596 12 B RT 0 0B SR Aigp 2 115 45 05
A ST PR 445 g o Al 3R 43 A ) e, 552 B i A v A A
FH YR 45 4 a7 20 1) EC A A BT LS A )

1 F& iR

FEART  E A AT AT RIS B S AR &
T AH I 1 S Al 0 3L
1.1 EFHEBSEHAOHEEER

BN — ARG LR —A = el (SD,
COMPS,0BS) , Hf.

1) SD b #ZGe 4k, & —Wmigi A E 4. SD
R T2 W R G800 A OGS SRR

2) COMPS ERGEH BB ES E—DFA
PR AR

3) OBS Ry WL A & — B il im) 2 i A FRAE.

X 2. thR4E CS B —MHFE ey
¢, }SCOMPS 24 HAV 4 SD UOBSU { =~ AB(¢,).,
“AB(c;) s TABCe) M EA =B, i AB
—JGIE A, /R “abnormal”. AB(¢) N E ,24 HAYY ¢
S, H ce COMPS.

PR ol 28 SR JE M /N ph 28 82 (MCS) , 24 HAL 3% v
REMETE TR AR IPRE.

EE 17, A & (SD,COMPS.OBS) iy — />
NS, HALY A & (SD,COMPS.,OBS) {1 /)y
i 5% S 1 W /DNl
1.2 SAT @@ RHEEXE X

A R ) R ) — BB E SN

EX3I, XF M TAEREESLS X={x,
Tyt sx, ) s UF L R o, ETENEE .

XA FhL T COR ST L BT
C=0L\NLV VL,

E X 5P, 4 HE L (conjunctive normal form,
CNF). CNF C 24 EH.C=C ANC A NC,.

EX 6. SAT [a) 2 LA X F n A A
IR X ={ a2y, 2, b TRBN—H A% 18 A9 R AE
5 R TES A F R AR AEAE — D SCFE IO I Hax 4l
R AL e 45 BT A 10— /) 0 i UL 8 4 38 S A 1 TR AP
MIFRIZ SAT [n] 82 7] 3 2 i (SAT) ; 0 R % A AF
fa] — 20 25 AR AdE 45 SAT a] 3 /2 W FRi% SAT Ja]
R AN ] G 2 1 C(UNSAT).

2 EEWILTE

BB W/METT AR B A7 2 R R Y
PRI HJR 0 2 B9 5K fiff 20 3R e B 12 1B b 19 12 W
LIRS EON L U N SN B S A ST S RO 73
EEENER N T SR S-S R R RS & L SR
225 1) SSDM /MU SR o DA i £ H BT A9 1 /I 5
W23 AEAR R AR L L 42 w55 12 WIS gt N ) 8 3. A1y 4
i DOEC /MU S K R AT 4 /M AR B 322 5w 13 00
A SRR fifp S 2 M R A 23 B A 2R Sk Y ) AL 1Y
Tl £ 15 T i R /0 P S s ) 2 T T i
Je FUE R SR AR A 00 46 B /) o 9 4R 5 A 10 DRIV K.
2.1 HEXEX

YA 2 S AR/ SRS AR OC Y E

B 7. W FE—-PHESE.F=1{S.
Sz"“sS,9“'9S”}’*//J_(Hy‘7F E/‘ —‘/I\Ejf%(Hs)vﬂu
ROH R 2 A

1)HQU S;;

S, eF

2) M FEE—1 S € F. 84 HSNS#U.
FRF B —hE4E H /bt 4 (MHS) , 24 HALY
H W ETHEEA R F AR,

EX 8. 4 num€ S, , WFRILER num BHES
S,. L& num BEHEE S, it N Cover (num, S;) =
{num|num € S, ,num € Hy. FH I E num 1 Hlf £
H Fm LS S, WL R A M IT R AP oo
Fonum FRES S, WE. MR TRERESE. L
b DOEC(Cover(num,S:)) = {num|num& (S; VH) }.

EX9. X THE H P EIT R num , 1R HE
mHETA R S, . ¥ DOEC (Cover (num,S;)) =2,
WFR I num 2% H B ITURICE.

R DL e SO RAT 515 LA T HER

IR 1. WA PARAEFE TUAR TR L Wiz Al 4R
SR /IR AR

W R /NS AR AE TR T R W AR 48
TMRTEEL . WA TRESZWTA S, 84
DOEC(Cover(num,S,)) =2, ) . 76 & Fi # 5% 1) 4
B LB /Il A v HAt oG 2178 w5 B S A A /) il A
FRUCTTR G NRESE . S5/ R E SOF . JE B

BEXF b T SCRE I8, T AT 8 Ao S 1 0 4 3
TR LG 5 TURITER Al 4R AR /N6l 4 1) A
AT HE— 2D UL W] A

Bl 1. hREAHE CS=1{{2,4,5),{1.2.3}, {1,
3,51,{2,4.6},{2.4},{2,3,5},{1.6} ), BRKRHPr
A WNREER . B S IME B CS rh oy RS ph g 4R



1276

HENMR S R E 2018, 55(6)

AR S-S MBE, BV R (2,4,5) Ff1{2,4,6}, A
FENREE{2,4) A XS B — A /N
e RESRK CS=1{{1,6},{2.4},{1,2.3},{1,
3.51,02,3,5) . 38 & F5 B 4 L xXRE AT DL A O vk
Ab B SR E RN o o AR B Bl T — P R
KRR R ERTEN T A MBS HS=1{{1.2},
{1,3.4},{1,4.,5}.{2,3.6},{2.5.6}.,{2.3.,4.,5,6},
{2,4,5,6},{3,4,6},{3.4,5.6}}. Hrf1{2,3,4,5,
6).{2,4,5,6},{(3,4,5,6} FAEM/INAESE . AR
e /INBIE4E

151 G A2 il S A2 2 AR AR /Rl BE A9 (2, 4,5,6)
K VLA AT B e X AE N R AT U R AE AT
S ERRA A PR ESREN T {(1.6):1,
{2,4).2,{1,2,3}:1,{1,3,5}:1.{2,3,5}:2, 3R J5 %}
{2,4,5,6 Ao R M7 H IR,

XPICE 2 kUt EE S NESA(2,4).(1,2,3),
{2,3,5) (1,23} WA JZE RN 1 /NF 2, Ir it
R2AZIIRITE, ARG MR HEH 2 4, B8
WESRA(2, 4 HERE R 2, T IR TUA T
R HIETUR TR T LUK M BR s 3: E 2 5. &
BHEEESA1.3.5):1.{2.3.5} .2, ¥ {1.3.5}
REHEERN1/NT 2. FULE 2 AEITUAITLE . A
el MG G St 6. EEEMESA (1.6}
HAESE R LT A Re R N BR. B UK (2,4.5,6)
HPE— TR TR 4 MBRZJ5 - 2%l 5 0 /N lf €.

2.2 WX G IURE R E G R DOEC fif 5 %
IMETRBEFEAT VAN 49, SR G FE 56 4 XX 2 B
/N TR S S 5 25 R AT LK
2.2 &5 4& DOEC Hyalli g 4 /N b SR B

AR 25 DOEC M #l /INME SR W, i 7 ik 1) &
EEMEE AR ETWEN TENESHE
s fEOL R TR T A R rh R ES T a ek
A ETP M TR EEL T I EMEEESN
B EHRT 1% T Z 2 TURITE ol DR H
Br. AWk AR E T BN IR EEEGD
T 56 P DL B A I Y 4 Y BT AT T R AR A
I 56 e L F6) R 0 244 BT A Rl A — R A /Nl 2

&% 1. DOEC.

%/TJ/\:HS:{Q,eg,'“,e,,"‘,e,,};

[ = TR A E R REEE =
MHSs={MHS, .MHS, ,--,MHS,, } ;
[ = TR N R B « |

iy b /MBS B RESE HS.

D Covers:=;

@ for each e, € MHS; do

@  Covers(MHS,;):=0;
@ end for
® for each ¢, € HS do
©® if (e, €MHS;) then
[ % SR AEM N REGTE MHS, o+ |
@ Covers(MHS;) ++;
[ X B G A SR EE RN 1
® endif
end for
@ for each ¢;€ HS do
@ if (3 Covers(MHS;)==1) then
[+ MHS; Rte; B, 20k e; BRI « /
break;
else
count=0;
for each ¢, € MHS, do
count=count+1;
[ % count IC55% e, B i G HR « |

end for

®6 606

num=0;
for each ¢, € MHS, do
if Covers(MHS;)>>1 then
num=num-+1;
| % num Giit ot e, BEESWES
BWERT 1D~
end if

end for

SRSEENNS)

® 66

if (num==rcount)
[+ IR e HEMESHC RPHE
W HRITTARTTR + |
HS:=HS/{e:};
[+ N HS FlfERe; [
end if
for each ¢, € MHS, do

Covers(MHS;) —;

[ * BAEIZICR B S R E S 1« /
end for
end if

@D end for

@) return HS.

207 Al R AR AT A SR B AN i S
(MHS)) #2451 HS Whou R 8 @ i o (4 © ~
@) s X AT A HS rhag oo R S # 5 ity
it LM I 22 FIW % HS i Ic R 2 /™ NI
RATOQO~Q@) R E XA r) HS rha A Jo R B

®86e 6

® 6



F RN G DOEC B/ MESRIE B SAT SR A A /INRE SR J5 i

1277

AR BRI DLHEAT ST AR A R A 4R A B
JEEA B T LAAR L A9 Ak B (F5 @ ~ GD). Kb A7 @~ @
X EGE S E/NT 2 TR AETUAR TR AT BE
i A B AT @~ @ S A R TR T0 B OIF X O S FT R
Al v PRAT I B3R 4R A AT @ ~ @ S XS LAY T
AR ER AR B i 1) 4R A A BT o B AT SR R A
A7 @D At Al A 22 5 W /N O 1 I A B B B /DN B

205 I LLET SSDM. 9 B /I Ak 5 s A L, A
A JE il AR A /NP A R 8] A 2 Bt R /)N il 4 1 Y
s A /N Al i ] Bl 2 3 T iR RS A R AR
YU Sy PN PPN TR S U N
ORI B A R X UL 4.1 7.

3 FIH SAT KRR/ SR 77 %

3.1 WK AR S o) ML e A SAT o) &

ARAT RS A 45 0 AA] A A N v 28 AR A R B e A
CNF fE L.

AR Al 4 ) RERG B SAT )L, 1 5 2 A ep
O e B S8 UMK R OR B SAT [n] 8K A 25 fig
g S B AR B CNF JE 2, s b, R T A 1Y
RS FEF R CNF B ARG A w4
R ICE ] SAT iy Ok R . BA M REEH
— AT R AU

Bl 2. LIt /hih A HE MCS={{1.6},{2,
4},{1,2,3},{1,3,5},{2,3.5} } Bl , A 44— dnf]
Xt /N g B A R 1E AT Y Ak e L A5 20 6 1Y
CNF SCHHAR.

HRER R MCS) B4k CNF i iR i F .

DO penf65b

@160

® 240

@1230

®1350

© 2350

& CNF #5386 F i 2 R an r -

fTOHFM“p enf” X FE, . 6" ELELF LR
TCE AN E L 57 3 X I ) W /) b 98 4 A 1 S B
TO~O@H AT — /MR ES, Hd bk o L
AMIECFARR BN o R E A T EIER TR Hh
IE, BATIZS BECT 0 R /IN PR E R S AF.

ll B 1 SR SR il 4 7 5 T R N ph o B
e o G a5 R SATT [) R H 1) ST A 1) T BB = 0 20
FLIR G A8 B — A6 B 2 B AR R Y. 7T D Aif AR
R AUFT SAT [n] 8 f) 52 5 J2: 46 6 78 o m) A, R A

MR 1 2 S B A AS (] B DA AT DB — A ilf 42 1
KA R) BUG A k SAT [n) 8R4 7 3K fift.
3.2 FiEtkb it
R B A — R R AT e R T
T A2 SRS e T A 3 1 e v i A 7 1Y) 3 R TR
B AR 1A AE) SAT 4 g o,
B 3. 4n Fa] i e MR A g 1 B — iR
V1s™ UV29UVU3z 9~ Uy,
FRERR Y& 0.0 EBRREN true
(D) TS B v, 00, B2 HIUE N false (OB H AR
A B CRR S W AL . U FRATTRE X S A Y
EHIUAE R EAT4S B XN SCF 1B A5 A g
T SAT SR fifk 4 i i S 00 B B )
T U1 99Uz s T U3 sUy.
AL SAT-MHS J5 1 1 5% 0 02 106 38 32 QK
it J5 ¥ % D5 v E B AURTE A T SAT 3Kt /il
A 1 2k B 22 R UK A 1 Rl B A N b R
WIME] CNF v, J5 o6 12 fige A A /i S5 4 To H
25 0] SR A 38 ) 4 VR A 25 T, 412 v oK AR REOR.
YRR S 1) W 2 75 A AT R o X ] A U 28 0k R A
3.3 SAT-MHS /3552
%k 2. SAT-MHS,
BiAN:CONFLICT = {CF,,CF,, «-
CFy )
BN UNLGES ey 3
Wit . MHSs.
ERUN &S Sy
@O Trans CNF(CONFLICT,CNFs);
[ Bt/ RS A CNF B +
@ WtE4k Mark :== UNSATISFIABLE ;
@ Mark:=1S SATISFIABLE(CNFs);
[« 55 1 I SAT KA = |
@ if(Mark==UNSATISFIABLE) then
[ AR TCHE A5 1SR AR TF IR ]«
®  return;
©® else
@  while (Mark==SATISFIABLE) do
[« AR SAT SR J2& vl il 2 1, A7 16 BR
AR A =
® New_ HS= Picosat_Sat(CNFs);
[ VAT SAT 3K fige filf 5 fige = |
©) Clause:=1S MHS(New HS);
[+ FEAR AT /NG A R /NG R+ [
MHSs<-MHSsU Clause;

LCF;, -,



1278

HENMR S R E 2018, 55(6)

[ SR A 0 i TS o B A% /) RiE 4R AR A
x|

D) CNFs<-CNFsU Clause;

[ B WA AR YR A5 10 B /) il 4 F0 B 1Y

BN x
@ Mark:=1S_SATISFIABLE(CNFs);
[ JHHT SAT KA 3 JI W7 2 A5 A il 4R |

@  end while

@ end if

@® return MHSs.

Bk 2w AN N RS R AL
SAT 3K fif & BB 8 32 HU i CNF U (A7 D) 91 i 4k
A R A Mark (17 Q). 985 B I SAT 3K
fi 25X CNF SCHFSEAT Al i 2 P oK A 51 x5 HAE A
ALY AR B ISR (8] S5 R B (AT D~ @) s A ) AT
Tl JE 1 AL 2R A7 B8 /N A Ak LA 380 1) Bl /)N 6 4R T o 3]
e /Il B R 5 12 v I 0T S A 1 A /N Al B DA B 1Y
B 15 4] 1 8 s n 31 5 iR 1 CNE i, e il 12 1%

{3,4,6}

{1,3,4,6} {2,3,4,6} {3,4,5,6}

N\

{1,2,3,4,6} {1,3,4,5}

<

{1,2,3,4,5,6}

(a) Don’t use minimal strategy DOEC

{2,3,4,5,6}

JINTE B X I ) SR g 2 1] (A7 @ ~ @) fi Ji X = 1T il
& CNF B9G22 A% 10 R it 1 3045 30 AS ] 3 2
1@~ . 455 while 1 ¥ 15 2 Fr A 09 1 /) il
£ MHSs(70).

T EEX SAT-MHS J7 ik & L) DOEC
e /N SR 44 £330 BH EL R R 3R

XTI 1 rb e o€ AR G N 1) HS AR B
Jrik YA B AE(2,3,4.5,6) AR Al A DOEC
/N S % ok g A b B T 2 B AR S T
o Hom A 5] SAT Bﬁ CNF 3Cf i, ) 52 By A% B¢
Wik T (1,2,3,4,5,6) A figg s H B BUHOR G E 1
(a) T 7. @tzu%@ﬁﬁ DOEC # 7N Ak 5 s Xof 3K figk
BEHE(2,3,4,5,6) AT/ Ak Ak 3 5 15 20 4% /) Al 42
{3.4,6}, 8K J P08 5 DLBR & 40 (19 9% =X A #
SAT () CNF SefErr, af UK 1(h) & ) H A 45
S{304 6 JIT IO 1) 68 A B R, AT A5 280 b 3k T X6
AE Al £ A0 A A /Nl 4R 1R SK A /D R ] SAT SR A
YR A J7 3 T s A

{3,4,6}
{1,3,4,6} {2,3,4,6} {3,4,5,6}
{1,2,3,4,6} {1,3,4,5,6} 12,3,4,5,6}
{1,2,3,4,5,6}

(b) Use minimal strategy DOEC

Fig. 1 An example of using the minimization strategy DOEC for pruning the search space
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