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Fig. 1 Decision tree.
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(c) Search state dominance
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Fig. 9 Search space pruning using search state
dominance.
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4. DST7NOdN) XA

BIETTERE L - ERRBEEME ICE D S DST
(Dominant STate hashing) 7 /v 3 X A &5,
DST 7A=Y X2 EST 7va U X ERRRIE, &
DT A ERICB 5 SEREROERREBICNIT
TRFE YT 4 PR L THEATZ 7T Y XA
THDH>DT, BEDOT X MERT VIV X2t
THwHNIS,

10 DST 7vF VY XAD 7 a—F v —FERT,
E. 3 # DR S COBRBRBeHET 258l 7 2> 7 4
FERLTWS, &, E ¥ Ece2nyyalTAS Y
s HENT, BCERKADHM 07T 4
T O—DRRT,

BEE L UTEHET2IBHIL, NReTHHE (FE#
L 2 ORELE), FOHRER @rbov, Ep), B
bOBERFDEEDHNBATIDOETH S,

DST 7N 3V XARTFAMVERT VTV ZLDOEE
BIERTHREB SN, NEBERIUTOZ20550
Zz26N5%,

(1) FAMRY—VRERIND,

(2) N7V Iv I WRETS,

(3) BEERBTFANERTNVIDALZEY, T
A EFRAAESHEE S NS,

10 RT DST 7T Y RALEBWT, FIDICE
TEOTHE 7 u T 4 7 E. 2 RDD, RoT, Fohl:
iz uyF 47 Ec 2y ¥al, &R
TavF AT ETRCROBLRE, AF vy I7ICAR
5., ZOBAZ vy 7 o—DTOFHMliv e T4 T %
HH L, BEOE T vy T 17 E. LOWERGREH
N, EFHEL, 2REMATANEICAL, Ay MR
TotoBElE, bERRALATAMVERTLVITY XAD
LIRS (R0,

MizRT L5 Ee, Es e bicBUBERREICD,
TOFE 7 a7 4 7 THY»D, Es B E 2HEL
TOAHBSCRER 1 MHEASND, £, E, Esi?
Floo BT s EE s nFME v e T 47
ThD, Es E R EBELTWASEITE, TH2(a)
PHEASND, EH00HFITBNTH, Ny 7 Ty
I BFEET D,

E., EsFNZFNAIO BB 5153 h
PRy T 4 T THY, ES Es 2FEEL TV

Gk, FE2(b)EERALTT A MY —rEER
5,

Compute evaluation-frontier Ec
of current search state

v

Push all evaluation-frontiers
hashed by Ec on stack

»| &
Pl §—

r Pop stack : Es |

Ec and Es are
sensitized ?

no
Es domintes Ec

and Es has no

10 DST 7A=Y AL
Fig. 10 DST algorithm.

5. RBEHER

HIECIRE L7 DST 7 v ) 4%, CEEEA
T SUN4/330 V—2 A5 —vav FCEEL, EE
12 ISCAS 85 < v #+ < — 7 [z LT, PODEM,
PODEM iz DST 747 ) X 5D & &AL bD%EZ
NENAWTT A VEREFTo Tz, Ny 2 bTv 2
Sy MEEBIZL000 THBE, SEHOERTIE, HEY
I ab—¥ g YRERBREOR AN OFRTER
—HTRA TR,

%1k?$&%ﬁ§@%%wtﬁ$WﬁMﬁ@ﬁ%
B, FEHIZBWT, #Backtracks 38y 7 b Ty
7 OEFEEFEL, #lmplications I ERIEDREIS, F
BOLREERC BT 2HEORERT, 4 ZHFERIRE
WEEEPAWS I EICL>T, b LiZ% PODEM i
MLTSy 7 b Ty o8, GERERDENZTRY
Ll RRT b0 THB, Ny 7 bTy 2 ik C8s0,
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R1 FRREWEMEC & 2 FREMAEORE

®3 ITUID HES, BUEMRHIEE, CPU ¥ 4 AQHE

#Backtracks #Implications FTHH 0 s | s (%) CPU time ()

[E1%4 | PoDEM I:gng A | PoDEM E gng A R L . fgstM PODEM 1: SISJ;:M PODEM l: gIS)fM
C432] 44020 | 44017 -3 50313 | 48944 | -1369 C432] 524 42 42 ] 9118 91.18] 1327 416.2

C499| 8688 8652 36 | 35958 | 26398 | 9560 C499] 758 8 8 | 98.94] 98.94] 2831 3845

C880 1 1 0 8525 7037 | -1488 C880[ 942 0 '0 { 100.00] 100.00 40.9 38.6

C1355| 8482 8335 | -147 | 64676 | 38081 | -26595 C1355| 1574 8 8| 99.49| 99.49| 4664 4693
cio08| o118 9038 80 | 35305 [ 27216 | 8089 C1908] 1879 9 91 99.20] 9920 339.7] 4830

C2670( 152801 71864 | -80937 | 193798 96390 | -97408

C2670| 2747 124 42 | 93.37| 95.49| 2700.0| 5232.9

C3540| 210508 | 208769 | -1739 | 249083 | 241927 | -7156
C5315| 16422 | 15725 697 82349 | 61167 | -21182
C6288[ 278941 | 278941 0 | 471419 | 429176 [ 42243
C7552| 160329 | 154693 | -5636 | 323505 | 292718 | -30787

C3540} 3428 169 166 | 92.91| 93.00 | 4185.2] 11660.7

C5315] 5350 7 7| 9884| 9884 | 2763.8| 2428.4

C6288] 7744 208 208 | 96.90| 96.90 | 18629.1| 86049.0

C7552| 7550 145 142 | 97.30| 97.30 | 15569.7 | 127697.4

R2 RPRESMES & CEZRESE S OEREHO

f2e 3
#Hash Tests #Hash Backtracks

mEE | St | BEN A EYE | ERE A

C432 68 145 77 1983 1988 5

C499 188 277 89 0 0 0

C880 196 278 82 0 0 0
C1355 600 785 185 0 0 0
C1908 759 842 83 25 25 0
C2670 872 1221 349 3988 9169 5181
C3540 678 916 238 3477 4543 1066
C5315 1360 2048 688 67 100 33
C6288 2473 2949 476 0 0 0
C7552 1031 1406 375 509 523 14

C6283 ZRR T RTOEBEIZODVWTHAI LT3, &
7o, BEREOHKRIRTOEBRTHEI LTS,
¥z C1355, C2670 D=2 D EIEKIC D T I3 SR /E
DEE, FhbbEREM 2 40 %~50 % SR+ 2 =
CWRIILTHED, C499, C1908, C5315 kDWW T
25 % B OBERZEMZHIR L T 5,

# 21%, PODEM+DST %2FEwi-7 A M ERIZ BT
%, BRIREEMM S & OERIR SR O 5 [
ZENTNRULIZDDTH B, #Hash Tests 3ERE
BERRWTT R MY — R 21T - 7-HEK, #Hash
Backtracks BIERBER WA Z LItk > THRELS
Ny Z b Iy OEETH S, 4IiFFERKES D
HRAEECH LT, BERREBEEELS ENZTS E
Ranizip®2RTbOTH S, #Hash Tests TiE, ¥
AT DERAT 38 W TR IR B 1 08 F B B Bk
RREEMEOMAE S E EE > Tw5, %7z, #Hash
Backtracks iZ D v» T b, C432, C2670, C3540,
(5315, C7552 DFED DRI THERIREEE ENER
RREEMMEIC LN, ZLBEHAINT VD, THIZER
REREE I ERRESME - LT, k%<0
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BRBEISFIHATRETHLIEE2RLTWS, o1,
RBE 2 FIA L - R MR 80T, FRReE
PR M IR RRRES M L 0 L MR 2 )
BTazLdbhs,

3T 0 e, WERHE, CPU #4420
W, DST 73V X A% CIERZERSIRZ 7o
TEEEThbRWEERHE LD TH S, C2670,
C3540 128\TC, & 127 % PODEM 123t L ¢t
HEOm MRS, C2670, C3540, C7552 1I28WT
VDSBS LT wn s, Bz, C2670 TIXETY)
D EEEUE 35 % LRl LTwns, AREB TS
7uri 4 TERODDAEYERIZELD Ny 7 b
ZvZU Sy b 1,000 &SRS NEREMATT A
PN =V RBERLTWB 0TI D ERE- ¢

VRS INENY T RISy b ETMIZKEL

REL, —BIEEL® 2¥BO ZoEREREIRKO -
ODOFEEMMT2 L TORT2ZENTEETH S

LEZSNBY, SEOERTHERZRERD T »

DIEN— R N T Wi WIERER SNSRIz ES %
To7:01z, ZheDFEIFAWE»-7. CPU YA
LEDWTIE, BRBEEHVAESIF LA L OEK
WZDWT, b &iZ%% PODEM X9 %% < QR %%
EHed3, Zhid, DST 73 RAEFERIT Yy v
DERPLEFRT LI LI BHDT, X0 EH»OR
RR2 Ny vy 2B AR H W3 2 LT, b2EEREN
BiffTE 32,

6. £ 7 U

AR T, HRREHEE L VO H LRI
Dz, DST 7N ) RARBEL:. BRRERE
ik, Giraldi & Bushnell D22 L7 EST 72 X
LIZ B B RBRREEMEOM S 2R L2 0TH



WO BERIREHB M E D  EREREBO—Fk

5, FEERIE, BERREREE G ERIREE M -
B U CRICHERZEMOBH AT TH 2 Z L 2R
w3, Lal, BRREHEREEEHRVHS, Y

Vo BEDEENE L, Ny ¥ B ZEE R, r o T

LESHIENDH 2, 2k, Tl o>r7 4 7 OEFHE

BABDOA®Y 2BBELT 50T, HES XD AHE

EL B EREAR £ - THEREBER O A HE»F

[BEanTLESIZERELZLND, fE-T, L%

B2y ¥V 2 OB B L UFHME 7 v v 7 4 7ERED

BEELREVNSBROFETDH 5,
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