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Abstract

In the formal verification community, a decision procedure of EUF formulas based on eager en-
coding method has practical advantages in solving certain problems. It also promotes the option of
deciding a combination of theories by reducing them to this logic. In this paper, in order to find an
efficient decision procedure of EUF formulas based on eager encoding, an eager approach is stu-
died that an EUF formula is reduced to propositional logic formula by Ackermann’s method and an
algorithm based on a nonpolar equality graph. The DPyg library written in C++ language is pro-
vided for simplifying the development of the procedure. After adding the code to implement the
above algorithms and compiling it on Linux system, it can be called to solve an EUF formula faster.
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1. 5l8

FETE A IR UE AU, 7 A AR ok 1) 25 0B R A S(EUR) e R A5 3 1 T2 A, AR 2 52brIn]
AT DA Y EUF A SR AT 2 R 4058 A0, an: HER SN PEIGUE . RPN MEIGIUE . dmifiis
WA MEIRIESE[1] [2] [3].

FIHAT I, X BUF ANRIRE MR IR, & 0HE 2 Kk B w2 15w (lazy
encoding) A1y P 4w it (eager encoding) « 15 P 4w ht 34 g 1t F2 2 H Bl SMT S5k P 10 F2 30 7 7%, 1% 7725 T SAT
KA SRR MRS M A BAE R, JF HIERR MRS OUAE TR ER B 5IN, B BRI 8 3741
AR YE . X EUF A E, Z7vEAN R EEARR . BB e A Na s i, A5 IRIEE
B UE X A o X PR IR R, T AR A 2 A A ) TR ) B AE A 2RI R B mT e FR B vy,
MIROR MRS T B RN, T RE B B BN[4] [5].

BT MEgmIDHE EUF A3, v LABE B BIX ROl O EAKER T SAT KRS A B R iE 2%
PIAZEEA, T2 — DB AR R — A S M ar A, (U SAT SRARES HE 1% Al
2 TP AT A2 1 BT 205 SR A6 A SR Al R 1 o X AN TR AR TE T, e nT DT A R FH = R SAT Sk
filds, ASFERT EUF BIS 20F RRF E BB IR SR A 45 .

TETERED Tk FE SMT Sis N i £ 22073, EEAAUHE: per-constraint 777%[6]41 small-domain in-
stantiation 777%[7]. — MR EUF AXNAL A A KT, AMUREHEIE = SRR, ERels
e 5 a2 AR 2 1) HAB B B A A —EE[8] [9] [10]. ZTIVARISRAFRCR M T EUF A A2 a2
U RCR A SAT Kfgds B SRR . RIS — M G TR A 772000 EUR 2 UK SR il 2 0 B 2L,

NESE EUF ARl 2, ARSCEE T — Pl 8 Vg ) e 77k, B il 22 A R iR
PR, K R B S R 8 M —— B BB, RS W EEANAEAE EUF AR T AR A K
Ackermann JHZJ50%, XA T RIEI N — LA HOR sk B — Bk . SR EHE A b S GE R, K
FEERXMALEYE, 25 =R I T e S A B S N R A AL hin 2B AN E L. &5,
E DPyjg JE M HOFERE E, A InseBl RSk M CHHEF, FRRINTE Linux R4 E4miF, al AR P
Kf# EUF Ao

2. Ackermann Y34

AT A EUF AR AL % T3 25 VA R ik, 606, BIT M1 T 448 EUF
AR, x=yaG(F(x)=G(y) & A EUF AR, Jtrh x Al y REREOL LIES, F R G RAMFER
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EHE %

H, x=yMG(F(x))=G(y)RETAN. &5, 4t EUF AXIEEE Lo

B 2.0, AR AR R R S R R A FU(BUR) BT 8 SR

AR ARARK | -2 (AR Er

JEF: o= 0| RS NR)

Tz ARRFF | RS (TAER)

Y —A BUF A0, J8HH oV Fon. o, FRIRFH 2 UE— N EBR AU & .

NIRAE EUF A sUHIAE 2, ASCIRE] T Ackermann VAL 5E, %07 06 1% A SNIH L g ) 5 25 58
BHRAR, HAFWER—ATEEPNL, BRSO [F— AR B AS R 525 2 5o S5, R ]
FHAE I R HUH [11]

NI ZE EUF AU R R s 8, Ackermann JH 215t A RN T IRBIZI, B A2 s ek 80— 2
Mo R T A EUF AR, RIFZAREEEM, FHEEEN - DMERAR 5, WF

FrR

¢F = FCE = flatF, .1)
Hrh, FCEREH AR AIA, flat® & o M T AN, ARPE—DRELG A
R,

RGN 2 N — 2l e ZAXAEH —DREREREH RS, JFEAFAEAHASEERN
PRSI SR)E . 25 TR Ackermann A2 5%

B ¥k 2.1: Ackermann JA%)
i ON: RERRELF ) m NSRBI EUF A o7
ol SRR b, BHMNY T HH, of B

1 TR S RS R AR SO, I B F 25 F IR 3IN | RS, arg(F)) %
R EM$S,

2 A flar® =T (o), T R—AEE G EH R R A & £, B 4 — o R 2R 5
B, (TEAT AR SR, FUAT X SR U2 B S O S R T k) A EUF
AR (I H# N AERAR (ST |

3. 4 FCE 3Rm 3B R 4R

m=1 m

FCE=A A (T(arg(E)):T(arg(E,))):ﬁ =/

i=1 j=i+l

4. % 9" =FC" = flat" , JFiRIE p" .

i 2.2. BEA,
(x=y)v(F(x)=F(y))v(F(x)=F(2)), 2.2)
S 2.1 iz A XHL NEAA
WELAR, BRAEIARKIREIXT F BRI, IR RIRATN], RS R
i flat® ATFCE , f0F:
flat® = (x=y)v(f, = f,)v(f, =1,), (2.3)
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FCP=(x=y=>fi=f,)a(x=2=fi=f)A(y=2=f,=f,). (2.4)

MAMMERARQRL) of AR, JHh EUF A (2.2) 2 1.

T HEONE ) EUF AR S, W@ Ackermann IHAHZ EATRZ AR AR, B REAH
PN, SRS Z SR R B T AR

7l 2.3. ZE i

((X=V/\y: F(x,V)az=F(y,v))aw= F(F(v,v),v)): Z=w. (2.5)

FEVS IS FR TR B 5 4 5k — S BRI, HARHY flat®
flat® = ((x=vay=firz=f,)aw=1f,)=z=w (2.6)

THE RS R AR, B
FCE=((x=yav=v)= f=f,)a((x=vav=v)= f = f,)
A(x=fyav=v)= f=f)A((y=vav=v)=f, = ) (2.7)
A(y=fyav= v:>f_f4)(v_f/\v v)=f=1,).

wJa, HRARXNFCE = flat®™, T RIAEE 1A RE.

FHREAMI TR T, T 22 R BTSRRI AL U X R ECE IR A S 8
XIS, 3 B AR 5 1 bR 2 A

FL b EE A UM R L R P R 2 HOR 2RI, AXIA REURRT F(x,v) 5 F(v,v),
FF(y,v) 5 F(F(v,v),v)XPx e f AR B, £Q7)Rd, RAHE AME LA R %
B, KB, RS A LR, O R B AR HCE LT 5 s R e 2 Oy — A
R, ﬁﬁ%ﬁ@iﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁ‘]ﬁ?ﬁl‘ﬁ‘zﬁﬁﬁ?ﬂﬂ&ﬁ%@?ﬁ%lﬁﬁﬁl‘ﬂW%ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁ’]tlﬁ&ﬁﬁ’]é’]ﬂi%,
XN % 10 5 2 A1 225 SCRR[12] -

Bl 2.4, Ao A Rk -

x=y=>F F[GH??)J =F F[GJ(Z}T)] (2.8)

EH N T AR 2 51 RS R s g, 1H A
flat®* =x=y=f,=f,, (2.9)

FCf=x=y=0,=0,A0,=f=> f =1,
ANg=0,=>fi=fAag==>1=1,

(2.10)
Af=g, = f=faf=f,=f, =1,
NG, =f,= 1, = 1,.
wJE, 19:
@ = FCF = flatF. (2.11)

MOEAF 0] RIS MR 404 Ackermann VA2 SVEHE S T 2 H R AR R 4L
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i 2 il Ackermann HZ1 75 70H 2 AP R ERE R, 53] 7 — A5 A. TR, R —
AN T AR M A X 25 I A 2R 24 3 i U A S T
3. ETIERHFXERIAL

B Beh S A SR B BRI 5 HANNF), 100 9% AT (o ) % o HIRT4E.

EX 3.1 HE—AFRARK @, AFTEX B of KAEMRIEERIE, BT (V,E), Hi Vi
AR o A, E SRR o I RIT AT (0F), G (0 ) #m.

R A5 R 2 A B — MR, BUOE 28 T 20 ik [13] [14]. A e T -7

HRIAZ) B 2 30 T Bryant A1 Velev $2 H G — > #0E iE F2[15]
E—AMERAR 0, MIEZARFERA AN e ) F1 B,y »

oF RATHLH < e ) A Byap 72 LI (3.1)
e(p%) 1 By, 5 LT
1) e((pE)xEé(pE e, of it x = x; KA RIE R B —DH AR R g KRB, %441,
0° =% =% A(((% =) A (% 2 %))V (% % %,)). (3.2)
b, 15
e(goE ) =e,A ((ez3 A—€5)V €, ) (3.3)

LTI, WIS of AT, T4 e(pf ) AT I, SR, JLEHI RO, e Lk
SRR, EARA B2, A A (3.3) 2 AT 1, A PR e G e A o Tk T 2
AR, N T RS, R BRI, BB, .

2) By /NS IR, R A L AN A IR AR 2t e B AT
AT 0 ASBREIEE, Mg n— L AR TRUE B, By, 45 I FALSE L7 &I ik,
i B B o A T S R0 R (B RS 754 S 1

() 3.2 tE— BB, T X = %%, =X X, = X BT — A AA 3 AMHMES. FE
LA A T AR L) TP 5 A i

Birans = ((61,2 NE3 = el,s)/\ (e1,2 NE 3= ez,s)/\ (ez,s N3 =8, )) (3.4)

SRT, LA BRI AN n ANLHIFEASERR, BEALE N4 € TG A BB n] Be S AR B O W [

FE X 3.3, [AlEE AN ASAH AR A& R, BERR N IS 5% . FESR B MBI, — AN TX 0 [ 2
PRI TC5% Bl

SER 3.4, ARG gl 5 i R A TS R 2 1 LI 78 70 25 IF e, FE T BTG % IRl i b1 N A 3t
A

Bl 3.5. FREE 1 HHHIIRIEE (X, X, X, X, ) » B ELETL (%5, %) » B, EARTTZ N HE . RIIR
TRUE 253X MR BE B T (%5, %, ) FIIT A Lo AR (%5, %, ) B9 TRUE, T84 X T3] S TE 5 AT B% (Xg, X, , X )
(IR S5 A P IR o AR (xg, % ) BEIRME A FALSE, T84 06 & B TE5Z A1 8% (X5, %, , X ) (I 55 44388 P P
Ko B, (ETCTZIEIEE A2 208 BH IR A 60 5 — AN 9Z I 1Bl o e A% 3 14 1 4

] 7 BRI 5 B B PR R A TV B R TSR T LR R H . Ik, #43E B, M H B R AN IX
FEIC) [m] 70 AR B 0 N AR AT DU AN A SR RO R B . A
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SEX 3.6 fE g EREREF, REAKENT 4 B OoZEEK), FRZNEE.
AN AT AAE 22 00N [R) A CATO A O A, e T 9% P e — P s Bl B e = T, XK e 2 3.4
JS2FH TR FE ) T 2 S BHE R R HUR N 1 A SO =007 Oy - R A =M IE = 25H) .

BoE31: SAARANAREAR

TIN5 /A W
i e 5EAAN " LR E A

FURI AR A B e, KB o ST x, = x, IR TREMA/R AR e 0").
Ha AR R G, (0 )

1 GE, (0" ) MO 2.

B,... =TRUE .

KHE Gy, (0 ) AN ZAMF (e, 0.0) -

i,j> k> ik
B,..=B,.. /\(e,.’j ne = e,.’k>/\(e,.vj e, = ej’k)/\(e,.’k ne, = el.!j). (3.5)

J
6. IR A e((/)E)/\B

trans *

X5 Xg X7 Xg X5 Xg X7 Xg
I J \J I I \J \J I
X, Xy X3 X4 X, Xy X3 X4
Figure 1. A nonchordal nonpolar equality graph corresponding to ¢® (left), and a possible chordor version of it

(right)
E 1 EERWNE o — M ERMETZEFRE, GEREN— 1 AIRERZE

A e

g ANERATR oF . S 3.1 HUE M I TR of FOSERRMESERIE, 5 R AN,
TUIE 58 =5 T BTN B, LM — L, AR P FT RN 0032 P HILE By (EFE (F)
BT AR R AR

Bl 3.7, P 1 Hi2e TR BT SIS, HdoR. B, Sas A=
I, B, By B8 T 12 ML B ZHTE (%, %% ) EIAHE R

(91,2 N€s = e1,5)/\(61,5 NEs = e1,2)/\(el,2 NE s = ez,s)- (3.6)

BIGAALR , TRIEIRH — IR o, T, HABLLE B,y TLTTALE (" ) L.
4. g

ASCERXS EUF 2 Rl il R SR AR IR R, 45 tH 1 — bl SEEL RS PR AL ) e 1 R . DPyjg PEFR AL T
EEAAR S, DARAIZ A SRR IR . EIXANEEAE b, S S MR D BOE RO DG SE L, R T
Linux RGNtk T EUFR 2 ZURISRAEEE o AR A SO B W AN 5002 o 23 Sl Vs I £ R 0 — 3ok
A IS A B 20 R G U B 0 SR AR RSCR T R — € I PEAS,  an] (LA AR ST o (03 1k 4 5 07 VR A
FORMBCRE m, A Rk — B 5 .
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