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Extension rule. a survey

WANG Jinyan', GU Wenxiang””, QIN Shaohua', YIN Minghao’

(1. School of Computer Science and Information Technology, Guangxi Normal University, Guilin 541004, China; 2. Department of
Basic Subjects Teaching, Changchun Architecture & Civil Engineering College, Changchun 130607, China; 3. School of Computer Sci-
ence and Information Technology, Northeast Normal University, Changchun 130117, China)

Abstract ; The method based on the resolution principle has always been one of the important methods for automated
reasoning. The theorem proving method using the extension rule is complementary to the method based on the reso-
lution principle. In recent years, the method has received wide attention and has achieved great progress. This pa-
per surveys the development of the theorem proving using the extension rule for ten years from three aspects: the re-
lated concepts of the extension rule, the development of the propositional logic, and the applications for first-order
logic, description logic, modal logic, possibility logic and multivalue logic, in which the merits and demerits of
these algorithms for solving SAT, analogous SAT and #SAT using the extension rule are mainly analyzed. Finally,
the related research hotspots and developing trends are pointed out.
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et 25 A E g e T RIAR AN T R . AT
VAGE T BT R R i) 77 v i B A AR
PHE B A 25 1) 3 [ 2R AT o o 4 P A A ORI
NI EE B R A E TR R TR
BRI A AR ORIV Rt ke 2 I b R FH AR
R PR AR AR R T R, R AR T A
)52 e, X T AN R T 19 SAT [R)RUHAT iy
MRS B EPRE 2 AN TR e K . DP it 12
(3 2 Davis ZURFR MIALE 735 RN 355

BETY KL i 7€ BEUE R J7 5T 2003 4E 1 Lin
LR | % AR [ PR E 44 3G (Joumal of Automa-
ted Reasoning) I, iZ ik — 2 B2 2 17 E Wk
ST O, M T KSR . A SO
JEFLI 7 v R DASK 10 4R R G DL A T g
B AE LR 2 7 ) SRS R 1 2 A — N B A TE Y
T,

1 XA

FEE FRUERA (9 JLZSR Mg 7 i b, 37 TR R 53
DAILARR A R s ISR A 35 RS T RIS 112 56
T, X B SR A A, B e SOh A
HWATZY . H 3 R A B 2L ( conjunctive normal
form, CNF) , W EEF A4, A BFRh A, H C
FORAFA), 0] DAERE R SCF IS F/ NG B
SCFREFRIR A R AR R (RS &) WARAE IR,
| 318 3 FAIIANEL, Var () FoR e 3
AEHE, | C1 R F ] A8 7, Mod (3) R 3
FIT A L R A

EX 1(SAT A1) 258 — M ami A3 3, SAT
[F] R0 e 4 W e A5 A A — A BB R B i AR A X
KE, AARAE, AR 3 S T i 2 Y, 75 00k AS AT il
ol

EX 2 (HiE) HEEARK T, AR
HCU,,S, HX T#®H 1 S e T, A
HNS#D, WLk H A TH—AHESE, W H
SET R IR PR NE SRR H il INRESE

TE N (AT SAT [ajf) " X FAEEE M L
Bk (k>1) N FHa%E S LS, 3,2 3=3 N
S, N N3, EFTVYI<i<kAIS -3I<I,
WFR 3,3, , -, 3, A, e T B 4 & 7R A

AR IO (2,1)
no o [l Vo 3 =3
N
x M APIE R R,
X 4 (#SAT ) 8% — A ar st s,
HSATIRBUREZ 18 3 0l i SR (B0
EX S (MBUE R ) Y Sy AR
3,3 PR SO TIEGEHE w (1) B o 1Y
Ry

W(w)=[Tw()

IR RL T 0] R TH S0 A2 3 % Bl A A5 B A A
Z A,

#SAT [0) AT DL A S FASORSE 3 14 ) 30 174
i, Herh B SCF R AUE R 0.5,

[ e (backdoor set) F'H ZR4E ( backbone set)
J& SAT [) R B B4 | 5 [n) SR A XE A 5 2% )
xRN,

EX 6 (e fHe—1TamEAak sy,
B CVar(3) dE=5, i B A& & ML E (A HFE—
) BAEFR IR ¢ [ RA 3T ¢ ) 7E 2 3Lt [a]
Al 824 Bl 3 05 (55) FRillcsE 5 an R i 1 28 =0
3-B fefE Z W ] SR A B4 B o 3 RO R S
MR o HARARIE I B A 1Y, I B i B 5 A T o S
e

EXT(HRE)  fHe—1TaEsk sy,
B CVar(3) k%5 W RAE T A BRI B R AR HE1Y
IRAEAAH B4 B 3 BB 4R4E .

EX (P MM hE—AFh ¢ Fl—
ANERIES M,D = {CVa, CV—al aeM FHH
a Fl—a FATE C P B2 € 2 D thotR
B S ok AR AR BRI, D e i oG 3R 480N A
JEFLI 4525

EX (AT " B ¢ NERES M LW
— A EEFAF, HIM =m, R Cl=m A4 C
M LRI,

EX 10(EAETF)T HEFES 13 =
n, BAMAF C, S & BAMNT A0S BT A
AIIAER UL B €, = S/C2  Hih S FROR & HAD
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2.1 EFHRIMNE SAT KREHTE
2.1.1 ER #= IER J %

2003 4, Lin 559725 U9 45 5B A 52 17 2 1Y —
ST IR R ) — R KLU el P R U 2 47
FRUERA 1 5875 ER (theorem proving based on exten-
sion rule) , HIEA AR E 19 T4 5 S ¥ R
FH AR RIIUEH LY 7R 4 37 SR e AR AR R I A 1> %K
| ORHE S WA, IR S =2" (m H S
S IR ) 3 R AN T A A0 X AT,
T PIEATEEN 3 YRR, R R (Y]
TRLVHE 3B R R, DA AT R A
BT (3] BRAR TR ik s 2 A
—AFHL T ER Bk I I E] 52 e v R AR Ay, &L
RIBAR HRTEAT 2 2 A 50 #0 & A TAN 1S
DU ER SR ARCR B, T T A 25 19 J5 vk
RORBAR, ATLUHEAMAF €, RIVKREE TP
WA 75 A T IR 45 1 J7 v . IRIFT A 1 SAT 7]
RIARAE — i b o Ze s EAMA T~ 1 BRI,
HAr v HANA 2 0 By [a) 8 763 A2 v FH 2 T
P AL () 7 R, T AE DG A i i T A 45
T B RCR

ER FULSEB TR 40 5E 1) 5 1Y BT A B R 30T
RS [ P TR B/ A AN BER R
BRI, hy 1 U 48 R s ) B R SR i 1 ROR Lin
ST IR T R R B TER ( improved exten-
sion rule) . 1% J7 V5SS AE MR RIS 0] 1) — A F =5
] PR R AE 2 ] TP A A BRI R R AR ORI,
IR 2B 25 [ AT S BE A e B A8 RT3 i )
AR AT R0 5 75 ) AN BRI R ) A A A R
w2 ER Hk . IER Bk &zt — 1 mEauE
ANGEE I Ay BB R IR A3 [P E, %TJk
fiftRe 1) ) R T 245 1Y ER Bk
2.1.2 WAL AN 69 ER #= IER 0%

T AT e ) AN 235 M R R T R Y
FI5E AT LR Z M B 0 2l SO 1Y ) B Y
T, Wu SR A AR A
ORI | B S B s S = R DU 5 B0, X ER
FIER SES#-AT 1 o S8 10 1A AL T R iy 4
B RER (reduced extension rule) F1 RIER ( re-
duced improved extension rule with heuristic ) , JH:J&
AR REAELR X 45 72 1A AR FEA T AT 008 HEmT 3 2 1k
AT PRBEANSE 55 0 F 2, G SR A8 A - /n) 4 19 7T
AR UL A1) g 25 55 5 R ER B TER 33340
il J5 i) 7 AT HE . TERE 00T, RER
I RTER S3L AR $1 o 203, 7R AL g AL AS AL AR

AT OLT BRI
2.1.3 AT RRX R4 IER Sk

IER B30 o AL I 4] € e BR A i K0
KAs A, R TR e AR 1% 25 | b ) e R 45 e 1
BRI R, USRS SRR I AROR, ) C ik
B OCHES, Lin SF7E3CHR[ 7] hg s % T B4R
()L, 38 3ok 1) R 8 e RO R 8% 1) € W% A AT
R4 IER SEERIRCR, IR ¢ ey —14>
THH AL

e U MR BAR 4 5 T A A AL B A5
ST 2 M TR E R S ] Ay E A UR
i IMOM ( improved maximum occurrences on clauses
of maximum size ) Il IBOHM ( improved BOHM ),
IMOM SIS 1R i 1 1) v H B 2% g Y S 7 Y
TEMAT4] C,IBOHM AL HEREFE1A K fh] 4
(H,(L), Hy(L;), -, H,(L))M3CF LIMAZ]T
B¢ R H (L) AR TR Dy AL SO
L B TR 5, 300 e B T TER B3k $2 T
IMOMH_IER #1 IBOHMH_IER &%, IMOM #lI IBO-
HM S F 4] £ 1A DG A5 Bk £ 7 4) €, " LA
1o B 53 A ) LAY A RIS R 7= 18], X T Al il 2
B [l R AT DA B3R ] SAT, AN R il 2 1% ] R ] AR
LR ] ER Sk 98/ H e I 1] 4 TR R
R OHOF 14 3 35 DR ( directional resolution ) Lol Fn
IER J53% AT LU 510~ 200 185,
214 Lazrykess

T A 4 J5 3 N6 T I S5 00 7 i 2 2
HAMYITEE, R T IR R A A W HERR ROR IR
T SAT [A] SR ff FORCR, Wu 55010 08 2 Rt B ik
ghA R BRKEAT 17 945 DR fiy R B 5 2% ER 45
& R T SE RERSY I DR-ER, A T
AR T AMNA T C, SRBEE T DR i) ER, Q2R
C, = 0.5, ER #F174EH; & W5 H DR #E17H#E
H, DR-ER 77k (95K fif HOR AL T H 4 DR 2%
ER J7i%,
2.1.5 #IFEFREN Y AN T ik

A e I B, ER B0 0] LA XS b b 753 45 0
ERGIE UIE/N L O R e O 2 I =8 1 & T
[F) e SR T 0L, L2 L ) B2 e P ATD SR S A ey, 7™

SR Y SRR SR A AR R HEAE S B ) b £

RS R T R AR DR AR 2 1) oK A it R R
PRI AR D N R T RS ST
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GIE /NP R RGIE S Y SR RGN S R Y PN
W FRIBEEICFERS) o FE TR, #0553
R T R MU B R BIE B 7 R NER,
TN SAT [ BH AL g — RN SCF R B YA &
[, NER 553 42 B — 2 U ) T i R 32 75 ]
POYRIRRHE W TR 5 3 7 A A e R AR R I
AREREY IR, M4 3 I I 2 0 W, 27 e A
PR IGUER AT AR Ji ok, ) 32 AN ATl 2 iy, e
RGN Je UR I 18] 52 % B2 43 5l R O (mo+nx k) FlI
0(2"x(m+nxk>) ) ,m . n k53 5 F 7R +/n) G v A8
AN AT B ) IR R SRR Sh
FW IO R T R AL ) A S A K 5], NER
P AT ROR B TER 1 DR AR A 1R R i 4
e, A L) AT DUgE e 2 MRS

NER B35 A B R 3004 Bl — o U7 e — —
F5E Hog m Rt T A 5 e th ok, B B R
ANBERIA I B BT AT R R ITUER ] phy 1) ) Ji
KB, A REFE AR AT R, F R
AN RIGUA] ph e — A4 R I 4R R AR A3 R
THUAT LAAS A W G 15 1Ty 5~ A) A HE ok, AT
YD T W A RIS B, sk B AR E X
TR O HLAR T TR R AL Y B
UERH 7 SRE (semi-extension rule) , SRE Bk JE7E
NER 535 Ry BLA b, 4% — 5 WU ) 5E i R 32 75 ]
PR 2 — ORI BT A A R A S —
ERGIE/N L7 S A RCIE S/ SN DR SR PN
THUHRAN T S iy HC 2 75 W] e A AR 9 I X R b T
it S T B RIS B, (53 52 S B o J50K NER
TER) 02" x(m+nxk>) ) BEHR 0 (2% (m+nxk®) +
n?) Hrh d FaED AR EIE, dB
/IN,SRE B3 SR R RO 805 5 2 d BIE 5 m i,
SRE S R A8 NER Bk S50

E—20 AT T TR AL A AT
FHIE B J7 3% PPSER ( parallel theorem proving algo-
rithm based on semi-extension rule) ' % )7 & %G
285 Y AR I -5 ] v ) /) 4R ATl A2 1 Y Bk
PSER , SR 5 H4 ¥R L ORI 25 [ 43 i S T4 .
AHHSE Y25 18] 6Bl ORI F- 23 8], 47 b
PSER J7 kAT I 5E , WA — B R I 5~ 25 [f] v
IR Bl ZE R SAT, BIZ ¥ 25 [a] Fh A7 e S A R 30
ANBERA oA, DU ) B 2w i R A 5 AR DU 2R
S A ORI -5 )3 [] () 45 SR8 4 UNSAT, REFT A
W KITHRRERL B R ok IR A T RIS AN AT 2 1Y
T IFATAL B AT SR AR 3 SRE Ay
TR,

2) W RV 5 7 4

N T TR AR JEU R A I B 2 Yin S50
AR AR RIS HEH M T — b TR ORI =5 1 A7 3L
SAT R f# J5 1= MC ( maxterm covering for satisfiabili-
ty) . ¥4 C KT Ta4E 3 3 5 IAHMCR IR ¢
s, BAR Y HESE KRR, RxH
relativeMaxterm( C,3) = MC(C)\MC(23) , & 4]
£ 3=1C,, C,, Cy, C,f,CRKT X HYAXS R ITUN
Bl 1,

\\\\\\\\

W“% | q\
MOV
MC(,Z) . MC(0) . relaftveMptem

1 CXT 3 mHEMEKRI

Fig. 1 The relative maxterm of C with respect to 3
B B ORI S e,
WAz 4] e BRAIM AT G FT %, R
PRAIN J7 L AT 2R MC(3) = MC (&) 4]
S BT RE; AR relativeMaxterm(e,3) #
O, W 320, B2 45T —AS L 2 1]
RG]

P =R
ZE— R

N

N
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B2 —ATHEEEEG

Fig. 2 A satisfiable example
MC J5IER 28 54 8 TR 2 B R XA R 33T
I EOR I E R SR A AT R L A R AR X R
AR 0, W) /5 £ 2 AN TG AL 5 A5 U, ) R R
AR, SRR T EEAR SRR H A AR R T




514

T, 5 Y RN kT T Lid -5

HOR W) 4R 1 AT R PEAN ) 3200 B BT
HANBE ) SR R O AR R RIS 4, AR e
AR A X A R i ke S U /) 4 £14 T il A2 1P sk
TP T AR B Z A, E—20 e R A MC
LR SRR EEE T 8 AL BOR AR i T
VL BRARBOR

3) WEERTTI%

Xu S5 H TR Y R H A R LA
FRARRAIE | LAIHG R [ 3l 725 e it B oy o (1) 3050 6 At
(BY-3 0 PN RS IS RCIE S LR S SRR N
ZAR R I BE Hh XA 7 A) 47 e th o, Ty n] 1,
WERARRINS 3 A7 T A) 80 AN IR AT KI5
AABEH 3P Rk, IREFES 3P EETH
FOEAM B R IT C,,, I 2 H1 €, T LAAS 38 A R 30
Cy , Ho €y 1 € PR SCF AN SO A, AR
W BEECTFES, Y BIEXFELE, B4 C,)
5 3 EE TR H Cp 2 3 RREEE
BT, Xu SFUER T 1A T R Y, 2 HAY
) SR A AE A AL B R SO Y Rl 4R 3K R SR
SAT [ U A I 7 2 T A AEAN 35 ELAN SO AR Rl 4
[, I A2t 1 2 A %0 75 % CBHST ( comple-
mentary binary hitting set tree ) fl RNHST ( revised new
hitting set tree) R FEITR M, X 2 FiE LS DR #H
He FERCR T TR 1~2 AR S 5, RNHST
5155 CBHST 577540 He, RNHST B3 & K ) 1y
TH L, i CBHST HUIE &4 T A YL
2.1.6 AT RN 6 sif hiF 7 ik

1) 2T KCER MRS ETT %

Lin I Sun"** $8 {4 e B J5 25 0T LABE LY
AR PR A 12 X T EPCCL(each pair con-
tains complementary literal ) B¢ ({53 2 > FAJAR &
HANGF A1) IEB T EPCCL BRIS 76 “ n il
AR A A TR 2R o IR IR TR R
TR —E R B — D5 Z 5 i EPCCL g,
Iy EPCCL Bag ] DI FiR g i 1) H RIS =, dE
P < A A 53k e JEL LB R 2 T ) B g R
EPCCL #ig 98 15 KCER (knowledge compilation u-
sing the extension rule) , %7 155 A HAWHIN 4
FEITERIA R Z AL AE T« A8 S 3B BOFIfE PR BEiZ
TIEAREFE T R ML B, i At 9 S TR 2 155 1k
FR T I 25 S B 5 2 B RO N i 1207
AT 3 1Y 7R AR RUBARR N e Sl o, Y 15 i 2 )
FAIEA G R —A EPCCL #ig , FliZ T kit 5
A4S Rl HAR B i HA 7 125 4 i, 45 R T g 2
FEGRW . I, %07 8% Murray BIREE RS

A HA AR Gy X i — ROk

2) BT ARG A RN R G 1 712

TERR G, B 2 g6 J5 A2 iy H AR MR e
AR RIS T2 AT 1) 1R B E P,
22 KCER TEIE£ET /) AR G EAT 9™ BRI, # R T
Frd ey 2, LT B 6 AT AT I8 2 0w . X
T L), 3% 23 T BRI 1Y) S AR O A

N2 5 TR HEBE YRR, I B 5 i T
2 s kR G MCN ( minimum complementary num-
ber) 1 MO ( maximum occurrences ) 73 | F T8 5 5
PRI RS B AR MCN S 2 1 e i
P 5 HAL ) AN A B D 1 R AT R,
MO SR ETERF Y R i 1) th I S e A Hof R 3
JeF ) I B 2 A AT R A
T A R B | 5 F AR A R
TAEEDY o T REALA: SO RE BRI AL TR AR XY
Uniform Random-3-SAT #5¥E FH 5 547 103, 52596 4%
ST, MCN F1 MO HEMEHR HE A B2 b 9/ 16 )
(g FASERLBE, Herfr MON B0 SR He MO B 1 5,
[ MCN R MO SR, il DL B i i) 541 4R
SN I 1

BUBERSTIL KCER )2~

3) Y EPCCL ZiifHESe

ik O HEH TR E L A ETHES =3, A
3, MUEPCCL %iiF 51k £, f(3) N (=3, V 3,) J&
5 X EPCCL BliE . JE T2 B, fdR i 17—
MBI SCT EPCCL BEIE RIS i AL X T 457
IORRCIE S =B LS B I RCTE I /S
JEXFEAT o AT S 1, G B B A2 SR E T A5
ISR F A 4% 1 EPCCL B, AR 4R X 4 5
|31 13 VR TR] e 2 Rl 43 7 =, il 9 ¢
-3,V X, X 2 w5, RIS TR AERY R 3 O7
L =3V 3, B9%1E 7 RN DNF (disjunctive nor-
mal form) 41K EPCCL B M kAT, ik £
FAN ] ) 2 1807 125

i T4 5 (1) EPCCL G () BURE B B2 5 i 2]
FELRAT R, X KA D T — SRR,
BETZAER T T 408 EPCCL g R Y 5
2 R B 2 W 2 R RG4S 55T
DPLL ] KCDP ( knowledge compilation based on
DPLL) B, SE L T C2E Hias, LA AR,
IR PFERCR IR S PR 5 ) R RS ER OL T
T KCER W4, 76 HETAYEE T DPLL f SAT 5K
it AFTEVE 2 R HOR X SEROR AR BE ] Tkt
KCDP B4 iRRCR 42T C2F Sifas iITERE
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2.2 ETYRAMMIMEIE SAT KEFH %

FESERR N FH Y 38 H T A A 25— AT
(1) 2291 ) SE B AT e P BDAHGIT SAT )8, Wnye
RS W R G FIIE T SAT BYRLRI 5 b, #0072 )
Wi AHT SAT [R] 4 ] i 2 1

MRS e g ER BE A SSIAEE LR
R X TFAE S(13 =n) , TEHHE AT RIS
RN, TE R OISO, 7B AR R E
RIRME AT R RS | BT A& BEANCF
)2 G, X 28 R ER s HAME R i A~ 4
AIEOL, ARG v B S B AT il
FPLEL, FETFLL AR MAT3 T —Fh 3y sk
1) S B SR I, A S B ae A v R T [l A I 4
KM AR TR 2 550K, RIS )21
Bk ER-i A Z B RAE 45 R bk T EE A,

T, AT & B ER SR AR S BOgi AT LA
TRMEAHIL SAT [, X FAR RS M _LRTF a4
Suic,, | Hhs={c,, c,, -, C | HEEH
&C  BITAER A TR T RIS N 2 2K,
3 A FA AR 3 -1 SR C, L H
B AR AR JEH R RS 2N

| P, NP NP, |=

Isky<hy<-<kjsn+1

> | P, NP, N NP |+

1<k <ky<--<k;<n

P, NP, N-—NP, NP
1 2 -1

Ik <ky<-<k;_y<n

n+l

(1)
L) HIE =BT T 3R i-1
NPT S, A S EANE ¢, 5 3 TR
FAIEAN W X U {C,,, 1 BAN B 05 0, FH
ER-i FILTFESS i—1 2B RS A0 A M T35 S — 3
SPHE, TR AR (S, I, K Y=1{C,,
C,,-,C}, =1{C, ,C -, C" | AT h—IRPE
HEH IS U C, | .3u {Cr, | T & rtokIm,
MTTHAE B AT mT s 2 e, P e 4 s oK i A
SAT [A]/8 ) nER 53k . fEZ2BUEHLT 5% nER oK
i AL SAT 7] R I TR){SOAE 5 TR ] ER SR fig
Horp—A~ SAT MBI ET ], nER 55075 19 850R I8 28 5
THAIE SAT ] 224~ SAT [n] UK A O RCR
2.3 ETHRERMANMHSAT KigHi%
2.3.1 A A BJFRILAHSAT 7 ik
EFRY R AT IR, & IR 5 1)
KINZ B AFAEE ——X KRR, —DREH T
AR, S BACE R AR e A ORI e w
ERGIE X/ i N o £ R LS DO VA

TR — R Rl AR A AR R
AR KRIA LR S, IR A% TR AEA 27 =S Y,
BT R AL ) B#SAT [ E0R i o, 52
T LT AL AR 3405 % CER (count-
ing models using extension rule ), #F 1 iE B T
EPCCL B & J2 76 “ B R T F Bon] #2272, R i
EPCCL F& A] DU A A LB R 2 156 14 H b i
F AT KCER AR T 2T MR 4 1 A A Y 1
B 1 KCCER ( knowledge compilation for counting
models using extension rule) 2

BB G —LWEFE T AT AU A
B RITHER L g PR 3= {C, L Gy,
C,l.M=t{a,, ay, -, a, | AHARES W 31
A AT RERY A AR Z F R

WMC(3,) = ﬂ (w(a;) +w(—a;))
ST AL A I AU B T K58 7k CWER

( counting weighted models using extension rule) [ /&
RSB A 15 TR 4R 3 9 iR iR B A AL
MW(=2) , XFAER 3 5y AL AL
WMC(3,) - W(=2) o HApHE w(-2) 728
B EH, YA X TR 2 AT ELANSC
TS AT 2 A1 A R R AR, ke 2
i ZT R AR R A A HT o T, JET UL, EH R
HH T R U 9 B N AR AR 3 05 15 KCCWER
(knowledge compilation for counting weighted models
using extension rule)

HF L3k 4 FhBEIE CER .CWER KCCER KCC-
WER, # #3117 JLU-WMCER R%¢, 5541 (i
FO) BRI THEIOR AR 7 1 5 B4R WP L RAE 2 45 € 1
B AL (T A R Y BORT) AN [] 3207V 24k
RS AN 2 7 R AR RO RE Y (P (A 3 0 IR
KAL) o 5 ER J7 k2R, Y B AMA T8 @,
FTI R Y O SR RO % — AL T
BETIREE 718 AN THAR, 5T AL
BT B 2R TRT IHA Ok, N ] AR A= H
AL RO A R R DR A vk ATk
232 BIFHSFRIZAHSAT T ik

1) 5T AN S

HI T2 I 2 AR i id 72, FR IR T CER 55
AR, WK ED R Mod(—=C) | =2 Fsk
fifp IR R A AR RIS B A e SR 5K A5
F T Mod(3) 1 =l Mod(2") | =1 Mod(3" A =C) I,
Hih ¢ e 3,3 =3\{C},3 N\ —C AT LA IS0
MW AT . fEREHER B4R T —FoBr A S T
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JEFLA#SAT SRR EEHER  IZ B LG K T R
TN T3 2 DG A5, B PR SR A B PR 25 v ) T AL
BT HZE R #DPLLPT g )y 2 S 1) 4
SR ARACR AR BAMA TR R G BT BRSO
HAEARRE R HAEA, I R 4DPLLACR AL, 45
GHER FI#DPLL 535 09 4 o5, 7k S 82 it T #CDE
B AR | Mod(2, A 3) 1= 1 Mod(Z) | -
| Mod(3X, N =3,) | ,F|H PRE%L SelectClause (3) M
3 kRS AFEHDPLL B TRIES 3, X
Rt G K ENTET 3 M FafERN 3. 4
PRBIGR 0] 25 SR I | S5 VR #CDE 54 T#ER; 243R 0] 3
RGBT} A #CDE 0 T#DPLL, #CDE BIkZEA
T#ER FI#DPLL B 5, 4 B AMA T8 /N, #CDE
T S LHDPLL (00 A5, Y B AN A R, &
PLHH#ER AU

2) MR T

EEXT#SAT [n] IR A 50 I RCR S Bl 1) 4
FIRY RIS P 48 A T L T AR AR A TR AT, 1A 255 4 oy
— T A1 N FH 4 Je FL U SR g # SAT [n) @) MCEHST
(model counting with extension rule and hitting set
tree) BTk, FESCHR[ 24 ], AT & RAS BEBE +/m) 4
PR BRI AT LA AS) 3 1% A A — Al A
R T LIARYE /) S0 B AR RN & BN SCF I Rl ok
FIRE TR AT R, ATIASEE R P EY”
Ji& AR K TIUAR X R T 1% ) 4 B — AL i HL
AR AL IE A5 R R IR I 4t A IR X
Vi, MCEHST 533 1 e 15 21 /4] 4 19 B A7 /I Al
£ BRJE R ML I -5 1 ok SE Rl B 9 88 s A b
RIFAE, RIEARIE, A8 S — o, A 7))
B, 7 R R AR B R > . 5 AR
HoA#SAT 3k HoA, Y A8k B 7R
SRR OE A & = EP R S A b € S NI T -
P PATRCR AR, SEBR I T, AT LR 48 1% B >k
HRAE TR P MCEHST 8k

34 RAN AT e R

R, 97 LI 75 125 © gl dte ) 3] —Pri2 4 fhiik
Wi BESPR AREYE R A 2R, T
WHEY AL 7 A X S R P A R
3.1 —KiZiE

FIH Hooker 4 Hi B ¥ 5352 451 A 4 B2 07 325 PPI
(primal partial instantiation ) [37] , Lin %(71 Y R
D)5 v A i R R T B — B 2 B, PPT ST Y
A RELREUR A — B 3% B 14 1 BRE B[R] R AL — 2R 81
SAT [}/, 1 5 NEL 55 1Y SAT [ R A F, 4R J5 8 1

DR T 1) R T N5 0 RAT A — 2B v i [
AR A2, U S PR RSEAN A i85 f2 5 AP SR AE R — 2k [m] ]
T 2 I ELRR R AT W P2 IR Dt [ A8 w3 A2 11
1T PPI S VET 2K w2 i dih, RIBERL, i) ER
A HREHE AT W 1, AN RE 4G AR TR AAT]
S TR T 1 B ZE P& DA B 2 AR
BH ZEFN 1 TS A BH 28 2 [8) 19 5 3%, JF % PPI 53 ik
B, S T 3T e KLU A — B BRI 5 ik
RPPI( revised primal partial instantiation) ,

Wu ZEUS 8 Lin 25 0 J5 7t v b BEL 22 114 2
SORHT A 0 1 25 A5 BRI 3 ™, 52 RPPI B33k
SEATERHY ABATTR A B AT T ERE S IF H
$RH T — R — B i ML 5 RFOER ( revised
first-order extension rule) , 1% 55 RPPI Bk 3%
AU 3 AR 1) RPPL B A58 4 T RFOER
k58 45 2) RPPT I T A2 B4R 19 ER B3k, Tl
REOER 7 FH 2 5 Sy e 250 14 Ak g LU 13 45X
HeWs ) ER 593%53) RFOER Hr i T M-ml i J2 A 195
T ALAT R AT LA BE 2 06 0 S5 A TR A
SRR
3.2 #idiEiE

TR — P T X R AR R S IE A T
H R — Wil i 45 0 e AR A RO
FEHAL R R 2 A — D EEA SN A, Zou
SFIODR YT R L AT B AR B 4 ALC AR
BT S A CER (concept extension rule)
F1 EPCCCL ( each pair of clausal concept contains
links ) Bfigs, RIMERE 2 A7) 8l A 35 e (ME &
HEREEOC R B ) 1 MR & G B (conjunction
normal concept, CNC) ,$&H T & FHE& A0 /Y
R I AR 205 1 Re7E 2 0 30 6] 9 56 B
A7 EPCCCL BIe iy ] 1 J 1 4 3R 26 2 4
1t EPCCCL B T LAAE o 4t i 22 48 v JR13R 25 1 119
HbriE & o #E— DTl 7R TS R Y
TR 2 B 0 R g 5 7 1k 1% 07 1 S5 FIH CER-
DLKC 536 CNC 22 305 1 i EPCCCL B, 2R )
FIFHEE T LS9 AL f) 4 3107 vk v] LUAE Z2 300
[F] P[] 25 B A 1)

3.3 EAIBE

RS 5 A R TAR IR TR 7 R 4Rt T
— AR AR L AR RS ik
RECATGF R VAR 2 il — o B e ) 20 S 4f 2
T A Z BRI T2 5 o5 — o A e e 7
PR B R O 22 M B R IR R ] 46 0%
TR AT HE R P O R TV | R 4T
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Wu 552 R ISR 5 v et e ) J 12
BB T R TSRS K PRI
P FEHLIN J5 5 DMKER ( destructive extension rule in
modal logic K) , 775 ¥4 F1) FH AL 1) LI #E 47 167 AL 11
™ RIS 5 AN ] 3 e P2 B 7 — R, S ik
7. DMKER 5k BEIE PR s AR S R 48 K Py
FIFA S BRANDUZEAR UERY benchmark [A) 81, 2% J7 4%
R T RRINTT LR, B E 2 I HAMA K
B B IZ SR A A O B R . AN, W 5
I3 BPRE S B TS 1% | eR B A T 1 5 T TN O
BRSSO RY AN J7 % MRER ( modal
relational extension rule) % ZEA 2% 1% B H ) pREL D
JEHLI 759 MFER ( modal functional extension rule)
FEHEELLZS B R ) SCRR B e LI 5 % GM-
FER ( general modal functional extension rule) .
3.4 TAIREMEIBEE

A BB B R T T g R S A A
R 48 RN 58 2 — B IF 00T #EA TR ROR
FHERL) 25, e n] REtE 2 b e 2 MR AR
(41 BRI 2 55T Dubois 1 Prade 42 Hi i) AT G4
SEIFEE | EFY AL ik 5 AR T RE 2
AR s SCTT AT BE A 1 R0 A RT BB kR R
M) I AR T 5T AT REPED R 0 43 3k, B
AT REPE D™ e KLU T+ 35 0] BB R AU 3 A9 A —
AR, PO E R R AR IR I RE T T
FIRYAUE o XF AT BEPE R PUE 3 b B8] /NEI R
HEATHERR SR 5 R 7 16 3 AN TR] o #0483, , FILHT
3 ER SR AW 3, 00 AT 0 2 AR 3 N AT
KNS, SR o, 7 4EEE % 18R — 1R
& S E T iy AN 2 ER 2640, X5 T
AR v B T AT R R ) O 1 R A
R TR T I PR AT 1] 80T R 1 U 485 7 12 110
RO, A, T REMED AL J5 125 T LAFE A AT
fuf AT REPEIAEE D7 I ATk

20 B YR T 4 MR BN 25 AT AR R 2R
FA] I TR 8 AL &, A SCT AT R 2 5 AT 4
TR —Z PR R T T e, FE T REVED
LU Ay LAl 1, B35 21 T EPPCCCL (each pair of
possibilistic clauses contains complementary literals ) Fil
W, BE R 2 AT RE I ) 19 8 ML S 8 & A kb
XA REME F )4 SRR T IZ R R AR R AR IE X
25 AT RN — B R T AT 4 i 2E i iy
ATLME AT RePE AR i B bR & R Haa it T
— M BRI IR GV . 107 e A I T e

ARG IR SPL-KCER BT 245 5 9 mT BETE IR
JEG PR EPPCCCL B g, SR I A 1 b 3 19 mT 8 14
PRI Jy 32 0T LAAE 235 st [A] N S AR, 5T
REPEIAZS A0 L, 1207 TR A AT S 0 HA ks
BIDEE, 24 R G 1% 10 1T BB PR 30T A B e 2 — >
EPPCCCL B B 7 ¥ 4 PR e M 45 SRt 2 B A &,
I AT REME IS5 5 Ik 0 45 R — B A 48 B Y
3.5 HEIBHE
ZMGBEXHR I RN B T 2 A IR, Z(H2
HAAHRNRIBGE S, TRV 20D, AU
A IR AR £ T HLG 2 (B AR H ok /R SR — 2L R
PR, B m 2 a2 i A 228 2 T BE S
ISR Gl OB e o e L |
ZAHZ T BRI T — B0 EE TR L ) 2 4k 2
FE S X IR RIS, AR —1 2
{2 AR R LR B — A4 5 2 M bR id 2
BARE R IRER . SO SCT Anic T LI LA
K RIS, IF BRI 25 % IR R T H 45 8
ETF AT R A e RIS BOR H) E brid 7] 4
BT M, R SRR b E ST ARiE EPCCL (s-
EPCCL) #3ts , BIXS T — i A dnid SCFE I F )4,
Horp g —X PR & A B SO, B R BN A
IRICF B R BAMNARIC ST, I HAER] s-EPCCL
IR TEARIC A) 6 2 T 45 IR AR e 28 5 n] 45 26
o R, s-EPCCL BRI W] LUIAE S 22 AR 4 ik
P EHARET , BE RS T T RN 24
MRS JT 1 207 E Se M SKCER K iRid
HIRPESR IR — 5 Z 5 1Y s-EPCCL #ig , 2R )5
FHH LR ST R ) 22 (13 5 3 0T DUAE 200
S [E] P 124 2 4]

4 B ARy 1R AL

P RFLIN Ty DAL RR A il 2 il B Bl
PR E SR 2 — , H R AFAE— A A e 1 [
HASHFFRN G — 25455,

1) An e 1 FE A R 00 3k SR Aot e 4

Bl EE & SAT [ — A~ TR L4540, 5 5K i
JER RN IEFR |, Bl 5 19 36 6 (i A5 9 F 174 ] A
TEZ W ] SR A% . B TR 37 e 00 7 3k
EPCCL Hig & v] LU 7E 22 11 2 B (8] P9 540 5 ml i A2 14
B, Gy SR Sk e 2 (A5 3R) T 17Y [R) AT & EPCCL 3!
W, T I Al

2) Gk $E TER L F4) ¢ iz 58484
AHXTRY

HARE R SAT AR ) — A EZE5H, T2
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WA A ARAE 58] € IR A% T Rl L IR, € BRAE
25 18] P S A N RED i Hh O I

3) TRRY AL Ty ik A A2 4 iRy 2

FUR, AFFE# 32 4R vh T i L2 3 rp 7 e L
JTRIIBESE , AR AR P A5 B D fEm] R
Wi ZHEEST, RS AN ER Bk AT
7 M ER kM A R B R A T A B
SRR AR, P, 78 ERZ b e
W77 12 R A AR K B3R T 25 6], 5341, i m] LA
R AT AA ) B 12 4 MR A 4
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5 #EEiE

PRI Tk 2 5 IR 575 LXK —Fh [ Sl
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