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Method of Minimality-Checking of Candidate Solution for Minimal Hitting Set Algorithm
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Abstract: Minimal hitting set (MHS) problem is an important problem with widely applications in artificial intelligence. During
computing all minimal hitting set, how to check the minimality of hitting sets is a key issue. Most of exhaustive MHS algorithms ensure
the minimality of results by using subset checking method where its effectiveness is mainly relevant to the scale of minimal hitting sets,
i.e., the larger the scale of the MHSs is, the lower the effectiveness of this method has. Consequently, when coming to solve the massive
cases, the effectiveness of these algorithms is not high. To overcome this problem, this paper proposes independent coverage checking
(ICC) and then develops it into an incremental method named 1ICC. The effectiveness of this method is irrelevant to the scale of minimal
hitting sets. Moreover, when computing all MHS by the incremental MHS algorithm with 11CC, it can incrementally test the minimality of
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candidate solutions, resulting in cutting down many unnecessary non-minimal hitting sets. 11ICC is used to optimize the Boolean algorithm
which is an incremental MHS algorithm using subset checking. The results show that 11ICC method significantly outperforms the subset
checking methods in terms of running time.

Key words: model-based diagnosis; minimal hitting set; minimality-checking of hitting set; pre-pruning; incremental method
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3)  OBS WML, & — I AR A R,
EX M BRI E{c,Cor .. Co}SCOMPS 584k 24 HAL Y SDUOBSU{AB(c,),AB(C,), .., AB(C) }E:

TR G4 W/ pp SR (MCS) P, 24 HAY 2 2% o 50 4 (R AT 7 BT AR AN S o S 4.
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SieF
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H 3% 1. Subset_Checking.

Function: Subset_Checking(H, allMHS)

Input: Flf4E H A /NRESE S allMHS={MHS;,MHS,,...,MHS,};

Output: #/NMif &% allMHS.

Begin

1. for (i=1; i<<n; i++)

2. {

3 if (HCMHS;)

4, allMHS.Remove(MHS));

5 else if (MHS;cH)

6 return;

7.}

8. allMHS«alIMHSU{H};

End

TEIX — I v A R BT A Al 4R 1) L8 B, DUJ 350 B 1268 0 0 A hy B A ) A /Nl A JE AR /Nl B A
M2 (B8 347); 45 R IAT AT B4R 14 7 4, WHE 5 15 B E AR 57, 45 R LB 72 (B8 547); 4 LU AR 2 45 R #8 oK R
THTAS 2G5 1) 28, DRE Al 888 B I AN AR /Nl A 7% v (58 8 AT).

2R /Nl A S AR ARV A RIS RN Al A v CR B R G A RIS ) AR A AR 1 T RIS R B R ) T
WISl B SIS AT I B oy AR il B A b DR B IR RIE R T AN — 8 AR AN ).
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Boolean 5i% IF & Al F 77 A5 A 48 (K0 35 T 7 SEAG I 110 4 42 W0 /I ek 0 s Oy v A D S S 4 9 e st )i 1
Boolean 5y K B AP 530 1 LUK AE S 2.3 R &AL

1.3 Boolean& % &7y

FA A R ACE b R WA A5 30 BT A AT /Nl 4R (X5 7 SR 00 D 2 — 380). LA DU R A JR 20 2t B i 3 DL SR 8],
TEMCA A 8 FLEVE IS AT LU AR 7R i .
&% 2. Boolean.
Function: Boolean(F’,E,allIMHS)
Input: £EG 1% F (EILEME E M /MIESERE allMHS, JEH F o ) B 5 1% F={S1,5,,....Sn} T 4E;
Output: allMHS.
Begin
if (F'==0)
{
Subset_Checking(E,allIMHS);
return;
}
if (Ge({e}eF"))
Boolean({S|SieF' re¢S;},Eu{e},allMHS);
elseif (FeVSi(Sie F'—ees)))
{
10.  Subset_Checking(Ew{e},allMHS);
11.  Boolean({Si|Sie F'reg S} u{Si—{e}|SieF' reeS;},E,alIMHS);
12. }
13. else
14. {

© o N o g~ wDh e

15. e« Select_element[ U SiJ ;

SjeF’
16.  Boolean({Si|SieF'~egS;},Eu{e},allMHS);
17.  Boolean({Sj|SieF'regS;}u{Si—{e}|SieF'reeS;},E,allMHS);

18. }

End

IR ZEERHNAEANS AT U R .
1. F'«F;

2. ¥ E J allMHS & h%5;

h AR T I, FRAT 10 i Boolean 7 VAL T — S8 N KBl ks T AR RSO T A G AR P (B8 34758 10 47),
R AR R 2 R REANAR 1.

5 ORI E S 50U N PR IE AR E O & e il 88, o FL AR AT A 00 IR IR B (G 147 A0 23 3 | 1) 45 U 3t 7
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&% 3. ICC (independent coverage checking).

Function: ICC(H,F,allIMHS)

Input: li4E H={ey,e,....en}, M B E LK F={S1,S,,....So . /M4 %K allMHS;
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Output: allMHS.
Begin

1. for (i=1; i<<n; i++)

2 configuration[iJ«-|HNS;|; /8t St H WP £ DA C 5 o5
3. for (i=1; i<m; i++)

4. {

5. for (j=1; j<<n; j++)

6. {

7 if (eieSjaconfiguration[j]l==1) /3L e ML 75 S,
8 break;

9 if j==n) /Ui e; FIWIASL AL 5 E N O

10. return;

1. 3}

12. }

13. allMHS<allMHSU{H};

End

LSRR AR F &R A B H P oe E A S E BT R, 45 Rl SRS configuration (B 147).
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(14 S 7 55 P AN 0,0 H ok Al /NREER K JE I A 2 alIMHS.
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15}, {3,163} M A 35 Kk 2.9 0% 4 A BCAEIEAR I i T 0% 2. U 3 K AMVEEBENEA AR ICH
43X 2 ANJCEMIBIOT 25 F AR S R AL {1,412 W5 0% 4 LOAWOGE 1L Mor s, Ha s 1
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H % 4. 1ICC (incremental independent-coverage-checking).

Function: IICC(E,en+1,F,CS_attribute)

Input: A NMEIESE E={e1,6s,....en HIIATCE ener, MBS K F={S1,S,,....Sn}. IR IEMEJE = CS_attribute,
H:AU4 set_coverage,independently covered_with,element_independent_coverage iX 3 /> — 4k ¥ 41;

Output: trueorfalse, CS_attribute.

Begin

1. for (i=1; i<<n; i++)

2 if (em+1€Si)

3 if (set_coverage[i]==0)

4 {

5. independently_covered_with[i]<—m+1;

6 set_coverage[i]«1;

7 element_independent_coverage[m+1]++;

8 }

9. else if (set_coverage[i]==1)

10. {

11. set_coverage[i]«2;

12. element_independent_coverage[independently_covered_with[i]]——;
13. if (element_independent_coverage[independently_covered_with[i]]==0)
14. return false;

15. }

16. return true;
End
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BT S0 B 4 RS ) — AN R 4 i —— gk fig e v CS_attribute HEAT LB LA 3 AN —4ESAL, 3
/& set_coverage,independently_covered_with L /& element_independent_coverage.set_coverage[i] /H Kid X &ES S
Bepkfif E hIMT R BRI, 0 RO RPN 1 RpRBMALE SN 2 RN 2 IR 4 set_
coverage[i]’4 1,01 independently_covered_with[i]ic 5% T % EA% E HHEA T = M2 55 T Si, L in:set_coverage[i]
29 1 K IAE independently_covered_with[i]HI{E A j, 387~ Si#E 0% e Miar% 75 .element_independent_coveragel[j]
W FRAEARIEME E 705 o ML se A1 F ARG AN B e I 78 76

FE 4 AEIBAT IR P SR 4 set_coverage[i] i S FIAS[A] 43 ) 3R 4T 40 N AR 5 A0 S R ¥ E T B E
5 (3 3AT), LK A e B ey WAL ARG (B 5 AT 28 6 47), IR K eqen BT B S5 RE N L(3E 7 47);4 SiH E
WG E e ML 3R (BB 94T), NN emat S5, Si A4 E HHARART 0 22807 2 55 (B8 11 AT), 55 FF e IR0 7 78 75 R ook 138
12 A7), Bead R b SRR B e IR AL AT o EAZ A (3R 13 47), I i W1 48 E I TT 3R e JE FERRDBT 5 A7 A1 AR /DN,
BRI

0 /) 5 8 SR Ao Jo R e A PR 550925 4 45 R K 1ICC g ik, 2 A0 IR Ak B A i3 AT 9™ 70 B, #8500 6 m A\ 76
B IR AR P AT PR S i, DA SRR I 5 25 55 AR AR /M 126 A% ol A AR /N E 4 110 A2 .

MWEE 4 P RATAAEG HNCC XS — AR /N AE h BEAN 70 R AT B8 55 A I 1 B e )
TN AZAG KL i (Y 7T AN TS n AT RMRMEEREM-1)n2. 15 B 8 H1 %, 58AMMEN LWL
RNXS T T AW T R F 2 AL AR N, 75 A I U TR R b A SR AT LU, AR LN K L
BURHUE BRI RN B H NG B J5 45 8 SE LE At A e 4.

EBH )G HIEE 2.3 T, &4 H 455 1ICC ) Boolean J5 ik, 8 i S 491 xof bb i AL AL 203
23 HETRMIBZE RN EIBooleanE £

3% 5. BWIICC (Boolean with 11CC).

Function: BWIICC(F,F',E,e’,CS_attribute,alMHS)

Input: 45 A AR G % F={S1,S,,....Sn}, MR I FEE G P RIEM ESBTINANITHE e MEIEMEE CS_
attribute, #i2 /NMif £E 7% allMHS, Horb F 2 F 145,

Output: allMHS.

Begin

if (e'#NULL)
{
if (IICC(E,e’,F,CS_attribute)==false)
return;

E«Eu{e'};

il

1.

2.

3.

4,

5. else
6.

7.

8. (F==0)
9.

~~

10.  allMHS<«alIMHSU{E};

11.  return;

12. }

13. if Fe({e}eF"))

14.  BWIICC(F,{Sj|SieF'Ae¢S;},E,e,CS_attribute,alMHS);

15. elseif (3eVSi(SieF'—>ees)))

16. {

17.  BWIICC(F,{Si|SicF' neg S} u{Si—{e}|SicF'reeS;},E,NULL,CS_attribute,allMHS);
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18. if (IICC(E,e,F,CS_attribute)==false)

19. return;

20. else

21. allIMHS«allIMHSU{Eu{e}};
22. }

23. else

24. {

25. e« Select_elemen{ U SiJ :

SijeF’
26.  BWIICC(F,{Si|SieF're&Si},E,e,CS_attribute,alIMHS);
27.  BWIICC(F {Si|SieF'ree S} {Si—{e}|SicF' reeS;},E,NULL,CS_attribute,allMHS);
28. }
End
T O A EVE T e NS EOEAT I T R
1. F'«F;
2. ¥ E X allMHS &4 7,
3 ¥ e E A NULL;
4. ¥ CS_attribute /1 %504 it A 7 4R E 4 0;

ZAERERVE 2 M EBEARLE T 5% 5 FUOMRIERF E HEATY A0, AR 2047 A8 )5 7 0 12 A% (1 A1 /s M gk
ATRMCGE 2 47+ 58 16 47), DAL DR UE S AT G it vy A 1ol /D56 8 i 3 R ABCAS AN S 25 77 Al SR A /N P 1) o 6
5 /N Al B AR R /DN T 14D 9 3R 468 15 7 A /Il 1 77 208 D I B9 AT 13 LR vy 14D 2850248 KT 3 A 70 W /s e 1R AT 1 5
M H T NCC J7 vk B J 7 i R AR MR /M ade i I 10 25 5 0 5005 5 4R T A (R BT R RICR.

T L X L AR F O ANREER HEAT SR AR R B0 2 RNETY B 0 310 A A R) U 1)
LIRS L.

1P 257 SR TR e U Tn) BB AR 1 2R B BT BTG AR (1 T2 B 1(a) b Sk 2 VIR IR
I3 A 2 il % 1), B 1 (b) S SRV 5O T A [) 2% (] R U5 1) 4 0. 5006 5 78 I IN{1,2,3, 43 @ R /IMBE R i )5, o= v H
it A5 bk FOR AR R U5 0 I 9000 2 2 R 8 i) L rh R e 3R LB S WA AR 1 TS IR AR S T S B b2
WA AR /NGB 7 AR 1) 6 TSR 0, 25 B BT BY g B o (1R WL 2 A SR T 2 WL,

11,231
AT
{1.234) —
ST,
{12345} §1,23,4.19) .

H23A56) (12345208  (1234196) {1234,19.20) 1123

) " AN
12345621 / 1234520213 / 1234196213 | 11234152021} #1.234) -

1234567  {L23AS07F {LAIAL96T}  {L23A19207)

(a) Boolean (b) BWIICC
Fig.1 Visit-Situation-Comparison of the two methods forpart of candidate-solution-spaceinexample one
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th+ BWIICC J7 i A #8 R W BL A4l I Boolean 75 ¥4 (1R U6 15 S HEAT 4 78, AT 46795 s T AR 3R A1 3k i =l
B /IN I A 245 156 1 A 45 e i Ak ek Fe i R [B] b — 2, R, BWIICC 5 L AE HEA SR Al 72 v Jir s g 1) 4 38 7
RAUZ Boolean 7% 14, JLIE#PE i Boolean 5 VA LRIIE. [A] B, b -1 AR AR /50 3 fif 000 8 S AN 7T i 2 A /N RIE 42, A
Jbxf e Boolean 77V ffH] NICC 1) BWICC J7 ¥ I BY A (155 s vh AN vl e A 5 AN AR B A6 1ee 5,
Boolean 7592111 56 %% TE AN S B AR

RS 3T BRI 2 DL 22 A S 0 B of Ll 19 7 2K, 43 W U A B AR ATV 2 IR A

3 RO

5T MG TSR 5 45 W BWIICC 5k 5 5005 2 M43 1¥ Boolean J5 vEREAT FLIR, 45 H P ol 7 27 B ATL A2 J
DR B0 A S 56 45 5 AR 5,2 BBl T BWIICC J7 V50T 27 40 J L 4 3 B 2 v A O D 4910 3 A 7 R A, DA a3k e
51 o} 5 ) 5L ) S A i

S P-4 W R :Windows 10 $E4E 2 4%,CPU Intel Core i5-3470 3.2Ghz,8.00GB RAM,C++,

S8 B AR 480 2 BENLAE 88 7= A AN S B T EAN . mEAR T EANE n U ETGHTE— 1N ES
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Jh 35,40,45,50, % /ML ¥ p BUE 0.05~0.94 ¥ 19 ASHI, BTG FH B2 A 3% b AR & /N 503 o 200 4K 3 T
SIS KA Y4 A A FH A 1R) 2 550 O A ) 10 AN D) BEAT S 56, BT A3 45 R 10 7 35 (.

Pl 2 45 T PR AN 70t 55 B2 b B A S 36 FH ) AT I ) PR 6T BG4 0L
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Boolean CPU Time/s
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Fig.2 Experimental comparisons of BWIICC and Boolean
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Fig.3 Experimental comparisons of the two methods based on diverse number of elements
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