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Abstract: To be in accordance with the thinking habits of human and improve the efficiency of reasoning, this
study argues to stratify weighted bases. The study shows that the existing compilation approach to non-stratified
weighted bases can also be applied to COMPILE stratified weighted bases; however, its time and space costs are
relatively high because of redundant information in the compilation results. The paper proposes a novel compilation
approach, which can remove the redundant information in the process of compilation, and presents two optimization
techniques to further improve the time efficiency. As with the existing approach, re-compiling a stratified weighted
base is not required whenever the weights associated with soft constraints change with time. The approach is tested
by compiling random instances into ROBDD-normal bases, and the preliminary experimental results show that the
time and space costs of this approach are lower than the existing approach for most instances.

Key words:  preference; penalty logic; stratified weighted base; knowledge compilation
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DA i 2 AT e R B R N TR e . RO I S 2 2 A A ) T B ) . — O 4 5 4 (penalty
logic) & — 3 38 4 T 3 Ak 1) 0 407 26 75 05, AT T A 00 AR 4 O 2R HEAT 1 45 4 7 52 2 157 L v A
HEEE 7 AR AR R L A i TR L) AR A 5 1] A Ay A T B 1B,

& A 7 BUME (IE 28 B0 58 +o00) 19 iy 18124 3R AR 20 o), B S A7 IR 2 SR A AT R AR A7 IR A&
FE B0 — N A 1, LA 55 T AL AN B 2D A 1 2 3K U SR e i P RS O 4 i e NI IR S5 3L
Aty 32 55 T 3 A J7 A [R) AR LA I (model - checking) F1Ff) #E 21 (clausal inference) A& & {1 12 5 o B AN T 22 (1) [1)
FBURE T 455 T (R ISR 8 140 7 0 e DR A A e s DR 8% 5 8 2140 T 2 A RS 2 1) A 2 e v e DR A8 005 A2 45
SE T, A IS S A B (intractability ) f2 BRI 25 $5732 45 76 S B b gl )32 40 10 B B s I 2 — D90,

A Ay i e R B A TR ) B BT 5T T, G VR 26 A S AL g B R 40 S 4 B 4 1 B B (off-line
compilation phase)FH7t £k {25 ) 5 2 B B (online query-answering phase), 7t B 45 I SR 7 55 &m0 5
Ab B (¥ H bR 5 (target language), M ifi 5 2t S 1 76 2k 75 #9102 71 Sk [9] H Darwiche A1 Marquis % SCHR[13]
(0 CAEEAT T 47 J 5 S VR g 3 77 705 | NG S8 50 48t — /S REREAT R0 DAL 4 16 R S5 A L0 90 InASLPE FrR HE 4,
o L oty B 48 AT 3 50 4% T 48 S T I R B R A AR 1) -9 1% 0 T8 TR0, R SCRRZ TAE A DM #E
LEEE DM J7 V0T S i I 4 B 9 kS T At v 8 18] (reduced ordered binary decision diagram, & #x
ROBDD)M., A4 i 15 5 i 1 (decomposable negation normal form)™14% iifi i DM 77 v: 4 1% 2 Ji5 i L-#5E DAL
VA e A Sz 7 22 20 3 Ta) (R AR RS 0 N 1 0 HE 28 Darwiche Al Marquis 45 HY, SCHR[13] 70 19 L /E X B T DM HEZE R
f) ROBDD-%i #%.

V5 £ 7Y B3 (1 G 3 o [ 0 0 2 5 SRS 00 D /0 S AT R TR g 3 g ¥ 1) R A T B 5 T SCHR[13,16] o 1 A LA &%
FATH S5 45 R 3R W, DM J7vERETR T 4R 22 i 4 e e 18], e 4 126 45 SR R B R B2 A 17" B S B R AR B A

VERE B A 18 T2 A OC R ) B AL R s SR VA B W0 Kappa B80T SR AT MR
W HEBE J7 v (coherence-based nonmonotonous reasoning approach) 8124 Sk T 45 v Ak 28 30 R4 A T B B A
AT 43 )2 A0 B AR S B AR B 4 2R B B 43 2 ) T B SR AU K /N A R AT 4 2,
FEAUE AR 22 R K029 53 70 AH R )2 AH Z2 8K 10 43 FEAS TR] T2, DA 141 PR 75 48 H 2 0D IS 64T 43 2% 1)
JUARTT & NS0 S 4 D088 481 AT 22 785 3 W) S A R el Sk o o S A AE — S8 0 TR RS vy 3kl B
10,25 B T 4% A1 B AR, — S 240 () 2 (9] 2 RS ) W B v 5 b — S (4 ), BRI T AT 2 7 T G R M )
CATHEAT 43 2 AR B, B v 1 40 AR T AR S AR B AL

KRS T 4 R IMBUE M 9 1% TAE, 5638 DM BB ] T4 i3 00 2 A 0 9 138 5 R b A7 AR %
TURAT B A SR X S5 B3 A IR ICR R B ICRAE BB IUAR A S5, 5% W b5 Ji5 A5 84S I N 74 #E 34
SE 0 LTI ICRAT G A 43 2 ISR AN B8 49 T2, A A 52 ) e Jo R 28 A 00 R ) 1 T 4 SR T ot AT T4
— T 0% G B Y AT RR A S B S FH OB A3 2 PR I R BRI S A A G R B B BRI AT LR B
AN BRI A A B R D4R % VA I I 1) 20K AN 196 T GSATIEI ROBDD, #2 H B Rl fh A 3 )i,
LEREAL I F X AT T 780 DM 7 VR EAT T H e 25 SR W, AR & 15 43 12, AR SO VR I 28 R 3 % 4l i T DM
TSR HORT L ARSI 7 R R 3R T T DM v J2E B0 22 I A S 9% B ) R 2 [ 2 Rl

AR 1B SRS 2 W A S IAER E AR 3 UL AT R DM 5 VAR 4 A
HATOR RS 41, 58 5 WA IR B E LR EAR 28 6 A5 A1 7725 DM J7 ka7 S5 56 th A,
WG AR

1 BB

AR o BME R xy,z S RRAIRAL T XY, Z SR RBREE T | R T x B 8 —x, TN F 4] 4
R 5 S B BUA) AT (V). A 2 B 48 & true. false. A& DL R B4R ARV L B B4 X |F
RS o X AR BB B, BN BIEF LI 1 )2 %Kr X EIERESNESLE X ERE o
2 3 o, ol & FNANTH 2 @03 AL N o oFl o o, 371, oFtrue il aifalse TH R, aoF— @24 HAN 24 o p,0F pr @' 24
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BAY oF pH oF ¢, o v ¢ 1 HAL Y oF ok o ¢f A AR AR IRAS il 2 A N ER A AR T T 2 Ui iz A ek 2
RE—E, o HHBI L5 X FHIAR oM@, 025 ¢ (BN oE @) 4 HALY X L2 o PRSI L o 05 ¢
M (ICH o=¢) 2 BACY A BB AT RA SR BB AR 2R 1 1) p S0 56 0 28 4 oA 5 i K 2
K (¥ prf —true,—false, truen ¢ falsen g truev ¢/ F1 falsev o' #8473 B & ¥y false,true, ¢ false,true ¢/, H % ol
true,false BATH &), F X EEFEARNTHE. 4 € AR oM —2U T, T T 193 (conditioning,ic A
PT)5E X OB F 7 SR B A 0w 2 6T HILTE T h S0 x4 oh BT x B4y true, T HILAE T o

ST e 126 2 At v T P 4 3L (1) AN ) A M 1 T 2 i — LR AR JEAEU: 1 5, 0 R MoK S U R el AR
i B S AL BRIR H BRI i 280 I8 25 7 2 A 1A, B9 R Y B ) o P IF 1) W) 7 22 IR A 2 A v b M2 [B1 R H b
BERAERMETENEZE e — B HAh k2RI 2 M 4578 S B4 Hor Hig. ROBDD. DNNF F
EPCCL (each pair containing complementary literal) # i 9124 i ROBDD & 5 4b BE 1 550 4 10035 & 22—, HLW
N T AR SCK L ROBDD 9, 5% BRAlT 4 G 13 7 105 38R AT W RIS T SE R D0, BRAT AR 4 SCRk[15] %
ROBDD & X 4 P

EX 1. ZJuisk K(BDD) A MA [ T, Hoh 5 g 3 A &Ry SRR 2R L T N T
L AT AR R 20 v AP FR I A 2 var(v), 8 & 224 715 22 lo(V) AT hi(v),v 5 7545 715 s (B a2 43 5l
i 2 N SE LR KR AT v Ron A S e X

false, v=_l
P(v) =1 true, v=T.
(—var(v) A g(lo(v))) v (var(v) A g(hi(v))), HiAt

TEX 2. W RN A AT e R SRR A A ) e iR 5K 181 (OBDD):

1) BEEHFEMN—ALNT<

2) AR A U R A v A v O ARZ RS AL var(u)<var(v).

TEX 3. AL W S AR IR A ) = 0 R SR I FR D K T m) — T ok 3 K| (ROBDD):

1) AAELEIRIFE Y 5 B AR AN ()75 ACA [ ] B 5 A [ 0 28 R 20 7 749 0

2)  EE AT AR

T A REBAEAEME— (1) ROBDD 5 2 % 3. 7 ¥4 3¢ ROBDD i, 45 5 1 4 v, AR SCA T MK (v) S4IE 45 S 1F R 7
PR AR BP A5 v R 1T 5 DA 7R, R [R5 5 hG A v I 2645 7715 SUAH ), D3R [m] 7 5 50 R T IG5 3R MK (V)
A FEH B0 12 ERD 25 2 Mk v i ROBDD, F SCAE v 7 b4 i ke A

2 SEMIERNEX

N T AT IR A SC 2 T AT BE 24 R (R AU AE +o0, b R AR IR AR T — /> 1D AR

ENX A4 AARE X FEEC m B4y 2 IBUE R meL NG A B=(H,Sy,...,Sm), 2o H A il £ 4 i 4
R X B A iA<ism)Z2 1 S AR AR B ALK = T041(z,0,00,2 TR A 1D L0k X EIA,
TEHEHA BUE, B, 24 o AN 3 A2 1 7 A5 PR AR AR

SYEIALEE B B0 T M2 GE A BIT) e XA 43 A o A U3 B T 3047 UR 4845 20 1% 0 )2 AL &
NI S TAT RS Z INBUZE B RS o, AN e B I ER A B R o3 T [ A8 4R

S5 58 47 JE IBLEE B=(H,Sy,...,Sm) W TR oIS R QA IR R R

o V(@) ERE i JZA<i<m)$ ¥ ol K KL H, D Ve(oi)={(z, pk) €Si: ¥ 0};

o Vg(o) K ol I T A AR B Va(@)=Ve(o,1)u ... WVg(wm);

o Va(QFE/RHQTFIE GE BT KA R LA KA Va(2={Vs(w): 0 3}

EX 5. 43R4 X LR 2B B=(H,Sy,....Sn) IR oft B HIBUE E SCh
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Ke(@)=(Kg(@1),...,Kw(@,m)),
Horp 3 TAER 1<ism 7

K, oFH
Kg(@,i) =4 @onidVs @)
+00, gl

Hop < {Ke(@): 022"} b 15 3P 56 3R AL B 4 5 AT ROIR S ol o Ka( @) <Ka(@) 24 FLACY A7 7E 1<i<m i3
Kg(a,i)<Kg(a i), LXT TALE 1<j<i #H Kg(@))=Ks(@,j),Ks(®)<Kg(a)FE 7~ Kg(0)=Kg(@) 5K Kg(w)<Kg(a).
45 8 IR O B i LIRS AR P ()42 th QAU e /D PR S AL 3R 5 B AL KR 4
Pe(Q)={w:wc 2V &/ € 2 Kg(w)<Kp(e)}.
B 155 fii i IR A 4 P(B)=Pg(2¥),B I BUA K(B) A H 55t Mt L IR A5 (I ASUAE.
B 1:45 52 2 AL
B=({xav—X2}.{(21,—X1vX3,20) (22, X2V —X3,15) }{{23,— X1V —Xg,1) (Zs,—X1V—X3,1),(Z5,X2VX3,3) }).
U AR ST Z(S)47R S T AT ID AR B4R
® 1A T B LA RS HIBUE. 248, P(B)={@s}.K(B)=(0,2).
Table 1 Weights of all worlds on the stratified weighted base in Example 1
F 161 oy R IR A R AUE

@ w=H? Z(Vg(w)) Ke(®)
o ={—X1,—X2,—X3} J {zs} (0,3)
@={—X1,—X2,Xs} v {z2} (15,0)

3={—X1,X2,— X3} X {} (+o0,+00)

0)4:{ﬁX1,X2,X3} X {} (+oo,+oo)
o5={X1,—X2,—Xa} v {21,25} (20,3)
@6={X1,—X2,—X3} V {2224} (15,2)
7={X1,X2,—X3} J {z1.23} (20,1)
@3={X1,X2,X3} V {2324} (0,2)

EX 6. 77 EIALEE B T, A o & ¢ (iIL 4 gl~s ¢, M g=true B, {77 Hic 4 |~p ) 1 BA Y P(B)H il 2 ol

REHAREW AL o

XTI 1 23 J2 I AT =X |~p—X, I FE 3L 5 FHE 3L 6 RIS T 45 78 70 )2 IASL 2 B AL TR ALl I e 28477
TR R A T P(B), T AU HEREL ) A A TR 45 %€ T RUAE B N2 14 true Zi . 1 A)HERE ) L
FET A o REE M MR R A T TR H Con.. ACh [~ep2 HALH |~5Cy, ... [~eCh [ I AT

3 A DM FEEmiFH BmiE

TESHE S I T A T 0 A s R B 71 2 (B 90 R B, 2 L SR T PR BE HiE 3 (skeptical inference under
lexicographic policy) il B #2 4% th Jy #E §1 38 4 N 1 fu) 4 B ) 923280 SCiR (1314 1 77— b s 7 g S s S ik
AT VR BE AR BE 10 43 J2 17 45 PE 4 1% ) ROBDD [f)777%.Darwiche 1 Marquis 7 SCRR[O]H 4 Ji& T %73k 8 T A
RENEAT AR 2 2 AL PR G 138 D 50 45 A (SCRIR [91 Hh Wk 5540 AR S0 17 X 32 i 1) 55 S5 A0 MR Bk B 54 )L -
R 2 (L-normal base) FRIHE 4L, I vt L Ay iy 1% 4 1) A 758 56 45 738 AT S0 K 5 A5 0 F0 L0 30 P 1) 8 L e 3
I3 2 B

EX 7. 42 BB RIS A X A5 W N Ao FR B X-# %540 F B/ TAER X R AR iy,
i ol~e g W gl~p @, K Z IR R FAL B A AR X A8H B X-3 %644 T B, X B %4 T B

EX 8. 7 BIMBUE B=(H,Sy,...,Sm) ARG TE 204 HALY Spu...USy, TR A U8 307, BT BT T & 3
P32 (30— 3025 5 A L I TE A 4 LA B VS HL H S —A L2 WFR B 4 L-FISE .

R 1 A TAEE S Z AR B=(H,Sy,...,Sm), & SCHOW IR B 2 AL Bi= (H, S u....u ;) e,
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Sml i=m

S/ = .
! Lok |1+ > D K|)(zex)eS 1<i<m
i<j=m(z'.¢' k")eS]
B 5 BiiAE M.

I TATR A AR S8 Ky (S) =20, ek - HIT =N AP SRR . B &5 BYHIREL AT 4340 [, )
THEW AT H AR ofl o Kg(0)<Ke(@) 24 HAL Y Kgi(0)<Kgi(@). TR, Z(Ve(@)=Z(Vs:(@)). 24 Kg(w)<Kg(a')
I, % 1<ism {15 Kg(w,i)<Ks(a i), B4 TR 1<j<i #f Kg(wj)=Ka(a,j), H i,

Kg:(@)—Kp:(@)=(Ke(a )—Kg(@D))- L1+ _ Ky (S)) +owet

i<j<m “sum
(Ke(@'\m-2)-Kg(@m-1) @+ - Kyn(Sp)) +
(Kg(@',m) = Kg (@, m)).

DAy i 5 U 2 2 B L8 1 SNSRI AR T 3 K (S]0), T EA K (@) <K (@)

X 1<i<m,4 B, =(H,S)),B = (H,Uiéjgms;), #i K (0) < K (@), A Ky (0) < Ky ().

) Kgi (@) <Kg: (@) K BB SROBUE 13 B RAFAE 1<sism {15 Ky (@) < Kg (@), LA FAER T
ISj<i # Ky, (@) = Kg, () UL Ke(i)<Kg(@,i), HXT AT 1<j<i #H Ke(@,])=Ka(a/ ), B Ke(@)<Ka(@).

25 L FTIR, S5 8 BT O

EIE L 4ETEARE X LD EMESE B=(H,Sy,...,Sn) 08 X B XM ML E BI=(H",S,,...,S,) L,
H'=HUlJ__ {z-0:(z.0,x) eSS} M TARMN 1Sism A 8 ={z.2,02,0.0 S, 2 A FIAMIME— 1D A&
#},B 5 B X-3RZ54),

IE A5, AR AT (B 55 (BY) ¢ A R) AR 4 SCHR[OTH ) iy i 4.1(55 97 10),B i 5 (B i) X-5i A ;ML 415 iy i
1 B S I A 3 P 45 1R T O

EH 3k s B n] 0, DM AE 22 A1 B FH R G 36 00 J2 IBLPE 45 52 43 )2 INBUZE B RNy JBUZ B IR 58 46 T48 L3R 125,
FEPGE BL A 2 2% BRSO Sw 1 L A2 SCHR[13]% Y 4 DM HESE T [f) ROBDD-i 1%, th Bl 76 56
2 P 2 WA S 1 ROBDD, i e JLAR Y SN v 7R AR R B B B, 1 Se X BA v S H[K) ROBDD fR#E#49 H
WG F 792: Remove-Fat, 3 5) 7 — M54 T P(B) Y ROBDD. 4%,1% ROBDD 37 4345 11k I} [a] fit 45 24 46y ) 1+
AET N2 th T 52 R T 1 ROBDD R 55 A8 IR 25 D) 4H 5%, SCRR[13] 32 7k 3 2 26 #3311 ROBDD (197%
FIFT <Nl AT AWz, @O ID L& z HITE o P TG R )5, B 5 o P 75 < N N5 KA & B B dmale . J AT
FRZAZ R T A CLS A8 )3 SCHR[L3] W /e 38 il ik SL 36 30 UE T /E CLS 2B & )% F R 7= £ 5 /BB () ROBDD.

] 1(5E): AR DM HESE, 1556 6 B #5464 By=(H,S.,S,), 3L,

o H={X;v—X5,21>—X1VX3,Z3—>XoV—X3,Z3—>—X1 V—X2,Z4—>—X1V—X3,Z5—>Xo VX3 };

o S ={(7,7,20),(25,2,,15};

o S, ={(23,2,D,(2;,2,,1) (25,25, 3)}.

SRJE 4 H gk ] 1(a) 1 ROBDD. 75 25 1 N 25 B B A5 1, 22 5 2 0] 25 B 2R A 0 i) i858 o S22 117 O B o i
ARZS I M S A1 S) Hh i A 4 AU, % 18] 1(a)H ) ROBDD i ] Remove-Fat $13 5,13 2155 xyaxanxs 25407 1
ROBDD(fi5 5 HiAR 2 v). 4%, cog= (V). AT 501 o A S A AR 2.

SEHC DM HEZL RN IA5E 1 2D J5 43 3 (0 RE 24 SR 5 fun 1 W BR1 35 DI 0% 0 2 VA 26 £ 2k 2 SROBUAEL; 43 2 A 22
WA HEAT 43 J22 . DAL b, 24 43 2 DAL P 357 43 )2 G A 240 SRASUATL e A A ol L5 %o 4 198 5 SR o 1) 0 240 SR8 Al o
AH Y. 5 AR R AT A B E 5 4 o2 B SR AL B 40 TR 43 TG % T T 4 . DM 7 23 IR B R 7 T G 198 I (1) 4 2R 48 o 2
PR RS R (T BRATIG 3L A DM J7 3% 0 G 3 45 SR b 180 5 240 SR o A 7D, SO P Pk — 1R T 24 SR (1)
TR 7 4 T 45 R (R RS, DR I, 5 ) T 7 2 000

T EW] 1A 2 I0BUEE, iR 1 AP 1(a) AT 41,DM J5 i n i 45 A5 T BT L B R A RIE A W
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AR AR B, B0 YRR L B A S 24 SRR IR 2 A RE A 7 o o it AL 4 1 4 SR T A 2 SRR FRAT DR i A2
B I L KPR 4 5K

1) o T SR 4IRS,

2)  onABUEAZAIN AT B8 R i 4IRS

3) @y, p ABUEARA BUHH 73 R N T RE A o i 4 IR 7

4) o5, 05 TCVBUE AR IR 2 FHT 70 )2 HAN T RE BN B i 2 IR .

TATAT CUBAE 45 73 )25 B PR AT 0 2 g R 45 R b R 5 50 3)RAF RIS 4)2K 0 BA S W B i Ja
ARSI A A 4 B ) 5 R B 2 2 R AT FORT 0 R R AR TR 4) WA R B e B R A
TADFAHEFL A 25 B, 2 1 PR S o DOE R T 1D A EER 25 IR T s 35 T 1D A8 h 20 R 25 )
AR L, JE i B A ARAR M BUE W 220 8l BB 0 )2 00 251 K1) <Ke(as) BATHEX ARG BLFR 8 DM
THEI SR S R TUARAR R 3) AR B 95 LA A5 R 5 4) K45 B 0 s LA {5 |8.DM 5k IE & i A7
FER 22 (R TCAR AR SR 2050 198 45 R UK TR I G 13 I RE AR B 17 e 22 I 1)

Fig.1 Three ROBDDs are over the variable order X; <X, <Z3<<X3<Z1<<Zy<<24<<Zs

1 3P HIT X <Xp<<Z3<X3<Z1<<Zp<24<Z5 | [} ROBDD

4 FREYRIZTTIE

2 FE B X T S A HR (R 23 2 AL HE X ) ROBUAE & A A A R AT 2 17 5, 7T 40 J2 16 T i AR
BN AT T AN T] PR N SKE A4 A RS 0 0 P B SRAS R A [] AR 0 oK 22 BN T o, RS 1 T 1 9 1 A8 v 1 23
ARSI VR I R A e B R R BRI TUAR AR B, AT ek /N G 3 4 L TR RS, T 2 G R I T S A, R
AT 77 R 5 iy R 1 5 T SN B 5 T AR A R A8 75 Aok 7637 0 J At I 7 0 i 9. 465 s R 2 TR AR H R
REEQIANC L H FPRSE D ={we 2 ao-HY. B 5ELA R e X

EX 9. & EALEEIMBUE B=(H,Sy,...,Sm) AL S10.. USSR IS T4 ST S' A AFAE 1<i<m AT 15 SnSic
S'NS;, B AT 1<j<i #H SNS=S'nS;, AKX SCS'.SCS %K 7R S=S'8E SCS',SCS' A7, ity SZS'.

EN 10, AR X LR 2B B=(H,Sy, ..., Sp) AT BRSO (PR 0T 43 24 HAL 249086 42 41 F 4%
1 we AR IRZS o e 1T Vo(0)TVa(@). 25 5 TUARE @, 0h BT 30745 58 T B (BRI V=11 € o}) B A 7T
SR QRN T B BT TR LR IIE SN Re(€2);24.02=25 I, fi #.iT 4 R(B).

EX 11, 4E 5 JZ AL BB/ FIAS f 5 X4 W 40 sz, AR B 5 B X-39% ot TR A X g|~s02Y
AL Y|~ o 55 TAT R AS B4R X #0047 B X-59 %640 T B/, IFK B 5957 T~ B'.
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SR ISR REA AN WRRRESETE A B 5 B X-3 0, ) B %48 X-35%54r T B R Z AT

FI 2. W TAEES EMBUE B=(H,Sy,....Sm)FI A AE HEH, G T 101 F fir 8

1)  HUR(B)EH' &AL

2) Lt B TERARMBUE A ARk, (H',Sy,... Sm)IR 5 B §55547,

WA A 1) i 2) I T840 461,24 H —BURF, A 8L 1) v B 2) 1) 76 B 4 1.

LW SR (H,Sy,...,Sm)IC 0 B!, 20 PIANT7 I BEATIE B

(=)RA4 R(B)H B AR KBTI, R FHUEW] P(B)=P(B"). F A1 JH VAN 47 UE D24 H'=H IH, B
SRS AR BT AL HRPIRS i AL H B H 2 n B OT 24005 8 HR IR H L i AL H RIBH 2> n+1 I AR Y5
¥ aw#H' H. w=H.

4 H"=HUR(w),B"=(H",Sy,...,Sn). B 4K HUR(B")=HUR(B), X fiH HUR(B")EH'EH"F1 HUR(B)EH"EH {37,
AL HYFPRAESL T B IPREZ ny W2 H FPRE D> LIRS IE R % DL 59 S M i v, e e
B AR £ R BUE i ] A5 4k, 7 5 P(B)=P(B").

() S UEVEREATIE W] AR R A1 ol £ oFHUR(B) H. o H! 25 B Th I i 9 AU M 45 B/ 5 2 AN g5 4%
.4 Va(@) KL RBUE A [Sql+...+|Spl+1, HAB K A R IAUE A L3576 o 115 Ke(o)<Ka(@), 2R 1T
V(@) CVe(®@), 5 oFHUR(B) T & . A 1, we P(B). XAy H —5, 415 weP(B").R1 B A5 B'§5 %547

g5 b SR T O

EAT AR =L X LI E AU B=(H,Sy,...,Sm), FA1E X B(B)={(H",S1,...,Sm):HUR(B)EH'EH} LA & B(B)
LM A& s={((H,S1,..,Sm),(H",S1,...,.Sm)):H'EH Y. 2545 B(B) AP Al £ A2 45 19 43 2 IR A0k AR F) e 2%, sk
K FR H(HUR(B),Sy,....Sm) W /N TG 3R, B A I Koo M e B 2,45 e A &4k X L2 2 A% B AT X-
SR T B(B)H IG5 2 AU B8 £i6 Ik AL AR TR S U R ) B 3 AT 45 (1 SR L B 1) &0 2% PR
HERE 0ePB)Y HIL Y weP(B);2) %iEfTE X FHAR gl~epX HAU Y|~ ¢ 248, DM HELLESE T B(B)H
i KTCFE AP X-REEM 0 50 IR AR SN T 2R BT A TURAE B AL R BB) T /N T HE e X-
SR I 43 2 AL AR S I DR R 43 A T an e T 8 R(B).

e R X R EE S B=(H,Sy, ... Sm) AR S L QA RB) I 77 3815 e R A 254 4K
Jei 20 AR QP IR S I T Re(42), T 45 02=2% DR T 75 22 IR 25 2. b RPIR 5 ol 15 T0 4% BT 1 Ve (2
FFE SR RT N FTE W TR ARSI N Va2 (4 .Q=2% i fid 2 V(B)™). th i X 9 W4 R 4518 i
1) ATEURES 0e D ATUA Y HALY V(@) eVe(2)™™2) AL EUR & o Q1 (Qu{oh)! HARTT 4 M ALY
V(™" RIELE Va() 7™ ks 74 6 I Ve ((Q2u{ @) ) ™M={S e Vs (2)™":S 3k Va(w)ilBE T {Ve(0)}-

HEL R BRATT IS 00, B SR R AR S ST R R R Z(S) £ S kA S A false R ) 1D 4
AN Z¢(S)={z:(z false k) eS};S % S H T A IF false A X 4E, I S={pi(z,pk)eS H 2¢Z(S)}; o ¥4 S T 1
3 false 12 MU A true BI85 4, B S={(z,false k) e S:ze Z«(S)}{(z true k):(z,p,kyeS H. z¢Z(S)}. A1 1FH L
(B 2 B ) 1 E 22 AR IR 345 18 (0 43 S A 2 B AN iy RUIE 4 119 56 4 T 48 LA B ISR oA AR — 30, D
B BT A 24 s 4 true S 3R [R] B 0, 5 U B6 3 FIND-MIN 35 V(B)™ 4% 5 i Jil COMPUTE-R it
H KR HUR(B)I) ROBDD, &4 B Hp il 2 s e o { (V) }IF 4 e w3 o L- 0V P2 75 24 1) /2 ,FIND-MIN
FI COMPUTE-R #4&F DPLL )%, IR 8 &0, =64 5K 3% (binary constraint propagation) Ll & SCHR[21]42
HH) CNF 2847 7 Z5HREBAE I 38 o Insdi sk g o5 A0, FAT VIS AE T — 15 45 W W R B AR ik — 20 i ke
V(B)™™ )it 4.

W 2. LEATE M5 B B=(H,Ss,..,Sy),FIND-MIN(B,@)=V(B)™".

IE ¥ :FIND-MIN % DPLL 5035, 3 R i F2 RO 554 FIND-MIN 3 20 o AT 53 2k s 06 N — A
ARAS -, AN s 388 7 (1) 58 J5 U X SRS SR A T N .2, € B B B TARESE X B, EIIRE
e 25 (R 3 B v R L A3 kg T 2 UL AR R A 62y R I a5 A B R A v
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(55 6 ATERE 8 AT TiT#, BEh AL 4 4TI, T3 T 455 0 0e O, 7E 18 of e 0.0 1, 43
V(@) CVe(@); 5 TG & AR 0e Q #5203 S — S0 B 20 ol DR G 7R 3X PR i D0 T B G 7 5048 MIN Al ik
O R8T R BGINE BYH T B A U B M RN 0e QBB Va(@)=S. Rk, 32 A 9 17X MIN
BEAT RS, A5 A AT IS O B 1 R A SR A RO L K S B BRSSP AT BOIR S HE
TUAR BT FRAT TR 55 12 rh B gx (1 AR 5 A SR N L AR b T T A sUR 4 true.
g5 BT, B 1 AL O
WER 3. 4 EAR RIS 2 MABU% B=(H,Sy,...,Sm), COMPUTE-R(B,V(B)™") ¥ 3 [11] 45 % v il & f(v)=HUR(B).
IE B4 7% COMPUTE-R 5 3C#ik[22] 7 /) ROBDD 4 P8 S I X I 4E T, 55 17 47 h BLRARAIE V(B)™ rp il 4%
TEAE S PR, IX — 20 SR NI ORAIE T A B0 A2 g(v) ARS8 B I AEICARARAS, TR 458 o O
PG E R 1, €8 2. il 2. il 3 LLACKAE I AR Itk AR A Sy 1 B T 458
EE 3 XN TERAREE X BN 2R B My U 5 1 56 4 T4 LG B TP &Y I BUE i A2 4,
% COMPILE(B,L)fis 17 £ UG 24 55 B X-55 5540
Algorithm COMPILE(B,L).
Input: A stratified weighted base B, and a complete subset L of propositional logic;
Output: An L-normal stratified weighted base which is weakly equivalent to W.
1: function FIND-MIN(B’,MIN) //B'=(H,S;,...,Sm)
2: i«—min{m,max{j: all formulas in S;u...US;j_; are constants}}
3 S{(z,p,K)eB:zeZ{(S1u...US)}
4: if Se{{(z,p,xK)eS":12€Z(S1V...U S;)}:S'eMIN} then
5: return FIND-MIN((H U S?,S,,....,S;_1, S/, Si.10-++ Sy ), MIN)
6 else-if there exists S’eMIN such that S'CS then return MIN
7
8

else-if falseeH or all formulas in S;uU...US,, are constants then
if H is inconsistent then return MIN end-if

9: return {S'eMIN:S'£S}U{S}

10: else

11: Select a literal | whose variable appears in S;

12: return FIND-MIN(B|—I,FIND-MIN(B|I,MIN))

13: end-if

14: end-function

15: function COMPUTE-R(B’,MIN)

16: S{(z,p,x)eB:zeZ{(S1L...US))}

17: if falseeH or there exists some superset of S in MIN then return L
18: else-if all formulas in S are constants then return T

19: else

20: Create a new node u associated with the minimal variable in W
21: lo(u)«~COMPUTE-R(B’|-var(u),MIN)

22: hi(u)«<~COMPUTE-R(B’|var(u),MIN)

23: return MK(u)

24: end-if

25: end-function

26: if the hard constraints set of B is inconsistent then

27 Displace all the hard constraints of B with true and then return B4
28: else

29: v<~COMPUTE-R(B,MINI-CLUSTER(B,))

30: Displace all the hard constraints of B with ¢(v) and then return L(BY)
31: end-if

Fig.2 Description of algorithm COMPILE
Kl 2 COMPILE ik

Bl L(FE2): TR HI 52 COMPILE ¥ B %wi% -k ROBDD-#ITE 4. 1 5%, FIND-MIN(B,@) 5L V(B)™",
HAEZ B 3(a) iz, e vp a7 20 77 Sk 1 1B 26 R 52 28 10 43 3l 3R 7 24 B AR s R AR R false 1 true; sk 2 HE A G 28
HE (1375 25(B;, 20 43 T 7~ F T AP R I 258 171 150, 00 SRR 0 B0 B PR A4 7 X Do i Sk ML R 7oK B 28 1
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2k false B4 HH 1 2 AL W L) #4551 B, FIND-MIN(B, ) 13 [0 45 B {{z5} {24,253} Ho vk, T AT H
COMPUTE-R i+ %7~ B £ 3 3 _E R(B)) ROBDD, fi & 3(b)i7=. 455,55 B 55454/ () ROBDD-#1 3t %
TR 247 SR 23 6 I 1) 4 1R 5 R Q1 B 1(c) o,

(@) (b)

Fig.3 Compilation process on the stratified belief base in Example 1
43 I 1Py R G A

9 1 AT 0 A A SC O G B i TR 4 R R I /N T A DM 2 R AR SE B X R R ) 8, AR S
TR AT T R BOR B =S T A0
Bl 2:45 5 R IBUE B=({-},S), 341, S={(z1, X1V (—X1A ... A=X0), L), v o Zin XV (= X2 A . A—Xn), 1D 3, FRATT A ] DM

X BRD PB)={{X1, ... Xo} {=X1, .., X3}, V(B)™"={ B} 754l F A S0 73645 £ 1) ROBDD-HA T 178 F i 24 o 42 2%
B F (A AKXV (XA A—X). 2 n=1 1,375 H ROBDD FI 3 s 808 145 W, 35 s 80k 2n+1.4% 1 DM HEZE R i)
ROBDD-4 1%, th R SCHR [13] 4 9 T 4%, B (A £ 4
H={z:—> X:V(—XA ... A=X0)), v Zn—=> (X v (XA A=)

# CLS B &7 N Xy, ... X b AR L {zy,..., 2,3 I = U, 55 H 2540 1) ROBDD (#1715 5540k n 138
OB

X T8 58 143 J2 AU BB & COMPILE S92 1R 3 [81 25 5 0 BY, 4 PR 72 Hh 2 BR IM U AR5 B H B 3500
KI5 BB IRATCEARUE Y B 4 Z % B FRE I =87 43 J2 5, 38 59 45, BRI 75 767 4 1 A9 1, 0] T
B 1 SISy E AR B ARG R B T R T w0 Mlay K35 TUAE B, 24 B TR A R A T — 2 I B iy
BARWBE I A — B E, —F RSN, FI TG IR B g X TR 0, ol i 4w i B 350
I AR A o 9 0 4 A SN BRI, R B T8 43 5t G 7 T G 98 AR 100 7 R ) R 2 [ T B 1
53 )2 AL A COMPILE(B{ ,ROBDD)R 1] 25 St Al £ s i ] 1(b) I & 1 4 LRAIE 73X — s i) IE i

T 4. N TAEREARESE X LMo 2B B Fldndl B M 56 % 74 LAEEH %L COMPILE(B: L) 1l
LB J2E  F e — T2 5K @, o8 B F BT 40 2 B o 1 3 49 ROBUA & A A8 Ak K B 1 R 249 RAE R el { o} )i
BB 5 AL M 45 B X-595547.

U AR E K B M B R R e { o} 5 13 20 1 4 R B Sy B ARYE A 1. s B 3 DA K F5 55 M i) fe ik
P£,B'5 B X-55 554 XA o5 B WAl 43 )2 L K L o (¥ 35 24 SROBUAE K /N JE 96, TR I 45 18 j 37 O

5 N AR ST B AR & PR B BT A 5 T AH R BUE S A5 2 — AN B AR (e B, L2y A
H), 73 215 & B 07 07 SR M SEHEBL S0 T B 09— A 430, BRI i AR 30 12k e P R g 13 7 U7 SRS R AT
RBE AR IR 43 A 7 R 40 2 A5 78 PE TR A 25 O 1 3 % (inclusion-preferred policy) 4R 5 #ft 3 (1316128 41 1 )
HOUR(B) Ay %1 TR P (¥ 41 B ) B, BT I 60, 55 i 407 552 W81 00 AT P BE M % 100 43 T2 A 7 L BB A R AR S vk kAT
HiE.
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5 H4mIFHETHMUKA

P30 i S5 K B, COMPILE S350, 1 FH B8 20 FIND-MIN - 1 B 8] 7 5 g 1R s 8] 7 4R O BG4, ] b o A 1
25 R R AL B R, 3E— 25 4% 5 FIND-MIN [T 200255 1 M8 T 30K S W&, 45 2 #ffi FH ROBDD & 45 % 7~ MIN
NS vL COMPILE RS 4 1T+ 28 6 4T FIEE 9 AT IHAUAT.
5.1 I BGSATIR{LTEMIN

B AR Dy 0 fir il 2 BEAT YR AR B AL I £

WL 4. 45 EATE A JEMBUE B=(H,Sy,...,Sn),M i B B WA SR A I AR 4 A%, 25 M2 R
ANZAt 4T FIND-MIN(B,M)=V(B)™":

1) XN TAEEN SeMHAATRE olfi 2 o=H, H. Vg(a)=S;

2) XNTAEE MMICHE S S i SES'.

Y EAT I A IR B, T 75 SE bR B A 2 e i) 24 S R o T B AT TR IR iRk R e
GSAT Sk (Wl 4 FroR): i 56, PR V(B)™" ¥ — ANl 2 i 5 4 P4 PE L M 28 5 78 FIND-MIN FiIH M
HEATH R BB BN AR5 VE COMPILE I8 5 1738 il £ s Bl 7E 26 6 4742 il s s Vi A

Algorithm GSAT-SWB(B).
Input: A stratified weighted base B=(H,Ss,...,Sn), all formulas of B are in clausal form;
Output: A cluster of the subsets of S;u...USy.
1: M«
while the number of loops is less than a preset value do
Generate a random world @

while true do
Q—{«': o can be got by flipping one literal in w};

2
3
4
5:
6: if Kg(2)<Kg(w) then break end-if
7
8
9
1
1

Let @ be one of worlds in Pg(£2)
end-while

: if @=H then M«{S'eM:S'£S}{S} end-if
0: end-while
1k return M

Fig.4 Description of algorithm GSAT-SWB
K14 GSAT-SWB H ik

5.2 {#FROBDDE#ERTMIN

7E COMPILE S idkrh 6 T-45 2 43 2 A% B,V(B)™ vh 7T 2 AN $GH 3 85 2 70 SR G 00 R 3 L 4
hFE OB R A, 0T B=(D (21, X0, 1) (22, —X1, 1), .. (Zon-1. X 1) Zome =X Y1), [V(B) ™M |=20 BRI b, ) 33 2 43 J2
BUE, 24 H A K s, — 5 T, COMPILE 5592 7R 776 MIN f9 25 [ AR AN /] 2K 525 55 — 5 1%, 1 FH B 30 FIND-MIN
(R IR T A I (55 4 4T+ 56 8 AT RIS 11 4T #8523 [T MIN Hh (T T 28). 00 7 il e Bk 1) B8, 2 4 5L
TR ERARES S, Xy (S)=AZS) My (S)=a{—z:2eZ(S)}; X T S MHMTE T4 S8 X AS,S)=y (S)A
PO\ )T 28 M4 MAM,S)=v{AS',S):S e M} T-45 5 (1 53 J2 AL B=(H,Sy,...,Sm), BATE FH 5 #(MIN,
S1U...USH) S5 ) ROBDD R4 27~ MIN, B8 K =15 48 2 [ 4 4+ L — B 0 AR BT 1< <2y N E
R AV(B)™ S) ] ROBDD (745 i 01X by 4n+1.

R 5. HEAEES X LS ENBUE B=(H,S,,....Sm) M Siu... Sy, I THEES M, 2 o=(M,S;U...USy),
W S5 T

1) 4 1<iSm AT ScSyU...US;,Se{S'N(S1u...US):S e M} HAL 24 pE—1(S,S,U....USY);

2) YA SCS1U...USy AFTE S'eM 115 S'CS, Y HAUYAFETE 1<<ism ff15 p#—1(S,S1u...USi_1)v—7 (S)\S);

3)  ZAE ScSiu...USy, (S eM:S'£S},S L. .. US)=0A—7 (S);
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4) 45 SCSiu...USh, AMU{S},S1U...USh)=ov {S,S1u....USy).
A A5 D)FIZE 10 4) WARROT 4518 2)ME i X 8 IR 2 5 iE % T- 4518 3), 6
AM{S' eM:S'ZES},S10U...USy)= oa—({S' eM:S'CS},S1U...USh)=pAa—(oAy (S)=pa—y (S).

iIF . O

MR ik 1 5T, COMPILE SA 158 4 47 58 6 47 43 S50 T HI W UMIN,S U, USy) & 75 28 & AN sl 2 A
T AL T AMIN,S U, .. US) B X 7R 24 ROBDD, T A1) i % #: 4 B 7 £k M v (8] (LA ROBDD H (1715 Sk 240 W 58
B121520 COMPILE 523541 1045 9 17 LA 12 GSAT-SWB {45 9 4T #8546 4 MIN,S1U...US ) & LT 41—y (S)
J& T 5 0 AS,S1u. .. USp) HEAT BT B AR 5E 78 UMIN,S;U...US) Il ROBDD KR b v, # 48 O iy T fE 121520
FVIA—Y (S)FH FVIVAS, Sy, .. USm) TS ) 52 2% 543 3 A O(v|-[S[)FH O(IV]-|S1 ... USw). AS SCARHEAT 5 MIN 170 %
S R S"ii A& STESIK — P I, 43 1) 4 H A Aol B 1) 52 3% J3E AR 1) 4 SBURUATT S 72 (A ) 5 AT 6 BTOmS).

Algorithm CONJOIN(v,C).

input: An ROBDD rooted at v satisfying that the number of nodes in each path from v to
some terminal node is the same, and a clause C such that each variable v in C appears
at most once and v appears in the ROBDD;

output The root of the ROBDD representing ¢(v)AC.

if G(v)zempty then return G(v) end-if

if v is non-terminal then return v end-if

Create a new BDD node u associated with var(v)

if —var(v)eC then lo(u)<«lo(v)

else lo(u)«<~CONJOIN(lo(v),C\{var(v)})

end-if

if var(v) eC then hi(u)<hi(v)

else hi(u)«—CONJOIN(hi(v),C\{—var(v)})

end-if

G(v)«—MK(u)

return G(v)

RpeayoahlhwnR

=2 e

Fig.5 Description of algorithm CONJOIN
15 CONJOIN H itk

Algorithm DISJOIN(v,T).

input: An ROBDD rooted at v and a consistent term T satisfy that the variables
on each path from v to some terminal node exactly appear in T;

output: The root of the ROBDD representing ¢(v)vT.

1: Create a stack path

2: while v is non-terminal do

3: if var(v) eT then v«hi(v); T<T\{var(v)}
4: else ve—lo(v); T«-T\{—var(v)}

5: end-if

6: Push v into path

7 end-while

8: Let u be the root of the ROBDD representing T
9: while path is not empty do

10: Assign v as top(path) and then pop path

11: if hi(top(path))=v then u«(var(top(path)),lo(top(path)),u)
12: else u«(var(top(path)),u,hi(top(path)))

13: end-if

14: u«—MK(u)

15: end-while

16: return u

Fig.6 Description of algorithm DISJOIN
6 DISJOIN kA

vl 6. 4570 v (¥ ROBDD A1-1-f) CAERM v B2 147 R A2 b 3L A2 B A A, H. C rb th LY
l'g__l?

A5 B9 ol ROBDD H A8/, CONJOIN 5325 AT fE O(|v|+|Cl) I 1) Py 55 HH % 7R ¢(v)AC ) ROBDD.
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IR AR G RIE T AR AR LR B 2 P — TN v B 28 1B R A% B R AR O ) X —
FAF RUE T R R 2T RN AR 2R fU 20 2 A HANFEL IR R &L s 28 [y 2 ICERATR C 08
A 7R 1] 4 J5  CONJOIN S35 A S AT # BE A5 3 2 18] P9 2% 1k, BT CONJOIN B9 1T £ O(|v[+|CI) IR 1) A 2% .
N T A A UE ] LSS RLAE T Hv)AC:

Mv|=1 B, S50 B AR BT R MV Sn G5 IR OT. M V|=n+1 B, 4 u R IR g(V)AC [ ROBDD [FI Y A5

o Fi—var(v)eC,#(lo(u))=g(u)[—var(v)=gv)|—var(v)=g(lo(v)), B EI lo(u)=lo(v);

o U, glo(u))=g(u)|—var(v)=(Hv)|—var(v))AC\{var(v) }=g(lo(v)) AC\{var(v)}.

H 4 A 418 82, 10(u)=CONJOIN(lo(v),C\{var(v)}). K 8L, 55 4 4T FI5E 5 ATREW IEMTHEL u 1726 7799 f ) 3,
B TATRISE 8 ATREME LA VT 55 u B4 1795 258 10 AT ARIIE T 45 648 4 ROBDD. [l It 45 18 3. O

WRE 7. 45 v ') ROBDD FUil TAERA v B2 mii B de B IR AR RS T thrgAsEAd R,
DISJOIN FLyERIAE O(|T|) W | P 715 H 2 78 g(v)vT [ ROBDD.

E B S0 A AR 280 8 b1 5 0] R A R AR AT 30 30 ) S RO 2T 24| T|+2,08 T &R A i /R [n]
T AT RAT HR BE AL T BN 1] Py 20 E, BT DISJOIN SV M IN (B B 2% 04 O(|T|). $4AT 8.9 /515 2 ROBDD %
A B AR EN T HV)VT. O

6 KIWLER

A FAT11E B ROBDD 4 H br i & 4 A SCT7 R DM J7 325 11 G 3 1) TR) 4 B DL 2 16 45 S K /N kAT LE
BARATEINT SCik[22]H ) ROBDD g i3 5/ 4 A 3C S8 1) ROBDD it 3 4%, 75 4 13 i #2 v A Y CLS 48 52 It
JP a1 9S80T & 1) CPU ik 2.99GHz, N A7 K/ 2GB, 4w FE 3554 Microsoft Visual C++ 6.0.

55 3CHR[23,26] P AR g 56 —FE, FRATT A AR A TREHL 3 30T FR) 4. th TS50 1t = ek, 2l
FAR T XA 30,08 T 20 A 24 RO 2 1 19 5% e Bl 24 SR B v ) 1 RO ORI s D 60. IR et TR A O ik
M5, 3R 240 AR (R AUAEL F AN 5% 0 S 126 45 SR 140 JOUASE T G 136 P i), 3 L 512 56 v B 5 2k 240 R R0 S AR 708 ot Wk 1 49 BB L 11 1
HOE BRI H M 20 FELR, LA 20 1R 5 2 4 300,50 T DM J7 v, 2 15 43 2 0 R 45 S B A S i 6 1A S
Tk BT A KA R0 0 L2 2 2803 3 ZCHFAREEE S BECH 6 T80 B2 240 — 424006l
LIRATRECH 100, EHCh 3 I A2 AR ES B 34,33 Fl 33). 4N A AR vl 100,k T G b
AR HE i) S S0 28 1 3 3, R g SR I R IR B ) DK T 1 000s 5 P A7 ¥ HE B o W 03k, S 6 45 SR Bl 7 3
7, e BE ML ) 85 2 R AR 30,45 2 SRBIE 52 Sk 60,x Sl g T AT B 0 TR B,y 40 1) DA e 8 SR I VY SRR g 13
T TR] . J2 B8R0 4 1 7 1k IR AN R AR IR AR AN [ 1) il 6 B BB m 0 5 1000 A5 R OR AR AR SCT7 b ANl
GSAT-SWB.

200 ™ Jyik ! 10001+ pm Jyi:
Lel T HUTEEEON 1 / goo| = WL EHCH

S wonk N2 e TR RO 2 :
1ol T WA 3 goo T WiTE Bk .

BT R
0.8 a00t + BUTIE*JEECh 2 !

0.4 e 200
el 7 3
00l a2 e T ole o oo

0 60 120 180 240 300 0 60 120 180 240 300
WARHH BAHREH

2 PE I 1) (5)

G PR 45 LI Y 28 (x10°)

Fig.7 Comparison results on random stratified weighted bases between our approach and DM approach
7 ARSI E DM J7E 0T BEAL ] R B S 5 R

w1 P 7 H A e 45 Rl
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o TR NIE AL M G0 v 45 L ELEL N T DM J7 ¥,

o T ERATI i, 2 R EO Z i g PR RGBT DM i, S BRI S H KT 240 B, A7
v

o MERANS N 2 JZEL 3 B AT A g iR =T DM JTVE;

o AT AR E, IR AR B E AN TAE T 100 B AR SO IR I AR AL 2 R 2 ECH KT 100 B ,DM T i
PRI T MK A R B H KT 180 W A ST VEANBELE 1 000s WY 58 4 1

o GSAT-SWB fEF2 iy A8 SCHVE I g B0

7 % it

ARSCHR W T 2B FORE S, B SR W] T DM AR IS T g B IR AU B T AR IR
15 TR AN o AR ST T RlORT ) 20 2 L2 G 1 75 125, 9 3 T GSAT Fil ROBDD $i¢ iy 1 AL AL H AR v
W7 E IR I 8] 2803 6 45 52 (1 20 TR AU B4 L2 B AR A AN IS T 00 B EAT 9 135, AN T E 0% M 55k 2 158 4
Kb T A I TCARAR B A R BB S, w0 B BEAT 9 13, AT AU B G 13 45 2R v B 558 D0 AR £ G A A RV A
T o A T TR e 1 A S P B IL i) U 12 77 i R AT I X, S R AR WY T AR S 2 AL, % T A A A )
RO T CAFAE T 1008 T 00 J2 B ZE AR SCT7 305 R I ) R4 () 20 % 380 iy T CAF AR 77 15, HLR BB 1% 07 15
SRR R DR A S B 2 P 0T 2 R P AN IS TR 0 IS BT A AR SO R SE AT 9 1 0 T )R K
PTG () 7 2 INASU IR, R AR s FL A T 1) A0 23 [R) A 25 B8 B DM 73k AR SC T VA AT 9 1 AN S5 VA L g
FHIK G 1 7 S Py RV 57 i g SRS R AT PR B AR RE 199 90 J2 £ 2 42 2% 8 B AR S5 i s M B 17 20 2 T2
JITAT 55 U0 A 6L, B O B AT 1R 95 D0 AR G, BT 00, 24 O B 948 23 39 D0 AR AR B I, T RE 4 il S8R5 00 R (0
B o3 2 0 SR 1
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