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program trans.fomula;
begin

C ¢

k «~0;

for all B € SAT do

transi(B);

remove equalities if possible

end.

procedure trans1(B:FORMULA);
begin
case (a form of B) of
B=L;:
CeCu{z =1}
B=~B;:
trans2(By,y);
CeCu{y=0}
B=ByA---AB,:
for i := 1 to n do transl(B;);

B=B,v---vB,:
fori:=1ton do trans2(B.-,y.-);
Ce—CuU{n+--+y 21}
B=B; — B, :

trans2(B;,y1); trans2(B3,y3);
Ce—Cu{yn—y <0}
B=B; «» By :
trans2(By,y; ); trans2(B2,y3);
Ce—Cu{y —yz =0}
end
end;

procedure trans2(B:FORMULA;var y :VARIABLE);
begin
case (a form of B) of
B=L;:
Aad It
=~ B1 :
trans2(B,,z);
k —k+1;
CCuU{z+z, =1}
v —=
B=B; A---A B,:
for i := 1 to n do trans2(B;,z);
k —k+1;
C«C u {Th
y - 3;
B=B,v---Vv B, :
for i := 1 to n do trans2(B;,z);
k —k+1;
C—CU (i, & — 5} 2 0} U {Thny 5 - sy < 0%
y —z,
B=B, — B;:
trans2(B;,z1); trans2(Bj,z2);
k —k+1;
C—CU{zy—n+z, <1} U {n -Zg+2$‘k > 1}
Y .’IL
B=B; « B;:
trans2(By,z1); trans2(Bj,22);
k —k+2;
C«Cu {z,+z7—rk l<1} U{z +2z2—25_, 20}
: U {21+lg+.‘£k 1—2:,‘ =1};
Y~ -‘”1:

-z, <a-1}u{Th, z; —nzy > 0}

iz=}

end
end;
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KEBRLTEShIREREXE S,

C'={21-2320,23424<1,-z1+2z3+34>0}
ERE. CoPlTIR,CECRER->TWAS.

Ce¢
trans1(Ly « (Ly A ~ L))
trans2(Ls, y;)
W — Iy
trans2((L) A ~ Ly),12)
trans2(Ly, z;)
2 )
trans2(~ L,, z;
trans2(Ly, z;
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2] — T4

C—CU{z4+2; =1}

23— 1
C-—C'U{z;-f-z;—z;Sl}U{zl-f-:'l—h';zO)
Y2+ I,

C—CuU{z-z,=0}

et b s
Lol ol =S

C = { :,—z;=0:11+x‘,=1,’ ,
14z =28, ni+2-25,20)

4 remove two equalities.

C={z1-2-2420, —zy + 23+ 2, <1}
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