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Fig. 3 Notation of clause record by RSG.
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Table 2 Execution efficiency of each internal

structure.
(msec)
Internal |

Structure‘ Structure [ Structure ll;::ﬁlnid

Generating . Sharing Gen ¢ utlje
Problem enerating

Sorting 1677 246 134
Parsing 6750 606 458
4-Queen 18892 2054 1615

Machine: ACOS system 1000 model 40

3 ZABBEOREHR

Table 3 Memory efficiency of each internal

structure.
(words)
Internal |
Structure| (S}tructure S;clructure gfr?féetﬁre
ti i g
Problem enerating | Sharing Generating
Sorting 567 187 155
Parsing 930 216 243
4-Queen 1241 374 399
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