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Abstract In this paper, we propose a compact representation of logic functions using Multi-valued Decision Dia-
grams (MDDs) that are called heterogeneous MDDs. The heterogeneous MDDs are generalization of MDDs with k
bits (MDD(k)s), where each variable may take different domain. By partitioning input variables and representing
each partition as a single multi-valued variables, we can produce the heterogeneous MDDs with 16% smaller amount
of memory than the Reduced Ordered Binary Decision Diagrams (ROBDDs), and with as small amount of memory
as the Free Binary Decision Diagrams (FBDDs). We minimized a large number of benchmark functions to show the
compactness of the heterogeneous MDD.
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Binary Decision Diagram) [7], [8] 231 53V CU 5. AR T

L FL&Ic LT BH~FT =7 ZMDD i, FBDD ¢ RBEDAEYET

PR OF B R IV DHIABL Y AT A, I & b,
HEHES, BIFEOHKT, EHAWRRAE Y BICHRREH 2.
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HEABORBIERRD BTN D.

FREERAR DO BIE & LT ROBDD (Reduced Ordered Bina-
ry Decision Diagram) [6] AA< H BN TWD. KimIL T,
~7aY=7 X MDD (Multi-valued Decision Diagram) % i
W RBBAR O RBIE L IRETSH. ~TrY =7 X MDD i,
ROBDD LY nWAE V& NOXVEWSIRAETRETX
5. Fi, mBEEBOa Ry FrRBEE LTFBDD (Free

RBETE5.

TOMIE, FE2HT~TrY =7 X MDD 8L O FDMD
HEREITRY. E3IHTIX, ~Tu2Y¥=7 2 MDD IZHAW3
REZRN FAHTE, RECESWERER~NT2Y=T
Z MDD 2KHDBT7NITY) AL ERBRETS. £ LT, BE5HT
EBREANT~AT Y =7 2 MDD OF At &R,

2. & OE &
AEITIX, ~7 2T =7 X MDD (Multi-valued Decision Di-
agram) #EFE L, ZHABEBORAEELTT.



2.1 RERBORE

WMEEHE X = (z1,72,73,...,%0) £T 5. X OFEHED
£45% (X} TRT. (X} = {X1}U{X2}U...U{X,} 2>D
{Xi}n{X;} =0 (1 Fj)DLE X = (X1,X2,....Xu) &
XonEEN). F X, DI LEBERLTEZ L LD D.
|XZ| = ]ﬂi (’L = 172,...,11,) k—g—é&, k1+k2+. ..+k’u = n'CEf?)
5. 0L EFHBEEE F(X) X f(X1,..., Xu): PLX Py X Py x
...XxP, - BERHETES. ZZTP, ={0,1,2,...,2% —1},
B={0,1} Th 2.

F AL THRER LT 2WBEEAKL, TRREREEEERW
HOLETSH. L, MRREER L, TORELTELHOD
L7T%.

Bl 2.1] 52O _fEEE X = (v1, 72, 73,74, 75) DREN X =
(X1,X2) &2 5. X1 = (21,22), Xo = (z3,24,25) £ T2
Lhki=2 ko =3&7%9, P ={0,123}, B={0,1,...,7}
LB, ZDEE X, Xo XENEN 4 EBEE, S EEKE
Y. 5 EEGREBEEK [(X) 2 X1, Xo ZHVWTRET S &
f(X1,X2):PLx Py — B &5, (Bt )

2.2 ~A7TOY=Z7A MDD

BDD (Binary Decision Diagram), ROBDD (Reduced Or-

dered Binary Decision Diagram) O & 2 i [6] %, MDD
(Multi-valued Decision Diagram), ROMDD (Reduced Or-
dered Multi-valued Decision Diagram) @ E#HIL[11] %S HK
Shizv.
[(E#21] ANEH X = (z1,22,...,20) & X =
(X1,..., Xu) EHEILIZL &, REREK f(X) 2RET 2
ROMDD #~7a¥ =72 MDD &\, ~7 1 MDD &
BEFRET 5. AWML TIL, KBIDOREDIZ, X ODHEITE =k =
coo=ky DL E | REEK f(X) 2B T 5 ROMDD 24HEY
=7 Z MDD &\, 7RE MDD(k) £72 3B MDD(k) LB
TH ZZThk=ki=ka=...=k, TH 5.

&% MDD(k) iX f : P* — B, ~7 1 MDD X f :

PAxPax..xP, - B ZZTP=1{0,1,...,2F -1},
P, ={0,1,...,2% —1}, B={0,1} &#HE ¥ 5.
[E# 2.2] &E MDD(k) T IRME R 2° Bt 2#

2. k=10& %, &E MDD(1) i ROBDD ##£7.
[E2 2.3] ~7 1 MDD Ti, B8 X; #RIT 2 IHKIRHR
1 2k AR R R,
[7£# 2.4] DD (Decision Diagram) {23\ T, FEKIHET RO
W% DD Ofi sk VW, node(DD) L RLT 5.
(B 2.5] £ X, <R} 5 DD 0ofia%% DD © X; T8
F BB E EE L, width(DD,i) THT.

451 (X1, Xo, ..., X,) (x4 % MDD Offi /533,

node(MDD) = " width(MDD, )

i=1

THEAETE 5.
(Bl 2.2] FRERRAEX f = z12023 V Taw3wa V T3TaT1 V T4T1T2
ZFB+5 ROBDD #X 2.1(a) i, &% MDD(2) X 2.1(b)
2, ~7 1 MDD %K 2.2127”77. K 2.1(a) ® ROBDD THE##
V1A, BRI 0-BE R R F£72, K 2.1(b) @FE MDD(2) T
XX, = (351,.1‘2),X2 = (1‘3,1'4), X 2.2(&) D~7 1 MDD Tix
X1 = (z1,22,23), X2 = (z4), £ LT 2.2(b) ®~7 = MDD
T X1 = (21), X2 = (22, 23,24) THD. (B

2.3 ZHABBORER

WMHEERKIL, BEZHATHDS. FHAEMIICKRET S
LLIBEAEDRE, REPKRES R TEIHENEN. 1€
T, BEORWRBEOERNEETHD. LHIIEK%:,
F=(fo,fi,...,fm-1) : B* = B™",B =1{0,1} L EHT 5.
T ZT, n idEREEIROAIE, m ITHAEERT. KRLT

(a) BDD (b) % MDD(2)
2.1 BDD &% MDD(2)
Fig.2.1 BDD and homo-MDD(2)

0,1,2,4

(a) A€V BRANOHE
X 22 ~%u MDD
Fig.2.2 hetero-MDDs

(b) A€V BREROHE

%, SBDD (Shared Binary Decision Diagram) [18] % T
LB ERIT S, LUF BDD i3, FrCHEN2VRY
SROBDD (Shared ROBDD) %7 L, &% MDD(k) &~7 &
MDD i%, Z® BDD KV EMShiebDERET 2.

3. AFO0 MDD QORE

(8 3.1] X = (x1,22,...,2,) OEHKIEFZEE L LK
ELEE, X OB oK " @Y fFET 5. @Y

5T, MDD & 2" FEEGFET S, ZoFns, HHABMH
Wi UCleiiiZe~7 1 MDD %3 2 LENH 5. AREiTIL,
B2 ~7 12 MDD %2R T 2570 DEMEL RHIREEZ N D
DRT

3.1 *EVUE
[ 3.1] AFRIC T, DD & A F VKT 5 DI BB
U— R EAEYBLERTD.

[E# 3.2] B fBExONEE, AE) ERRE/NO~T
o MDD %%k f O&/IAT 0 MDD & FES.

RODD (Reduced Ordered Decision Diagram) % #i& %
BETAHIZIE, A VT I REEEDT RVABRMKETHSD.
BDD O&H#ifiE 2 KDk % b7, BDD O2fi S % RIS
BIHDOAEY &L,

(2+1) X node(BDD)

TH 5. MDD(k) D&M AT 28 KD & #Fo72%, MDD(k)
DEFRERBRT 27200 AE Y &,

(2% 4+ 1) x node(MDD(k))

Th5b. ~71 MDD TIIEHREBIEHN RS, ~7T 17 MDD
DOEF R ERBRTDH-20DAEY BT

(1) : RRRCTIE, R—VEOHIRDIZDIZAEALEIZT 5.



> (@% +1) x width(~7 & MDD, )

i=1

Thd.

(1 3.1] X2.1(a) ®BDD ®AEVEIZ18 TH5S. K2.1(b)
D MDD(2) ®AEY BT 15 THB. ZLTK 2.2(a) D~T 1
MDD @ 2%V &% 12, K 2.2(b) ®~F 17 MDD D A E U &%

21 ThH 5. (F%ED)
[EH 3.1] &/h~7 w1 MDD Tit, ®COBEK X; = (z;,
f T ,33]'+k,i_1) IZHBWNT

(2% + 1Vwidth(~7w MDD, 1)
k;—1
< 3x Y width(BDD, j +1)
t=0

DRRILT .

[EE 3.2] HIZ n BEIRIF T DB [ 2RETH5~T
7 MDD #%2%%. ~7 1@ MDD [Z4EER AE Y B& Monin(n)
s R R

Mmm(n) 2 25n
DBRRILT 5.

R 3.1] HiZn ZRCEFET 2mEREK f 2R8I 5~T 1
MDD %#%2%%. ~7 1 MDD 05375 7 IChERAEY &

& Mouy = i, (2% + Dwidth(~7 1 MDD, i) &3 2 &
Msub 2 2.57’Lj
BRT.

[(FH 3.3] RHiZn BHEKEFET SmEREE f &35 f%&
KRBT BH~71 MDD O A€V &% Mem(~7 1 MDD : f)
L2 n>10LE

Mem(~7 2 MDD : f) 2 node(BDD) + 2

BT B.

[% 3.2] EIZnZEKET DH ﬁﬁaﬁ%f L35, fERH
T 5~7 1 MDD O¥537 7 7128 F 2 AEY BEE Memsus(
~7 B MDD : f) =3 " width(~7 1 MDD,i) £ 42L&,
n; > 1oL x

nj
Memup(~7 8 MDD : f) 2 " width(BDD, t) +2

t=1

BRI T D, 22 Tng 138577 7188 ND EEROK %
e

[EH 3.4] HiZn BEIEFT 2B f 2 R8T D5~T
7 MDD %#%%%. B/ ~7 1 MDD ® 2 E Y &% M. (n)

LT 5L, LFTORBBRMBERILT S.
Mpaz(n) 2" " 4+3.2 —5

ZZTrid, UTOBREMET 2RROELETHD.
n—r=2" +logs3

3.2 FEHIRRE
[F# 3.3] DDITBWT, Bh 5K S E TORKEZ DD ©
RRENS . 2D L &N EOIERMRE A ERRAFELE NS
[[E# 3.4] DD IZBWT, NANEKIE S v; Z2BBT DHE
FaHiRERHER L X, prob(DD, i) TRT.

AT, LT XS RHEETLVERET S,

o HEFOMEIZHEV, DD Lofimzils = & TRtk
DFEEATS .

e MDD & BDD Ry 7 —U% b3, BEHEEHT S [HJj

e MDD OEFEHKIZH LT, HRALINEZATERA

IND. 20D ATNMEOEBIFHITER TE S, HlXE,
X1 = (z1,22,73,74) = (1,0,0,1) D& X%, X7 =9 BASE

LLTEZADBND.
e MDD %AW iEBEEOFM TIL, HiRD7 7RI

ERA IS Sn
o RO FHRR LA TE LU,

T DL &, DD TRE L wmE B OFMERFEIL, 77 EA LT
FEHIRE R OEEL (NAR) BT B, Tz, ALEE 2120
LI BEEERTANEIND LIRETD. ZOX I BRILEDT T,
DD DRl % RS B 72 DI ER R AEERES .
AT, £ 1B DK BLIIEIZ SDD (Shared Decision
Diagram) # W5, ZHABEEF = (fo, f1,..., fm—1) ZRH
3% SDD OFEHNRRENL, FHE—HIBEK i KRBT 2 DD
DIFHNRAEDOEFTRO BN S [20].
[ 3.2] 2.1(a) ® BDD O¥¥/R2E i, 3.125 TH 5.
2.1(b) ®AE MDD(2) D ZFIL, 1.75 Th 5. £ LTH
2.2(a) ®~F 1 MDD OF¥/R 2 E1T 1.375, K 2.2(b) O~F
2 MDD OYE KL, 2 THB. (Bl D)
[E# 3.5] DD OFHRRAER, SiRBEREROGFIZEL
VN [20].
[EH 3.6] —O0FHEBEK%EEH TS BDD £~7 12 MDD
EEZDHEE,

(~F 1 MDD O¥HRRE) <
MRSLT 5.
4. ~7T0 MDD D&i#Elt

A TIX, 8 3. EOREICESWIZ~T 11 MDD FKi#E{biiE
DERALL FNEMLT2HODOTNIY AhETT. bAREYR
BB T DN, ORELZ FEICT DR D EIER S0
728, REORELT VI AANRKELRD.

4.1 AEYEDm/NME

ANEBONEFEZEE LI EIRET D &, ~7 17 MDD @ R
TV BT, ANWEHR X OBEOEFIEET . T0=0BE%K

(BDD DFH <2 )

B, ATV BER/NMNCT S X OREERDSTILERDD.
(1 4.1] X 2.2(a) 1, &/~~~ 2 MDD Th5b. —FH, K
2.2(b) i¥, A E YV EHKKDO~T 2 MDD TH5. (Bil%& D)

AE Y BOB/MEREEZ RO X 5 cERLT 5.

[RIRE 4.1] FREERS%EL f #RKJT 25 BDD MG bhizt &, &
/Ih~T7 v MDD 2R3 58 X opFlERkv X, 22T, T
@ BDD OZEBIERFIIEL LI EAET S.

n ZEHGHER & KB B Rol~T = MDD 2R 5121, 27!
fAD~7 1 MDD %k L, ZOHbEiER SO ERRTH
IEEWV. n /NI L EERARFBNICHERIRES. n BKREWVE
A, ZOFEIHHBLPVBEDLOTROT VY Aok
ERTS. MEAIZELT-OOHEHa—RE2 713y b 4.1
WY, ZOT NI ANESEIREE (branch-and-bound)
ESL.

[TAa) XA 41] (AEDEOR/ME)

1: N AEVE =BDDDAEY&;

2: minimize_memory (%Y O ANEEHDOELL,
BEEX, O Ty 7 A, FERHAETYE) {

3. if (R OANEEOMEE == 0) {

4 if(HAAE)E < B/AEVE) {
5: BNAEY B =HAEY &,
6: B/MNTT 257 = BAEDHE]

7 }

8 }



9:  else {
10:  for (s = 1; s < & D DANEEDOMEE; s++) {
11: k = branch[s] ;

12: if ((2F + b X wzdth(/\TD MDD,i) >
3 x SV width(BDD, j +t))
13: continue ;
14: HAEVE =HAEVE
+ (2F +1) x width(~7w MDD,1) ;
15: BRODAEV B =K/ ATV E - HHAAEY &
16: RO DANELEOEE = R0 DANEROEE — k ;
17: if (memory _size_check (5% ¥ O AFIEEOMEEL,
BYDOAEY &) == 2TV HFEN) {
18: BAEDOEk; =k
19: minimize_memory (%Y O ASIELEOMEEL, i + 1,
FHAEIE) ;
20: }
21: }
22:
23:}

24:memory_size_check (580D DANEEDOMEE, Y DAED &) {
25:  lower_bound = max((2.5 x &Y D ANELHDREE),
(-1 width(BDD, t)+2)) ;

26: if (F&Y DAEV & < lower_bound)
27: return A€ U A —x;

28: else
29: return A €U RE
30:}

TNIEY XL ANE, BER X, O by I TR AEY
BE2HEL, M2 HEETS. ATV BEIMIHIEEL L D720
LEDOLMEEFEHFT L0, FIAIZOHELFR AT &
DIFNRRON-T-L LTHEDMBITEHENS. 7ATY XL
410 1117 B 1, 3% (branch) #4772 > T 5.

(28 + 1)width(/\7‘r:l MDD.,i)
3 x Z Y width(BDD, j +t)

BEB/NEL s EnbJEICEKICOE LTV, F,
124TB W, SFEEZHIB T2 72DICER 31 ZHVTWVS.
memory_size_chech BIEN (25, 26 ITH) TIZEH 3.2, % 3.1,
FH 33, BLUOR 322 VTV, o7 A3 Y XA RIS
AN T D BEREARIT D, 7T XLDHERDOERD
HL, SROBEL T5.

4.2 FEHRREDOZR/ME

~7 1 MDD OFE R E S, ANE X O5rFI0M4I7124K
FTD. PRAEEZR/MNITD X OBENL, X =X, ki=n
(1 OBEENCRDINE) THDH. LnLIDLED~T
MDD @ # £ U &% (2" 4+ 1) x width(~F v MDD,1) &7
5. ZOEOEZONTEAT VBB TEHRAERR/NERD
X OREEROTIZNERDD. FERARER/IMEFEEEZ RO
X owiEfed 5.
[FRE 4.2] FRERA% f KB T2 BDD L AEVRELBE
bl & AEVENLLUTT, HhOEERRER/ID~
Fu MDD ##T 588 X ONEE2RDE. 22T, TD
BDD OZEHIEFIIZE LBV ERET S.
MIRE 4. 2% R e DEla— FE2T AU XA 42158 F. R
T Y X5 RIS R ERICESL.
[TATY Xh4.2] (FHRAEOR/ME)

ratio =

1: /N EERAR = BDD OB RE;

2: minimize_path (5% Y O ANZEEOEEL,
BERX; DA VT v 7 26, FRAAED &, BIEOFHRE) {

3. if (BY OANEHOEE == 0) {

4 if (RIEOEH AR < B/PNEARER) {
5 B/NEERAR = BIEDOEENRE,;

6: B/NZT 2 5E = BAEDSE];

7 }

8 }

9:  else {
10: for (k = RV DANEHEOMEE; k =2 1; k——) {

11: HHATY & =fHAEVE + (28 +1)
x width(~7 81 MDD,3) ;
12: BODAEVRE = AEVARRL - AT &;
13: B DANBEROFEE = RO DANEROFEE — k;
14: for (j = 0; j < width(~F 1 MDD, i); j++)
15: BEDFE (AR = BUEOFE 2 E
+ prob(~7 v MDD,base_address + j) ;
16: if (memory_size_check (5% Y O A DL,
BYDOAETIE) == AT UAFEN) {
17: BEOHE Lk =k ;
18: minimize_path (5 Y O ANELEOEE, ¢ + 1,
AT & BIEOEERAE) ;
19: }
20: }
21:
22:}

TAITY RN 4267 AT Y b 418 FAEEC, BEHR X,
PO T XY UVHICAET Y BBIOEHYZEZHE
L, ZEMERERTS. ZOLETEHRRAEOHEIZ, &
B 3.5 IZESNTWS. 1517 H OHi BB HER prob(~7
v MDD, base_address+j) OFtHEIL, [20] 2B INiz\. F
72 base_address 1%, B X, I Téﬁkm DT RV R %
ARLTWS, 7T X5 42030 4.20 KR % Kb 553,
FHERBMIETLTY XA 41X 0 REWV.

5. REB#HR

5.1 FBDD & DLE

# 5.11%, H&/I~F 1 MDD & FBDD (Free BDD) ® %<& Y
BCOHBHREREZ R LTS, £ 5.100 OBDD (Ordered BDD)
DHiAEE [21], FBDD Ok [7), [8] LV BHERTHS.
~7 1 MDD %, Z® OBDD L WALz, 2 bo DD ik
BEEERNTNA Z LIZEE. $£72 OBDD, FBDD ® A€ Y
(I ROBDD D AEY EERODLIANICLVFHE L=, KF o
“BERE” 1, BB REBETO CPUKMZRLTWA. L
TFTOMRELEOEM LT LTY XA 415 FEHEL, CPU R
& HIE L.

e CPU: Pentium III 1GHz
1RF vy a: 32KB
2;WF vy a: 256KB
FAEY: 4GB
OS: redhat Linux 7
a A7 gee -0
F72, FHRO EOFHE” 13, OBDD D AE Y EE 1.00 & L
7L &D%E DD OAEY BORKROEMEYERT. £5.1%
D, H/h~7 1 MDD X FBDD & [FfEE D A € ) B CHRERRa%k
ERBFATEXDHEVZD. Eiz, TATY XA 4 NTEHARBNIC
200 AJJRRE OB E CREM A RO DHZ LN TET.

5.2 BDD &7RE MDD(k) &DLE

# 5.21%, £f~7 1 MDD & BDD, =€ MDD(k) (k=2, 3,

5) L OHBGFERERLTWD. ZThbd DD I3EER % A
WTWARW, £, COERIZIIFE A IO Fv— 7B %
AVTRENREEE2{To 7. £ 5.20~7 2 MDD1 1%, 7V
TY XA 41XV RDIEF/NIA~T 2 MDD ThHY, ~Tu
MDD2 %, 7A=Y XA 422 % W RDT=FH SR ERAND~
71 MDD (BDD ® X € ) &% ER) TH 2. K 5.20KMHIZ,
BDD ®AE U &% 1.00 & L7z & EDEMEHEERT.

~7 1 MDD iZ¥# LT, BDD O 84% O A€ VY B THEH
T& 3. RFiZ, B ex1010 2£H 5 ~7 12 MDD i, BDD
DK 46% D AE Y BETCEITX 7=,

~7 1 MDD %, BDD LR UAEY BTEHRT S L, FH
2F%#BDD &0, FHL TSR ICTHIENTES. £72
A Y BE/INO~T T MDD T, /{2 EiZ BDD O

— 4 —



#£5.1 AEYREENO~7T MDD & FBDD O£ € Y &TOHK
Table 5.1 Amount of memory for hetero-MDDs and FBDDs

FERE S R AEY &

aed AJ1% | Hi71% | OBDD | FBDD | OBDD | FBDD | ~7 =1 MDD | #f# [sec]
C432 36 7| 1063 | 1057 | 3189| 3171 2910 0.02
C499 41 32| 25865 | 25865 | 77595 | 77595 59739 0.94
C880 60 26| 4052 | 2798 | 12156 | 8394 11934 0.01
C1908 33 25| 5525 | 5047 | 16575 | 15141 13493 0.04
C2670 233 64| 1771 | 1062 | 5313 | 3186 4805 |  427.62
3540 50 22 | 23827 | 20999 | 71481 | 62997 65198 0.01
C5315 178 123 | 1718 | 1478 | 5154 | 4434 4855 0.01
C7552 207 107 | 2159 | 1594 | 6477 | 4782 6462 -
alu4 14 8 349 300 | 1047 900 855 0.00
apex1 45 45| 1245 | 1177 3735| 3531 3117 0.01
apex6 135 99 490 455 | 1470 | 1365 1437 0.01
cps 24 102 970 902 | 2910 | 2706 2568 0.00
dalu 75 16 688 649 | 2064 | 1947 1574 0.01
des 256 245 | 2944 | 2902 | 8832| 8706 7589 126.77
frg2 143 139 961 920 | 2883 | 2760 2773 0.01
i3 132 6 132 132 396 396 332 0.02
i8 133 81| 1275| 1190 | 3825| 3570 3825 0.00
i10 257 224 | 20659 | 18813 | 61977 | 56439 58861 -
k2 45 45| 1245| 1136| 3735| 3408 3119 0.00
too_large 38 3 318 286 954 858 859 0.03
vda 17 39 477 467 | 1431 | 1401 1088 0.00
HEROFE) 1.00 | 0.90 0.89
- 3600 B THHEIY

#5.2 &KH~7 v MDD & BDD, &€ MDD(k) & Dk
Table 5.2 Comparison with various hetero-MDDs, BDDs, and
homo-MDD(k)s

DD AEVE | PR
BDD 1.00 1.00
~% 1 MDDI1 0.84 0.69
~ 1 MDD2 0.97 0.58
A&E MDD(2) 1.08 0.69
AE MDD(3) 1.54 0.53
AE MDD(4) 2.39 0.50
A€ MDD(5) 4.10 0.46

NRRAELUTIZRS. 73U XA 4.21F, ERRHENI 60 AA
BREOBEEE CORBMERDDZENTES.

6. FEREOAVFE

AL T, ~7T rY=7 A MDD (Multi-valued Decision
Diagram) # AW/- i BB ORBIELZR/E L. £/, AE
VEBIOPEYARREEZR/MET 272007 X858
R, 7ul I reFEELE Feh_XvFe—7 B L
TEREZITRD, ~7u MDD ICELTLUTHZ L ERLE
1) FBDD (Free BDD) & RfEEDAE Y & T~F 12 MDD %
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Table A.1 Benchmark Functions

ap-ed n| m|BE¥A4 n| m| B4 n|m
3adr6 |18 (18)| 12|il 25 (25)] 16| radd 8 (8) 5
5xpl 7 (7)| 10|ibm 48 (48)|17|rckl 32 (32)] 7
9sym 9 (9 1|in0 15 (15)|11{rd53 5 (5)| 3
C432 36 (36 7|inl 16 (15)|17{rd73 7 (7)) 3
C499 41 (41)| 32|in2 19 (19)|10|rd84 8 (8) 4
C1355 |41 (41)| 32|in3 35 (34)[29|rdml16 |16 (16)| 16
C1908 |33 (33)| 25|ind 32 (32)[20{rdm17 |17 (17)| 17
C3540 |50 (50)| 22|inb 24 (24)[14|rdm18 |18 (18)|18
accpla |50 (50)| 69|in6 33 (33)] 23| rdm8 8 (8)] 8
add6 12 (12 7|in7 26 (26)| 10| risc 8 (8)|31
addm4 | 9 (9 8|inc 7 (7)| 9|root 8 (8)] 5
adr2 4 (4 3|incl6 16 (16)|17|rotl6 16 (16)| 9
adr3 6 (6 4|incl7 17 (17)|18|rotl7 17 (17)] 9
adr4 8 (8 5|incl8 18 (18)|19|rotl8 18 (18)| 10
adr8 16 (16 9|intb 15 (15)| 7|rot8 8 (8)| 5
adr9 18 (18)| 10|jbp 36 (36)|57|ryy6 16 (16)| 1
al2 16 (16)| 47|k2 45 (45)|45|sao2 10 (10)| 4
alcom |15 (15)| 38|18err 8 (8)| 8|sct 19 (19)|15
alul 12 (12 8| lal 26 (26)]19|seq 41 (41)| 35
alu2 10 (10 6|life 9 (9)| 1|sex 9 (9)]14
alu3 10 (10 8|linrom 7 (7)|36]shift 19 (19)|16
alud 14 (14 8|logl6 16 (16)|16|signet 39 (39) 8
amd 14 (14)| 24|logl7 17 (17)|17|spla 16 (16)| 46
apexl |45 (45)| 45(logl8 18 (18)| 18| sqn 7 (7)] 3
apex2 |39 (30 3|log8 8 (8)| 8|sqrb 6 (6)]12
apex3 |54 (54)| 50|log8mod | 8 (7)| 5|sqr8 8 (8)]16
apex4 9 (9)| 19|luc 8 (8)]27|sqrl6 16 (16)| 32
apex7 |49 (49)| 37|ml 6 (6)|12|sym4 4 (4) 1
apla 10 (10)| 12|m2 8 (8)|16|sym6 6 (6)] 1
b2 16 (15)| 17|m3 8 (8)|16|syml0 10 (10)| 1
b3 32 (32)| 20|m4 8 (8)16|t1 21 (21))23
b4 33 (33)| 23|m181 15 (15)| 9|t2 17 (17)| 16
b7 8 (8)| 31|mainpla |27 (26)|54|t3 12 (12)| 8
b9 41 (41)| 21|markl 20 (20)[31|t4 12 (11)| 8
b10 15 (15)| 11|max46 9 (9) 1|t481 16 (16)] 1
bll 8 (8)| 31|max128 7 (7)]24|table3 14 (14)| 14
b12 15 (15 9| maxb12 9 (9)| 6|tabled 17 (17)| 15
bcO 26 (21)| 11|max1024 |10 (10)| 6|tcon 17 (17)| 16
bca 26 (16)| 46|misexl 8 (8)| 7|terml 34 (34)]10
bcb 26 (16)| 39|misex2 25 (25)| 18] ti 47 (43)] 72
bce 26 (16)| 45|misex3 14 (14)| 14| tial 14 (14)| 8
bed 26 (16)| 38|misg 56 (56)|23|tms 8 (8)16
beddiv | 4 (4 4| mis]j 35 (35)|14|too_large|38 (38)| 3
bench 6 (6 8| mlp4 8 (8)| 8|tsl0 22 (22)] 16
benchl | 9 (9 9| mlp6 12 (12)|12]ttt2 24 (24)| 21
brl 12 (12 8| mlp8 16 (16)|16|unreg 36 (36)|16
br2 12 (12 8| mlp9 18 (18)(18|vda 17 (17)| 39
bw 5 (5)| 28|mlpl0 20 (20)|20|vg2 25 (25)] 8
c8 28 (28)| 18|mp2d 14 (14)] 14| vtx1 27 (27)] 6
cc 21 (21)| 20|mux 21 (21)] 1|wgtl7 17 (17)] 5
chkn 29 (29 7|my_adder| 33 (33)|17| wgtl8 18 (18)] 5
cht 47 (47)| 36|newapla |12 (12)| 10| wim 4 (D 7
clip 9 (9 5|newaplal |12 (12)| 7|x1 51 (b1)[35
clpl 11 (11 5|newapla2| 6 (6)| 7|[xldn 27 (27)| 6
cmlb50a |21 (21 1|newbyte | 5 (5)| 8|x6dn 39 (38)] 5
col4 14 (14 1{newcond |11 (11)| 2|x9dn 27 (27)| 7
comp |32 (32 3|newcplal | 9 (9)[16|xor5 5 (5) 1
conl 7 (7 2|newcpla2 | 7 (7)|10|xparc 41 (39)| 73
cordic |23 (23 2| newcwp 4 (4)| 5|=z4 7T (7)) 4
count |35 (35)| 16|newill 8 (8) 1 sequential

cps 24 (24)|109|newtag 8 (8)| 1|s27. (7)| 4
dcl 4 (4 7|newtpla |15 (15)| 5|s208. 18 (18)| 9
dc2 8 (8 7|newtplal |10 (10)| 2|s298. 17 (17)|20
dekoder| 4 (4 7|newtpla2 |10 (10)| 4|s344. 24 (24)]26
dist 8 (8 5|newxcpla| 9 (9)|23|s349. 24 (24))|26
dk17 10 (10)| 11|{nrm4 8 (8)| 5[s382 24 (24) 27
dk27 9 (8 9| nrm8 16 (16)| 9|s386. 13 (13)(13
dk48 15 (15)| 17|nrm9 18 (18)|10{s400. 24 (24) |27
duke2 |22 (22)| 29|opa 17 (17)| 69| s420. 34 (34) |17
ex1010 |10 (10)| 10|pl 8 (8)|18|s444. 24 (24) |27
ex5 8 (8)| 63|p3 8 (8)|14|s510. 25 (25)|13
ex7 16 (16 5(p82 5 (5)|14|s526¢ 24 (24) 27
exam |10 (10)| 10|pcle 19 (19)| 9|s641. 54 (54) |42
exep 30 (28)| 63|pcler8 27 (27)|17|s713¢ 54 (54)|42
exp 8 (8)| 18|pdc 16 (16)|40|s820. 23 (23)24
exps 8 (8)] 38|{pml 16 (16)|13|s832. 23 (23)124
f51m 8 (8 8| pope 6 (6)48]s1196. |32 (31)|32
fout 6 (6)| 10{poperom | 6 (6)]48]|s1488. 14 (14)|25
frgl 28 (28 3|proml 9 (9)|40|s1494, |14 (14)|25
gary 15 (15)| 11|prom?2 9 (9)21




