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Computing Symbolic Complexity Bounds of Loops by Recurrence Solution

XING Jian-Ying'*, LI Meng-Jun®, LI Zhou-Jun®

!(College of Computer, National University of Defense Technology, Changsha 410073, China)
%(School of Computer Science and Engineering, BeiHang University, Beijing 100191, China)

+ Corresponding author: E-mail: xjy.figgo@gmail.com

Xing JY, Li MJ, Li ZJ. Computing symbolic complexity bounds of loops by recurrence solution. Journal of
Software, 2011,22(9):1973-1984. http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/3898.htm

Abstract: Computing symbolic complexity bounds of loops can prove program’s termination. Based on the

solving techniques of recurrence equations and optimization problems, this paper presents a practical approach for

computing complexity bounds of loops called P*-solvable loops. Two algorithms are given for loops with

assignments only and loops with conditional branches respectively. Compared with some other works, this approach

can attain more complexity bounds of loops. The experimental results demonstrate the practicality of this approach.

Key words:  recurrence equation; optimization problem; program termination; complexity bound; closed form
solution
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%.Colon F1 Sipma 7E SCHR[2] oK 26 1 Ak 28 05 |\ B0 345 HLIEIE B A h 78 SCHR[3] H,Coldn #11 Sipma 2T
2 ARG H T S MERR BRI B — Bh SR TV O N B 2 B ARG FR R G FR (45 B B 1UE . Podelski Al
Rybalchenko £ 3CHR[4,5] 45 th T 2 MLk bR B — T 58 46 B S5 D73, FFIE W] T 0037 8 etk 15X 4 AR AR A8
T B SRR AR IR IR, S AT B HLIE A T ) 1, 0T 4 T — AR 1) 40 s i . Cook 55 Gulwani 71 SCHR[6] H 4%
T3 T R T R BOR 3 UE SRR AT LT B I T VE AR SCER [T AL T R A A R ES WA S 2 %
P11 22 00 RS R A5 WA i 0, R 4 ) e 1180 2 360 22 23 W ) S e i S 0 A L 7 o R e 1) 4 L 1P 6
W BER A T size-change 7 i, 38 3k £y HH 3t ok o AN 189 £) 22 3 SRIGAIF 45 WLE. SCRR[9-11]WF 5T T 30 5 AR 45 (term
rewriting systems) ft) {5 H ¥ o] B,

SCHR[12] P Gulwani 2 1T — FhER A 4% 1R K5 4k (control flow refinement) F1 33E B AN A8 3, (progress
invariants) (¥ 77 2, K F 540 5 22 R AR R S0 AR (R 1R PR AR 10 52 2% BE RS fff b 5 SR [1.3, 141K T A 43 7
325 A A A PR v B A AL I O3 AR 3 A 2 SO ANAR ZOR AT T B I B S AR T vk R T R AR
R EFAR A X EA A TS EB IS 1 widening A SCHR[13, 14100 77 V& AE 05 V1 51 B A6 IR - B2 1)
A S (R S B R B AN R A

25 IR TR P A5 U S0 0E 7 325 2 T g o e A B 0 22 T AR B P O A8 L v 56 482 P A B 45 L A2 8 11
LT VL AR Bk e B, SCRR[2—-6] R 5 1T 0 22 I AR 3 145 BUPE S0 UE, SCRR[7140 T — R T4 95 22 4>
B (R AT 28080 g 4% AR SCRR L7100 T i TE ik 4 A A 1K) B o B B B, SR [12—- 141 fe 8 2 o AN AR =R R A A 25
AR S 2% B b5

1T R B R o A5 WL 500 E 7 35 o e 19 20 ) G R 8 — A DA e 1 o A [ B, A7 6 7 A
SUANAE AR B 45, R T A8 P 6 Tk B 250 R A LR B 7 A B B0 X S R 2 A L. 2 S T P 491

assume (0<=id<maxid);

int tmp;

while (tmp<>id) do

if (tmp<=maxid) then
tmp:=tmp+1;
else tmp:=0;
endif

done

SCHR[12] 96 Y, E R TR 3 AN A7 70 2 1k R B0, DRI T 22 - S M Ak o 501 FR 5 LR BT 7 A R B iF ok 7R
e 2 A HL

7E R P W R F o, R BT A HU T R R R85 PG PR as AT AL R, 90 UE AR 3 1R 4 L
A LU 50 b —Ff vk BUFEAR PR AR TP A LR R U1 B35 & AR5 TR IRV s AR | 1 B SR U ER AR HRg
AR B A SERR R A T R R FR AR AT IR A S WURAE I v B A AR R E S WAR R I AT L
Tt s A B3 ) i o 2R PP 38 AT 0% 1K 2 B TR 38t 2 B v (RO A0 20, DR 17 7 P o B 28 A0 = (1 b St mr DA Oy
TR PP 52 A L IR — Tl B2 o R P 52 4 B b L0 ) Ok B it R P vl — A T e SR 1) M e, — 8 Sl o 2 ) oo 30 o 5 2
TR B RE P B B B S R R Wit o0 B ISR B TR RS R B R B AT e s A vt
A3 TR IE I R A BN A 19 43 A 45 R 5 5 TRk R B AR A MU e B LA, v SRR R U S AR AR B ) R R )
L B8 P P R P A 2% B T 0 2 — A 1 42 2 ) ) 1,

T Xt P-solvable fi§ 35, Kovacs 7£ 3CHR[15-17]H 3k T 2 43 J5 2SR A Grobner 361548 H T #2202 X
P A AR I —Fh 73 5% P*-solvable fF3R (LA SCE S 1.9), A0 TR P B 24 B S — ROk i vt 5
VR ZE 43 J7 B, Be 08 RS At 20 1 R P e A A R 4R A T SO A2 T 22 43 O R RN SR 0 Ak 10 RSK AR, A S 43 i 4R
TR AV R AN A S A 40 TR R I EA T R R O S AR R I A A SR T B RN X AR SO B
HEAT T SEBL IFEE SURURR PP AT T 206 0 A SE I 45 AR T T AR SO VA A At
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ATCH; 115 2290 J7 FEA AL A 1) A AT DG MR 2 LA KR 5 2 4 xR IR(E o AU R R 45 tH R e 7T
S LA SESE S 3 AR S A M SCIE IR A IR RE P A 5 A L oSSR O 4 S SRR PP EAT T
SR T 2R B XA SCHEAT B4

1 E9HE. stk P*-solvable IR

EX LUESFHE). 2077 Bkt —F e BoB X i 77 12, BIER 7788 H A0 FIAR I 1 22 73 K.
220y TR — OB N
fyln]- f,[n-1]= g,[n]
fo[n] = fo[n—-1] = g,[n]

fo[n] - f,[n-1]=g,[n]

XFF 2253 T7RE fIn]—f[n-1]=g[n], AN fe EL#E 5 fIn] e, AU Be 56 oH 5 F[OLF[L],... fIn—1]4 Be 3 2 f[n] ¥ {E.
Hon 2 AMRRIE, T SRR 75 BAR ACIN 8] R, 22 43 5 F — AR AR & 1 P15 T XA (closed form solution).
AT WA AR, AT 585 f[0],f[2],... fIn-1], 7T LA B 82315 f[n).

EX 1.2, WRESTT PRI R 223 T AR n B B H0 R I AR ] 2 R 8 22 3 7 RE IR A 45 T U

43 75 R PR 45 % 2R 0 S50 ) R AN T 30 A9 080 7 s 4 g R o — R AR ) 22 43 J R AT SRR P 5 T
AR ELVE, W Gosper-summable 22 43 77 F21, C-finite 72 43 77 5 VRN ik % 30 3ot 2 ok i B ff 1 22 43 D7 Pt

EX L3(&MENFIR). KMED TR IR T AR Z W A LR RIS TR,

n x[n]=Ax[n-1]+Bx[n—-2]+Cx[n-3] il /& — Nk 1t 2= 73 5 #2 S AB,C #BJ& 4 5L

T et A1 B AT A5 i A8 488 Ay 108 R AR B 2 i) 1) 22 43 7 R, DR TTD 22 43 D7 R T LA A 220 1 0 A 1) 45 47F 1 S
R TGS REHT— AR IL A I, B FH 22 43 5 it vl LSRASHG 4 & 24005 1R B BT, 22 00 T R
Bl I A A AR B A IR PR IB AR ) HLAE

Bl L4 T AIFRT SRS x R LAy BT quo AR EL rem, A n /R A &I T S35 0 &

quo:=0; rem:=x;

while y<=rem do

rem:=rem-vy;
quo:=quo+1;
done;
PEIARAS 8 quo Al rem [ HFER R UWIT:
rem[n+1] =rem[n] -y
{quo[n +1]=quo[n]+1 '
oAb fEIA AR 5 quo AT rem BIHIUGE 735124 quo[0]=0;rem[0]=x.
KX AN 2253 7 R AR B A R R
rem[n] = x —ny
{quo[n] =n '

Z0y T KR ARG L T GRS R IAT 50 BRI IR 3R AR & quo FH rem R IRLME.

AR IR T B AR R AT b ST SR AR I e D0 A T i — AR PR e A0 AK Tl AL, T LT Ak s LT

EX 1.5, W r RIGHTH A & X AR 22 43 i R I G e 2 b 2 1R T4 R E J2& B XA b B 753
B — 4L b AR 2RI T7 R IR 20 R R 48, FR (r, X, ~b) A — A de A ] . A SR AR AR i r B — ML AR R
4t E IMAEGFOEHUR s X TAERW 2 YW ARG E W r (WE TR t 45 s<t, AR s 2 mA 1 & (r X, ~b)
) A

Bt % T 1.4 PIPEFR, N HARFR T HOE AL PR AL 22 00 0 B8 10 )5 T8 Ui (rem=x—ny,quo=n), 7l
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R B R EAEEUR /5 2] y>rem, A fif (n,rem=x—ny,quo=n,y>rem) & — A f AL 4k 1) £,
EX 16(ERESRE L), & L2 —MEH,r BIE T a8 40 &, W 65 LAFHL I LAFHLE v/
A AAEHOE IR AR L R 5t
EX 1.7 %S AP Il Q N Hoare 2 s {PIS{QY L R TAL 2 L P AOMIA I R S
EEHL 0 S 5 ML Mo AL QTR P R A T 46 1F,Q BN 4 1E
EX L8(mBATE M) ®{PYS{Q} > Hoare 24z, &5 TAL & L {RIS{Q}1Z # A X R, #HT R—P,
WIFK P AFRIF S T Q MRS T & 415, idh WP(S,Q).
TEN 1.9, 6 F— AN A IR T AU 08 R, 0 LG RS 0 Xy, Xy (TP 5 FE S T AR IR K
x[n]= p, (M +...+ py(n)6]
Xz[n] = p2,1(n)61n t.t Py (n)gsn

XN = P s (MG + .4 P (MO
JF HIH AL
(1) xiN(A<i=m)FR7R x EMEHE n KA [FHUE;
(2) P11 sPrsieesPmtre-Pmse KINT,HErP K& — AN G K 50 B 3 (191 G A7 B AR SR80 58), 0F H K &
R K BAREAAL, K[n] Rk K 56 n 2 00E S
3) a,..., fe K,
LG P*-solvable 7§ 1.

HLHL L, —ANMEIRFR A P*-solvable A5 FR 24 FLAL Y FLAG IR AR 5 1) b &5 T U2 Fe U741 0] e K I tE 4l
&3 B HZ LA p(n) e K[n] & X 1.9 5 CHR[15]4 P-solvable 783 152 XA [F]:Kovacs 7 S AL Bk
T AETE & TR 2 i 1M H 67,0, 2 18 75 BEAETEACHUR B, 3 A2 R 4 A 24 A A8 X b o A3y v 35 B il o 0 1A
A 8 3R () Grobner 5K 31 #5135 & n; 17 A ST P*-solvable 75 38 W BESRAG IA77 45 1 & T8 20 AN 77 2 3 1 5 T8
N AEI) Grobner 3t KA S P*-solvable f§¥ALL P-solvable 7 ¥R 40 2 (K45 B 96 B 58 ) .P-solvable f§¥F H &
P*-solvable ¥R i) —A> 748, LA 1.10 247 1 BH.

#l 1.10: FAIHH R 2 P*-solvable f§#F{H A& P-solvable 5 ¥ BIfE 72 )5

x:=1; y:=0;

while x<10 do

X:=2*X;
yi=y+l;
done
ZAGFA ) 22 53 J7 FRAFAE A0 1 T 5 782U
{x[n] =2"X[0]
yIn]=y[0]+n
t T 2" Al n Z [RIASAELEAR O, DX A6 2R 24 P*-solvable JEEMEAN 2 P-solvable 7 F.

2 REAWMEERR P*-solvable BRI EREF S LRIITE

AT R4 R A B VE 1 (1) P*-solvable i3 ()7 E 2 EFF 510 RS AL,

I 2.1 Bk L& —AJEan“while b do S done” 11 H % A A 5 1) 1) P*-solvable T 55 Xy, ... Xm A2 S H1H L
(BTG IR AZ I, XY,y X Xy o X VTG AE N GRS, X =% = FL0C 0 X3,y Xy = T Oy X3, M)} A
L %2 43 J7 R 00 B2 T X, U0 2 e A 1) B (n, X, ~0) AT Al SR BB A s L o SR AL, L o ~b A (IR A I R

IE A R (n, X, ~b) AT — AN FE SR ng, MG R E0EE n=ny I, ~b R X T, BT X Z0 TG R LR
i EL n=ng B ~b gar BIRER L 75 n=ng W ILAEERSAF b A2, BRI IRER LA HL 0T LA, (n,X,~b) A JE 5 3 5 fi
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I L bR AL a

EHE 2.2, A AR R (n, X, ~b) A HE SR BRI (n, X, ~b) (R e U AR B A 3 L iR 2 2% & L5

UE WA E B 2.1 50,45 (0, X,~b) A7 AE SR BUR, ) L A5t BIL. R SR, B (n X ~b) IR B LA no AN 2 L IR 24
W 5 1.6 AT AN AFAE A AR AR d<ng, BRI THEAS L d N AEER L ASEHLL R n=d I X E~b B par, A
A4S d 2 (n,X,~b) ) — AN, L2 %0 d<ng, B ng A7 (n, X, ~b) e LA, 5 B J& I B, (n, X, ~b) ) e 10 At 2 1
LR B a

BiE L USIREE A IR RS DLV GE RIS P S A B S S AL,

gy N S A IR AR T F) 1R P*-solvable T8 38 LX={X, ... Xn} W AEFRAE R, Xo ={X0,..., X0} A IEEAAS BT 4618 ;

R L R B

HRR L REAEI N 20 J5 1,

YR 2. KA 75 Ty R G T 2

WIR 3. FAGHSAT b WU A3 ~b, 5 2253 J7 FE I VA 6 T A A AR TH 8 n 44 e A4k I 8 (n, X, ~b);

IR A SKAR AT ), TS0 (n, X, ~b) 1) n 1 S UR B S AE AR AT, T B 2.2 1950 A AH 63 L A

41 F 53 ,9d 28 bound(n);

IR 5. A5 AEE SRS bound(n), IR [9] bound(n).

N 2.3 AR BRI 1B R,

] 2.3:% & R L

x:=10; y:=10;

while (y>0) do

X:=2%X;
y:=1/2*y-1

done

RIS o 5 B w] DB HI S 1 4 R AT P SR 5
X[n+1]=2*x[n]

L ;
7 {y[nﬂ]—; yinl -1

N

o {x[n] =2"*X[0] ’
yIn]=2"*(y[0]+2)-2
IR 3. HIEIEI A y>0, 0 LI A3 y<<Oyy 1922 4 & T2 AR\ YOI 1 y=12%27"-2, I\ #3- 55t
AL ) (n,y=12*2""-2,y<0);
WIR 4. RAFEARAL 78 (n,y=12*27"-2,y<<0), % T B hrAL & n, oH 5L L AR R 4E(y=12*27"-2,y<<0)[’) n 1)
AR AR E 24 5 bound(n)=3;
48 5. IR [A] bound(n)=3.

3 BEXMHSXIERM P*-solvable B EREF S ERIITE

FEX 3.1 XHTHA &0 SCE AN while fF38, 25042 B 3.2, 51 HE 3.3 Bk MR 5 45 5 116 IR (10 A
PG IR i P*-solvable ¥, JF FLET A PG IR 22 20 5 R A5 1 J5 19 2100 AMIG R 16 22 43 J5 AR AT A 000, % 35 A 4%
F93 I while E AR A 5 A7 44143 S P*-solvable 5.

BT 5 2 WA SE AT XS 4 9 SCIE AU P*-solvable 715 FR4h HFE I 52 2 B b SR Al 53k AE SC
ik [15,16] * ,Kovacs i i& T — B i ) 4 & 7 45 1 5 SC 1) P-solvable 71 BF % 4k Bl ik 22 1 85 WA 15 0 19
P-solvable & ¥ 11 77 2, B F-12% 75 105, AT 17 Je 4 HURE i 45 AR 43 SCIAAE IR A8 4 4 fix £ P*-solvable &35 1 77 1.
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31 EEMANS WA
I 3.2. HIEWIT HIAEIA:
fEEA 3.1.1:
while b do if by then S, else S, endif; done;
iR 3.1.2:
while b do
while b and b; do S; done;
while b and ~b; do S, done;
done
b 5 by WATRFILR, S 5 S, HIAEE Y FH I 1 AEEMF LS AACSEE 2 ML
WEWT S, 25 1AM U B PR 45 PF b B AR, BT b A7, 9T EAb and by”5b and ~by "t #RAN oL,
BEIN 3 2 MG P I NI 5 SMIE R R 23 1 B
FLUR I RAEER 3.1.2 451, D) G AN PR T A A 9 R A R 1% A5 L DT ASMIE R 261 b BEDIR, AR FA 45 1Fb
and by F1*b and ~by™ b 4 B, 41T 78 ~b, BOAB 3F 3.1.1 th & L.
AL AR R 3,10 45124 HACS AR A 3.1.2 15 4L O
R, S br EAEER 3.1.0 S AEER 3.0.2 ¥ U, T LAAE B A M R AT i 4 0
5138 3.30°) ¥ Sp~Sg SR AE 1 U551, b AT /R KIE I H be=WP(So,b) /&t So 55T b 5 35 1l 4% 14, )
{P} Sy; if b then S, else S, endif; S; {Q},
2 HAY
{P} if b’ then Sg; Sy; Ss else Sg; Sy; Sz endif; {Q}.
FT R 3.2 Mg R 3.3,/ LI 2 S
% 3.4, FEUW T PIAEIR:
Tl 3.1.3:
while b do S; if b; then S; else S, endif; S;; done
fEER 3.1.4:
while b do
L;: whileband b/ do Sy; S;; Ss; done;
L,: while band ~b/ do Sp; Sy; Ss; done;

done
Horp b 5 by JE A R FIE XS, 5 Sy RMRAEE A7 41, 9 H. b =WP(Se,by), G EF 3.1.3 {5 ML 24 H AL M1E 55 3.1.4
L.
LR v i E 3.2 5] H 3.3 153, O

R EUU S T 01 30,4 (5 SR PP 5 24 B L 050 0 B W B 3.0.4 T B (LS| L) B,
7 ST 01 3.1, FE A R T 5 L 20 LA (| L) 45 L. e DB B 7T B A6 K e (k=1), A 1 6 B 2 A1
FREGH K U PRI A8 BT LS AR i (i>=0) A1 ju(i>=0) 7k, B UL AR FF 3.0.4 (9% FOMLAI AT B2 791 (L | L )<
5 41 11T R 25 5 40 60 A ) SR R AT A 7T BT /2Ly 5 L, DR T 5 0 2 A 80 T L 2
injaizio. ik 2 jaioio.. icjk (11<>0,i>=0,j>=0).
I 35, (I 3.1.3 FOTLE A A Lk ki(ik i) 0 KEFF 3,14 thAMEFR 0 AL
-1

SER AR 3.1.4 BRI injrisja. i WUFTH 19 ORER OIS A UHLZ ARl S G + Ju): B AR 71
k=1
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8 gy I P ARER IR AC R PRI |+ 3G+ ) 4 =0T TS Y Gy + ) T 5F 3.1.3 4
k=2 k=1
VOB IRAEA 532 LR AT — W, 9F FLABFR 3.1.3 5510 5F 3.1.4 7 M F B AT B 4, BT LA FF 3.1.3 (00 e AR UOHA 2 T

FTA 43 32 BRAR B 2 R A R AR R 3.1.4 T B R A% A v B A0, B Zn:(ik +i)- O
k=1
EHE 3.6. AR 3.L.3 1ML BACHA I i 5 ju 8O A 75 IE B E BARAE — A IE B4 m>1,2 k>=m
i=ji=0.

IE A UG FR 3.1.3 FE LN, S 3.3 S ANTEFR 3.1.4 5 KL, MUE AT injriso... ik 5 ESLIE IS i
YA PR Hoa SRAFAE — AN IEFEE m(m>1), £ 45 k>=m B i=j,=0.
W W e AR I A AR m>1, Y k>=m 1 i =) =0, L IEARFE F igj1isjo. .. ik BT AL T

9 iajaiofa . Imjme AN T zm‘,(ik + ) A R MO e B 3.4 BTG 3.1.3 MR A L ALAEAE A6 3.1.3 L. O
k=1

eI 3.7, B 3.1.3 5L, 2 HAUCHAFAE AN IELEH] i,=),=0(m=n B m=n+1).

B WURAFAE I ELE T in=jn=0, 5002 18 P AN TG R BN 1 R AR S AN e A5 210006 2, B 24 k>m I §=j, =0,
AT ] H E R 3.6 B3R, O

PRI, A 30 7 B 3.2~HE 1R 3.7, 47 2 A1 0 SO AU G PR AR P S 0% 2 b w42 o 20 BBOR o5

B/IE 2. WA SR AR RE P S 2% B b ST S AL

BN S A4y LB A IR P*-solvable & 3R X={X4, ... Xm} N A2

AR S B S

W] L %ﬂi/l\lj‘]ﬂﬁ%m%%ﬁ%%,{xll ----- Xm,l}ﬂéﬁ?{xl ----- Xm}({r}‘]ﬂ:ﬁ}$ Ly EPH’JﬂMﬁ,{Xl,z ----- Xm,z}i%ﬂ?
Do X} E AARFE Lo P I EUE K TR AMIEFR I 5 K AR
Xlk,l[ik] = pl,l(ik)gh Tt pl,s(ik)gli,ks

s XL 1= P (i)l + ..+ Py (i )6 i eN,

XS 1Li 1= Pa (i )G + .ot P (i )i
XL = piy (3003 + o+ 0y (50

B R Ly ) 2ol = Poa(i00 -t 000

X oLid = P (3635 + .+ Pl (5O

SR 2. 3 LA L2 759 50 10 22 49 77 T AU K], . X [T 22 29 F7 R SR oK), .. Xen KT} 5 1
IRAE Xy, . X FEAM AR FRZEAR K WK i

L3 RSIE 1A BN AR IR Ly AT Ly (24 R A3 8 i 5 jiei 5 i 8 Dalk=1], ... Xn[K-1]34 5%
I BREL

VR A SRANEAFIR S TLXK], . X [T 22 4577 T PO B 45 7 2 A

X[K] = pyy(K)OK +...+ py o (K)O¥

X[kl = Py (00 .t P (00

Xm[k] = pm,l(k)glk to.t pm,s(k)gsK

SR 5 ARG . X} 250 T BRI P A5 T2 B S JEA 5 T 58 46 P X B 0 B, VR S0 1 35
SMEAB IR 5 4 - 9 4674 bound(K);
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bound (k)

AR 6. W bound(K)7AE, A A R Z (i, + J) WWEEAR 3.1.3 R IR L5

k=1

N T ] 3.8 Sk B S 2 ) HAR D
i 3.8:% & dn F e F 0

assume(n>0 && m>0); assume(n>0 && m>0);
v1:=n; v2:=0: vl:=n; v2:=0;

while (v1>0) do while (_v1>o) do
. L,: while (v1>0) && (v2<m) do
if (v2<m) then

v2++; vl—;
V2++; vl—; done;
else v2:=0; L,: while (v1>0) && (v2>=m) do
endif; v2:=0;
done done;
done

PEINAIIEARKE R A igjaiof... idik K EE 2 NMEIRISNETE IR Z 225 5
R L FRH BRI 22 40 1l IR IA K
IR,
PR Ly {lek[ik] RPRAL
WAEPF Lo v24[j, 1=0,j, €N ;
vITk] = vk 1] i,

L A FEFA 24 R R {V]{k] VI [0] - i AL vik[o] = vifk -1, I_llﬂiﬁ{ V2[K] = 0

2k]=0

SR 3. RUTSEE 1 ISR IRR IR S A L5 A, = {Vli["] fj*[;’km j, =1024[0] % VL 7SR
Bk RSB IWIGA1E;

SR 4. KA ETEIR A 2293 A 20 vi[K]=vA[0]-mk, AS A ZE T 445 755 vi[K]=n—mk;

IR 5. ZIBANEIEI IR T4 vi>0, 6 R 15 21 vi<<0, 3Rk fift s 4L il @ (k,v1=n—mk,v1<<0); X} T
FARAS it K, TF 50 L 20K R S (vi=n—mk v1<0)mfr1m$ RBNINEIEFR R B R

bound (k) =— ;
m

N

n/m n/m

LI 6. Z(I + )= Z(m+l) n+— R JE AR 2R 1 B 4 xiﬁj]n-i—*

32 BEKNT S ZHIER(k=1)

SEM 3.2 WL R RIS AT k=1 AN FAT 5 SCHE AR, JF HAEAS 73 SCHS A7 — AN T U 77 51 63X
BUT B S 5N B 3.2 v R e ) gl v] DAAS B AN A kA IR FR IR B I, T HAEAS IR FR R K5
A WRAE B 7 81, H AR 75 100 R

EE 3.9. FEWTHKPAEI:

fi 3 3.2.1:

while b do
if b, then's;
else if b, then s,
else if b; then s;3
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else if b,_; then s
else sy
done;
iR 3.2.2:
while b do
while b and b; do s; done;
while b and ~b; and b, do
s, done;

while b and ~b; and ... and ~b,_; do
s done;
done

1981

Horr,b,by,... by AR RIE ISy, 52 AE TE A PP 21, G 3 3.2.1 450124 HAS IR R 3.2.2 441
E A A B D7 R AT B 3.2 AR, R R AR S EON 2 97 3 K RiTT

RBLFHEW 3.4, 3L T 51 3.3 5 EF 3.9, 7] LAAG )0 FEis:

#Ei 3.10. HEMEIL 3.2.3 MIFEIL 3.2.4 BRI
fi 3 3.2.3:
while b do
Sos
if by then s;
else if b, then s,
else if b; then s,

else if b_; then s,
else sy
Sk+1
done;
iR 3.2.4:
while b do
while b and b/ do sp; S;;S+1 done;
whileband ~b/ and b, do

So; S2; Sk+1; done;

while band ~b/ and ... and ~b; do
So; Sk; Sk+1; done;
done;

bbby RATRRIL K sq, .. SR RETE AT, 37 B b = wp(s,,b;) ,i=1,2,... k; WIFFER 3.2.3 154124

HAHAEIR 3.2.4 154
WA T UL H B e B 3.9 5512 3.3 £33,

O

53 3 P 5 51 3.9 HIHE 16 3.00, 7545 46 45 3 1 P*-solvable f ER i 17 LS {h Jy 5547 I35 0 0 e 4 57
DRI, €5 K AP 5 SR R S A FE b 0 0 L LU A4 5 6 W 40 06 AL .
FALTH 3.1 45T FFE, BB im0 P ER Ly, Lo Ly ZESMEERES m PRI 0 2L T 510
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ISR B S n k1o B 3.5, 0] LA B LL R HE i
% 311, 1 3.2.3 IR ALE LA Zn)(ilm Figy et i) -

B 2L T e B 3.5,

m=1

PRIt JE G A 3.2.3 A 3R AT LLUE R SRAL T 5095 2 1007 PR AR B A B JL SR 2 B 5

4 KRERSHR

H£T Mathematica 6.0 FIA LA 1 RIS 2, AT THHSE LT — AN 115 P*-solvable E 5 AR )P A% B I
SR 2R 48, 5156 A58 Intel Core2 T5500 1.66G,2G 1A 17
SIS T SCER[A5] Aligator R 38 V2 2 M v, 28 T 4% T 2 Mathematica 6.0 SR 22 43 5 FE R AL
Ak 1) 3 4 32 T B, Mathematica 6.0 H, 2273 J5 FEi8 i iR 1 £ 4 “RSolve[eqn,a[n],n]” ke K fig H: 71 & & 2\, o T
2 75 4> J7 P2 RSolve AT LA B SR iR 16 T8 X 6 F S AR A0 1) 803l 3 o FH iy 2 Minimize[{r,cons},{r.x,y,...}]
KSR AR AL 20 3R cons (5T r (Rt A il 8 S AL A

R LT SRR LA TR e R 28 SRR TE SEAE R JF 45 T VST R RN TR

VIR g DL 3 b L 45 R RT REAS  EEE TSR 1) _ IR 3 S ) E AR R B
Table 1 Experimental results of some Kovacs’ examples
F 1 7> Kovécs SEBIFERF M TH 45 2R

Program fragments

Comlexity bounds

Time (s)

k:=0; j:=1; m:=1;

while (m<=a) do
k:=k+1;
ji=+2;
m:=m+j;

done; (from Ref.[15,19])

0, a<l
Ja,a=1

0.078

x:=al2; r:=0;
while (x>r) do
Xi=X—-T;
r=r+l;
done; (from Ref.[15,20])

0, a<o
1 1 :
5+ Em' otherwise

0.078

x:=a; r:=1; s:=13/4;

while (x-s>0) do
X:=X=S;
S:=5+6*r+3;
r=r+l;

done; (from Ref.[15])

|

13

0, as—
4 )

Root[13 - 4a + 27n +18n? + 4n? 1], otherwise
Root[f,k]is the k™ root of f[x]=0

0.156

Vel =)

NS

(8

g T WA SC I T v g 5 S P-solvable 1 FR SRS 10 S 24 5, 5 Gulwani (1) 5256 45 022147 T
PEAL, 2 2 A T S8 25 B (1 SCHR[12, 201 AR 5t v S50 N i) 1) &85 SR WO B0 o S5 ) 1) DGR A ER AR 0 T3 14481

TR 5 — T A ST S 4S

2m + max(0,—2b) +1 {145 %, Gulwani 18 Fil T 5553 2 i 30 4ih % 3k 2,
ASCER X P*-solvable 538, 3k T 2 43 J7 FE RS LAk ) B SR AR T v 2 T — Rl 28 B B R ORE v S0J7 15,

S8 45 RA W, ARSI 53 T A ROt 5 A RELE F RIS A 4112 G P*-solvable 7R3

|

FH N

Wl Lt Gulwani f97HSEE R B MURS i 0 28 1 A, 08 T k50

=

=

HORIE RIS TR L RIR 2 IR 7 AR SURVE BITRE 21 (1 I TR SEAS R 75 0.5 LLR . SCRR[L3]4i5 KB R e o

(10 408 A S R P D7) v 25 ok O P 42 T A AN AR DR PR RE P A I, RE 0 A0 K B AL 20 (19 52 2% 2L TAT B

REFF VI T35 A SC I A R RE NS N T R RUBRE e i A IR S % B L J A
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Table 2 Results compared with Gulwani
£ 2 5 Gulwani #4554 1) E

Program fragments Results of this paper Results of Gulwani
x:=0; y:=b; k:=0;
while (x<m) do 1
K=kt 1; ~(VL+4b+407 +8m -1-2b)
yi=y+1; 2
X=X+, 0.094s
done; (from Ref.[21])
assume(n>0 && m>0);
vl:=n; v2:=0;
while (v1>0) do n
if (v2<m) then n+— oy
V2++; vl—; m
else v2:=0; 0.402s
endif;
done; (from Ref.[12])
assume(0<m<n);
x:=0; y:=0;
while (x<n) do
if (y<m) then
y++;
else
y:=0; x++;
endif;
done; (from Ref.[12])
assume(0<m<n);
X:=n;
while (x>0) do
if E(x<n}) then —+m-1 ﬂer
else x:=x—m;
endif;
done; (from Ref.[12])

~2m + max(0,-2b) +1

3|3

n+nm The result is nm in Ref.[12],
0.526s but revised to n+nm in Ref.[15].

3

0.414s

BB 0 A AL PR 0 E A — AN AN TSR P 1 8, (B RS B 5 B, ) % 0y S SR IR (R 08 B T LA R AT 280 11 452 AL
6 U 5 AR 353 i S 5 AT AL T ) B A 20 R 4% 1R 40 31K P*-solvable FER R H T4 4 2% % B 7t
775 b AR AR B ARSI 7 iR RE RS T 505 21 BRI IO 5 5 AL SR R 1 0 S 45 SRR W] T ASCTT iR I AT

M4 P*-solvable A (1 5 ¢ 35 U v 7 (R 3, HEE0R BA 4L 22 20 W] AR IR, AN SCIR T i i e 6 ) 36t
HAT SR E E SR T2 93 SR P*-solvable 138, A SCH T AL/ H B AL FEAE — A OB FR AT IR BB
RERS W oF SLI I PR AL R — 20 AT v BRATHS 46 5 22 20 SR AN SCHR [12] 70 A 55 22 20 R 30 96 2 70 SCAR A 1
LR IR, B 56 SEAR PR B 53 22 70 4 AR U5 AR AR A 95 22 20 W ) S A0 AR 1) 240 TR 4, o 240 TR AR 8 A A A
polyranking 5 5250 R AT HLAE. 53 4, FRATTIEHE 45 5 P V) R 7 49 I FH AR SC () 7 200k K MURRERR PP 04T 43 W
HBAIE.
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