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2-1 Ultral— 140 (UNIX System V Release 4.0) BDD
Drechsler [9] ( )
size C )
cc 21 46 753.3 2.92 0.7 12 2
cm150a 21 33 3858.8 0.39 0.31 1 1
cml62a 14 30 4.2 0.8 0.43 3 1
cml63a 16 26 7.7 0.77 0.43 3 1
cmb 16 28 0.1 0.28 0.25 1 1
comp 32 95 47605.4 0.97 0.72 2 1
cordic 23 42 23.8 5.14 0.95 17 2
cu 14 32 6.5 0.77 0.46 3 1
i1 25 36 198.7 1.03 0.29 4 1
lal 26 67 4595.4 0.51 0.3 2 1
mux 21 33 3872.7 0.37 0.29 1 1
parity 16 17 0.1 0.28 0.23 1 1
pcle 19 42 60.1 0.3 0.26 1 1
pml 16 40 3.8 0.32 0.26 1 1
51488 14 369 90.0 16.51 3.82 42 9
s208.1 18 41 571 1.94 0.44 7 1
s298 17 74 934 1.19 0.35 5 1
s344 24 104 11519.2 7.79 1.61 28 5
s349 24 104 11546.3 8 1.67 28 5
s382 24 119 6637.6 10.25 1.9 35 6
s386 13 109 14.1 11.17 2.27 41 8
s400 24 119 6846.8 10.27 1.91 35 6
s444 24 119 6934.0 12.18 2.73 43 9




sb26 24 113 8809.1 7.41 0.89 24 2
s820 23 220 17145.3 75 1.98 19 5
s832 23 220 17953.8 11.1 1.78 28 4
sct 19 48 60.6 1.21 0.36 5 1
1481 16 21 1.2 311 0.96 4 1
tcon 17 25 3.7 0.31 0.21 1 1
ttt2 24 107 7087.2 3.35 0.85 11 2
vda 17 478 641.6 11.65 1.73 26 3
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9symml 9 25 0.04 0.03 1 1
au4 14 350 13.73 2.87 123 26
C17 5 7 0.07 0.02 3 1
cml62a 14 30 0.17 0.03 5 1
cm85a 11 28 0.06 0.04 2 1
comp 32 95 0.23 0.15 1 1
cordic 23 42 0.79 0.33 12 3
decod 5 32 0.04 0.02 1 1
il 25 36 0.11 0.05 3 1
majority 5 8 0.04 0.01 1 1
mux 21 33 0.1 0.09 1 1
parity 16 17 0.04 0.02 1 1
s1488 14 369 4.86 1.31 51 13
s208.1 18 41 0.26 0.08 4 1
s349 24 104 1.96 0.3 34 5
s386 13 109 2.89 0.42 59 9
s400 24 119 2.34 0.39 39 6
s526 24 113 0.82 0.26 11 3
s832 23 220 2.73 0.55 25 5
1481 16 21 0.72 0.26 3 1
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2-3 Pentium 1V - 1.4GHz 128Mb, Windows 2000 + Cygwin

N ) BDD size ) ¢ 30 BDD
apex6.blif 135 18225 490 0 604
apex7.blif 49 2401 214 0 4
b9.blif 41 1681 97 0 10
bigkey.blif 486 236196 1565 0 64
C1355.blif 41 1681 25866 0 17
C1908.blif 33 1089 5705 0 34
C2670.blif 233 54289 1784 0 13574
C3540.blif 50 2500 23828 13 1
C432.blif 36 1296 1132 0 908
C499.blif 41 1681 25866 0 20
C5315.blif 178 31684 1744 0 605
C7552.blif 207 42849 5249 0 19098
c8.hlif 28 784 80 0 1
c880.hlif 60 3600 4053 0 60
cht.blif 47 2209 0 0 1
clma.blif 415 172225 725 0 441
clmb.blif 415 172225 561 0 3004
count.blif 35 1225 81 0 1
dalu.blif 75 5625 689 0 3
des.blif 256 65536 2928 0 43716
dsip.blif 452 204304 2456 10 1
example2.blif 85 7225 265 0 2
frgl.blif 28 784 72 0 66
frg2.blif 143 20449 849 0 6291
i8.blif 133 17689 1276 0 5
i9.blif 88 7744 908 0 7
k2.blif 45 2025 1243 0 37
mm30a.blif 123 15129 11504 3149 1454
mm9a.blif 39 1521 1111 0 24
mm9b.blif 38 1444 1527 0 9
multl6a 33 1089 116 0 907
mult16b 47 2209 93 0 1
mult32a 65 4225 235 0 1840
my_adder.blif 33 1089 82 0 1
pair.blif 173 29929 2370 0 8451
pcler8.blif 27 729 86 0 1
rot.blif 135 18225 2837 0 18186
s1196.blif 32 1024 598 0 1
s1423.hlif 91 8281 1677 0 625
420.1.blif 34 1156 81 0 1
s510.blif 25 625 146 0 12
s5378.hlif 199 39601 1873 0 21035
s641.blif 54 2916 381 0 7
s713.blif 54 2916 381 0 7
s838.1.blif 66 4356 161 0 1
$9234.1.blif 247 61009 2560 0 26252
sbc.blif 68 4624 904 0 1523
term2.blif 34 1156 75 0 3
too large.blif 38 1444 302 0 102
unreg.blif 36 1296 82 0 1
x1.blif 51 2601 399 0 1789
x2.blif 10 100 31 0 1
x3.blif 135 18225 490 0 15
x4.blif 94 8836 320 0 25
z4ml blif 7 49 17 0 1
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31 BDD size - size
Fabio [13] [13]
n BDD size size[8] size

apex6.blif 135 490 622 21.2% 498 1.6%
apex7.blif 49 214 -
b9.blif 41 97 -
bigkey.blif 486 1565 1595 1.9%
C1355.hlif 41 25866 26756 3.3% 25866 0.0%
C1908.hlif 33 5705 6380 10.6% 5526 -3.2%
C2670.hlif 233 1784 2057 13.3% 1774 -0.6%
C3540.hlif 50 23828 23850 0.1% 23828 0.0%
C432.blif 36 1132 1221 7.3% 1064 -6.4%
C499.blif 41 25866 26909 3.9% 25866 0.0%
C5315.hlif 178 1744 2262 22.9% 1719 -1.5%
C7552.hlif 207 5249 10072 47.9% 2212 -137.3%
c8.blif 28 80 -
¢880.hlif 60 4053 4384 7.6% 4053 0.0%
cht.blif 47 90 -
clmabilif 415 725 738 1.8%
clmb.blif 415 561 690 18.7%
count.blif 35 81 -
dalu.blif 75 689 860 19.9% 689 0.0%
des.blif 256 2928 2948 0.7% 2945 0.6%
dsip.blif 452 2456 3033 19.0%
example2.blif 85 265 -
frgl.blif 28 72 -
frg2.blif 143 849 1434 40.8% 963 11.8%
i8.blif 133 1276 2181 41.5% 1276 0.0%
19.blif 88 908 -
k2.blif 45 1243 1319 5.8% 1246 0.2%
mm30a.blif 123 11504 17626 34.7% 11065 -4.0%
mmOa.blif 39 1111 2023 45.1% 1111 0.0%
mmob.blif 38 1527 1683 9.3% 1527 0.0%
multl6a 33 116 -
mult16b 47 93 -
mult32a 65 235 -
my_adder.blif 33 82 -
pair.blif 173 2370 -
pcler8.blif 27 86 -
rot.blif 135 2837 -
s1196.blif 32 598 598 0.0%
s1423.blif 91 1677 3277 48.8% 1796 6.6%
s420.1.blif 34 81 -
s510.blif 25 146 -
s5378.blif 199 1873 2010 6.8% 1932 3.1%
s641.blif 54 381 -
s713.blif 54 381 -
s838.1.hlif 66 161 -
$9234.1.blif 247 2560 3490 26.6% 3045 15.9%
sbc.blif 68 904 1043 13.3% 917 1.4%
term1.blif 34 75 -
too large.blif 38 302 336 10.1% 319 5.3%
unreg.blif 36 82 -
x1.blif 51 399 -
x2.blif 10 31 -
x3.blif 135 490 -
x4.blif 94 320 -
z4ml .blif 7 17 -
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