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Abstract. In these notes we formally describe the functionality ofdddting
Valid Domains from the BDD representing the solution spafceatid configu-
rations. The formalization is largely based on the Cllab Hijfiguration frame-
work.

1 Introduction

Interactive configuration problems are special applicegiof Constraint Satisfaction
Problems (CSP) where a user is assisted in interactivellyrasg values to variables by
a software tool. This software, called a configurator, &s#ige user by calculating and
displaying the available, valid choices for each unassigragiable in what are called
valid domains computationépplication areas include customising physical products
(such as PC's and cars) and services (such as airplanestank@tinsurances).

Three important features are required of a tool that implasimteractive configu-
ration: it should be complete (all valid configurations sladae reachable through user
interaction), backtrack-free (a user is never forced tangleaan earlier choice due to
incompleteness in the logical deductions), and it shoutdtige real-time performance
(feedback should be fast enough to allow real-time intéyas}. The requirement of
obtaining backtrack-freeness while maintaining compless makes the problem of
calculating valid domains NP-hard. The real-time perfamogrequirement enforces
further that runtime calculations are bounded in polyndnimae. According to user-
interface design criteria, for a user to perceive intecactis being real-time, system
response needs to be within about 250 milliseconds in pe&afi. Therefore, the cur-
rent approaches that meet all three conditions use offgieeomputation to generate
an efficient runtime data structure representing the smugpacel[8)4]516]. The chal-
lenge with this data structure is that the solution spacémest always exponentially
large and it is NP-hard to find. Despite the bad worst-casadsLit has nevertheless
turned out in real industrial applications that the datacttrres can often be kept small
[7I514].

2 Interactive Configuration

The inputmodelto an interactive configuration problem is a special kind oh&traint
Satisfaction Problem (CSP)I[8,9] where constraints areessmted as propositional
formulas:
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Definition 1. A configuration modeC' is a triple (X, D, F') where X is a set of vari-
ables{zg,...,zn—1}, D = Doy X ... x D,,_1 is the Cartesian product of their finite
domainsDy, ..., D, andF = {fo, ..., fm—1} IS @ set of propositional formulae over
atomic propositions;; = v, wherev € D;, specifying conditions on the values of the
variables.

Concretely, every domain can be definedigs= {0,...,|D;| — 1}. An assign-
ment of valuesy, ..., v,_1 to variablesxy,...,z,_1 iS denoted as an assignment
p = {(xo,v0),...,(Tn-1,vn—1)}. Domain of assignmentom(p) is the set of vari-
ables which are assignedom(p) = {x; | Jv € D;.(x;,v) € p} and ifdom(p) = X
we refer top as atotal assignmentVe say that a total assignmeris valid, if it satisfies
all the rules which is denoted ag= F'.

A partial assignment’, dom(p’) C X is valid if there is at least one total assign-
mentp D o’ thatis validp | F, i.e. if there is at least one way to successfully finish
the existing configuration process.

Example 1.Consider specifying a T-shirt by choosing the color (blaghite, red, or
blue), the size (small, medium, or large) and the print ("NteBlack” - MIB or "Save
The Whales” - STW). There are two rules that we have to obsérvee choose the
MIB print then the color black has to be chosen as well, anceitivoose the small size
then the STW print (including a big picture of a whale) canoetselected as the large
whale does not fit on the small shirt. The configuration prob{&, D, F") of the T-
shirt example consists of variabl&s= {x1, z2, z3} representing color, size and print.
Variable domains ar®, = {black, white, red, blue}, Dy = {small, medium, large},
and D3 = {MIB,STW?}. The two rules translate t&' = {fi, f}, wheref; =
(x3 = MIB) = (z1 = black) and fo = (z3 = STW) = (x2 # small). There
are |D,||D2||Ds| = 24 possible assignments. Eleven of these assignments ade vali
configurations and they form the solution space shown inEig. O

(black, small, MIB) (black, large, STW) (red, large, STW)
(black, medium, MIB) (white, medium, STW') (blue, medium, STW')
(black, medium, STW) (white, large, STW') (blue, large, STW)

( (

black, large, MIB) red, medium, STW)

Fig. 1. Solution space for the T-shirt example

2.1 User Interaction

Configurator assists a user interactively to reach a validiyet specification, i.e. to
reach total valid assignment. The key operation in thigauion is that of computing,
for each unassigned variable € X'\ dom(p), thevalid domainD? C D,. The domain
is valid if it contains those and only those values with whichan be extended to be-
come atotal valid assignment, iB; = {v e D; | 3p’ : p' E FApU{(xi,v)} C p'}.



The significance of this demand is that it guarantees thehaktrack-free assignment
to variables as long as he selects values from valid domaims.reduces cognitive
effort during the interaction and increases usability.

At each step of the interaction, the configurator reportsvéidal domains to the
user, based on the current partial assignmer@sulting from his earlier choices. The
user then picks an unassigned variablec X \ dom(p) and selects a value from
the calculated valid domain; € Df. The partial assignment is then extendeghto
{(zj,v;)} and a new interaction step is initiated.

3 BDD Based Configuration

In [5/10] the interactive configuration was delivered byidirg the computational ef-
fort into anofflineandonline phase. First, in the offline phase, the authors compiled a
BDD representing the solution space of all valid configaragiSol = {p | p E F'}.
Then, the functionality otalculating valid domaing¢C'V D) was delivered online, by
efficient algorithms executing during the interaction vathser. The benefit of this ap-
proach is that the BDD needs to be compiled only once, and eaeused for multiple
user sessions. The user interaction process is illustiatéid. 2.

InCo(Sol p)

1: while |Sof|>1

2: compute D” = CVD(Sol p)

3: report D’ to the user

4: the user chooses (z;,v) for some z; € dom(p), v € Df
5: p < pU{(ziv)}

6: return p

Fig. 2. Interactive configuration algorithm working on a BDD repetation of the so-
lutionsSolreaches a valid total configuration as an extension of thenaegtp.

Important requirement for online user-interaction is toamgnteed real-time expe-
rience of user-configurator interaction. Therefore, tlgoathms that are executing in
the online phase must be provably efficient in the size of th®Bepresentation. This
is what we call theeal-time guaranteeAs theC'V D functionality is NP-hard, and the
online algorithms are polynomial in the size of generatedBidere is no hope of pro-
viding polynomial size guarantees for the worst-case BDidegentation. However, it
suffices that the BDD size is small enough for all the confiareinstances occurring
in practice[10].

3.1 Binary Decision Diagrams

A reduced ordered Binary Decision Diagram (BDD) is a rootidaled acyclic graph
representing a Boolean function on a set of linearly ord&eolean variables. It has
one or two terminal nodes labeled 1 or 0 and a set of varialllesdzach variable node



is associated with a Boolean variable and has two outgoigg®dw andhigh. Given
an assignment of the variables, the value of the Booleantibmés determined by a
path starting at the root node and recursively followinghigh edge, if the associated
variable is true, and the low edge, if the associated vaistfialse. The function value
is true, if the label of the reached terminal node is 1; otherwisgfidise The graph is
ordered such that all paths respect the ordering of thehlaga

A BDD is reduced such that no pair of distinct nodesndv are associated with the
same variable and low and high successors [Fig. 3a), andriableanodeu has iden-
tical low and high successors (Fid. 3b). Due to these redunstithe number of nodes
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Fig. 3. (a) nodes associated to the same variable with equal low @fdshiccessors
will be converted to a single node. (b) nodes causing redurtdats on a variable are
eliminated. High and low edges are drawn with solid and dasihes, respectively

in a BDD for many functions encountered in practice is oftamcmsmaller than the
number of truth assignments of the function. Another achgais that the reductions
make BDDs canonical[11]. Large space savings can be olbthiynespresenting a col-
lection of BDDs in a single multi-rooted graph where the guaphs of the BDDs are
shared. Due to the canonicity, two BDDs are identical if anly @ they have the same
root. Consequently, when using this representation, atprice checking between two
BDDs can be done in constant time. In addition, BDDs are easwyanipulate. Any
Boolean operation on two BDDs can be carried out in time pridguoal to the product
of their size. The size of a BDD can depend critically on thealde ordering. To find
an optimal ordering is a co-NP-complete problem in itselfj[ but a good heuristic for
choosing an ordering is to locate dependent variables ¢tosach other in the order-
ing. For a comprehensive introduction to BDDs dmdnching programén general, we
refer the reader to Bryant’s original paper/[11] and the sjdi,13].

3.2 Compiling the Configuration Model

Each of the finite domain variables with domainD, = {0,...,|D;| — 1} is encoded
by ki = [log|D;|] Boolean variabless, ..., =} _,. Eachj € D;, corresponds to a



binary encodingg o5, —1 denoted asy ... v;,—1 = enc(j). Also, every combina-
tion of Boolean valuesy ... vy, represents some integgr< 2% — 1, denoted as
j = dec(vy . . .vE,—1). Hence, atomic proposition; = v is encoded as a Boolean ex-
pressionzy = vg A ... A x};i_l = v, —1. In addition,domain constraintare added
to forbid those assignmentstg. .. v;,_1 which do not translate to a value I, i.e.
wheredec(vg . .. vg,—1) > | Ds.

Let the solution spac8ol over ordered set of variableg < ... < x;_; be repre-
sented by a Binary Decision DiagraB(V, E, X}, R, var), whereV is the set of nodes
u, E is the set of edgesand X, = {0,1,...,|X,| — 1} is an ordered set of variable
indexes, labelling every non-terminal nodewith var(u) < |X3| — 1 and labelling
the terminal nodedy, 77 with index | X3|. Set of variable indexeX, is constructed
by taking the union of Boolean encoding variat@lé;ol{xa ...z} _,}and ordering
them in a natural layered way, i.e;i < a:ﬁ iff i1 <ig0rip =is andj; < jo.

Every directed edge = (u1,u2) has a starting vertex; = m1(e) and ending
vertexus = ma(e). R denotes the root node of the BDD.

Example 2.The BDD representing the solution space of the T-shirt examfroduced
in Sect[2 is shown in Fi@l4. In the T-shirt example there lared variablest; , > and
x3, whose domain sizes are four, three and two, respectivalgh Eariable is repre-
sented by a vector of Boolean variables. In the figure the &oolector for the vari-
ablez; with domainD; is (20, z},---z1~1), wherel; = [lg|D;|]. For example, in
the figure, variable, which corresponds to the size of the T-shirt is represengetido
Boolean vectofz), z3). In the BDD any path from the root node to the terminal node
1, corresponds to one or more valid configurations. For exantipé path from the root
node to the terminal node with all the variables taking low values represents thaval
configuration black, small, MIB). Another path with:{, #1, andz§ taking low values,
andz} taking high value represents two valid configuratiofigack, medium, MIB)
and(black, medium, STW), namely. In this path the variahld is a don’t care variable
and hence can take both low and high value, which leads to alid gonfigurations.
Any path from the root node to the terminal no@leorresponds to invalid configura-
tions. O

4 Calculating Valid Domains

Before showing the algorithms, let us first introduce therappate notation. If an
index k € X, corresponds to thg + 1-st Boolean variable:;ﬂ encoding the finite
domain variabler;, we definevar, (k) = i andvary(k) = j to be the appropriate
mappings. Now, given the BDB(V, E, X;, R, var), V; denotes the set of all nodes
u € V that are labelled with a BDD variable encoding the finite domvariablez;, i.e.
Vi = {u € V| vari(u) = i}. We think of V; as defining a layer in the BDD. We define
In; to be the set of nodes € V; reachable by an edge originating from outside the
layer, i.e.In; = {u € V;| 3(v/,u) € E. vary(u') < i}. For the root node, labelled
with ig = vari(R) we defineln,;, = V;, = {R}.

We assume that in the previous user assignment, a user fixalli@ for a finite
domain variabler = v,z € X, extending the old partial assignmeni, to the current



Fig. 4. BDD of the solution space of the T-shirt example. Variabjajenotes biv; of
the Boolean encoding of finite domain variable

assignmenp = pyq U {(z,v)}. For every variabler; € X, old valid domains are
denoted aD?*'*,i = 0,...,n — 1. and the old BDDB*-“ is reduced to the restricted
BDD, B?(V, E, Xy, var). The CV D functionality is to calculate valid domaing?
for remaining unassigned variables ¢ dom(p) by extracting values from the newly
restricted BDDB?(V, E, Xy, var).

To simplify the following discussion, we will analyze thelated execution of the
CV D algorithms over a given BDB(V, E, X, var). The task is to calculate valid
domainsV D; from the starting domain®;. The user-configurator interaction can be
modelled as a sequence of these executions over restri€tBd B”, where the valid
domains areD! and the starting domains afe/*'.

TheCV D functionality is delivered by executing two algorithms geated in Fig.
and Fig[®. The first algorithm is based on the key idea theiteife is an edge =
(u1,ug) crossing ovel;, i.e.vari(u1) < j < vari(uz) then we can include all the
values fromD); into a valid domaif/D; < D;.

We refer toe as along edgeof lengthvar; (u2) — vari(u1). Note that it skips
var(ug) — var(u; ) Boolean variables, and therefore compactly represenisdtiof a
solution space of sizaver (u2)—var(u1)

For the remaining variables;, whose valid domain was not copied BV D —
Skipped, we execut€'V D(B, x;) from Fig.[8. There, for each valyein a domainD;,
we check whether it can be part of the domain The key idea is that if € D; then
there must be: € V; such that traversing the BDD fromwith binary encoding ofj



CV D — Skipped(B)

1: for each 1=0 to n—1

2: L[]« i+1

3: T « Topological Sort(B)

4: for each k=0 to |T|-1

5: u « T[k], i1 ¢ vari(u1)

6: for each wug € Adjacent|u]
7: L[i1] < max{L[i1],vari(uz2)}
8: S+ {}, s« 0

9: for 1=0 to n—2

10:  if i+1< L[s]

11: L[s] + max{Ll[s], L[i + 1]}
12: else

13: if s+1<L[s] S+ SU{s}
14: s+ i1+1

15: for each j€S

16: for i=j to L[j]

17: VD; + D;

Fig.5.In lines 1-7 theL[:] array is created to record longest edge- (uq,usz) orig-
inating from theV; layer, i.e.L[i]] = maz{var;(v’) | I(u,v’) € E.var,(u) = i}.
The execution time is dominated Bppological Sort(B) which can be implemented
as depth first search ii(| E| +|V|) = O(]E|) time. In lines 8-14, the overlapping long
segments have been mergedin) steps. Finally, in lines 15-17 the valid domains
have been copied i®(n) steps. Hence, the total running timed§|E| + n).

1: VDl < {}

2: for each j=0 to |D;|]—1
3: for each k=0 to |In;|—1
4: u < Ingk|

5: u' < Traverse(u, j)

6: if W #Tp

7 VD; + VD, U{]}

8: Return

Fig. 6. Classical CVD algorithmenc(j) denotes the binary encoding of numbeo k;
valuesvy, . .., vg,—1. If Traverse(u, j) from Fig.[7 ends in a node different th&p,
thenj € VD;.



will lead to a node other thafy, because then there is at least one satisfying pédih to
allowingz; = j.

Traverse(u,j)

1: i< vari(u)

2 Vo, ..., Vk—1 < enc())

3: s < wvarz(u)

4: if Marked[ul =j return Tp
5: Marked[u] < j

6 while s<k;—1

7 if wari(u) >4 return u

8: if vs =0 u < low(u)

10: else u < high(u)

12: if Markedlu] =j return Tp
13: Marked[u] « j

14: s < vara(u)

Fig. 7. For fixedu € V,i = vary(u), Traverse(u, j) iterates throughV; and returns
the node in which the traversal ends up.

When traversing witl'raverse(u, j) we mark the already traversed nodgsvith
J, Marked[u;] «+ j and prevent processing them again in the futisteaversals
Traverse(u', 7). Namely, if Traverse(u, j) reachedly node throughu:, then any
other traversal'raverse(u’, j) reachingu; must as well end up iffy. Therefore, for
every valuej € D;, every node, € V; is traversed at most once, leading to worst case
running time complexity 0O (|V;|-|D;|). Hence, the total running time for all variables
: n—1
is O3, Vil - |Dil).

The total worst-case running time for the t&W/d” D algorithms is therefor@(Z;’:—O1 Vil

n—1

|Dil + Bl +n) = OQ_iZ, [Vil - [Di] + n).
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