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model_accumulation(F1, F2) {
globals = global_variables_of(F1, F2);
models =@;
while(1) {
a_model = find_a_model(F1, globals);
if (a_model !'= NULL) {
models.add(a_model);
add_a_clause(F1, negate(a_model));
¥
else
break;
}
if (models == &)
return UNSATISFIABLE;
else {
models = minimize(models);
for (i=0; i<size_of(models); i++) {
F2' = apply_model(F2, models.get(i));
if (find_a_model(F2') '= NULL)
return SATISFIABLE;
}
return UNSATISFIABLE;
}
¥
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