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1: procedure FINDMODEL(A)
2. if L(AY) = 0 then

3: return UNSAT;

¢ if L(AD) C L(AY) then

5 return SAT, model: L(ﬂv);

6: HAnew = A N 5‘(;,; Remove V-traces that produce wrong 3-traces
7 FINDMODEL(Apew);

v 3n. Olax A (br <> Obyr))

N * Finds largest models

(aADb) a_ A D

(a A =b)_ CO( >(>3( aAb) » Sound but necessarily not complete
a_/ A by a ' Aby! « Evaluation: finds models that MGHyper!

(@A=b) a_sA by does not find, can show unsatisfiability

1 Finkbeiner, Hahn, Hans. MGHyper: Checking Satisfiability of HyperLTL formulas beyond the 3*V* Fragment. ATVA 2018.
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