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Abstract. We consider the problem of actively learning an unknown
binary decision tree using only membership queries, a setting in which
the learner must reason about a large hypothesis space while maintaining
formal guarantees. Rather than enumerating candidate trees or relying
on heuristic impurity or entropy measures, we encode the entire space of
bounded-depth decision trees symbolically in SAT formulas. We propose
a symbolic method for active learning of decision trees, in which approx-
imate model counting is used to estimate the reduction of the hypothesis
space caused by each potential query, enabling near-optimal query selec-
tion without full model enumeration. The resulting learner incrementally
strengthens a CNF representation based on observed query outcomes,
and approximate model counter ApproxMC is invoked to quantify the
remaining version space in a sound and scalable manner. Additionally,
when ApproxMC stagnates, a functional equivalence check is performed
to verify that all remaining hypotheses are functionally identical. Exper-
iments on decision trees show that the method reliably converges to the
correct model using only a handful of queries, while retaining a rigorous
SAT-based foundation suitable for formal analysis and verification.

Keywords: Decision Tree · Active Learning · Approximate Model Count-
ing

1 Introduction

Decision trees are a widely used model for representing Boolean functions across
multiple domains, including program analysis [19,21,23,44], verification [24,28],
and machine learning [13, 26, 37]. In formal methods scenarios, decision trees
naturally arise when modeling temporal logic, classification decisions, or con-
ditional behaviors in programs [1, 2, 10, 11, 14, 31]. Unlike deep neural network
with complex, layered architectures and difficulty in interpreting how predictions
are made, decision trees are interpretable, compact, and can represent arbitrary
Boolean functions of bounded complexity, making them suitable for symbolic
reasoning on various systems.

In many practical applications, we are confronted with a fundamental prob-
lem: given black-box access to a Boolean function implemented as a decision
tree, can we efficiently reconstruct the underlying function with as few queries
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as possible? Black-box access is typically achieved through a membership oracle,
which evaluates the function on input provided by the learner. This setup is rele-
vant in software testing [12,32,45], formal verification [3,34,38,39], and security
analyses [9, 30, 33, 35], where direct inspection of the implementation may be
impossible, expensive, unsafe, or breaking privacy commitment. However, con-
trolled and highly selective queries can be made to infer systems behavior and
useful properties efficiently.

Traditional approaches to active learning of Boolean functions fall into two
main categories. First, enumeration-based methods attempt to explicitly main-
tain and prune the entire hypothesis space of candidate functions consistent with
the observed queries [20, 40]. While these methods are conceptually straightfor-
ward, they scale poorly: the number of candidate decision trees grows expo-
nentially with the number of features and the tree depth, quickly becoming
intractable even for moderate problem sizes. Second, heuristic-based methods
select queries based on information gain, or other statistical criteria [8]. Al-
though these heuristics can guide query selection without explicit enumeration,
they provide no formal guarantees on the reduction of the hypothesis space and
may require many redundant queries, especially when the underlying function
exhibits intricate dependencies between features.

In this work, we introduce a symbolic, model counting guided approach that
bridges the gap between formal methods and active learning, which is illustrated
in Figure 1. The symbolic reasoning engine is within the blue dotted box. Our
key insight is that the space of all decision trees of a given depth and feature set
can be encoded compactly as a propositional formula in conjunctive normal form
(CNF) from a user provided property specification, i.e., decision tree topology.
Each model of the CNF corresponds to a valid decision tree, satisfying constraints
on internal node feature selections and leaf output assignments. Membership
queries are then used to prune this hypothesis space: every observed input-
output pair imposes additional CNF constraints, eliminating all candidate trees
inconsistent with the observation.

To efficiently estimate the remaining hypothesis space after each query, we
leverage approximate model counting, using the state-of-the-art ApproxMC [17]
algorithm. ApproxMC provides a scalable method for estimating the number of
satisfying assignments of a CNF formula without exhaustively enumerating all
models. By using the counts to estimate the effect of potential queries on the
version space, our learner selects the input that approximately halves the number
of consistent hypotheses. It is possible that ApproxMC is unable to reduce the
hypothesis space at the final iteration rounds. The functional equivalence check
is designed to verify whether two remaining hypotheses, e.g., two decision trees
or logical models, are functionally identical. This is achieved by encoding that
the outputs of the two models should differ at least on one input. A SAT solver is
invoked to determine if this assumption is unsatisfiable. This module is crucial
to ensuring the correctness of the learning process, where we can confidently
collapse equivalent hypotheses into one and continue refining and terminate the
learning process.
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Fig. 1. SAMCAL: Approx. Model Counting Guided Symbolic Active Learning Method

By combining symbolic SAT-based reasoning with approximate model count-
ing, our approach provides a rigorous framework for active learning in formal
methods settings. Unlike purely heuristic methods, our technique maintains a
formal representation of the version space, enabling guarantees about the reduc-
tion of hypotheses after each query. At the same time, approximate counting
ensures scalability, avoiding the need for full enumeration of candidate decision
trees. Consequently, this method represents a promising approach for tasks such
as automated program analysis, testing of black-box components, and verifi-
cation of systems with hidden components, where query efficiency and formal
guarantees are both critical.

The main contributions of this work are as follows:

– Formal encoding of decision tree hypothesis spaces. We develop a
systematic method for encoding all depth-d decision trees over n binary fea-
tures. The resulting CNF is suitable for symbolic reasoning and approximate
model counting.

– Symbolic active learning framework. We demonstrate how approximate
model counting can guide query selection. Each candidate query is evaluated
for its expected reduction in the hypothesis space, and the query maximizing
this reduction is selected. This allows us to actively prune large hypothesis
space efficiently.

– Theoretical and practical analysis. We show that each selected query ap-
proximately halves the hypothesis space, both theoretically and empirically.
This near-halving property provides formal insight into why the method
scales better than naive enumeration.

– Evaluation on unknown decision trees. We implement a Python tool,
and it successfully reconstructs the hidden function, where the largest initial
hypothesis space is over 1015, using only a small number of membership
queries, illustrating the feasibility and showing the scalability of our method.
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The remainder of the paper is outlined as follows. In Section 2, we formalize
the problem and analyze the version space with approximate model counting.
In Section 3, we present the algorithm for approximate optimal active learning.
In Section 4, we define the general SAT encoding . In Sections 5 and 6, we show
the result on a motivation example and more general settings on the trees. We
discuss the scalability, limitations, and related works in Sections 7 and 8. We
finally present the conclusion in Section 9.

2 Problem Formulation

We formalize the active learning problem for decision trees. Let n denote the
number of Boolean features, and d the depth of the decision tree.

2.1 Hypothesis Space

Let H denote the set of all decision trees of depth d over n Boolean features.
Each hypothesis h ∈ H is fully defined by:

– Internal node assignments: For each internal node i, a feature Ti ∈
{1, . . . , n} is selected.

– Leaf outputs: Each leaf ℓ is assigned a Boolean output Bℓ ∈ {0, 1}.

2.2 Version Space

Given a set of queries and observed oracle responses up to step t, the version
space Vt is the subset of hypotheses consistent with all observations:

Vt = {h ∈ H | h(x) = y, ∀(x, y) queried up to step t}.

2.3 Membership Oracle

We assume access to a black-box membership oracle:

oracle : {0, 1}n → {0, 1}, x 7→ f(x),

which returns the output of the unknown target function for any input x. The
objective of active learning is to select a sequence of queries that efficiently
shrinks Vt until |Vt| = 1, i.e., the target hypothesis is uniquely identified.

2.4 Approximate Halving Analysis

For any (remaining) candidate input x, let

V 0
t = {h ∈ Vt | h(x) = 0}, V 1

t = {h ∈ Vt | h(x) = 1}.

The ideal query maximizes the minimum reduction in the version space:

x∗ = arg max
x∈{0,1}n

min(|V 0
t |, |V 1

t |).
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2.5 Approximate Counting with ApproxMC

Exact computation of |V 0
t | and |V 1

t | is generally infeasible. We leverage approx-
imate model counting (ApproxMC) to estimate these values:

c̃0 = ApproxMC(Vt ∧ (h(x) = 0)), c̃1 = ApproxMC(Vt ∧ (h(x) = 1)).

We then select
x∗ = argmax

x
min(c̃0, c̃1),

which approximately halves the version space at each step.

2.6 Geometric Decay of Version Space

Let Vt+1 denote the version space after observing the oracle output for x∗. Then

|Vt+1| ≈
1

2
|Vt|,

assuming the query is near-optimal. Iteratively applying this strategy yields
logarithmic query complexity in the size of the initial hypothesis space |H|:

Number of queries ≲ log2 |H|.

This forms the theoretical foundation for our approximate optimal active
learning framework for decision trees.

3 Approximate Optimal Active Learning Algorithm

We now present the algorithm for approximately optimal active learning of deci-
sion trees using model counting guided queries. The algorithm iteratively selects
inputs that approximately halve the remaining version space, based on estimates
from ApproxMC.

3.1 Algorithm Overview

We show the high-level procedure of our method in Algorithm 1. Let H be
the hypothesis space of all decision trees of a given depth and feature set, and
Vt ⊆ H the version space after t queries. At each step, the algorithm performs
the following operations: For each unqueried input x ∈ {0, 1}n, use ApproxMC to
estimate the number of hypotheses consistent with Vt that would output 0 or
1. The score of input x is defined as min(c̃0, c̃1). Choose the input x∗ with the
highest score, which approximately halves the version space. Obtain the output
y = oracle(x∗). Restrict Vt to hypotheses consistent with the new observation:
Vt+1 = {h ∈ Vt | h(x∗) = y}. Continue until the version space is reduced to a
single hypothesis, i.e., |Vt| = 1, or a stagnation is found and all remaining trees
are checked whether they are functional equivalent.
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Algorithm 1 High Level Procedure of the Proposed Method SAMCAL
1: Input: Tree spec, ApproxMC, oracle
2: ϕ← EncodeCNFTrees()
3: Vt ← {ϕ} {— Initial version space —}
4: while |Vt| > 1 do
5: x∗ ← ApproxMC(Vt) {— Select optimal query —}
6: y∗ ← oracle(x∗)
7: Add constraint ϕx∗,y∗ to Vt

8: Vt+1 ← {h ∈ Vt | h(x∗) = y∗}
9: end while

10: Output: Tree h∗ ∈ Vt

Algorithm 2 Approximate Optimal Active Learning
1: H = calculate_H(TreeSpec)
2: Initialize version-space CNF: V ← H (initial tree hypothesis space)
3: Initialize queried set: Queried ← ∅
4: C̃prev ← ApproxMC(V )
5: round ← 0
6: while true do
7: for all x ∈ {0, 1}n \Queried do
8: c̃0 ← ApproxMC(V ∧ (h(x) = 0))
9: c̃1 ← ApproxMC(V ∧ (h(x) = 1))

10: score(x)← min(c̃0, c̃1)
11: end for
12: x∗ ← argmaxx score(x)
13: y∗ ← oracle(x∗)
14: Queried← Queried ∪ {x∗}
15: V ← V ∧ (Vx∗ = y∗)
16: C̃new ← ApproxMC(V )

{— Unique Hypothesis Found —}
17: if C̃new ≤ 1 then
18: return V
19: end if

{— Check for ApproxMC stagnation —}
20: if |C̃new − C̃prev| < 1 then
21: Construct two copies V (1), V (2) of V
22: Let G← V (1) ∧ V (2) ∧ ∃x (f1(x) ̸= f2(x))
23: if Solve(G) = UNSAT then
24: return Any model of V (all remaining trees are functionally identical)
25: end if
26: end if
27: C̃prev ← C̃new

28: round ← round + 1
29: if round ≥ MAX_ROUND then
30: return "NO UNIQUE TREE FOUND"
31: end if
32: end while
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3.2 Algorithm Pseudocode

In Algorithm 2, we show our algorithm in detail. We first calculate H from
the tree specification, i.e., depth and feature numbers of tree topology. To make
it general, we assume the tree is a full binary tree. In lines 2-3, we encode the
unknown tree into a CNF formula and initialize a set Queried to store all the
inputs that have been asked to the oracle. In line 4, we invoke the model counter
to approximate the models for the first time. Then initialize the round variable.
In the while-loop from line 6, we select the input that can approximately obtain
the highest score and store it to x∗ in line 12, which can maximize the min
reduction in the remaining version space. Then we query the oracle and receive
y∗ in line 13. We add the queried input into the Queried set in line 14. And add
the corresponding constraint ϕ(x∗, y∗) into the CNF formula and updated V in
line 15. In line 16, we invoke the model counter again to approximate the size of
the updated V . If C̃new is ≤ 1, then we return the unique hypothesis. Otherwise,
we continue to check if the model counter stops making progress by checking
the old and new V sizes difference smaller than 1 in line 20. If stagnation is
detected, we verify that if there exists an input x and two different hypotheses
would have different outputs on x, and if this condition is checked with output
UNSAT in line 23, then we conclude functional equivalence for all remaining
trees and return any of the hypotheses. To guarantee that our algorithm always
terminates, we add a sanity check in lines 28-31 that if the maximum round is
reached, then we fail to find the unique hypothesis, where the maximum round
is determined by the feature number. However, we never encounter this scenario
in our experiments.

4 General CNF Encoding for Depth-d Decision Trees

We now present a general propositional encoding for the hypothesis space Hd,n

of decision trees of maximum depth d over n binary features x1, . . . , xn ∈ {0, 1}.
This encoding supports exact SAT solving and approximate model counting with
ApproxMC, enabling our active learning algorithm to prune the hypothesis space
incrementally as oracle responses are received.

A full binary tree of depth d has:

Nint = 2d − 1 internal nodes, Nleaf = 2d leaves.

Lemma 1. Let Hd,n be the class of full (complete) binary decision trees of depth
d over n Boolean features, where

– each internal node selects one feature from the n features (selection may
repeat across nodes),

– each leaf stores a Boolean output in {0, 1}.

Then the number of distinct hypotheses in Hd,n is

|Hd,n| = n 2d−1 · 2 2d .
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The proof is shown in the Appendix.

4.1 Internal Node Feature Selection

Each internal node u selects exactly one feature to test. We introduce variables
Su,i (u = 1 . . . Nint, i = 1 . . . n) representing node u tests feature xi.

Constraint ϕsel. At least one feature must be chosen, and no two features may
be selected simultaneously.

ϕsel = ∨n
i=1Su,i

∧
∧1≤i<j≤n(¬Su,i ∨ ¬Su,j).

4.2 Leaf Labeling

Each leaf v has exactly one class from the label set Y. We introduce variables:
Lv,c, c ∈ Y.

Constraint ϕleaf. Similarly as internal node featue selection,

ϕsel = ∨c∈YLv,c

∧
∧c<c′(¬Lv,c ∨ ¬Lv,c′).

4.3 Reachability of Nodes

For each input x in the set of evaluated examples, we introduce variables: Ru(x),
which means input x can reach node u.

Constraint ϕroot. The root is always reachable: ϕroot = Rr(x).

Propagation Constraints ϕprop. Suppose internal node u tests feature xi. Then:

Rleft ⇐⇒
(
Ru(x) ∧ xi

)
, Rright ⇐⇒

(
Ru(x) ∧ ¬xi

)
.

Since the selected feature is itself encoded by {Su,i}i, we write:

ϕprop-left = (¬Su,i ∨ ¬Ru(x) ∨ ¬xi ∨Rleft(u)(x)),

ϕprop-right = (¬Su,i ∨ ¬Ru(x) ∨ xi ∨Rright(u)(x)).

Full propagation constraint at node u:

ϕprop =

n∧
i=1

(
ϕprop-lefti ∧ ϕprop-righti

)
.
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4.4 Oracle Consistency Constraints

Whenever the membership oracle returns (x∗, y∗), every valid hypothesis must
send x∗ to a leaf that outputs y∗.

For each leaf v:

ϕoracle = (¬Rv(x
∗) ∨ Lv,y∗).

This constraint is added incrementally after each query, shrinking the re-
maining hypothesis space.

4.5 Putting Everything Together

The complete CNF encoding is:

ϕall = ϕselect ∧ ϕleaf ∧ ϕroot ∧ ϕprop ∧ ϕoracle

This single SAT instance represents the current space of hypotheses con-
sistent with all oracle responses observed so far. ApproxMC is run over ϕall to
estimate the remaining number of valid decision trees at each iteration of active
learning.

5 Motivation Example

We now present a concrete worked example illustrating how our SAMCAL
active learner incrementally eliminates incorrect decision trees until a unique
hypothesis is identified. We restrict the hypothesis space to:

– a full binary decision tree of depth d = 2,
– n = 3 binary input features x1, x2, x3,
– binary classification labels Y = {0, 1}.

A depth-2 tree has Nint = 22 − 1 = 3 internal nodes, Nleaf = 22 = 4 leaves.
Each internal node must choose exactly one of the three input features, and
each leaf must select either output label 0 or 1. Thus, the theory permits: |H| =
nNint · 2Nleaf = 33 · 24 = 432 candidate trees before any evidence is observed.

5.1 True Hidden Tree

For the running example, the oracle corresponds to a fixed hidden decision tree
unknown to the learner:

Tree :


Node 1 tests x3,

Node 2 tests x1,

Node 3 tests x2,

Leaf outputs = [1, 0, 1, 0].

The learner has no knowledge of this structure except through queries.
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5.2 Incremental Learning Process

Before any queries, ApproxMC reports: |H| ≈ 432. Each round, the learner greed-
ily select the input maximizing the expected reduction in the remaining models
and then ask the oracle for output. Table 1 shows the actual execution from
our tool. The first column shows the number of step and indicates the iterative
round. The second and third columns show the selected input x∗ and y∗ from or-
acle. The last column shows how exactly the hypothesis space has reduced. The
hypothesis steadily reduces from step one to step six, achieving near halving
reduction. After seven queries, ApproxMC reports one remaining model, indicat-
ing that the learner has effectively identified a unique decision tree consistent
with all observations without the need of checking functional equivalence. In this
case, ApproxMC provides an exact and correct solution. We also notice that input
(1,1,0) is not necessary to be queried to find this specific tree, indicating inputs
selection is sensitive to ground truth during the learning process.

Step Selected Queried Input x∗ Oracle Output y∗ Approx. Remaining
0 – – 432
1 (0,0,0) 0 216
2 (1,1,1) 1 108
3 (0,0,1) 0 72
4 (0,1,1) 0 35
5 (1,0,0) 0 17
6 (1,0,1) 1 9
7 (0,1,0) 1 1
Table 1. Approximate model counts over successive active-learning rounds.

6 Experiments

We have implemented our method in a tool named SAMCAL written in Python
with 2k lines of code, which builds on the ApproxMC 4.1.24 approximate model
counter [7] and MiniSat 2.2 SAT solver [41] within PySAT [42]. The tool con-
structs a CNF encoding for the decision tree hypothesis space, with constraints
for internal nodes, leaf outputs, and feature assignments. ApproxMC is used
to estimate the number of remaining hypotheses after each query, guiding the
active learning process by selecting queries that maximize hypothesis space re-
duction. When ApproxMC stagnates, SAMCAL invokes MiniSat to check for func-
tional equivalence by verifying whether all remaining hypotheses compute the
same Boolean function. If a functional collapse is detected (i.e., all hypothe-
ses are functionally equivalent), the learning process terminates early, ensuring
efficiency.

We evaluate our tool under the decision trees setting with depth = [2, 3,
4] and features = [3, 4, 5]. Judging from the parameters, it seems the tree is
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small, however, when the depth is 4 with 5 features, the hypothesis space is
2 ∗ 1015 (initial hypothesis size is shown in the last column in Table 2, growing
at a speed more than exponential), and which is sufficient to demonstrate our
tool’s capacity. For each tree setting, we randomly generate one ground truth
table consisting of node and feature correspondence and leaf boolean values. Our
experiments were designed to answer the following questions:

– RQ1: Is our method effectively reduce the hypothesis space to identify the
target decision tree?

– RQ2: How does our method scale when features and depth increase?
– RQ3: When stagnation occurs on ApproxMC’s counting, does functional

equivalence collapse occur?

The experiments were conducted on a computer with AMD Ryzen 5 5600X
CPU and 32GB memory, running Ubuntu 20.04. In Table 2, we show the initial-
ization of all trees’ variables and clauses size in CNF formulas. Columns 1 and
2 shows the feature and depth numbers. The third and fourth column shows the
variable and clauses size. We notice that when the feature number is the same,
the CNF variables are doubling and clauses sizes are tripling as depth increases.
When the depth number is the same, the CNF variables and clauses sizes are
doubling as features increases. The depth is more dominant on clauses size than
feature numbers.

Features Depth CNF Vars CNF Clauses Hypothesis Size |H|
3 2 77 324 432
3 3 157 868 559,872
3 4 317 2,404 940,369,969,152
4 2 144 693 1,024
4 3 292 1,841 4,194,304
4 4 588 5,033 70,368,744,177,664
5 2 275 1,473 2,000
5 3 555 3,885 20,000,000
5 4 1,115 10,501 2,000,000,000,000,000
Table 2. Initial CNF Variables and Clauses Size on all Trees

6.1 Effectiveness - Results for Answering RQ1

To answer whether our method is effective to reduce the hypothesis and iden-
tify the target decision tree. We show in the hypothesis space drop trend for
each tree in Figure 2a. The x-axis denotes the number of queries, and the y-axis
denotes the size of hypothesis spaces on a log scale. Across all evaluated config-
urations (feature counts 3–4 and depths 2–4), our method consistently reduced
the hypothesis space at an exponential rate before query 10. For deeper trees
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such as n=4, d=4 and n=5, d=4, the initial hypothesis spaces were enormous,
ranging from hundreds of thousands to several billion, yet the algorithm still
achieved rapid reduction, typically stabilizing or collapsing within 8–12 queries.
The deepest cases (d=4) started from exceedingly large spaces (up to 1015), but
still exhibited smooth monotone decay under our query strategy. Note in several
cases, there is a sudden reduction benefiting from one query, e.g., in query 11 from
tree n=4, d=4, there is a sudden space reduction over several magnitude. The
reason is that this query is highly informative and remedies the non-optimality
of previous queries. In four cases n=4/5, d=3/4), we can see a short flat curve,
which indicates approximation of the models making little progress. It still makes
progress; otherwise, the curve would terminate earlier. However, this means ef-
fectiveness of our method and this behavior will be addressed in Section 6.3.
Overall, these results demonstrate that our selection strategy is highly effective
at driving fast version-space collapse regardless of tree depth or feature count.

Fig. 2. Hypothesis Space Drop, Count, and Selection Time Trend

6.2 Scalability - Results for Answering RQ2

We show our timing results in Figure 2b and 2c. The x-axis denotes the number
of queries, and the y-axis denotes the time spent on a log scale. Figure 2b shows
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the initial and following approximation of the number of remaining models after
adding input-output pair constraint from each query. The cost of querying scales
with both the feature count and tree depth, exhibiting predictable growth as the
hypothesis space becomes larger. For small and moderate configurations (e.g.,
n=3/4, d=2/3), both the ApproxMC counting time and the query-selection
time remain well under a second. As depth increases to d=4, the per-query cost
grows substantially, which is as expected from the exponential hypothesis space,
yet remains well-behaved: for f=4 the peak selection time reaches only a few
seconds, and for n=5 the most demanding configuration (n=5, d=4) shows a
rapid rise to the worst-case of 4k seconds per selection round. Importantly, even
in this extreme setting the version space reduces steadily, causing subsequent
ApproxMC and selection times to decrease quickly. This behavior indicates
that although our method naturally inherits exponential scaling from the un-
derlying combinatorial complexity, the active-learning process benefits from fast
hypothesis elimination, keeping the overall runtime manageable and demonstrat-
ing practical scalability across all evaluated tree sizes.

6.3 Functional Equivalence Follows Stagnation - Results for
Answering RQ3

Tree Step # Before # After Stagnate Func Equi Solve Time Reduction
n4_d2 7→8 100 1 yes yes < 1s 50% (8)
n4_d3 11→12 23,552 1 yes yes < 1s 25% (5)
n5_d2 8→9 12 1 yes yes < 1s 72% (23)
n5_d3 19→20 1,024 1 yes yes < 1s 38% (12)
n5_d4 25→26 40,894,464 1 yes yes < 1s 19% (6)

Table 3. Stagnation & Functional Collapse (RQ3)

Table 3 shows the results of detecting stagnation in ApproxMC and ver-
ifying functional equivalence across different experimental settings. Column 1
shows the tree topology. For each experiment, we identify the step in Column
2, showing at which stage that the approximate count of remaining hypothe-
ses stops decreasing, indicating stagnation. The before and after approximating
model numbers are shown in Column 3 and 4. At these steps, the functional
equivalence of the remaining hypotheses is verified using a SAT solver, confirm-
ing that the hypothesis space has collapsed to a unique solution. Column 5 and
6 indicates if a stagnation is found and if the functional equivalence is verified.

The experiments show that in all cases, the SAT check completes in less
than 1 second, demonstrating the efficiency of the functional equivalence check.
The count before stagnation varies depending on the problem size (e.g., 100
hypotheses for n=4, d=2 and 23,552 hypotheses for n=4, d=3, but the method
consistently reduces the hypothesis space to a single solution in very few steps.
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This indicates that our active learning method is effective at quickly identifying
the correct Boolean function, with functional collapse detected at each step of
stagnation, confirming the validity of the approach. The last column shows the
percentage (the number of queries) our method reduced from the all features
permutation queries (e.g., 4 features which require 24 = 16 queries). For all trees
that stagnate during the learning process, at least 19%/6 queries and at most
72%/23 queries were saved. They also demonstrate our tool’s effectiveness on
query number optimization.

7 Discussion

In this section, we discuss theoretical and practical considerations for scaling to
larger trees, and the limitations of our methods.

Scalability Considerations: The full hypothesis space for a depth-d decision
tree with n Boolean features has size n(2d−1) ·22d , where the first factor enumer-
ates feature assignments for internal nodes, and the second assigns outputs to
leaves. This space grows exponentially in d, making explicit enumeration infeasi-
ble beyond shallow depths. Our approach remains tractable on our experimental
settings because the entire space is represented symbolically using CNF, avoiding
explicit enumeration. ApproxMC provides approximate counts in time sublinear
in |H|, using hashing-based universal model counting [16]. Each highly selected
query reduces the version space by a factor close to one half evidenced in our
experiments. One might also expect each membership query to eliminate roughly
half of the candidate trees, since decision trees partition the input space at each
node. In reality, a query constrains only the leaves and internal nodes along its
input path, leaving many other hypotheses consistent. The fraction of eliminated
trees varies per query and is rarely exactly 50%. By using approximate model
counting, our method quantitatively estimates the version-space reduction for
each candidate query efficiently. It is worthwhile to note that ApproxMC may be
unable to effectively scale up if the function space is inherently hard to reduce.

Limitations: Several limitations of our method should be acknowledged. Since
the runtime of our algorithm scales with the cost of approximate model count-
ing, which can still be nontrivial for large CNFs. We can handle as many as
10k CNF clauses with over 1k variables. Furthermore, when the internal nodes
support more than binary decisions, the formula complexity would also grow
significantly. There may be a better strategy to balance the optimality for each
round and time. For example, a parallel algorithm can be leveraged in the query
selection procedure to speed up 10x with 10 threads, which can approximate
the models for different inputs in parallel. However, our focus here is to find
the approximately optimal choice iteratively, and we leave the parallel aspect
for future directions. Another threat is ApproxMC-based estimates may occasion-
ally select suboptimal queries if estimation error skews comparison. Our method
also does not provide theoretical query complexity guarantees, where no worst-
bounds results are achieved. Finally, our evaluation assumes a noise-free oracle.

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5837-9960
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6306-8019


Approximate Optimal Active Learning of Decision Trees 15

In realistic settings with noisy or adversarial labels [15], space elimination may
become inconsistent, and the current SAT-based mechanism offers no robust-
ness guarantees. Despite these constraints, the empirical behavior observed in
Section 6 confirms that the algorithm remains practical and robust for medium-
scaled decision trees.

8 Related Work

Classical exact active learning was introduced by Angluin [5, 6], who studied
learning in the exact identification setting with membership queries. Decision-
tree inference from queries has also been explored in theory [25, 46], including
bounds on optimal decision tree learning and information gain heuristics. Our
contribution differs in that we do not operate over an explicit enumeration of
tree hypotheses; instead, we maintain a symbolic representation in CNF and use
constraints to guarantee consistency.

Model counting has a long history in formal verification and probabilistic rea-
soning. Exact model counters such as sharpSAT [43] achieve high performance
in practice but still remain worst-case exponential. Approximate counters such
as ApproxMC [17] provide provable (ε, δ) guarantees using universal hashing. The
idea of using approximate model counts to guide search has appeared in domains
such as probabilistic inference [18,22], but, to our knowledge, has not previously
been used to drive optimal active query selection in formal learning frameworks.

SAT and SMT-based learning from examples has been explored in inductive
program synthesis [4,36], repair [27,29], and invariant generation [24,28]. These
works typically add constraints incrementally as new counter examples learned,
but they rely either on heuristic search or program abstract domain rather than
numerical estimation of version space reduction. In contrast, our system quanti-
fies the remaining hypothesis space volume after each candidate query, allowing
a principled halving strategy analogous to classical active learning but with no
need to enumerate the version space explicitly.

9 Conclusion

We introduced a new framework for active learning in which the hypothesis space
is represented symbolically in CNF and the expected information gain of each
candidate query is estimated using approximate model counting. This enables
a learning strategy without enumerating the hypothesis space, even when the
number of possible functions is combinatorially huge. We demonstrated this ap-
proach using various numbers of depth and features of unknown decision trees
as targets, encoding them in Boolean variables. ApproxMC was used to estimate,
for each possible query input, the approximate number of hypotheses consistent
with each oracle response. The input minimizing the estimated remaining ver-
sion space was chosen automatically, and incremental solving strategy enforced
consistency with observed answers. We showed that when ApproxMC stagnates,
a functional collapse check is performed to verify a functional equivalent tree is
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found. For future work, we plan to extend our method to more applications and
discover more efficient oracle input selection strategies.
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Appendix

Proof for Lemma 1:

Proof. A full binary tree of depth d (root at depth 0) has exactly

Nleaf = 2d

leaves and
Nint = 2d − 1

internal (non-leaf) nodes. This is standard: each level k (0 ≤ k < d) contains 2k

internal nodes, and summing yields
∑d−1

k=0 2
k = 2d − 1.

A hypothesis in Hd,n is fully specified by two independent choices:

1. For every internal node (there are Nint of them) choose one feature from
the n available features. Since selections are independent across nodes and
repetition is allowed, the number of ways to assign features to all internal
nodes is

nNint = n 2d−1

2. For every leaf (there are Nleaf of them) choose a Boolean output in {0, 1}.
The number of ways to label all leaves is

2Nleaf = 2 2d .

Because these two choices are independent (feature selections do not con-
strain leaf labels and vice versa), the total number of hypotheses equals the
product of the two counts:

|Hd,n| = nNint · 2Nleaf = n 2d−1 · 2 2d .

This completes the proof. ⊓⊔
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