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for all e1 ∈ CSD(H ′,0,w/2)
x ← e1H ′′T ; T [x ]← T [x ] ∪ {e1}

for all e2 ∈ CSD(H ′, s′,w/2)
x ← s + e2H ′′T
for all e1 ∈ T [x ]
I ← I ∪ {(e1,e2)}

return I

2



May, Meurer, and Thomae Algorithm
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Asymptotic gain ≈ 2p/2 compared with Dumer’s algorithm
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