w

B3k &
2016 4 3

an

# L

Computer Science

Vol. 43 No. 3
Mar 2016

KiESAT B ENEZHTRAR

B
LB 110819)1

deichE 3k !
(FAEGEREEIRYR (FTERI¥RRAGEAETIREER A% 753000)?
#H E SATHMAMAZS EHNPCRMZ—, T SAT FIEAF 4K, %k P=NP, T8 RALEZHHRL
FERXGHAALESH SAT KME R, BT HEHhiEY SATRBE LA EAVMRBRALL, TALARENS
T SAT MM A ANEE L E RZEHEF AL L E3NMABECETHEGARERA, RAINTEHE LB
SAT M A ERRE, ANERAFBEN EERE KBHEF T EHTE L LR RBRERITT S R
T R SAT RS L EE IS BB, HF ST -FHAE 5T RZ.

XE@iH SATHE, 24&E: A4 d5,468%

hEESEE TP301 XWEARIRAD A DOI 10. 11896/;. issn. 1002-137X. 2016. 3. 002

Research Advance of SAT Solving Algorithm

GUO Ying"'? ZHANG Chang-sheng' ZHANG Bin!
(Department of Information Science & Engineering, Northeastern University, Shenyang 110819, China)’
(College of Electrical and Information Engineering.Ningxia Institute of Technology,Shizuishan 753000 ,China)?

Abstract

mial time worst-case complexity of SAT algorithm does not exist. To design fast and efficient SAT algorithms is still

SAT is one of the most widely studied NPC problems. Because of SAT characteristic, unless P=NP, polyno-

a research hotspot. Firstly, the basic concept of SAT problem was introduced. Secondly, the recent research progress
was summarized from three categories of complete algorithms, incomplete algorithms and combination algorithms. The
general process of previous algorithms was thoroughly analyzed, and comparative analysis of some advanced solvers

from the perspective of suitable problem class, algorithm character and solution efficiency was carried on. Finally, the

main challenges of SAT solving algorithm was discussed, and some research issues in future were pointed out.
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AT 3% & ¥ /8] 3 (Boolean Satisfiability Problem, SAT)( &
—AELZHHEREE, S A. Cook™ F 1971 ££iEH T A[ W E
YRR R L% — 1 NP 542 (NP-complete, NPC) [A] /& ,
WL R, (BT JE 7 B £ (Non-Deterministic Polynomial,
NP) (a] AR ] 22 2T AT E L B SAT #47RME, B —
M EER UMY SAT AR H Ik — EREM IR T A 1 NP [a]
. EXEMAPHFEEREN NP ERE, Bl F RS0
TR SAT RAFFEIEF W N A F TR, R\ AR,
RFEHESHEREFEER DY,

AEILTEP=ET RBREREATY RY SAT RFHE
%, BE7 SAT R %7 LIR30 A B EE 77 28 B AR Y i)
. AW, BT SAT a4 & # ¥4, BRdE P=NP, { A
FEERBR T 2T RIE BN SAT RIGEE, Hik
Bt RARER SAT RBBEZESMAHARMS. BHE]
A SAT KRB R OERERENAZEE RN AR, B
ERFAEBERIER T ZEREMHR. FXFE2HHE

FFH H#9.2015-01-24 R4 HEH.2015-04-15

BT SAT MR CHER 58 3 WEISE 5 WA &
B ATEEEMHESEE S MAELRT SAT REE L
HIBF R 58 6 T T /KB R M LR X LGSR 8 7
WIS T SAT RBE B I BRMBIE T |0; |5 B2
X.

2 W&mMIR

B PAEAT— A R B 8 A T ER T A2 Z I R ls% 1Lk
A B3R (Conjunctive Normal Formula, CNF)EVER, £
SAT RFE R E R B B AN EHAE R CNFIERX, B
B CNF A Fo GO IR DR, TEEFIIH A SAT [RER
H— PR R

FO=@mV Ve ACaV V) A

(2 V73 V7x) @)

EX 1ERES) S X#raBTBRMES.EHX
Ha MR o zzss oz AR IRA X={z 22,25,
z )l n= | X | RARERBEESHI/N, BIEHE— B ETER
nE. XF Fo (X)), X={x1,x2, 23,24} ,n=4,

AR FEEK R B ARSI H (NZ13265) % ).
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EX2(HERME SHE—AGREE X={z:,,
z. ), HEEBRE S(XOB— n TAIREE: S(X) : X—~{0,
78 X FHFE 2 AR EERE, R Sx)=1,1
R x: #E SO BRE T BUEME, TN A BIME.

—/~ SAT RfFB{REARF—REET , SHT R LB
SEERE. —MRENEEREGEEIBE FXOKNE
—MERRE O 1, — RN EEREGEEDIENS
FOOMERFERME. Hn F (XOMW—R2EERER
ﬁEE a={xi=1,x; =1,23=0,x4 =0} ’WEW‘—‘/I\%K%M{E
ﬁTﬁE%,3= {x1=0,22=1},

BN 3IXFE MEEER . 5 o 7« BEXFE,
o BRIEXF, "o BAXF. A LFRIFHNES, [ FR
FAXF, EXF o EEERESCOTHRAEMESHMNY
Sa)=LAXF = EEMERMESCO FTREME Y HNY
S(z:) =0 B Fo QOMEMERIE S(x) =0, SCx)=1,

BY 4FAD X EWTFER X PHBRASCFHR,
BceFEm,e=LVLVLV Vi, FA c EEERESX
TEREMEGRKRFH c EEERE SO TEAHEN, HE
S FAEENXFEFESE —NERERE SOTRRE
. k= |c|RTRTFH c FRXFE - RKAIFAKE., —K
BXN e WTFaAR—E-Fhl. %e=18,KNBETTH, —
AMFAFHXEAFEEHR, ANEEHANCFLET
A, MASEWARXNATH R, Flin F GO/ 34F
AL, EPFH a=o V7o Vo, FEKENR 3.

EX5(THE) FHECEHX EHERANTAHBRK
£E5,C={c1,c2:s0n} . m=|C|TRFHERFHAHNE.
LA & Pl B IR SR R FRE £-SAT. FRILCEE
ERMESCOTRIWMEMN, YEMNY CHFHRENTFAc EE
ERME SO THRREMEMN. Hln F (XOH 34~Fad
B TRIRKKE R 3, ML T —1 3-SAT [al,

EXOERER) X EHABRBERFOOR X EH—
BFAMEBLFX)=a A A Aewo BBIER F(XOE
BEEBME SO TREMERKR FOOERERE SCOTE
AR, M EMNY FOORRESHRE T4 c EEERE
S(XOFERBMEMM. CNF AR SRR IR,

FOO=R (V1)) @

BN 7(SAT Hf) SAT MEMEAFRELE—
EEERNEES XH—X EHEBRERFOO,HKEE
BE—ETF X WEMARE S(X) .18 F(X) R E, tn#AE
FEMFR FOO BT RER, BMHK FOORRAHEN. F
m,EH S (X)={0,0,1,1} , XE(EME S F, (XK 0,58
4 S ORE Fo (XOW—AM# ;8% S (X)={0,0,0,1},%
EEBEMR FoOCOR 1,4 S (XE F XOH—A8, N
Fo(XORTMHER: EMENEEARERTEFEAAREME
R 1L Fo (XD RAAH R,

EX 8RS AE—4 SAT HEAR F(X),BH
FEMEERERYEHFESE, P EERENIME 2 X
R K/, B2 B P HFAE A — AR R EER
EFR AR, HEARE RN — B ERERN— .

EBX 9(SAT RBHEE) HE—/SATHEARF
(X0, ZEA PR Ay Bt 18] P e H R 3 AT R BB PR SAT 3R
MEY:. 75 SAT RERAIHENBER T . BEAEELSABAR

— R . BTSN NP &34, BT feR A HIBrE R .

SAT [ i BE ] v J T R 43 BT 3% 2 A9 SAT KR
AT R ) UNSAT 2 5 5 B B) B 7= £k B SR IR 7T R 43 o B F 2%
(application) BEHL 4 B2 (random) FNHE L 36 B B 4H & 2K
(hard combination) . AS[FI# SAT 3R #8832 75 A8 [] fa) £ b 5%
Bl —REHEERFENE EWEASHRARR. BEKY
SATRFBEXROURBTEEEARTEEEW Y, HiTRE
HREARZHXRINE S AR RBREBEEIITENRFEEE
XERINAGER) FHEHERI—IFHHRRE. &
XERBZEEMEAGHEBEERNSG I ZEEE ATSER
MASES:, TOENSRB LR | 250 Fs &Y
BREHMATRAS.

3 ZERBEZE

FEAEUATEE RN HIER, fTRRGTEM
EI¥ 8 B8, EEREENER FRRIEHEREGELARY
BRI B, ZESE B TCAR BB OL T 7T LASA S & B , FH it
ARG RTE. BRI AL HARAE R KE
B,

3.1 DPLL§i%

FR#E 52 & B ¥ DPLL (Davis Putnam Logemann Love-
land, DPLL)U 23R 20 42 60 45047, i TR BIH %A1
¥R B AR B AR BRI BR 1, SR AR R ARIE , AR
FEPEIR/NE SAT [, DPLLMEEREETHFE X
[ ) F1 4 ZR 95 #£3% (Boolean Constraint Propagation, BCP) ,
Xt BT AR B AT TR 1 R LUTE R — R 528 4 UM I3 B it
2, A0SR (R R PTG 2 0, U045 1t BT AR 5 SR I R R R T
L MG T &R . EAXPIAERHEWE, H]
AR HRTA W ABARAREATH RN, TR
Cig 7:1:08

®%1 DPLLEM%

BA.CNFAR ¢
ol AT BE
while true do
if !decide(¢) then
return SATISFIABLE
end if
if !booleanConstraintPropagate(¢) then
if 1resolveConflict(¢) then
return UNSATISFIABLE
end if
end if
end while

BHEERREEATEGRE.

(DAEEK. DPLL BB ARENTEPERER
MEBHBETFEME RATBRER, TRRERETHR
WERTER.

(2)BCP, BCP 3E#HMELFENTREIK REHLY
0 BIXFM—NRBEXFRET T4, AL CFREN
1,BCP § B — £ #HAT T %, HEIBRA B u T4, HAHE F
B AERRATFRHER—NEBBAMRME, WHRHA T
HEE, AT IR EME

(D EW. LM A, IR E— M BRE RN
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BHER—MEQ 0, MBFKEWREQ BN 0,0 B
A D EMAMEEL, NBEE R S ERE 1 kK
TR, BUEEEZENA WRERME, FERE; WRREE
XAERAE R, M UERA BT A 18 R A & 2l T, B AR AT
R, IR EME,

B0 B3 F QOMBRESR X={x1,22 235,24 } » LT H
ARER BERERE B —NMERE M, E 1 5in. BFH
BB ER—HEERME. DPLL SHXAE — R #iT
BREREHER, HIRB—0T % L S0 BT B B 5
SERMBEARITHEENRE. FARESEH, ERNER
BB » A BESAHWEREREEK EE=EHE
BRI,

Bl DPLL#EZIH

BT SAT [RIEER—> NP [a]8, 2 T 4 8 H ik # R f#3
ROEERBH T EZME LK. YHRTHZERER
HERSHEET DPLL X KAL), 11 SATOM  BerkMin®™) |
PicoSATM %, # B8 Heule % A B9 &A™, % F DPLL f9
SAT RS X E KR AWML, Bl wh K30 F A%
(Conflict Driven Clause Learning, CDCL) F1§ij 5 38 & (Look
Ahead, LA) , B & BUE & KA R IEEE, /55 M EB AR
R B XERRBEDLRI R SE 5], — BB R T,

3.2 CDCL %%

COCLEREBMEEHETREEMN K, TEER
#F DPLL.{BFEWAL B . 53 R B R4 FE% S 3
WFFEIW L VER BESME SRS T — 5%, CDCL 5
DPLL # 3 MEERFIR! R ABAERIT, H¥6EH—
A BRARERR FRH trail) ; CDCL R R I BHEREH
— AR, HE I — N I LR ST F A,
P TA R BRH, EERKNENMERPENET
Bl BCP 8 € SCFHUE ; [E] 3 A B RR 1K [ 2 BT i e R, F
MR WE K, 784 B— % 5 F/A (9 [5) & 5341 86
SRR BBHR, RBGE W 2 MRS RS T B R
B B BRI, S R IX & PRI LA KA B 9 BCP

Hix2 CDCLEHE
BACNF A ¢
- BT R
status= Preprocess( )
if (status)=UNKNOWN ) then

return status
end if
blevel=0
while not AllVariablesAssigned do
Decide(¢)
blevel=blevel+1
while true do
if booleanConstraintPropagate(¢) ==CONFLICT then

-10.

blevel= AnalyzeConflict (¢)
if blevel==0 then
return UNSATISFIABLE
else
Backtrack (blevel)
end if
end if
end while
end while
return SATISFIABLE

ZRENXERRETEQRE.

(Db, CDCL BiEHE5R T HAL B , BI7ER 8 2 BT XS
EHHATHHE B BRE—- N TFRANEEH AN LFE B
[ — A~ 28 B B I SCFE RN R SCF B ) D R — S BN BR £
AR,

(D HME . TR ERA T HEST—RKRETEF
MEHEERPRIT —MIENI LTS, FHSZIRER
BT LUPRGE $R 2 Yo S AR B, i BCP 3 72, 3 2 121 3 K 3
CDCL B EA T L 4 W5 SURME , B E F /) IR R
Z A8 B L 55 (Maximum Occurrences in Clauses of Mini-
mum, MOM) 5 754 37 5K K BE (Variable State Indepen-
dent Decaying Sum Heuristic, VSIDS) | 45 1IF F/m{L e %%
B

(OO, BB M DPLL B ¥ 3 B4 b3 447,
CDCL BHHEGIAT RS F A% I UM, R R A,
e ST I T/ B8 TS SR [ R A T o R S B Lk LA
REFRIERHEE,

(OIAEmTFFEIYE. A6 LR3I # DPLL 553k fay 58 [ Bk 3 X
B ALY &, CDCL BB R AR 2 A W f1 22 S Bl 747,
B Bk — LA B R R, B3 B BR R AR R 2 S A
7P B O B B K BRI IR, B AR BT P 13

GYEE . W FHAE LR (AT, SR R P s e 45 5
A RIRAE 4K, IR A F IR R A I R BY , kX 1 1l B AT
EAMFEFERETRBE, BRI MERE, AREERERA R
SRR IR A 3T, T 24 PRI TR BEBOR e , B AR M 1R 24
WBHIASEE., ERWEREREITHN, L LERFEFD
B, MERZAEI BN MR TFANMARE, BEZE¥Y
FERANTRELRBERIIT AT MEE KRR,

(6)lazy BIREEH . BURSHM AN EHREWANENER,
a7 itERR. COCL B ENF a0
I, [F] A S IF/a] B T I R

R COCL AEMARAE T £ EMBRYY . FlanH
ALFRTTiE , Eén % AR 19 SatElitel B R LH T AL 1
Ak 1] R £ $ASE PN B 2% 1, Balint 28 A 4R i T WAL SR By B 8
AU, Surynek {f F (2-%) — B D1 %3 8 L) 304 X 883447
WEN, BHEEAFAMNHKY B —TTAESBIESY
—TLFANI S IR E, — N EREE AR ERE
REFHTIAS SAT B, RAT — RIETTHE AR
MERZE R A, B TR 2R,
BT T U0 F M 2 o AR A AL BRI U 45 b R A4 A
FA)%¥ I F5H , Marques-Silva 25 A 75 DPLL A9 EERl Fi8
GRASP BB KRFIA T W% MR, FRENR
T 528 CDCL k#2821, Holldobler #—#4" 8 T CDCL,



B TIEANTE AR B S %08 7 H » Nieuwenhuis %
A THNERERBLIETHEEERS , WulE T
SAT RAFHIFEVL L I E 3 B8P, Huang 5347 T BT 74
MR E B RIRDY , Audemard AR T B2 S F
HH R BIEM 7 51, Biere # T WA U F AR 9 F /3 Bt
(R EFEBGIR I T PicoSAT RGHE B, HAEXBR261F R4
HARTETHERZM SAT REFJWEBENEREH,
Ramos % A 4} #7 T CDCL 3R #% £% 19 & J3 0 [B ¥ Ja) &g+,
Haim % A A 946 b — 4L 161399 (5] R , 280 2 B o 330 % 5 i
LTS T, R R AR e R M, LB T U FF
ARRED B T R SRR, M85 CDCL R
RIS FEMEA Chaff?) MiniSat | Lingelingl®? &5,

3.3 LANZE

DPLL &k F1 CDCL Bk 4 K B3 7] 38 R 22 A & F
FTREMIE S, TIABEE AR BE . LA BRI IERE
F DPLL,{EMIE Ti& ot KB A0 M i 28 DL e e 87 O 3R
AR B HY R — /NG A 18 R R SR R (A1 R, 7E RS 46 R R
WFRBRE . LA BERAARE T R LLE S WE#
98 4 B 48 2 (8, VT LUBE A M in 4 8 Bt — 2 1
RAK. LABRERBERAMNAERIEM DPLL BRIH
ZEAREFESRE, REG - P2 EE— T RREER , HERA
fi DPLL b A3, EMEAFHR, Y— 1 B A RFRE
BaSE A RER , BTN RE S K00 a7 8 A R H I
W, AT B Z AR BEEYE, REFERI MR XN B EE
BZEBRNAERE., EXREFNEAEEEIR, ZBEE
ERR T RESR R VR R AR A cRes, T E BT
T o TR (B SR TT R PR R AR A R A

Wik3 LAEE
BACNFLAR ¢
Wit MAMER
¢==Simplify (o)
while true do

if p=NULL then
return SATISFIABLE
else if @ contains empty clause then
return UNSATISFIABLE
end if
end if
{@» Xqecision > = LookAhead(¢)
B=GetDirection (Xdecision)
if DPLL (X4ecigon < B)==SATISFIABLE then
return SATISFIABLE
end if
return DPLL (¢p{Xgecision<—B))
end while

ZRENXBREA TEGRE:

HRFRE. LAGRHEER, AFERBERMES
ERBEWRS, ZREREMABRIBPERLERR
EXARNEHLEE, REXERBRUGEZETEXE
ABUERRT A 2 RE, E M ERER AN A BER.

OFMB k. LA NEERKHETE GetDirection BFH
BT 77 MR R $F B9 [ /8 R AT A S g8 /ME R =]

GO, LAEHERIBRPIREREXFRS
SEWRHE, Rt ge AR B A A, 0 B e —
B 5 WO F AL AR, BRI SCFB AT LU A ST T4
H—BHRAK,

Posit HFRELIMT LABERD , HEET Y45 WAT LAK
R EER KRR, i DIFF B 2. B ME XX ERM%E
BS R Satz > IR T AEXMERAYL 3-SAT o) B _E MR it
B, #H— P T REE &, HIEM T DoubleLook 5372 , #
— IS & 25 8] ; OKsolver™ 8N T JR#B¢3 . H A HEH .
B Bk 4 i 28 5 B 5 kenfs©7 55 Satz 1B A8 L, 7E 3K il X B A1
3SATIHE L #T TREZEEMNRHE, WETFRRBRR
(Backbone Search Heuristic, BSH) . S} 4k 2 ; March(%-39]
R BRI RIIN LA RIS Z—, FERFMRE SAT AR
AL E K 3-SAT. 4 BIFEfE T F/AMIE 2T F 4. BT LA
ZHEABRFENCHE 78 BH R X FHMELR
BT RBARMESE.

4 FEEFRBEE

BR T ARAN 3 B 7 58 4% B 5 4 P O 25 A U AR T 6 2 )
RIS, 2k BN SE A A R AR AR RBHINT SAT MK R
R, BERERATEN, BT R 8 X
LA R e A A SRS B AR, BRI 32 B ¥ O A R
H. AEEEEFERXTRTERNEBE, BAHEN T
BERERMNACEI, ERT REIE R, BRI
BR, MEEBGEHENG R TELELRARE.

[REAR FOOM— T RERE SO, BARERH fit(SH—
BEHE SCORMETF FOOPRHENFAEK, X
(3, HHP card(ARR A WEE; sat(S,OORFERE S
XOTFFHCRBAHE, HENERN 1, R RER 0;~
RABRBE, fir(S)RPHB/ME 0 FRTEZX S(XOBRE
TR FOORTWHRK, B SO KRB — Mk .

Fit(S) =card({C| 7 5at(S,C) ACEF}) €))

AEERENEAR DB EET 55K 33, MR EHRE
Z (Stochastic Local Search, SLS) . i B {& % (Message Pas-
sing, MP) 138 4L 118 (Evolutionary Algorithms, EA)E ¥,
4.1 SLS#%

AEBFAREBELERET SLSH, HBRIBN .4
— AR AR, B SCRENLH A B AR, 0 R R
BAKXTTHR , WHE R BUEEL P N ERHEHE
H, ZdE—-EEE, AP RIFEBAXNFRENEERERE
RRFPCEEHUE FRR (AR EERERE) . RF SLS
RS E MR R # 8 R A TMEE SRS, ER AR 3,
SLS RESHET R BRIEE HRAKAN, B ot XFriB17
TR AR A A

Wik4 SLSHEHM®E
¥IA :CNF 2= ¢, maxTries, maxSteps
B o WRN—MERE ¢ BRERFW
for i=1 to maxTries do

s=initAssign(¢q)
for j=1 to maxSteps do
if s satisfies ¢ then

return s

o 11 o



else
x=chooseVariable(¢, s)
s=s with truth value of x flipped
end if
end for
end for
return no satisfying assignment found

BEERRBEARATEGHE:

(WERFX. FRMERT RN REMEET
RERERE , 5.0 R ug LB RS LY RT AT F skt — 2 |
AU R, B 3 T R SR A Z AR BISRl h T B B B R .

@ i@ RmE RN, WR—SKPHPHTAERH
B 4 BREEER Hotl K AR A AN OB AT AR R BB A £
R T EREARERERAL R R 8 % KB Escaping R
BB EHBUERSIA— MR p, EREFL T, IR »
BRI Bk R HIRE .

Selman ZF A H T SLS BHEM R LEHERE
GSAT™, Z JG X %t GSAT W 7E R BB AR A8 9 1 UL AE T &
B4R T WalkSATH, B & AR 58 & R #% & 40 Unit-
Walk[? | AdaptNovelty!*) 25 # £ 1l WalkSAT HE 22 % H &l
Mo A—ATHEEFZME SLS HiERBBHI&E H &
(Discrete Lagrangian Method , DLM)Y? , BEWiFE X SLS
FRUBA T EXE, MBEHFARIWEIRERE
U G EES AT RRERERABEHE X ESE AR S
KN BREHBEECIE, TEK, SLSEENTREE T —
HBERE, 1 Duong FAPIR T BMERIBPREEZNH
BT IEEY  Balint 3 1 T —F TR B RE ES, Luo B
KT HILERERONERERE N ES  Brys EAMRT
SLS FE 3 HEug B9 R DY, Wang S A — 38k T Walk-
SAT®) &

4.2 MPH%

MP BERARN R —F 8 R R &k, MPRETXE
FRENGIH RS BT ELRERKRS REERIE,
REWHBERTBEHAEEE L SATHE,BERRHT
—FHETE RS RN AR . STRIS61#IT T A
[)7H BAE R BIR AR, R R AT B2 SCR(57-59 155 .

HEEREETIEE SAT ARMEFERR®™ Z L,
HEBMFAGERA AP, ZEY RS EHRTH
FHaME, FRSEESHNERMEE. SN EEE -1 T
[—L1ZEEE, R EREE M REGIRERB) K.
WBARE BT LUT AR 8 SR AR 8 2 /A FUA T4
BEBRHTHEMSLE, HEHEREH — O v (AP EIRE
AEAEERKREA) ,— Bk, BT KBS X s s B AR
PERIAR R, BUES ] 0 3R SR EL, 3F 3 oo M B ok £ 7 2 Sfe i 4 )
B REERAEHAR LEFFREREELE, HIIAK
RS THEMERN T ERE, nE A ER AR

®Wi&S5 MPHEOLLBP D
HIACNF AR o, BFHEL, BERREEMR trw HHESH <
i o WRM—AHEE o BARAM

while true do
BP-UPDATE( )

012c

for each variable x; do
compute u; (x;)
x;=x;" (using maximal-probability BP decimation)
for each variable x; in a random order do
if exists a constraint b such that f, (x,) =0 then
flip(xi)
end if
if the total energy cost vanishes then
return the values of all the variables as a solution
else
return no satisfying assignment found
end if
end for
end for

end while

BHERRBERR EEQR.

(OZEEREMZES. NFEOHRBERN RNEE
HERNZREE, NERT AR FANANELHEBRKRSY
S, EERERIBPE _EENERHERARES.

(DHFE. EXHBERMITE N EEENARTHE
TR, A R P EE R TR WA &, R AR EE %
B

KB E A HRBIBR A 7 {51518 (Belief Propa-
gation, BP) .Y\ Wi {£#%& (Survey Propagation, SP)!2 ##I3R k
HEUE, T SP AYRFSEREAE FTHE32 A BT (] P AR U A
B AR B KA RELR .

4.3 EAHZE

EABBREERRBERN —FMEN B RF LWL
HBRPYRERE, EFEFRERNRATE HRARE
EA SE3sR SAT [R)81 5 Tttt T 2 LT 223, JFRE T %
B SAT MEBR®RZE . HEAREREE SAT REELH—4
SR R B B R AUR ME (B R ED i (R AL IR, R BL— 2R 5
B R AW AW I, ERIA B K LKA SR T H
AR

BiE6 EAHEOL GASAT HD
i A :CNF A% ¢, Maxflip, MaxNbCrossovers
b o RN —MREE o RRAW
CreatePopulation (P)

NbCrossovers< 0
while no x€ P satisfies ¢ and NbCrossovers<!MaxNbCrossovers do
P'<Select (P,NbInd)
ChooseX, YE P’
Z<-Crossover(X,Y)
Z<TS(D)
P<—Replace (Z,P)
NbCrossvers<-NbCrossvers+1
if there exists X P satisfying ¢ then
return X as a solution
else return no satisfying assignment found
end if
end while
BHEIENRBEA TEQRE.
(DENERH. BT EFEAARRZEESR, A



BEAEHEIRGEW R AR FR RSB 1S NE R, B
A B {538 1 B pR OB B R (E AR AL R

(DFEBETF. BHRNYATFB R EREN I E Pk
B iy SR TR B — MR . — A BRI
RE— 5 3058 R BE R BUE AL L I O R R

GVEREF. BEEMERIMIE R FER A,

(DEXEF ., THELRFENMERME R, =4 B35
A
BALHEFE T ETHRER, B EHE L GASATI |
PPNBES B FRERREERS R FHERS E
1 DNA B30 B FH S ATBHELR AN8hE
UV RO — A TR AT

5 HARBHEZ

51 BRE&ERE

FARBBELEHT—r g R AL, F inFEILE
HLR) ] REARA S FI AR & B R, B A& E %A
BEAERERNMEENGERE; L2, M TS L ERER
PRI A AR, A S B R RER B R TN . B
R EZHREZRBEAFRRBEREHNE R BE LN
ERAEARERE, BRETHRREEARANZEEEERZ
EU M AR AESEEZ R LR T EE
BEHASSERHT TIRET, BB TRINER, HHH
BTN R A 2R,

—MEARBBEUEHANRELRER, EAEREM
EREAOR AN A AR R T BB B S B — R RS . — 1A
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