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Tree Decomposition Algorithm of Graph and Its Application
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Abstract A tree decomposition of the graph G=(V,E) refers to taking a subset of the node set V as a node of the tree T, to
make the intersection of the two endpoints on any path of T included in any node on the path. The number of elements of the mini-
mum (node) corresponding subset on T minus 1 is defined as the width of the decomposition tree T,and the tree width of the
graph G is defined by the tree width of the decomposition tree T with the smallest width. The CNF formula F can be represented
by a bipartite graph G=(VUC,E) (factor graph of the formula) , where the variable node set V corresponds to the variable set,
and the clause node set C corresponds to the clause set in the formula F. The positive (negative) occurrence of the element in the
clause is represented by the real (virtual) side. In order to study the bipartite graph.the symbols on the edges of the formula fac-
tor graph are ignored. This paper studies the tree decomposition algorithm of graphs and applies the tree decomposition algorithm
to the factor graph tree decomposition of CNF formula,aiming to explore the relationship between the tree width of the formula
factor graph and the difficulty of the solution-finding through experiments.

Keywords Tree decomposition.CNF formula, Tree width, Difficulty of solution-finding

R T 45 o (G <k, J&—A> NP-ME[RE (Rt 1) R A

1
5! 3 fife 1 e S 55 4 5 B 0 NP o] B 47 43 2

if

W G=(V,E)H—A-fa 506 ] B, X 33k 47 B 4 i 2
GiEEVINTFEERRT WA, T RIS G Y —
S THEX, HRE T EEE—&KEP FRSs A
SO REAM T THE P LRI AGLAE X.NX. S
Xio 8 TN AHERER I, EEH twr (G =min{| X, |:
i€ Iy —1 RN G XTI T M sE gD, 3 F G B r
HEM T o twr (G W EB/MEE L RE G B 98 IE R tw
(G LB 58 BE 1w (G N B8, ol DA E 47 43 28, w]
DL — A6 JUIE B 58 B 28 20y 1, W AR B 1 5 i 4
1. VIO se i S8 Al — 4B G REFE— W

| H W] :2019-11-15 & & H#:2020-03-13
HEWH . ERHRB#E4(61762019,61862051)

L ) 4 3 i 2 4 25 S TRL 09 465 48 O 3 L — b R &5 4 3R
I 3 3 SO 1) 45 A 15 R Ok 221 T J IR B — SR R, AR g
20T 45 5 ) EUE 85 8 5 4 g G MU B SCERC5 ] iy
WF5E R BT T B R 53 A% L OF BR 121 0% A 5 B, 1R 22 52 2 He
fife 1 V) R0 T E 22 002 () PR AT SR AR o LA AR 43 A AR B 7E
LA PRARTT N T R R 2 ) 45 T 45 5 AT T IZ M
AR X

AT F 1 5] B (The Satisfiability Problem, SAT) &8 : %f
TAEREAEN CNF A F A @ RS —HX A F
B TCH) B IR A4 A X F AU R B, AR S PR R

AR SCE A TF R4 COSID) L35 3 b0 — 4E S 3R BUkh 7o 15 .

This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China(61762019, 61862051).

WAEEH P8 = (dyxu@gzu. edu. cn)



52

Computer Science THEHLEIZ  Vol. 47.No. 5. May 2020

FR L R AT D R A T — B 0 A 0 S SR A ] R, AT LA
16 SAT Inl @ik 47 5R it . Bk, SAT [m) 81 i) 3 48 A1 sz
T 52 BN T4 6 CHL 38 48 % FIE 1T 53 LB A 4 40 3
B SC i . FE SAT MR B 5 b, BRI A F A K B &
) SAT [A] R A k- SAT [A] 8, 24 =3 B, 2% 7] & NP-58 4
(R, R XA - CNF 283k Ui, SR it SAT I i & NP-
M HGE TR R SR - CNF 220005 - HHE
) FE AR “ R HE” . FEBEHL & SAT 1818 f BF 5T b, 1) 29 0 %
oA ERNERSHE  Hh o« RREAXF
A ) 5 AETTE GO I LA Bl a=n/m . o BOBUH K/
AL R £-CNF 28 209 H 8 MEBE L 38 2552 0 k-CNF 22201
AR, BB TRAREE « MK FE—15 LA X
A FE A e, 1D 28 aZa, B, A LAR R 2 52) 2 o>
a B AR E BRI R . XA IR AR AL - SAT
7] R MR A LG s o, R N 12 28 1) ST W A2 B MRS 0 L o, (R 3R
7N kI TE 7R [ SBCTE 4 4 A% B {E A

H §i %t SAT [8]8 i #F 57 = 24 H 7 CNF A 0L 7 1Y
(2SR N RN A D N i Rl il A
CNF 2 2 55 451) 25 ¥ B33 3 A7 J TG, SCik[12-13 JRF 28 20 SE il %
TR — A4 B R R 4 P A DG T B e 2 2 S A 1Y 45 A
HEATAMHT . Xu S5 ) A /N R T i 2 2 PR Al T
BET =R NP Z2M A IEN (3,4)-SAT a8, X2
[*) ST 2 R0 00 ) 445 4 R L 2 b A R SO RO IR 3,
T IO BB 4 K. ST (3. -5 W =40 L BF 5T & 41
B — Tl ) b 2 B g 0 JRT SR AR =Tl R 1 1 T kL |
IR IEN (3,4)-CNF A% R 1t B F B £ 7 — 4% P -2 A
T A AT IR T AR R . [ R R A3 A 0 O
ok R 28 M AL M IE I T X FAE B (3,4)-CNF 2
2 SR R 7 A R T 1R R o ) 43k A (3, 2)- XL Ji) TE )
P IS /N W BT Py

W 2 TF 5 (S T IR A, STk (15 38 2o 51 — 4 K 1) Af
TE G54 o 1% 10 0028 20 T8 7 181 % e 30048 T 45 4 b R AT A 9% L 3
BT ZEREHLIE I (3, /)-SAT 0] 3 b B9 # 48 A0 A8 557 fig & A=
1E r=8 Wi . 7EZ %k CSP [l B f B 58 o, BF 58 5 411
FIH S B0 B B UF9¢ — 26 SAT 8] 8 2 75 0 [ E 2 50T i
B I B 1T T A0 S BT R SR A L S S T i I A,
TS EGTE R BB A B E S B RCHE, hT i —
B R SHL SAT [0) 8, SCERL18 51 A T M & filt 2 R % B
ST e 4 % N — BB . Bodlaender %557 32 Y 5O B 43 1% 2 vk
AT TE LRk ] R] PN ) — A TR AR 5 L Sy SR ik X A ] A (5] 45
PP AL T IS SRR . B T ORISR A, SCRRC19-21 I H B 43
1 B85 SFe SR A A2 249 SR T il M )

WR—A CNF 23X F Bt b 4 K7 B = — B I8 4
AR FBHRIW AKX, X FAX B 5L I T A7
22 T 2 1 B30 3k ) 2 =20 WO ol R M 5 AR BRI Sk h
N #% (Warning Propagation, WP) 24 1 DU # A 222 iy A
B Sk s

—A CNF A0 F otk A 20, i AT Z WA R A 7
MELZEGH—NAMAEIC, CHR[23-25 FEW T R #l CNF 2
2O LA 2, FORT R M ) E) B AT AR R NP-E 2y, —

NSCNF AR FAIUH—-1Z0BG=VUC.E)E R (AR
HIE T ED R AR o4 M V AR F iy As e, 74
B AR C MR ANXF iy TAI4E ESTAE T ) Hh A9 1E (50
WAL FRR . R 2 2~ B T B il B S,
BE—ALRET R, DTSR G=(VUC.E) R &tk
B WS TR A ARG S o, €C.HEZH AR
AR LE LB INCO NN [T,

A SCRIFSE P 9 A 1 fige ] A0 T A% it B0 125 I ) 30 o A
IR T IR AR ST o 3B A5 A PR T S — S A A (R TR Y
HORRBIT CNF 22 3P 7 B 23 A [ L, 3 3k 0t 5 ) o 4
I3 TR 2 Sk T B ONF ARy B 7 18 1L ok
PRFE NP- M (i) 250 PRy X A 5 FiE 5 ] oo 3 e 552 36 W 2 24 XA 5 A
B B 5 SR M R 2 A Y TR R . WS R L AR 22 R 2R 1R A
LA 0 M O T A 22 T I (6 2 R A I i P AT SR A L T
93 A% J T A 4 AR 98 7 AR DR BB R i 2 () L SR A R
DRI A S T 2 SR R 2 UM o il 5 i B 8 T — il o
B o R Sk . SEER X e A5 SR R B AR SO0 1R T UK A ) A
DL 58 L S R — 2 1 5 M it 52 400 A X g 1 AIE 42 it T S 8
el

2 EAhEIR

A BT R A AR — AR RR . AT «
BHT 58 —x GRRAIF, —AF A C A TASCF AT,
M C={L/VL, V- VL }EmR,Hrh e ERRFHCHKE,
—ANEBKARX F A BRA TR AR, F=(C, A
C: N+ NC,). —4 CNF &xFRHN £ CNF A3, H iz A=
A FAMKER AN . B, 74 C T HAXFEES
(LVL, V- VLIER AR FHFAESIC AC A A
C,.)Fm.

2.1 CNF 2xXmEFHE

—A~ CNF AUAT LLR R B — A F B, 3% I8 B —
VAT SR A8 TG AR SR A SR AR T8 T8, 5 100 53 — ) ) J2: DL T4 4 S 7
AT . MR R AR O A A T e, ROR A — 4%
00 3% 452 A8 J6 USR] TS, H b F S R R OR A ST T A
HOIE B, R R R AS SO AR U . K CNF AR ¥
Sk 5 & B, B RETE R /A TR, IR 6 7R A8 ST T A
Bl 1R T 3-CNF AW —A6] F=(C, AC, ANCs AC A
CANCOMHETE, HP Ci=(3; Vo, V—x5),Co=(—x, V
—x, V), Cs=(x; Va, V—25),C,=(—x, V —x; V x3),
Ci=(—x, V=2V —2.),.Co=(x, V2, V x5),

£ I /A= Wi by VA SIS R ]
Fig.1 Factor graph corresponding to formula F
7E CNF 2= R 7 b, an 2R 20w 50 By A5 5, A8 3]
— A5 T 2B G=(UC.E) X TAE W
ARG e €ECHEZH A RILAFHELALHINGON
NCD T FRIE o PR 2 A3 . Horh, N (o) R 2



G R kRPN 8 SR

Moo TR AR B AE N AR . AR T B R Y B R AR
gkt CNF A3, —4 CNF 230 F fro A, AT &
PAAFTFREZ &R — A48, CHk(23-25] 8 &
B BRI CNF 2320y 2t 20 2, LT v A2 4 ) e 1) 475 4% 2
NP-7E 41,

PR . 25 Bk M — 43 TR (0 A 43 e A B B 5 Tl e
JE [F) A 280K R B8 1 B BT LA AT
2.2 BEMWSEMEE

AR SR (1 TS A 1 R B TE 1 L A iR TR G
&5 p B TEAT R 4 AR BT 220 B — AR AR T, T P (g
MR G B — AN R T X BB SR N B K
it NP-HE [ 50 7 5 2% B 300 A7 4 ik o DA T ) AR 4 fie 1) - 8 45
FA A5 JBOKF NDP-#E ) 8 47 43 26 .

TET B 53 f S Sk TR 25 2 1 1S BT AR b 43 i g 4 &5
38 o W SR 0 5 R A Ok 2 Y — S R . 51 A
B G A A S R T I 4 S 1 IR S5 44 45 0 fivt U R 45 44
P AR LR B . 7 S B R o, AR 22 I R e 11 TR 1) R A AR
TR L SR A R AR A X 2 ) T 1 R A R AL
A7 22 02 B )L 2 4 M ) I D SRA IR, AL M RO i &2
P TF 5% 38 56 TR0 (0 ARE 43 fie SEUARL 87 T ASE R L e fie £ i) f 2 £k
AL /N B G gk 0 D) AT 2E — 2B R0OR i NP-
[7] R,

W G=V,E)R—AfpImE, T=U,F)RH—#,
HW LB G —A8 8 FEBR— A (bag) , 45 — IR
T —AFRiC ARICHE T AE R R4 5. I, B G i 43 i
H 1 (bag) X J3 44 B

B G B — MW mal LR — D0 To= (X, D), H
hX={X, i CIVHR GG SEV —EdEs 74 (2
BIRIERE  HPRERERE V-4 FE . To=(X, D
SN St

(l)}LQJlX,:Vyﬂﬂ’j’E‘)f/ﬁ% I REAEE X = (X, i € T} 2
GG HEN—1EE.

QFTVY (w, ) €EE, i€ T M1 u,0€E X, WK G H &
— R 300 (A 2 5T B AR i P R A

DM T vk €ELARLERN T e W IEN 3] 89—
LN X, NX, =X,

TR To=(X.DD=UX, €1}, T, HIEEE X
K max (| X, |—1),

— A G R AE— . B G B TE (Tree Width) &
6B G T A T RE R A i Hh 58 R 1 B /ME L IR R tw (G BI
tw((}):min{malx‘Xﬂ*l}o

H L A o i o SCTT 1, XY 1B G A B 2 g i, LA i A
F1LNAG R &R, KM SETF n—1. i—4.
RHGBNN T HA T,

ERAY BHGCH—AET,=UX, i €1} TEGH
— AR X TAE B T4 WSV IR W 75 G P2 —1
L —E 3ie 1.5 WSV, ,

PR 1 2R B G AR G de R I 4 8K
U 1, AT 25 5 A5 1 AR A R AT

MR 2% #%GH—PEL (G =y(G)=6(G), H
FL,0(G) N G Ry BN HEBL v (GO M A0 F s L4

VI—1, if G is a clique

76 = min  max{d(u).d(v)}, otherwise
W EV ) € E

(D

o TR S L o R B T A TR A BE R
BB T MRS Z 0 5C R KI5k, SCrP BT RO LAY
JE A 3 i B T 4 T TR AR B A B

B G R — AL 3% 45— A % b S H 3% 1 T A 45 05022 T
By — 2 1 Bk N — 45 3% (Chordal) . Fk—ANFE G 3% L 4o L &
TEE—ANEDH 4 KW E DA — 5%, [EM—%K
BEHR L 4 A [l B AR RRAE = A,

GBE—NE G=(V,E) % THE N H veV, 5l AL
5 N (0) = {w: (v,w) € Esvfw) , Fm v BANF v BSR4
MAEIES Nolv]l=NelolU (v}, RmR v 5 v 484 4R
A, BH.ANE G Ml 5855 o B35 NE G Pl %4
Moo RHCB M, AR EE R G, .

R R AN S ZR R GRE -
B G B G i 2245 05 o e AR 45 4 N (o PR
ARAR 5 A 45 A Z BN i 2 AE G, R R — A . A
G W 2455 v TR RMNELL R G, B B 24505 o i
TEAR 4, 4 No Co) P A M A8 Fe.

EXVGEAT) #G=WV.EYN—1K.n= V], S
[ V—[nl#¥ A —A Y £ 5 (Elimination Ordering) , i/ [n]=
{1,2,-.n},

W E, T E R g S IR . R — A AT f R
SERM L WRXT TR — N eV, A R EA P T
BT o g R EM R —NE L, B85S w: [(v,w) EETA
LfCn > fF(o IV Gl —AH L, inE G= (V. E)h, V=
{1,2,3,4}, E={(1,2),(1,4),(2,3),(3,0), 2, )}, HEG
BH—NREMHEMT fE8X f(O=i(i=1,2,3, D7,

B G=(V,E) =B AL — DT H ST V="_0v,,
v, )RR EL H o (D, T B AR — A,
T SRR AR — AR R — RGP

G’ =G,

N1 0 1 ppr '
G _(’mn ) F _F: ’
2 __ 1 2w L@
G =G F _F(-;rl ’
b k1 b L)
G =G F 7F(;/:,l ’
1 1 _ o)

G 7(]:'1(” O Fr 7F:r, !

EELERTFI A RSES.

A A7 5 R SRS P SR EIE G, = (V. EUF) , K,
F=F'U-UF" FRBERITFI. 4541 G871 5E 3, R
HRJF r BB G, B— A RH AT,

EX 20 XED) & G=V,E)N—AE K G &Kt
BT 52 XA (Intersection Graph) . U0 %t F— M T=
(LE)YPE -8 S o€V A TH—#FW T, =,



54

Computer Science THEHLEIZ  Vol. 47.No. 5. May 2020

F, ) o A 75 5% Rz 9 5 A 6] 45 0 v, wE Vs

(v W) EE ¥ HMNH I, NILFO
RO [) &5 A 068 00 114 F 3 48 AR 48 28 0 A7 — AN LR AR 4 05

TR 5E ST T TR 58 ST LA RO A3 R 2 [ AE AR AN R
KR,

EFE Y W=V, E)N—ANELU T R E M.

(DG E—A5%AE;

(DG H TR ST

(3G J&— BB 1 F 4 SR

WGH MW UX, i €1}, T=,F), i3 %F
BNE€LX G HRER—AH.

R R 1, i/ T s e R

(D) P BB 53 e 5 5% P 2% DD AR 26 5

(2) B A50F 5 43 A AR 100 A% 385 5 DG K 5

(3) &l 1Yy 3 R A 5 ) 5 BB DR 396

) B B R R 43 it 04 500 Bk T R VR A

RIS, 7] LU i = £ #) 4) (Triangulation) i3 4 15 %)
— AR, — A = Ao R A AR e 3,

EX 3(C=MAFG) HW—4AE H=Vy,Ep) 2K G=
(V.E)W =AM 5, R H 276 G LR F 3G X 1 i3t 2 3
JER IR Z R BRI G P B R 4 A6 ] v 3 i e sk 5%
WL Z AR

WM =M H=Vy Ex) 215 .

(DARB R GBI =M

(DN Ey WHTHEF.ECSFCE, ffiff H =y,
)& G =5,

ER—AE G W R A7 7E B AR A A%/ = 4 1
AT B AR [ /IS = A 350 43 e 6 19 S 80HE 45

HRE b 3R 2 BT o HE— 25 Ky 1 00 Bk R SR iR B G R
531t

BE—ANE G UL — D a . V[a] (FE R — A TH A
JP) AR BLSE B S8 2 i ) AR 8 — A B Gl R
G W—NTEM ST, M G W ZH i, &R E G,
T4 AN A Fill (G KRB R .

(DOWREy=E.

O i=1 5 n fiftn F LR,

DRIEE ST an KRB i NS vio=a"0);

2)%F v BT A AR 245 W w,w

R () >, 7)) >0, I B (w,w') € Ey s Ey < { (w,
w)YUEy,

(iR H=(V,Ey),

X E G = Fill (G i B3Rl o« & G
B — A58 K TH T

WyEEH 1, G =& — N EL I B GF A — AW 5 i
UX, i€}, T=U.F). B4 i€ l.X, f£G] hRE—A4H.
— A EH AR 1) B Al 6 B — AN T 1L AR G B G
B B,

EB 2 U T Fill(Gao TEHE — A B
Oy BB g R AR R .

EE 2P B G=WV. D) —AE.n=|VI],& r HABE

i n 09— A GO H R B S5 RS
(DG TEEEZ N b
(DGH—N=ME4 H M H i kKB RNEZL
Mk+1;
(DFHE—NHET o 18 G PRAKAMKRNEZ N
k+1;
DFHE—DNHEET o8 G PAFEL S v, o Bl
i B AR HEEE LA TRFE L v K,

3 EmWSBEE

GHE—NE G=(V,E),BHE n=I|VI|, X FEELHEMN
AT o V—>[n] 58 2 IR M E DL Fill(G.o %] 4 g
—ANE G iR G AR AT, A B’ G
i JE— A%

AT A = W LUK S G — B4 A L OT BB i 75 31
G, WIMTERE, VLG 09— AW o g 5 s B G W 43 i
IFH LR 2B G R 98B Y LA

ARG L T — AR/ EE /D S BUR e HEE B B
P SE 1 PR LA B G B — A8 AT i — 2 i nk A
G W —W 5 .

%1 GreedyMinDegree(G)
A KM EREE G=(V.E),V="_{vi, v}
i AT s Ve [n] GBUED

LWL :Go<G, V< V. E,<E;

2.i=0;

3. While i<{n do

4R G= (Vi ED v BEBUR /MY 25 05 5E MV CRTRER 1k — A e /N
D

5.7 MV, Hidk — A2 8 v, (i3 (FEFE Gy P 4345 S8 N(w) i i 3
TER > CBP NCv) B 522 18] G 320 4 38 0 “ 45 5 P 0 de 20
6. L X :n(v)=i+1;
6. 2. M. Vi < VNV E<EN{(v.w) . wENW } 5
6.3. 8. E < EUF.F={(w.,w):w.w EN().(w.w) &

o

E}s
6. 4. Giyy = (Viey +Eis ) s
7.i<it1;
8. Enddo ;
9. i

FLVE L 1 R Z /8 7 (D),

G0 AR AN E BN Fou ey Fooy CATHEA 25 4 Y
B ENTRBRIEESTHED B o (D) eeor G AR HE

ST EA T,

®B5. 4G =W, EUF,.F=F,UF, U UF,—,, ATl
BHEE G=(V,E)H =45,

EHE3 W=V, EON—1TK.n=|V],UE.

(ODRERE 1P EE~HENE G =WV, EUP
ERE Gl—A =M ar. Hh F=F,UF, U UF,-.

(OF AL 1 MBS RS IHRE .G =
Fill(G, 1) =G,

EiE1 BG=V.EDN—1TKE.AGEE G iKY



G R kRPN 8 SR

SR GBI O R SE T 1w (G <A(G)

B 1AM THEAFIN— D ETT I, E L r=Creedy-
MinDegree(G) .t — 2 MK ¥ 7 831 — i B9 4 43 M 550 3k
WMk 2 Bios,

&£ 2 MinDegreeTreeDecomposition(G)

A T m EAE G=(V.E)

ith G — WX e, T=d,F)

S 1 B BL AR A3 B (X € 1) Ty = (1, . Fo )

1. 98 A2 500 55 F : 7= GreedyMinDegree (G) , 8 V={x"1(1), -,
)= {vy vt

2. AR RTE I CRLFID X, L X
X, =Ng[v =N (v U v s
X;=Ng - (v Ulve)s

’ )(VR)U{Vk>§
vy

X, ={v.}s

Gy, e FHUI G L vy o
3. RN EE AR T L = (1, .n);

Ve TP

4RI ES Fo={(1,]) . (n—1,7,- )} sj = min{k: (v,
Vkr)GE((xC(V - 1>>> k= 1.2,---nf1;E<Go(vl.4...‘,1(71))2%%@1
GC(V]v---.vkil)EJ WS,

52 BB AR A OF
1.4 I<1,;F<F,;
2 EE M TR HBRHA—-TEES RN ETE.
WRA —XF 17, X, CX I HAFTE k8 k#1,), X C X X
oy .
2.1 M2 X 4
2.2 M ZehR5 1 B OGHR 1R, TR JRURGE | O 5L D
I\ {i}; F—(F\{ (i, k) : (., €EFH U (G, k) : (i, k) EF}
3. (X €1}, T
BT EAE WA ETHRIFET T —4
B It b AT LR I 44
R EFHETF ] Ea G I AR R X, 5
FUFARG IF I — AT A 74 7 U i R AR e /R Sy s ic
Xof R AR P KA X5
(2) WA FARIC 2Z (8] A 1A % 25 B A2 X 0y 1 0 Dt 4y
brid FEWHE —X R g T, hES,
B 2 BT mE G=(V,E) i —A7m .

=P,
<R AR b

K2 TmkE G=.E)
Fig. 2 Undirected graph G=(V,E)

MR R gt/ 2 B R G 1) & AT B A0 A AR )
SR,

(DFHEE 1R ST o 0 s R B 3 frs,

Ge G

B 3 SKARE G=(V,E) I S F Ry

Fig. 3 Process of solving elimination order of graph G=(V,E)

(2) J 10 388 U1 A 85 05 A0 T 5 A % A i L b 4% &
MR B AN R .
Xe={F1. Xo={b.f} . Xs={a.b. f} . Xs={esa,f} . X, =

{dvuye} 9X's :{hve} 7X'>:{g56'7h} ’Xl :{Cv/)}
S A DT AN 4 TR

F4 B G=.E)WNE ST
Fig. 4 Node package sequence of graph G=(V,E)

(3 XTI 45 AL FEAT 5 IF 11
XsCX, CXs={a-b,f}.8=max{6,7,8}

X;CX,={g.e.h},3=max{2,3)}
X5:{€9a?f}9X4:{d’ave>7X1:{('5b>
I:{173749558}

B AN FF BN G X I S AR AR &L 5 TR .

E 5 EG=V,E)I—Ho i
Fig. 5 Decomposition tree of graph G=(V,E)

(DT M7 R sz

- a b ¢ d e f g h

Yﬁ)\r’\r?:ﬂ:( j;
6 7 1 4 5 8 2 3

%K .G =V, EUF),F={(a,},

HEIP r 2E G W— A ZEHAET B 6 HHETHEG

MEE G, .



56

Computer Science MBI Vol. 47,No. 5,May 2020

o
Q‘a

e HEG=WV,E)WiZHE
Fig. 6 Chordalgraph of graph G=(V,E)

4 ZHEMSBEEL

B G=(XUC.E)N—1P 0B . % F ceC.icd N(oORK
GE c ERITP AR . T CH—PMESTHEC |

EC=C—CHEE IR L N = UN (o) ={r€X:

(3e€CH[(20)EET), k5 T C RirZ sk ¢ =C—
C' B C B— %14y

%Fgwj/l\:ﬁi}’¥m Gt" = (X(" U ClyE(" ) 7G(" = <X(" U
C L Ee) Hd Xeo =N Xe =N,

TESE A X i, @ UASEARESS SN Xene = NWCHN
N,

TER ML 3 Frm i 3 0 i Sk v, B RO C HEAT R 43, D
FARTENHT B G=XUC,E)th 4 —4 C' fEHE INWCHN

NCCH [N, B R AP I N(O | <1 or [N

(X <1,

&% 3 TreeDecompositionBigraph(G)

A —A 250K G=(XUC,E)

LAR INCO [ <1 or INCO [0 G —BRURE 3 HE AT JLA3
BB g B T, It do =1 8 R 20k 2 T BR800
rootg) .

2. WL 2 G=(XUCE) h#—4 C'=C" ffif# | N(C)H NN
(CH /N,

2. 1. 52 SCHR AT A s root: = N(CH NNC

2. 2. #JH TreeDecompositionBigraph(Xe UC',E¢) 4 iR [A] Tg, »dg, »
root(;l H

2.3. ¥ fl TreeDecompositionBigraph ( X U c' »Ec). & Bl T,
d(;z »TOOtG, 3

3. Faih
T, :rootg, Hl roots, YEH rootg BIMIAN JLF5 £15
dy=max{dg, +dg, ~d—1} .36 d=NCCH AN

R BT DAA B 43 R — S 4 A O B 5E

B A SCRT L, BRI R R OE BB do g2 R B R B — A

A,

5 CONF 2XEFEMREES AR RKEHEEN DT

A — A~ CNF A 2 B B — B 0 B iz 28 =Xk 4

N, WARXE YL BT BT WA 3 R R M R ] DL

7 20 551 2 I [] PO SR Al 5 1 28 AR B on A i ST ik i i A > =X
SRS . TR S T R PR S 1,

FeAT P 4R T [T B B 58 2 5 CNT 28 508 SR A X 5y 72 2
FALTTIL PSS

AR HE TR SCAT B R T A3 TR R R i kL Gl SE R
SRARTE CNF 2 3 P 7~ Pl B0 188 508 38 5 JHL SRR X JEE A 56 2R . AR
B GG 3. $UNF J7 XA U BE AL 3-SAT 924 . D REAL I 2

Ho BT AT BB T-A) G TR 3L AT 2° (Z)’l‘)rﬁii?% m

(m=am) N FH 2 m ASFALLEBOF R, H,
n RRBTCE m KRR FAE3 N FAKE., AXIHAT
LA B AR ST AR () 04 508 AT B0 S 56 4 0T L 43 0 B
TR HEE «=12.2.5.3.3. 5,2 J6 4 3 A n= 100, 300,
500, P A B AR A A GGl 35 m) A2 ALY 100 AN BEALSE
il 1

TESE 1 4 AR LA BE ML 52401 b L - ) 24 9% B o 43 SR 2,
2.5,3,3.5,78 50 n€ [[20,500], s£ 5] 28 20 K 7 B /Y ve - 5
A 2R A B ) Bl 2 2 F ) 2 R B B o B 1 AR Ak F n
B 7 PR,

300

w
3

8
B
8

treeWidth
treeWidth

g

//"Akr . /./I

05 10 15 20 25 30 0 1 2 3 4
time/s time/s

(a) FHI AR L a=2 (b)) FHAREE a=2.5

Pl

,

100 y

o
=3

=3

» @
8 =
~ w
S 3

treeWidth
x\*
\
\
trecWidth

g
N

’/I —— 7€[20,500] / —— 7€[20,500]

1 2 3 4 0 5 10 15
time/s time/s

(O FRAREE a=3

o
=3
=3

(D) TR R a=3.5
7 AR T ARG 58 5 oK A i8] =22 1] A 28 £k 6 &R
Fig. 7 Changing relationship between tree width of formula factor

graph and solving time
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Fig.8 Trend of changes in tree width and solving time with

clause constraint density a
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Table 1 Comparison of tree widths solved with different tree decomposition algorithms and runtime
GOns.m tw((G) t/s

max-cardinality min-degree min-fill AR max-cardinality min-degree min-fill A X
G(50,3,100) 42 28 26 25 0.32 0.37 0.42 0. 34
(100,3,200) 82 50 48 46 0.35 0.38 0.70 0.90
(150,3,300) 115 74 72 71 0. 44 0.74 0.87 1.73
G(200,3,400) 154 99 95 94 0.61 0.89 1. 46 2.08
G(50,3,125) 48 29 28 26 0. 36 0.45 0.46 0.41
(100,3,250) 93 56 54 52 0. 64 0.53 0.73 1.36
G(150,3,375) 135 84 82 79 0.71 0.70 1.18 2.26
(200,3,500) 178 113 110 108 0.87 0.76 2.03 3.17
(50,3,150) 52 31 31 30 0.99 0. 40 0. 54 0.54
G(100,3,300) 102 67 59 57 0.53 0.48 0.91 1.45
G(150,3,450) 148 92 90 89 0.79 0.83 1.23 2.76
(200,3,600) 196 122 119 118 1.25 0.96 2.35 3.16
G(50,3,175) 55 37 33 31 1.07 0.61 1.14 0.48
(100,3,350) 108 76 78 79 2.15 1. 36 2.40 1.41
((150,3,450) 159 107 97 93 2.31 1. 30 2.87 3.43
G(200,3,700) 207 135 129 125 3.23 1. 30 3.84 4.69
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