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 E ASATHAMAARREL > P . 2AXFTARAASATHEALELF, 4o probSAT KM Bd T H £ e

break 18 # & it F 4 &, ?J&rﬁ,iZﬁ%wFé)\%%Fniﬁ;,ic,\Eﬁim;’%l‘ﬁlﬁ”ﬂ*%ﬁ%xﬁc fbﬁb,ﬂkﬁT—‘ﬁ%é\ﬁaﬁ%ﬁmdi\%éﬁ

TEEEFT X, DB ALLT T RABFBHERH, YHRBERLN KL LEE break AR/ T T, BLALLGES, 45K FE

SRR TR AN EH MR B SELRETTANKA AR L2 E, B, & T E B4, H A prob-

SAT BBk B RATHEFOHR UL . BLENLATLMEN L. RIFRMAE, Kt )E W probSAT_PCCR K g

BAERPAMEGR TR A E AN X T EINE EIRA, 0L R4 probSAT %k T 142 N E4F AR FA 546. 1%, £ £ BIEHF
BREERASFCOMEIREMFAM KT, SR T 1596 MEH L, HEEA 33.5%. ZREAN . BT 5 A K&Kt prob-

SAT KB AMAE SAT FIAMey m A LA ERaR@RA, LA TR R NL,

KER FREEN; TEAREHMA;THLBPA;SAT KBE; LT R K%

FESES TPISI

Optimizing Probabilistic Choice for Solving SAT Problems

JIA Shuheng' and FU Huimin'*?
1 School of Computing and Artificial Intelligence,Southwestern University of Finance and Economics,Chengdu 611130, China
2 Engineering Research Center of Intelligent Finance, Ministry of Education,Southwestern University of Finance and Economics,

Chengdu 611130, China

Abstract In stochastic local search algorithms for SAT problems, mainstream variable decision strategies rely on probabilistic
variable selection,such as the probSAT solver, which determines selection probabilities by calculating the break value of vari-
ables. However, this approach is prone to falling into local optima, particularly underperforming in application-oriented problems.
To address this,a variable decision method incorporating a configuration detection strategy is proposed,dynamically adjusting the
variable selection probability function. When the environment remains unchanged., variables with lower break values are priori-
tized , enhancing global optimization capabilities. To tackle the high scanning overhead of long clauses,an important neighbor array
strategy is introduced,incorporating highly active variables into the array to reduce computational complexity. Additionally.a re-
start mechanism is designed to leverage the advantage of probSAT in rapidly reducing the number of unsatisfied clauses during
the initial phase,avoiding the global repeated flipping phenomenon in later stages.thereby improving solving efficiency. The im-
proved probSAT _PCCR solver demonstrates significant performance enhancements in long-unsolved mathematical application
problem tests,solving 142 more cases than the original probSAT, with a performance improvement of 546. 1%. In practical appli-
cation problem tests conducted by the FCC,it solves 1596 more cases,with a performance improvement of 33.5%. In summary,
the enhanced probSAT solver, through multiple strategic improvements,achieves substantial performance gains in solving applica-
tion-oriented SAT problems.demonstrating significant application value.

Keywords Configuration detection,Important neighbor array, Satisfiability problem,SAT solver, Variable decision strategy
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1 3l

il

&

fir 850 A 5 & % (Propositional Satisfiability, SAT) [a] 51 J2&
NP 52 4 (Al b 48 32 e PR i) — 28, HE 7R BB = 5 A T
BRe O BN S LS LR MEm IR0 . SAT
o) LAY A 0 S FE — A T AR AR R B A R L
(Conjunctive Normal Form, CNF) A &, FFF w1, J& & f£ £ —
28 B (0 LA 0 e L A3 A 30 FEF BT A T 2. X
— [ RELAS {3 50 322 B 4000 A 2 LA T IR R AE 41 A
Ak GETT P B R B I IR LA 2 ) L2 SR AR L S O DL R
T B 55 2 A BRI 3 5k & M S AR T,

07 MR A5 RETIE WA S 49 G A T i e SATT [l 8 A4 5303 7T LA
a3 R 6 & S FOR SE A FELT L AN o8 4 SR il SV R R TE
S TG ARt o L PR EL 408 A 5 e e ) P 0 — A R L O i e
S ) A B TR, o KL 48 2 (Stochastic Lo-
cal Search, SLS)ME A AR 58 £ 53k 19 0 7 55, L H R 8k i
A 1k BRI DL, 68 % PR AE 48 R a3 1) o e S LA s A6 10) R Y £
3R SR AR AR RSB SLS SR i 32 10 1 A vk B 0
KXok TR RE . WM ATA S R R RS W
25, BIRUR R SLS S5 95T 0 B £ Bl AL U7 2 (Focused Random
Walk, FRW) %2 1197,

FRW 533 (9 A% 0 JEVREUJ 38 2oF 6 43 R 0 A2 7 /) v A 2% ok
PEAT R . BAE 1994 4E, Selman 02 1 T 2 MK walk-
SAT Fik i i 51 AR 2 5008 19 %% £ 5 /N break {H 748 B (1
MESR , LS M 025 P B ML . 78 walkSAT B9 3ERE I, BF 5T
BB T ZREE S, B, Luo 21 5] AT B AY 7S & ik
PEHL 32 T FrwCB Bk, Cai U AN A T 44 make 5
W& e T walkSATIm 51k, ¥ 7E AR 3 5 F U T 3 40 1
PERER I,

2010 4F 42t /9 ProbSAT B3EN 5] A 43 Aii bR BE #
BHEL AR g, DU 3 S 3R T ROV 22 05 S BTk 1 S B
filf . 40,2016 4F Biere™ 3 F ProbSAT #Ef7 ek #E 2 1H T
YalSAT SR #2022 4E Fu %0 F ] ProbSAT HE 22 H#E i (Y
SelectNTS 3K fif 2% . 76 FEHL L Bl A4 oK it L3R B (o, SR,
ProbSAT B3 (UK # F break {H i HE % 43 45 , 3 Ff =y BR 1 &
BB R R L LR 2 5 7R A TSR B R R 9T AT BE A A
AR DT B AER SR M s 3R . ik B8 ORI SRy ik — 45 F 9T ek b
SLS Bk it 7 H 2 gy 1,

OB SLS B33 J2 — 3 2o 1R 75 1) 46 48 g 458 2Ok 42
SRARPERE Y SAT SR A W 158 35 BB A5 76 R Rl AR 2SR 3@ B
S A BRI, T R B R SR S B e v . SR L 1 2R
fi) R0 2 AR X B 0k A — Rk R, O ik e i — 1] B, 2011 4F Cai
2050 5 T #% JR) 6 I (Configuration Checking, CC) $E W, 4
WA SR A T B IE F7 . A% SR 46 0 58 33 43 BF 7 /) A0 AE it
PR 25 ¥ 56 Z o A 5 A I Ti) Py B o) 5 2 708 1) B 6 7 DT A
SCBE M AE IR . %M LU ST BT B 5 T B RGBT A
R A B RO S BT Y — OGS B R

6 JR R I SR W i R A MK 2 B WalkSAT 553k,
2012 4£,Cai M BT WalkSAT HEZR, 51 A T 5.0 K0 5 4%
Joy Kz 0 R W, I W A% G2 Y AR 1 PF 4 HL A Cscore JB M) #E 1T

e SR T CCASat Bk WFRTT TR I Z A ML YR
R . 2014 4F, Luo 507 HE— Lo kT A8 5 (19 16 Jm) A6 ) 28
W15 2 T ) B AR R RS 0 SR A £ L O &t DCCASat 3K fig
an HTERENL £-SAT [ LIRS T REFRIROR . XS & 4
0T AR ) S S AN (A A R T I B ) 3
o BE AL S0 1RSI A T R TR I AR B

BEXT FRW SR fift i 47 75 19 Joy BR P 5 40 46 XU X3 0% Hh iy
M 2 4R TR gt A8 BRI U AR . 32 B R A R
W PR Jd 5 AR SCHR T — ol 3 T BRI 5 6L 1) 8l A AR A8 a0 A
BEr ¥ LA Bl probSAT B8 3 T 1w 25 Bk H 0 . e it HEoR
fEPERE . L Ab BT XK T A T RE - BB JE RO R RO ) T, A
SCRUHTPEHL T A T AR B R DAl T AR S e AL
il 38 5 3 — B L probSAT B3k 8 5 B 4 5% 52 451 v 7y 2 3
BET RERT

2 SAT KRE %

2.1 E#EiR

DICFEM HiRAETLES X= (a1 22,
x; € {true, false) AT IR 2E B, AT AR 0 1 803 O,
M RZE o R — O ST . o RN IE T = A
FICF

DT C= U 1S 4SO BT AL T
R0 ELA T o A — AN SOy 1 T
A5 ISR O 1 T AI AR T AL o R AT A SO R T R
ST B ARSI . B AT A A — A
BB LA SCF R Y 0T L — A 07 o T
AR 9 T35 A2 6 AT A SO R 1 SR 9 T )
UL STERCR

DEBHER™T . T T4 B . i Az, C it K
Fo SABGER 084 T 8 2 i 4 BGER F A4 88k
o AT A

Dbreak(z.)™), £ 5HTRME o F. B %26
15 T 3 S T 0 250 8 S T 3 T D 1 R

54T L SR A A8 ik 4 B I — A T L R 4
KA REGE. B o AR RES RRE N =
{ylyeVFHH y WY FAH . ED0H -—-NEH o) .

2.2 probSAT &k

T 40 % e R A probSAT B0 (1 B {5 3 4
Ve 1R . T 0O B SR R o A 0 6 e R
HEFT B L LAOR AL R AR, B3k 1 S B AL B — A IR
T T/ SR 3 T 2% AR (DR 75 155 T 0 v 44 78 k19
break {1 » I FC PG AT o7 B0 HE 2 55 A 58 ¥R, 75 i 4 715 B2t 10
E1H,

S T 3 R R R KBS B T probSAT 85 3k 1 %4 74 K i
REUT 25 5 A SR T K B S 19 T ) L SR 4 R A A R
BOLE (D) AT BER S 0 F K E KT 6 09 T4, R34
Bt 41 BRSO (2)) 8 i S LA vl 5 5 58 A 10 B
WL BT R AR B E (3) T 0 ABE M DA B L R T
BT C sk — A A B o JEAT B 0 F TR .

e Xy—19 Xy Ve
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fsa)=1(0.9+break(vsa)) 1 D
Ssa)=(cby)reeto (2)
2 f(za) 3
z€C
Bk 1 probSAT ik

A :CNF AR F, e KRR B I KB BRIk E
iyt A F AT A IR FE IR o, 3% Unkown
1. for try : =1 to maxtries do
a i =a randomly generated truth assignment;
for step: = 1 to MaxSteps do
if o satisfies F then return a;
C:=a random unsatisfied clause;
for v in C dos

compute f(v,a);

o N > Ul e W N

end for

fxo0)
S f(zoa)’
€0

©

v =x€ Cselectedwithprobability

10. o =qa with v flipped;
12. end for
13.  return Unknow;
14. end
2.3 IEEHNRKEE

6 JR R T SR Y Cad SR B AE M SAT [ K fif
R E W R IR AN OEIE R A iR
Tt e AR oy 2 R G R B L L AT AR e R g B A
PEFE R T BUE AR S5 2k A0 PR e 1% 78 Sk AT B
DT A5 75 83 0 1] 281 s S i RS . XA IR AN ) 1 vk
192 R R AT 0 B EREAR TSR AR RCR .

TEHAA S I i R v, A e A T SR S o A 4 — A D A
W oconf[ IRMERAD AR EARMRE . VLRI, B A A2 & 1Y
B B EB I E R 1.8 confla]=1, 3R 5 i Aok B 5% )
HIRREERKE AL, MREALE » I AT B
PR FE 20 confLa ]I EE R 0, R AT 2 = O
W R X TS - WARES NP TAER v,
HCEAH con Ty Wve 8 1, R W] 28 1 (9 PR 45845 B 7T B
(S 2a e

R EFEEEETHEZ,. T i «
A E A

D#F confla]=0, WM ZERE » WHIRGFEERELEZL.
BB AE S BRI DOk AR S N (o) i AT o] 22
R R . TEXFER T B - TR EA
BN R TRIE IR

D% confla]=1, WA » WHRFHEBRKET AL,
BWEHEHMEES NP EDH —A2 5 R, A
FTE T AT RE (06 AR , AR B A AR o HEAT R

3 ETHEGRMNBEERRRNEZBEHRA
R

REMNHT —FRH B AERF probSAT HIk 7€ 52 br b
S SRR AL SN . 15, & tH T PC(Probability and
Configuration) 5 W , Z KM HE T S B4 G AR ATFE LS
WE S BEAL TR AL T . Bl L 6 PC SR s 1Y B o, i —

H 4 H T PCC(Probabilistic Configuration Checking) % W , i%
MR SEIEFE break (E 0 MBI MEE R, G, N TR
K FALF TR IERS . I T A B R N 38 R
FE OGS S A RERT L, W T ORI B TR,
ShIESE 4 BRYSEETR A O T E MR B ENIRERR T K
i E R AL
3. EFHREGEENMEREZERE

BT probSAT Bk 0H i BE 28 18 £ 748 £ $E 47 B 4% , i Fh
B AT i S 30U T A 3% S50 W YR B AR i S B A0 (] A9 A% 1 AT B
B, T 325 8 B 5 0009 B o A I 2 G a4 L AR S DA
JR-"A) B = JC 4 I9] J ( Boolean Pythagorean Triples, PTN )22
A b, JE 00 o A BRGSO S s 4 ~
20% CWLIE D),

22
20
18

- probSAT

14
12, ase i
101 % Y e -

BLE G REERE L E/%

[CIEEE-Y

0 25 50 75 100 125 150 175

Sy Pen SLA B % 5 (1-246)
1 probSAT HiLHEE B L%
Fig. 1  probSAT’s repeated flip ratio

SR, 17 A M 28 1k T AT B 1 SRR O AR AR M ey &L 1
gl REEEREM T M. Jyow laxX — [a) B, A SCAE 204 )R
Ao ) SRS W 7 ST Jmy B e A A 5 T AT Rk JRHS HS prob-
SAT FE MR FEN RIS & 8= T —f2¥ iy PC
(Probability and Configuration) 5 Mg, PC KMt sh 454
ARG R SRR, Mk T B R
TR T, SO SR G RO M A4 R 18 Rk

PC 5 W 114 A% 0o JEURELZ ) T B 35 4 5 0 7 728 o g ) e e
2R 1 PR B AR B R R AN AR B, 3 R I MR R B R E
0 DA T 3 4 T 2% 9 T 2 0 2 5 T 2 BRBE A5 B R AR AR fR I, T4
0 0B A 3 A R BT B R S R, X — P
WIS IR A REA BRAR TOARRAE 16 REHY 3R 30k Y
22 R I R AU A . ORI ISk 2 R .
Bik2 PCHEm
AR x IREFEIR o, BC B conf[x]
il AR x BB R AR
1.if conf[x]== 0
2. Probability[ x]=0;
3. else if conf[x] == 1
4

Probability[ x] = compute f(x,a);
. return Probability[ x|

B2 TEMIMR T PC RSB . ot 4 — 1
0 AR B PR OR A A IC BB T R R IR R AR B R R R
AR A 5 LU, 7878 B B B B, o A G D R A R 3 A
PR PR . IR IR AR B K A AR A ) A 3 S A1 R A
TR Ve BN 38 75 0], B e HE B 12728 ik A L 45 T RE A .

SRINT, Cai S48 057 JR) B 48 R B vk o (0 A J) A 000 568 W 1R
Trak T AR TR 2 T I R ) 26 A e i A . X b R AR
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FACTE LT 2 BRI BA R H (BT break {62 0 (1
AR b S A AR AR RO . R AR DX — [A) L, PCC(Probabilis-
tic Configuration Checking) % I 12 1fij 4= ,

PCC SRMGTE VI XS A% Gt A W #E 4T 1 ek, Hod 0
SRR AEIRBEE BRI LT LS8 I8 break {H
0 AR . X — A, PCC WM A AUA Rk % T JC3L
TP I 38 1 R A g AR AR AR S
FYBE AT, PCC 58 W 7E O 335 98 26 W0 3k RE 7 19 B At b, F —
S HR T T O AR R AR A AR o i S PR RIRCR .

PCC 3R W& B 15 11 5 A8 2 2k B ol 72 v A R 4 70 pf 8B 3
HHYMK, R 1A TEANR break {8 F, 501 K%L £ it

AR R B, T Y break R THET 1
W, f RS R IR 2N T 1L B A 4T V- Or b 15
RERS 2 HR R break fEERAY W O EAS BBt P HER . X
ol B 3 3] e ML o 7 5l 0 T AT B A RIS a4l T I TR
v T B A O R R BE )

1 EMEARAS 05 5 BRI L

Tablel Comparison of original probability values and squared

probability values

break
0 1 2 3
prob 1.24240 0.26654 0.11155 0.06059
prob? 1.54355 0.07105 0.01244 0.00367

B 3 PRI IR T PCC SR MG W SCELAN Y . 7ROk mE
VHRBEEERFEAEN. AR EPERE R EN

TR e 5 I 0 o
z€C
gL L A 02

98 Se e PR RE T SR AN SR MR AR
B3 PCC MG
A A2 X WRAEE IR o, L B AU conl[x]
AR B x Y B AR A
.if conf[x] == 0
Probability[ x] = compute f(x,a)?;

1

2

3. else if conf[x] == 1

4. Probability[ x]=compute f(x,a);
5

. return Probability[ x]
SE 3 PCC 3 W8, 78 PTN 52 i I3 b, 6 3% B s
WH F WD 1% ~5%, E 2 fis,

s # - probSAT
*;r 22 probSAT-PCC
o201 - 2
e
g B
® 16
X u
?é 12
w 10
i 8
#® 6
- By
2] F RN
ks 0l . e ;
0 50 100 150 200

8-k By Pn SE4) W 4 5 (1—-246)

2 probSAT H ik HI probSAT_PCC F ik 5 & i % 1 #E % X 1L
CHLT WU # D
Fig. 2 Repeated flip probability: probSAT vs. probSAT_PCC

3.2 BEEMEHARE

MR R RS A TR AR » T
18 con fLxJBEH A 0, [F) B[] 25 50 3 AR SR 4 dl i BT A A8 ity
WIBCEE conflyl. SR FEMEERKBERKRFAMBELT, XA
4 THT SE SR B R 1 B ] 0 AR 7T 6 3k 5 AT AR IR T 5 92 1 o Ak

B ARG (W K A T2 T R AR e 1 AR
A X — AN 3 1 TR 1t nT U . R L SO B A
R v I A8 i LA B TR T R AR AR AT T L BT
HRB TG RIEA HB. XIEE R confl TN B A
A0 T 22 b AR AT A0 B T A 1) 7 L T AR BT A IR A TR

BE T 3K — WL, Yol 2 % T 2 0 A 5 I A 1 BT ARAE L S
L BE 8 35 B AR T 33 JF 4, 16 BE 72 AN 52 W B 6 MR RE I IS 00 T
YRR MR . b R Ak 5 I 5 o B DG B AR B R P
MR R S IR R N A B ) R R B 2 S 4
PR T TS AR TR .

T B4 S R I T A R0 A P AL 4 405 R R A
WA ERA I AR E Y — AR RSk, Y
BEAR B S A B I S L B AR O KB 24 Uk RO e TR
T (W 20 7 A T A AT A e 1 R AR R 4K
41 Ge R ImNeighbor) 1, [ RT8 £F 0] J5 B 8l . 8 51 00 Bl A
WRTE ImNeighbor 8204 BE 1 [l P96 R 58 3l , DTG 3l 25 0 %%
A%

R TIANT A0 S50 T B4R B AL 0y & B A
N TR R AL BT 0 B BRI B, AR R o AR R
B ImNeighbor[a] K EEMAS BB ImNeighbor[ x 10 I £
MK EHFHRAhEETELZ WA R, ST E -2
Bl P BB T B R confLa ] T4 B T A8 i =« Bk b
W26 5 M R, 500 1 B2 K B s /D T R T B [ B AR T AR
AR,

HWKF e F RSB T, SR ImNeighbor ¥t
G BE A B 5 5 A5 U ) A A3 L DA T A s Y R AR
M 7E S8 T A) S A L (3 K B Im Neighbor U4 A & 1T LU
RBEERBL Y S AR R R TR R AOR,

A AN R P AR R AL SR L A A B T R B A S 0
REFEHLHI AL probSAT Bk fERF AR « TR,
THATU TR R —IEH N A~FaD.,

DA e i A8 B iR Rk BAR PR ER L,
X — B4 1 I ] A 2% B SR OCL) , AHER T 3h ) JL T 4 F ) %
LR TR R,

DEH AR « i R FAIN break . HiZAZE « M
TEaN A F 4], X 5 4 R A 22 8 OGaND . JE
probSAT FETEX — L AT 5B FI A PCC SR WS S5 38 75 AT
T—#.

3)HHTIC & A A M e P R R A =« BT SR
B 4B JE B 6N SERTRC B AL TR OGND

PRI, 2200 8 3 09 55 — 2L 5 probSAT Jit i 58 ¥ 1 B
W EZ R OGN, B PCC 5% W J5, Mt 8 &R E N
O a+n NI,

TR SR FH 24 S50 40 5K W 1 1% L T, B A S B R i
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AECAE B 1 DL R AR 5 408 R A A 1 4 £, TR G B R 1Y T
SR R - o o I ol P RS T o N G e i
HILJr) #8488 R 503 L 7E A 23 ) vh MR B gl & LA 0 KR T
VA 2550 AL T 3 ) o s R A 2 b 3 A I R i ™ R T

g IO Ao 33— ) U 55| N HE L 408 S R4 S A O O
3 3 4 /0N e 502 T A S PR AN A X A0 S AR AT
B BRI — 2L A B[R] 5 2% B AR B R . X RO Ak
B AU AR T P AR 4P R B a2 mk K T ) e T R 1Y
P B 35, 3 B8 A RCER TR I B AR OR R AR

{75 7 A 2, AT B AL SR g X PCC S Y ik —
BARAL T T PCC S W v 51307 40 Ja 4 i #3452
Sy 6 F T A0 S A A SR ] SR R S R, AR K AE 4.3
BB ERON A
3.3 probSAT_PCCR H %

o T8 53 Al T o SR SHEAT A B AR SCHE probSAT i
A PCC Mg 5 T ZLAR B A 4Lk M 4R T — Fh & B i
%, Bl probSAT_PCCR 53k, %A ILTE probSAT 5Lk I,
El XA e BB R E AT T B B K T break {HITH
A A Y R LR B R B R S5 A IR R B Y break {H B9 K
SR TT VR, DT 1 58 7 580 12 0 A8 5t 35 8 1) 3 25 3 N BB ) 5 it
Hb . probSAT _PCCR B Xl A% Jai K6 I 5 s v 174 4% ot 45 2 <
BEAT TG SRR A DL R S [ 52461 0 R ok A RO A T I
SRR

Bk 4 PEAINIR T probSAT_PCCR % iy B AKS2 3,
T 51 X RS 0 89 06 AL . probSAT _PCCR ATk K T
PCC ¢ W 7E i o 0 I5 B 5% J5 T A4 PR 34 L 30 R0 P o 22 40 ) 4l
SR RIS T AR B TR R TR A L i — R T T SRR B K T
A B S 2R S B A B AR
&% 4 probSAT PCCR &k
fii A :CNF A2 F, e K228, K28 BRI
B 23X F AT B R FE IR o0 3K Unkown

1. for try : =1 to maxtries do

2. «=a randomly generated truth assignment;

3. for step: = 1 to MaxSteps do

4. if a satisfies F then return a;

5. C: =arandom unsatisfied clause;

6. for v in C do;

7. compute {(v,a) by PCC;

8. end for

9. v =x€ C selected with probability zf)(fx(’zoji) ;
e

10. updata conf(v) by limit array length

11. a:=a with v flipped;

12. end for

13.  return Unknow;

14. end
4 ZWHEREHW

4.1 ELIEZERINLHINE
ARSI 3 A7 T R probSAT PCCR 8 s 19 7 351k 4
177 WAL,

D) CHEES BT AT 57 3 B 40 Ja S04 5 s o 9 7 A A0
S5 AR JE SR (rum IN) F 5 K 815 B GmostFN)
FEAS TR S0 b 2R B, 3l 5 S0 0 0 BT X WA S 500 1 R SR
fiff 245 S AR 0 (A L A A Ak 2 O R R BN S

2) MG A AR IR B M 5] A PCC Mk 5 PCC 5 g
G55 HE B SE R R By X R R AR ROR T = R, Ead
L 552 90 o 352 5 ) 2 ST 5 B AR D A T A8 A SR Mk TE
PR M R P Y S BR BT
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Table 2 Parameter testing for probSAT_PCCR algorithm on PTN

100 1000 10000
numIN
Solved PARTime Solved PARTime Solved PARTime
10 113 550.1413 112 551.1394 95 530.1419
20 148 405.5341 153 384.5086 148 403.414 2
30 155 376.1045 154 380.5728 165 305.0717
40 157 370.1104 162 323.6367 160 353.9105
50 154 381.7177 152 388.6793 168 320.6099
60 157 365.2432 148 405.7894 143 425. 2654
70 145 417.2395 149 401.2654 141 432.6251
80 146 412.7816 148 395. 1475 147 412.2655
90 156 372.3642 142 429.3594 144 422.6539
100 149 398.0452 149 398.9106 157 364.8642
200 141 435.7954 141 436.2065 141 436.2556
640
620
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< 600
E 580
=
w560
§ 540
X 52
% 500
480
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EESERAHKESK
B3 Bk S R b PTN 92 A0 B
Fig. 3 Algorithm-solved PTN instances under different

parameters
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Table 3 Parameter testing for probSAT_PCCR algorithm on FCC

mostFN
numIN 100 1000 10000

Solved PARTime Solved PARTime Solved PARTime
1 637 64. 27266 636 65.66305 636 65.74411
2 633 71.31881 631 71.02534 631 73.00519
3 611 103. 86900 612 101. 79400 630 81.91022
4 587 138.03210 588 136. 08080 618 92.22362
5 580 148. 146 90 584 142.04550 600 118. 67780
6 573 156. 68540 577 148. 56920 592 130.69810
7 567 163.54780 570 159. 356 40 584 135. 86520
8 562 175.28470 568 165. 99500 575 172.79490
9 553 183. 65230 560 173.56230 574 161. 654 20
10 546 191. 25840 547 196. 72550 572 159. 85830
20 483 208. 58470 488 283.50790 502 263.56940
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Fig.4 FCC instances under different parameters
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Table 4 Comparison of various algorithm strategies

PTN-more FCC
solvers
Solved PARTime Solved PARTime
probSAT 26 895.52 499 2082.22
probSAT_PCC 76 693.47 405 405. 65
probSAT_PCCR* 95 617.07 584 200.52
probSAT_PCCR 168 320. 60 637 64.27
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Table 5 Performance comparison of solvers for PTN instances and
PTN.,PTN-more instances

colvers PTN-more FCC

Solved PARTime Solved PARTime

probSAT_PCCR 168 320. 60 20 140. 04
probSAT 26 895.52 1 956. 83
dimetheus 11 1 016. 26 3 871. 65
sparrow 61 753. 64 10 573.22
WalkSATIm2013 46 814. 60 4 829.79
CSCCSat 21 915. 29 8 654.08
DCCASat 123 501. 40 10 566.03
FrwCBIm 21 920. 43 8 660. 74

6 FCC It R fi 5 1 B X He

Table 6 Performance comparison of solvers for FCC instances
" probSAT_PCCR probSAT FrwCBlm sparrow WalkSATIm2013 CSCCSat DCCASat dimetheus
name num
solved  Parl0 solved  Parl0 solved  Parl0 solved  Parl0 solved  Parl0 solved  Parl0  solved Parl0 solved ParlO
41 469 323 311. 88 180 617.85 373 205.07 314 332.13 231 509.71 373 205.05 372 207.32 23 951. 24
42 491 336 316. 68 254 483. 22 366 244.79 314 360. 84 306 377.23 366 254.83 366 254.94 25 949.71

43 485 297 388.11 236 514.28 340 289.15 288
44 520 316 393.10 278 468.54 422 189. 42 302
45 524 298 432.08 226 570. 24 367 299.92 290
46 528 372 295.73 311 411.39 424 197. 64 365
47 516 332 356.73 246 525.08 349 323.77 331
48 494 305 382.74 253 488.42 359 273.63 304
49 475 284 402. 29 234 508.10 327 311.94 282
0 512 376 265. 84 231 550.019 412 196. 04 370
1 558 412 262.17 284 491. 46 475 149.22 408
2 491 339 311. 24 252 487.03 393 200.28 292
3 484 289 402.98 250 483.70 339 301. 14 289
1 540 226 582.48 194 641. 28 406 249.45 216
5 557 408 268. 44 300 462.15 460 174.42 400
6

7

406. 35 251 483. 46 340 299.15 341 297.23 58  881.33
419. 38 296 431.78 422 189.46 413 206.58 32 938.73
447,43 247 529.42 367 299.92 368  298.09 36 931.68
309. 34 318 397. 81 424 197.61 423 199.46 62 883.54
358.94 291 436. 16 349 323.78 350 321.91 45 913.43
384. 80 299 395.33 359 273.59 359 273.77 36 927. 20
406. 40 227 523.91 327 311.93 324 318.10 40  916.18
277. 64 299 417.45 412 196.09 412 196.24 48 906. 82
270.22 306 452.88 461 174.09 451 192.05 60  893.32
407.51 252 486.78 393 200. 29 395 196.33 37 925.01
403. 28 264 455.29 339 301.06 339 301.22 35 928.10
600. 63 206 618.67 408 245.94 405 250.90 42 922.94
282.31 343 385. 80 460 174,41 453  187.05 53 905.76

493 259 475.22 174 647.74 368 255.28 247 500. 15 200 595.28 368 255. 21 372 247.49 8 8510.74

448 267 405.58 217 519.71 359 199. 34 248 446. 69 240 465.71 359 199.33 358 201.46 25 7171.46

8 496 336 324.12 219 560.33 362 270.72 308 379.73 266 464.52 362 270.72 357 280.55 32 7735.00

9 423 238 437.75 157 629. 28 272 358. 04 235 444.92 193 545. 30 272 358.10 262 381.56 30 6551.73

60 495 343 309. 21 264 467. 24 382 228.56 322 351.05 272 450. 83 382 228.52 382 228.42 49 7437.36

total 10000 6356  365.09 4760 525.05 7555 245.14 6125 388.14 5307 470.158 7543  246.33 7502 250.43 776 1162.22
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