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Abstract: Constraint satisfaction problems have been widely investigated in artificial intelligence area. This paper
investigates whether the coarse-grained maintaining arc is consistent, which is used to solve CSPs. The study has
found that during the search for a solution, there are ineffective revisions, which revise the arcs that point to
assigned variables. This study has proved that such revisions are redundant and proposed a method to avoid such
redundant revisions. The paper gives the improved basic frame for the coarse-grained arc consistency algorithms,
named AC3_frame_ARR. The new frame can be applied to improve all the coarse-grained AC algorithms. The
experimental results show that the improved algorithms can save at most 80% revisions and 40% CPU time.
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L) 0 AL ) 7 (constraint satisfaction problem, ik CSP)ME N T4 e 4 45 )12 1 B, VF 25 52 b i) fE
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L R SR AR 30 A BT 4R FE v N 20 A AR BAR B2 A% 3 1R 32 BRI 240 0K 5 2% B2 1) A 24
TR Ik 8 8 — s AN AR P 178 A, A /N8 R A ) SRR T B AR 3 AR 2 B, i iH 75 (are consistency, i #R
AC)*SL, singleton JIAH A (i #k SAC)E™, #4435 4H %5 (path consistency, fiiFk PC)E!, k-AH 2514428 71t U A7 LY TR
P4 A HIAT 25 (AC) 78 3K fif v I8 1 43 8¢ g e B, H R A 1R 2200 75 (9l 22 553%, - AC3t, Ac4Pl Acel),
AC3. 10 AC3rmIM A% KT 25 595 ML A8 240 S48 5 70 43 by HEURE J3E 530 R0 A0 J3E 3k POV 28, vl R 4
PSRN AT 2 SR 47 T AR 5 9 A AR d(E 2 TR AT 2 A% 4% AF BT Sk rh il i AC BVLIAT k1
T (10 20 VR SR P AR A 4k 5 9I0RH 25 535 (maiintaining arc consistency, ik MAC)2. MAC 532 2 H w7 s filt ok fitt
(100 240 SRl A2 1) RIS ] e )2 R B9 . MUAC B9 A 803 T B2 W AN DR 38 56 i — 2 TR FH ¥ AC SV AR B IR 0%,
S AN AE SR AR R v T A R BB SR B R R R AR R R AR AE BAAT Bl A ST e e P R A
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TN LR R 11 SR R, DK P32 2D 1 240 SRS 787 110 IR AR o 1 LA B 1 00 8 W P Ay 52 % TR 7 SR A
Y AN AR V2. 2001 4, Bessiere & H T AC3.1, 20 & AC3 ARG IRAS B i id SRAE 71 IR b dge 5 19— N S0
Bk T AC3 SR IME IE KA Rl A, LA B SR IR 1) 52 2% B O (ed?). 2L Ui 45 Ky LU 40 188 30y B DR SR 200
Al bor B S A 0k, AT SR 70 T 05 8 SRR FE S35 b 4% AC3.1 3R -, Lecoutre + 2003 445 29 H W i)
SRR R SN BB STk B T AC3.2MMF AC3.3M ik T AC3.1 (1) revise i FE,AC3.2 Fil AC3.3 Lt
AC3.1 AT B/ 1) 24 SRR 2 (H B A 1 1V 52 2% P32 SR 45 391 243k 2007 4 Lecoutre XL H T AC3rm, il FH 27 5 A XU 1)
SRR PRSI T AR B SRR EARLACSrm AR SR I 1) A2 AR O(ed?®), fH L SE B SR AR AR AR T i S A
25,9 BPAT A HRA B R St i b X s L QR YERT AC3 B SCl STVE S L e it 7 ST G IEAG A 1 7,
FF VA S ARk 0 R A HE 2 AT — YR AG T R 1 R R IS ) 2 2% O(d?). R Bt 9 2 8 1 A 48 £ Yk BT DA AR
1 AC SV 30 %2005 4, Mehta 1 Dongen $& B T — & 1F £ 4% £ (revision condition, ##& RC)™ w] LAk />
SR AR AT 3 B B T 2% 1 16 TE RS Y B b LA Ak Wallace 1 Dongen™™ i) T A 78 AR 4% 7R BA 41 th i 4% F — AT 18
IEATE (IR A 7 — 8 5 R O, ) 58 AT 0] % 5 350 2R I ) SR S SR AT G IE A 2. LB P o D7 2 A S5 M o 8
SRR AHELL AT T Bt
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P AT —Fh 57 avoid_redundant_revisions(ARR), 3 %, 73X 2 TU A 46 TE A8 28, 45 1 Btk 5 A ki L B2 4
A HESE AC3_frame _ARR, X —1& IEAHESE Al LUH] T~ Set H 11 I 47 BHURE B2 MAC 5505 B IE LA ARR FE
IE 25 4 (RC)AN [7), 88 G R AN A2 [F] — 2 B A& IE A 2, IR, ARR T DURT RC &5 44 dec Ji  BRAT T X — D vk
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C). Hth X={Xy, Xa,... X} — DA BRI AS £ 4 D={D1,Dy,...,Dp}, HeH DieD HF N xjeX, /A8 it x; B MR,
C={cy.Cp,....c RN HRAWE S Hh AT ¢jeC B EIUE 2 IF I HIZ) K .
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JRH 3 AR L, L x R aX 45 IR ) (7R Ry R IX A R AR A oy R X Ry Z I 2 SRR KT 34 (X, Cxy)
FURBLT x F ey, y P LA HIX 35 BA 48 58 AE 200 CSP 1, — 4 41 ORI 7 45 1.

MR L(ARBTE ZHMED). 45E — 5L oy, W (x,a), (Y, 0) AL Cey, MUy, b) 2 (x, @) 75 FK (X, Cxy) 1= 1 — A
SRR, (x,a) B2 (y,b) TEIR(Y, Cay) L1 — AN SCHF.

EX 2(3M#8 7 arc consistency(AC)). 245 A G A AL L P AT P AR R 400 (x,Cy), TR X
R 3 1R —ANME a ZBRETE y ({30 8 31— AME b, £ 13 (a,b) i /2 cyy, A FRIR(X, Cry) A2 IAH 2 1. — /> CSP &
AR, 2 HAN 28 R4 — 4% AT 2 IIAH 25 119,

S F i) PR HEAT IR 258 2 I, S 0 6 2 A AR I b AN 3] S 5 PR (R e SR A 2 o A e R IR — A
2 (B3 00 (48 4 S ok UL S PG A, B0 [ A A 77 2R DI

YEFF M2 (maintaining arc consistency, ik MAC) 5 VAM2 S —Ff s 2k A0SR AR CSP i 401 A [m] 3948 2 A9,
MAC A RTE BT HIEMESE Tk AN AC Sk 7R R I 12 h 4 3p T 8 RS B O B IRE S R AC ik
MEAT 29 R AR 3, T R A5 21— AN IR 25 (0 R ES TR ALl 5 705 T D 2R UG, i 48 — AN B B A [l i it
ATH) MAC 5342 1 Lecoutre T 2007 4E42 i) MAC3rm £292:, MAC3rm & — Mok bE B 503k, th TR i P, ix
RS2 MAC3rm [ SR A7 R W 38 AT LS 2% SCIBR[11]. B T 76 SRR A2 b A1 FH AC STE BT 20 AL 1%
A FE SR AR TR B0 1 AC SR RAT FAL B ACS 45t 1 HDRE S S0 1 20 S HE 411 53— HE 28— ELU FH A2 4

B 1 o Ry REURL JE S0 PR SR ASAE 8 DL R R 5 50925, i AC3,AC3.1,AC3.3,AC3rm S #ilj2 & TiX —HE 2L
1.3, Q R AL S, AR A7 T A 75 B HATE IER & 119K initialize Q WAL AL AL, i Sk AC HikH T
S AR T TIUAR R B B, TV 1) R b B RN Q SRS IR initialize Q. 7E JIAH 284S £ i 2 v, dun A A0 o 1) {1 4k
U, UK MO AN AR Rt R BT I Q% Ik 8 5 HE BT AT 8 1A 25 i A, £ 3k v R BRE — A ek
oy 2 WU B SIAH 25 AL 7T 2 UG A5 00,24 Q A 2 i A 25 A T B Zh. (8] 2 T ) revise BRI AHRLEE SLI (M 15 IE 4G
AR, I, Dy 2 x 7 BRI, Revise(x,c) A& 2 x A rb B A A Bl M Bk ) 1 5 4R A IX 4 IR B (0 32 4. T T2 3
1) AC HIEAR & Fig KR JIAH 28 500k

AC3_frame

begin procedure Revise(x,c)

begin
change«false;
for each veDy do
If v has no support on ¢ then
remove v from Dy;
change<«true;

initialize Q;
while Q is not empty do
select and remove the arc(x;,c) from Q;
if Revise(x;,c) then
if D= then return fail,;
else for each ¢’ such that x;,xje X(c')
if ¢'#c then ) return change;
Q«-Qu(x;,c'); end
return success;
end

Fig.1 Basic frame for coarse-grained AC algorithms  Fig.2 Revision for coarse-grained AC algorithms
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0 9945 2R TR B T 08 1 99148 2% 22 T, B MBS — A AT 2 DR 25 T R R AL, #0030 AC AT 20 i
PR 0UR AC SLE AT BT, WU BEAT T — UROBRAEL 75 00, % 7B 0199, 7T WL, 76 MAC $734:38 20 A o 4 OB AEL 2 1T, 1)
R — 52 SR IR A R 8 B X A @, HT 2 T8 x AR B @ LAAM 9 0 A 0 4 S M e DR Bt A R, LA
4 T L8 R38R 2 T 808 T LA, A R x AP U A x Kt BT A5 ISR B A 15 A% B BA B Q4R I
PAT AC HILEAT LR AL 75

3 AL 4 v A6 15 25 7% X 157 25 o F 300 0 3, 1 2 I )34 2 2 2% 3 AL AL 3 4 240 TR 26 S AR T, BT
TAL B 25 R 3 o SR R h AT 26 x A LB (.co) A Q JEHAT AC vk AT
revise(y,Cyy) 5y (150 5045 4728, TR e e A 40 A AN QUK Q A 2% LA A8 BT 4 2% AC ST 1k, (x, 1)
WAL 2. T — 2B W (2, 1), BB K5 (y, 6 ) N Q JG 3T AC 51355, 30T revise(y,cy,) )i Dy 1K 3 UM, (15 %
A5 BB M y o HLZG A2 ¢y BT TN QLI Q L5 (X,Cy), 5 A2 AR E 2 W) ¥ 2 4 1 ] 4 3
T FUHIAT revise(X, ) I 3t — A TE 2 KIS IEAR 75 31 h 76 x AL 1, A7 AR 2 S0 3D, (x, 1) 22 y
LA T AT A L0 B2y, Coy) = 110 S R o 240 54 10 0 S oy 48 e A A% A £ 1t — 2 042 (x, 1)
T (X,Coy) LIRS 3 DRI, LRy (OB AN 2, (X, 1) 75 I (X, Gy )L A — 5 7 7 32 BIAF 7305002 L S0 2 M1 (x, 1) 769
(X,Cay) - A7 75 S5 D FT AR 6 01388 280 JEG 2 WO A (152 49T A, revisee (X, ) K 2 G280 £ 465 TE AR 725 L3 5 0, 1L 1
T x BMEAROR /N A LR 00, 40 55 RMETA R /N KT 2, 00024y PR 7 5 F, 1 92 0 A D 54 £ L 2
S T B8 01 329, DRLIE A BT revise(X,Cyy), T A X AR o 7 4 11 4R .

N AT
f=e=1

X y z

Fig.3 Domains after AC pre-processing Fig.4 Domains after x and z have been assigned
3 HIAHA TAL B A K4 x,z A 2 i R4k

EIE 1. fERRLEE MAC BTSRRI AR vp 6T 48 1) — A 2B AR f IR IRBAT 1B IR 2 2 TUAR ).

IEULAERRLE AC BVEAT IR ) — 45 IPAAT 46 104G 787 04 i 44 2 1 4% A A5 A% 436 A 271 o T K — 4% 9K
TN BAF A% B BA S R 0T 58 4% A0 21X 45 N H R AR S IR UK A2 T 08 AE SR R v B o B i x TR /S 22
B xR BT T B AL AR BA S AKX 26 N x HE o B IRNAT 58 16 TE AR 23 I, S0 SR 80 A7 A% B (i 95 g 2, )
BB X B2 F VAL A TR 2 A x A HH PRI 1) A% P 36 8 42 o A8 (L 7E 6 Y I B RS2 4 R T 0 R B A XU =2
R VL BRI, AR ) x PRSI H R A% 6 780 4 1 BT A (AR 2 1R 2 i W (EL 0 X 29I 1 S 35 R b, 24 4R
T 2 R 72 X P ) ) 72 {3 e A o I, R o A 2 e R A DA 223, ) x 11 224 i WA — o e S5 R A7
FE SRR 0 R A B 0 25, ) 8 3R [ IR 25 R MG, TR b T8 75 5 4 ) LR AR & x IPIT B B . O

FRE B B 1, PR TRV A et I e g ) 1 A% o PR ICAAT A2 IE A £ 6 AT IE A 2 1R T 4R 4% 1 2 X
2 IREE IO B A #EBA A1 Q mf BRIk, 0K I I N 21 A5 A 8 B 1 Q 2z /i, e JI Wi 4k 94 17 FR 78 i 2 5 VK
2 2R AR WA N QA I I N QI B g T LA 3 SR IC AR IS IEAS & R ATTFRIX —J7 % avoid_
redundant_revisions, fii # ARR.IE 5 25 H T ceadt i iR ber B Sy HE 42,
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AC3_frame_ARR
begin
Q«{(xi,c)lceC xieX(c)};
while Q is not empty do
select and remove the arc(x;,c) from Q;
if Revise(x;,c) then
if D= then return fail,;
else for each ¢’ such that x;,xje X(c')
if x; has not been assigned and c'=c then
Q«Qu(x;,c");
return success;
end

Fig.5 Improved basic frame for coarse-grained AC algorithms
5 kR B AC SIEFEAHESL

3 MEXIEWR

2005 4E 1 1ICAI £i¥ I, Mehta Fil Dongen 2 H T 1& IE 46 25 451 revision condition(RC), i il /b & 1E A& 7%
VOB T OMURE S S R A HE S AR SR HE 1 ARR NI RC 7 E AL, BT LL3E G TS 6 T0 2850 (R 4 17 A % (5 — 3%
T G 1) 2 PR [ R (5 IR A A5 RC 7 I8 hy x AL T A 800 53 JEAE (X, Cy) T RS A 55, 388 1 149 31
D, T AT (L 7E (X,Cy) b 5220 (11 32 F5 A $ Min-Support-Count. 24 75 BE57 (X, Cy) BN B 45 454 A 51 o i, 2t R 24 Ry
y {H 388 F A MR (B {8 Current-Delete-Count /T Min-Support-Count, I 356 B 24 5 x {45 o i 5 4 45 7] LALE y
B9 3 R B 48 /D — AN SRR R I 34 IR (X, C) 24 I E 77 AT A2 IEAL 73, AS I\ 2455 4% 3% A Z1 LU B LS Min-
Support-Count /M 1% Current-Delete-Count [R5 ZHAT & 154 £, 9l A B 544 8 A F1.RC Jy vk il i i
— WD T ORRLEE SR A AT I R 1) revise T8 TS MH RC 5 ik ik a5 48 T WIRA B 75 ZE 0 S A 400K B 11
B /N STRFAN S TE N U 5 R o AR LR AT Re T A 4 I e/ SCRF R FE IR 35t O 2 0 SR AR REINF.RC 7 [ 44
R I R I I G B 2k SR A A S, R A 3K — i B 0 1 8 0 2 />, At A O 1 7 58 4 0 3 e ) I 1 {4 25 20>, R b
AN LA TE AR 2 4 IR AL 22, 1T LARE 40 TE 2 8 TE A 2 ARR S 78 EL IR A8 B350 22 1R 100 1 B8 A 200, I8 g AT
0 G T 30 0 LB AR B AT 1B TE A A

ARR 7 SRR 2 19 8 25 R LU SRR 25 T Ak B 5 R+ 2 W S8, DT A o BAAT T 25 0 Ak 3 ot i o A o {1
WK A 1B SO AR 2D i SR g dok At e o AR U 5 S0 AR AR IO /N A 1 A 22, mT DA gD
RIME IER B ARR F1 RC 2 O3 R 5 Ik REZE, w] DURY FH - B A AR B R0k O 23 T DL g &
A5 P B LAAR, FRATT T 2010 4R34 Y K — AL T 3R U) B0 J5 3% Cycle_Cut_Search(fii#k CCS)*™8ifk T MAC3rm
R K MAC3rm Y [R1 3138 225 R 00 AN B B LR 28 1 B BOR T MAC3rm i PR DD E 4 AR A, 5 2
i B3 0 3 T [ e 98 2 B3k Ay R A AR B IR T L, CCS 55 1 Bt DR MAC 853, BRI, ARR [RIRE 7T LA
Tk CCS 155 1 BrBL.

4 FEER

SR ARR 5 i 0] R S 5000 03 (R ot FRATT LR F 4 RS ] 1R SR b AT K Rl R0V R i [ e
VRAT HRELARLJE B9 Mac3rm;Mac3rm_RC J&7E Mac3rm [FERE B3N T RC AR i 8k 5792, Mac3rm_ARR
& H ARR B MAC3rm, th 5t /2 H AC3_frame_ARR HEZE gk Mac3rm il HE 4 J5 148 45925, Mac3rm_ARR_RC
&K RC Al ARR 45 & Ml cieidk MAC3rm 5 153 21 19 31 510 903X FH 451 S FH B AL i 80 R e M T2 00X ] 451
benchmark, M3 i B8 $8 45 o CPU KB IS R 148 7 U B it 122 SRR G5 B4 et % 36T MAC S35 1 SR it
BRSO, B AR B RIS RAT ) Dom/Wdeg i & UMLK BR824 Intel Core2 Duo CPU E7400
2.8GHz/1G RAM,JDK 1.6.
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P2y, g ) R AR BN G m A N AR (B3R /I, G e A A AR S R R K A AT ] PR py R T 2
B BIAE BT A7 A fi 2 TR BELIE R prxnx(n—1)/2 4520 0 pp 7R 40 AR B8 B 6 T 45 20 ol B HLIE 8 poxmxm AME
S A Ay 36 23X 4% 249 TR R 6 3R AT T3 L n=30,m=30,p,=0.5 1] [a) kAT W3k po A 0.1~0.9, 45 4H ¥ £ I3 50 vk
SERE, o, p, A 0.1~0.54 FlT p, A 0.66~0.9 (1 BEAL il 858 /2 75 B A 1 1) 80, FRATTVRE A 4t X A X T 1 0k 4
T 6 P 7 45 H T A i) 7L R pg 7 0.55~0.65 [Xa) P FE I AE 1E A8 2 V08 1) L A A5 0.

B AL I WA IR

140
120+
= Mac3rm
_100F @ Mac3rm_ARR
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= 6ol B Mac3rm_ARR_RC
®
40}
20+
0
n (=] N~ (o] (2] o — N [32] < n
o o o o o o o o o o o
p2

Fig.6 Time results on random instances
Kl 6 BEbLIR SRR 45 R
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Fig.7 Revision results on random instances
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Table 1 Test results on frb instances
F 1 frb B R

2012

WA FE b CPU time Revision
N Mac3rm | Mac3rm Mac3rm Mac3rm Mac3rm Mac3rm
I =
WSEL | Mac3rm | Tapp RC | ARR RC | Macsm ARR RC ARR RC
frb30-15 0.29 0.27 0.27 0.25 964 346 775 695 834 789 663 933
frb35-17 3.57 3.27 3.29 3.01 11 553 087 9229 506 9954 083 7 862 752
frb40-19 17.95 16.30 16.99 15.43 55743215 | 43866544 | 49809579 | 38729393
frb45-21 | 245.67 | 222.67 | 237.86 21470 | 737302771 | 573016 169 | 677 728 915 | 521 052 867
Table 2 Test results on pigeon instances
F2 SRS
WK bR CPU time Revision
. Mac3rm | Mac3rm Mac3rm Mac3rm Mac3rm Mac3rm
Sil30 A
WASEEE | Macdrm | 7 pp RC | ARR Rc | Mac3m ARR RC ARR_RC
pigeons9 0.28 0.17 0.21 0.14 1574 445 465 713 793 354 219192
pigeons10 3.01 1.70 2.14 1.44 15861760 | 4181532 | 7991611 | 1972809
pigeons11 34 19 25 16 1.768E+08 | 4.194E+07 | 8.886E+07 | 1.973E+07
pigeons12 419 227 304 195 2.136E+09 | 4.614E+08 | 1.071E+09 | 2.170E+08
pigeons13 | 5580 2 966 4080 2577 2.798E+10 | 5.540E+09 | 1.402E+10 | 2.604E+09

frb 1) 0 45 B Y 7 :Mac3rm_ARR Fl Mac3rm_RC #iidt T 84T 10% [ KA 3% ;Mac3rm_ARR [1)%%
g T Mac3rm_RC, 3 45 &8 o) BLEEE 10% DL L i) SR Al 2% 2 A 55 i) JBAG AR 45 R % 7R :Mac3rm_ARR
Ml T K4 40% 1 SR A R % ;Mac3rm_RC  Stit T K4 20% 1) 3R il %0 2% ;Mac3rm_ARR 1) 2% 0 & % F
Mac3rm_RC, =% &5 & Fl v] LAkt 50% LA _E IR SR #3035 . Mac3rm_ARR Al Mac3rm_RC #7154 T — L& [F 4
#¥,/H Mac3rm_ARR Lt Mac3rm_RC Y744 5 2 (45 1IE A 25 76 39 52 1) 35 - ,Mac3rm_ARR £ 174 T i1 80%H)
16 IEAS 253Xt 330 W 7 6 ) ) SR AR A2 b AF RS K B K ARG IE RS £ frb ) R50RT A5 5 il 850 1 42 1 4G 25 IR
Bk &5 5 N — IR T 38 kG 1) 2 A R 2 L (145 15 4G 25, Mac3rm_ARR 3 /b (145 1 46 25 Fl Mac3rm_RC ik
D> B TEAR T Vot 2 A 23T T Mac3rm_ARR_RC ¥ /b 1946 TE R T V05T

4t

5 % it

16 TE A6 7 2 AFL L P32 STCAR 2 B9 0 AN W) A PR A% 0038 0 AT — VA TE G 8 1 s B F ) 2 2% B8 g O(d?), [T i,
T G TG AU I A8 IE AR 7 AT DA v A5 vk 00 SRR ik 2R RIS P SV R 0T 5T — TR P B G IE A 73 35 40 (1 st b %
SRV B 1) oS0t A DUV 20 A SCAIT T RELRE 4 e TR 250 SR A 02 IR AT O R, i IR L A7 7 — B8R 3 1) 18
TR X A8 IR 7Y 2 TR0 ) BB R A (0 AT I8 IE A 7 B ATTHE B T IX BB IEAL 7Y 2 TR 19,45
—F 77 ARR B IX TR MG IER 2, JF HL45 2 1E 5 Rk B B HESE AC3_frame_ ARR, X —HE4L ] L
P T 05033 B AU I 55 T AC3 FRUHLRE & 550925 [ e LLAN ARR 38 W] LA 5 — Rl et 77 v RC A& 4, 4 7 W
B[R] 8 1 TU A IE A 25 FR AT S8 45 5L SR ARR B T B 5 AT LA et H AT 3AT BORLRE B MAC SKRARSE
LAAh, 5 RC J7 vk & £ 41 1R SOdh MWL EE MAC S35: (¥ 33 SR T 4
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