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Abstract: Over the last four decades, a critical problem in real-time system is to improve the efficiency of the decision algorithm for the

rate-monotonic (RM) scheduling. Nowadays researchers extend the decision problem to a generalized optimal design problem, that is,
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how to adjust the task execution time in the corresponding interval such that (1) the system is schedulable and (2) certain system
performance (e.g. CPU utilization) is optimized. All the existing methods for solving this problem are to formulate the problem as the
generalized constrained optimization problem (GCOP). However, these methods run very slowly and cannot be applied to the systems
with large numbers of tasks. In this paper, a new method for solving the optimization problem is proposed. The method is called tree-like
linear programming search (LPS). First, the problem is transformed into a GCOP. Next, the GCOP is partitioned into several linear
programming sub-problems. Then, a linear programming search tree is constructed and the node of linear programming is solved by
depth-first-search as the optimal solution. The experimental results illustrate that the new method can save 20%~70% of runtime
comparing with other existing methods. This work also relates to the research areas of satisfiability modulo theories (SMT), and is
expected to improve the efficiency for solving SMT problems.

Key words: real-time system; rate-monotonic; optimization; search algorithm; linear programming; satisfiability modulo theory
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- Kook Ky )L I
Mg wep| b | R AR 1
N, o h
n Ci
max g?.
ki
st Y Wy /T, 6, -y, <0i=12..m (11
j=1
Crm<C <CM™,r=12..n

Ho m<n {k ko,... kmtc{1,2,...n}, B 2 ki<ko<...<Kp, Wi, RS W HIOE L, A IEERE S wOPT(WLP)
9 WLP (R AR, B W FRIAA I 53 B AR T I m, Stk TR ) (3. 6) I A TR s L. T3 58 L& Pk R i 78 g

£4:
W =4JwLP 1,27 %.. @h oy W LieLa :
" h h .. h)" " sl Wi [s1=1,2,..0 12)
DL R e MR R e A A PR 4R e
oomeiortl? 2 = M cio W kic
( )_W hl h2 hn [ A | i|’|—, ..... ne.

FETR 3. KA 23 2 (6) 5 T~ R MR 2 R o) AR Wb d5e KK BB (. max O(OW).
IE B A FFIE ] max O(W)=max O(L).

AR WP (T), F bW £, max O(L£)=max O(W).
FFIE max O(L)<max O(W).

1 2 ... m
Lol
Q(i,1,C™M <Q(i,1;,C)=<0.

n

5 max O(L) TS N FR) 2 1 KR 1) 2 g LP( J,ﬁ'ﬂjt,ﬁ%v C, I RAE R i=1,2,...,n, 47

W, Pi, €W;:

TR A pwkj ¢ij (=1.2,...mm<n), 4 ij I S ij = {pkjl'kj }(ILLJ— # IkJ )58 X

| Puys By eW, cP_(T)
Pi - Py, Wi =1{py }

M wieW;. B wi 25 A Wi PSS hy AN JC 38,84 i I ) s iR 4 :

L “2%g. . ®n I 2 .. m
WOPT( ] = OPT( | ] =maxO(L).

i s

h h, .. h Lol

n

1 2 .. n 1 2 .. n
Jy wLP £ A 0(£) = WOPT ,
LBy [hl h .. hnje I max O(£) (hl h .. hn]
1 2 n
4, max O(L) = WOPT (h N ]< max O(W). O
, h . h,

FEAREN T AT W Wo,. Wy Je, FRATT AT DU 2o 4 32 2 Rl ) 4 58 B 0 AT VR PR R 2 4 2R DL K 4 M B
A SRR At B 2 e R e 2, 338 v T DA SRAFASE IR (3. 1) IRy B DL
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3.3 FIAEREREEIHOWHRXE
BAL R ST IIARES 50 RoOtIR A 0,48 9 IR BEALSG 14 3R AOS s AR ST R0 11145 s (IR 45

mm%ﬁﬁ%%amwmmymﬂgqm)ﬁﬁ~¢ﬂﬁmhwm%qm¥%ﬁﬁwmp* w

h h._, h,

n

(M1 =1,2,, Wi [) SR B ST AR 2D kA2 AR i) B2 B AT T 5

n-k+1 ... n=1 n
wLP .
h h h

n—k+1 n-1 n

n-k+1 .. n=1 n %
HoF 8 5E 1 et - Ny, n, 45 25 WLP T 145 A
n—k+1 hn—l hn
n-k n-k+1 .. n-1 n) .
wLP| . L I=L2,0 W, ]
hn—k+1 hn—l hn

1SR T — BRAE R IR 45 .

I .. n-1n
wLP
[ [hl hn—l hn}
Fig.1 Linear programming search tree

1 R R A

I .. n-1n
wLP
[ (hl hn—l hn}

mﬁﬁﬁ%ZWﬁ%Mﬁm%$4%MMMMﬁwwG 2o

WL 3 WP B B AR5 3.4 1 PR, SRR TR AR AT IR BEAR e 18 R AR IR LA e R L T v, 45 A 45
jE‘JB‘%UE{EKiﬁi‘i fo, 7824 wNode 1B AT 5B 1R £ A A0 el i) it 1) dme DAL 320

],EX#LB%XE‘JB%%% fo(5R Tty &

n

n-k+1 .. n-1 n
h
AN Gl fo(IX 2 A 2 wNode (10 RJ AT 38605 8 A7 5 0 110 2 L 18y mT AT 350, PR kgt v A 45 5 wNodle (11 4
T I 2k SEIEAT VR B 4% 24 45 1 wNode IS (L 1 fo, JF H. wNode L4852 45 1 I8 2 it U W A7

£ hi by, by A7
wopt[ 1 2 = M)y
>1,.
he h, .. h ) "

n

n-1 n

wNode = WLP(

n—k+1

BB T AN MR T 1), 1 e DAL L 24 1 38 1 B O O, PR e A AT £ BB A

1 2 .. n
wOPT .
[h{ h, .. h']

n
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45 wNode JF AN K1 45 5 8 2t AR S HEAT VR FE A G TR 2R, EL B AR AR R g e
IR EAFEI fo it OOV B KA.
BT R (0 A R T A TR R I, R B RN JR S R A B B

mméﬁﬁﬁkﬁiwmﬁp_MJ"'mdrq>Fﬁ§F%ﬁﬁﬁuww(

hn—k+l hn—l hn n—-k+1
ARG R EAT I R AR A ¢ AT R Mo, P, oo T2

n-k+1 ... n-1 n]

n-r+1 .. n-k+1 .. n-1 n .
wOPT > f,
hn—r+l hn—k+l hn—l hn
H
n-r n-r+1 .. n-k+1 .. n-1 n .
wOPT < f
hn—r hn—r+l hn7k+] hn—l hn

A G B 1) R 45 RSB E D V=Wt [Waersal oo Wos, 24 0 AT r—k BER IR v 2 — AN 2 K 3
n=30,k=24,r=20 Hf,v 0] LLAF] 10" K S9EAE AT Ja 3 48 22 XA 10 B 45 4 24 K (R s ) T8 17 982D IX
T (R T I 8, B A1 2% 18 1 SRV AR AN 1 W HEL T U 1) 1) 45 1 25008 31— s B0 o HOB B RGBT S AR A 1,
T VA ] — ol B8 v 3k ) T A2 T R SRR T BT DR BT 1 e DAL S SRS e, 3 37 R BY ) U AR T, A
T I8 27544 I 18] 1% B 1.

Tl A e b B I 4
o (g T el S NG
SR AT SR
Gl N Vo (o R NI
Eﬁﬁ%%ﬁ%*%%%ﬂwwﬁwwp ﬁ*” :j;)uﬁwmﬁ%ﬁﬁfm%ﬁﬁbm¥w

B A9 0 B GRAE AT RS R R, By ST A

n-k+1 .. n-1 n 1 2 .. n-k .
WOPT (JwoPT| . . NS i
hn—k+l h h h h2 hn—k

=W

n—1 n
n-k+1 .. n-1
h

U, AT AN I B ROA R A1

ﬁM£wom( nj<fﬂﬂ@&ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%@mﬁ%mpr_k+l”':_1:j>fWﬁ

n—k+1 n-1 n n—k+1 n-1 n

. ST n-k+l .. n-1 n) . N y .
138 1. %45 E SR i WOPT[ , b h J,Eff{%%’l‘%i& re{1,2,...n—k} fEHE LR
n—k+1 n—1 n
~ n-k+1 .. n=1 n r . e A A
hr=l,2,...,|Wr|%‘|3ﬁwOPT[ ! i jUwoPT[ﬁ}« IS AFHEE M B A,, 0, A
n—k+1 n—-1 n r
n-k+1 .. n-1 n 1 2 .. n-k .
wOPT (JwoPT| . . NS
hn—k+1 hn—l hn hl h2 hn—k

WA ARHL AN, AN R, TT B n—k=r, T4 :
wOPT n-k+1 .. n-1 n LJwoPT I 2 .. n-k < WOPT n-k+1 .. n=1 n woPT r <
h W h. h R S h)

n—k+1 n-1 D e n— n—k+1

O
SIEE T S T —FOHT B BT R T, T AT SR AT 4l B B s B2 IR E A S5 48 R JT 4R D7 17 &5 5 wNode, 4
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3233

REEAERET ORI T RV 18545 b # R £ 21557 1) e 0 R, 3K I 3t mT AR AT 512 1 o 0 Wi AR &5 55 21 45
wNode )42 b2 7547 45 ni ] LU T AL

I AN B RS R EVEVE WWEVE LI s NextNode 7R #4037 BE AL S 48 R ¥ 4K K — AN 45 ni bR 2
TrimNode %75 889 51 24 Bl 45 3 (K7 0 IF AREEHEAT IR DL B R 1R £ Find TrimNode 4% 651 22 1 HEAT BT A
IR [Pl AR R IR S LSV 2).

Bk 1. 5 max OOW) B KB 5032
Input:

Lo EH W Wy, L W, DURA IR S A fo AT AT X0

20 TOBEE T IRBIRILBNH I A,
Output:f'=max O(W)HIX} N A E AL 5 X
1. function FindOptimal((fy,Xo),T)

2 (1)< (fo,Xo)
3. depth«1

4 visit_count«0

5. WLP <« wLP [T]

6. while depth=0 do

7. fif 2 P R wLP JF A5 B S AL fE wOPT Fl AL £ x
8 if WOPT>f" then

9. if depth=n then

10. (X", F)<=(WOPT x)

11. visit_count«0

12. end if

13. (wLP,depth)«NextNode(wLP,depth)
14. else

15. (WLP,depth)«TrimNode(wLP,depth)
16. end if

17. visit_count«visit_count+1

18. if visit_count>T then

19. trim_depth«FindTrimNode(wLP,depth,f")
20. if trim_depth=—1 then

21. depth<«trim_depth

22. (WLP,depth)«TrimNode(wLP,depth)
23. end if

24, visit_count«0

25. end if

26. end while
27.  return (' x")
28. end function
Bk 2. FHIEHE BRI 4 .
Input: ¥ 1] {45 55 WLP = WLP[

n—depth+1

n—depth+1 .. n-—

n—1

1

:]&ﬁmmmﬁ depth 1L J% 4 i LA £°;
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Output: BY % K & trim_depth.
1. function FindTrimNode(wLP,depth,f")

2 for i<—1 to depth—1 do
3. trim_node<«i
4 for t«i+1 tondo
5 for j«1to |W,_ | do
n-i+l .. n-1 n n-t+1

6. WOPT, <—w0PT[ . hnjUwOPT[ j
7. if WOPT;>f" then

break
9. else if j=|W, | then
10. return trim_node
11. end if
12. end for
13. end for
14.  end for
15.  return -1 1A H B AT LLBY AL I &5 R

16. end function
FATEHH R 1 B IEa
FEI 4. AR 1T LIS 2] max OON) B R (R i# X

ﬁ%&ﬁ%ﬁﬂ%%ﬁ@&ﬁ&%%%ﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁww—MPG j'";}mxmwmmm&ﬁm

s 1 2 ..n
R )y WP =wLP| ,
hoho.oh

n

1, & ..gn
j AR, w, eW, (i=1.2,....n), 9F H. WLP[

eW Nl f<max
hoh .. hnj

om).
BBt f<max OOW), I8 AFEREAT IR FEAL G 1% 3 AL 7 i 7E AR 45 253 Root I 45 15 wLP' ) B A% 1 47 78 HE AR

n-k+1 .. n-1 n
£k K IR 4 5 WLP, :WLP[ " b J,@@;
n—k+1 n-1 n
n-k+1 .. n-1 n .
OPT, =OPT <f,
n—k+1 hn_l hn
o F R B i B R AR G 7 A7)0 T wLP! (R R] AT T wLPy 9 AT 4T, A OPTy=max O(W), it =
OPTy=max OOW)>f=f"F J& , M1 3 5 f=max O(W). 0

34 HEREMRENES

S35 1 (0T 0 T T SV 0B ST 1 35 2 6900, 5 0 6 2 MR W T AU
I TV I, Bt AT KOS BI 5, R A5 35

~¢ﬁ%mﬁmﬁ&%%mﬁmmm%m&%ﬁ*w&@mmww—mpu 2o
i S DL A0 SN 505 L 14058 0 6, B0 0550 R K A9 0 L 5 R
TR BRI 5 B 9 ) ok A

VS 2 YV A 5L 1 B8 S 120 55, 7 LA SR L0 /07 BB o, 13005
A FE AN T S

n

j,iiﬁf—ﬁﬁ N
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Pr(X<fo)=F(fo)>1-¢ (13)
AT R — AN LG fo BN S AR I, AT U8 I o A7 52 52— AMR KIS AR T, W RN SR R K
F, 3 ATT B BE ML B — /N33 20 BE A SR A 7120 A1 BB B F (), WOk B ARE A B R N IS4 R4 UA M BRI i N
ASBEA I 5 A B IX N ANRE AR AT B 1 35 BE A T B R () I8 A 20 A5 A o 6 B0k FN(x)zj; p, (H)dt .
FATTHE S A Al UF B A OOW) 1) 43 A R 450 ) 2K (13) 38 70 W7 2 75 1260 T fo A D 48 RV LA M.
B OOMIR M3 FOO LB N AFEA A X),Xa,... X, FOO I35 18 BR K £(x), oA 14 P A2 58 8 A 1 Ty 91400
KA vF F(x), BEAZ 5 BE A v BB R

; I & (x-—x
fN(X):mz_;‘K[ h j,
Horpoh b B 98 (bandwidth), K(-) i 1% R 5000 T 4% B0 40 BT 132 5 5 FH 1) 51 T % (Gausssian - kernel), 56 T2 % £ 1)
FEAH A 2H DL SCRR[40]. 46 THE T 98 h B, SE AR H5 1 3 B 43 44 J5 1 7% (mean integrated square error)fiffi i t 45c /N T
F3E 30 PR A plug-in J7 VRS 98 1 AN V. DG T A% 36 B Ak T 10 1 40 7 WL SCR[40,41].
8 S bR UL b AT 0 B AR AN T U, :z% FLERRK T 1 B 7 R 8 B A o o B FT LU 2
X<Upin B x>1 B, fy (%) =0.
CL A0 % 3 A B L 00, Bt TT DA Bt A £ BB Fag(x) 772428 3 (14)3 A2 I, B AT T A o 24 i R A
o) S KB o 78 A 2 PR BRI e D0 P 1 S5 2 — A 2% K IR
Pr(X<fy)=Fn(fo)>1-¢& (14)
DRI, FT DA £ B FE %08 B2 (R B D0 0 xo A A 50005 1 PR R AT 4R . (FouXo). T AL o AN A 24 X (14) I, gt P o it
WAL 28 T S A 42 P R K~ ) RS AS 0 A S I BT A 5 1y e K AE o P B A AR AR Ak, mT B AN 2 AR A0 (BTG 18
TERE, BT B A A S L fo /N BRI I T, T Pr(X<fo)=Fy(fo) tH 23 38 i, B 2% 2 B 256 W 52 1 1—efH 2 Bl
5 FEAS (1) 3585 00, V5580 S Ay vl iR 5P I T 10, 2 385 0, DR b, SR R T FF A B0 0 B 58 AN b B NI 3 e B L 3 )
T KAH. fo DR EIK o VE A RAVIRAE T . 53 41,38 T 5 FEAE AT 1L Hh SR AR 25 B Al v R B i L, 3R T v g — A
FA 3T N, B 5RAE N ANRE A i 7 WD RR 98 9T A 8 00 PR A SR AR 26 38 A o bR B £ (%) 506 3 40t T 3 ST R i
77 .
BIE 3 MR RVIA .
Input: 445 Wi, W,,... Wi, IE £ (0, 1), FEA I8 KAE NRFEJE I Np;
Output: # ZHIEHAE fo,Xo.
1. function FindInitial(&,N,N,)
2 count«0 1B FEAS RS 3L
3. Sample«J
4. (fo.X0)<(0,C™™)
5 while count<N do
6 BEHLIEHOCE w, eW(i=1,2,...,n)

7. SRR e 1 AR wLP = wLP[;1 hzz :nj JFE AL wOPT AR AR 1 wx
Sample<Sampleu{wOPT} /IANBE 24 Sample FRAR A T %
. if WOPT>f, then
10. (fo,X0)<—(WOPT,wx)
11. end if
12. if mod(count,N;)=0 then
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13. WA Sample 579 A 1 56 58 £ (%)
14, TR A A T BR 5 F (%)

15. if F(f,)>1-¢ then

16. return (fo,Xo)

17. end if

18. end if

19. end while
20.  return (fy,Xo)
21. end function

3.5 KFRLPSHER BB

ML E 3.2~5 3.4 T HIRUR, BATIE R LPS AR ) f5 25 SR (WL ST 4), 58 B 3 RE B 4 PRAIE T %800k
¥ IE R

Bk 4. LPS BURR AR ST IX.

Input:

Lo SN RGN 0 MEE AN T, T, T

2. nAMESZATI W FER [CM™,CM ] [C, I L. [C, C ]
3.0 THELLT YO HKEDH I A

4. FHlee(0,1);

5. FFAREERHE N;

6. FFACKHAE S Ny

Output: 55 I & 45 i £ 11 sk CPU A 26 LUK IR 1) n AN 55 (AT I TH] € = (C/,Cs,..,C).
1. function LPSOptimization

2 fori<1tondo

3 L P (T AT W;

4. end for

5. (fo.xo)<—FindInitial(&,N,N)
6 (f",C")«FindOptimal((fy,x,),T)
7 return (f,C"

8. end function

4 EEHREELRE

RTH ML 4 (R ) 2

T PY(Ti 77 V55 1 SCHRLS T4 HhY A — SR B 77 3. by — SR 0 5 1 601, | Py (T <2,

XA RLMISIS < _'Z[Ti JT; [T, JLBIBETESE 8 A Py (T IR TR S 2% BE AL () O(nT), 8 4 V-5
AT R 45 Po(T1),P1(To),....Pao (To) IR T 52 24 25 O(N*T,).

R W, 5 S5 w. I SR IR IR B UOBOR Py (T)[x2i< O(NT)x2n=0(n°Ty), A TH 5L Wi, W, ..,
W, FR I i) 52 2% B AN O(n’T).

FETH SR RN IA AN, BEAERRE Ny AT — B BEBR B, — JERBE N RIS A SR B RBE T N %3
R F(Fy) > 1— & F 553 8RB0 B INING L SRR (42095 HY <78 T A7 40 1 A% 5 F6E Al 7 125 S AR 300 3% 2 oAy
B FEE R 2R O(SV), Hob,S T RAEFEAR BV W FEARE AN $ AR IX B S=N,V |/ LLI Al S.IAl 1,
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PAELN/NG SR BE A V1 o I 1) 224 B2 9 O(NP/N ). BRANIAE Y 787 FEL R Ak K 1 MINOS 34T B e ffe 4 1 )
Ii) 7L, SCHR[43 195 Hi 1 MINOS SR e % R 11 259 16 [i) 52 2% B O O(ne+m), e mn D4 22 B (e BT 45 %50, m o A
S B AEAR P m<3n,AEAE LPS Tk SR — IR e MR 7 AL 2 e MR IR 8] O(n). 25 L BTk i 55
AT 1 I 1) 52 2% R 23 T O(NPn/N). — AR 0 I N/ A 23 BOF SR, PRI P LA NN 7 Al — A 6 4
SEBR I ) 224 O(NPn).

2 SR 2R A I IR 8] B2 B, Wrl (R e P R ) AL ) e 8K

, n nTT,..T
K =W, [[W, [ W, < [ TIT /T, =—2=
i=1 1
N . LT LT T
WA R T 45 53BN KOTE RSN ECh K <HkJ,E¢,k1:HWE%E%—/]\
j=1 i=1 - -1

Ak e K HE TG 8 R BAERN KD B 7 KA (1—8) W2k M K1) B D18 (7 & T8 1R SE 36 B AT
H4 L £=0.02), B8 7T SE BR 148 2 v KHE 1 70 23 1l BT B B b A, BRI 7 48 2R SRR A6 B U7 ) T 22 (9 &5 R —
BUELLE T I 5 s U7 In) vh AR A R B0 ) S DU B, FRAT T3t S B0 A0 T8 Ol t %) I [R) e -4 T LA B A (1) &5 13X R Sk
AT R BRI AR RIS TA) I TA) 0SR20 A 45 5 wNode FRIVREE R dL A4 U I 4 K R ko8
() e A1 LA
(n—d +n(n-1T,

T, '

AL t=0 (T ) 3% 2 — ANk 22 T30 2 10 IR 8] A MINO'S 434 4081 1)~ 44 1 18] g O(n), IR R 530925 1 1R Inf ]
KL FE N O(kn+n*ToKy/T), He 1 K, 78 552 B it F S A7 500 2 B B0 — AN B/ ARG DR BRATT T LAAE K/ T 5 i
HH R S bR AL AR E O O(kyn+n*T).

2% 1L LPS SR HEAE I A S AL O(W* T+ TN n+kyn+n*T)=O(N’n+k,n+n*T,)). F5 52 b A2 SE it R Geh,
T AN AR AR IR R AT DUE T, & N8 S T 6 TR NIRRT AT RER 255 T n OFR SR FEA,
5 2R 25 T SR IR 35 S BRI SRFE IR B I — A0 T n 2T, 3% N=0(n%), 3t 1, o> 0. AT ok R
FERI T 24 o<1 I}, O(N*n+n*T,)=0(n*); Z o>1 I}, 0(N*n+n*T,)=0(n* """y =0(n*). K X 4E B >0, O(N*n+n*T,)=
O™ 1y W T 5 S i 15 1 Hh  LPS S3E92% AR I i) 42 % J&5 Ay

O(n** 14K,n), >0 (15)

M2 (S) AT U H 6 LPS 503 14 I T I8 1 o P 10 A D81 38 70 T 30 B4 2R 00 4 e 01 DA R FE A
SeAH 22, TR B 5 1) 45 S SR 0 5 35 TRIAS AT B I . ok K, 308 B4 2R 400 4 e U 1 1140 B i) 5P 65 2 A K LA o) b 35 1)
[P &5 i B K, b

5 RWHERS5HMN

ASCFIF Matlab A4k T AL & Matlab B 4846 T 43 11 Tomlab™ #E47 5256, Hh s LPS. #£F MBP 54T
NLP 1) 3 Bl AR SE I R G RM ARAL vl i) BT 45 21 1 S PR (B (CPU e KR FH #6) At (1) FF-44. 30 7 7F LPS
Tk SR PE RIS A Tomlab H1HT MINOS ;73T MBP 1775 7, SR ARV £ B 40 2 M 1 R s
Tomlab "' (¥ CPLEX &, 5E U635 Windows 7,Intel i7-3770,8GM RAM.

SIS AFRA W N SRR EE R 1074 AT 45 5T T AN[50,5000]7F 3457 o B AL Hb 3k B R 328 AT A Jir R
(1) X a8 B R, AR AR B R EGEFE T LLZE 1~100 2 08)5(2) & A R BG4 R ARAE A [ AF 45 AT I 1)

Ci I 1 {winn,mi}, ot A2E[0.4.0.6)2 [ B L IS I By 3 7 2 843y 1 A BEE 0 0 R A 0

n i-l n-1 n-1
YW S (=d+ DY W, [< (n-d + DY iT, /T, <
i=1 i=1

i=d j=I

AAATHE AR NS Ty/10n GENE CRAEREA i) EUASAT R AT A A2 B S I e A2 1 BRAIE 24 BT AT & A7 I [] 33K 2]
SN ARG AN T E T A RE R 5 5 5 VR B AR T NLP B T7VE TR, 8 T A8 ORAIE S0 RS B2 3G R 9 A
FHIBAT I TR 35 e AR 28 s () TRATT A AV OB Ol 1078 4B 35T MBP (#5100 M 8L 1 $i e 4 48 /0 1 S T A £
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SR e LA B KR G WA TE R B AT S5 RO 5 000, IfiHs M s 10°4E LPS Jrikid i
£=0.02.T=max(1000,40n) 4y A HEFT e AR NG DL & (LI R &5 i KA MR, T MR G 1R I fE P AN FE
DRI ), [R] I SCRERAT— MK 45 B, FRA T B2 RAE A Np=In|w| SRAE 5 K ECR N=10Np A 7] 4%
S5 K0 n BEHLAE 1 10 AUAE 55 8047 S8 K25 B0 10 AN 45 B8 o Segh & S se i 45 1 W€ 1.

M1 AR BUE H:LPS 75955 25 T MBP (477 25 49 20 ) s U0 A5 AR 7] 110 2 - NLP ) 77 V5493 20 1) s A0 A sk
/NTLPS 55T MBP W55 X 2R T NLP [0 5B R S N R s (8. 2 n B/ ik, 56 T- MBP
(75 AT I 1) A HBEE n (RSO, I2 4T I TR BEAR S N4 n>30 I, JL-P-ANBESE HH 45 ROk BE I LPS e 3
2Rtk I R S T MBP (1977 78 R R BR DR AT 3 (1) i) R R 2 ) KBRS AT N ) R AR A K
(2) P AEEA L I 2 A AR 5 I, B R B B R A TR A (R P g, L g 2 R AT BEALE £, AN RE
WGP THIENERE;(3) 1Z I EGIN T T I in) e 1 A B0 A8 B XA MK T %05 i Kas A7 I 18] 24 n>50 1,
HE T NLP (5 5 19347 I8 8] K 5 00, 10 LPS 4588 REAE A (14 I T 4 45 1) S DR (n 181 2 B o). 2 5 NILP (#07
TRAEIERI LT R S AT P 0 — 2 i VA IS JEOR I e 2R A AL j 7 — AN AE AR 29 A A il AL, i
LM LA SR A L T 2 M 2 AU A S A A T AR D3 I ) 52 24% RO i 1 e ME A AR AR 5095 5 — T i,
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SEIR S RIE R W LPS Tk i A (S MR R A R 1R 45 m N HOEBE n 3891 SR B K A SE R
RGBSR SS BOF A JE TR EUN 5C &R, 35 b R TS S R R 3% 280 HEAT BT R, 552 B U5 il (00 485 i 800y L
R AR D> — 5

Table 1 Optimal values and elapsed time of the three methods, and the number of

total nodes and actually visited nodes by LPS method
R 3 PTEREALE RIS AT I R, LPS J7 i 1 S 45 155 92 B I &5 miK

114 | A% JEFNLP J5 1k JEFMBPI J5 % LPS

Hn | M U JEAT I 16 (s) U IZATHF A (s) U BATHR(s)  BAm v 4l sk
5 22 0.980 0 0.532 0.980 9 0.177 0.980 9 0.640 482 14
10 121 0.969 4 1.07 0.9772 0.554 0.977 2 1.45 3.37x10° 137
15 293 | 0.9716 2.48 0.978 8 3.23 0.978 8 3.60 2.03x10' 298
20 510 | 09751 5.37 0.9776 10.2 0.977 6 6.34 1.47x10% 223
25 1090 | 0.968 4 10.9 0.9752 17.5 0.9752 7.99 2.07x10% 3457
30 2175 | 0.9773 25.8 0.979 1 115 0.979 1 14.6 5.44x10"7 7 494
35 2369 | 09767 39.5 0.978 2 546 0.978 2 43.6 9.84x10°° 10 423
40 3439 | 09750 63.1 - - 0.976 4 253 7.60x107 6285
45 3804 | 09751 133 - - 0.9778 40.2 4.02x10" 14 576
50 4498 | 09743 234 - 5 0.976 1 57.7 3.27x10% 17 092
60 7035 | 0.9748 624 - L 0.976 4 123 5.86x10'* 21 649
70 7491 | 0.9582 862 - L 0.976 1 404 3.34x10"° 33342
80 9400 | 0.9713 1673 L - 0.976 3 358 4.52x10"%° 23950
9 | 12797 - - =, - 0.973 7 545 1.83x10'%! 33071
100 | 17424 - - g - 0.974 4 784 1.30x10%% 41027

6 HIERAKRIE

ASCAR M T — B B S R RM RGBT B —— 3 T REIR I 42 R & (LPS) J7 v B 564 RM
ARV A2 53 % BT AN 2 PRI R 7 10 R, A e P R0 i 4 AR R P R A S A8 R R LB A A 4R
BRI 7 10) 7 b B KW B AR N T A3 2 T CPU A1) HH 285 K AH. 5 O A WP R 5 vEAH LG, LPS J7 ¥ i 473
JE T R UL AT 55 BB KIS LPS 7588 RE AR 3K [V I [R] P I8 47, {H 3 T NLP F MBP ) 5 VA D4 AN REE H.

RSB AR W] B SR AT 95 L PEAR i B (satisfiability modulo theories, fRiFR SMT)AMEE i) 2 ANF 97 i
R ROk B AT LPS JyE AT DR SMT w2k hig S (linear arithmetic) 43 A ATl 2 P M AR 4R 1)
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Fig.2 Relationship between task number and elapsed time by the three methods
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