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Abstract: Model counting is the problem of calculating the number of the models of a given propositional formula, and it is a
generalization of the SAT problem. Model counting is widely used in the field of artificial intelligence, and many practical problems can
be reduced to model counting. At present, there are two complete solvers which are commonly used for model counting, i.e. Cachet and
sharpSAT, both of which have high solving efficiency. But their solving efficiency does not relate to the numbers of the models. It is
reasonable to suppose that incomplete methods are more likely to take their advantage in efficiency and maybe they could be more
suitable to solve model counting problems when the number of the models of given propositional formula is little. Local search is an
efficient incomplete method for solving SAT problem. A new strategy called configuration checking (CC) has been proposed by Cai et al.
and it is adopted to the local search. In this way, the SWcc algorithm has been proposed with high solving efficiency. This study puts
forward two incomplete methods on basis of the SWcc algorithm, i.e. the iteration method and the improved incremental method, both of
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which have high efficiency. Then, the specific implementation process of the two methods is presented. At last, the experimental results of
a large amount of benchmarks, according to which is found, show the advantages of the iteration method and the improved incremental
method in terms of time, when the amount of the models of given conjunctive normal formula is small.

Key words: model counting; local search; configuration checking

i T ) (SAT) A2 N A B Ak 1) 7 22 () L Ak, B A AN TR BT SAT 3Kk
A58 5 9%, 3 K v PR SR At A T R B 22 e ST Il A e A PR SR AR 7 32 3% 5 AR R 5 1 0 R S B
AN BEATLAR IR 8 3 AN BB (1A% B 4 Aok S Bk — AN P AL 1) S AR IR D4 K, Y Cai(F /0 £6) 5 A2 H 1%
JRIASL I S W TF 453 1 S 4 2R AT R Sk A 1% RO H AT AR N AE B SAT LS8 b 2 H 10y e LR i (1) SR 2
—.2011 4, Cai 25 A1 VCK AR R R I SIS T T SAT S v i) JR) 848 2% 07 92, Wik i SWee S0P T 3 AL
JRE AN 1, K R 0 555 W 7 S 8 g /N TH 78 2% ) JE IR T DA 408 b Ak BB 10 8, DA b 4 v sR e R % 091,201 2
A, Cai 25 N FE T4 SRS I SF s B2 1 T — o A0 3 & X e BE it T SWeea STVAN AR ST IR SR AR BE L S2) 5 T
Mb Ak S A5 ] 38 BB A5 B e 1D SRR A% LR P Rh BIEAE SR AR 3-SAT SER LR UTF, 9 T 75K fif k-SAT S4B
Ivil B i 8 75 30 55 50 A SRR R Cai 5 AN AE SCHR[B] 42 HY T DCCA i & 3 S M 12 S s 16 1 Bl o A% Sy A5 AN i) o
SRR SRR D) 575 s 45— 2. 2015 4F,Cai 25 N FE T4 RIS I Sf s B vk T 4985 CCANrBLAZ vk 7 K A Ak Bt L
S EAT AR R SR AR R

AT AL ) R NP 5 4 ) AR T, 240 SR ) A ) 6 AL A 32 AN 5 1, 061 0 4 A e g RS, —
SOV M 5 0 K 1) RO e g oy FE 2 S AR B U 3 T A % SR A rh BT R (T S FR IR) IO B #SAT
v 250 DA AR il 8, T R 45 5 A SR A R AN B JEE R R T SAT In) L2 #P 58 & 1.

AT 400 0 1 SR AR 7 4 Ak B SR A8 A ) 6 AN T T AR 43 Ay AR ] FRD 2K 50 Ak i S 88 P RS il R B T LA 43 Mg
iff SR A2 5 A ABLSR A, 00 s SR A =X A [) BT DA 93 Oy T 4 SR 5 R S 135 10 SR A 7 2 R A A2 e 6 SR AR AT B 1
B R KRS 1 (4.Sang 45 AN AE SAT SRR ZChaff™ 2ty Jrik b ) T 204t 2% i S M1 10) 2 S0 SR 4R 10 T
Cachet s fift st 50 130 5% L2815 R - 2 3 PR B R A SR 3B 9 7 52 57 7 SCRR[L5] 0, Sang 45 A7
Cachet [f2Efili v T Cachet-WMC FR 4. 1% 5 %t 7] LR BRI A v 5 1n) 1. Cachet =K fig 35 42 H #i A H ¥6 F
B2 HSAT KR8 2 — Thurley 42 11 T sharpSAT sk #8012 5 Tl 397 19 2 A 7 20, M T A oK M R A1 17
TR ATAE B [F B, B 18K T BCP S RZL AR 92 o S i SR AR ZCR L Cachet sK g8 A 8 — 20 (14 71 it 1
VEEE NV T — R IR T RN HSAT SRS CERDM A% B0y n] LUK HH ik S5 48 IF A5 2 i A =0, 970 5%
R AR JE AR ORI 0] 1) O /INR 208 T B R B R BT L S 4 SRR Y AN AR R 2 T R
T ) 73— R A B VA 45 (0 5 9 K S5 N BT T #SAT SRR ST IHERI® I 45 S#DPLLUSTRI#ER )k i
REJJERH T VR A #SAT SRR IAHCDE ZH L 45 & i W R B I U0 25 R B T LU#HER B8 iy 11 SR 3% 76 b
DR 7 B8 [ 7 ) AT AR 4 (K 22 B0.2015 45, B RV 45 A4t 7 38 B SR g 49k RCERPOLAZBVE A G 1554 R A K
TURE A 0 I AR R I A B, 7 3 v 5 45 5. 2016 45 A AT SR HA 4545 H R B SR AR 55 vk CDCERPHLX i 45
VLR T CER BLVE M TUAR VL 78 B AN B A B UK A 3 SR AR A% % L CER 427 B35 .2017 4, TigsE A
I 3G B 24 - D P S5 AR K T2 T P K /A 5 3RO s M B H T PR N T #S AT SR Ak 1 e i 3SR g ——
MW FI LC&MW, %3 33 31 T 553 CER_MW H1 CER_LC&MW,7E SR A 3 % A SR Al 6 3T 5 25 e 122,

SR 5 500 K T SR AR R A 1 22 ) PR ASS 70 450 308 ok 1 22 o)y 8 2 1) £ B9 A /I 1 25 i) 00 K i A 78
SR A S 4 A fit 2 1) 00 3 DU 25 i, 2 — AN 58 e 0 S 92% 0 T R S MR R 5 K 1 1) R Gomes 25 L2 HE )
SampleCount!Z3V5 v L — P BL A 925 1% 535 AT LAY H 40 5 £ B9 2 (R B TR 00 0 F . S I 45 S e i) L 545
H R SRS B R AR % R W e R BRI vk v — AN R ARG S ST AN Rk A e, RS
K fig 2% Cachet SR i a8 427 B R IR AN 50, A0 4 e A 2R AN B5ORM s v (1) A8 S AN 0mT 30 ALk 5 1 D B X
TR M F G HO A P9 R U2 7 PRSI ALK A% 7 v ULBApprox A1 SampleApprox.ULBApprox J5
T G AN AL IR A3 RIS B, A A0 1 K ] S A AU R % SampleApprox $5353E T SampleSat®!
S R0 FE A T 000 T LA 3R A P 2 v F S 2R
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IR A T A R SR TV A SR A S R R R T 2 T 3 R R A R A R SR A ) AR
BT AR G PR 1) 5 VR TR A AR AT G R 7 H R S b A AR A T B AT SR, 2 g AR B H
PR T o5 AR AR 58 5 SR, HLn] LLRA O V-S43 3 1A 2 S 804 A8 . Darwiche 55 A3 T —Fh A TR A) R (I#SAT SRk 4%
C2DI?821 C2D ¥4 44 5E 14 M7 2 4 1 1 d-DNINF(deterministic decomposable negation normal form)JE a0 4k Bl 2%
SE 10 B B 3B i — BR 2 R % R 51 S DNNF TR 3K b e 5569 A0 1 26 e 0 T34 4 52 49, d-DNNF - 2 B
OBDD(ordered binary decision diagram) 3 & 1) H ARG 5, FEAK T SRR BT 7] 52 2% B . Muise S5 A\ $e i T Sk fif 8
DsharpL& [ FE2E A F TR T #92E 5% d-DNNF H AR5 55 (13K i #(H A [ T C2D,Dsharp K fig 2% i id — Ffi 5
AR 3 A8 7 V24 R SR A5 ) A B A TV PR AN A A (R A A 33 4T 43 7 b 2. Dsharp sk #5 R 7 BCP(binary
constraint propagation) 3k i FI T Ak B 45 A, LK A 2R T C2D SR ARAS. b 2 TG 135 (1) SR U7 32 9T S f 1 1)
2R 508 R R 1 .

RET (0 B 3SR 4% Cachet L5 sharpSAT (193K fif B8 J 1R 4, BT 24 45 5 19 & M X B RS 2 45 22 1 Al vl DUAR P
b S g L RS A AR ASE TR AN B AR 2 B A D I R J) 3 45 2R U7 Ve A5 B S R SR R A SCHE Cal AR
SWee LB AT 78, 78 40 AR SRS 0 16 DI v, 75 380 P Rl AN 7 6 P B SR AR 7 9 3R A QI B 1 B A
SR A IS 30 5 AT FR R A VSR i SIS AR T4

A 1 AERE AT Cai 2 A SWee SEEPIIA DG & 4 2 W IS AE I SL BT v 4 3 T
H I SV IR SE I VA B 4 T4 I SR I ARAL R B B T H I 5 SR A AN BT, SR IE 2 45 S 1R T X AR A
T4 /D o] SR AR S0 W b 7 VAT SR S sk 2R o

1 EAahZniR

1.1 #HXEX

S F AR A {XL X, ... X} LS BGE F,7A) G 48— 28 MR, A S0 U — AN R
IEXFEER x 8 2 A LR — D CF | HIFE T, 2 FR XA TP S Lin— %8 x HILE
TH)H R T AR S X BE —x.

FV(Q)R R 1ET6) ¢ BT BT 48 1 V(F) £ a7 A BB 20 F A B 1) BT A8 e B A A8 1 1R AR =
A HAUS G AE LA A R I LS. N)={ylye V(F) I H y B x DAL R —A> 7y rp th Bd A2
X WA RELElEs.

1.2 &SN RS R FR B MR AR

7E Cai % N\ I8 Jay 3B 3 R SR B p B8t 7 4 JR A 00 5 s . Caai 25 N 2 X7 — M54l confChange, 41 19 {1 % 7
X AR H [ IR 55 1 B :confChange[x]=1 /R & x IIAEE A MW E & e —IRBI# J5 & 2B T 424k, confChange[x]=0
W 7 A B 1) B SC R 1 4 SR A TORT 4E 47 confChange 241

HM 1. AEILERE B R T — A8 & x,confChange[x] B 4B B 41 4h b 1.

B 2. YL ERA R x HEAT B4 R 4E I confChange[X] (B #% B & 4 0,97 A% T4 — & yeN(X),
confChange[y1 R ¥ &2 4 1.

SWee SR F T3 1 A0 B AL 3. 2 B N R0 3 B DA% B i 9T A A 09 A AU B 2 n- L.k 4k,
SWee H%IE F —Fi-Fi Lok & P S IAUE 4 TG A0 TR Wl T — /N & 1) By i B
AT AIMBUAR & 1 A () AT 8.

W(C)=pxW(C)+(1-p)x W (0<p<1) (€

Cai 25 N DA BGE F A NI 5 w AR SCBPL FE R F op Bl A 74 o e — AN IE
HEEL w(c) 5 FEAH SRR N FAUE. & SN F AT S — BN IR s T 1648 1 v SR an 28 2K (2) .

cost(F,s)= > w(c) )

ceF sfiflc Nl

2 R TAEREHLIRIR s 1, T A ANl AL 241 58 4 F IR 10 3 A OB S A,
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TR —MENE F P LA & X,

%

dscore(x)=cost(F,s)—cost(F,s")

ARV T B A x 5 a6 00, o rh 72 H s AR AR & x 1 LA 5 T 19 B 58 2 4R UK.

@)

SWee BE R LU HLHE A il — A FR IR, FE 8 B 50 4 A0 0 m e L AT R A B — AN i S ARIR S TR R
SR (1 SR AR T B 88 4K BN TR R R UIR A2 A5 28 ) D% s AR R 0 2% 2 SR W SR i 1 1% vl .
FA) 2 ) ) RN AR SR AR AN A R S AR SR I B R IRN I — AN TR T AT ST N I
IR IR I 5 58 , A8 1145 NI SR 4 AT 3 2 AN AL 70 T — IR SR g 72 P X AN R IR P e & R I (02
NPT B0 E A I, RATI T T add_a_clause(-) B L 5E R % U . SWee AR A T R R M ARLE
S ARSI 50 0] N PR B AT HE SR, Rk 1 R,
H3% 1. SWee %L

1

Input: & I7E =X F,maxSteps.

2 Outputy# 2 A BGER F 14 E IR
3 begin

4
5
6
7
8
9

while (true)
SBaHL™ L) — A FEFRIR;
BT T RUENIEA A 1,9 TSR B 1Y) descore(x);
ST HEAN AR 5 x,confChange[X] #2614k A 1;
T4 B x timeStamp[x] ¥ 464k 4 0;
for step«1 to maxSteps do

10 if s i /& F then break;

11 if G={x|dscore(x)>0 and confChange[x]=1}#< then v<Xg;
12 (xoeG,¥F H VxeG,dscore(xq) =dscore(x))

13 else

14 for each clause C; in unsat_stack

15 w(Ci)++;

16 if W>ythen

17 for each clause C;

18 wW(Ci)=pxw(Ci)+(1-p)x W ;

19 cFEHLEEFE — AN AL 711 c;

20 ve—TH) ¢ P EAT SR RN TR A o

21 THEEAR B v A3 B 2 538 confChange 4 ;
22 timestamp[v]«step;

23 if s i A& F then

24 num_of_solutions++;

25 add_a_clause(:);

26 else

27 return “solution not found”;

28 break;

29 end

S L5 4 4T~% 28 T E T while JEAGIA h  SA AR A B 5 KB e 20 B R £ 2 T AL FRIRINR .55 5
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1T~5 8 AT A RRUCGEACE B AN T AL AR IR A (AR BTG4 26 9 A7 ~2 22 47y for FRIR 115 AT D R HE 2R
(AR L0 AE RS G I BURS J) RS ) S5 W 70V B 6 114 dscorre {F J5c K 14 i BEAT B AARAE AT 4R 5 G b 8 BT 1
UL 7 AR AR R - ¥ 506 R BT AN AL 1 7 RO B B (5 14 47. 35 15 A7), 24 1 A1 B BU(EDE
TEPRE BEE IR B AR I A 22 (L) B AT )7 AU B AT -1 AR (2R 16 4T~58 18 4T); 4k 24> Al L 4R/ IR
B TR B e KA D SO SRR for D63, 1 SRR Sh £ 21— AN R AL 15 IR, WK AR TR AN K B0, A 1% 3R IR (1
A A B 20, AORIE N D 28 BIZ R IR AN 06 A2, R 3R [958 5 AT HEAT R — UGS ACRE R i R 223 for
TR AR B AT i AR IR AT 3R .

3 BE%

TR AVETE B DGR AR I R v B 2 3R [0 B FE P A A A 58 73 S A W R R v AN A8 1 dscore {45 F2,
A UGB AR T B AR B G BRI I — Bl nT AT TR Ak A 200 o i L) vk W B E R R ZER SR T 1Y
J5 i ARG IR AR AR TR A AE T3 Bk W A IR (B B0 P e TR 1 7 B 127 vE ] LA B H4E 1 AR

B L AR kI WA AL B B IR R R A I N — A A Ja R R R TR DR I T A AR R A B 3
IRAE I AE SRS G T G T 3557 A4 B — AN BE LR IR, FFAR R XA Fig IR o8 v AN A8 & dscore {55 #
VB I2IZ I Be BATTRE VT T update(-) B2, 1% o6 B0 SR AR I 72 o m) DUAR R JEURE e o () imi () R 280 56 T4 R i
W) SWee 148y (1) 4 B HE 30 15 318 4 5503k 2 iR,

B 3% 2. SWee 1k,

1 Input: 5 HGES F,maxSteps.

2 Output:iii 2 A HGER F H43 HAE TR IR A2

3 begin

4 SeBEHLFE A — A EAHFRIR;

5 CKITENTARERIEN R LA R dscore(x);

6 X THREAASE x,confChange[x]¥I 6Ll 1;

7 ST E xtimeStamp[X]#I 1L N O;
8
9

while (true)
for step«1 to maxSteps do

10 if s ¥ /& F then break;
11 if G={x|dscore(x)>0 and confChange[x]=1}=< then v<«Xg;
12 (o€ G, H VxeG,dscore(xy) =dscore(x))
13 else
14 for each clause C; in unsat_stack
15 W(Ci)++;
16 if W>ythen
17 for each clause C;
18 w(Ci)=pxw(Ci)+(1-p)x W ;
19 c—FEHLIEFE— ANl L /11 c;
20 V1) ¢ HRAT SR KN T BRI A
21 B A% 5 v AR 4 LU — 5 38 confChange %441
22 timestamp[v]<«step;
23 if s ¥ /2 F then
24 num_of_solutions++;
25 update(-);
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26 add_a_clause(-);

27 else

28 return “solution not found”;
29 break;

30 end

8y 5 AR 1 L XORAE OB NN T R 3 update(), N % R EUS TSR 4 4T~58 T AT RAVAR R
IR R BT while RIR Z A0, AT AE AR JCE A TE A v 58 update () B8 201 T2 SE D RE N A I A1 AR i 2
(1) S 37 0 i A R R 9% 2R T 7 2B KN AL 1 ) I AN AE TN AL 5 0 B O B R 5 1% 1 F) 0 B2 sat_count f
WAE A O, 7] I 4 i1 A2 B dscore {E 308 N 1.5¢ e R 884 Ja OB BT 2 & Gt SR 9 HLAR SRl I e 5 ik
FIEAR A, AL,

4 EEXHMIL

ESCEE TR R F ARSI R R R 0 R T DU G R AR B LR SRR R A I R AR AR 1
YRR IGHT 10 Ji, A A 8 2 W) gl 4 18 Sl S 08 Jor R 2 ABCUR T 9% Jey 0 £ DBV S T 45 R AR W 08 R 1) oK
ORI AT 4 L — P LA S R T L SR e e

A SR () R AU AR Y 1 5 BT 2 160 A3, 2 R 9 3 1) 1 () 2 R R HE % I 1 R 1R AR
AR AR I 1 5 ) 5% 13t D B 1 0 vh B T AT AR ), LTIk 1 (K U v AT AT 1A S S HE
F N7 R 1R 37 TLAR, AR 0N A I R 2% T 4D 57

2 ISR S SAT 38 P AT R0 e A O R AT BEAE RN PR 1 0 g2 A A B, AT PRALE 1 % S e I
PO 2 AL SR 5% 3 o,

B% 3. AL s,

1 Input:—~> ] 2 IR 58 AR K.

2 Output:— MR I 1K 58 4 35 IR (B4R 10 1 SO R AN in 21 Js A B ).

3 begin

4 for (w=1, w<<num_vars; w++) //34 flag[-1h#ic 28 & 2 SR, 0 ACRAE 4, 1 AR E N ER

5 flag[w]<«-0;

6 for (c=0; c<num_clauses; c++)

7 first«—clauses[c];

8 while (first=NULL) do /4K ¥l JJ; 1) i) A4S Je 2%

9 if (flag[firsto>var_num]==1) then //i& 5| S I X i1 T &

10 fflage—1; //fflag JCF A 1,875 200 Jrild [ 1 A AR S AR AR HE R I T ) AR AR 1) 1 4R
11 break;

12 if (first>sense==best_soln[first—>var_num]) then //iB ] 37 5UE& AN T-A 1 30 7 H 4b
13 notsame«first—var_num; //ic3¢ F BANSCF bR S, LA IR

14 notnum++;  /HANSTFEANEON 1

15 if (notnum>1) then /7 5 H M SCF- AN EOR T 1

16 break;

17 first<—first—next_in_clause;

18  if ((fflag==0) && (notnum==1)) //HIR FAEKAE HANCFEDNEON 1S PE IR 2

19 flag[notsame]«—1; /R Ar MBS (¥ S0~ flag bri& b 1,0E UIMBR

20 end

A A ST VEIE F S04 flag[- 1R br e 28 5 2 15 i M B0 AR R AZAE, LAVGR MBS WUA TS Bl R 4 BT 28 8%
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[y flag {17424 O 4K VG 38 F o 7T 740, A B 3 T A flag 424 1 #0728 Ik WUV 2 %705 B B i
I -4 I I LS9 2 T 6 R 24 360 7 60 6 A R 6 A T A S 0 74, Bt 4
AR T — A T-40.46 frlag (8T 1 AT FHE 4 A AR AL 45 F oK I7 i A ik 236 1 B0 7 4o 15 B0
IV 5 5 A FLA S0 R b, I e AR A 5 D44 6 SO AN BOm 1AL F AN SO TN SR 1
0 B ARS A2ERSC AN 00 Fe B E BRSS9/ e 3 2 I A T 5k
AR BTN S5 MBI 7 6

FRHR LSRR VN T A0 PagL I 1 76 BB AR AV I B T 0 2 s AT 0 4L H B9, 76 5
BT He R R f b

5 XWHERSN

AATRE R IR AR A A S (3G BT T S IN, JFR L S #SAT At PR Ak 3 U K Sk i 2% (Cachet,
sharpSAT)FEAT T 5%t Lk, 5256 45 ™ B T 38 5 3848 2R 1K B2 T S50 07 241 T 2 11 I 34

SZEG IR RS L R VE R 48 Linux(Ubuntu 12.04.5),CPU 2 Intel Core i7 3.60GHz, 4 7% 4 8GB.

Xf HE S EEE s R AOE . UGG IS &k 5 M 58 4 SKAAS Cachet 11 sharpSAT K i [ — S 491 BT 75
) Te) LAEAT 1 B 6F b AR SCSR N T 22 A3k I 491 %o S92 R0 0k e EAT T DX, ) T — 1) R0 Sk P 4910, 340445 B0
AT 50 IR, I £ MV MEAE g 465 R AT =2 AR SO H R B P 7 V208 AN 58 46 10 B FAER 1~3R 7 4
S S8 3 A 10k 5 1 R SR A L (1 A 20 KA 2R ARG 1) R U, S 8 2 A SR HE 4 ) R ) A A R 1 i
A5 58 4% 7 AT SR AR 1) 1 B X

1) RAZEEHCH 20, FAIECR 91 B9/ B A HLIRH 155 4805 LS 3 &Yk, Cachet. sharpSAT
HEAT T 6P HL SR 38, Se g0 45 S LK 1.

Table 1  Experimental results on random instances uf20 (s)

F 1 uf20 BEHL S S50 45 1 ®)
S [t Ak G If 38 vk AR Cachet sharpSAT
uf20-01 8 0.012 917 0.008 737 0.020 803 0.018 762
uf20-02 29 0.028 090 0.019 211 0.020 987 0.016 845
uf20-03 1 0.003 651 0.004 871 0.018 607 0.015 833
uf20-04 3 0.004 230 0.004 311 0.019 512 0.017 425
uf20-05 2 0.003 627 0.004 282 0.024 746 0.017 973
uf20-06 4 0.005 620 0.005 877 0.020 197 0.016 069
uf20-07 23 0.021 206 0.014 487 0.019 808 0.016 319
uf20-08 4 0.004 453 0.004 492 0.020 292 0.017 574
uf20-09 1 0.003 240 0.003 565 0.018 421 0.016 253
uf20-010 9 0.009 220 0.007 811 0.020 403 0.016 912

(1) HEIRVEUNT 5 B AR S 018 5 b 1k AR 1 A A P S A BRI SR A Ik BB AR A B 6 TR S I
2, Cachet >R fift s} 1] /& JL 3.5 £i5~6.8 £i7,sharpSAT K fi il [A] /& I 2.8 £i5~5 fiF 6} T-1% 4% 7%, Cachet K fif i
i) 3 3.8 £5~5.7 £i%,sharpSAT SKAR IS [ JEH 2.7 £i5~4.5 £ bl 35 S48 (1455 200 3008 o, A% 1 388 i vk
ik RIE B IRTS.

(2) HEREIEIT 10 N3 T4k IS 8Bk, Cachet SRR IR A] /& 2L 1.6 1%, sharpSAT S Al Inf 18] 2 1 1.4 1.
T kAL, Cachet SKAFR IS A) 35 72 He 2.3 i, sharpSAT K fif i [A] 35 /2 H 2.1 fi%.

(3) UMIRHGEE 20 I AUAL S A BV R B R 5E £ L OO TR A DL Tk AR I SR R PR BE S PR A
SE g A R

2) K S AR Y R B IR SOk 50, T RIBCH 218, 8 BN 75, TR 325,45 i 100, FA

0k 430 (R BEHL S B IEAT R L 92 Seah 45 R E 2, % 3.

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



402 Journal of Software #1F%4& Vol.31, No.2, February 2020

Table 2 Experimental results on random instances uf50 (s)

2 ufb0 Bl S 1) 2 B 4 (s)
S R LAk G I3 =k BRI Cachet sharpSAT
uf50-01 24 0.073 095 0.045 042 0.022 632 0.021 866
uf50-02 6 0.013 061 0.021 857 0.024 639 0.021 575
uf50-03 1362 15.721 511 18.745 151 0.024 036 0.018 666
uf50-04 8 0.014 703 0.012 608 0.024 277 0.018 219
uf50-06 4 0.005 137 0.006 692 0.020 334 0.009 589
uf50-07 140 0.213 027 0.203 158 0.019 309 0.017 807
uf50-08 2 0.007 985 0.021 190 0.018 392
uf50-09 156 0.277 022 0.303 012 0.021 655 0.019 773
uf50-010 156 0.268 106 0.290 537 0.023 974 0.019 558

Table 3 Experimental results on random instances uf75 and uf100 (s)

F 3 uf7s Al uf100 Fifi HL S5 B 52 6 45 ©)
S BRI Ak e 1 vk EAE Cachet sharpSAT
uf75-03 3 0.007 319 0.015 053 0.029 975 0.024 232
uf75-091 8 0.018 245] 0.033 206 0.029 756 0.021 429
uf100-0276 8 0.029 843 0.063 782 0.081 073 0.048 389
uf100-0285 4 0.007 320 0.020 812 0.049 144 0.033 407
uf100-0326 8 0.019 339 0.075 778 0.065 657 0.040 628
uf100-0441 4 0.015 449 0.033 549 0.068 440 0.036 576
uf100-0602 6 0.016 279 0.035 804 0.062 002 0.038 896
uf100-0678 4 0.020 040] 0.036 020 0.067 332 0.039 350
uf100-0808 6 0.016 951 0.037 470 0.063 907 0.039 531
uf100-0953 2 0.009 813 0.012 832 0.063 706 0.036 673

MFE 2 FIF 3 (550 5 v LU TR0 S 3 vk, nT LA 2 538 1 45 AR 46 18 (R 2 AR 1
SRARCRAT BT M AR SRR BN 2 1sefl uf100-0953 I 2R BT, Cachet SR ARIN /8] J& 5 4.9 1%,
sharpSAT R ffif )& L 2.8 £ 4 SR AR LA BB KT 6 [¥SE M5 B, Cachet sK i Bsf 1] 2 2L 2 £ A2 47 sharpSAT
SR I ] 5 L -y el 2 AR B0k 1) 100 DA b IRF, A SO R 0 7 Aol U 2 P S AR T i 7 b 58 4 VR Y 20 A% A
AR HGA B 1000 LA B AR SR 0 B R O VIR SR AR SR L e 4 I R BRARK.

X3 3 UG g FHEAT 43 M, 24 SRS K I A A F 0 48 R v 1 SR A 5 R A T AR R 1 SR AR R TR A
A B 2T A R S B o T A S A ) 388 DT 3 22 N e A 2R U R SR A BB FR IR S, R
BRI SR S 75 S 0 00— ) v S5 AT 9k PO AR R 4 O AN Bt v B o 38 SRR At Ak S R AR TAR R I £ A
PR, BAE T — UGS R 9D TR VR T TS 3 2 I P A SE B RRASEE /N ef A LAS AN 1
B R RAE T MR P A SR A — AT #8753 ) — YK CUAELE 1R A3 T 0.2 3 1 45 4 T 6 9% 10 1 [) K T A 1)
DAk SR JIT 871548 (0 B 0] B, D004 J5 10 398 28 9 00 SR it B0 3R AN kAR 1k 24 JETR LA T AR SC 7B AN IS T 34 o
T 1 SRR TR RE AN Q3R A X 15 D07 S 491 F AL A /)N I A S48 4 B 6.

T N A Ty g b R A B AE 8 DA R SR R AT B, A SO TR 4 A A ST (AIM 2K R FL. blocksworld 28
8. PARITY 2K @ DL K CBS 2K [a] @) HEAT T X L s 3, se i 45 SR LR 4~ 7

R GRSz, S EE R R AL S  TAARA E 3-SAT, M AU AL S AN B A ST SWee Hik
BIOLEAALT TR Al 3-SAT ), sl ik 485 W Ak S 9] 14D 250 28 LU SR A BB AL A S0 3 3R A T 1 B A SR AR B0k 1 1
TR A& IR B A AR 02,3 4 10 AIM JESEB FIBEARE0I4 2 152 IR RE ] R 45 55, T A 2
N R JEHL KT 1% 28 SE 45, Cachet SK A I ()2 AR A i (10 18 5092 15 kA1 SR AT IF) 1) 2 3% BA . sharpSAT 3K figk B[]
ARAL S 03 5 Sk AL SRR RS ] 1Y 1.5 f5 LA B T3R5 LAYk 1 (19 blocksworld 25545, Cachet sk
FRIT 7] Ap A% S JIT 48 19 At 5002 SR AR IS IR) £ 3 5 ~4 4% .sharpSAT S AR IS 1) Ay 4 S HA A 3 20 3 SR AR IS D 1) 2 4%
~3 fi5 A TAEAELECN 2 1 SEB] medium, A SCHR H (1 B R RVE R RE B A R B 5 T PARITY 2852490, A SCH H
T B ) SR 35 R 52 4% VRN B A5 26 A 3T CBS JE S, B 1SR (1 5481 (1 485 280 5 5 ANIG 1 80, AR SCHR H 1)
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Table 4 Experimental results on AIM instances (s)
Fa AIM K S ]5 R ©
SE ) RIAEY PRA S 1 1 vk B Cachet sharpSAT
aim-50-1_6-yes1-1 1 0.008 793 0.009 897 0.020 599 0.016 703
aim-50-1_6-yes1-2 1 0.010 955 0.012 724 0.021 670 0.017 356
aim-50-1_6-yes1-3 1 0.004 614 0.004 836 0.022 029 0.018 678
aim-50-1_6-yes1-4 1 0.004 658 0.004 528 0.021 020 0.017 558
aim-50-2_0-yes1-1 1 0.004 041 0.004 003 0.022 943 0.018 227
aim-50-2_0-yes1-2 1 0.003 194 0.003 506 0.022 088 0.017 371
aim-50-2_0-yes1-3 1 0.003 306 0.003 696 0.019 847 0.014 150
aim-50-2_0-yes1-4 1 0.004 033 0.004 894 0.025 345 0.014 684
Table 5 Experimental results on blocksworld instances (s)
% 5 Blocksworld 2 i) g S 5] (1) S 36 25 1 ()
Dl [ MRA S 3 vk BT Cachet sharpSAT
anomaly 1 0.006 153 0.004 781 0.021 062 0.017 188
bw_large.a 1 0.012 060 0.011 486 0.032 475 0.031 691
bw_large.b 2 0.205 732 0.161 986 0.162 289 0.069 550
huge 1 0.016 661 0.015 780 0.029 559 0.036 054
medium 2 0.006 154 0.004 994 0.018 130 0.020 217
Table 6 Experimental results on PARITY instances (s)
3 6 PARITY Sl Sl 1) 9 36 ®)
SEA 1A EL HeAY S I 18 vk A Cachet sharpSAT
par8-1-c il 0.003 550 0.003 783 0.019 536 0.017 773
par8-2-c 1 0.002 921 0.003 592 0.019 990 0.016 749
par8-3-c i 0.005 137 0.005 156 0.020 403 0.020 184
par8-4-c 1 0.003 641 0.004 203 0.019 482 0.019 699
par8-5-c 1 0.004 254 0.004 358 0.020 483 0.018 477
Table 7 Experimental results on CBS instances (s)
F 7 CBS a5 () s 4 5 R ©)
S R AR S 38 vk ERE Cachet sharpSAT
CBS_k3_n100_m441_b90_0 80 0.226 907 0.268 882 0.045 408 0.027 475
CBS_k3_n100_m441_bh90_1 448 3.796 172 7.013 469 0.041 678 0.025 963
CBS_k3_n100_m441_h90_2 80 0.178 873 0.266 189 0.041 452 0.030 354
CBS_k3_n100_m441_b90_3 176 0.630 085 1.405 833 0.052 569 0.036 754
CBS_k3_n100_m441_b90_4 144 0.454 496 0.821 496 0.049 634 0.029 669
CBS_k3_n100_m441_b90_5 132 0.427 013 1.172 159 0.066 094 0.034 003
CBS_k3_n100_m441_h90_6 576 6.227 574 10.599 465 0.040 438 0.024 254
CBS_k3_n100_m441_b90_7 364 2.626 116 4.977 643 0.043 141 0.028 257
CBS_k3_n100_m441_b90_8 260 1.386 326 2.281 566 0.055 459 0.032 671
CBS_k3_n100_m441_bh90_9 84 0.235 902 0.323 409 0.048 353 0.026 285

403

25 b AU 0 B S R AGEAE SR uf SEBEAL S I, =24 e S A PR S8 B BN T 10 I SR A € ) EE
e TR RA RSB BV EUNT 5 B AR AR SN SRS K I A i () 38 R R 4k SR SR AR R
1SS AR DL 5 BT o 55 A SR AR 5 44 A S0 IR P R AN 58 46 B 7 ot TR B 1 DL BT K 2 i s
AT SRARAFE, T T L AR B RS9 AN L 26 SR AR AR 35+

AR SCTTVE SR AR R ARG T 10 s DS AT AR Ay A% 58 56 46 T vk (10 SR 08 2003 00 45 5 Tl R PR A8 R0 500 AN Ak, B X
T 17 i 2 5 2R A 4T SRR 28R FR) S M AN K T A ST PR R e A 2R (K B 2R T MO i T i A
A IE AL RE R A ANFE S AT AL AR R 45 5 i) R R R LB BT o (RS AC T S R AR b SR AR I T
SRAD S SR DR SRR TR R DL AN 58 4 U5 15 L 38 B S8 & T TR K AT i
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6 % B

AL T IEAGE S A 5 1R 08 5 R A TR o 85 ik ol 58 4 KRR TR T O VR AR SRR AR TR /D [ 5
I PE e — R, 0 73— DA o i IS KSR Wk BE, A SCHE Cail 5 A SWee SUEIER L 3E4T 4 78, 45 2175
Tl AN e 26 (R RS o BT 1% S 0 45 SRR W, 24 45 5 15 BT X B A /D (B BN T 10) I, AR SR H 1y P b 77 3%
55 56 # TN A B SRR TR RESR TH I 2 9 BV WD SRR BE T — M IR 2R A5 ORFF 1A% Je e D00 ) I, SR fit i
3 Fo i SR /> AN S 6 SR AR DB S RE 1 B AL AE 2 25 5 1A T S AR TR A 2 I AN 5 4 T VR
R A AR SR Y SRR At I ) e 8 .

AR ST 10 P AN 58 5 IR PR SO AR SR P ) R 2 A SR A B TR D [ s ) BLAT I3 A
HEBLPRAL T AT E S T 45 5 [l (KA R R R IR 156 DL AT AT e i — 2D B
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