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Abstract: This paper presents a heuristic survey propagation algorithm for solving Quantified Boolean Formulae
(QBF) problem. A QBF solver based on the algorithm is designed, namely HSPQBF (heuristic survey propagation
algorithm for solving QBF). This solver is a QBF reasoning engine that incorporates Survey Propagation method for
problem solving. Using the information obtained from the survey propagation procedure, HSPQBF can select a
branch accurately. Furthermore, when handling the branches, HSPQBF uses efficient technology to solve QBF
problems, such as unit propagation, conflict driven learning, and satisfiability directed at implication and learning.
The experimental results also show that HSPQBF can solve both random and QBF benchmark problems efficiently,
which validates the effect of using survey propagation in a QBF solving process.
Key words: artificial intelligence; quantified Boolean formulae problem; QBF(quantified Boolean formulae)
solver; factor graph; survey propagation; conflict driven learning; satisfiability directed implication
and learning
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FRBAME S K AR QBF A4 B X XA EEEE ik 1539

KHER: A L%4E,QBF FIAL,QBF FIARME B TH A%+ RFI HREHFET
FEES S TP18L XHERFRIRAD: A

AL A 2K 24 3 (quantified Boolean formulae, fii#k QBF)2 5 7 47 E A A FR B0 1a] By 42 1 iy AL 4 A 50, 24
QBF Ayt ia] o W81 A7 1A BT QBF ) 8 5t 4 46 4 i\ ] 396 2 (SAT) il 1. R ik, QB ) Ui 4 ] LA 1
J& SAT ] B2 4k Garey % AN 1iF B3 QBF [ UK T 5 & 24Pk & T SAT a1, /& PSPACE(polynomial space)’t &
(g, g al DALE 22 T T 5 — SO R BOAIE . AR SR TR L 0 U R AR ) AT M T e IR
TER BRSO R0 N A (8, QBF ) B WY A2 3 T vz B E A,

Gent 2 N T 55— EARN 58 % (1 QBF K il 2% WalkQSAT, 1% K il 275 /8 e s\ et Hh R T SAT Jia 3 s i
% Walksat )7 % X7 vEPL Rowley 26 A\ it T QBF K fi# % WATCHEDCSBJ, &4 & T SAT K fi# 4% ZChaff
{141 U RS 7 3 JBORA (1 Kt 45 49 Gilunchiglia 25 A BE1E T QBF KA 2% QUBE,iZ KR 284/ T 12 ST UK,
K R B4 45 K 5 WATCHEDCSBY — Ff, 3 sk ff P M W0 S0 73 om (14 0 465 #4075 2 (117 Rintanen 25 A
Wil T QSAT skfi s, & 1 Fl T MOMS Jii & X7 118 Zhang % A\ ¥t T Quaffle SR AR 8%, %Ki as R 1 748 Bk
AP REIE A RS R KO I T )2 TR N B 5K i L.

F5z B LT AT S R00 QBF jn) SR fig 4% 48 /& & + DPLL(Davis,Putnam,Logemann and Loveland) 575 %11
[, 5 M DPLL S92 30 28 11 B 0 ZE 00 TR 38 2 — & 43 S I3 3. A e WIF RN B SR T 48P 7 2k A 8 DPLL B3
(3B 5> 3C.Cadoli 25 N ¥l (¥) Evaluate SRARZS R T — Rl A 22 10 07— B LIE I 775, 1% R Gith 2 i
W SAT 1) 15 (13K A% J7 3551 N 31 QBF K13k M 05 k10 R 45 2 — 1% Zhang % A\ ¥t (1) Quaffle SK il #s % T Zchaff
S fipp 2 vh A A B R A I AL R e B R 2 071 Rowley 28 A i1 WALKQSAT K fift 845 B ¥ & Walksat
Ja %7k Walksat sRAR &% 4% 2307 ok E 4 5217 Giunchiglia 25 A\ B QUBE sRAR &% % () 12
bohm Fi1 jw2 ) ) %z 28 75 92 AR 9 2 582 S 1410 v B B e 22 19 S0 okt oz 43 < ),

A SR, i R R il A T R (SANT) [V 3K A i 70 T AR KRR JEE 19 42 8 AR AR A 76— S8 FF 80Pk v L1999 4F,
Zecchina 55 A 7E (Nature) 2%& bR R MG CHe B 7K ARFENL K-SAT 0] U, 7 754G I T35 A2 21 AS 1 i 2 (1) 4
A5 orepuster< o< ot @427, o 9 T A0 B0 A8 B AN KR L AR IRE SAT il 004 1 B SK fige VR o fy (X 124, 2002 42,
Mezard %5 A7E (Science) #%i& 45 T ¥ £ 4 #E (survey propagation, fij Bk SP)H.Z:, X S T4 vH 8 2, v]
LATE RS 181 2R VR B ) py 0BT LA 1 000 000 A5 H AR Fr) A0 T M AR XI5k fr) SAT i i 1121,

AT _E 5, SP R TT LU E J& — Bl R T DPLL (¥ SAT [l 2 40k 1 S v 88— 2 i A A% 5 AR P Mg
BRI G A, F B D 8 A e KA E AR B A N AT 192, SP B0 JL T AR b [l 4 5 2, L SP Ja R R 5
SIRAE R ZHG O L ARSI EE T AR — R SP vk TR A# QBF I M) 4 Sk £ 1,
FIH SP 7748 by Ja R X5 348 2R ke ok 2D 48 22 Je 2 vl 1 [ 2 480, M T oK A it 2.

5 H K> QBF 3K fi##3 A1 [7],HSPQBF (heuristic survey propagation algorithm for solving QBF) & 45 th /&
—#FET DPLL BVEH) QBF Kff#s. % RA LA FIH Z P oKL R QBF a) i ) R fif sl R AE 43 Sk P 2
o HSPQBF i H SP Jy vESR A 1K) 42 JR 5 JE i 7 73 32, LA /N 48 2R 2% ) AT ik 2> B0 [ 3B VR B8 ) Bk, 4 52 4k 3t it
Frh HSPQBF I FH P S HEHE . phoe2% 3] o il & 28R~ 30 &5 R AR Ul /N 48 2% 2% [ 3t 7 il A SR A

1 HXH&E

T VB 58, 1 e B ST A .

EX LEUHRAR). & PSZ—MARMmENT5EEG PS LRy /R A %S QPROPps & Ul T ik
=5 B NF SRS

(1) T,Lv B T44E QPROPps(H: A, T R/, LK R vePS H v 24 7);

(2) #ig.plm T4 1T QPROPps, U—(4),(¢r0).(#v 9).(¢=0).(#=0), (¢ @) J& T £ 1T QPROPPs;

(3) #iglE T-44 QPROPps H. x J& T PS, N Vx(g),3x(4) )& T- 54 QPROPpPs.
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HE XA UG, — N AT R A 208 — MR I a 575 R4 B A 4 & T E AR T F AR A
PS FH KRN iy BB 5 4 LA ST BB IR AR R IS 4 B A A R A F AS B — AN SR I i B T X A Rl
Jo 1A FAEMRRE | N EAEAE S FQ), B8PS R

(1) # F=vx(4), M F()=min({ Aeo(l), r(D});

(2) # F=3x(¢), 1 F()=max({eo(l), 1))

— e, B AAT R A F ATBLRZR N Quxe... Quxad He1,Qie{V,33,i=1, .0, g W] DU A I A& o B wT L
FAMTEGE 2 8. 30 R0 A BEE 0, Var (@) =X Xa, .. X b 0 TAT B B AT R A& xi(i=1,...,n), 8 HALE — >
AT 205 A Bk i 1) 20 R (0 AR SR A AR B, Pt AR A 1A 20 SR AR SRR O AR AR

EX 22T RAXBAHERIER). BAA K20 ]9 2 2 18R 3845 ¢ — DB A R A 5 F
AL — MR A Z B A R A AR N 20 A7 1% I — AR AR 5% A =00 20, %
22 ] AL R (SAT); 75 T, 2 AN\ il A2 Y (UNISAT).

TR R T —4 QBF A3 QuxXq... QuXnd, U0 FAH AR 11 8 1] & AN [F) FrAD, Ju) 2HL &3] P AN ] e 2% 451
A VX TN (X VX)) A (X v —Xo) T T T WX (X V) A (=X v —Xp) A2 38 AN S5 A (10 5 2 2 L A 40 1) 22t 1) 2 AR 7] 11,
WU AT DAAS 4 30 B9 55 490 21, 3%, 3% g=TXTX 1 6, VX0 VX0 B= X0 Xy b DAL I T8 5 465 4 4T B9 AT i) k] & O X e, 24 X
ATRIR N

Q1X1...QuXkg 1)
Horp Xi(i=1, ..., k) A2 B A A ] 5 17 1) A% A ol T AR AT A () 2 37 A e — 41, 3 I, 2 20 (1) v ) A Bk i FAE T
R BN, A I A R — N EE, T RAWARQFTRN QBF AR WRARQ)MEFRAEN K,
FRZ AT kQBF A0 RN K AR ()P /bR R Z N 1 BRI RN ENRITE NS k2.
T M5 N2 N FEAE A Bk A, e 5] 58 A M i N E N TR T kO O B 177 -5
A0 2 dee 2 A Bk i) EL K Ok AT RO ) R 77 -5E AN 2t 2 O ARk A L K O AR R XY 58
AR AT R 22 0 i 1, BRI, AR SC U 5 e P 2 R A AR == 1 QB ) L

2 HSPQBF & %#EZE

DPLL Sy 2 SRk ff SAT il 1 &k m s vk 2 — B ar LT BT 1) QBF SR #8402 251 DPLL 8k
T, 145 H T KAl QBF [T DPLL Sy R AHESL.

1£ DPLL 531, Cod /R 25 T4, Cany R /s FH A FR SCF 4L IR 140 ), R 7R A8 8 v I N 1) SC 7 | s R An A7 AE S
TG \VRR BT, Q. Elvatre TR v BE K FLE 13 809 A NS, Q.Ey=rase R B L 5 v IR A
PG 15 2 (128 AR A AE TIAL B B (preprocess), DPLL &y 14 56 4 40 307 N L B0 e S5 J90 D)5 4 B A ) i
1k QBF 23K, MM I W S5V 2 A5 2 b 4 AR i AL T JE 19 2 1 A VARG 4 28 R QBF 2 3K vl il 2 5 45 1,
FATE R 13 20 A XRS5 2 T B AR — MU BRSO 21 ) 710, W s QBF 2 A W] 2 45 225
ToUAL SR BTGV A T % QBF ) R A7 AT i A2, W B 4% QBF 2 U A 2 1 1l JE AU R i) — AN AR i 45 43 5 B,
PR ANES Q.Elverrue M Q.Elymtarse. 7 14748 5NN R 3L R AETE ST REH AP — N A XA E T AL
19, 590 T DA LRAIE J 2 2CER G ] 3 A 8 78 0 B 1 S0 R RS IR 4 SR A NS AT 2 24 B Q.Ely=grue
FT Q.Ely=tarse ¥ 09 1386 2 1. B DPLL Skl LLE H P — AN 538 248 R 3 40 5 sl 2 3 i A SV 38R 1 e
KR EZ —.

BAAEFEAN) DPLL Sk IEal it T HSPQBF 9%, Sy B A HE S 4 1] 2 From Sk i 5 18
5 DPLL H [ 4H ), Cop e mn 25 1 40, C o 3 78 B AR SC A ARG 7600, R R AR 5 v BT R 1) S0 | 3R R A7 (E S0
L NWERBRLF LS, Q.Ely=rre RKEERE v IE N H SRR AXES,Q.El=rase LWL 5 v RN R
Ja 13 B 2 A A LR Ak BB B HSPQBF 73248 A 0 S FL X QBF 2 2k AT 46 37 . 75 43 S 3 B e
Bt HSPQBF SR SP 75 vEAE by J3 % 3% (SP_choosevariable), i% 77 v 1 #2414 Joy (5 0 2 40 32, 4 /N T8 &
23 1), T 1 B 925 1 [0 3B VR B 3K 00 P AR AE 58 3 4 AR R VR A 23 A8 0 SO AL BRI B, 1 S ) b 58 3
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KL QBF AT S % HE A 3 Ak [\, 20 51k conflict,satisfaction A1 undetermined. 215 E 7 24 Fif it
{H R AR BIIR [BIER conflict, IBEAT #5840 M an S E A8 2470 (T o0 B BIR [MME - satisfaction, I 1EAT i A2
IR R E AR AT AR T AN BRI W EAE R (R undetermined, 4k £ 43 3R B 7R X AP B R P oE A
ST AR 2R 2 ) SRR N R R A NI T IR AR AR B 4 TG R A IR T

Procedure HSPQBF(Q.E)

1.  preprocess(Q.E);
Procedure DPLL(Q.E) 2. if (E=Q) then return SAT,;
1. preprocess(Q.E); 3. if (CzeE)v(CanveE) then return UNSAT;
2. if E=d then return SAT,; 4. result=deduce();
3. if (CgeE)v(CaveE) then return UNSAT; 5. if (result=conflict)
4. v<«choosevariable(Q.E); 6. then analyze_conflict();
5. if (lyely) 7. if (result=satisfaction)
6.  then return DPLL(Q.E|y=ue) OF DPLL(Q.Ely=faise) 8. then analyze_satisfaction();
7. if(lely) 9.  v«SP_choosevariable(Q.E);
8.  then return DPLL(Q.EJy=true}) and DPLL(Q.Ely=taise) 10. if(lvels)
11. then return HSPQBF(Q.E|\=true) 0r HSPQBF(Q.E|y=faise)
12, if (lvely)
13. then return HSPQBF(Q.E|y=trye) and HSPQBF(Q.E|y=faise)
Fig.1 DPLL algorithm Fig.2 HSPQBF algorithm

K1 DPLL #i% Kl 2 HSPQBF %k
3 EF Survey Propagation /A 3%5B)9 Xk

SP HL AT LLE R /& —Fh I T DPLL [¥) SAT [MUE 8 201, e 1 2 T — 20 i A2 A 0 (L P M 2R 32 2% 0 A,
I D i e B SR A A B A AR 2, SP L LR D IR e 2, SP HikE R A5 S K%
HOrE DL O S AL SP SR AT T B S 4y A 0 R e SR T — R AR R RR IR P U A 0k AR R B R S
T SRAL S T R — B 3 10 T RS 3R F B R M i R R B R A IR A I AR R A S R R A I AR
L FAAT R A AT IR Wl R SP 7 VA AE QBF SRR FL AP #4740 S ik B
3.1 #)FSurvey Propagationi#{T4> & i% 1%

FER AR QBF [l BT AFFH SP 7 VAT 43 SO B8 AE VB G4y A (1 B P, SP 7 VAAE R 1 B b AR 2,
A VS Sk S5 A A SR R A LA HRE S R A R A QB SR T LS A Afy M 328 B 43 S 4 /N R ) b
SR LR R O B v R R
3.1.1 ¥ (factor graph)

A7 EE—AN T 1 B G=(V,E), I v,V 345 s 45 B D AR A TR B A 2 9 2 R 2y (el b P [
FoR)FIFA) T S (B O R R). R B L ) a s — A IR N A S )T A a iR TR
B0 e AR IR RS, I T A S R AR e i DUIE AR S BLAE TS a Hp IR 2N TE 9 — 4k 52

SR AT A AR | DU TR BT a

MR 5, P — 4 R AR T 1 1 5571 1 a i — A8 0 .
BT A V)R S R iR T T 2 e
B V)R 50 T 401 2 e R V) H E
TR 53— ER T AT R AR V()b Ran bR & T ° L

AU AU T 58 5 T A () 1) 7 R AR B 2R AU, )

—ANFA)TT A a ] V(@)=Va(a)uV_(a)Z& s AR AR T 2

A T QBF 2 30Xy Ixa(XevXa) A (—Xov—xp), BT LUFI B Fig.3  An simple example of a factor graph
Bl 3 pia) &R i dr Ao b e TR K3 A T R )
X1VXp,b T 1) e 7R =X v—Xy.
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312 HE&LE

SP ARV rh AR B R SR 40 D A R — iR ) 1) A AR R IR R, ) — R R AR ) ) A 3 T R T R
BB 2 R P U 054 pR R SEBLI.

(1) 10 a R 0 A R ISR A B T ) AR AR A M B AR A TR 2, nai R (R, 720:€[0,1]).

77a—>i: H |: Hjﬁa :I (2)

jev (@i Hﬁa +Hjsﬁa +H?ﬁa
Hedr 27 V(@i 25, =1,
(2) A5 0 T a Ak kAR R B AR e T AR B R A = e T, = (T T
170, MR AR B R

H&ﬁ{l— H (1_77b4i):l H Q-m) (3)
bevy (i) beVs (i)
M:azll_ H (1_77b~>i):l H (L=151) 4
beVy (i) bevy' (i)
IYi(La: H L= (5)
beV (i)\a

Hodro Ve () Ron 5 R AR R TN T a 1A S AR A (SR T 1S a AR I VI () A,
TR 2R I TRAUE 1;VE () Fon 5 1 BRI BAS B § 3 700 a M 70 SIS (B T 19 55 a LUAR). o
VE (i) 2 23 2 TS A AH Y () SR B A2 1.

B 4 5 i b3 i Aot R 1 O AR R . PO S s R ) 1 A R 3% 1 R, 3 O A R kA
WL TAD RO A5 1 ] 4 oh 22 BT R, T4 a filfr 3 AR w2 ¥ T a 3Rk AR R y A0z B0 R i
AR By F 2 AR L T a8 4 B AR AL T a, 3 A5 1) A e X RV 7T (17a0,>0); 55— 2 A B ) T 1) R
{314 JEL, 3 7% A (R AR il 99 L 7 A (KM 0 1] 4 b A5 TR 5 AN T4 ajb,e,die #E A AR R x b, T
ab,ce BLE T X, A d BE T —x T ab,ce AR x KL, AR x LI KB MBLE A d
o AR I e Y 8 4, A8 i X RIS R AL T4 d.

OO
0

Fig.4 Two types of messages passed

B4 PR B L e

3.1.3 % Survey Propagation 1)) 37 i %

T Jegn th SP BE W 5 iR . SP SN S HUN 55 JIEAIREL tmax FIEE KRG B & 5021 7T t=0 R
HLATEAAL A R 2, 58 5 = 52 b ) P 3 245 3554 28 B (Update_SPO)) R Y 8 37 15 (36 3 47), 243 42 P A AR5 21 1Y
T 2 75 1 4 0 /N T SRORS B I, 3R B S S A5 B G 1 R . SP RVEAS B T A mT TG RN AR
SELETE R 0GR (RO O ), Xl Ji 2t 23 by LE O 28 R0 674 o 1 AR B2 1), M B LIE B — AN AR AR &
BEATR (R G E) x=1 (IHEZ 2 BUH, 0 R 3R, Y AL I — AR, AR i T AR (VRS ) 3 =0 M.
T 4 A e 0 R S 2
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EfmeE:
11+ 117 +1T7
B i 5
TS — — )
1141141
T
[A7i+ :|:1_ H (1_77;ai):| H (1_77;%) (8)
aev, (i) aev_(i)
ﬁi:l:l_ H (1_77;4>i):| H (1_77;~>i) (9)
aev_ (i) aev, (i)
I’ = T1 @-n.) (10)
aev (i)
R4 AR B 1) 1F Al B2 R0 67 fm i, 1T DA 218 1w (BN
W, = max(W,?, W) (11)

1ERME QBF A, SP 75 il LUk sRA AR A 42 SR B i (5 B aT 0 T o AN A B I 8 b B e v
PE BT 5 DPLL R A 43 SOk $6 AR $ 00 S A5 b B B e QB 2 21 i) J2 442 M /N 38K F0 I 126
BAR XN TR —RAZ02 R BT HH SP 2 T LA A &1 IE g WS RS E w0 .
AR O o, T LUK AR B0y S 3 i AR (W ~1 BRWO ~1) L PR (W ~ WO B WO RN A HOR
JE A e (W ~1). Fhy 25 18 A e T ) AL A 5 1 445 00 50 R DK A s 240 SROAR A2 A8 R AN i BRI S 8 11 ok
SiPRA S TR AP 2 B L 0 AR ™ v T A U Ay AR 3 S A, B 2 LA g R W) — W) | 1 A e R 24 B AR
o A ] ) AN () %o A R PR {77 2t AR [ SR 240 R i 40 S A ) ] R A7 A ), 1 S 5 S AR B
B A9 3 A ) 1L FR) 3 323 PR Ay 0 T A A A i, LB R ) — > 7 SR il A A T A PR E Ji 2 T
DT I, 1 12 38 6 A 2050 20 W A AR 002 T 2 2R 240 SR i S e ) ]t A R R R Sk SN LA 2 AR R R
TR PAAS 73 S T AL R A T RABRUE Jit 22 0T A2, BT LA 5 25 K A 1 AR DA A 1) 81 S 14 23 S
FAZ I SCASTL AL AN 5 BEGR 225 48 5 — 70 50 S0 45 AR, IR VA v LU 5 fd i DPLL 5 V1) SR i
e

Procedure Survey Propagation(tmax, €)
. if (t=0) then initialize_7a_i;
. for t=1 to t=tmax

1

2

3 nai(t)=Update_SP();
4 i (17asi(®— asi(t-1)lar<e)
5. then Goto 7
6. endfor

7. if (t=tmax) then return UN-CONVERGED;
8

. elsereturn 77 . =7a.i(t).

Fig.5 Survey Propagation algorithm
% 5 Survey Propagation .
4 HXAE

FEEFELF AR AL B QBF T 2UfE BN 73 SC AL BRI BE. 73 S AL R H R LE T A0 W48 20 24 115 20 S0 B
QBF A A AL P AEX B BOR 7 i SR L e 5 2 >0 FUH AL 2000 °7 >0 A5 1 AR NS 8 22 2 [R) BEAT BY AL
LAS i 73 SCAR BRI R0
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4.1 IR

TEAII 45 58 QBF 22X 1 W] 9 A Pk 2 T, S R Py SREHE B4 AR % 2 FHEAT A 173X — T 78 S R S0
FH UL SRR

EX 3(BITFA). A& 4 QBF AXF,.CH F 7 A)LH Clt— Mo TR 2 BA (1) C A BAX
B MEESCF 13(2) C A ARSI R ZH T | &1 2 35 BRAETE SO | b e .

EX AELFHMM). Wk QBF A F ARt 30T LK | E A & A8 — Al R

%5 QBF A F,.C A IG5 | A C IS Ie ST, AR AT A AE C B IE | 1) FUAE #1254
TR AT LA B T 4 iR

R 5. %€ QBF A F % FUNTE F RN 5 SO MU S 45 2058 19 QBF A0, F af 32 4 ALY
F Al AL

EX 6(MIEHR). 4E—1 QBF 2R F,C H F d 7 4), W RARMEL RS C Wi (1) C A1
PR AR A A (2) C v TR A RR SO IR AN B X B F IR A P 58, B C b 5 1)

EXTCREMM). 4558 —A QBF A3 F AWM R 0, 1 S 2 115 49 SCAFAF v 58 740, UIAE 125y 30 F AN T]
WAL

T FH B S S J0 U) R e S 0 S, 55 BE AR AR 4 2 (0 5 SRAE kP (AL B U HEBR I 45 A2 conflict N, 7R
T 43 SCANRL AL  EEREAT v O 2 2] RAR N AR SR 4.2 T i LA IR 2 HE L 45 R satisfaction I, 7R 24T
A SCRT LA 2 T TEEAT I R A 2 o) AR N R AT AR 4.3 T n bl g
4.2 HEES]

AUREHT DPLL 43 SIS & Wm0 SC T 1 QBF 2 202 AN R AL ) IX IR AT DLREAT Mo 27 >,
TSEAE ST 1A 32 B H (9290 3% 1 BT AE AR 13 58 43 3CaXRE, 22 BB G 1 48 220 % vl 2 [ RE 10 1 1 B, gt mT DUOAS F 4k
00 2R T T AL T 21T PR 4 R 3 SR A R L I R R X A N A T, S 4 A A I B e A R
i .

EX BOREKIR). ALt a MHRKIZ R a 75 5 BUR BT 5 s (0240 1% B E 5 B0 LT SR E 802 1.
EX GEITFA). ALh a M5AT T R)E N B SN 2 a BRI T-R)

EX 10(3%Fa). wvf CouE LAl Ina}, T CoUE LT {nndnez, - Inen =@}, M F11) Cp 4y
C, KT H a MIHE TR LTl I et ez, Inan

R 11 4% QBF AR F% FOEEARX F iR F RS TAE3 200,00 F 5 F i 2 v .

TSEEE 3] LB S S TS FE ST, B 6 45 T i R I ST VEHE SR i R 1 S I A T QBF AR
AL 5T A (find_conflicting_ clause()), W SR A7 7E, IF| H generate_clause()id F2 4E 5 1) % > T fi (new_cl).
A 2B IR A0 NN B B (add_clause()), 1 5 fr b 5tk vk 5% 2 2] i B AR TS IR 10 (K HROR 2 R
0, T SR, W) B9 45 TR 5 WA, T 2813~ ) 6o V2 [ 4 55 J2 SR, IS TR 2R 38 IR [ 43 S I G T 4k 2 1) R R,
MITGE /N T 2R 7% 18]

Routine analyze_conflict()
conflictcl=find_conflict_clause();
newcl=generate_clause(conflict_cl);
add_clause(new_cl);

if (dI(new_cl)=0)

then backtrack(dl(new_cl));

end

oA~ wNE

Fig.6 Analyze conflict routine
K6 oot ik
43 HRBEEFEFS]
WIREATT DPLL 4332 2wl D)0 AT 36 A 20 J0R 2 ) 9 A 2008 2 ) 1 £ 2 H IAE T30 3 2 T A7 7 1R s 2
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I3 3CIXHE, 2 TE BE S R4 220 R B B [F)RE IR DO IR, AR R DUAS F 4k 248 2R B 40 BT 2 T (R 4 2R 4 SR T
SRR RE T A R PR A B 53— A 20 3 A Ul WAL 250 2 2] W, T S A A ORIV T8 SR i .

EX RARHEEER). 4E 4 CNF g &I & IIE K #=gvENVEN,v ... VENy, 71, ENy,
EN,,...,ENg 7518 (Bl SC5- 15 ).

Rl 13, A gar I H CNF Rl DNF 2275 H H EE AR A, Bl g=C1ACoA .. .AC=EN;VEN, v ... VEN,, I
AR AR F=Q1X1...QuXed=Q1X1... QXk(C1ACA .. AC)ZFEM T F'=Q1X1...QXkd =Q1X1... QX (CiACoA... A
Cnov EN; vV ENS v...v EN, ) Hi C(I<i<sn)RR FHLEN(I<i<t)FI EN/ (1<ism)R/p FIE.

EX 14 TEIE). s MU BEREAR RN QBF 2 F=Q:X1...QuXed =Q1X1... QuX(#vENv
ENpv...vENy), & EN(1<<ism)>hy F P (85 B EN; & — /MR ocsiiE 4 HACH: (1) EN; i BAVE — MR
T 1(2) EN; tP T AR AT SCA I R E AR R T | ] =

EX 15(ZEAM). R LGB AR R K QBF A0 F PAEAE L CHTE EN,WPRACH 4 PR 30T |
A A B A5 2 AT AR

B L RAEBGHEA R R QBF A3 FEN N HRICHETE & | 4 EN HHAUH 2R, R ET A C
A TRV AR | A FLAE AN, 12 A BT, BT b T DAAS 3 00 &1

Rl 16. 475€ QBF A\ F FONTE F L] B Sc 7 A 20 8T (1 QBF 220, F Al 2 2 HAX F !
A AL

AL 25 2 20 0 L A T T R SE I, 7 g TR AT T I RR (W R ARAE AL S P 98 ST A T
JC T ) AN R) 96 e 008 25 20 A7k 11 2 R T R 0 20 BT Tk R i S I i o 2R A AR L A B (find _sat_
entity()), W RAFTE, N F I FEBAT EE 4 47575 IR B 224 117 P T A 21 B AH 19 1) J2 1 (generate_sat_induced_entity()).
LI FR WA AR 2 RS G Ak (RS R B AR O 1, AT LA AR i il — A S,
B B 5 U B AT T A R A AR B T A R ) A A8, B 2 (Xe v o) A (—Xo v Xa) A(Xg v Xa) R AN R LB A
{x1=0, X,=0,X3=1,%,=0%}. 1] LA NEEAS T4 s Bk — AN 3055 BB 3 T S0 5o T X, WA 5 PR J6 08 S — XAy, AR
AJ DA H A e PR T AN M — T R AR A5 3 10 1 S B BT FE G 2% ) 1L FE (consensus_generate_entity()). f
Ji 9 A8 23 AT T S R A 1) RV I N B0 T P (add_newentity (), 3% 512 B b gl 2 i AL 2 > b R A T A E 1
PR ZRTR N Ot B, DN ARV 55 1 75 ) [ 3 380 39 6 e v 2 P e 5 G M B S 148 R G AR s B [ R
R 0 IR, A9 W BAAS FH 4k 28 480 2R 77 T 43 ) BT 22400 P 48 28 20 S W s R 11 R T B R R R AR R (0 0 — AN 00 3
BT BRI RN R A R ) AN RS AT, AT 4 D T 4 2R A5 ).

Routine analyze_SAT()
entity= find_sat_entity();
if (entity= NULL)
then entity = generate_sat_induced_entity();
if (ltermnate_condition(entity))

then newen= consensus_generate_entity(entity);
add_newentity(newen);

if (dI(newen)=0)

then backtrack(dl(newen));

end

PN I RWNE

Fig.7 Analyze SAT routine
K7 o i 7

5 SCIGERES

FATAE Linux FREE N FARE C++iE 5 S T QBF Il K 4% HSPQBF & %t JLEE A (M 51VE R HSPQBF £
R 2 s R T T QB SR 4 I SR A8 38, FRATTHE A ¢ QBF ) LRI X1 M il b 38T H R A AR SR AL
iU QBF KA##s, i1 2C1sQ,SQBF,QuBETrell.3 &5 it {52 /£ — & DELL PowerEdge 2650 iz 47,5
I8 (K32 47T PR 85 41 R :CPU:2xIntel Xeon 2.00GHz, N #%:1G,15:/E % %5 :RedHat ES3.0.
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5.1 DPLLE X 5HSPQBFE %L

o5 LA SN R G 3 TR A 421 Survey Propagation 43 S IE B AR TN 4 T rh A I o 2 ) A
A UL ARAE AN DPLL 38 3 v 14 L AE A% 5250 v T A7 199 1) 30 S 491 45 /2 £h 2% 44 1) Gent & Walsh Bl 1, i
7 s A B,

F LG T ARMEK SRR AR s, —"RoRTE 1 200 MHATRIGIIKAERS), R 1 Fd L
1qbf,2gbf F1 3qbf JT 3k (1) 18] S48 43 565 B 2k Lgbf i) . 2qbf il 3qbf 9] @, 5enf K7 1) 8 1) 454>+ 1) K B
KK 5,160var K n e % H 160 AL 5, 2560c! 78 T 7] 5 KN4 2 560 A~ R ATTHAFRHE C++EF LM T
1A BINEET DPLL 1) QBF SKAESE, TP INEE 2 FI4H T Z BRI &5 1 .56 3 & 1F DPLL Bk i
fitlh E RN 23 S b R R Ji5 1) S 3 45 B 0T LA B LA TR B I B SRR R AR 4 A DL R R A e T —
16 ] 1 (41 3gbf-5cnf-20var-80cl.3), &L A 1 000 1% DL EI42 1.5 4 %145 tH7E DPLL F5EAh b RN I 25 15 3765
ARG RS20 45 3 7] LUE 213X N E R T 2gbf-5enf-20var-80cl.0 i #5 F1 3qbf-5cnf-20var-80cl.1 1] f5 41 i) JL T B
Wl b R AT IR R B 5 A A RGN S 45 R, T LA B A X T DPLL 89, HSPQBF HETE T
A B LR A T v AR 2 1), B A 10° AR LA L AR s

IR 45 R U, BT Survey Propagation ()43 32k B AR 58 4% 2 45 43 SCAb BT VEAE B B DPLL 55
R T A A B RO

Table1 Comparisons of HSPQBF and DPLL in random problems
F 1 HSPQBF 5 DPLL 7EFEML ) 8 L 1 sk 56 L 3%

Problem DPLL DPLL+learning DPLL+SP  HSPQBF
1gbf-5cnf-160var-2560cl.0  293.08 65.27 0.15 0.08
1gbf-5cnf-160var-2560cl.1 ~ 649.04 15.6 1.01 0.86
1gbf-5cnf-160var-2560cl.2  1014.52 25.56 0.08 0.04
1gbf-5cnf-160var-2560cl.3 — 176.41 0.09 0.13
1qbf-5cnf-160var-2560cl.4 11.15 0.45 1.76 0.94
1qgbf-5cnf-160var-2560cl.5 — — 0.7 0.37
1gbf-5cnf-160var-2560cl.6 ~ 904.43 6.22 0.12 0.06
1gbf-5cnf-160var-2560cl.7  250.63 12.7 0.04 0.02
1gbf-5cnf-160var-2560cl.8  374.41 68.84 11.87 12.06
1qbf-5c¢nf-160var-2560cl.9 7.19 0.73 3.82 5.9

2qbf-5¢cnf-20var-80cl.0 8.27 13.43 10.58 8.09
2qbf-5¢cnf-20var-80cl.1 2.75 1.38 2.17 1.72
2qbf-5cnf-20var-80cl.2 4.47 8.28 1.53 1.23
2qbf-5cnf-20var-80cl.3 3 1.68 0.65 0.51
2qbf-5cnf-20var-80cl.4 11.2 311 2.21 1.85
2qbf-5cnf-20var-80cl.5 4.92 0.86 2.41 1.89
3qgbf-5cnf-20var-80cl.0 - 581.46 54.27 42.26
3qgbf-5¢nf-20var-80cl.1 227.52 8.52 265.65 163.08
3qgbf-5¢cnf-20var-80cl.2 1007.78 636.82 847.08 629.66
3gbf-5cnf-20var-80cl.3 95.55 0.22 3.57 4.92
3qbf-5¢cnf-20var-80cl.4 - 908.35 349.51 354.24
3gbf-5cnf-20var-80cl.5 — 597.41 43.45 32.18

5.2 HSPQBF5Z£EOQBF KRS LLEL

2CIsQ,SQBF,QuBErel1.3 & H I A A JUAN KAl 26 5 =i 1Y) QBF ] SR iR 25, 56 2 AN SEIR 2 ¥4 HSPQBF
RGN b IR SR A S8 AT B A S8 A AR 9 0 45 1t Gent & Walsh BEKL i 537 25 28 2 5 1) BB ML ) 5800 Be A 14
QBFLIbM | N # [y L kv 3K 1) 1.

RK24MT Bk 4 RGAEREN i) (R ILO [B] SRAT A2 s, —"RINTE 1 200s P AT 2 U0 ) SR AB 2% ). A
AT LA s Y, AT Quberel1.3 A1 HSPQBF REWS KAl I A1 ) A& T 1gbf-5cnf-160var-2560cl.8 fii i
HSPQBF 2T Quberel1.3 4k 7 H AR HE 73 1) i HSPQBF [ IR ELZ AL T~ HAh 3 A KA.

FIUHT Bk 4 ARG Miscellanea 355 1119 impl 1) B e 11 5256 L6 (A7 /& s,“— "R 7E 1 200s P 34
AT R SR A2 ). 7T LA B T 2C1sQ 4k, 304t 3 AN ZR Ge A0 e % 18 D bl figg e b3k i) .
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RAGHT 44 KAEE T Planning 3 1) ev-pr i) 2SR i (0 0R 45 S (AT s, —73R7R4E 1 2005 I HHAT
RO SR A ). N e b v LAt HSPQBF 221 W 47 T 2CIsQ FI Quberell.3,{H % % T~ SQBF.
FEL T 44 QBF K #% %) Miscellanea 135 7 1¥] k_ph_p 5] &5 SR A 1 I8 25 B (B A7 & s, — " F 7R AE 1 200s
PRAT RIBI SR AR AR ). AR T aT LU HSPQBF ZEH] 4 T 344t 3 AN SRfEAS 7EH 44 8 | HSPQBF HZH

10 %5 LA i sk

Table 2 The solving effect list of random QBF problems
F 2 FEPL QBF ] UK K AR SR A&

Solver 2ClsQ SQBF  Quberell.3 HSPQBF
1qbf-5cnf-160var-2560cl.0 - — 20.69 0.08
1qgbf-5cnf-160var-2560cl.1 — — 97.14 0.86
1qgbf-5cnf-160var-2560cl.2 — - 0.94 0.04
1qbf-5cnf-160var-2560cl.3 - 43.25 28.93 0.13
1gbf-5cnf-160var-2560cl.4  15.33 — 57.22 0.94
1qgbf-5cnf-160var-2560cl.5 — - 46.57 0.37
1gbf-5cnf-160var-2560cl.6 ~ 149.32 27 33.82 0.06
1gbf-5cnf-160var-2560cl.7  22.91 72.09 36.01 0.02
1gbf-5cnf-160var-2560cl.8  120.25 = 0.78 12.06
1gbf-5cnf-160var-2560cl.9  253.01  694.84 123.97 5.9
2qbf-5cnf-160var-5120cl.0 0.08 3 0.04 0
2qbf-5cnf-160var-5120cl.1 0.05 b 0.05 0.01
2gbf-5cnf-160var-5120cl.2 0.08 - 0.07 0
2qbf-5cnf-160var-5120cl.3 0.07 — 0.05 0.01
2qgbf-5cnf-160var-5120cl.4 0.05 — 0.04 0
2qbf-5cnf-160var-5120cl.5 0.06 - 0.04 0
2qbf-5cnf-160var-5120cl.6 0.07 — 0.03 0
2qbf-5¢nf-160var-5120cl.7 0.05 — 0.04 0.01
2gbf-5cnf-160var-5120cl.8 0.09 - 0.04 0
2qgbf-5cnf-160var-5120cl.9 0.07 — 0.04 0

Table 3 The solving effect list of impl problems in the Miscellanea domain

% 3 Miscellanea 385 7 ¥ impl i &5 1) i il R0 3 36

Solver 2CIsQ SQBF Quberell.3 HSPQBF
impl02 0 0 0 0
impl04 0 0 0 0
impl06 0.01 0 0 0
impl08 0.04 0 0 0
impl10 0.12 0 0 0
impl12 0.45 0 0 0
impl14 2.09 0 0 0
impl16 27.88 0 0 0

Table 4 The solving effect list of ev-pr problems in the Planning domain

& 4 Planning 3+ ) ev-pr finl i) SR Al AR 512

Solver 2ClsQ SQBF Quberell.3 HSPQBF
ev-pr-4x4-5-3-0-0-1-lg - 1.55 1.06 1.22
ev-pr-4x4-7-3-0-0-1-lg 36.48 3.43 86.72 11.06
ev-pr-4x4-9-3-0-0-1-Ig 547.45 5.79 — 117.08
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Table 5 The solving effect list of k_ph_p problems in the Miscellanea domain
% 5 Miscellanea 3 7 f#] k_ph_p 15 &5 (1) sk il R4 0 31 %

Solver 2CIsQ SQBF Quberell.3 HSPQBF
k-ph-p-1 — 0 0 0
k-ph-p-2 0.01 0 0 0
k-ph-p-3 0.01 0.01 0 0
k-ph-p-4 0.02 0.07 0.02 0.01
k-ph-p-5 0.09 1.04 0.17 0.13
k-ph-p-6 0.73 4.15 1.29 0.45
k-ph-p-7 5.17 27.55 9.40 31
k-ph-p-8 76.52 653.04 206.57 16.78
k-ph-p-9 1080.45 — — 84.52

#6245 T 44 QOBF Kf##x%) Formal Verification 3871 i) counter i B K fif B9 AR 45 B (P47 2 s, — "%
JNTE 1 200s PPHAT R I SR fif 4 ) AR iR ] BUE H, T HSPQBF i SQBF 1] BASK A ik i . 2L 1 HSPQBF
B B ATT 2CIsQ F1 Quberel 1.3, 45 & ] 8 1Y SR fifg i & L A2 42 v T AT 300 £, {HIE 25T SQBF.

Table 6 The solving effect list of counter problems in the Formal Verification domain
< 6 Formal Verification 38 [¥] counter i) {5 [ 3K A 2 R 71 2%

Solver 2CIsQ SQBF Quberell.3 HSPQBF
cnt01 0 0 0 0
cnt02 0.01 0 0.01 0
cnt03 0.13 0.05 0.02 0.01
cnto4 11.81 0.07 0.49 0.04
cnt05 b 0.21 28.71 2.22
cnt06 S 1.27 — 0.98
cnt07 == 0.89 — 11.55
cnt08 & 3.46 — 79.96
cnt09 - 34.34 — 348.74
cnt10 — 43.64 — 237.86

i LIRS SEE6 R) LLF H i1 F Survey Propagation J7 7 5 QBF ) 8 1 ) backbone A% & = BLAK#6 T 11
AR A AOE 2R 100 S 43 A JIT LAAS 3] I A0 ) AR 238000 5 43 A Wl 459 0 ok T 2 0601 QB 1) A1, AL 1) 780 SE 481 11 7= 44
2 R AN AR Sl I S (R AR T I, R I, 459 381 45 A A S L A 1R R R 20 5 2 AT 1 L 36 5 K T 45 44 4 ) 8 52 461
S T8 T S o ) A e 7 A 0 BT, 1 B 00 45 A R R M R 0 A3 A AR A — o IR IR TR R 0 45 R 5 3
Survey Propagation 77 VA A g R LA 2% 8945 59T LU HSPQBF 532 75 3K /i QBF Fifi Bl 5] 51 Sz 491) 1 fty 6 30 5 5 4 —
L 5341 HSPQBF MY L J5i A7 )3 T+ DPLL J7¥2: 1) QBF SKARSFILAE R LA TARK 4 i AHXS T H B 5l 11
QBF Kffa%, [FIFE AT 58 4 ) 32 KA o 1 38 20 1) L, SP 77 v ] LA MRS 345 5 07 B IR o 08k 1 ok, B
AL 3 QBF 1) 7 HR [¥) backbone 72 &, i3k T QBF [n) 51 (¥ 18] 4k, A I 4 73 il 85 it e o€ b #53 A At 9w W, SP
T TATIN . AR, TR DPLL S Th RN SPJ7 v JG A6 b 4 v T ) 1 SR AR A6

SE 2 3] e 10 T 2 AT AFAE B 5843 32, M B 5 AR 48 2 0 R 38 1) R RE 1R 1 R, T LS FH 4k 2R3 R T E
T T 2247 T A 2 4 SR AN T A TR T R K 4 R A )R AT BT ARG ks T 2R A R R RN AR R A
BRI 280 20 T 3 2R e R v 3 ) o 2 S, T A R A AR L 9 R B R A LT S T A A R X
FEOLT 582 2 7048 48 3R e b ke 1R 4 AR /S 3 AL 2515 2% S0 Re 8 10 55 4 B0 A7 78 R0l A2 20 32, 1 B 5 1)
4 2R R v 36 3 TR 1 15 0 IR, T LA P b 4 2R T A 1 48 R 43 SO R 1 T B e R AR
AR 5 — AN SC R B R R /I T 38 28 23 W), T 3 w1 17 40 S AR B 1) R 38 AR 7 VA6 A Ak 98 2R 2 T 1)
Tk R P A AE — S 11 IR 100 9 6, X 32 MNP T T AR Bt R iy ok 0 00 2 v o N 8 7 2 BRI B S 7 B IR AT 1
AR L P A I 2 ST R S A B — 0 I R)L IR 7E DPLL B9 @ N A S AR R G SRR T —
B w3 R B DRk M S A4 - U HSPQBF A 7E DPLL 59 7 @lN SP J7 ¥ LA K 43 S A B 45 7 v I
R T QBF Il B SR AR AR 75 B FE H W & ZE A A Survey Propagation 75 ¥4 2 DPLL 43 32,20 K5t
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J R A SRR A R AR OK R S ) 3 2 AR BILAE 2R P AN T 1

(1) SHIERBCE,

(2) SLEIIA L.

Zecchina 5 A A 1 7SR AF SAT [ Iy, A 20K 10 336 389, 15 Jh X 28 A% 8 S35 1) I [) G 98 PR 3 ik, O Lt
TV G2 IR Bt DA (03 18, e S B A% R SR K AT R DR s o B AT T 7SR QB ) LN & B, 20 KX &R
G R AR AR A AROK RS W, 0 T BARBLAE SP SR SR A5 G A0 B G A AR A g Tl b A R S v 28
AR AL K DK g BB 30,35 B T 5E AU (RN 0 T AT AR S — A i AR e 1 T i A L K
e AT ] L

6 l%‘ gﬁ

AR BATE T B R 2 B AL 3 5k, T3 TR T — M B 9 QBF KA #5——HSPQBF %
GE X PR AFEARAE 73 SCIE PRI T W 2 AL 5 J5 VA SR 8 DPLL 43 SRR 35 7 b B2 53 52 I, 2% 2R G ) FH o o 4
T oA 5] G R 2R 5 A5 VA 2R R I BT A, A T IR 4 R AR G R 1) H IR S 06 & TR AR B U A AR
JIVEAE R —Hh i e 25 v, T LA 28 A 1 LA i A 1 A o T 7 2 2 P o 2 2] AR RR AR AT LA Ak
T QBF i) I ) Sk AR AE KB 23 FR vl A 16 L, HSPQBF 24 T-BI A 1) QBF ol SR A% 22 45 AR T, AR A SCHR
A e 3R A A 7 v T DLYR /N8 2R 4 (), 932 23 PR 1 7 85, {58 T HIE B Survey Propagation 5 ¥4 7E QBF
Vi 0 (AT S B AN I T AT S — D ST L i A R ) e B RS SR BN T Y B B
QBF i) {196 & 76 B B UL IZ 546 QB [l b 17 2 1.
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