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combines the advantages of CT and STRbit that makes the memory as little as possible while ensuring the efficiency of solving.
Experimental results show that the proposed algorithm is competitive over a variety of instances with non-trivial intersections.
Key words: constraint programming; arc consistency; table constraint; simple tabular reduction; factor-decomposition encoding

LR T (constraint programming, i FR CP) & A T4 g U 1 i 9 7 170 2 —, 2 B2 FH - fift v 41 45 48 % 1) .
WA I ST VRN CP 0l B By 1t 7 P AR AR 22 4508k, 49 B DD R L TR T A R AU CP i — il ) 2 i 9T
20 AT e 24 R FH e 4L W A b s SCHE kL) U 2% (generalized arc consistency, @ #R GAC) & SR il & £ R
I AP 1) 5 R GAC S92 38 I U 590 5 A o3k G 2801k T R SR g8 3 3 4 2 B9 2 SR 182 3 24 AR 1K) 5 4% 1%
Z— T [ 2R A0 I B — AN 45 ST GAC Bk AW U DR S 2 B AL GAC T, 4ERF R 4K GAC 4
BT 4 B 459 (simple tabular reduction, fif B STR)5%vEM:STR21), STR3E!, STRbitl), CTP!, STR-NP,
AdaptiveSTRI,  STR2*IH1 £ {8 ¥ 5% €l (multi-valued decision diagrams, &% MDD)%%7::MDDc, MDD4M
Compact-MDD!.

7E GAC ) vz A% FH 1 A I, s B AR A e 5 R 7 AT EE R, 00 a0 DG AR 35 K2 IR BOM AR . UG AH
7% (pairwise consistency, i PWC)MIf15g 42 i %l 4 % (full pairwise consistency, & #k fPWC).fPWC J&— Fif g i
J& GAC i /& PWC (1) AH 251, th gl A Ut 2 S — AN ) /6 A2 GAC, B4 B — 2 i A2 fFPWC. 45, A P A 7 :{
A DL SR S0 FPWC. — P 5 24 5L 4G S8R 4 i, Ll k-3¢ X % AT (k-interleaved encoding)t*®l. Rl 465 (factor
encoding, fiii B FE)MIAIA 143 % 25 i (factor-decomposition encoding, {7 FDE)™ 4% FDE & H ij 24 % % v 1 4
1575 338 5 STR SEIL— A . 55— B 7 3 70 A 36 ek 7 v 2 1 v A 2 0, 3 4040 % maxRPWCH®
maxRPWC+MM1, eSTRIS, pPW-ACI ORI PW-CTIOME: I S A v 47 4l £ GAC (R flh AT BIAMRY 2F, M iR
e e R 2 PW-CT.

WX 4ERF GAC 5 fPWC ) 3= LTI HT, 24 1 a3 g o (R SV #8481 bitset (¥ 5004 4544, Bl tn- CT,
STRbit,PW-CT %5.FDE & —Fluls — A2 0 0 45 FEAT 2 138, T B8 — A 380 1R 240 SR D9 4 [14) & Al 7 925 70 3K A 3 1) 240 3R
W4 L 4iFF GAC S THE R AR L SR 2% L 4% fPWC.IRATT R I, 2414 T bitset 15530 4 SR AR IX AN B 1 2 R
8 4% A7 25 1 14D 2% W) 52 2% 38, T i 3l 9 A7 ¥ HH ) L3S DR g St FDE 8 5 1) 240 3R 9 485 1) RS B2 K1 R 46y 1)
LU 4%, 5 2 E s M LA BRI E AR ST, 31138 1 T STRFDE S yk———F i H bitset 543k K fiff FDE 3K
Wil Jiik. e 4 a T CT F STRbit (1003 75 PR AIE SR g 2502 1) R A v 7 P9 A7 AT gD

{EARSL T, STRFDE AR % FDE (145 M 2 AN 249 T 2% 43 fife by P A58 43, 5 6] 38 7 A 358 40 4 FH A [) 1 53092 3R
198 I T &1 5 A [ 1 29 A8 FH A [A) 1) 5590 02 & PR K. PW-CT,eSTR FlHAl PWC SEVEASfie B 378 1 sk i 2% 1
SEHRIX 2 R R AT A RO B B ST AL A% R 2 STREDE A DL EH B7F E KR o% FSzBL. seab 45 R T,
STRFDE 7F K% 554 1A% 2L PW-CT Fl STR2+FDE i Jf HL7E— 46504 F2 T CT.

1 EEHIR

24 R ML ] 8 (constraint satisfaction problem, fij Bk CSP)2 H W — N2 o R 4% N J2& 75 A5 . 29 M 2% 7 DA%
R N=(X,C), Hob X il n AN B AR AR A X=X Xa, . X b C AR HT @ N WAL A R 8 A C={cy,
Cav..r Ce D) FE7 A8 Bk X O IS (9 1835049 T 768, BA IR (x,@) g — AN 53 AL xe X HL aeD(x). B, (x,3) it — A 2%

AN ceC #AT—MNERELES sep(c)Fl—NIodlE S rel(c).scp(c)={x1,Xs, ..., X e B HES X T—A
TR, TR AW PTIS K78 & rel(c) /& 2 B R IR F{D(Xe)xD(X2)x... xD(X) ¥ 74, R /R L1 SR B ot 4l
t=(ay,ap,...,a;) LA H ¢ 11— 04 terel(c) 5T xiescp(c),xF R [KE R 78 A t(xi). TG t A %0 2 A5+
R xiescp(c), 2 t(x;) e D(x); & W t 2 oAk (¥ 2 7o 4l t A 2000, IFR t AL ¢ 19— SCFe 3 t 2R
¢ —/N3ZHR B t(xi)=a, FK t 24 (x,a) ) — 3R B TC A rel(c) M IMToA G 505 rel(c) T ITTA ¢ 2
tiscp(ci)sep(c;)I=tscp(ci)nscp(c))], H. t Fl t /&4 R0 ) A FRATTFR ¢ A ¢ 1) PW SCHF FRATTFR ¢ FH ¢ A1 JLAH
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2,24 ALY ¢ F ¢ i AL [sep(ci)msep(c;) > 1.

EX 1. GAC.

o BEAH(X)ELAW ¢ & GAC I BACHIT A S x IR AFAE ] (x,a) B S F

o FE x & GAC ¥4 HAX Y D)+ B & /A & GAC [

o A ¢ GAC 12 HALZ sep(c) P T AL+ 2 GAC 1Y

o UM E GAC 14 HAU YT H 23 & GAC 1.

EX 2. PWC.

o Aoyl t 2 PWC (192 HAUYAT R ¢jeC HAEERT t 1) PW 30K,

o I ¢ PWC B4 HAUUMZAR ¢ T o4& PWC 1,

o ZIRMWLEZE PWC ¥4 LAY AT 42 PWC )

EX 3. fPWC.

5N R 45 B A PWC U &2 GAC, IS4 L2 3 M 2% /2 fPWC 1K)

B (@) s, ol A P IR T R 3 7 240 TR I 8% 1) 240 TR 30 3R 7R WA 20 SR 2 TR0 S A ) 119728 o, 3100 (R AU SR R
e W AH [R5 5+ Janssen 25 A2 DechterPY R 1, U AT S 2 A TE R D — KB RT 1 s, Bx & 845
I A A T A 3K A T A TR 7 7 A 8 T P A T ki 2 1) PR32 A2 22 4% 1 A9 2, Ry A Ry 22 TR 300 42 22 4%
B, EATEE B4R RiRRy B Ry AL B 7R 5 AKE — AN B T 19 70 4% ) I 45 81 £ 1 0k S oz /D 41 1 2 4]
1(b)FTw.

(a) Dual graph (b) minimal dual graph of (a)

Fig.1 Dual graph and its minimal dual graph
1 Dual EIFIE 1w /o) 5

e/ A P X A P K — AN TR, 68 A8 T AT BEAT 2 A i /N 8 A T/ A8 PRI X P 410 A7 A4 T () 2%
T8 0, AN 5 W L T TE AR A A TR 9 A 000 W, A 5 /0 % 488 0 L A D %488 Pl 8 o s g 200, DR b
AR FRATT S B T AT FPWIC SV 4 2 i T e /N o 1 e 1.

2 STRFDE

FEARTT H JRAT 1 S il SR 1 A AR R4t Do ARG, R 5 X SRV 1) 8 2% B S AT F W FDE S —Flofg — A
Ly o 4% AT G 136 T e — A B 190 240 SR 0 488 RO i ) 7 9 AR I A B B 20 R I 4% 1 4k RF GAC, S TR IR L R M
4 YR TPWC.IXAN T IR 20 A 19 45 v 1) 240 SR ELAT AN [7] PR ARE IE, B AT TR 5 3 6y M4 240 AR 40 kg 0 40 M Jin 4 5
R Z R,

Bt 0 3 W ol 29 o TR AT TR H T AN [ PR SR R, 1R 1 STRFDE 49 W B 553 : STRFDE®™ il STRFDE®".

A5 AR [0 F4) A5 0K Ak AR T3] F) 440 SRS 5 B PR A A 240 AR 48 2R o v 2 AR X A 1), B VD LA 1 g
AR A ] 74 28 5 e R, AT I 75 S A ) e A R 40 A I 1) 240 SR 3 0 4 T 24 i ) R A5 A 2 A R
AN SN AR 24 SRR AE R I I SR S R TR SR R R

STRFDE™ F1I STRFDE®" JE AN A 37 (17, 7T LAZE Y2 0 SR A 2 o BL 3 S B0 b 17 W B A 4 AT, AN 4t —
s Y.

EX ACEREE). 4 FDE A 2 )5 A B UR SUE AR 5 2 LA .
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EXS(BAFEE). MR L 0] (1 3 7 A AR () A2 e R AR o

EX 6(RIEAR). LA 17 FLAR Il B oA . ) R 7 A 0, O L I 1 G 21 R A B3O8 SR R 4 B
JEAR LR

EX T(MANAR). HH— AN A8 R 0 1R 1 FLAR £ T 41 110 240 R B n 29 k.

Bl LB ALK L N=(X,C) & 2(a) s, 2 X={x,y,u,v,w},D(x)=D(y)={0,1},D(u)=D(v)=D(w)={0},
C={C1,C2,C3} JL L T M 44 42 FDE Wi J5 B BUB I L1 TR M 4% N'=(X",C")an FE 2(b) iz, 367 X ={x,y,u,v,w,f},D(x)=
D(y)={0,1},D(u)=D(v)=D(w)={0},D(f)={0,1,2,3}, H. C' ={c|,c},C},c, } FELI AR M 4 N'F x,y,u,v Fl w J&F M2 i f
JE HT PR x Ry ZE PR AR R o, e R el A RAR 2 I o S BN 240 B AE SE BRI () 5, 45 FDE 4 it 1 B
2 TR 5% (1 R ASE 2% B I g K

€ c; €3 I ) c3
: x y f

x ¥y ullx ¥y v|lx y w u f||lv fFl{w f
o 0 0

0o 0 0 0 0 0 0o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
o1 1

0O 1 oj|0 1 o1 0 0 1 0 1[0 3
11 2

1 1 0 1 0 0 I 1 0 2 0 3 0 2
1 0 3

() Original (b} FDE of {a)

Fig.2 Original constraint network and its FDE
K2 J5AG 29 s 2% R ) FDE
2.1 MneaR
BRI 08 K B ) A B A sep A B PR AS BT AS LL B SP FUAR S R — AN DR A8 ki 4 i, I8 4 BAT T vl B S
AR R PR] 7 AR B HEAT AN [ R Ak PR AE 4t B AR S92 2 1, FRATT ¥ e A A S v B R B S5 .
e RSparseBitSet & CT &y i [T (1) #4545 #) RSparseBitSet 771i# 4 /> El f:words &4 bit $41, limit 2
— A2 fi# words K S5 1) R B i index J2 —ANE i words HAE O A7 B (BB B mask & — A THE
i words [ bit 2 4.

e support[x,a]& —ANEE bit 24, K 5 words A 7], FH R AE A 2417 20 o8 0 A8 F {8 (x,a) [ bit 372 3845 2417
IR e AR & x JTF N B A a, 384 support[x,a] M i e 2 bit 47 & 1,75 W) J2 0.

o last & —AEERIEA last[X] A7 il 22 8 x B8 3K/,

o residues & —MEERIELA residues[x,a] f7 fil X A AR (x,a) Bl — IR AR B M SRR .

o SV SR SIS AR R A A, SV P AR A TR AR A A B SYP T AE AR BROK T 1 MR LK IANE A T

PRI SRAR 0%

1 A4l T s Bl STREDE™™ %} RSparseBitSet!® ik 474 & 7 484 Jin /) %/ J7 ¥ tintersectWord F1 getWord.
intersectWord 777248 JT] [l T35 55k 18 % RSparseBitSet 11 i) words, 2 %8 A Al 148 5 1 1835 getWord 777 11 Sk 3k
B 24§ RSparseBitSet 1 1) words, 3% [F]{H & —™ bit $t41.

&% 1. RSparseBitSet.

1. Data: word: Temporary array of long

2. Method intersectWord(value: Array of long):

3 for i«limit down to 0 do

4 offset«—index[i]

5. w<«words[offset] & value[offset] //bitwise AND

6 if w!=words[offset] then

7 words[offset]«w

8 if w=0 then
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9. index[i]«—index[limit]
10. index[limit]«—offset
11. limit<limit-1

12. Method getWord(-):

13.  for i«limit down to 0 do

14. offset«—index[i]

15. word[offset]«—words[offset]

16.  return word

Hi5 2 AT STREDE™™ Db AR HS, 25 05 358 4 15 CT HLILAA ). STRFDEX J& &1 CT VAR ol 8195, th T
U NIIEA 7 7R AT o3 i 0" i Bt 7 7 D A S R e = i B SN PSR e L 8 S | EAT I S V2 B et D
9, T DL DR A% 1 R 8 38K /N D ())| &5 T 24 15 440 SR 1K) e 41 80 | rel ()|, 45 34— ae D(X)#F i — 4> support[x,a]
1M support[x,a] #4155 RSparseBitSet H' words K J& #H 45, 1X B 5t 1T B8 B P9 A7 HH r) 84 7 A o — i) 8,
FAMEH bitset R AF A PR AL 5 PRI R, 2 PR A48 o AR SO ), AT DS A ek () SBORAE AT SRR G AL
[ A b, 224 249 B0 T 40 % 7 X048 I, B 3248 T RSparseBitSet T ) words SAB i PR 148 H 108 3. n ok, 3RAT) R 2
ShdEAST R4S H K9 3% support[x,a]. Kk, last,support I residues [k /NER H [sep|—-1. 7853 2 48 4 AT F0 % 21
AT AL I 1Y) getFactorVariable 773272 HI ok K HR 5 224 11 BRI 249 99T 00 B 1) [R] 728

3% 2. STRFDE™,
Data: scp: array of variables

=

2. currTable: RSparseBitSet

3. Method updateTable(-):

4 x<«—getFactorVariable(this)

5. if x.change(-) then

6 currTab.intersectWord(x.getBitDom(-))
7 foreach xe5* do

8

9

Method filterDomains(-):

11. Method enforceGAC(-):

12. S« {xescp:|D(x)|!=lastSize[x]}

13.  foreach xeS*' do

14, last[x]<«|D(x)|

15.  S*P«{xescp:|D(x)|>1}

16.  updateTable(-)

17.  if currTable.isEmpty(-) then

18. return Backtrack

19. filterDomains(-)

20.  if currTable.change(-) then

21. x<«—getFactorVariable(this)

22. x.removeValues(currTab.getWord(-))

STRFDE™ i 3 Fli J7 v 4 k.

o updateTable 77 V% I 29 50 i e 1A B8 >k S8 24 10 A 800G 20 1 2, R D022 A B0 24 ST 08 ¥ £ ]
TR AR i A W A AR R A AR AR 2 B S, AR B O 8 A JRATT G T R SR M AT A
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SO XIW I /RS 6 4TI intersectWord 5 iR S I B I A8 e 991 LR R R BB X )
HRooA.
o filterDomains J7 %7 H RSparseBitSet >k ick 181 ML AR & (19 18 35, 45 A HE A5 & (i 35k A 2, ) & A= 1] 3.
o enforceGAC 757% k) STRFDE™™ fy A 11,751 11 filterDomains 2 Ji7, - A 5 148 B x i8S %A 4o g,
i on 4 AE R A updateTable R 1 M AR B 08 36, 84 76 585 22 47, 1 FI 25 =19 removeValues J7 2R ¥
R0 A R0 4k BT R AR A )
22 JRIGAR

JE AR LT I AR BEEE 5 sop El n A1 FLAR BRI m AN R AR B A, F b n A m g 2 n=0,m=0 Hon+m=1.
JEL 46 249 SR TR i % 31 10 BL 1A B B 24 9 e 8 BT AR R AN ] K 2 PR AR IR R SRR 49 SR T AN R —
0 I, TR I AN AT 0 M T 4 T AR R I TR . L i T A DR A R (1 A Al O N B T B 0 TR T 2 A
BRL b, 76 i 2R 24 DR ek R 7 (1 5 A (E #0R) 3 — A support[x, a] [RI R T B8 & 8 N 736t Il . Ay g e XA il i,
FATR A STRbit $& 1 7 —Fr 95575 STRbit 2 57 LK GAC Hk, B HIAEM CT AM LR AL A
MRBVE 2 W FRAT P S AR i K R S5 .

o bitsup[x,al@ — ML R IR BT AN A BAR (x,a) 1 bit SCRFAE G, B JAEEA 0 11 bit 324
bitsup[x,a].size &7~ 24 {if 21 5 A} 2% B AH (x,2) [0 bit 7 #7377 bitsup[x,a][il# R~ & i A bit 3,
bitsup[x,a][i].ts =5 i 4 bit L FFH IR 5], bitsup[x,a][i].mask F R i 4> bit 32 RKFX W ) mask [ 5.

o val & M EtIcA bit ) H ML

o del[x]2 —MNRBMHKES AFMHITH CLNZEIRI D) BRI A S8 2411 2R h oo AR
.

o residues & —MHERIHA, residuesx,al 7 fit 3 A A (x,a) el — R B SCHF R 1.

3% 34 T STRFDE® [0 fAHS, STRbit 1 ¥) LAST Fil restorel %4 45 4445 52 i (1) 52 4% J5, 7T 6 365 1k 9 A7

6 H 17 01, AT  STRFDE® A5 4 FH & 17.STRbit 1 () bitsup K A7 A% 0 14 bit 32, It LAAEAS bitsup[x,a] ¥
A RE AN R 8 PR B AE S0 A0 i A IR A IR 7 ) AR B (B 2 AR I R AN AR BB bit SCRFECE
YO/ TR A T bitsup 23 KM B sl 9 A7 o AR S0 b FRAT T T residues 2547 it A% B Af BT — IR I
bit SZHF R G A WS IRAT B Wi AN 6 2388 7 bitsup.

®5% 3. STRFDE®".

1. Data: scp: array of variables

2. Method deletelnvalidTuple(-):

3 foreach xescp do

4 foreach aedel[x] do

5. for i«bitsup[x,a].size—1 down to 0 do
6 index<«bitsup[x,a][i].ts

7 u<bitsup[x,a][i].mask & val[index]
8 if u!=0 then

9. val[index]«(—u) & val[index]
10. del[x].clear(-):

11. Method searchSupport(-):

12.  foreach xescp do

13. foreach aeD(x) do

14, now«—residues[x,a]

15. index<«bitsup[x,a][now].ts

16. if bitsup[x,a][i].mask & val[index]=0 then
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17. i«bitsup[x,a].size-1

18. index<«bitsup[x,a][i].ts
19. while bitsup[x,a][i].mask & val[index]=0 do
20. i—i-1

21. if i=—1 then

22. D(x)«-D(x)\{a}

23. if D(x).empty(-) then
24. return BackTrack
25. break

26. index<«bitsup[x,a][i].ts
27. if i'=—1 then

28. residues[x,a]«i

29. Method enforceGAC(:):

30. deletelnvalidTuple(-)

31.  searchSupport(-)

STRFDE®" {1 3 FhJ5 44 pli..deletelnvalid Tuple J5 i I T 28 4l M B4k 1) 7 BE 3 4 A 29 i (R e 41 (G 2 A7~
10 47), A AT del F1 bitsup kT8 val 7258 8 47, WIR u ANEET 0 X BWRAT M AT A R K e A h AETE X A
BAE (x,a) S FF. BT (x,0) BN ER, R R AESE 9 174 3R (x,a) 1 Jo 4L % .searchSupport J7 &+ 28 & 11
T —AMEKR T HRICRECGE 11 47~58 28 47). 0 X AN AR S AN A7 AT SCRE, B2 300 75 T4 TL A N 18 Sk RS B A
TN 7 ) % 42 (5139 .enforceGAC 75 & STRFDE® (9 A H.52 k5 b, LA STREDE® s v] LA sk fi# FDE <441, 5k
AR SE N ER.

23 EH

N ERATIIE B STREDE [ 25 18] & 2% FE R IR (8] & 2% BE, 4§17 6 B STRFDE %% FDE 52491 (1 52 i 2% ] 52 %
JE /N CT Al STRbit, UF B RATT I 5 2 = A T SR R A% AR B AR 45 N TR ) AN 500k
e, I ST AU r=rgtr(ro B re 43 54 7 FLAR B AR AR A 1A 50), 1 LR AR IR /N R do, R AR i
WK/ R de 4R oA 00 tbit A7 50 w(w=64).

PR 1. STRFDEX™ 1) fir 55 23 0] S 4% B O(rodot/w).

iE B :STRFDE™ % F (1 40 4E 45 #9  RSparseBitSet,support,last F! residues, & 17 2% 0] 55 2% B 43 Wl &
O(3t/W),0(rodot/W),0(ro), O(rodo).S* A1 S™P 23 [ 5 4% k1 O(ro), IR M A5 1) BT 24 FEh - O(3twH+rodot/w+r o+
rootro+re)=0(rodot/w). IiF . O

XL R,CT Sk support 4544 (1) S M S4B O(redot/wdet/w), K E CT B2 1) 2 () 52 A% B A
O(rodot/wH+dt/w). K3 43 S5 1 PR 7 28 B T S K /AN ol 278 328 K 1 MR B FR 1 80K DS do, IR 240 CT okesk
fift FDE =249 i) RIS B A A7 di H ] R

PR 2. STRFDE™™ [ 5 R I 1] 52 2% & 4 O(rodot/w).

I 91 :STRFDE™™ $190:AR 48 CT Sk BedE Mok, CT SN A R 2% 4 O(rdt/w)? STRFDE™™ §13%: 0145 6
TR 22 ATHIRF IS 2 O(tiw), SR I BV ST 24 FE A O(rodot/w). BRI itk Bt in 24 SR 45035 10 F ) 52 2% B ok
O(rodot/w).IiF EE. O

M 3. STRFDE® [ 5508 25 ] S 4% Sl O(rodotiw-+rdet/w).

iE W :STRFDE®" % H f¥) #0445 #J77 bitsup,val,del F1 residues. %} - val,del F1 residues, 17K %% i) 5 24 Ji 43
Il O(tw), O (rodo+ride) Fl O(rolo+redl); o T I 28 5 bitsup ) e P8 45 7] 52 2% FBE 2 O(redit/w); % T ML7AE & bitsup
{1 56 R 25 18] 2 2% Bl O(rodot/w). PR 1k, STREDE {45 3 25 ] 5 % & Ay O(rodot/w+redit/w).AiF HE. O

FRATA B, STRFDE® 1 CT T Bl b 24 9 F) 58 2 25 1) 42 2% P A1 ), 4L el -+ STRFDE®" 5 bitsup HAFA% A N
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0 1) bit SZ#F, 1M CT (¥ support 176k i 47 (¥ bit JGZHL, T L STRFDE (¥ 52 i 23 [A] & 24 )% /N T CT. 4T STRbit
S it STRbit 5 P AN 4 M 1 B0HE 4579 LAST 1 restoreL LAST ()45 7] 52 2% E 4 O(rodo+redy) (B8 7 38 R W (1 4 —
JE 4174 2 restorel H1, 5, STRFDE® ) 5 e 2 18] &2 2% ¥ /M T+ STRbit.

PR 4. STRFDE® ()55t K N 7] 52 2% 1 O(rodot/w+redit/w).

IE B AE AN % S LR B R R AR R S LR, STREDE® 4.9 7 deletelnvalidTuple 1 searchSupport [ i ]
SRR O(rdt/w), K, STRFDE® {1 55 5 I 18] 52 2% 15 43 O(root/wHrdet/w).AiF . O

FUREPE T 3 1943 BT — 4, STREDE™ [ SIZ bae I ] 42 % 32 -t 2 AR % 852 /N (1.

3 X Iy

FAIAE http://www.cril.univ-artois.fr/~lecoutre/benchmarks.html _F3EHL T 13 41 AEAEIE FLAHAS 1 2 49 4,
A 403 D RATSEBIFLLEL T 7 PP CT. PW-CT. CT+FDE. STRbit+FDE. STR2+FDE. STRFDE+FDE
1 STRFDE®+FDE. H:Hh ,CT 2437 M GAC 5k, HAhsy:k fPWC 573 STRFDE+FDE H ]
STRFDE™ sk fi# FDE 44l 1fii STRFDE+FDE M| ] STREDE® il STRFDE 43 5] 4k B s 4 2 ok R £ . 7
fiifk, T 3 f# ] STRFDE 8% STRFDE+FDE.FK AR M T dom/ddeg 7% & Ji & 3UFH min {E 3 & 38 BT HE 1
SEIEE T8 scala2.12 Fil javall 4w (1) CP SR fg A%, AR A Intel Core i7 3.20GHz 4 #1145 . 8GB RAM I
171 Windows 10 #4F 2 4t FATTBR 2 S92 (1988 1] 1] (7] 47 1 800s.

R LR T FVESR AN S AR 1T 35 I 1] ¢ A ) AN 4 45 s A0 n #3887 SE AN G MO R A
BESR B4 bR AR A7 X R IR 4 B3R o R A A A7 H 1R SE AN 250 8 SE AN B Bl AP (131 2, 100% 15 Bk
5 BETE M S AR B T S BB AR A ). R L T T SN A R R I s v s D S AR N TRD ke
FARRIR BT FPWC 532 v S 0 1K SR AR I [0 35 i — AT 4 0 T R S5 45 5 I 1) PN R A2 1 ST 491 A 5.

Table 1 Mean times (s) and nodes for each algorithm

F 1 GAEIEMEII R (FP) A 45 R

FDE
Namg cT PW-CT cT STRDit STR2 STRFDE | STRFDE™
aim-50 t 0.040 0.014 0.069 0.077 0.068 0.069 0.062
#=24 n 3316 98 3301 3301 3391 3301 3391
aim-100 t 163.083 5.899 168612 | 172007 | 170610 | 168.028 166.848
#=24 n 9.47M 78 045 4.59M 408M 4.58M 4.90M 4.88M
2aim-200 t | 1151.755 541227 | 816.262 | 816.768 | 814.895 | 815.118 814.392
#=20 n 31.03M 4.53M 11.16M | 10.40M | 12.56M 12.84M 14.21M
dubois t 995.286 820.407 740444 | 764.879 | 727.449 | 720.033 716.390
#=13 n 96.37M 50.38M 62.97M | 57.93M | 66.35M 68.82M 69.18M
renault t 0.015 4.001 1.072 0.072 0.072 0.061 0.065
#=2 n 101 101 101 101 101 101 101
modifiedRenault t 725.629 147.464 92209 | 108.066 | 100.403 90.781 93.152
#=50 n 22.10M 316 732 945615 | 328602 | 871574 | 954641 832 858
rand-10-20-10 t 0.031 0.662 0.132 0.017 0.024 0.010 0.017
#=20 n 830 0 0 0 0 0 0
rand-10-60-20 t 17.437 MO MO MO 0.414 0.151 MO
#=50 n 27 624 100% 100% 100% 0 0 50%
rand-3-20-20f t 12.167 469.325 35.546 37.216 67.944 29.708 38.039
#=50 n 115 064 329 61 43 695 43 695 43 695 43 695 43 695
rand-3-20-20 t 24.722 786.030 73.965 75.418 | 142.138 59.276 75.465
#=50 n 225 814 53 160 87 943 87 943 87 943 87 943 87 943
rand-5-12-12 t 1.000 24.168 MO MO 0812 0.047 MO
#=50 n 1043 0 100% 100% 0 0 100%
rand-8-20-5 t 3.860 1731.243 MO 17.099 17.128 16.614 20.082
#=20 n 86 903 1912 70% 6 646 6 646 6 646 6 646
travellingSalesman t 25.419 MO 26.478 36.135 41.696 31.165 27.939
#=30 n 52933 93% 52 933 52 933 52 933 52933 52 933
Solve 368 283 272 285 386 386 311
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ik 1 JiR,CT 8 5 A FJg B i (R AR AR 28 sat S 23 i FE % 22 (I I R), 51 40 aim-200 Rl
dubois;STRFDE 7t 4 2541 b2 dp iy, 3 Hong DUSK A% H (¥ 52 461 3 i %2, STRFDE 5 Hifth fPWC S35 AH LE, 75 8
Y S b e b i TR 4 A Bl T LR I, CT RS — A U2 A9 2 GAC BT I 19 B [R]85 /0 Tl FPWC BLVE K 7Y
A 25T FE IR TR A e — SR A0 FPWIC S5032: FR 35 SAR T- GAC 550925, 3% TR g 3 5 e 52 ), 4 FPWIC 2 7 GAC
(Rl F AT AR AN (R A, A T 2 B 2 1) T A

e PW-CT 5 STRFDE,PW-CT 7E—48 sat SE B A L3I L Kb 2 B 26 25 505 T it e A 588 /0 i A
PW-CT 17 5 i IR AR ML B SO RGN A PW-CT 1305 5t LA G TR I, B 17— 2 o g e /b (¥ 512
%1 4h, STRFDE %R 2L T PW-CT 1.5 CT+FDE 1 STRbit+FDE #H Et,STRFDE 7& A #543 92 451 _F K1 30 R A5 4%
TH I HE e sk i — 28 CT M1 STRbit 3 il 3 77 3% H 1) 5245 STRFDE " +FDE 75— $8 52 f5i] 1= th 7 %5 i [ 20 % (H 2
SITE SR IR N 29 SRR B 38 2 T I 4 240 TR0 S48 F o D 5 22 1% P £, 491 2t rand-5-12-12, 3 J2: BRI 4y e Ay B i 24 3R
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A TR X B R S AT B A H [A) (048 R b Sz br L STRFDE 7E 5437 I 17 (s) N 48 K 1 45 15 Lk STR2+FDE £2.

IR AT A R I LA PW SR, IR 4 R 5 7E FPWC HJ 05 LA 20 It w77 LA 5 3 A SIEA51 (10 45 SR 3 Aol
FEOLIR 45 30 04911 rand-10-20-10 A rand-5-12-12. [ 1H 78 SR fif X 28 5245 I, FPWC 532 b GAC VL AT
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Fig.3 Runtime comparison of STRFDE and other algorithms on all instances
K3 STRFDE ty HA Sy A5 i A S5 b fI2 47 I ) B4R
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EE FMACE LRI R R R R T 4% 5 AL 5245 3539

T2 T SRR RSB B BT v F B T3 P A7 (B Mb g B07), T 4 B2 s P4 77 R A B3 el o AT,
FATA LAAE 75 BT A 9249 |- CT+FDE &5 STRbit+FDE ¥JH STRFDE (5 Fl 8 £ 1 W 47, 47 I % & STRFDE
(%1%, 5 STR2+FDE # L, STRFDE A #7484 I i JR B2 A% T bitset 1504 4514 .0X 38 1 ,STRFDE 7E R FF4L
22 (1 [R) I RS T] B /> T P A7 o5 F.STRbit 78 3K A — 26 S48 I oty FH PN A7 s 1 50 th 50923 1 s BR1 2, 048 77 LAST
A1 restorel ¥4 45 #. STRFDE® 1 4 5005 K 1 TG L5 > I T P A7 s 41 T+ STRFDE, {H 44 3% & STRFDE 24
RELF

Table 2 Mean memory for each algorithm (Mb)
Fz2 GMELREENAE (Mb)
FDE
name # cT PW-CT CT STRbt STR2 STRFDE __ STRFDE™
aim-50 24 0.44 5.24 1.98 5.50 0.83 1.17 1.16
aim-100 24 1.41 19.32 6.40 18.42 2.64 3.64 3.61
aim-200 20 411 51.72 12.69 35.95 5.53 8.40 8.29
dubois 13 0.74 5.31 0.77 1.70 0.46 0.73 0.73
renault 2 5.17 234.93 1 450.96 307.66 4.67 26.67 35.72
modifiedRenault 50 5.75 266.06 1455.73 378.53 5.71 29.17 38.65
rand-10-20-10 20 0.77 16.75 648.98 75.82 1.34 14.90 26.81
rand-10-60-20 50 48.42 100% 100% 100% 79.22 612.41 50%
rand-3-20-20f 50 1.84 38.35 19.53 25.37 1.05 6.88 8.20
rand-3-20-20 50 1.84 38.35 19.53 25.37 1.05 6.88 8.20
rand-5-12-12 50 22.76 346.20 100% 100% 261.54 908.14 100%
rand-8-20-5 20 10.56 184.47 70% 280.94 7.50 128.02 136.77
travellingSalesman 30 59.73 93% 59.73 42.90 2.20 24.24 24.24
4 IE\ gél:

AR T —Fi4& FDE ik—RY4EFF fPWC RN F K AFETS: STRFDE, B K AN A 1 77 vk Ab B
2 H.STRFDE 454 T CT Ml STRbit (¥R, 75 R UE SR A R (0 R I A o T IR P A7 R m] /DN S 56 3R B
STRFDE+FDE 7t R Z 41 0L T 24 Hy fPWC &R 24R STRFDE 1 —Left e i T4 FDE
b B TR A0SR 48, AN e N I SR R 4% E R — 30 JRAT Tk 4 4k L 58 35 STRFDE HvE, -6 B 78 E kg 2% b
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