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W E: 4 %X (constraint programming, CP) £ & T Ae KR40 4 F 49 2 #58 XX —. ¥ R4 R (extensional
constraint) A& £ & (table constraint) A& 5 RALX] F ;R A F IaGH RER . 4K % 329 ALK FAART AR R4
KA. EFPAKGH, AR EER THALELEE. B, RAGENEYHRAAEE IR L EL %R
(simple table reduction, STR) H-i%%%, 4= Compact-Table (CT) #= STRbit Fi%. M EM TP L FH T LRI L
(generalized arc consistency, GAC). $tb, 7,4 48544 (full pairwise consistency, fPWC) & —7FF b GAC 3T A4
N BERGA SN, A SRR PWC 5L PW-CT Sk, 3 %, AMNRE T SR RATEH I HRIRZ
TR ) Ao PATRCE. B F 5B 4% A (factor-decomposition encoding, FDE) il it st -+ LA E# 4. © — 225
WA KT FVALAL %A 4 P 4 B AR st 205 89 GAC F0 T2 A L4 4 fPWC. B AT, FDE #94-i& STR
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Wk RGP SN RPATE AR Lk R R 2], AN SRR YRGS HARIFTER—AIHFTY
RAEIBAELR, ST oA FHATHIR L2 RBATARIE Sk © A KAAEFI R, Bt L A A 2. Bt STRFDE 23 548
KM% k. 4H%F FDE 32 % 7 PSTRFDE F-i%. PSTRFDE TAHAB| S AR X FE Y, ##—F R 5 T 4 AKX 7
Ay KRR, KE 6958 A9, PSTRFDE 5 CT 4= STRbit A8k, T A A A & A 5 STRFDE #= STR2 48tk
ARG Fik a9 2. PiAE TAE 4% T PSTRFDE ;2 FDE L3R 4 & ake)idik fok.
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Efficient Parallel Propagation Algorithm for FDE
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Abstract: Constraint programming (CP) is one of the classical paradigms for representing and solving combinatorial problems. Extensional
constraints, also called table constraints, are the most common type of constraints in CP, and most CP problems can be expressed by table

constraints. In the problem-solving process, consistency algorithms are used to reduce the search space, and the simple table reduction
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(STR) algorithms are the most efficient consistency algorithms with table constraints, including Compact-Table (CT) and STRbit
algorithms, both of which maintain the generalized arc consistency (GAC) during the search. In addition, the full pairwise consistency
(fPWC) is stronger than GAC in the pruning capability, and the most efficient fPWC maintenance algorithm is the PW-CT algorithm.
Over the years, many consistency algorithms with table constraints are proposed to improve the pruning capability and efficiency. Factor-
decomposition encoding (FDE) recodes trivial problems, which enlarges the scale of the problem model to some extent, and as a result,
maintaining a relatively weak GAC on a new model is equivalent to maintaining a strong fPWC on the original model. Currently, the
appropriate STR algorithms for FDE are STRFDE and STR2 rather than CT as the CT algorithm may produce memory overflow. In the
process of maintaining the consistency algorithm, it is necessary to call each constraint iteratively to perform its consistency algorithm to
filter the search space. This process is called constraint propagation. The dynamic submission scheme is a parallel constraint propagation
scheme, which can schedule constraint execution propagation algorithms in parallel, and it is particularly effective in large-scale problems.
Therefore, this study proposes PSTRFDE for FDE by improving STRFDE and dynamic submission propagation algorithms. PSTRFDE can
be embedded into the dynamic submission scheme to further improve the efficiency of constraint problem solving. Extensive experiments
indicate that PSTRFDE can reduce the used memory compared with CT and STRbit, and compared with the results of STRFDE and
STR2, the efficiency of PSTRFDE can be further improved. The research demonstrates that PSTRFDE is the most efficient filtering
algorithm for FDE at present.

Key words: constraint programming (CP); parallel constraint propagation; consistency algorithms; simple table reduction (STR) algorithm

)L (constraint programming, CP) & A T 4Tk i AIF 5T 77 17 22—, & B A T I ) i &0 i
JiE VORI B VA% 22 AN AR, 29 SRR 32 P TR s BSR4 1) . A ) SR 7 5 T, 0O R A T R R R
B, BRI RSB 2 R R 7R A8 B Z TR AS [R] B BRI OC FR, o5 28 0 214 Il /U B ok 20 SR 4% (constraint
network, CN). Horv, 3" B4 (extensional constraint) BiFRE 2K (table constraint) S F M2 11 71251 H BT i fo 48
AR IR EA A, BT H KRR G, (AR BIS 0 T 2 MAT. 70K 7T, LRI L T —RFIME
ORI RIS, C046: AHATEHERE . WM SR SE BT v, R REE R R AR AL &
EHET B R 5255, B 2R 2 SRAR LI I I 2% 1) 56 4% U5 48, T, 1 R AT AR R AN S B AN 23
FHH AR B SE DU SR R A3 0], R LR AL R, B ATEE R AR A A2 ()7 ) T2 ((generalized) arc
consistency, (G)AC), =i I SESLI%: 4 T 5 R 478 (simple table reduction, STR)' J etk 53k, A< SCHR b {7 o 47
WRELESE (STRs). Hg M s03%:45 STR2. STR3®L, STRbit®. Compact-Table (CT)!' %%, [ STRs 4b, it H T %
Y 3% (multi-valued decision diagram, MDD) ff] GAC $3%:: MDDc!'1. MDD4!"?!, Compact-MDD!" i bs-
MVDs!" 2%

BT XCIRAE A, mif AR (higher-order consistencies) 5|5 T 2= AT T I 9¢ 448, 1< R A2 (relation
consistency), H KPR G B A2 (max-restricted pairwise consistency, MaxRPWC)!"”!, it M2 (pairwise consistency,
PWC) Fl5g 4 Bkt M2 (full pairwise consistency, fPWC). Hrf, fPWC BE [ i 2 GAC 15 PWC, [H It H AT S5 (1)
THAELRE T3, BATTRR FPWC IIAH AR IR T GAC. X REWRA, AR — AR 2 GAC 5 PWC LR, Al
JE FPWC. B H 724 1k, SEIL s B AR AP 7 V5 B A — P 5 R AL R R v R e S s o A A, X2
B 4% max-restricted pairwise consistency (maxRPWC)!'), maxRPWCH'), eSTR!'™, PW-AC!" V1 PW-CT",
ot g A RN HE VL PW-CT. 55— 7 v 2l i e Rh gmtich 77 5K, K JR 240 0 o0 48 A0 7 A 49 380 Jeg Do) &% AT 3 i
FIAI AR PESEAN T AR IR AL 48 AT R0 AR 28 k. I S84 i 77 AL k38 X 4w it (k-interleaved encoding, KIL)®', 4]
T4t (factor encoding, FE) A 143 4 5 (factor-decomposition encoding, FDE)**. H:¥1, FDE i H % v H
T ITVE, TR R 4 EOREE GAC AU T7E IR A AR W 2% EORFE fPWC. HBRIA M FE AR 59 B A A5
V2 STR2. 1R FH %5 ey CT i STRbit A 4 K A A3 H () ) R, S i 1), 125 A4 HH T STRFDE 577%™,
EAESET CT # STRbit UL AL, SR 2 M0E 2 1 JMAR, S 249 SR 9 265 G it a7 HP i 4 R0 A2 B0 HE (1) 29 R o AN TR 11 3
JESVE. X413 STRFDE SELE IR FBF S 3U1 [F I Rk 2b T P AETH HE.

FAT LRI T LUK S 24 LU LTI FAT R AR HAT AR MR a%. 46583, 751z CSP
S i FBL o A5 B0 LA K, oR T TR0 1R ) R Ry S, A SRR AT AR R I AT A AE AL P T e . kAT
FE 2017 SEHEH —FhIE T GPU B 2 5% SR 0l T ACA 5L PO, AT vk e M. pfy, S0 P T
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KA TG A, e R R AT B Ak, RIS AT Z AN A (W) GAC FIILAbAR 28 57, 45 K A A
MCANHHZ A, WA IX e B4y UM RS, AR RS Ao i) ) FRAS I A L 1, 3RS T SR BT AR B8 ). Rolf Fil
Kucheinski # H TPy BLIEVE TR AT AL 487 2 P52 JRATAR SRR (HERE) 5 I R s e — i, 3 Fe 2l
T R AT A B 5T (LR R SR SE AR 2 MRS . A2 N3k 7 X P 5 %€, 42 PSTR 519k B, HARHE A48 A8
PSTR® IBNZAHEAT PSTR® Pt &y dite 1 77 5. RS NS0 T #8488 7 2 OV, b0 Mt 7 20 iR I 280,
CL AT AR RE R SEI0 R T — A4 A AT 38 2 2 o0 I 20 RSB BT, AT A4 39 000 I 3ok s SRl I S AR r 28
FDE %ifith 5, JR 20 o 0 25 KA ] S5 384 00, SR AT 15 3% 77 2 5% FDE B2 (AR FR R, e AR TH IR MR, X
A TAEMR—ANBhHL.

FET HAT R, At 7 STRFDE 8032%, 48 tH 34T 809%——PSTRFDE: & A1143-7 2 FDE [#°F FLZY A
BN didi Y PSTREDE® 1 PSTRFDE ik, 1 80t 584830 4 AL 4% )7 €46 H 55 PSTRFDE &5 4, i T
FDE A% 2%, TAAEEZE(K CP [ B4 FR T IFAT50Y%, 5086 % W], PSTRFDE 7F ik JE A8 ) RIZ 47 I
7] 2[RV AT T ARG 1) V-4, MK A &5 T FDE HSRAFRCR, ELAS A FDE EBRINM A AL 1% 77 .

1 BEEHIR

LY AL Je— A =04 P = (X, D, C), erp X={x|, xp, ..., x,} & n DNERIES; D LERWI 4%, B D
=U,cx D(x), D(x) /2485 x MBIk, & d WiRE G R B d = |D|; C={c}, ca, ..., co} i e DMARMES. AL
K c€ CUEHARRIN scp(c) GIUAEE T MR NMEEIEA A RS rel(c), ALIRF TS, Hi, §E
W sep(e) = {xy, xa, .o, x,} LY HR PRI IR AR 5 LS B s AHRV Y, b AT BSR4 et x Y AL IR R & R
srb(x)={c|cEC, xEscp(c)}; TCHLE rel(c) c {D(x;)xD(x,)X... xD(x, At A Roud, v LAE R 5 ek o « 448
i x; MEUE, B ox]=a, —ASTC4l t€rel(c), =(ay, ay, ..., a,) 715, 23 HAUCEX T A 2881 o, €1, #REG
1 a; € D(x;), W« BN AL A (a;, x;) TELIW ¢ EIW—A3KF (support). I iy LU I R 51 sk o « 7R & x; 1)
WAE, B [x)=a;. 47 r;=rel(c)), ry=rel(c;), H.PIASZY AT AZ A 8 o I (0 A2 S A8 [R], B, 60 A i
x Esep(c)Nsep(cy), 1T tlx]=g[x;], WATRKMNIFE 7, Al 7, LREK PW SCRE (PW-support). FATHK ¢; 1 ¢; 1 FLIKIHIAZ,
4 HAX Hsep(e)Nsep(c)>1.

EX 1. ()7 X) AL (GAC). 4B LR ML P= (X, D, C), I,

o X TR x;, —MH a € D(x) ERTLH cEC () WA, U HACUAFE— N2 ¢ FIASB0T «
13 tlx;]=a, EFETCA « BERER ¢ ERT (x, @) BI—ANSTHY.

o N ARG x; S ()7 30) SIHZ, 4 BACS A AR DOx) AR (7 ) A7 1.

o X TARIALE Pt ()7 ) IAHA I, 24 HALY P rp A AR S () ) IRAHA .

%E A oA R 4 EAR IR ZS, TAE 2 ST AR M 4 Iz A ()7 ) SIARZE. LR M Paie ()
SO IRAHZE, WIFR P J2 (G)AC HIZEHT ((G)AC-consistent), 75 /& (G)AC AHIZEH) ((G)AC-inconsistent).

EX 2. X HHIZ (pairwise consistency, PWC).

o 2 ¢ [M—Tedl o SO (PWC), 4 HACA TAEREIABLAR ¢ 204748 — A Iedl 1, Erel(c)) 72
T [ PW SZHF.

o LW ¢ RFTAHAEMN, 24 AU rel(c) HIR T A O AHZE ).

o LML P AT AHZR Y, 24 LA M BT I 20 AR 2 B AH 1.

EX 3. 58 RS (full pairwise consistency, fPWC). £ W W 4% 2 5 4 G AH 281 (FPWC), 24 HAX ' =&
GAC H PWC.

TE X 4. W{HE (dual graph). Z9H I PSS EDE —AN T AR IR L R ], S5 T L R R P AS sOxT
PRSI AS B A RS 4R.

Bl 1: WA 1(a) Fros, SRR TS A TR 2R 28 R 21 o, 108 TR IS R A JLAR e, B 4530 I BUE K s Al
[F A S 18] 1(b) BT s BIAR /It 48 P i A P PR 1T 4. T TR 2 T e A A — S AT, AT B A5 () B Tl
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RO AR (R A 5 (0, ¢ Rl e Z )R — G- TUAR IR, JS A WA TR Z TR0 ) — 4RI U AR I B2 sl i
TH B B A TUAR I, JE AR /X 4% B (minimal dual graph).

¢ AB—{ ABCE ) o c( AB )—AB—( ABCE)C‘z
AB

A

AB AB ABC
e ( ABCD J-AC ei e aBep }-acH{_ ACF e
(a) Dual graph (b) Minimal dual graph of (a)

1 A B R /N o4

— AN P T AAT 22 AW o A T 4 R B AR ot A T R AT R R ) 3R s B8 0, DR LA /I S8 P ) B B )
TE e A . LA FROIF 5 T4 WA, A FELAR /N 0 £ P L A P x5 1) O R e 3 4 ARR 4 . DRI, AR ST S BRI
JiAT fPWC HI5HE IE TN SHE B .
1.1 BEF5 kR4S FDE

BRl - 43 il i) 2 2 SR 2% P (1) — T8 2, el 240 TR 2 ) 2 S0 o (AR 3R T 4 1) 4 3 IR R R N R, 2k
PR 7 AR B B N2 0, TR 2 oRORN AR Bk g 1 FLZT SRR MR &, 1 MR 8 (197 ML SR ) 7 174 R 1A B
R, Wil £ B ARG P MUR LA RN 4 FDE 5 £ BT AR P LR, R InZR. A T
UMb R A SRR, R4 — 2 X

E X 5. F FLAZHe (ordinary variable). FDE J5 5& X IANAS A4S 1Rk 4 F FLAS hE.

EX 6. B TAL 5 (factor variable). i £ 3 7] 23 HAR £ (1) 55 3K T8 G A T2 A (1) A8 A A DR 748

EX 7.V AW (ordinary constraint). HAH W [¥] Al 728 AR — L2 NAR B L0 SRFRN 1 FLATIR.

EX 8. FHINZ1K (additional constraint). B K125 & K HAH 5GP MNUAR &2 1A BT 20 50k BN 24348

Bl 2: Z e 2(a) BRI RM L P=(X, D, C), H X = {x, y, u, v, w}, D(x) = D(y) = {0, 1}, D(u) = D(v) =
D(w) = {0}, C={cy, ¢, c3}. &1 2(b) JBIRT FDE 4t B HI 4 KM 2% P=(X", D', C"), Ko ¥ JLAEEE 2 x, p, u, v, w,
RFA N f, D(f)=1{0, 1, 2, 3}; FILIRESR N C'= {c'), ¢, ¢, cq), A FE AR N ¢y, ¢, ¢, BHMAHRA ¢,

Cy

€ &) &} | c cy -
xyf
xyullxyvi|[xyw ufllvyfwf 000
000[(|0O0OO0[[0O0O0 00(|0OO|[0OO 011
010[(|010([100O0 01(l01|/03 112
110([100(110 02(/03|/02
103
(a) Original CN (b) FDE of (a)

K2 PRI K I FDE

TEXTLIR M 4% P EAT FDE J&, 7E8 AR B M 4% 1 4 GAC A1 T-7E R M 4% L4+ (PWC. — IR 5, 4ERF
GAC F IR T) 0 Jl A A BT A e S AR S A sl U, 48 FDE ) FAl TRl LR 20 R X 4% DU IS ) ol A 4 o —
SREYRE AE T AN AV, T LURIN, AR IR AR ) R R T AR fE, BNy s ep AR R AN TE A . A
it DA b 3K SO (R 05, 849K 20 T v < P SR AR AR B AN () b 28 (AR AN 2 O G R ). TR R I R v, BN 2 AT
SRR ARAL I, TR EATIAE B CIRE AL BT B R 108 SRR AT . T R R A & R AR AL 3 B AH R (M 2
G AL TAT AT DA B 249 SR PRI RF s IR B A [R] 1 24 SR A 0 7 v SRR S4BT, 2y SRAB AU
12 AREBAESFERE

) 2 T [0 G I LY SRR Al 2%, 29 R 2 AR R ST 25 (class propagator) B 2. M4 H 75 JLIR TR
J7 142 1 2 propagate() 771k, 1X & — M HEJT i (abstract method) T3 (& R 51 (11 R #0 T T 51207k ALHR I
Ty i R 2 AT AR R T AR T ot — AR BAT 2 MBS T (U3 BLRD AR S dal o 72



¥ & —FF 53049 FDE FRAT46 38 S0k 4157

3WR T 3 ANAHALIE TR B 1 MRS LK R AT AR T 5 (W 3(a) DR, B4 2T CP SR . el
FH BB SO HR AT M AT A 3 57, 72 Sk [30] v, FRATTESCHE T Rolf IR IFAT 4 Jy 28 051 20 4241 T Wi R ORAT
TR 77 5 WA BN A ERAT (U 3(b) AN 3(c) ). IX PR T SRR HI SRt 4 o i TR, AEAS 5038 24 i o
SBLeE, M ER 2% CPU NI T 20 AU HR 18R, Wi 3(a) PR, L ARALAR KL 50 B3 AT 0 55 SR 4 A 3R A1)
O RAFFEE L AR, O FIJER 2 Hedl 4544 7T LUZ S AL ] O HE. I FERR i AR A Q wh s th O I B A B e
AR ¢ (A ¢ FERPTEAR R x € sep(c) MR E T8 M) 1) propagate() J5%. %77 M4 ¢ Pl A 20T
LURMN AR A, JF HAS AR, PR O 170 38 EOBNBA A1 O .

5 O (Constraints) J .
a Cp 4—4—' 6 ¢

(a) Serial propagation (b) Static submission (c) Dynamic submission
3 MR R ER

TEVE IAT AR AR RIS, b T R ORECHE B LE A P el Be vk B RE S, PSTR 7 — A& R ST P42 P 7 9 A
17, T E T ZHIATHAT. TEIATAE RS AR P, M E T () ¢ AR & x MR R & 5e A7 21
A PRI (snapshot) HYEI Se(x), F7EZAL 7R ST 56 BURT R AC LA B AR ) 4 )R 30 D) o, BB 9545 3R THAT.

AR TR (LK 3(b) TINT AR, ARG ST& Sr R PE A7 B 2R R, 58 AR 36 5 7 0k N ZeFE A
SR HALAE R TARSE R, A R 7 BIA e FEMHA= 1), BIHRA “synchronize data structures”Ab, i BEFE T B LR
S FBE T HIPATE R, RIGEHF TS — PR WA RE T ER RSB LRE P PAT. 28R 7 E (I
Kl 3(c)) MIBR T ZeFEmibRs, DAL 38 571 v] LAZh A ks HAR iR AR FB S s BI G Rt . 5000 1 R 8l A4 as Sk
PaAnE, 3L B2 R R EE I O E I NMESUS AR A Xoy LT IAT A AL HE. pool &— A JRigk
T, 2 ) AR SR ERR 0 SRR A ik, AR BRI R AT BE. B0 1 PR B I e Re it A P ph a8 Wi 77
TR

® pool.submit(c): ¥ ALIEF T ¢ $E2 B LR pool .

® pool.awaitQuiescence(): SRR pool [T H A2 58 M LAE.

i /R 7Bt consistent HIUABLE N true (3 1 47), MBI AR AN, 37 H Tk L3 E D false, A
LIRALREI AR 151k, 1) B2 SRAR SRR (B ASAH 2% 48 2R 500 55 S [0 9 21 2R WO i (IR 3587 B i 4 22y 1)
4 consistent 4 true, ‘B RHERRMAL IR ST LA B P, SRR BEHAT. A T M ERIFAT BE B IR T, AN IF
ITIRRE T AR DNEIEIT, RN BMERR S T4 AN T B numReq, LAd s HABAL RS T
FRATIPATIE K. 77 F IR ARG 5005 e PR SR T 2R T SR Ak R s 6 4 1) o) . 4 2 AN SRR B e S PR L U i)
[F)— 554, HAORUETS 0] IR IEAfRE . X T 38 o (18 H 7T

o a.set(b): JA T H a B NG EAH b.

o a.Try&Set(expected, updated): #5 a=expected, W ET Wt a W 445 EAH update FIR[M] true, 75 WA a
IE IR ] false.

o a.get&inc(): JEF NS @ BIEIN 1 FFIR B4R 1.

O (Constraints) Changed constraints

Thread pool |

i Gy e G e Gy e

Thread pool

[w#] Cp W C P Co &)

e G

Sychronize data sturctures l .

Propagation finished

&% 1. Dynamic Submission Propagation.

Data: X,: set of modified variables; pool: global thread pool.

1. consistent « true
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2. foreachx € X, do

3 foreach propagator ¢ € srb(x) do
4 if ~consistent then

5 return

6. if c.numReq.get&Inc*() = 0 then
7 pool.submit(c)

8.

pool.awaitQuiescence()

TEAR BT ¢ WA BIZEFEM pool ZHT (B 7 4T), i BLJR T HUEL & ¢ J& 75 OFE pool H, B c.numReq.
get&Inc®() J71k (B 6 1T), WIRJRUGHSETF 0, XM o 7RI BT A B 32 3 pool, WL AT DA B 4R 2Z. 75U,
ERW ¢ DA HARALRE R, DT BRI o ZTTEHDR ¢ — XK K BEH— DA HAT.

2 HITHRBET

AATBATE SN BB IATIRA L AR AT 5 5. BT 5 %, i FDE P4 (R I0 20 ok 4@ Hh AT 38
1i——PSTRFDE™", Jy- FLZI 3R B 4547 AL (1) 595 ——PSTRFDE™, J-£E fi Jm 70 3N S0 (1 I 25 S 2
2.1 HTHRBHSITIREAR

B T HAT I BESEE 2 Ah, AL 58 EpAT AL R S 1 T B OE N AT A IR T, A OREEVE IR, DA, FRAT 7522
A RSN 3 AN AL 77 (nSIk 2 Fi7R), YERGX 3 AN 73k A I i i (f) PSTRFDE™ Rl PSTRFDE™ &
FHRJ7%. Hedh, J5i: threadEntrance() & BEAMERE ST PN, 2R e i BEAL RE 5L 7~ IN R FH 1% J7 V2. threadEntrance()
BRI E AR —MIE RN, TR IE S JE R S N, B2 numReq ) BE A 0 K11 AEFEHE A M) numReq W E
1 RN FRIT A A B AMEFE T . propagate() 2 % Pl 8 HIE %0 B 8L X BLEARE RIS, X T R ATHIE,
B HELIEA R D; WX F IEAT I, EA RO IR A TP R 2 BT R, K
submitSnapshot() J7v%. ‘A BRI X RATEA 4 R D. R4 JR IS AE SR AT T R b ke AR AR Ak, AL R R B
last BRI 27 (55 14 17), last PREH Fic 5 L — AL R U DL, I8 1R BN B Yo B (38 15 7). submit-
Propagators() /775 /2 ) &L A5 T E %L Ihfig, B3 E IR J7 ik 1 R FE M pool R RAZ HAMALF ST 7E4RAC 2
B, Bl 175 B A AL 5L T 10 numReq (55 20 47), LARES F L3R4S,

&% 2. Additional methods for PSTRFDE propagators.

Data: Y., set of domain changed Variables; pool: global thread pool; numReq: atomic integer; 2: array of local
intermediate domains; X" array of last intermediate domains

1. Method ThreadEntrance() do

2. repeat

3 numReq.set*(1)

4 propagate()

5. submitSnapshot()

6 submitPropagators()

7. until numReq.TryAndSet*(1, 0) \VV —globalConsistent
8. Method propagate() do

9. ... /* same as PSTRFDE propagators */

10. Method submitSnapshot() do

11.  forallx € scp do
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12. atomic submit X(x) to its global domain D(x)
13.  if D(x)=2(x) then
/* update last snapshot 2’(x) for next propagation */

14. 2'(x) «— 2(x)
15. Yevt - Yevt Ux

16. Method submitPropagators() do
17. forallx € Y

evt

and globalConsistent do

18. for all propagator ¢ € srb(x) do

19. if ¢ # this then

20. if c.numReq.getAndInc*() = 0 then
21. pool.submit(c)

2.2 MR FHITEF PSTRFDE™™

L) CT 559%. STREDE™ K JF4T519% PSTRs, A1 E S A BN sk 32 th J4T 1L € 577% PSTRFDE™
(EE 3), AT 5 CT Sk, IR H 2R 7 FHATA R AL, Bk CT F1 PSTRs H M — 287 B
(Bl k) R TRk

4l 45 ¥4 RSparseBitSet: CT. PW-CT. STRFDE % — &4 E i Svk pr i F B 4500, '© 458 T Ml
(sparse set) (T [A1 T A7 4% (bit set) FRARAE il L AL A7 AT BB OK HLs B2 R 1) B, AR VR H kR R T
AR F-BE currTab R 48 & 1118 15K,

AR F PRI 2 A last PRI 27 AT IR E T ¢ ZAFIIAL S x RN 2. (x), BE 3 RIS 8 2(x), F T 2847
A h x WS SUB L. TEHAT AR R T, A & x AT REEAN AL IR S 7 PR R RIS R, TR G i E T
PATH R G, EATHSHAS B4 R 3. 1M last PR Zdsg7E b — A FEIN AR PR, TR T An il ot 5
YRR ) DR E R A SR AR T Ol sk 2 H R D TR AR A

5 CT HEML, PSTREDE™ [FWFEAESH T scpa Syars Ssup~ supports M residue 7B 2o, sep AL A
PRI AL AR AT, Sy WRB BN REER, Sy WRARMME AR RS, M T/ IETC 4RI BN
Y6 5 supports[x][a] K bit set AT A B (x, a) WK% ELEITCHE L. residue[x][a] AT FLAE
HAH (x, a) WHRILTE supports[x][a] FIRBHSRIIRL]. 00T T4 & g, AR /N D)3 T M ET 2R I o
KD rel(c)], #1% CT RN IERFAN AR a 15T supporu][a] Bl 7 Bor] Be 2 S EUA AR . O T RIX A )
L, AN SN AR £ w0 1) support 15 )5, RN VAR EIE support. I, supports I residue 1R/ K |sepl-1,
KRR AR B A TR L BN B, 75 00w R BRI ISR ek, 518 M A7 .

% 3. class PSTRFDE* Propagator.

Data: scp: array of ordinary variables; currTab: RSparseBitSet; S.,, Sq,p: array of variables; X, X":snapshot and last
snapshot for the domain of scope variables; u: factor variable of this constraint

1. Method initial() do

2. remove all elements in S, and S,

3. for all x € scp and consistent do

/* update S, according to snapshot X and 2" */

4. 2(x) « x.getBitDom()
5. if 2'(x) # Z(x) then

6. 2'(x) «— 2(x)

7. Syal < Sy U {x}
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8. Squp < 1x € scp : |D(x)| > 1}

9. Method updateTable() do

10.  if u.isChanged() then

11. currTab.intersectWords(u.getBitDom())
12. forallx € S, do

13. ... /* same as CT, update table according to X[x] for PSTREDE */

14. if inconsistent is detected then

15. globalConsistent «— false /* Notify other propagators to stop running */
16. return false

17. else

18. return true

19. Method filterDomain() do

20. ... /* same as CT, filter Z(x) for STRFDE™ */

21. Method propagate() do

22.  initial()

23. if — updateTable() then

24. return false

25.  filterDomain()

26. if currTable.isChanged() then

27. p.removeValues(currTab.getWords())

5 CT SEMIE, initial () 7 ER WA AR AR Sqyp F Syap. BEAN, €38 BB PR 2 R 270k 22 47 42 Jr) 1
D.updateTable() 77724 F 29 A Fp BIR 6 (8 25 F K 50 3 4 BT currTable. BT R 725 u (R D(u) %K, PSTRFDE
H5K M RSparseBitSet J53 7R D(u), W D(w) DB (5 10 1T), A8 A AT EAE A& K 38T currTable. 1X 72
T A 11 471 intersectWords() 775K SEILI. )5, #RET- AR H BT currTable.filterDomain() 772K 1L 38
SPELAS BB L A SR R A AE, 4y R IR propagate() 772 PSTRFDE™ Sy N . 18 25 4T
filterDomain() J7¥2: 7] MECSCT FLAR f, (HH R A8 f g RSB 10 0, # curr Table J 250, wremoveValues()
TR T IR AR 2 p MBI (27 4T). AT 5E propagate() J&, ‘BORHR B2 5H0E 2 MUEE 4 47, R T MHATHRIED
FECTESE 2 $23.

23 FLRMIHITERIBET

TP FLAR, AR sop A& AT T F AR B 5 35 T BT e 41 R, BT DUAS B A5 1 A 38 BRI 24 s 1K J vk

N T ARPEIXAN 19 R, A ARSI 4 $EH T —Fh LT STRbit Fl STRFDE (194746 4% 5 PSTRFDE™".

% 4. class PSTRFDE™ Propagator

Data: scp: array of variables; del: del; bitSup: bitSup; val: val; res: residues
1. Method deletelnvalidTuple() do

2 for allx € scp do

3 2(x) < x.getBitDom()

4. update del[x] according 2 and 2’

5 for all ¢ € del[x] do:

6 for i «— bitSup[x, a).size down to 0 do

7

0 <« bitSup(x, a[i].ts
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8. u < bitSup(x, a][i].mask & val[0]
9. if u # 0 then

10. val[0] «— (—u) & val[0]

11. del[x].clear()

12.  Method searchSupport() do
13.  for allx € scp and globalConsistent = true do
14. for all « € D[x] do

15. now «— res|x, al
16. 6 «— bitSup[x, a][now].ts
17. if bitSup[x, al[now].mask & val[d] = 0 then
18. now <« bitSup|x, al.size — 1
19. 0 « bitSup[x, a][now].ts
20. repeat
21. now <— now — 1
22. if now =—1 then
23. 2(x) <« 2(x) | {a} /* remove a from X(x) */
24, if 2(x) = @ then
/* Notitfy other propagators to stop running */
25. globalConsisntent <« false
26. return false
27. Break
28. 6 <« bitSup|[x, al[now].ts
29. until bitSup|[x, a][now].mask & val[6] =0
30. if now #—1 then
31. res[x, a] < now

32.  Method propagate() do
33. deletelnvalidTuple()
34. searchSupport()

S 4 4 T AT ST (A ACHS PSTREDE® . U145 2.2 1 5, WV AR (I AE BAE sep H 5 24
N 778, AN BEAE T CT S5 11 support 7B, 15 W4 7= 4 ) 77 3 A5 L. PSTRFDE®" A FEAEFH last A
restorel IX AT B, HAAFBLS STRbit FEAAHIR, 5135 4 Mk e 12 th T4 d (5 Bt M B E 440 R EE).
7 PSTREDE™ 1, 1T bitSup RAFREAZ A7 S HE, BAME (v, @) 10 bitSup K JE ] A [, 3K & A8 SIEAT G LI
e 0. 5T AR B, "I bitSup (R w58, 3%4C bitSup LT FLAS AR, 6180300, AV residues Kfit
17 (x, a) WSCFEI RG], XA (x, @) TR SCRFII ).

deletelnvalidTuple() /7 V5 B 56 3R IUPL I IR 3RICY 5 QM BR (B4R & del. SR S5, " del R bitSup K 5 i
MHTR val (B 5-1147). WA u BT 0 BB 917), BMAE UArR A —L3XFHE (v, o) LU, I, 5k 4
TEZ 10 17T H M AR, J772: searchSupport() FH T A $8AH AN E BB I SCRF. WA SR GF 22 47), WA R R
BRAZAE. f R 25, B4 K AE B propagate() 752 /& PSTRFDE™ A 1.

T Do AR b A B 45 b, R4 T PSTRFDE %45 1) 5 2% 3 RN R AL 2% B (AW, o0 7 5 2R,
A MRBL R M 2% P L RN e, LIRS KA IR r=r,+ g Horh r, R rp 53500 A1 JLAS SR EAL
AR RO P LRI KN d,, PR AR IR RN d YRR e B H A o, THEERLE S word [
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KA w (i w= 64).
24 EFREITR

EER 1. PSTRFDE™ (145 % I 1) 4% (0] B A% FE 2 O(rodt/w).

AE#A: PSTRFDE " 4 /] currTab, supports, residues, ¥ ¥ 2" 5 ¥R 4509, CATRIE A8 5054 OGt/w),
O(r,d,tIw), O(rd,), O((r,d,+ dpiw) 5 O((r,d,+ d)iw). Sy T Sq, FIEIRELIE O(r,), BTl OGt/w + rdytiw + 2r, + rd, +
2(rodyt dpiw) Bl O(ryd,tiw). k5.

CT P KB S5 K supports IS 4L R O(r d tiw+d, thw), T AAEM A A4 AFh CT (28 (0 2%k
O(rodytiw +rdptiw). KEZEIVE dp LU d, KAF%, PRI CT Skfif vk FDE 1) 80 A] B 2% 3 80A A7 1 i) 2.

@R 2. PSTRFDE™ 145 2 I 1) 23 W) 5L A4 FE 4 O(rpd,tiw + ridtlw).

EFA: PSTRFDE #H] bitSup, val, del, £ F1 =" val F1 del [f175[M 5 3453 51k O(tw) 1 O(rod,, + rid)). XF
bitSup, BTN 728 5 57 AR EAE 6 35 25, FRATTAE R 4. IR P38 R 8RR, M bitSup(x][a] HIK:
JERL /AN T t/w. EAR DN AR BRI B (1 25 1) A EE K O(ryd tlw), AHIERE T IS AN . 1 JLAR e, 5 2 10 2% ) 52 2
& O(rodotiw). L, SZE IR IR O(rdotiw + rdiw + rod, + rdy+ t + 2(r,d, + rdpiw) = O(r,dytiw + rdgiw). IEHE.

FJ LRI, PSTRFDE™ [#)75 [M] 5 2% 8 55 CT FEB LI R4 AE FAHIIRL. ALS2B5R 1, dgrw & — AN 52 . Mgy
¥) CT 53k 23 1) 52 2% P 22K T, 10 PSTREDE®™ (125 [ 52 A4 v AN B iA £, iX D24 SL0E . 55 STRbit HiEL,
PSTRFDE™ 5 HUH T PI/MFEZS 10 I BE 454 Tast M restoreL. Ty, last 125 W B2 2% 1%k O(r,d, + rdp, {8 last 1§
B restoreL fEAETEIS R 04— 2. SUATT =, PSTRFDE™ {152 b5 %5 A 5 24% /N T CT A1 STRbit.

ik 3. PSTRFDE [I8) 325877 R MBI 0] 5L 2424 O(erd(r,d, + rd))iS/wp).

UE B AE3CHR [30] 1, BATEE H B AT R IR ST 54 N O(erdTS/p), ot T 4 IR Z AR RS (B (] 52 2%
B, AV VL (AL R 52 T2 PSTRFDE™ 1 PSTRFDE™. H:th PSTREDE®™ INf i) 5 2% % 5 . J9T LA B9 1) I i)
HIRFESE OCerd(r,d, + rd)tS/wp). 1iF EE.

3 SLIZER

FATTI XCSP3 HIAE LR MR S B YE ZE (http://xcsp.org/series) LR T 11 4122 JCL AR A2 ] U g 3 FH 491
4K, 475124 aim &%, dubois. renault &%, ModelRB &% (rand R %)) FIigAT R &5 (TSP &A1), & S HH i
300 4. BATEBIF LA T 7 41 STR 28449%: CT. PW-CT. CT+FDE. STRbit+FDE. STR2+FDE. STRFDE #l
PSTRFDE. Hrft CT Syt de stk 1) GAC 503k, HARSEAR 24 176 J b AT fPWC AH% . PSTRFDE $1i%
PIFFEATEE (RIERE M /N fE“@7 )5 45 1, W PSTREDE@2 K7mix FAE(EIFATE N 2 (MEFRI T a7, 51 % HhiE
R 1 & 2R dom/ddeg 28 S i 2 5l PRI AIMEHEE it & X AT 535349 56 1 Scala 2.12 il Java 11
Y5 RIS gy LS, BT RS Y B A JF (https://github.com/cpresearchers/ScalaCP/tree/wzlz/src/main/
scala/cpscala/TSolver/Model/Constraint/DSPFDECons-traint). AN SZIGAE 6 %0 12 Z6F%E, E44 3.20 GHz [ JekF
IRIEAR 17 A PR LIEAT, B RGN Windows 10, WAFA 8 GB. IN i) BRI BB 4 1200 s, ¥ A7 7 BRI ) Ay sk fig
B SEAGRR JAg ER B S1]. FRATIAN B T AR LETE B A7 S35 0S8 B A 3K F 491

1 RN THIORE STR V2R ARAS ] S £ (W 52 56 45 S 6 T-BR AL SE 4, AT T 523 (=), LA R IL
LLs B (K~ SR AR IR 18] (cpu) AHE 2T mi 4 (#n), SLrp BRI 1 (K48 219 s 8o ok Ain, I L (TO) SEI A0
SRR AFEAE A (MEM), S0y 0 MB. & AR YA i 0 S SR AR AR 1L D MO A 41 549 B sme R I O 1 80 3 il FH
FRAARRI T RIS R IR, A% BB Jo — AT R 7R B PP S H A ) 4] s 4

AT LI ER R, CT £F 2 4524 Lid et idy, (B2 S T34 SAT 5241 (Wl aim-200 AT dubois), ‘B3R 4
W TCHEE D, 2 MR 2 1IN 7). STRFDE 7t 1 2054 L e PR i¥); PSTRFDE 75 5 2H S5 41 de R ). oAb,
AR LA fPWC 53 (RIFERR CT $3%), PSTRFDE $037E 8 41 S 4 B40sk. at i e Bodia 1y 23 #, CT Al 4 7iip
20 42 535 2 GAC BTty 19 A Ta) =l 3 4, T HAR STy 40 A FPWC BT i 22 1 B TE) AR G A K. FPWC 492408 3 L


http://xcsp.org/series
https://github.com/cpresearchers/ScalaCP/tree/wzlz/src/main/scala/cpscala/TSolver/Model/Constraint/DSPFDECons-traint
https://github.com/cpresearchers/ScalaCP/tree/wzlz/src/main/scala/cpscala/TSolver/Model/Constraint/DSPFDECons-traint
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GAC HIEBEAR, & R R Bl N 4E 4 (PWC KT BSM A AL A LA 5 % Jo4l. 5 PSTRFDE AH L, PW-
CT 7EH:L8 SAT S th R H. Bt & Ui, AR ST ITCH I (B rel(c) X EL/N), PW-CT [FEF AR
. A8 PW-CT 1L R J KB T4 N 2845 T STRFDE #1 PSTRFDE. B, 242 3 Fr 0 & Jo 4L B0 £ i (i
rand % 7%1), PSTRFDE )2 Z@@ T PW-CT. 5 CT+FDE Ml STRbit+FDE #fltt, PSTREDE FIRG 2455 T W 5
P ABJ, WP RSV A N AE AR, 8% CT M1 STRbit Lk STR2 H— K, PSTREDE bt STR2 5 1 3 KR
FENI B0, BRI, PSTRFDE SAMAEZ T (PWC Bk B ar (1.

R MEVEL I EIA R AR 4 R LR

FDE
series CT PW-CT _ PSTRFDE PSTRFDE PSTRFDE
CT  STRbit STR2 STRFDE " o Y @
w0 cpu 0.04 0.014 0.069 0077 0068 0069  0.118 0.136 0.161
3;34 #n 3316 98 3391 3391 3391 3391 3391 3391 3391
MEM 0.44 524 1.98 5.50 0.83 1.17 1.61 1.61 1.61
0o cpu  113.083 5899 118612 122.007 120.61 118.028 130371  133.538  137.531
a‘;‘; . FTO(%) 833 0 8.33 8.33 8.33 8.33 8.33 8.33 8.33
MEM 141 19.32 640 1842  2.64 3.64 4.01 401 401
o cpu_ 788941  361.227 546262 546.768 544895 545118  632.798 682929 683322
al;: o H#TO(%) 81 38 5625 5625 5625 5625 56.25 56.25 56.25
MEM 4.11 51.72 1269 3595 553 8.40 8.90 8.90 8.90
tuboi cpu 718362 591.833  549.997 562407 542.834 53417  673.638  713.195  730.943
::ff 4TO (%)  46.15 38.46 3846 3846 3077 3077 46.15 46.15 46.15
MEM 0.74 531 0.77 1.70 0.46 0.73 121 121 121
1 cpu 0.015 4.001 1072 0072 0072 0061 00386 0026  0.0262
re;j;t #n 101 101 101 101 101 101 101 101 101
MEM 5.17 23493 145096 307.66 467 2667 3572 35.72 35.72
e U S3617 99.464 68209  72.066  72.088  66.782 5234 52339 5234
mo ;:;’ga“ Yaton) 43 8 4 6 6 4 4 4 4
MEM 5.75 266.06 145573 37853 571 2917 38.65 38.65 38.65
oo b 24722 673287 73965 7418  142.138 59276 32321 23233 2161
r"“;:'s o H#TO(%) 0 26 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
MEM 1.84 38.35 1953 2537 105 6.88 8.20 8.20 8.20
aoofed P 12.167 421324 35546 37216 67944 29708  16.614  12.005  11.164
ran s “C 410 (%) 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
MEM 1.84 38.35 1953 2537 105 6.88 8.20 8.20 8.20
D 3.86 1184849 MO 17.099 17.128 16614 10577  7.652 7.101
r"“;:'z o H#TO(%) 0 95 MO 0 0 0 0 0 0
MEM 10.56 184.47 MO 28094  7.50 12802 13677 13677  136.77
w000 M 0.031 0.662 0.132 0017 0024 0.0l 0.007 0.006 0.005
R #n 830 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
MEM 0.77 1675 64898 7582 134 14.9 26.81 26.81 26.81
P05 P 2419 MO 26478 36135 41.696 31.165  17.894  14.571 1451
- #n 52932.67 MO 52932.67 52932.67 52932.67 52932.67 52932.67 52932.67 52932.67
#=30
MEM  59.73 MO 5073 429 220 2424 2981 29.81 29.81
#solved 261 226 284 284 285 287 285 285 285

AR R 149 2, PW-CT F 15 5 S L BBV /b 5 TRk PW-CT T4 JLI L SRR L AT T
S SR AH 28— PWC, AT A DR SCOT AL A ) 0, AT LA 00705 A b (12 AT T 5M 1 PWC R,
SN T I TFR. 25 PWC A GAC T2 I A BB MBS R 2 [ 7041, W) PW-CT UG, oL Hues 7 £
2 PW-CT {eBHUSEHI%E (rand SE015E) T 4630 T AR J5 7 B S0 I 215 2052 B85 4 (U aim 0
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F1 TSP20~25) JEAA[F] 9, X4 th T e 1#0 L 7E FDE #8 F3UT GAC M5, BIR RS AR IH), REWRE EAIEARE
R A5 000 SRR 2 S 451 o) 8 R A [ (4 4 RS2 b, AE BRI 1] P9, PSTRFDE LG STR2 # R L 115 5. 55
AR, T TR AL S B (W rand-10-20), FPWC 53 RS % 26 704D BE Y B B 3 3E B 12 o) LT A, TR b I 2
fPWC SRR R AR 0, %52 14E AT FPWC B Lk GAC tR15 %, X Tl i BEHL S5 (40 rand-8-20),
HAEALHRBAE KT 10000 ST0HL. AT PWC FEAR AR A I ] SRAS A X L8 e 41 & 75 ) PWC. R, 7EIXFhsk
B4 EHAT GAC Lk PWC A2 i LhER PPWC BE I P AEAE A =, AT R I STR2 11 A #7248 s de {1, (RH K
R T- STRFDE Al PSTRFDE. R4 CT Bk & GAC Wik, HETE FDE KR £ S2f) L # A7 7E N A7
AT 10 . S8 36} AT SR AT LU, PSTRFDE S 6 SRAR A AN P 7708 F 2 [ AR T B d i) 1 4.
T A RTINS, 1 4 BOR T SRR SRR, x B4 SR AR IR, p Bl A T DA R A AN S BB
I 1% PR SR S5 A 50, AT LA B 7 ()3T 42 T 6o I8 PR B SR A sk 3 W v BRATY M AR B AR AE AT ROIFAT BE T,
PSTRFDE 5358 FL AT f5¢ v IR SR AR A%, T #3471 STREDE FIZ 85T CT, 75 -4 7 LB T CT, &M 3
2R SA). HoAl ER AT FPWC SVE IR A N STREDE A1 CT 503 i W82, /A1 25 3 SR AT vk A 8 0r AT 55
HINHTEE 2 . X FEE T FDE BUR LR 5 RO (V) JE it _E 358 T 3B (0 A8 S AN A, 388K T 2™ il J85E ) A
i, HATSEAE BT ) B ) RS . SR [30] & G HAT R E D 5 AT LISRTF R I IR, 1% LA
MER WG IFATRE R E R 4 T 6 MHTLRAEH 20, HARE B T d5 m MR, A EVIE T iZ S0k il s, B2,
PSTRFDE 7] ARG E M P2 s A0 AL R IR 31350, A& FDE BEAY b SR AR 2803 ot e 11 3 B8 R V.
300

#Instance

SRSy — CT
. -~ PW-CT
STR2+FDE
—— STRFDE
-~ PSTRFDE@2
PSTRFDE@4
—— PSTRFDE@6

10° 10! 10? 10°
CPU Time (s)

4 PSTRFDE #y:5 At SRR AR KR (1 LA
S

FEASCH, AR T —Fh AT AL BE5530%: PSTRFDE PAAe i K fi# FDE th 29 AL B 11 %40%. % T FDE A A2y
HRAY, PSTRFDE SR A AHIE N (5 VA AL, et e AT TR 507, DLEE i JE20R. E M3k Ai 1210 PSTRFDE f%
ST BB AL T S h, DLt — D3R m e F80R. SR W], PSTRFDE /b 1IN T8RN 771 4E, 25K fi# FDE
ARG V5. FRATH A 7870 W] 7 PSTRFDE & H iy fie SG ki AL 3k A A i 5e . RRIATIEAENAT7
RN TT AR RWIIT TAE: — 3w FAT Sh AP A5 R ARERCR, T 28RS B8 — D BRI BB IR I K N 77
o P, DUSKAE R S CRASE F ) S5 — 2488 HY b FDE SE O e R R 2 b g 58, 49 AT T B0 04T AR 16 U i RE 8 75 31
A2 N
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