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Abstract: Extension rule-based theorem proving is a splendid reasoning method. Based on the extension rule
algorithm IER (improved extension rule), this paper proposes IMOM (improved maximum occurrences on clauses
of maximum size) and IBOHM (improved BOHM) heuristic strategies in order to give guidance while choosing the
clause that limits the search space. This paper applies these two heuristic strategies to the algorithm IER, designs
and implements the algorithms IMOMH_IER and IBOHMH_IER. Since more appropriate search space can be
obtained with these two heuristic strategies, the algorithms can decide whether the original question is satisfiable in
a fraction of a second. Experimental results show that the speed of the algorithms is 10~200 times that of the
existing algorithms DR (directional resolution) and IER.
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# OE: AT RAN T R A ZIEIER F k£ IER(improved extension rule)r EALN B ik 6 L ek b 32k
T IMOM(improved maximum occurrences on clauses of maximum size)#= IBOHM(improved BOHM) & % X 5 &, 5+ 44
AP B E XA %A T IER Fk+ AHFHRAFRZILEZRGTE ZHFERT F& IMOMH_IER =
IBOHMH_IER. 5325 R AW,y T X AAY B & KRS A6 A 34 A & 093 & 210, 7T AR B 312 R 1P A2
T T it R LA BT B e R B R ik DR(dlrectlonaI resolution)#= IER #9 10~200 4%.
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TR AL o B2 A AN AN 22 T i) R — AT B Bl PR B B T SR R R A S b L AT TR R
(1 S, 80 o IR T P 5 SR T I L B R 4 P48

S FRHLAS UE BH A 38 iR SEARUR 8 I 4 B ) I D7 VR R AR A T AR G T A 1 T v X R AR
— AN BTG A — R BENLAS UE B T N o R R —.

BAVAE SCRR 7] $2 H (0 55 T e 0 D 5 B PR AIE WA 7 ¥k A — POt (1) 8 BML 28 AIE WA 7 ¥, 2 W 6 1 45 1) 3 1)
BEAT S8 BRATL S UE )30 1 47 i 0 I A7 A0 R I A 8 ) 6 ) T8 1 ) 6 S 7 RIS AL () I ARl P 228 e Jisd B AR e 3 A A
JIE A SR B 2 ) 52 4 P v A8

A A 45 55 T U 5 0 7 3 TR B R T AR BRI 5 T R B 7 v I R A B = SRVEIER (improved
extension rule) 2 i &5 1 T4 @ KU (9 5032 AR i B i T B o 450 2R 22 ) 1) 1) 1 3k BB B ATL 1 e R
ROV &% 1

T SR AR R I A A B v A T A T AR ) R AR SCAE IER I SRR 4R H T IMOM
(improved maximum occurrences on clauses of maximum size) f1IBOHM(improved BOHM) /3 & 3\ 5 1%, 3555 5 Ff
Jet e X SR T IERSEE v B 5 48 R 0 A1 (¥ 1 Ry C Ik 8 ki 42 th T VA IMOMH_IERFTIBOHMH_IER. ‘A7)
I F A B A5 Bk 7 ) C, T LAAS 21 B8 3 5 1% Il 1) 48 22 72 () 3 A 0 ) 3 A2 11 i) 0w DA 1 42 ik [ 4 AL
“SAT”, ANHT 5 A2 A 1] AUAT LA B Hb i 1 5¢ 45 FIER (extension rule) 5Ly 3E 4T JAI W, AT 9k 2D 17 i f88E %) 341 5 I T
SIS BRI IMOMH_IERFIIBOHMH_IERAE S 7R AR AR B2 b4 v I G 7 Ji 0 0 550925 1) 20l 32 ~F- 3
ik #|#07:DR(directional resolution) FER[#) 10~200 £%.

1 yEBHMMFAEERFIER

BRI 2 DA AT AR KT ZH 1 1) 7 R SR AN AT A2 Dk BRI AN T AR IR B e HE T T R
RT3 1 4, WA ¥ R B AN w2 4 S o R v A D AR VAR S e

g — N1 R CH—NRTFMES M,

D={Cva,Cv—alaeM I H. a Fl—a #ALE C LY.

BATHECEIDH G K (3 it L fcdr™ JR AU, D () 76 32 v 07 FH 377 R R £ 5 S 1780,

RN B 1) B & AT o e R I, SR 5 R A R TR AN B0 7 1% T A AR R g R PR AR
FER Y R B IR 55 0 1R 25 ) 2 2 Pk e SR HR B ) S B b BRATI IR 5 A0 B A IR AR K TR 7 8 Hh ke, R
H S AT AN B R T IR R I AN B 274, 7 AR AN R R A T, 1 AR R R A TR
EETT Y W AR I AN B0n] LA 25 ) D 2

BT R 1 SR ERIK AR 78 58 A IMERBLVE HT SR 18 4T — AN m U H HEAR 58 45 IR 8005 A5 B 2 50
I 2 i P X Tl v 2550 ) SR R e O T AR AN T R ) i Jk 58 A R R AR, 2 FRATT Y H ER B
I, SR b R 48 2R A RO TR 2H 8 1) 25 ), o 2 5 vl 7 e HH A R AR R T AR T, AT R) DA 2R % 2 ) 1Y) —
A ) R AR XA 14 ) AT BCOR TIUAS e 47 8 I8 4 Sl SR A0 2 A 3 [ b B i AT R OR TAS R 7 2, BT -1
BT T AL 7 U, TRAT T AN i ) 2 U A T AL N T R (I ER VAT

2 IMOMH_IER #1 IBOHMH_IER &%

FENERSL A T Ik 36 1 U C PR s 14 22 25 1) RS T i b A6 G 2 ) B2 st ) 880 2 75 W) 3 2, T 0K B4 v ik R
(9 F 16, BT AC IR S B - 73 T L T b, Tl 1 3 B DPLLA b s ke 5 T — AN 248 B0 3 & 2L S i MOMA
BOHMIF) BRI 48 1y 7 A 1 5 2 28 5% 1% IMOMURT IBOHM, F-45 9 il it 2 2 3 6 ] -1 1ER v v B s 4 2 2%
) F) 5 A0 R e % 42 HE B3R IMOMH_IERFTNIBOHMH_IER, N 1 43 531l A 4 33 5 o 45925
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2.1 IMOMH_IERE %

PR FE IMOMH_IER T, AL 24—~ MOM JiF & = HEmg.

MOM i % 2K 55 s 19100 £ 50 356 3 05 /N 1 v L e 22 1R 28 05t A F(L) Dby SC 7 L R BILALE 35 /I8 oS A il A 1) 1 o
MIECH LA X, 1% AR AT T A1) R S K

[FO)+F(—x)]x 25+ F(X) xF(—X).

WAL B AL T A AR x IE IR LA 2 K A = x A A true, 75 UGB Y false. 12 SRM& {6 1) T/ ml
fie 22 Hb I AL 0 BT )R SR g AR B R, R A R E AR K T A S AR IMOM R R 3K
.

IMOM i3 ke X S - 7E R 48 1 D0 50 2 3 e 1 1) v H IR w3 1) SC 2 I A8 S NN ) LA (L) oA STHAL
HRIAE B A ) 1 R AR TP ) B 3 R S - LA AR R (L) A K.

T IMOM SN (1) 5 48 SEHLAE L,

function IMOM()

S<getMaxLengthofClause(®);
For each C;eS do
for each Leliteral(C;) do
Count, «Count, +1;
Num<«—getKthCount();
For each Leliteral(S) do

if Count,>Num then C«~Cu{-L};
return C;

SR IS A G RE 2 8 50 I D7 1 AU 4E of 9 B b g KT A I 4E A S, 1% T RE H B8 $getMaxLengthofClause 5¢
BCAR kAR S, i SRR SCEAES TR AR I ) # 20 Counti £ 48 v 45 24 A S0 IR 80U I T B
FrgetkthCount, 13 3 Count % 20 Hh £ KK ¥ {H Num. d5z Ji5 388 7 St H B IR) JI A SC =L, 40 B G R 3 v £ Count 2 75 K
T Num KT MR FL AT 2 LA A C.

T A 2SR TP B T WA 5 Dt U3k 93 S0 7 e e I A v SCE I A i AR S 4 b A B T A
A9 1% T D 5 L LA R YR8k 22, LS T R0 IR 20 R 59 S0 I AR S N T4 C b st R B B i
R 72 1A 2 TR A A ) rhoxed B R S o false. d T 17 ) Ok S 4R IR BU AR 22,49 380 1A Tm) RELAE B 72 48 &R
2 TR e AT AT DUDR F i ) R I gt e, R il A2 ) ) AT SR RT DAAE B )48 28 ) 1 A s L G Rl R e, R
I [E] 25 B SAT.IL Uk, B B 22 1A SCF I AR 8 0 56 400 L e RUA AT IS B 5 C & A BANK IR 7 0 4,
TXRE I HSC AN 5k 1 ) 1)/ B 22, 459 B o) R8RS B /I el T RBE R 47 /N S 3 AT A 58 4% S0k T DUR B
H i [H] 25 2R

JE S DA E a3 B AT 0% OE SR I AR GE T IER R R B R A E N T A) C MR EL M H IMOM
Jeb R M A i PR ) C A A v A2 T4 ) R R 1100 4% 1) 1 B R 3 (0] SAT, AN b T ) ER S303% 0 T2 AN v il 2
180 ) R, A 56 % 1) e 28 B AT AR i [ T L R ER B IR S UR D T B R D B v T I R
T gs tHEVA R B A ST AE 42,

function IMOMH_IER-framework(CNF: @)

[
C«IMOM();
For each C;e @ do
if (complement(C;)) then @« @'I{C};
total«—extend( @)
if total=2CHAVSENUMBER-ICI than return ER(@);
else return SAT;

FEIMOMH_IERSEVE 1, ¥ 55 T s 2 IMOM, % bR B 45 IMOMUR e S SR ZE J 1~ FUC AR i 3 T 1 Ry S

AR TR C I W TR 5 C A AT EANKE, B &, W COl B M B J5 % 7 A48 @ 7E 45 /1 5 1 25 R EAT 3 2,
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@ AT B R I 3 A total. i S total (8 /1N T C T BR 5 12 1) v i 3 Bl K30 g A . 2CHAUSENUMBERAC] (41
1, CLAUSENUMBERJZ Jii - A 4k @ 7 1) I AN 3 |Cl & ) CHIA FE), BRI AE CBR & (¥ 7% [F] N A7 5 T RIS A T 9™
JEE BRIAR K I, D) o] 35 A SRR T ST, 5 U, 1 P S50 90R ER, 37 4 W 5 ) 41 o ] 33 A2 1 FH IMOMUE U ST i
TEEX IR TR C 08 T Rl A2 1D v 0, BB K IR T s 40 T 49 2% 72 ), 406K 22 5015 L JE 200 1 U FHER 6 T A5 1 3 A2 1)
i B, ER T4 R A ) (P 46 /N, A 58 4% (9 S e 0 R Pt R (A1, 4R 5 R ER, [FUFE nT DL & SV IR AR

EIE 1. e BT P, 507 IMOMH_IER 2 IEHI H g 4 1.

IEH E T IMOM Ji3 J 3 SR W AR 45 S 7 ) 42 v H 3 IR A7 236 o) S 1 AT 3 B, BT LAIE BRI 1) C X R [
JR A AR IRAL B T AR I R4 R AE C PR 1)1 25 ) R AF A AN o] 7 R IR 42 K IO, I8 4 - g 4 2 T il 2 1
A5 00, 1 ER SR 253 A0 ) R R R . b i R L, B9 IMOMMHLIER S IE A B 58 4% 119, O
2.2 IBOHMH_IERE %

BOHM #275 O A 4 S A — 25 6 45— NI B K 10 B (H (), Ho(X), ..., Ho (X)) A28 Bt A7 43 54, 3L

BN H (X)) 8 SR
Hi(x)=axmax(hi(x),hi(=x))+Axmin(hi(x),hi(—x)).

i (X) A2 B A 1R A A0 3 A2 P B xR 1 ) A 48, max R s B R mina i Bt /N W] DU HY 2 0 O X5 s A
Ii) T35 A2 A S /N IR T ) (P12 S0 O B IR ) B 4K SR gk /N T TR R E (% S BRI ). o B 15 L 1 E
BOHM$ 755 5K I ) T i e BEATL ™ 25 1O SAT frl AR A7 20 AR 4l 12 500 1) JAR, Fe A 142 L@ M) T IER 9 1 IBOHM
Jo R UM, T4 H PR A R

IBOHM /A & 2\ S W AE T ) 4R vh AR SE BB K 1) & (H o (Li) Ha (L), - Ha(Li)) I SC L A B ) CHp,
Horh Hy (L) 7 AR b I B IR 3 SCE LI AN B T T4 L IBOHMSEN (1) JR 48 SELAE 2L,

function IBOHM()

For each Ce &ALeC do

Hcounter[L](L)<_Hcounter[L](L)+l;
(Hy(L),Hp(L),...,Hn(L))«—getKthH();
for each Leliteral(S) do
if (Hy(L'),Ha(L"),...,Ho(L'))2(H1(L),Ha(L),...,Hn(L)) then
C«Cu{L'};
return C;

VR I R AR AR A 1 3 T T ) AR 49 B AR AN SO I H ) £ 1 MEL AR )5 VR oR £l getKthH, #3 Bl H o 2
KoK 18 1) & (Hy(L),Ha(L),...,Hn(L)). 3 [ @ 1 BT 45 3C 2 L, 45 1) & (Ha (L), Ho(L), ... Ho(L)) K F 55 F ) &
(Ha(L),Ha(L), ..., Ha(L)) UL A 7 FIC .

TE 1% R R 2SR M A 6 08 B R 7 A0 v AR A v T S N ) Cb B S 0 R e T A R
IR 645 1 1) SC T IN T A C o SR Ly R L 76 B J 1) vt R SO ) (ELAE o 8 - ) B v L IR BOR T
Lo HE IR R A MR FEL NN B A Crp AR MRS T b 28 2.1 5 7P (6 20 BT JRATT S0, 7 A0 J 35 2 % T 0 1A %
06 B AFL 1) i IR Al 20> 8 17 66 0 110 249 R 4% 1 AR A0 A A S B R T ) R b IR B 22 1R S IO T A)
C b, 3 3t 25 R A e MU IS B R S ) 2 T A 8 2% S5 IR ) T HL 2 e gk BRI 1 g B B s 1 22 ) S 45
Bl 2 1) o ) B 2, TR A ) 9 1 1) A A PR P 8 % 2 ) o ) A AR i (R 4 T ) AR £ ] 3 4 B R g A2
F14) ) R P 52 1 5 22 25 ) P T AU AT i I A b ) s b vy P, TR [ &5 L ST,

5 IMOMH_IERS. ¥4: 1) SETLAHE 42 2546l IBOHMH_IER S v H 1 JG AR 35 IBOHMH Ji & 2 5 s A i 1 A1) C.4K
Ja X T T AR @ P EAS T RICRE S CE AR EANS [T A I 4L, % T R) B @ AR 4 /D G 28 RLEAT 5 8, i T
EAE 5 IMOMH_IER STV [F] X HLAS F B IR

EIE 2. fEd BB, 5% IBOHMH_IER & IE ) H.5¢ % 1.

IE B 5 8 IMOMH_IER 258145 55 15t 5% IBOHMH_IER & [E 1 HL 58 #4511, O
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3 kIt

AT HL R AT H T IBOHMH_IERFIIMOMH_IERS v 5 R 815 1ER LL & Dechter ARish# H F) iy 52
8 P SR AR A R T VRV 5 g A 1 V1 5 S T e T DA R B AT T S R 2 R VR AR AT 2R B A W]
IR L AR FR 3 g 4 EDELL Intel Pentium 4 2.8GHz CPU/512MB RAM;# FWindows XP Professional
SP2/Visual C++6.0.

BE L 1) R A8 h — AN BE AL 26 28 7= 2 XA B ML= A2 2815 3 AN S HUN MK, e N R A8 14y
AN EM AR T R) S AR S AN K AR T R) B b R I e R B AR T ) A A o B AL A M AN AR B
/N 55T KA B S, IF BN &0 IE SO 00 RE2E 48 5E T 0.5, 3R AT FH A [ RRASE Py v 850 %o 1038 )i 1
SEVEBEAT 0 R HG e, e R S H 23 39) (N, 30,8),(N,30,9),(N,30,10)(N,35,8),(N,35,9) FI(N,35,10)iX 6 Z1H #3417
PR, N AT 100~200 2 18] T4 S 3 2% 1) A8 BEBLAE J 10 A Sl b AT SRR B A N o o 45 L, 2 i
R 1 s,

£
[

Time (s)

Time (s)

1.0E+3;—¢—DR —=—|ER

1.0E+21
2 1.0E+1

[}

£ 10E40, "

1.0E-11 \/ N S Y
10E-2 { b L— ‘

—&—IBOHMH_IER IMOMH_IER

1.0E+34
1.0E+2q
1.0E+14
1.0E+01
1.0E-14

100 110 120 130 140 150

ClauseNum
(a) M=30, K=8
—e—DR —8— |ER
—4— |IBOHMH_IER IMOMH_IER

/I

1.0E-2

1.0E+37
1.0E+24
1.0E+14
1.0E+04
1.0E-1+

1.0E-2

100 120 140 160 180 200

ClauseNum
(c) M=30, K=10
—e— DR —=— |ER
—&— |BOHMH_IER IMOMH_IER
100 110 120 130 140 150
ClauseNum
(e) M=35, K=9

1.0E+31—*—DR —=—|ER

—a—I|BOHMH_IER IMOMH_IER
1.0E+2q -

1.0E+11
£ L0E+0|
1.0E-11 _‘//\/‘\‘

1.0E-2

e (s)

100 110 120 130 140 150
ClauseNum
(b) M=30, K=9
1.0E+3,—*—DR —=—|ER

—4— IBOHMH_IER IMQMH_IER
1.0E+24

1.0E+14

Time (s)

1.0E+04

1.0E-1

100 110 120 130 140 150
ClauseNum
(d) M=35, K=8
1.0E+31—— DR —=— |ER
10E+2 IBOHMH_IER IMOMH_IER

1.0E+1+

1.0E+0

1.0E-1- /4\‘/"‘

1.0E-2 :
100 120 140 160 180
ClauseNum

=
£
'_

(f) M=35, K=10

Fig.1 Experimental results of random problem instances
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AN, B A% Ab T AH AR X 4 Y Uniform Random-3-SAT il BT AIM 2 ] /85 (http://www.cs.ubc.ca/~hoos/
SATLIB/benchm.html 2007)E47 A, S 58 5 H W3 138 “—" 3R 7 I [A) BB IR, 38 I IR 7] 2 600s.

Table 1 Experimental results of benchmark instances
F 1 bR R

Inst Algorithms
nstances DR(s) IER(s) IBOHMH_IER(s) IMIMH_IER ()
uf20_07 0781 2875 0.015 0.015
uf20_08 0710  0.265 0.015 0.014
uf20_09 3671 6.171 0.140 0.141
uf20 010 3703 3.600 0.031 0.312
uf20 013 3828 1437 0.234 0.515
uf20_016 1140 0218 0.015 0.010
uf20_018 1312 15218 0.014 0.015
aim-50-1_6-yes1-1 — 315.570 103.520 47.406
aim-50-1 6-yesl-2  3.031  20.462 6.297 2.750

4 45 i

SEF Y ) 1 R FEL RS Wy 92 2 5 01 4% DB A 1) 7 vk B R S 3t B P T R g 13 LI ER BV
AT R RN (1 s 2% v AR B o P T PR 4 2R 2 ] 1) R C I o B AL 1), 3 7 49 50k v AR A M K
FEY I J5 1k AR A Tk — 4 i SR R AR R R U AR T L M T BRI AR A AN SR
VR IERE B 1) Cfy i A2 1 43 il i A R & 2 55 18 IMOM AT IBOHM, 75 31 47 3% IMOMH_IER A1 IBOHMH_IER.
FH L IMOM S v A8 26 98 8 250 1K 1) SC 3 (R 75 5 307, IBOHM SR A 26 1 AL 0 01 A0 R 0 3 A S s 326 3% 1) 1
FICLEIERSLYE s BB AL % 8 7 ) CIIT KR A (19 205 1) 5 38 A 97 e 0 1) 77 ¥k i 565 85 SR 2% W09 0 AN () AR e JBE 1) i)
FEIMOMH_IERFIBOHMH_IERTE AL F 22 5 VA DRANER() 10~200 £
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