— BAYIMUIFRERE 27 @{XS (2010 F£E)

AERNE

SAT EiiZzHAWHEETA M —X&ER

wa ER b g BN Ee IR R B

AR5, SAT bz VAT A FDF A M7 —2ERIT OV TBN 3, AriBEHRBLO 78 il HE M E R
(SAT RiJHE) 2 SAT VY AN—DOWREDTRIBIICIA L L 72 2 £ % 9T, SAT Hifliz %08t ¥ 30934
BUCHER L T3, SAT b & ik, Juof#E%Z SAT RIEICZ#AL, SAT YA AN—%2HOTRET 2HETH 5.

MAERETAYEY 7927/ N=F727DTAFFERO—-DOTH 3.
IR = DMAGHLIT L > THET 2 L v BHl% TG
#5550 & Hnich 56D 2 >0 SAT HELOEFZMD A s 2 &

FRITZAZRTH D, AHIETIE,

>

COTFEORRIZ, RO 1S HD <
FTAN T —ADOWREMEEL, BEN»ORMNZL T A

kD, HAETA N —RAEROMELZREC LETES Z L2RT,

1 BFU®IC

TR o 7R TR HIE (SAT) 1, G A2ohrk
O TR e 2 HIE T 2 M TH 2. SAT
13 Cook 12 & b F#lic NP 582 k2GR S - g C
b2, SAT IFEIEHAIEE KOATARICE ) 2%
SEANLIIEE LT, RlaK, 77 = /T,
AP a—=1) v 7, fMRERNE (Constraint
Satisfaction Problems, CSP), #ll#mi@ ki, &
HEFHZA L, S AoWICHI TV, 3T
£, 105 ~ 107 HOEHK% b > KRMBiAL SAT WiE
%, JERICEEICHRE S 2 E ST EEZ SAT VL N—28
FEHIN, 06 DHADFEHIGH S ABIHA
KLTw3 [18]. Ffic, CSP % SAT FEIC AL
T, e SAT VYL N—%FAWTRET 2 SAT #F
oW H 2D, ZNFETICESE L O/SL

Generating Combinatorial Test Cases by SAT
Techniques

Mutsunori Banbara and Naoyuki Tamura, /7 K21E
WA 4 — | Information Science and Technology
Center, Kobe University.

Haruki Matsunaka, ffiF K2R PERES R 7 2GR0
%28t Graduate School of System Informatics, Kobe
University.

Katsumi Inoue, EZIEMEMLAT, National Institute
of Informatics.

EDMER I N T 5 L HEERFIE (direct encoding)
[9][34], XFFfF51LiE (support encoding) [20][13],
%55 {tIE (multivalued encoding) [26], XTEARF
Tt (log encoding) [19][12], MFRF5{Li% (order
encoding) [31][32].

V7L 2T7/N=F 727 DT A ME, Wz b
T BMBRICE W TEHEELRH 2R LT3, L
L, 7c& 2B TH->TY, MRENT A i
T AN —ZADARKZ R EBFEWICETARETDH
5. £, VI 27/ N—F7 =T OREIEAL -
BHACI PR G, BEERZ T AN —ADWEZ 52—
4, 207 A MO W TR LRk ST
W3,

# &t 7 X b(Combinatorial Testing) (XY 7 F
V27 N=F 727 DTALTFHED—=DTH 5,
COTFHEORRIE, KDL IZPHEDA AT A%
DHABOEICE>TIHAET S L) Bl ITIC,
TANT —ZADBRZ B L, BIFER DO BAI
BTAMPZITAPRTHE, HAEETALDT A
b — 2RI, HEETYA v OB
(Covering Array, CA) T ik ¥ 2 P s ©
E 5. a7 A Mo 5 8ERS oA DR

11 AFE T covering array ORI E LT “GERSN” %
vz,
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ENTUR, BEL D CAERTENRRINTY
2 [35][2][14] [3][22] [24] [5] [28] [1] [15] [16]. Z 41 & D
FEDY — A G E LTIE[6][33] 28 5.

Hnich 5 %, R SAT YA NN—IZH L7 CAD
SAT fF5{bikZ 2% L T\ % [15][16]. Myra B. Co-
hen 5%, SAT Lt EMEZHAE LT LITY X A
EREL TS [4. LHL%DS, Conflict-Driven
Clause Learning (CDCL) SAT Y L ¥ —IZi# L 72
SAT fFZ L OWAIFIER I D,

AfcE, AN CAZAERT ZMEICKHL T,
CDCL SAT YV )L N—IZ5# L 72 %7 L \» SAT fF51b
Wh ZORET 2, o, HFFEEEZ -2
L7ebDTH %, WHFFFH5ETIE, SAT VY L N—D
HARFEETDH % SR (unit propagation) 2%, JG
D CSP 12 BT 2 #iPH{ERE (bounds propagation) IZ
MIELTED, SIFRORORESTETH S, b)) —
21U%, Hnich fF5bik L PR LE2ZRIA L 72 b D
Th 5. HFFSEE KL T, A5y JHilfD
R BB iR D 72 d TRV RHDRRETH 5.

CDCL SAT VL N—Id, M4ED SAT Hfffic 1>
THEEL&RH#EZHEZLTWw3, 20 CDCL SAT vV
WN—% VDL, REORBT A Mr—A%K
EEBET2-OICEETH S, RET 220/ 5b
BiE, 55 b EENH B I NI ER R Sk
ZHVWTWw 5, HFR5{E L CDCL SAT YV v/ 3—
L OMED R SX, HFREEE IR L 72 CSP V
LS — Sugarl? % 2008-2009 4EEEE CSP L/t —
BERICE VT 2 B (GLOBAL &#11) L%
TEDL LD,

RET 3 SAT koG Z2 R0, i
S 2~6 O/INPEIEOREICN§ 2 HITHEBEZ T 7,
Z DFER, REFLRIMNL 2BERE RS oier
WTE, AR, RIRREA L) LHEL T, 12E
FASEOREREZEZ 2 W TEL, 51T, 2009 FiC
Hifil & 4172 Handbook of Satisfiability [36] #ic Gk
INT B RMBREE IS LT, FHOR RIE
WETHZIERZAWLEZ, MAT, WO2»DRM
IR LT, BERIOTIR [2) 2EH T2 2 &b

12 http://bach.istc.kobe-u.ac.jp/sugar/
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R, R,ORFROO0O
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1 CA(10;3,5,2). D 3EDFICOWVWTH, 25T
22 BOHIENSDEOHEHSEINTHHELTWS,

L 7.

DUF, & 2 i cHELY 0 E 2% - BRI oW
T 2. 28 3 fiCIIEAR D SAT fF5kikth %
Hnich FFELEEZBNT 5. REFEIIE 45T
WS, 6 BiTIRETERICOWTRR, REIC
%7 i ciiama iR %,

2 REECY & BEAR

2.1 HERS

BB CA(b;t, k,g) &%, bx kLG (b 1T K 51)
Thh, KHEHEIE{0,1,2,...,9— 1} DTN DfE
25, 2LC, EFDtDI(1<t<k)IzDOVT
b, BT MY H D NS DHEDMEE T RTH
D Eb—oHBlT 3, 22T, t 2HEE, ExE
F, g RKELIERZ LT3, HNE CA(bt k, g)
DEET IRDD O EZRADOTF L TH S,
Bl 1 AT AMIBITZ2—=D2DT A M7y — A2,
CA(b;t, k,g) DEITICHIGLTEY, TAFr—2A
B b OfEICIGT 5, Bl LT, WS t=3, K¥
k=5, Kifig=21ZT27A 7 —RADER, T
bt CAb;3,5,2) ZERT 22 E2 2. M1
2, ZoOMEDR#EME (b =10) 2R3, mHD 3 5
IZoWT, Wz 0E 1 0MlAEEER—ILFRTRL
Tw3, &Fc22@)H22nsDHEOMET TN
TS, Al b —oDHBILTwE I b5, il
DED IFNDHATICOVT S FEOWE 277

DUT oE#l%, #X [16]) ICEDWV»TWw 3,
EE 1 (HERH) #EAY CAb;t Kk, g) &1, B
TOWEZM7$ bx kB A= (ai;) TH5.

e a;; €Zy={0,1,2,...,9—1}
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o TEDELLZ DI 1<c;<c<...<a<
k, BXMEBOMEDM (v1,22,...,2) € Z§ I
LT, = ar, (Vi1 <i<t) 23T r
Bl Eb—DET 5,

EE 2 (HEERIIE) HHEIIE CAN(L, k, g) LT,

CA(b;t, k,g) DEET Z2RND b TH 5,
CAN(t,k,g) = min{b | CA(b;t,k,g)}

EIE 1 ([2][36]) CAN(t, k,g) 22T, BLITFOM:

EHEY LD,

1. ¢' <CAN(t,k,9) < g*

2. CAN(t,k—1,9) <CAN(t, k,qg)

3. CAN(t,k,g—1) < CAN(t,k,g)

4. g-CAN(t—1,k—1,9) < CAN(t, k,g)

—MRIZ, CAN(t, k,g) DIREIZ NP 582 TH 5 [27].
WX 2<t<6IRT S CAN(t, k,g) DIRHD LR
1%, Charles Colbourn IZ &> T Web - TEH - NFH
ENTVD 7. 1, t=38BXVk,gn/hSi
EIZN LT, TNFETIKASNTV2 CAN(t,k, 9)
DEFO LT [2][7) 20T, KD (k, g) BTy
m DBFEIE CAN (L, k,g) =m ZEL, m,n DHE
Em < CAN(t, k,g) <nZRL T3,

ARETIE, SAT(BL U CSP) # w7 7u—F
ZEOSPORTLTE0IC, 2 0DMEREH
T2, CAYHERBEL X, Sz2oN7 4k g,b) T
XLUT, CAb;t, k,g) DEFET 20 E ) pRAEL,
FET B854, CADb;tk,g) #ERT2METH 5.
CABRBLEEL X, 525607k (tkg) KNLT,
CAN(t,k,g) = b L2 28/ND CA(b;t, k, g) % ER
THHETH 5.

2.2 Hnich @ CSP FI]

Hnich 5%, CAHIERE%Z CSP THRBLT % 54k
ZREL T3 [15][16]. DA, CA(bt, k,g) I
®9 2 CSP MEIZ, ¥4 R bicxd 2HENE s %
3. D%, CSP [EN

o FETIEE (SAT) THHUT T4 X b DALY

WETE
o FUTAHE (UNSAT) THuUL " A X b OBIEREL
FNETFE L 2\

LHETED, ZONEE CA RELRTENIGH T 2
I2iE, b DfEEZE(LI 7 CSP MERZ 4K L, =
MRFREZ AT, RO b Ol (UNSAT [E% D SAT)
ZRONUT L,

Hnich @ CSP £¥iZ, 2 20175l L 2 fED IR

oINS,

BT IBBEREEEL T bx k17T
Hb, BEERER 2, 1<r<bl<i<k)
12, WERIOEEEZEOMERL, ZOFXAL
YE e €4{0,1,2,...,9—1}TH 3. T4bbL
Tri =m & CA(b;t, k,g) D (r,4) IR m TH
LI ERET

WARITH 3B EEH LT 5 bx (§) f75T
b5, £t HORT-OWRERHEED—D%
#Y. BEBER y, 0 (1<r<b1<i' < (}))
1, EATINCEIT S tHOLBOMERL, %
DEAL dy. 0 €{0,1,2,...,¢"' =1} TH 3,

ANRLY VIR BED DT (1<t <k)icD
WTH, 2T ED b B ZENSDEOMEE
FTRTHPDELEL—DHETZ LW IHiliyTH
3. ZoAaNLy PR, RGO &I
0~¢g'—1 DEND L EH—2OHBETE L WIE
BEFICiEez 5 2 L TE B, Hnich 5%,
Bty & LRSS (Global Cardinality
Constraint, GCC) [25] Z L T 213,

FrRUDTHE JIRGIIOEEK L, WET 5
HARITHND t DL E 2FEOOTF 2HKTH 3.
1<c < <o < <k ZIBBAHIOF &/
IR T B BT OMEL 2 t ADFIE T 5,
ZOBAE, Fr2) v IHRoNENESIZT
DEIICHED (EEL, 1<r<b1<i < (%),

t

v = 9" "

F v 20 v ZHEIC OB T, PR & SR
KHDO 2@ HHETH 5. Fl 1 DA, TONE
{OESITNES

Yr(i,j,0) = 4Tri + 2T 5 + Ty o
E7e, IMENFIRE V2 BAEUTO L5 1Kk 3,

13 GCC ZHwIUE, &FHlHhic 0~gt — 1 DEDE 4
b—gt+1HHET 2 L) ALy PHID ERS
FKEHTE2 (L, ZOFEMIZEMIHETH3).
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&1 BHID CAN(3,k,g)

k\g 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
4 8 27 64 125 216 343 512
5 10 28,33 64 125 222,240 343 512
6 12 33 64 125 222,258 343 512
7 12 36,40 76,88 125180 222,293 343 512
8 12 36,42 76,88 145,185 222,304 343 512
9 12 36,45 76,112 145,185 234,379 343,472 512
10 12 36,45 76,112 145,185 234,393 364,479 512
11 12 36,45 76,121 145225 234463 364,637 536,960
12 | 14,15 3645 76,121 145,225 234,463 364,637 536,960
13 | 14,16 36,51 76,124 145,245 234,503 364,637 536,960
14 | 14,16 36,51 76,124 145,245 234,503 364,637 536,960
15 | 14,17 36,57 76,124 145,245 234,514 364,637 536,960
16 | 14,17 36,60 76,124 145,245 234,514 364,637 536,960
(1,2,3)  (1,24)  (1,25) (1,34) (1,35) (1,45) (2,34) (235 (245 (3,4,5)
0 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 1
0 0 1 0 2 1 0 2 2
1 0 0 2 2 0 2 2 0 4
2 2 2 0 0 0 4 4 4 0
3 3 3 3 3 3 7 7 7 7
4 4 4 4 4 4 0 0 0 0
5 5 5 7 7 7 3 3 3 7
6 7 7 5 5 7 5 5 7 3
7 6 7 6 7 5 6 7 5 5
7 7 6 7 6 6 7 6 6 6

2 1 M CA(10;3,5,2) ZHIRITIITRE, BINEBEROLICRULICEFOHEZRLTWVWS,

(yr,(i,j,é)’ Lr,iy Lr,j, ITJ) € {(07 07 Oa O)a (17 07 Oa 1),
(27 07 17 0)7 (37 0, 17 1)7 (47 17 O’ 0)7

(571’07 1)7(671’170)7(771’171)}
21 1 ZRRITHITHRB L 2 b D 2R T,

ARG TIE, Hnich @ CSP #Hl% SAT I £
T AR GEZIRET 5. REFIEZ B0, BE
77® Hnich LIz oW TiliR %,

3 Hnich fF51LiE

SAT FF 54t % 179 121&, CSP £ % H S EHEH
(Conjunctive Normal Form, CNF) T § 423
H5.

Hnich #5(ki% [15][16], Ti&, fEEE p(z,: = v)
Ep(yry = w) ZEATS (1271, 1
1<i<kO<v<g-11<4
0<w<g —1). WEEH p(rr: = v) 1&, HEX
90T 2y =0 BIRD DT EZTERT 5. FBkIC,
MR p(y, i = w) 1&, IERITIIT y,. 0 = w DIR

DD EZERT S,

BAERLS CA(b;t, k,g) 13, DTOEICE ENS
(72720, 1<r<b1<i<k0<v<v <g—1,
1< <(}),0<w<w <g -1 ffi6)i,
Yy =W & Try =0 VAT S rid ww T LT
DAHREHIND).

\/p(xm- = U) (1)
~p(ri = V)V ~pl@rs = V') (2)
\ p(yri = w) (3)
DYt = W)V Dy =w')  (4)
\ p(yrr = w) (5)
Pyt = W) V plari = v) (6)

fi (1,3) 1%, Z2NZF a0 &y DI HED—
DDfE% L5 LEET (at-least-one fii), fiii (2,4)
¥, 2NN, &y DFEIKIC O EOfE%Z &
5%\ 2 L 2K T (at-most-one fili). fili (5) 1%, AR
TN DBIIHFIZ 0~g" — 1 DfEDA K &b —DHNn
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2L (AL y Ul 2ERT. fi (6) X, Frx
Vv IR R £ T

Hnich fF5kikE, XRFSIEICHEI VTV 3,
% 2.26i0 CSP RELE Hix 2 5%, A5Ly PRy
DERERIHB RV ETH S, 2oz SAT
THRAT 2 Z L IIMREPEEETH 2 L) Hrs
BIEINT WS, F/, fiii (1,3,4) FHEATEETH 5
(FEL <X [15][16] & ).

Hnich 513, ATl 7Z/FB{0k L RN SAT
IYNN—ZHEEZIEITL>T, ME2<t<48B
L0k, g D/INSBEIINT 2 CA EfbBEIC R L
T, BRA R L ZIERSOMBEEB2 2 LTk
HLTw3, HesE2II7 R CAN(3,7,3) <40
BHETHRRBMETH 5.

Lo L7%h35, HERM SAT VI N—IT#E L 72455
L%, CDCL SAT YA N—IT#ELTWwW3 EIRRS
2\, ARETIE, CDCL SAT VL =T L 72 SAT
RrEfbikz ZoRET 3,

4 |BEFFFSLE

4.1 [EFFS{LEDOHE

NP R 5 ik %, SEBCE R o CSP % SAT
NI BT 2 k0 —2Th 5. WHTPRFILEE,
Crawford & Baker iCk D a7 ay 7 AP a—
Vv 7 RIREICE S - R (8] [17] (23] 2 CSP 12
Mg kel 2bDThH%, vav 7R
rYa—=)ryMEE LT 2RIGA MYy TRy F
7 WRECRENE o T BlfERE IR T 5%, %%
FHETH D I EMWR ST 3 [30][21][29].

MEFFRF BT, SEEBER 2 12OV, 2D R X
A v{ar,az,...,an} DR (772 L a1 < a2 < ... <
an), v <a; 28T n— 1 HOGELZE p(z < a1),
p(r <az),...,plx <an—1) ZHVS, B8, z<a,
FHEICHTH 570, 8L p(r < a,) IFET
Hb., £, TN OMEEBEOBMREZERTUTO
fiiz w5,

plz<a)Vpx <aiy1) (1<i<n-2)

Bz 2, 282 DF A4 5 {0,1,2} s, —
DDOMEE p(x < 0), plz < 1) ZHV, DITOH

ZEMY 5,
—p(x <0)Vp(r<1)
C oK, FELOHi% AR TTREIC T 2 FLEREE] D 24T
F3YHY, ZNFhz=0,z=1,z=2 T
T 5.

plx<0) plx<1)| WM
1 1 =0
0 1 z=1
0 0 T =2

HFIICOVWTIE, HIRNISER S 2 R Tl CERCT
HifHEf 5T 5. Tabb, HHa <2 < by,
ey On < Ty by TOTRTOR (T1,...,20) B

HRIER T 28, DT ORiZENT 5,
p(z1 < a1) V —p(z1 < b1)V

eV p(en < an) V op(zn < bn)
Mg E o IgHiic>»TiE, &0 RS

HEDTETH S [32). 7, ai EHBOWIEH, o
EMHER, 2, B HICHE D BRERL T B, &
DI, K Y aiws < c BUFO X5 KRG
x5,

/\\/ (a;m; < bi)#
by i

SITh W, YL b= nd 1 &M 59 I8
CeLl, 2 ()% RUTOX ) ICERT 2.

p(z < [b/a]) (a>0)

(az < b)*

—p(z < [b/a] = 1) (a<0)

72720, x DMWY 2 RMERTED a I22WTIE
plr <a) ZRICEHRL, BAREM LIZOWTIREIR
20 5,

Bz, BBER x, y DF AL 28{0,1,2} DI,
iz —y < -1 RUTOZoficfFebEns,
—p(y <0)

p(z <0)V-p(y <1)

p(z <1)
ZIZT, plzr <0)V-aply <1)IE, Te <0 it

y>1,THBIE, Thbb a>1hoy<1) B
WRICER T 2HCH 2 L 2R LTV D,
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4.2 CA QOIEFFSIE

Hnich ® CSP #Eil%, HFRFik% T SAT
RIS AT 2 HEIC DTl B,

&/ /F 5 i T lid, mEEH ple.,:, < v) &
p(Yr < w) %ﬁ]\?%“(f:ffb, 1 < r < b,
1<i<k -1<v<g-11<4d <},
—1<w<g" —1).

BEELH CA(b;t, k, g) W&, F v 3V v 7R % B
W, MUToffiicEfazng (727201, 1 <r <b,
1<i<kO0<v<g-11<4d <},
0<w<gt—1).

—p(zr; < —1) (7)
p(xri <g—1) (8)
—p(zri <v—1) Vp(zr: <) 9)
(Y < —1) (10)
pyr < g'—1) (11)
P(Yrir <w— 1)V p(yrir < w) (12)
3)

V oy <w—1) Aply,r < w)) (1
i (7,8,9) & (10,11,12) 12, %N ZRILAFTS
EIRIRATANC BT 2 BEEH O LT R - HFBR
#FET. ook (13) X CNF RT3 % wv», 2
D1, ZORIF Tseitin Fifa% A\ T F L A fE
(equi-satisfiable) 7% CNF I 13,
Fr 2 ¥ W g = Y, gt
T LT OO S ICERZ 515,

t t
.y —L
(1 B ) e 2 B0 )
(=1 =1

il Li, i

T,y

D, FRIBHEIEHIHiclh R S
klﬁlbﬁ?ﬁf‘%ﬁ&?h%.

ZOFFFALD R, A 3Ly PHIFNC LB i 0
BPREL BDZHETHS, Thbb, L (13) kL
T, Tseitin ZHIZ X > TH L  O(b) DELEEH
A, &k LTown()g') ofinniEe %5,
COREZ PGS 272012, ¥l QRAERSikz i
%95,

a;x; < c

T4 p(xr; < =1), p(yry < —1), p(zri < g—1),
p(yr < gt —1) BILRTH2. Thbb, RYID
DIFHEIH, BOZOREICETHS, L, {5
{LDOFHZRICT 5 7-0 %@iiﬁﬁm .

55 27 [ K2 (2010 4EFE) AR S

5 EENSE
RAETFTLEE, PG L Hnich fF5(Lik
DIMETH B, HANT A 7713, FEATINC AR

ik z Hve, BRIEFTH1C 1 Hnich 510k % A
WEEIZH D, Uk D, Tseitin BHIC X 2 %k

DIz T E 5,
BeEfFEETIE, MELEH pr.; < v) &

Py = w) EEAT B (FL, 1 < r < b,

1<i<k -1<v<g-11<id < (%),
0<w<g'—1).

BB CA(b;t, K, g9) 13, MTFD kI ICEBEN
5 (L, 1<r<bh1<i<k0<v<g-1,
1<i'<(!),0<w<w <g'—1. ffi (20,21) i3,
Yt =W & Tr; =0 (THDE, 2y > vAZ; <)
PEEST 2 rid vw WL TOARERING).

—p(zri < —1) (14)

p(xr; <g—1) (15)
“p(zri <v—1)Vp(@r: <) (16)
\/ p(yrir = w) (17)
P = w) Vplyns =w’)  (18)
\/ p(yrr = w) (19)
“p(Yrir = w) V —p(zri <v—1)  (20)
Py =w) V p(zr: <) (21)

fi (14,15,16) ZMEFRF= LEDHE (7,8,9) L H LU
Th 5. fiii (17,18,19) (& Hnich fF5{LIEDHi (3,4,5)
ERLUTH S, FrV v ZHlENRHE (20,21) 12k

TRIND, Ihb5i3, Hnich F5{Likofi (6) #E
FPREALEDOERICHEAT 2 L) ICETFLAHDT
b5,

oM (14)~(21) © 5 b, #fi (17,18) (ZHMEH]
BEC®H 5, Hi (18) X HIHE Z Al CHi (16,20,21)
PoEEAHETH D, HlZIE, CA11;2,5,3) D
B (Y, (i) = 0) V=P (Yr, i) = 2) 1, —p(ar,; <
0) Vp(zr; < 1), =p(yr,gy) = 0) V plzr; < 0),
“p(Yr, i) = 2) Vp(zr; <1) 25EHIN5,

fiii (17,18) AWML TH, SAT DfEE T a—F7

ZEILkD, CAOMEBRLZEDTES, ik
51E, D SAT ORI LT, fiii (19) 1%, HIRIT
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&2 CAbtk,g) ICHT ZEIBDLLER

Hnich FFLiE | MFRHHEE | ARG
HEAATH {bk} + bk (3) bk(g — 1) bk(g — 1)
91 O +eGE ) | e@ e - | {p@) +@) @)}
ALy Sl (*)g* ob(*)g") (D)g'

R W[ b(¥)g't ow(%)g") o(¥)g't)

FIDBFNTE T 0~gt —1 DDA &b —[AH
WT 22 LRBHET 2 (AL PHlf). 0~g' — 1
DEHBBUIH LT, SIGT 2 HARTHD ¢ @D
fii (20,21) Do\ s, HEARTINIOKEED 72—
ODMEEIS 2 LiX, fi (14,15,16) 12 & > THFE S
na,

%12, Hnich fFE{bik, WHPRSLE, REFF
BB K> TEBE NS CAbit, k,g) DEiISE
# 2 TSI0Rd, $500 <[} O E BT, BT
BLfithsr I tzRLTWVS,

6 RITRER

RETFHEOHIIEZ G 5 72912, Hnich 5
ik, PRSI, IRAERF Sk i ES %2 1T -
7o, FEBNEE JOHEBRBREI, DUToM) Th 2.

o RyFo—JMHLELT, WX 2<t<6, B&
QY k,g DINI ZHICKT 2 CA BalALRTE (97
) 23,

o HEELRIEICKN LT, CA(bt,k,g) Db EE
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GUINREHOBIZEHT 3,

RARIc O VLTI (3,4) 2 EMET 5.

e CDCL SAT Y )L 8—& L TIE, MiniSat [10] %
v 3,

e TRTHCPUKHHIZ, Linux ¥ ¥ (Intel Xeon
3.00GHz, 8GB x€ V) ETiHIL, % CcAH
SEREIZXTT 2 MiniSat D% 4 477 + (T.0)
X 1800 B Th 5. 7KL, CA(14;3,12,2) D%
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FIRANC, fFEbEns CAHEMEE MRS D

IZ MiniSat 2% L 72 CPU Kl %2 1§ (£ 3-4 24,
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BB (H2VIETIR) OALET 5. 55 " 1k, 2D
EPREETH 2 2 2R T. Fi, FHEIIFHL
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D, CA(14;3,12,2) 23 UNSAT, DX hfiEdewn 2 &
bbb, koT, CAN(3,12,2) =15 TH B T &
DEEHTE L, 2D CAN(3,12,2) = 15 13, 2009 4
12 R & 4172 Handbook of Satisfiability [36] (23>
TARMBRIEE LTCHEF o T AREDRTH 5.
Mz <, WMEREEERA/HEEER, w20
CA e LIz L ¢, BERIO TR [2) ZEH T 5
LI L7, RS IREFHRICE-oTHR N
W LORERZRT,
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R5 HUKEBSNLBER 80 < CAN(3,8,4) & 15 < CAN(3,k,2) &, RITRBRTESNIHER 20 < CAN(2,7,4)
& CAN(3,12,2) = 15 IERHULT, TR 1 D (4) RV (2) ZBALLERTH 3.

L WSS

INE TORER

20 < CAN(2,7,4) < 21
80 < CAN(3,8,4) < 88
CAN(3,12,2) = 15
15 < CAN(3,k,2) (k > 13)
50 < CAN(5,9,2) < 54
CAN(6,8,2) = 85

19 < CAN(2,7,4) < 21
76 < CAN(3,8,4) < 88
14 < CAN(3,12,2) < 15
14 < CAN(3,k,2) (k > 13)
48 < CAN(5,9,2) < 54
84 < CAN(6,8,2) < 85

<
<

NE e R 5tk & IR AR SALIE DS Rl 2 E L 7
49 i, TXRTHELCMETH 5. R#EfEZRETE
o7 97 — 49 = A8 Pl L ¢, mRfEZRD 7
Mg E T 5 &, IEFRS0EEDY 35 [, IRART
BikEA 39 M E & D, RAEFEEL, THPRFEL
WD ARSI RMEZ AT S 2 ENTET.

Rz, RETFETH SN CA RELITED R
BLUORRMEZ, DT oML RBEHETFE L KT 2

o CSP+ILOG [16]

5 2.2 fii TR 7 CSP #£B%, il CSP vV
JLN— ILOG TRAE,

e Hnich 51k +walksat [16]

% 3 HiTi X7z Hnich fi5{iE%, FERHR SAT
Y LN — walksat DR TRAR,

e Colbourn ® CA % [7]

EAEK, HEmEOBANTFIE, AL, JRPTRR
Wl ERMA TR TR S LRSS

£ 6-7T ICHBHRERZR T, % CAN(t, k, g) IZxF L
T, mbRWEEFR—LFFETHL TS, ilF «”
1%, ZOMEIMLE TCAFTERDPSLIEEZTRT,

PZET:1E, Colbourn ® CA R EHIKL T, W
2<t<6BLL kg D/NSEHED CAN(t, k,g) I
KLU, BIFFAFEORR2MG. £/, CAN(2,k,g)
& CAN(3,k,3) D\ < D2 DREIZDWT, Hnich
R LEDRERICE > T B H DD, BEMIZIZS
DORTEIZN L TL D ROERE B,

RBBIC, FEERICAER X N fiBus > » TR il
%, % 5 HilCB VT, WARFSIETIRE (17,18) 234
IEARETdH % 2 L 27, flE LT CA(15;3,12,2)
TiE, HizEKL LEEOEHIE 77442 THY, B

L 22\ dAd 175,826 TH - 7=,

7T XE®

AFTIX, CARBLREIZN LT, CDCL SAT
VU NI L 72 o DH L SAT fiafliikiz 2
Rl HE 2<t<6D/NPHEORMBEICN T 2%
ITEREZ T /R, RETEIRL 2IFTE (B
M OREN T, BAEE, JRPTRRER L) &g
LT, ZIFAFEOREZ/RE I ENTER, 51T,
2009 4E I il E #1172 Handbook of Satisfiability [36]
HIC L S LTV 2 RFRETREICN LT, BAIDRE
D BROEETH 5 Z L ZFFWIL 7. MAT, WD
DT LT, BERO TR [2] ZHHT52 Licd
BB L 7% (3% 5 SIR).
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K3 ANYFI—THER:CAD;2,k,9)
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