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Fig.l1 Implicit Enumeration based SAT algorithm.
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Table 1 Computational results 1.

5] 4 B M (s)
Y5FSA%% % | T | IE-SAT IE-SAT2
30 50 | 8 0.010 0.003
100 { & 0.027 0.001
150 ] 5 0.160 0.093
200 | 5 0.087 0.063
50 100 | 5 0.030 0.017
150 | 5 0.040 0.017
200 | S 0.380 0.190
2501 0 1.103 0.603
70 150 | S 0.050 0.017
200 | 5 0.230 0.077
250 | 5 0.647 0.337
300 | 2 21.096 9.290
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Table 2 Computational results 2.
! B B (s)
V733 #i% L | Kamath IE-SAT IE-SAT2
200 400 7 3.5 0.29 0.04
400 800 10 5.6 0.35 0.04
400 800 7 7.8 1.91 0.14
500 1000 10 7.4 0.59 0.06
1000 2000 10 18.56 6.70 0.43
1000 2000 7 21.5 13.73 0.81
1000 2000 3 50.4 8.55 0.97 |
1000 4000 10 25.1 27.15 1.33
1000 8000 10 38.0 74.23 3.09
1000 16000 10 66.4 149.27 6.78
1000 32000 10 232.4 309.04 14.14
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