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Testing the Satisfiability of a Clause Set
by SATCHMO with Symmetry

AKEMI SAKAIt and KATSUMI INOUEft

The Davis-Putnam procedure and SATCHMO have worked out as efficient bottom-up
propositional provers until now. However, it takes much time to solve large problems, be-
cause solving the satisfiability problem of propositional calculus is NP-complete. Then, solving
these problems quickly, we must utilize the characteristics of a given set of clauses. Therefore,
we implement the symmetry finding method on the bottom-up prover SATCHMO and cut
many branches of proof trees by symmetries. To implement this, we add One-literal rule
and Pure-literal rule to SATCHMO (called SATCHMOST). Experimental results show that
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SATCHMOST has a good performance and can be used practically.
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Davis-Putnam F# &2, HERE TR SN
EEAMELEMA Y T S UEE, #) 5 T VEE,
SEHA ARV ELEF L CRETREZHET 52
HHBRTHS. SATCHMO I, —FRERBET
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& RATHBIN B R F < — 7 B TH % pigeon-hole
FIEYY 2 L) 121, HEEHIIWL2PDY Y X b
) 3SEFET 5. Benhamou & Sais® iz # D X 5 %
BMOEHZ Y VAP RRBRARTAILICIVERT
X LERLTWAS, ¥£72, 1513 SLRI BHS,
Davis-Putnam £ %, ZHREBD 2 LT, ¥ ¥ A
YERIC X BEHROM/MEEERL Tnab,

ARFETIX, Kb A7 v S EHITHE SATCHMO
DOFFIZBWT, ¥ ¥4 b )ERICE BEHEKROH/N
bR Ab. 2 ZTORERIX, SATCHMO 257
VERHMOEEIHERTH L7201, Yy AMYDE
Ao nETICRRSINHELE T 2R
%BZETHABH. SATCHMO TR %17 O BRI,
BHRAT v T CHESICEEIB ISNZH L WEEE
Tz, BHSNIHESEZROERA T v 7 I25]
KELTHRZITY. 01D, BEOEATF v ST
VURANIRBROEETORIINEIL LB, R
AT T BRI THIEEPHR LY Y 2P URE
ROSEISEMIC RS0, SIEFMIKAT S, #
CTARFFREICBVTE, HILLERSRAEELN
A BDTIEZ% L, BAY T I VERICHE-> THitk
A%EIBRT 5 L 9IS SATCHMO 28R LN —T s
VERERL. SOIHESTWNT H0IICHY
FOLHAEEA L. 2D SATCHMO I2¥ > X b
VEREBANY T I AL MY 7 I VERIZEA L
72N—Y a v % SATCHMOST (SATCHMO with
Symmetry Testing) & FE5.

Z ®» SATCHMOST Dl #&#f5 & L T, Davis-
Putnam FH X, FRICT VAP ) OBELEAL
72b®, SATCHMO D& KR AT v 7 EHiHES
Prolog L TEHE L, TPTP® (1000 O M E
£) THWTHRICET S ILBERETo 7.

A XOBBRIUNTOEBYTH L. 2ET
SATCHMO ¢t Davis-Putnam Ffi & i2oWnWT, ¥
73BTV ANYIIOWTHMNT S, 4 ETHEIR
%%5 SATCHMOST I20oWTEHHEL, s ETERR
LU 24T, 6 BETEFOEE, 7E8TILH LS
BOBIEICOWTHRRS,

2. Kb LTy TEGHER

2.1 SATCHMO

SATCHMO (SATisfiability CHecking by MOdel)
iZ Manthey & Bry 212 & 1 32% & 1172 Prolog k03
BTV RTEEHESR THS. SATCHMO
BIER-VEHITOADIER L bR DB SR ET
v, R — VT Prolog % FIH L T & iR 24T

El_l‘l

FAg:

RO HMZFH L7 SATCHMO 12 X 52 T ETaetHE 2085

3. SATCHMO &7 VAERICERE Y B EBIFH
2]THY, Prolog ECIXEELHHEICTY -1 TES
EWVIFIEEEY» LT, SRPCTRTREORTE
THZTEHNTESL. B SATCHMO TIHEREE &
N-—RERERBEOHEEZR) JLITTELD, K
WXICBWTIIHEEHES LrRbavwbneT5.
2.1.1 * B &

¥ 9, SATCHMO 7D EiicHl ¥ 2 @& % B~
5. &

Bi,...,Bp = A1;...; Ap. (0<m,0<n)
REitvwv, AV..VA,V-B1V...V-B, ¥&
BRL, MFOXIcdEENS.

Ay;...; Ay« By,...,B,. (0<m,0<n)
ZZT Ai,...,Am & By,...,B, BWTFRBLT 4
ThHY, Ay;...; An EHOES (NyK), By,...,Bn
EHORE (K7 1) L), LoBROMIIBNT
m=00t%, BtV ZOEI%E bottom T
T, I m=1 DL XIREHTHS. m<1D
LERFR-EHITHY, EHEI-IIAHTHS. FE
F—rBHiliEm>2 OHTHY, HEFEEOY 7
FGLVDORSTHALEHTHA. T/on=0 OH*IEE
v, BOKKEE true TET.

2.1.2 EAXFHKiE

SATCHMO OEXEIE%, Xk 8) IR EN7R
?D Prolog 717 I A EHVTHETE, 22T, 7
U7 GAHD —==> % 5 2BRT S, « oW TiE
- TRENEEHICOAFTEINELDET S,

saturate :- expandable_with(Head) ->

expand (Head) ; true.
expandable_with(Head) :- (Body--->Head),
Body, \+Head.

expand (bottom) :- !, fail.

expand(X;Y) :- !, (expand(X);expand(Y)).
expand (Atom) :- update(Atom).
update(Atom) :- assume(Atom), saturate.
assume (Atom) :~ asserta(Atom).

assume (Atom) :- retract(Atom), !, fail.

SATCHMO DO#FH T, 7 A0BIREEFNVE
BOBFELL2ZIEH1 DXk GEHAR) LT
BT A, RicBWT, ¥R () I bottom %
ERLRITNE, 2ORICHEET ARV LEETTO
T FADESIEFINTHS.

saturate DFEIZ L Y, expandable with % (S
HL, BEFTIEBOLATT - R—R IR ENT
WETPLADERIZIoTHERESNLAWEZ 1 2R
DiFh. ZIT, AL TS UFeRORPSLEBLA
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Fig. 1 Proof tree of set of clauses S.

D)—FETOEHETHEL, ROIFHREHIL, 2
DERFADT D AFFTRTHLV Y VN5V F ORI
L, Ny FDTFABTRTHV Y T TV F D
WHELZWHDTHS. dLIDL ) REFEROH»
L, SEEPICEFANDLALILEERL,
saturate )T 5. b LEFR20NE, #h2T
REEZ0I, BED ./ —F o2y Lo
expand ZIER, DAY F )% bottom 7% HIX, ZDF;
EWRRELTNY 299 2F5, FEHOAY RIS
BEROTFADPLADLELIE, 20/ —FirbAy K
DT P LAOEIZTEEERTS. FTLVWE —F o4k
B, = N—2T7 FARFIIMZ A LI
TRHINE, SHITESKREZE L 2O saturate
EIER, F—F R—ATHBMENAT P 23Ny 7 b
Iy T ABIIEIPOEIBRENS. 2L THUET
WVEBEZAASD., b L saturate BFEBITE DI,
HIEERTRATETH 5.
ffl1 HEs S

true — p;q.

q—s.

r— 8.

p—>qr.

q, 8 — bottom.

p, s — bottom.

EFIC Lo TELRAEFT VEROEFIIR 1 @
KELTREEND., TOEFVERKIRDOES
DEEEPOHICERTS. § OTRTOTELER
IZBWT bottom TEKTHDT § IFHEERWEET
b5,

2.2 Davis-Putnam F# %

Davis-Putnam FH & TIRIEBHOESE S 2 AN
¢ 9 5. Davis-Putnam FH & ix, LLTo 3 >0#E|
EERVELERTAILICLY, SOTRTRMELH
~5,

(1) HEIYFZKRRAIS WIC, BEY TSV L
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B noarfivdbbedsre, SHH L %
EUHERE S LT5. S FEirbiE, Sk
FRIETH 5.
DED®EDRIZ, & PO4BV)FS5
VL DHIVFSNVL 2ECEHVPANETT %
Bx S EeTh 8 AKREH O REATHR
XS BHERARTETHS.

(2) HUFSNERU .S FEVFINVL 2E&LHF T
2EEBVEGITL 3MTHS (pure) W
3, SHMYTINL 28D, L &L
FTRTERE S L 15, § BPHERATERTD
52kl SHRRATRTHS I L LILFME
ThH5.

(3) HEHRRI: A, B,, R¥» L, L #&%%W\T,
S TREREERIC LA L&

S=(AVL)A---A(An VL)
ABIVIL)A---A(BLVL)AR
DIEATEITSL L X, Si=AIAN---ANA,LAR
&8 =Bi1A---AB, AR IZFETH. §*
FTRATEETH S Z L & (S1VSs) BFRART
e, T4bb S L S L DIHKEATRET
HHZELIIAMETH S.

% BAKD Davis-Putnam FH X 121X, § 56 F —
FaPlHEERAM—FADHRNS S, LELIOR
RIOBRAIC L > THRETRESIZE DS Z LidhWviD,
RO AP SEFETIHAVENWI L ET 5.

5l 2 Davis-Putnam F#i &% CTHiEE

S={pVqV-r, pV-q, -p, 7, u}

DFRTFENMEE E L FIERT.

(1) {pvgVv-r,pV-q, -p, r u}
(u 12H8Y) 7 VERI 2 #A)
(2) {pveVv-r,pV-q, -p r}
(r CEALY T VB ER)
(3) {pva, pV—q, p}
(—p ICHEAMY 75 VERIZEH)
(4) {gq —q}
(g \CHALY) 79 VEH &)
(5) {O}
L7zdS>C, S IFTRATEETHS.

3. Y2XARMY

3.1 YUANYDES

¥Y A LRERARCBY BHBETHS. £ <
DEE, HESPIZVLDOPDOT Y A MY HFET 5.
UTOEHIIICW 5) 126D .

V e mERERRORELT AL E, &M o
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V -V 2&EEROER (permutation) &\, §
MBS, c ¥ SHOH, o % S PICHN L HEEE
DBH|LTELE, o(c) X c FOEGEERIC 0 %
BWHLTHESRZHTHY, o(S) ={o(c)|ce S}
ET5H. BLYTINVOES P Y, BEDYT IV
LicLTleP 2511 eP 2HhTLERLT
HBENI,

EFEHEL PE2EERIVFINVESLL, PHOTX
THOYFINVDHES S ICBENLETSH. o P P
TEHESNIEBBRIUTE2® -T2 AT
»5 .

L.VIe Pzt T o) =o(l)
2.0(8)=S8

JFSNVL PR LTo(l) =V THEY AN
o BHEETHLE, (I~1) LEFT .

EFE2 VFINVEE LI, .., 1) PEHEE S
*b:ﬁﬁ:‘ l./, G‘(l) = l1,0’(l1) = lz,...,U(ln_l) =
ln,o(l,) =1 THAEY VAPV o BEETHLE,
(Ll 0} 29 ARYH LTINS,

Bls wHEAESE S={aV-b c} tl, P=
{a,—a,b,—b,c,~c} ZEER)TINEEGLTH. 0
P PRUTTERTA.

o(a) =-b

o(-a)=b

o(b) = —a

o(-b)=a

o(c)=c

o(—c) = ¢
o lZTUYAMITHY, o(S)={-bVa,c}=85T
b5, T o(S) i S HOFHDNEFEE ANHEZ 5D,
DLV TFINVONEEERBRT 50 L TESRH
BETHA.

HE 15 HEE SHD200UFINVIL U D
I~y THELLIE, | PELELEFVHIEET
Bl U FEEZLEFUNEET LI L LIEFA
ETH5.

ME2 (VoA DOBEEHE)D HEESHT?2
DODIFINIL U BV AV )THEELIE, S
TOIOHBEEEKI Y oFREFRLTHY, | OBA
ZEHOESE I OFNIEZ—KT 5.

3.2 YUAMNYOHR

TURAMYRROUFHT LI Y, R R
NTEDZEEZROBITRT.

fil 4 pigeon-hole 8 (n ADEEZ n—1 D
RICANRSE, ZEL1IPOBLI 1 D2ORIZASLS
ENTERV), n=3 OFBEOHESELUTIIRT.

HERAOMNHMEEZFIE L SATCEMO 12 X 5 TR T ietHE 2087

piht ¥ pth2

\]
0 T~ E
p2hi V pzh2 E p2h1 V pzh2 E
1
// \\ ; // \\i
L p3ht Vpshe ! phivpshe L
1
1

INEN

4L L

2 pigeon-hole FREDIEH K
Fig. 2 Proof tree of pigeon-hole problem.

ZZTC pihj 3B RR jICANS I L EEKRT S,

true — plhl V plh2.

true — p2hl V p2h2.

true — p3hl V p3h2.

bottom < plhl A p2hl.

bottom < plhl A p3hl.

bottom « p2hl A p3hl.

bottom < plh2 A p2h2.

bottom < plh2 A p3h2.

bottom < p2h2 A p3h2.
ZOHESED SATCHMO 2 & A3 FBEARZE 2 17
T. CORBELGHHRTHLDT, HREFDOT VX
YU (plhl ~ plh2) Z RO HMTZ &I2L ), FEBEA
DEEFOME Iy P THI LN TESL, FHTH-
72Ny P TEBMGARTHSZ L 2RT

3.3 REFEDHR

e SHTYYAMNIRRERTAZEE, S %
ZESERVWER o 2RETHI LIRS, LTS
XHK 5) IS KBV Y AN YERFEDBIEIZOWTH
BT 5.

BRI ZORNENTH 5 FEBH# (transposition)
OBETEBATHENTES. 2FY, TRTCOER
B EFEEMR (2;,y:) THWT,

ﬂ = ($1, yl)($2a y2) e (wTH yn)
LETB, Lz, SHTHE2 RHAT2o0Y
FINzo & yo BTV ALY THEDL I D EFRAS
58T 5h. FDIZHOIT, zo ¥ yo TEBEWZTDH S
PR ELVE ) REBER o EROFHET. 22T,
o % 0= (zo,y0)0’ DHKRTEL, o TREBRORK
EFB. o B yo TEEMWRBILNFTELRLE Y H
FARB 72012, o PVEHNEEZADEPF T ao % yo I
LEEBEDSIIB LY. COREDE, zo X yo T
BEWRZ D720REPCED L) BEBRIVET
bbbk, WH2 X AVCEHELT o 2R N, &%
BHRICOWTHRCARLZEHT 2. KBRS 0 D
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MIZRODPOL L WELIEE, ZRHBFS DYV AMYT
H5.

FEBM (v, y:) FRALELE, o PENLE L E
DFBZENTELVIREIDS. COBE o i
TUAMYTR WD, Ny NTy 7 LT
R BT,

3.4 Davis-Putnam FEEA D2 A 8 ) EA

Davis-Putnam FHEXIZBIF BT 2 A MY D#EADS
FTTICRESINTE Y, EPHROEMEEERL T
59, FFETEINFRENSRE LTHV S,

| 25846 S FicBHNhB Y75V T 5. Davis-
Putnam FHX1CB 508N L T, SHTI
EEUCETNVIFELEVEEX, S ODEBEDETIL
MIZHLTlidscailnilesiwvy, HE1 LY
LU Hvrrr)cadnd, I' 2&80EFVLHEE
Y, S DEFEDOEFV M ZBWT U TR
N ohwv, Z2TU OEETIHYT B ADH
EAvMNTHIENTE, FORRE L CHESIIE
MEENDE, COEHEEADY Y AN Y F IV
HRAPOL Y PENL. n PSR DLI AN
A2 VBEEITNIE, VFINVEn-1HIY VT3
ZENTES.

4. SATCHMOST

AR&ETIX, SATCHMO ~D ¥ ¥ X b YHEADE A
EEEHARDF/MEIZOWTHRNRE, HEEDOYF 4 X
PRI THIOICEA - M) T I VBRIEERL, &
SICBEOHEMY FIVBAEEALZ. COVAT
2% SATCHMOST (SATCHMO with Symmetry
Testing) &5,

4.1 SATCHMO M > X k1) EH

SATCHMO 33Edk— Y Hio~y F CHIEEZR T
720, HAFER—VHOAYFICBERZYFINES
LOBWTY Y AN RBRTHILT, #mATv T
BEROLTIENTES., ZRIZEY SATCHMO ©
EIREE a2

¥ 72, SATCHMO 3352 E7 7 A BICKHER A
v/ CHEAEEH LAEERFITME, BEHL
LEEEETROWERAT v S I B ELEREIT.
KBAT v T CHBEROEIREIT) & &, HESTHEH
T 5720, FKHORATF Yy 7 TCEHELLY Yy A ) %
FAVTEFEAZEIRT A EIITER WV, 20720
BDEAT YT TY Y A YEROFHELTS.

PLFIZ SATCHMOST 12BIF A Y A M YRRT
VY XL%ZRT. 2720, b,..., l, BPBEHET
HLFER-VEHOANY FIZBERBYF IV, |C| 138
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CDRSERT.

(1) PHAERRE : Sym = Syml = nil ;

(2) lyeoiyln DFRFPOSHE2DY Y AN OLE
EHERHCCY Y AN OBRHLERZTYT IV
X, YV 28%;

BT T (7) ~
ClauseSet(X,Y) + X F/12id Y 2 &L
A -

(3) ClauseSet(X,Y) 76 X DHNBLH Cx L Y
DENBE Cy 2ENEN12FTORDTS

(4) if|Cx|=|Cy| dD>Cx & Cy DEVT T

ZHEDT S EICL ) RBROK ¢ K
DEZLNPTES
then Syml « Syml .o’ ;
ClauseSet(X,Y) +
ClauseSet(X,Y) — {Cx,Cy};

(5) ClauseSet(X,Y) OHIZ (3), (4) DLE%:
FoThLRWEIPHIIE(3)

(6) IfX &Y ZHESTLIENTETNS

then Sym « Sym - (X,Y) - Sym1 ;
(2)~;

(7) Sym KCBFBERRKOIVAMYF A7 V%R
2, FEOFD1DDY) T I VIZDOWTDOAHE
Erk R TAVE I
D) 7 I VIFBARL Y Iy 5.

4.2 SATCHMO NQOHALY 75 ILiRAIEA
SATCHMOST TiX, ¥ > * b+ Ik IR % i

MNEBEE, WROBAT v T TY Y A YRRDE

BrERTOLRL CEL sk, L LERATF YT

AEL I TH L EF VEROBPHEAL, ¥

AN VERORESHEZ CTUBOFEIEL L 5.

ZZTHRIFETIE, HLADWETHRONLT P AEE

i LTHESIHIMR 20TIERL, 20T b

LB THA Y 7 I VAl EH LBHESZHIRT

AHEREATS.

72 & 21X, SATCHMO T, (true = aVb.) %L

BE25E8, ROLIICa TR CHES S %

S ICEHT S
S: = S
true — a V b. a.
true — a V b.

true - cVd.
: true = cVd.
bottom + a A d.

: bottom < a A d.
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B A OB EFIH LA SATCHMO 2 X 2 R REMHIE 2089

true

h12* v12 hil1l
h21* v21 vil vi3 B} b
v23 h22 vi13 h22 ;0 v22 \\ 1 v1i2 b h21 v21
1
| | P N \| | I
b b b h32h31v22,v23 v13 h22, b b h32h31 v22 b

] P
[ T U (R O
b b b\b b/b'

- -

b b b b...bottom

3 checkerboard and dominos BIEEDEEHA
Fig. 3 Proof tree of checkerboard and dominos problem.

CHUIHL, BALY 7 I VBAIZEA L7 SATCHMO
T (true -+ a Vb)) ZUETIHE, o ZFTMZA
%, BV 7 IVBANCL Y, & (true 5> aVb.) &
BIZENTVS o 205 L Y EIRT S .

S: = S

true > a Vb, a.

true - cVd. true — cV d.

bottom < a A d. bottom « d.

4.3 #UF 5 IR

B HICEHEADR/ND 28012 SATCHMO (2461 5
TNVEEEEE T EAT S,

MY T INVBEANE T R, BANYFIVE
BlC X o THEANL72EiHDT b & A THB. fibhL
72l EllEoT A DPMBICTEICEH N WA SR, HiE
EPLHICADPBENLEFEIRT 5.

SATCHMO ICHAL - #1175 VHBIZ#EA L=
DT, (true - aVb) TMBTEHE, KDL IHIC
S % S WEHTS

S: = S

true = a V b. a.

true - cVd. true = ¢V d.
bottom +— a A c. bottom + c.
bottom + c. bottom + d.

bottom <+ a A d.
bottom < b A c.
bottom +— b A d.

ETiE, 9 a0 2T EAMY FIVEEIEER

T5., COKHE (true > aVd) BHEESH, bIE
WLPHBRLEZLZSE, o THYTFIVEENCL D

b FEICBNAEHDHRT S,

ZDEIHE, B YT I VERIOBEIIC X Y
BEEDOY A XN THIENTES.

4.4 BOBEAMY) T ZIEROEA

428TIE, BVYTIAVEAE, #EHIcXomz
EVFIN (L) I LTORH TV, &
ZTR, BYTFTIIVICHDENY I VR ZEE L,
HEEDS LR IMmMEEE 5.

HHADHZ /—F N IZBWT, N OFTOHS
ARNOHEFRHT T bottom ~LEhn-%251E, N
DR — F OFOWMIARIZBIF 2R TARERH R
V7 INVEEHEEPLHIBRTAIENTESE, 22T
J-F NORBE/—KLE, NOBE/ —FOF )~
FTNLUHNDb DEN)., ZORELEDOER) 5
FIBRIZER TS LV, 42HOEM) F5 U
Al EXBIT 5.

PUFC checkerboard and dominos 58 (PUZ015-
2.003)V % FICHBET 5. T ORE% SATCHMO |12
FoTHCLBRAII DI LEFTVERKE RS,

L LUV (RE) 2T h21x 5 DT OHEZH
FRATEETH D L3025, HEE SU{h12}
BT R21 BELERVBLVOT, 2o/ —Fok
5/ —FLUET S ICEFVIH B ETIT 21 1348
TZRIFNIEL LRV, LEdFoT, TOLE h21
R/ —FTHBH 021, vll L) FOBSARICBITS
HiEAICH

h21 — bottom.
EMAERZTIENTE, BOEMY 5 I VEE
KX DWUTONEEZITSH,
(1) EEE SU{hL2} B TRFT 112 h21 2 & LH
BHhIL, FOHEHKRT 5.
(2) HiE SU{RI2} B TAY FIZ h21 2 &L
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L, r21 OAEFEHERAL.
(3) YFIVhA LYY ANVEBREREBYT TN
BHIZE, FOUFIMIONTHFKEIC (1),
(2) DREELT).
IhiZky, Z0/—F h2l ORHB /- FLUETO
W h21 BBBET LI L%, 21 O D v
FTED (FEENTES).

FIRRIC LUV 1 T h12x 205 OHEZRHTT T bottom
~NeEPNAZ I, FORB/—F 012 XD
TIENS R12 ORI A Y P TES (BHEITED).

2% ) ZnFER, &/ —F T bottom HEpNTz
VT INVDORBEFZOFRIIFHLTHENSH L. 2D
LI CHERGOVAX 2RI B ET, BT T
B o728ahh Y b ENTEHAWNT S, T4, &
BCH - 2800 v22 13, EED h22 L WK T
HHIERLAY P TELMTERT. LidisT
YUAMNIEBRLAOHEN) 7T IVHRIZEAT S
ZEIZXoT, EAKRDEOEE 19 25 14 IR T
BIENTES.

5. XBHER

TPTP (1000 O EITAMEE)Y 2B\, &
AL 2RRICE T 5 BRE 2T ). FERIZ
SPARCstation 20/71 L C4T o7z,

5.1 SETROHESLHEE (SYNoo1)

LB SERIEIX, B3 n TnE@EDOY 7
G LELET, TRTOEVFSINVERYTF IV
DEEEEEZ, FOREGORETHELHNET S
METHHY. R1KEWRMERT. TUTOXR
FTRTUUBWT, ROBEELHVS.

SAT : SATCHMO

SAT+S : (SAT)+symmetry

SAT+S+up : (SATHS)+HAL - i) 7 7 VHH
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Table 1 Results on all signed combinations of some

propositions.
n SAT SAT+S SAT+S+up SATST
4 0.16 (24) 0.22(2) 0.21(2) 0.12(1)
5 1.96 (120) 2.0(3) 1.99 (3) 0.95 (1)
6 | 25.12(720) 42.64 (4) 39.79 (4) 15.54 (1)
7 11901.28 (5040) 1322.19 (5) 1300.93(5) 387.75(1)
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Table 2 Results on problems with no symmetry cycle.
[iiFS dep SAT SAT+S SAT+up SAT+S+up SATST
PUZ9-1 4 0.05 (6) 0.08 (6) 0.03 (6) 0.07 (6) 0.05 (6)
PUZ16-2 4 0.08(10)  0.18(10)  0.07(10) 0.16 (10) 0.13 (10)
PUZ30-2 7 0.71 (65) 3.3(65) 0.40 (65) 1.96 (65) 0.48 (65)
SYN93-1 9 0.29(16)  0.52(16)  0.32(16) 0.56 (16) 0.44 (16)
SYN97-1 9 0.31(16)  1.06(16)  0.69 (16) 1.16 (16) 0.91 (16)
SYN98-1 15 | 2.78(128) 5.75(128) 3.29(128)  5.88(128)  4.52(128)
SAT+up : SATCHMO-+HAY - #1775 VI
dep: FEHAARDFEKIREE
#3 pigeon-hole MM EFTH I c
Table 3 Results on pigeon-hole problem.
n DP DP4-Sym SAT SATST Al}t
3 | 0.02 0.07 0.02 (6) 0.1(3)
cl
4| o016 0.22 0.11(33) 0.19 (6)
5 1.25 0.68 0.88 (196) 0.51 (10) A\\
6 | 847 2.04 6.62 (1305) 1.31(15) cut
7 | 62.00 5.67 61.66 (9786) 1.97 (21) L 2
8 | 470.95 14.27 648.03 (82201)  4.18 (28) N
DP : Davis-Putnan F#i & A\ cut
DP+Sym : Davis-Putnan F#t % +symmetry 1 1 c3
.
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Fig. 4 Proof tree of pigeon-hole problem.
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