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Abstract In this paper, algorithms for Boolean satisfiability checking problems are reviewed concentrating on
the algorithms relating to DPLL method. Then their applications to formal verification of hardware and software
are presented. Owing to the recent great improvements on SAT algorithms, realistic sizes of hardware designs and
software programs can be formally verified or analyzed with the SAT techniques. This paper aims to concisely give

the state-of-the-art SAT algorithms and the current status of their application to formal verification.
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FE B W] REYE Y 2 M7 (boolean satisfiability problem;
SAT) &1, SASHARBERKICIHLT, Tolz1127T3
(REBIMERRT D) L5BANEROBID S THEETIH
ESMEHETHHETHS.

SAT 2RV —JL#& SAT V&0, ZRX TR, TO
SAT VIINTHRAZNTWB 7 TY XLELT, BbEN
72 DPLL ($3WiADLL) 7N IY XAETIC, HEODHEE
LWk 2 OICRRT 5, R, KET) > X b X Lintao
Zhang 5 K& 3 chaff[?) &IFIdN 3 SAT YV VANERE O,
V—ANDNHENRTNBZEMNS, B, %R -FBAzh3 &
S0, B SRERXNOHRBARAMITHALE, HREL
T, BRAMREALIEALZBEI. RAKRON-RY
ZRAP, TOYFANBABLIITRSTETNS, Eik,
SAT VYINROERERS 7—r P ay 7THEERMIH, >
FR—OBRTR, HEBE AR HEBYBHIUEL TRRAL
TW3, REHEES 52 50BN 0T R TMIE DKM TH
ETEDETICROTNS, B1IZSAT VIWNOREETD

MM LORTERT. RoSEE. F£2320. @3
B FEOBEIC. W OOEKE{FORBADTER LY
HENTESD BEL1DEDITE2N, BREELEVWI &%
AT 3) 2RLTWS, YOKTERLMIERARho2bD
M, 2000 ES SVWTKREREEND D, BETH. XL
BETHDRADLIICB>TETVWB I MDD, Theg
V. SAT EilfEN— R x 7 RESBEN [1) ICHRT 505
HEDTERICITOh TS, BiZ. RELFTIE. fERTIR
BRSO o LERON— R 7 ORIENFIREE 2> TE
TW3, £, V7 b7 ORIETI. LINUX Oh—3)
- ROEFNF o O IERLEFAbBREIN TR,
R TIE, SAT 7T XL EFOBRNRE~OLRII
DT, BEOHmERLEBRL T, B, EH T,
HITHSAVERD, N— R x7RHOBRBRIEESOIH
BALTWL,

2. SAT M&

SAT &R, Z&RzEANETIRERK f(z) BFA S
EE, f(x)=1&¢R% (RENK f 2RRT3)oNFETD
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MESHEUETZHETH YD, tHEETBBEREDE
R, T3 THAVBEREDL S HaMBFELENT & &2 EY
T35,

SAT i3, ERLTOX 3 BABEREI (CNF) IKZRILT 3.

Li = {V;, 3} M
Cj =(Lj VL_,'QV---VL,'...,-) (2)
CiACaA---ACr=1 (3)

ZTT, V, €V REM (variable), V iz V OFR, ARR
B, vIIRENTHS. L BTV, OFELLREE
OVThMTHD, UF SN (literal) LIER. C. B—DHL
<HEKDUFINOREMNEL>EBOTHY, y0—-X
(clause) EFEE. FIRHFHE (CNF) 1B, —Db L <id@MO
s 0—XORBRITHEINS.

CNF I3, {88z, REHO A DREMO v 2 4R TR
T2 EmBS, FIE (a+b)(@+D) B (avb)A(avh) 2R
e TIT +RRENTHS. ORI (a=1,=0)
HBLLR (a=0b=1) DEEIT1ITRBLD, TODSAT (%
F5 R UTHE (satisfiable) THD &S,

—%. (a+b)@+8)E) ., BERCHLTEOL > RME
FOYTTHWMEZLICTAIENTERVEY, FERTAE
(unsatisfiable) THD &V 3.

—oofinHic, BXEEOYFIIINEED (k= maxm;)
L&, TOSAT 2 k—SAT LMEND. k>=3 DEE, SAT
i NP 52&Iica3 2 N5 THED, SAT 2R ADHOE
R, TN - BoXion U TREERMIZNRTS. 25,
k>=4 ®SATIL, PHEREBEATSHIEKELD 3 - SAT
KRB TES. :

2.1 BERSAT7NIUXA

BiE® SAT VIV Nix., %< ®H & . Davis-Putnam- -

Logemann-Loveland (DPLL) 7V Y XA[2), 3] i T
TWBE®H, ARXTHR. DPLL 7L T X bk T ORRHEHR
IZDWTHEALTWL, DPLL 7)Y X Ald, HE4Miche
DIENRY Y LIy s ERBEDERINS. SR EREM
BEREFI>HOT. TONEIRT THBEIH. BUFET

sat-solve()
if preprocess() = CONFLICT then
return UNSAT;
while TRUE do
if not decide-next-branch() them
return SAT;
wvhile deduce() = CONFLICT do
blevel <- analyze-conflict();
if blevel = 0 then
return UNSAT;
backtrack (blevel);
done;

done;
B2 DPLL 7HAITYXA
ala+c)b+c)Xa+b+c)c+e)(d+e)(c+d +e)

c(b+c)c+e)d+e)c+d+e)
i |

e(c—1+e)

3 Boolean constraint propagation P/ M 6

ZEHERLBTRDG, Tk, RAFELEVEER. ThEE
HTES, HAMR DPLL 7VIV XL%EE 2 ITRT.

£, 7UTOERICED. BYICHRRAERBELRE S
RT3, QEOERN—TTR. £T. ERBATWAENE
BEREMTERELTRY, MERETS. BLLEPED
KO RBEHNE > TWRLBBEIZIE. AR DT &ITh
B, BRAMETS. BEHTOERNHIBEITR, €
NOWERYD, TOMOREEFMAL TRERZMALT S,
Zhid. —A¥IC Boolean Constraint Propagation (BCP) &
EIEhBRETHD, EHTESRY. ERNIKEAL. RE
REMUPLLTHL,

® 3= BCP 2@RALAMERT. BROORTIE, su—X
ELT. UFINM1DTHD a BB, T a 3T 1
THHLPENBHY, £F. TMa PER L KRR DMMIL
75 (CRT 2 BAORICHSD). THLEHT. T c X
HOrO—ZRENE0T, B 2EK 1 KESRA HMYE
k2> GHEORITNED), THESMR. TMe KT E
BB/ O—ZHENZOT, T e 2K L ICRERX DM
KEFSC&ichD, £5T5E. —BFORTRTTOY
O— XY B 2 ENDM BT, FEORBRIIFRALET
BBTEMDND, DS BCP REMIICEMTME L7
BT AN, K SAT VNKBOTIE, SAEISHO
80 %A =0 BCP QMBI BPLTH3, RO T,
BCP THRWEE O BWATH o7, MIzdH 5y O— XAt
HRAAM GTi0R, EREEROMISEERSs0—
ANBET DY) THAHZENRNTEBZZLOH S,
BCP MLE THRTME - FAEOKRAINME AT, &
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<=>-r<52$ﬁ,
C=DA—3(e=0
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B4 DPLL 73U XLORTH—BEHT
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(@'+b+c)
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(@+b+c)

{a’+b'+¢c)

(@+b+c) (b'+c'+d)

ED—(e=D

Implication Graph

5 RERDHAEA

Cg=1

B L2 BEXTEHITI TN, 2D BCP OARIZIL. &
#. implication graph &FFIENB LD EERLEMNS, HE
KSERETREZRZRDTNL,

H4 12852 0ETHAERT. 4 HISRT& 5% CNFR
DFRRUEMELHETS LTS, BBIZT, EROBO 7))
BEDEROEEEERTET S, HOKIRT LI, Bay
TELT, ¥ a,b,c BTXRTODBRESEMTLTNBET 3.
TBHL alkcNOTHBIENS, YO—X(a+c+d) &
(a+c+d) DS, FNEN, TRd DM 1 THD, »D0
TRTEWTEWI EXbh %, DED, FEMNELTHWS,
C ORI, ROTDRY implication graph 2FIA L THFo
T3, Y570/ - FRERMEOFDYTTHD., Ty
ERMRERBELTWS, Zhid, CNFRADIZO—XhER
EDMNBEHEELZHSTNS, TDXSIT implication graph %
PSS B T LTk ). BBRMICEROMORELET, &
RUBRBECFHEREITRAGERHL T T ENTES,

—4. FERPRUESNBEITER. ZRUOBELIUEE
NoZbSvrl. BRBRIBES/TERLTHL, TXTOB
BEERTHEMNADOMSANEAITIE, Sxs5hiRERR
FERRUETHDET D, B4 OUBRRTITHE, B5IT
AYTLSIT. BRMICZOFMTRIEREEREZNS,

2.2 SAT ZHAUXADYR

FO DPLL ZWVIU XATIE. Ry s bSvoid, 6K
B THERTOERZGEICHEZEATREL TWA, &
BEOTNT) XALTR, FEMNEC/FHEAZRHL (analyze-

(@+b+c)

(atc+d)

(atc+d)

(a+c’+d)

fa+c’ +d’)

(@+b+c)

(b'+c'+d)

(@+b+c)

(a’'+b’+c¢)
{a+c+d)

Nt FE!
G €T

(a+c+d)

B 6 DPLL 7NIUXLDRETH

conflict), TOMRITBLT, ETET—EIINv I bFvy
TRENEREL TS, “hid, EBBRNv I FSwo s
IFHEN B3 H DT, GRASP LIFIIN S SAT VIWNTRREHh
7 [4]. £/, GRASP TH. I—Z JIZDWTHIREEXNT
W3, —RIZ, FERTOER. EROHOBRDFIZED, #
DEBDERFIEST, LTFHBRBEDZENDMDIBEM
H3. TDLSBBPEITI. FROBI3EZ2AIEHOEER
BLTHEE, UE TOLS3BHEOHMBEDREMRLNES
TRETHD. conflict-driven T—=> 7 LIRIThTWS,
KEIZ, S—=2V1, FANBEEZIMOPHSDOEOTE

EHYETE/0-X2RORBACEBMTEETIFIZ &N

T&5.

e icE4 LALHIKDONT, HREKOHD S TEED,
a=0b=1c=0%,RoBEORRERT. ZORED
implication graph IZ&k> T, & d DHICF/EMNEL. KR
FAETHBI LMD, BERLTHB L. ZhicHT3
implication graph I3 4 DFEF L E>A<FHALTHBI &M
43, DED, bOEIIREEN, ThEMIR 4 &E6 12
FCTH3. BNRX5E, R4 OR\WMELCERIZ, FHED
FAYZEH 6,c KOBEREFEL, ERLICKTFELRVWEERTH
i RD2DDTEEFIEMNTE, HBEMICE 6 DUEE
AF¥y S TES,

o Nyl by IDBRIZERLOTVYTEERIAFY S
LT B M DR S TEEARS GERGBANy 2 b
I o &fEh3),

o BMa,chiRiTOLEBLLTFETIIEMNEALT
W5DT, y0—X (ac) EL2HEORIFHIMATIDLS 4
WS TERLTLABVKSTTS (5—=>FERiTh3).

THNSORBIZX Y, SAT VILNAHEZ S CNF ROBM
(ZEOBPI7 O—XD¥K) BREMIZHALYE,

CNF XOUREFHLAHRE LT, SATO[5] LMRiEh3
SAT VILNTHAES N HLONHS. SATO T, yo0—X
2ERTH70I5LLOF— %) A P TRAL LI
BEES>TWEVWIFINORNEBBEHTRS O H2BA
L. BHOHTHRS > OOV TSI ERBEHETRr %
DRDVYFIINITXTHERDLSITERTS, ZOL>5R
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ya-Zosd " RROME FEH)

BRI H M
BRI TR 127
LD~ XDBLY ¢ Em‘lgﬂﬂ DHRS
HRAAE) TR ]

B 7 &% SAT 7 TY XLADHER

R 7RIS EEHTSZ LT, BCP LEAREBIZEIR
fexh, #RELT, WIEMRSR SAT YIWNERBITES. &
L. Nu P hSu70BRICOELSBERTHRENH DD,
ZHBIZIIRAASH B, Szt L. Chaff LIFiTIN3 SAT VIV
JX[6] Tk BCP B EZR(LT B70DIZ, two literal watching
with lazy update EIFIIN D FEABATNTWS, Thid,
2B EDUFINMBRoTWE I O—Xi3. HEERDHAN
RESTHENFETTREBIIHEAZ T ERANENSBEH
CHE L, fORELTWEWY FIILOEN 2 BELEMUAT
hEHLIIIO—-ZXOERETI. TOLIIZLTH, BCP
YLELY SATO FHERRIIHRILEIND. —H. Nv I b5y
HHEORL Y DEBIZSATO X DBEICEICERD. KRkE
LT, HBORFI—2#R T 4HELHRIZEDOK
BERLUE, Chaff Tt BEHTOLEKAOREFETOHH
LWREEITo>TWS, £z, BerkMin &IFIENS SAT Vb
N[7) TR ES5OFENESRRBINTNS, Ch50F
ETR, BESTOEKRZRET ST, SETOLHETF
FEREEEE/0-X ®{4O270—X (a+c+d) 20—
X (a+c+d)E) CRNAEREPLICRETZHDTH
D. SAT VINDERER EIcAE<AML TS, BELIH
5@ SAT VIINDHBRIZBIEHMEFTRICITHONTI D, SAT
YINEHS T—7 ¥ ay THEERiEh, TOREDES
RESHBT B LAPNTNDS, 7285, Chaff IxED SAT V
WNRDBIR. KTV T RAS Y= ELTY TR EIC
BRENTOYS, TORAGHFICOWT. FIAE [8) 5L
EBBa NV, Chaff £E5H S THE L TREREIER L
EZRRL TWAHRELERELZL,

DEkzaFEHBE, BEFIOSAT VWO, B7ITR

TEIIhd, HFRDPLL 7T XLTHBH, ENIH

a7 BCP MEODHOBHIEMIN TS, £ FH
RiIFvEFNERTILES— /BIELBMENTVS, &5
12, SAT VINROBBRE T OV S5 AREE WS EAD S
ey s 0— XOEEBRES. BEMTOEEREL D,
—@EN)Ey FUTHAY— 9 3HifEbBINENTHS, O
&OMHREICE D, BE, XEALEROKBBROFEE TIEHEY
EMEEMTTADEIL>TETWS,

2. Vit ko T, ONF R T <, AR ERER
BAEEFOEEZIATIILITBR>TVH LD LH S, £
7, BRAMBREREICERAT2 L. 70— XOREMERINK

. ' [+
b ¢ v—2
(E+aXT+b)c+T+5) (c+@c+BXF+a+).
a ::x}—» . i::b_c
(a+b)@+b) (c+a)c+bHE+a +5)
@+ YT+ f)b+e+ f)
b (d+g)e+g)d +E+E)
(@+h)f+h)a+f+h)
h+iXg+DNF+E+D)
8 BREEEMS CNF ROER
— f(x)
X e—y y

8(x)

9 ZODRLESHDEHEER ORI

LTS &S REIEER LIRS BEAHZBRE BB, O
&5 uMEcAbeT. UHOMENEEERELT. KOW
BTHHAT DA 0 UAZIESAT VILN (9 bBAREHh
TWb, £, SAT FEEMEMED, BEKRRHOLHO
N&— > RERS ATPG Fik% SAT MEICERT 255
FHNTHEY (10, FEERTIEFNF oy E S IbEA
ENTWA L.

3. EXMRIMEDOLR

3.1 FHMERKREADEA

SAT U NNO R bIENLHMRIE~DIEAEL T, @A
ShURBROSMIERIENSH B [12), TOLDIZR, £T, &
ASNEEBADOEREERE CNF RCERTHLEND S,
ZOFERIZ. BY— FTERERTE, TRINZ CONF RO
EX (JO0—-X0§) i3 ¥—r&IChETS. ZRoRER
81T, 2 ALBAS — MIIMUTIE, 2 DOANEHEH)
TROMEELT, 3D2070-XHESHTNWS,

SEEREZITONAICR,. BIIRTLII, kT s 2
DOEBOEAZHUMRBNTHESLEL, TOHHMNL &Y
BBME WS HE SAT YN THRIBITRES [12).

#7=. SAT VIbWNZEZFIRL. HEWIEEL T, REEEX
D L oOFEH BB OFEERE LTI FRIIOVWTOHARSN
TWwW3, A, C ERERIIHLTRSI2b—3 %
RITU, TOMROTFHEERTN SO 2 DO C HBRBROF
Gt RIE 21T 5 Tk 55 [13). COMOFETR, H3H0
MIFREE SAT RICERLUTHBHNT D FiE] 8 E, Bal
SAT VI NOFRBEH PRI N TS 15]~[17). .

3.2 EFNFzyEIADIA - .

EFNF vk 18] &1, BRIHBFEOHRT (Fon
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J1 untolticsteps

PI ‘ Plk
Comb. NSt .NSk-1| Comb. -u
circuit | ps2 Psk | circuit ;
PS1 é ) I NSk

PO1 . POk
11 Bounded ZTERMRIEF ik

F4) BNObIThENERIET ST L &L, TONTF4
Fry®T EofEnD. BE7NTUZAR. B 10 CRTX
31T, PIWHRAEM S BIH A fE/n R IR A RABAIC TN T &
T, BEZREL TWL, BEELZRBETTRDSITI.
ERAIERRIEA R B A< BB ET (fixed point IZEE
L)) RBBBZRDEBELTUKHEND S, TLDT
WYX AR, RIEE 1D 1 DWBHDTH M, REOR
SE—EIABETESEBEFNF oy F 2 19] MEREH
TRADERBEAN—ZUTRA L. Eh. R E—EHRE
LTRASETFNFvF /L, LB TEOMS{CLEE
B LA SIS S Counter Example Guided Abstraction
Refinement (CEGAR) [20] FHbFIAEh, KRMEEA~0
EFNFryF o /OBERABTOOATVS,

SAT ML LT, EFNFroF /28R LT2HikE
LT. i&%ﬁﬁﬁif&fmi TRTOIRAMEBREERD DT
R, —EERORBBHE T TR REZM<S,
Bounded 7V Fxv ¥ 7 [21] LIEENBLOTHS. Th
3.} lﬁ}?@%qﬁwi‘ﬁ& b'@i‘lﬁl!ﬁ&f‘éibtlﬁl&’(f W, ﬂ#
F“l%ﬁf‘]l’ﬁﬂﬂ?‘% TEICBYTS. COLOKEBHTAE.
RIER ROEFEREOL 5 THAEDEERE LTHS =
EMTE. SAT VNNTHHRS TEMTES,

FAE, WONMITONTF 4 PHRRIAT DT E2WRENG
BT, TOFETHS, WO PREEDIEEN, W5
BEWM<D, T5T5E. K12 1RT &I I, Bﬁﬁﬂ%i:k.ﬁ
BENERRICH L TSAT BlE L TERLTES. ZOR.
EmREIND CNF ROEZE. ¥—FRICEMATS (FXTH
2ANY— P TTETVRAEBA S, ONF ROES L, ¥'—

FSMM . JasFe B

» m oo FREA :M 12 k BYSALL
‘ AN HEF 28T
. # | RHEROMN?
iy .
P 4
<)

WFLIHP

L OIDN’E'DDmW)&ﬂUJh-IRLb‘ ﬁmﬁ&ﬂ% N
12 SAT Fifiz &5 Bounded H-E'r)lg?':r.v*/ﬁw »

FED 3 HIZRB). EZOBE, RNDIERKOKIZ, Rv
FIERLE S, LIAt> T, TOAFER (RISTXT2 A
5= P THEINTVRBETS) K- MENEHD,
nE M BRIEVTHRITY % Bounded BEMREFETHR, £

-BEN% CONF Ricid. 3*N*M BEOEEMNBENhBLIizikzs.

BH O SAT 707 5 ANRT DML, KK 100 FER. ¥
EEEE&&@?.wmﬁ%ﬁﬁ?%tmmf—bﬁﬁm@
BE LM RS, 10 REAIOARHT TR iHIE 10 55— MER
THRABZEIZRB, 10 Y — FEWSAZ AR, RIL »
SREEREBHNICSRT 3 BOEBNBETHY. BR
MRIEY —)V & UTRANTH B E VX 3, KB RTL ®5'—
MEIBEIT KT B HRAIREE Y —ViE, N— Kz 7 OB IS
TH—EOFAEHHMED SH, BANEATNS,

2. MIER. fixed point DHE% SAT FIMEE L TR
THEENNL DMBR [22)~[25] Th. HREZY—) b
REINTVB, ZHICED, SAT VNNDEMER EOBEEE
DEESTBEFNF oo F > I V— I ORRNRTAMEIED D
DHB. P KENNHEEZERAT FRENSD. Chid.
B 13 IZRT L SIS, WMEON—Rr—RAERERT v T2
EFNEN WOLSIZSATHBE LTERELLTRIEWS
HDOTH B, TOLSIT, ##SAT & LTRERLHEL,-
7 fixed point HIEIZDW TS, SAT ML L TORRLFHE
AN ORBRINTNS. LA, 2 H®_EH S 7 (BDD)
TRESNTERREFHS. SAT VI NOEREALIC K
T. SAT TOREIZBERD-CW3HE S, BDD ok
ZJHTIE. —HBE BDD Y1 XHREL > TLEN, HEH
OERBAMEHRZ L. mwnm%$mum&mﬁbm hal
hiz#tL. SAT FHTH. AEY zﬁﬁﬂ#ka < iﬁk’f% ha
REWOT, FOEHRTHHELPTI. ‘_mw). ‘SAT Fik%
ﬂmbrm%mﬁ%Lﬁbnrman,_Q
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FNOIA—RONTERBRLEEVWIHELIN TS,

4. BbY (I

EBETIX. SAT 7)1 IY XALIZDWT, DPLL #EZH0E
ULAENERBLE, 7TV XAMRKRXETTEL, 7O
II5LELTRETIROHDBLO+HERL LKRIETS
NTETWS, HRELT, KEAXED SRIREXOHE
BIFABLSKARD. REBARIOBEAENDLIITHLT
W3, TOHAELT. FWTR, BRANREFE~OERE S
FOEMIZDWTRB L. SAT Hiffoifidkick D, EMRHE
ON— BTz 7BRHOREMNAIBERD L EBIT, VI Tz
FRIECBEASNDDH S, SAT VIV EE, BRELWE
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ELT. 9x7Hh55Y 00— RuRRbONEN., LR B
A, Chaff[6) 705 LDV—AERT, BEHTOERE
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