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R 1 AP AT LB BT EES (M) — )

[ ) — MR | R AT A g L 7= CSP/SMT VL 3—
Diet-Sugar Mistral Opturion Yices Z3
2D Strip Packing 20 8 ( 40%) 5(25%) 4(20%) 6(30%) 6(30%)
All Interval Series 15 9 ( 60%) 15 (100%) 8 ( 53%) 7 ( 47%) T ( 47%)
BIBD 83 | 79 ( 95%)| T2 ( 87%) 24 ( 29%) 66 ( 80%) 32 ( 39%)
BMC 15 | 15 (100%)| 15 (100%) 15 (100%) 15 (100%) 15 (100%)
Chessboard Coloration 15 12 ( 80%) 11 ( 73%) 10 ( 67%) 12 ( 80%) 12 ( 80%)
Cumulative Job-Shop 10 4 ( 40%) 1( 10%) 3(30%) 4 (40%) 4 ( 40%)
Domino 10 9( 90%)| 10 (100%) 10 (100%) 10 (100%) 10 (100%)
Fischer 25 | 24( 96%)| 14 ( 56%) 21 ( 84%) 23 ( 92%) 23 ( 92%)
Golomb Ruler 28 | 23 ( 82%)| 23 ( 82%) 20 ( 71%) 15 ( 54%) 16 ( 57%)
Graph Coloring 141 | 98 ( 70%)| 122 ( 87%) 81 ( 57%) 62 ( 44%) 60 ( 43%)
Haystacks 15 3( 20%) 5(33%) O0( 0%) O0( 0%) O0( 0%)
Job-Shop 76 | 67 ( 88%)| 51 ( 67%) 64 ( 84%) 61 ( 80%) 53 ( T0%)
Knights 10 9 ( 90%) 7(70%) 4(40%) 9(90%) 9 ( 90%)
Langford 43 | 27 ( 63%)| 82 ( 74%) 23 ( 53%) 24 ( 56%) 25 ( 58%)
Latin Square 10 9 ( 90%) 6(60%) 5 (50%) 5(50%) 5( 50%)
Magic Square 18 13 ( 72%) 8 ( 44%) 9(50%) 3(17%) 3 ( 17%)
Multi Knapsack 6 6 ( 100%) 6 (100%) 6 (100%) 6 (100%) 5 ( 83%)
NengFa 7 7 (100%)| 7 (100%) 6 ( 86%) 6 ( 86%) 4 ( 57%)
Open-Shop 75 | 71 ( 95%)| 70 (93%) 71 ( 95%) 62 ( 83%) 55 ( 73%)
Perfect Square Packing 74 58 ( 78%) 42 ( 57%) 56 ( 76%) 57 ( TT%) 51 ( 69%)
Pigeons 20 | 23 ( 79%)| 29 (100%) 11 ( 38%) 9( 31%) 8 ( 28%)
Primes 76 | 70 ( 92%)| 70 (92%) 71 ( 93%) 53 ( 70%) 33 ( 43%)
Pseudo-Boolean 363 | 312 ( 86%)| 249 ( 69%) 297 ( 82%) 248 ( 68%) 282 ( 78%)
Quasigroup Existence 5 5 ( 100%) 5 (100%) 5 (100%) 5 (100%) 5 (100%)
Queens 15 | 11( 73%)| 12( 80%) 9 ( 60%) 7 ( 47%) 6 ( 40%)
Queens-Knights 10 | 10 ( 100%) 8 ( 80%) 10 (100%) 9 ( 90%) 10 (100%)
RCPSP 78 | 78 (100%)| 78 (100%) 178 (100%) 77 ( 99%) 78 (100%)
Rader Surveillance 65 65 ( 100%) 65 (100%) 65 (100%) 64 ( 98%) 65 (100%)
Ramsey 16 | 10 ( 63%)| 10 ( 63%) 9 ( 56%) 4( 25%) 5 ( 31%)
Schurr’s Lemma 10 9 ( 90%) 8 ( 80%) 8 (80%) 3(30%) 2( 20%)
Social Golfers 10 6 ( 60%) 6 ( 60%) 6 (60%) 1(10%) 4 ( 40%)
Super-solutions 85 66 ( 78%) 53 ( 62%) 62 ( 73%) 51 ( 60%) 48 ( 56%)
At 1458 | 1216 ( 83%) | 1115 ( 76%) 1071 ( 73%) 984 ( 67%) 941 ( 65%)
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