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Table 1 Execution time and the numbers of re-
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Time (msec) Reductions Cycles

8 queens
BT 6084 108759 172
FC 1110 20046 106
LS 1516 19418 38
Five houses
BT 3067 53944 207
FC 1683 40061 472
LS ?? 3153788 56
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N M BT FC LS

4 230 127 132
6 3,968 1,227 1,430
8 31,682 6,502 9,636
10 152, 996 24,032 47,385
12 568, 458 74,333 187,124
14 1, 815, 446 205, 180 629, 352
16 5, 180, 666 517,314 | 1,871,177
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Fig. 4 Expected number of constraint checks as a function of
b, with N=M=8.
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® 3 N=25 M=5 TOHMT = v 7 DR OMPFHHE
Table 3 Expected number of constraint checks
for a non-uniform problem, with N=25,
M=5 (50 permutations of variable or-

dering).

Algorithm | Minimum Average Maximum
BT 4,68x10* 3.04 10" 3.95x 10"
FC 1.80x 107 4,08x10° 5.64x10°
LS 1.81x10* 3.10x 10 1,92x10"
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