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Fig.1 Pseudo-tree and messages.
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Fig.2 Computation of cost values.
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Main(){
Initialize().
until(forever){
until(receive loop is broken){ receive messages. }
if(S; + ¢ A sAct;){ Maintenance(). } } }
Initialize(){
Si « ¢. sAct; «false. sOpt; «false. opt; «false. D] < ¢.

0NN R W —

foreach j s.t. z; € Chld;{
9 (S5, UL RL sFill)«(¢, ¢, ¢ false). }
10 if(x; is root){ send (VALUES, {¢}, true) to i. } }
11 Receive(VALUES, S, sOpt){
12 S; + S.sAct; +true. sOpt; <+ sOpt.
13 foreach j s.t. x; € Chld;{
14 resetchild states (S}, U, R, sFil}). } }
15 Receive(COSTS, j, U){
16 if(compatible(U7,S7)){ merge U to U. } }
17 Maintenance(){
18  update U, and test optimal condition.
19 if(opt; A (D; has not been replaced by D7 )){
20 replace D; by D}
21 foreach j s.t. x; € Chld;{
22 reset child states (S}, U, R}, sFil%). }
23 update U; and test optimal condition. ﬁ»
24 MaintainAndSendChildrensContexts().
25 if(x; is not root){ send (COSTS,:,U;) to i s.t. x; = prnt,. }
26 if(closed(U;)){ sAct; «false. } }
27 MaintainAndSendChildrensContexts(){
28  foreach j s.t. x; € Chld;{
29 if(—(contexts of j are active) A ﬁsFil;»){
30 set next contexts S;
31 if(S; is last part of R;-){sFil;» <—true.}
32 send(VALUES,S?, opt;) 0. } } }

M 3 RO T 2 PR

Fig.3 multiple contexts search.
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BT 5.

compatible(U,S): U D%H uw &TIIOWT, S
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e
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FHET—=2DAREEIRT S, L7725 >T, sOpt; BH
DEE, S| =U|=1¢,%5.

closed(U;): U; DEF u & TIZOWT, b(u) =
ub(u) THIUL, BT, 29 T, BERT.
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I A MBED LS globalU B; % f/ME$ 5. globalU B;
1%, GLOBAL.UB Avt—J |2k hflior— v
MIbmmens. i &, BEOFDO 2 X MED T4
& globalUB; OIERIC X WBEREZHEAY 35, Bl
D ENTEGRE, TOZ—Y 2 MR ESNE
VBN D 4L, Bl T A MEOFRTE OB 2
DHEWR ) — PPl I A P EHETOWLRVERE, 20
BORBEHROPE DB TR D, ol a1 A MEDF
HOBRECIE TR KN LR ETHIUTHA Y §
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L. REMOPE QRS TIE, RERIST 28R %
POR S 572012, THRPKEW ER % Ll s 8560
AN F 5. B DZMFE RS HERE LT sFin;
Ly TEY R T .

4.4 EFEEROBIA

I—=Vxy i3t hoRE LI A MEOKHR
% Uj ICRFET 2. BUEOHGE S; 0EE SN T
Ul OFFE uld, HIBEK Ob LT U < K 2L
T2EIIFEENL. ZoLE, U OFEHRIELRU
WX WEHRING, 2720, D MG S; 12
WIET % R IZOWTO uid, S 1I22WTHITA ME
DOEHEOMIMI, Ul »OHIBRIhTERS v, 2
2T, S ALz E &, WMAMWRER Ul OBHRI,
WEEP 20 LRU ¥ 2 —ORBICEBEI SN 5.

4.5 ZHEBVERED R

AT A L REE 4 1R, KHRTH
WHENBEMEFHREIIRDL ) THB.

reset child states (SJ’:, U;:, R;, sFil;:,
sChg}): Tj 22T, ZNZNRD L) ICHHT 5.
(Si, sFill, sChg})«—(¢, false, false). R: ZHHED S;
LD X VEHT A, £72, Irr € RYLa(r) = a(u)
%% U] DEFueTr, vy 2EMIIBIT% LRU
Fa—DRRICBET 5.

compatible(U,S): U D& TOEHK u 2DV,
Sha(s)=alu) b s ZZLOTHNE, Bxild.
Z)TRITNIBERT.

update (U;, globalU B;) and test optimal
condition: U; OFIMEICEHE HIT R W, S OFKE
FslZonT, K23 A MED ER gubs %5l
"I 5. 7, s RO D, D& d IOV TH LR
Guba(s)Uf(zs,a)y B, ROEKEIZX MEDEFHI LY, 13
Lb.

o ub(s).

o (DFFTIZ L §i(als) U{(xi,d)}).

o ub(u) s.t. (a(u') C a(s)U{(zs,d)},u' € Uj,
xj € Chld;) %% %4 TD ub(u').

Z LT, gubs = mingep; guba(s)uf(e;,a)} (<& D gubs
PIEHND. gubs FROOOHMICHSNA,

® globalUB; + min(gubs,globalUB;) 7% %
globalU B; OWH.

o LIFIIRTY, Il ig D Stho—i.
sOpt; AN((Fu € Uy, Ib(u) = ub(uw))V((3s € Si, gubs =
globalUB;)) A —opt; TH NI, REHEZRET 5.
22T, (Is € Si,gubs = globalUB;) T& 11X,
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Main(){
Initialize().
until(forever){
until(receive loop is broken){ receive messages. }
if(S; £+ ¢ A (sAct; V —cls;)){ Maintenance(). } } }
Initialize(){
Si <+ ¢. sAct; <false. sOpt; <false. sF'in; <false.
sCls; «+false. opt; «—false. globalU B; < oo. cls; «+false.
D} + ¢.
10 foreach j s.t. z; € Chld;{
11 (S;, UJ’», Rj sFil;-, sChg§)<—(¢, ¢, ¢, false, false). }
12 if(x; is root){
13 send (VALUES, {(¢, 0, 0)}, true, true, true, false) to <. } }
14 Receive(VALUES, S, sOpt, sChg, sCls, sFin){
15 S; + S.sCls; < sCls.
16 if(sChg){ sAct; «+true. sOpt; < sOpt. sFin; < sFin.
17 cls; +false.
18 foreach j s.t. x; € Chld;{
19 reset child states (S}, U, R, sFil}, sChgl). } } }
20 Receive(COSTS, j, U){
21 if(compatible(U,S;)){ merge U to U]"‘ 13
22 Receive(GLOBAL_UB, globallU B){
23 globalUB; <+ min(globalU B;, globalU B). }
24  Maintenance(){
25 update (U;, globalU B;) and test optimal condition.
26 if(opt; A (D; has not been replaced by D )){
27 replace D; by D7 .
28 if(x; isroot){ sFin; < true. }
29  foreach js.t. x; € Chld;{
30 reset child states (S;, U;, R;, sFil;», sChg;.). }
31 update (U, globalU B;) and test optimal condition. }
32 MaintainChildrensContexts().
33  cls; « sCls; A (all children’s contexts are closed).
34 foreach j st. x; € Chld;{
35  send(VALUES,S?, opt;, sChg}.clsi,sFin;)toj. }
36 if(sAct; V —sCls;){
37 if(x; is not root){ send (COSTS,i,U;) to j s.t. x; = prnt,. }
38 if(closed(U;)){ sAct; <false. } }
39  foreach j s.t. z; € Chld;{
40  send (GLOBAL_UB.globalUB;)t0j. } }
41 MaintainChildrensContexts(){
42 foreach js.t. z; € Chld;{
43 update R; update current contexts SJL
44 if(—(contexts of j are active) A ‘\SF’L'Z;-){
45 set next contexts S]l
46 if(S is last part of R}){sFil}; <—true.}
47 sChg} «true. }
48 else{ sC’hg; «false. } } }

O 0NN BN —

4 FEACTHEZ D ik
Fig.4 Efficient solution method.

GUba(s)U{(ws,a%)} = gubs %5 d* %, x; DEGEAEE ¥
b, 2 TRIFIUE, JEk L AR RER 2 ET 5.
closed(U;): HERDOFMHITINZ T, S; DEFE s 12D
WO, R a R MED T glbs V5. glbs
DML, EROLDLDYICTREHAVEG Z BV,
gubs DEIALFEETH L., 22T, sFing IZXVGE
GV 8B A cond_glbs B RD X HIZEFKT 5.

A | glbs > globalUB;  sFin,
cond_glbs = .
glbs > globalUB; otherwise
(4)
U DEF u E&TIZOoWT, bu) = ublu) V

(cond_glbs where a(s) = a(u)) TdH T closed(U;)
FEZRT. £ ThrIFIBERT.

set next contexts S]’:: opt; BMBEDOEEITRD L
Y12 S EFEHTH. R &, R HEREAROH
Y sNpBEERRCE, £6LT5. R 95 8
APSEL, S;OEE s 12OV T a(s) = a(u) B 5HEHK
u DL, (a(s),0,00) & Uy IZMMZ 5. Ry 5
R"T #BAHHIERO LI ThHD. ¥, R OEHK
r 22V, A MEDTH glb, = Ib(r) + Ib(u) %K
Wh. ZIT, uita(r)=alu) 55 U ODEHLETH
5. X (4) LIFFRICER SN D &M cond_glb, 125D,
Ib(u) = ub(u) V cond_glb, THIZE, rid RV 121
GENLR . opt; WEDLEIIER LK TH 5.

update R;'-: R;- RHAED S; ICHEOWTHEE
T 5.

update current contexts S]’:: HWED R;— (-8
DV, SEOEE s ETO, Ib(s) & ub(s) & it
T 5.

all children’s contexts are closed: i D} j 4
TO, S OEF s £TIZOWT, Ib(s) = ub(s) TH
NWEE%Z, 9 ThiFudfez k7.

contexts of j are active: S} D& %%k s |2
2V, a(u) = a(s) %% Uy ODEFE u b, Ib(u) #
ub(u) A —cond_glbs D& EE%E, Z 9 ThIFhIh%
R

merge U to U’, J U COSTS X v +t—VIZEHIE
o,

4.6 TTRAE X v t£—J 0

3, 4 \IRLAT VT ALTI, M—DRED
Ay E—UhNEE L CRE SN A%, BT LAY
L=V OFRBIEFIH LTS L., 72720, Ro%Ef
EHEFEIET A7-012, VALUES * vt — V%55
L7k & (0 4 OYE1E sChyl BEOLEDH), K
OB fESRE SN L J1E, Ave—VEREET 5.

5. ZIWIYXLDELE

RETHEE, BRI & D ERDfE & AR
GEERFEMTH L. KbATy Fhax MEOFE
&, Mo Ty aA MEOEREIL, BAEDOIRS
DHIE, FTRAZALL B VIRY, Zh2hoa
A MEOBER % BRIk 5. BAEOHDHIZIZZ
I—Vxy bOMEDTZ -V 2 bOPEIRI T
Mesihs, DLEICKY, B 5% iiuda A MEo
TR RO TR ik N1 R A
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BAID 1, R WA T20RTHY, 2
A MEOBERZWIEL 2w, T2, B En—Y =
¥ NHN B BAEDIRFED RIZHES . K7 2 A Ml
O EFEIZ BT L, #2255, HIL,
IR OPEDBEORN ) OLMFDEEIL, sFin; &
LCHERPIEMRT 5. Lah> T, HAD A558% T
H BB T NIFH SN D,

JERIAMLBL D 726012 A v & — ¥ D355 DE D 7
Y& 912, oL 7 OIRENPZETE S 7B
P Ay =T ERRETIUL, B RO %
E L TIURT 5.

6. ¥ i

TR L W REFLEOGNMIELFM L2, PIEE L
T, nflO 3MWEHE, 1-n B0 2 B/ BEEH» 5
7 B A Wz, BEOREIT RO —DTH 5.

max-csp-gcl: 77 7 QAN AREI T 5 RK
MR TR M E 2 BT 5. SEMEIEL fi (2, 25) OH
i, z;=xz; THNE L, ZHTHRIFNT0 LT 5.

cop: FHMBIEL fi ;i (wi, ;) OfLE, [0,10] DL
DVTFNPE —FRAAIIES TT ¥ & LITESR.

NS LHBT A BEISBEAAIZE ORI T D Vv 5
NTWwb (1], [3], [4]. flFHIEH—E Ry D T > 5
LT TT7EL, %20 BICOVTORREEFL L.

ARt % E LT, b (K3 OFik), ¢ (b& U @
vy anftH), ppge (K4 OF), ppg (ppgc
DU OF vy v aklk{), pp (ppg DHEMFIEC
B % globalUB; D57 k<), pl (pp DB IZ
B2 THED SHEREO I A Mz ) OFF
EEHW, £TEELIC, BORRIZ, EEOEK
M, 2SR & S EEERRICHE > 72, R 5
RO S ORRE L =1,3,9,27, ¥vvia
2B 5 (Ul ORI K = L+ |D| ¥ L7z,

REFEIERTFEO—FLTHELEZONS.
Db, |8 =1 OHAE, FERTE (3], 9], [10] %
EICEMT 5 EEZONDL. Tz, |SH =144
REFATEIGET I [4] (ICHP S 2 & E 2 51505,
MR B RRTIEE, HRBES BN S WiEE T
BT, induced width [4] & & b IZA Y =T H A
AR ROFHEDRE B EINT % 720, FEBEIIC
BETPRETH S, & 2T, EHETER, Mk
WRWMEOEEEZRNT L2 E 2 ERXLT, R
DFELEL O BT D %\,

RO EREIE A v £ — T4 1 7 VI X0 3
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mb

mpl
HEpp
Oppg
O ppgc

ave. num. of message cycles

10 100

20 50
n: num. of nodes
5 max-csp-gcl (I = 1.5, L = 27)
Fig.5 max-csp-gcl. (I = 1.5, L = 27)
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o

z
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o
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[

H] O ppgc
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L: max. size of solution set

6 max-csp-gel (n = 20,1 = 2)
Fig.6 max-csp-gcl. (n = 20,1 = 2)

L7z, Ay =V A7 VT, 12—V ME
FEXFL—DETDOA Y=V WY 2L, WUBZFT
WV, BETHIUIA v b=V EREF 2 —I1EMT 5.
ZDH, AvE—=VOZRET, RORXy =T
A7 VICHATS 5. EEBRIZ 10° %4 2 L THilliL,
Wi L7231 10° A 27 VE L2 D& L7z
FEBRCIHRETFEAER LY Iab—Ya v T
7T LRV FEATREON—-F7 27 L LT, In-
tel Core i7 CPU 920@2.67GHz, 6GB memory % 7z
1% Intel Core i7 CPU 930@2.80GHz, 3GB memory
DEBOFFEHEH V., F2V 72T ELT,
Fedora 10 Linux x64 & O° g++ 3.0 x w72, &k,
Ylal—varilBIAEFHEOMBMERMIL, Hik
T2 &9 ICE R 2 FEAE (necops) 1220 TR &
ND7-0, FAAREOEBIZIEHE SNV,
max-csp-gcl IZBITH X v =T A 7 IIVED K
Y. M52, [ =1.5,L =27 DHEITONTOL
FEOLE A /RT. n = 50,100 ORIETIX, HAIY &
Ui OF vy ¥ a2 &0l 2880555 5 Nz n 258
T 522N, induced-width 2SHEN$ A @A H 5 72
O, Frv T aDAHNDL c ORENNSL D %
ZAbNb. K612, n=20,l=20E%RT. D
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Fig.7 max-csp-gcl. (n =20, L = 27)
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Fig.8 cop. (n =20,1=2)

FERTIE, BAY 2V FEICBWTD, L o)l
OREI R E» o7z, K712, n=20,L =27
DG EIRT. I DEEINHE- T, induced-width A°
Hns A2EMAH 5720, M5 O n OWMIMOEAEIC
FMS 2. B 25F #7346 pl, pp, ppg PIAIC
Ay b—=TVH A7 VEHIEIKE S,

cop IZBITAHn=20,l=2DLBEDX Y-
A7 VBORBEZK 8 IZRT. ZOMETIE, Fyvv
T aADREDEAY) OELYEETH D, L 1N
FTOMRIIESNEDY, L=1,3 7% EORNH~DK
TP RKRENEGETYH, ¢ & ppge DTN
NS ZoEAIMBOFERTY AR TH 72, L2
Ty a2 b ZBHTA2Z L TRy P aDAh L
DAY A 7 VBB A5EH -7 UL, K
AMYIZED F Xy v 2ONEDIENLBED-O L%
Y (-
BUAROHBE AL 1 IR, Ln OBEINIZED
induced-width 258N L, KO3 HEDOHIE sz
DWEEINT D, A=V F A7 VH2)D, Avtk—
VEBREY, 1HUED Xy b=V DEZEDNDH > 72 3%k
Bt LsioMofit, £2I1RT. Avk—YO
ZEFRWEI—V v MIEIERETH L L, RO

#1 BUAOFAX

Table 1 size of pseudo-trees.

l 1.2 1.5 2 3
n |td tb sz |td tb sz |td tb sz td tb sz
10| 5 1.4 14| 6 1.2 32| 71.2 89| 9 1.0 729

20| 91.5 41111 1.4 192|113 1.3 2138|115 1.2 84637
50(18 1.6 1334|21 1.5 1.6x105|29 1.4 1.5x107 |34 1.3 1.4x10'1
100(30 1.7 32295|42 1.5 5.9x10°(51 1.4 9.7x10'4|64 1.3 2.5x 102!
td: depth, tb: branching factor without leaf,

sz: maXa; [[rease, 1Dkl

F2 Avk—VHAINBEYDA Y =TI
Table 2 number of messages per message cycle.

(max-csp-gel, n = 50,1 = 1.5,L = 9)

alg. | num. of num. of messages
act. pairs | all VALUES COSTS GLOBAL_UB
b 9.319.3 4.4 5.0 0
c 3.0|3.0 1.3 1.6 0
pl 4.0[4.1 1.4 2.5 0.1
PP 7.8(8.2 4.4 3.0 0.8
pPPg 7.8|8.2 4.4 3.0 0.8
ppgc 6.9|8.1 3.5 2.3 2.3
g 1E+5
:;"' 1E+4
a
&
@ 1E+3 Bc
a
-.E. Bcus
o 1E+2
£ Eppgc
2 1E+1 4 O ppgcus
]
a
1E+0 -

100

10 20 50
n: num. of nodes

9 max-csp-gel (I =1.5,L = 27)
Fig.9 max-csp-gcl. (I = 1.5, L = 27)

4.6 DIELA Y E—VOIHFNZLY, T—Y x> b
& i L Clf5 OB Id /N S,

M 3 & 4 \RLMETIE, SEOTSMOES
SIEETOEFIIOVTOIA OSBRI L T
5, ROEFRIIHEF SN, LoL, S 0EFs IS
DVWTOIAMDEFRPEH L7z &%, s 2K
DEFRICEHFTES, 22T, TOLEIHIZc & ppge
PR LZ-THEEZFHEL, #5229 IR, cus K
UF ppgeus BRENENLIRENT-FETH L. c DA Y
= TH A 7 VEIRHIR S N2 E (n = 50) 8
—HT, B %% ppge (2R 2 B O H 1%
INE ;o Tz,

312, Ml &G 2 R 2 ERE L A R
T BEEFZECHV 5 A NCCCs (IATE $ICFET S
NAHIRF =y 7 O [17] L FAEOTEREE LT, &F
MR M B4 & 55RO LRI DA D 5
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# 3 YRR O LI & % 58 L 7 i
Table 3 comparison based on number of constraint
operations.

(max-csp-gel, n = 50,1 = 1.5)

L 9 27
alg |nccops| iter. at nccops| iter. at
(x10%) to b|to prev.| (x10%) to b|to prev.
b 366.9|62522| - - 1675|47429| - -
c 503.8|18518| 311 311| 1948| 9157| 714 714
cus 52.5| 1654 0 0 248| 996 0 0
pl 160.3|24846 0 - 60114265 0 -
pp 8.2| 721 0 0 38| 681 0 0
PPg 8.2 721 0 - 38 681 0 -
ppgc 8.1 213 0 0 41| 184 0 639
ppgcus 11.4 188 0| 13479 58 151 0] 52861

In ‘to prev.’, pp is compared to cus.

(nccops) & MV 722 F 72 nccops, A vE— VA
7 VL (iter) TS, T A =% a (72720 a > 0) 12 &
0, WLEERE % nccops+aciter D XD ICHFED o7,
AL F AR % necops, MU iterg (7272 L iterg > iter)
LB L E, MHIEEPSEEDLEDT LR D a DR
/Ml ot %, max(0, (nccops—nccops, )/ (iterg —iter))
WX YRz, B OH#EIZ b K UFRICBWT 117 R
DFER (prev.) & L7z, ROFMERIL, ¢ A5
LFEE25b LD b necops ZHIIH L 722 £ 2R L TWw
5. 72, WHEMOLBORFETIE, Ay t—U%
OB % AL (o = 0) LT H B 2K S %
CEHAIREN TS, ppgeus (T HOERDEH
LD OMBEEST LT, Avt—I% A7
VDR DOFEEENI/NE 728, ppge & ) ALHELEE
2T 5 720121, B R & 7 necops 254 v
= VRO L ML — FA T ENDZLEDND L.
RETFHRIEROT OB HEH—D X v =
AT B 2 LT K BEfE A — NNy FORIRE e
LTwa. Ayt—=Y0% 4 XIBWTIE, E5HL
TALDETHNS G ERPIEITHL. ZOERD
BREHETIE, FOMIE (z,d) ZET - OOBEEDOXT
PHRBEGELTERIHSNK, 23X O ETFHELSZ
NEN—DOBEE LTRIEINL., ZoLs, K
DEE n ETE, FEZOF A AE2n+14+1T
HbH. INLOEKDIL, K x,d% lbyte, £ LT
FUiE% dbytes TEITIUE, n =100 1281 5K HE
FOEBEOF 1 Z1F 208bytes TH 5. Zhid, 1 —
PRy bOT X R T L= LB LT — 7 O— KN
%4 4 X 8kbytes |2 39 I FE 5. L7 >T, it

(iF2) @ REFHEEHA LG /FHER O T =y 7 A TR, #H55
FOWEA ST 55219 720, Tho 2507 LBO R % v
7z.
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DFHI BV TR IZ %25 SN A0 R L I35
IR ARECTH 5.

7.6 ¢ U

AKIFFETIE, BEMARIZED < o Bifl# mmA b E o
BRI BT, BN RO, LEE A=Y D
YA AOWEHIZ & 2B ERBOEIHEEKE LT, #
Bl A R R Lt 5§ 2 Rikie R L7,

T/, ZOMETIE, e L BRI % F
MY AR E—RILT 5125720, BORERIZBWT
BIRIE D22 2 FHE T 5 5RO PR L OF, BN
VDD RBa X MED L TFHROEHE, 2RI
CHW72, 20 L) RBEORBRIE, 5HBOT VT
AL DOBET DML LT EDERV DL EERD.

PRETHEZERICLDEHE L, THE2ELT 8%
ROBWFRIIBUIDHEMECOWTEZE L. 1S, #
RO FBER, A ROF vy 2 2 d5 e ENE
BT, RETFEPENTH S Z LATRENT.

SROBELE LT, MIEGORMIZET 2EHEOH
FEMEOBA, RO FALFEOG I X B3R
DFHEDZET NS,

#EE AWFIEO I, BB e CF T
7% (B)22700144, FE#EAF5E (C)25330257), MR
Rl R B R 7R B, P 23 4R B N T RET 784
B IR TE BB & 5 .
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