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B KW % 2 14 ] & (Maximum Satisfiability Problem, MaxSAT) & 7 /K 7] % /& 14 5] & (Satisfiability
Problem, SAT)IRALIE, RNPHEHSMALFRE. ST IT A K TR T 18 2 AL 5] BE R AT LA
ARG AMaxSAT R B, e B SRR B R S53RE, R—AMEARILBRBEEIN
BHEARMUEE ., MaxSATHEEER TR, S EZEEHERAR (Conjunctive Normal
Form, CNF), Al RfBREEIRAEFFAEEISH LN TTRE. AHAZTERETIEEEHEF
RIBENL RS R E Y, FEREX BRI TR Bk, HHNA T SATLike3.08 TN
FR, HHrSATLike3.0 FAIMABURIEF KB ETMENRETNE, XSRS A3 2 S EE N E
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Abstract

The Maximum Satisfiability Problem (MaxSAT) is an optimized extension of the Boolean Satisfiabil-
ity Problem (SAT). It is an NP-hard combinatorial optimization problem. Many optimization prob-
lems in theoretical research and engineering applications can be transformed and encoded into
MaxSAT problems. Relevant research and solving can be carried out using its strategies. It is a logi-
cal-constraint optimization model with extremely strong expressive power. For the MaxSAT prob-
lem, we are given a propositional logic formula in Conjunctive Normal Form (CNF). Local search
algorithms are used to find feasible assignments to satisfy this formula. This study mainly focuses
on stochastic local search algorithms among incomplete algorithms. It employs such algorithms to
solve the Maximum Satisfiability Problem. First, this paper describes the clause-weighting scheme
of SATLike3.0 in detail. It analyzes the hard penalty increment and soft penalty increment in the
clause-weighting strategy of SATLike3.0. These values are preset fixed numbers. The weighting
strategy is rather rigid. Second, based on the weighting component in the clause-weighting stage of
SATLike3.0, this paper proposes a clause-weighting strategy with dynamic penalty increment ad-
justment. Finally, this work integrates the satisfaction rate of hard clauses and the proportion of
original weights of soft clauses that satisfy the weighting conditions in the current group into the
hard penalty increment and soft penalty increment. These two increments can realize flexible and
dynamic adjustment. An efficient stochastic local search solver called WrSATLike3.0 is developed.
The experimental results show that the test instances come from MaxSAT Evaluation (MSE) 2023
and 2024. The solver WrSATLike3.0 significantly outperforms the original solver SATLike3.0 in the
number of successfully solved instances and solution quality. For WPMS problem benchmarks,
WrSATLike3.0 also achieves certain advantages in the number of solved instances. The comparison
targets include NuWLS and BandMaxSAT.
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1. 51§

F R AT A M ] B(Maximum Satisfiability Problem, MaxSAT) [1]/& 20 53# &2 [ @(Constraint Satisfaction
Problem, CSP) [2]H & 52 KyEMIWF 7L 40k —. CSP WI— MR N: A —HEE n MELHES
D={x,x,,,x,} U m ANLIRGFEA{C,Cyoo,C,, ) 5 FIWTR AL — IR E 15 I A LR 2% A RN 3
e R AT A ) A P R o 7 T ) W i 02 A B 20 30 (Conjunctive Normal Form, CNF) [3]5& 5 A7 7E {4
FERSL AT AT IR o

KRR TR SRTFA), FER—AREER AR ETR T, SOCRE R 23T
Bk, X ) AR N 43 B K AT i A2 1 15 3 (Partial Maximum Satisfiability Problem, PMS). 44 51
FIHTEE A, S NEAE B TR BTA IR R R O A R TR R 2R, X SR R R
LB F5e K T ik A ) #91(Weighted Partial Maximum Satisfiability Problem, WPMS). 1, PMS & WPMS
M —FiRe R B0, BRI FRIRLE IR I BN 1 15 TR . MaxSAT MG & SR RIARE /1, BLSE it
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(R 2H & 10 R 5 25 S T R ST A, K2R ) R A S (W)PMSS i) 82 A8 HLR V& 1)

MaxSAT [o]BAEL AR RR[4] [5]. TR 25 il [6]. ok [ 7]55 1) b A o5 B 22 1) 3 R R Rz
IEARMNAE . ITEER, X MaxSAT [l A 78 5 A2 7E(W)PMS SRS 1% 0 51 5 7778181 MaxSMT
(9155 7T, FHISHIT 70 R A B 8 UK MaxSAT SRAAFEZUE T RSB G S gk 3bal, JEeeft 7%
IR S
2. HHXTIE

SEA LS AR 58 & R AT R AR MaxSAT Il @ I A . 568 SIE B 0% 3 [ A i [R) #2381
RRETA IR, EAPEME, W — 2 BRI CR AR 0 S D 224 Il B 1 S 081 R 3o R ons it 2 R A e R
B, SR Bt 2> 52 B 20 . ABEIM 5, A58 % Bk R I BE AL 14 2 (Stochastic Local Search, SLS) [10],
FRBRTCVEARAUETE B (B [0 P B2 (1t il R P g P, (ELAE [) R AR PO 0 A A R TR 5 () BF I Py 2 it
TR ATAT AR, A RSO T SRR, DRI AR R 52 5 A O

H TR MaxSAT [ BRI 75 5 228 b TR A6 40 (7 A& ST AU I a6 40 1 18R oW e AE [ 12]), TH)
IR 13] VA B AR Teide [ 14]1X =M% 0B Bt . SLS HIEATE MaxSAT [0 @ [F1 K if I B O I R & ke, (HI
AR R, TR T & — KPR o AHE 500 F-5) 1 S5 KR AE LA 2 ) (19 S A B 3047 43 #T
FHTH T MaxSAT 7] @) SLS 3R 5% WrSATLike3.0.

3. B3Ek

(1) AWFFLEERT SATLike3.0 [13]FAIIALTT 2 R BIINBGH /- 17— B Rt . 384 7 AL
A E T B NS SR-Weighting(), =4 R 38 R VLI N R AU, JRA TR AT H B7A) i AUr %
SR-Weighting()»

(2) Hk, FAKE 2023 F1 2024 4 MaxSAT Evalution N5E45FE18 1) 4 HIEMESE, K TaImBUT 2
SR-Weighting()#k A SATLike3.0 H1, 13 18 ek K 45 WrSATLike3.0.

(3) S X bb 4 A 3R B A% R A A5 R T SR A ) S AN B DA ROR R R R, W EE LT R AR SR A
SATLike3.0. JFH, ST RIERME SATLike3.0 HIKAMEZE NuWLS [11]81 BandMaxSAT [15]#E4T
WPMS [1] @ {5 LUis, A3 3] T — 2 ot .

4. MEHEIR

HV ={x.xy, 0,0 x, ) A A n MR TCIIE S, IRATETC x, KA e T, AT IR 4L A
IRBTCHISCTEE L= {x, "x,,%,, "%y, 7x, | SEEE 20 ATEF . FATA) C WA T3CTHINTIUL L
HIC =x,vx,v.vx, . HTACHRENMNmA, Kaie{l,2,-,m}, 1<k<2n NTHEETTFHA
B, SO TFAIMKE . @A IE AR CONF, 2 m & FAME B, B F=C AC,A--AC,, «
—MRME o R AR TR T MR, BB a:x, > {01}, je{0,1,2,-,n} - HTEZRE
T, THIC =x,vx, v vx, TEMELE NN, MFRZ TS, 5 UNET AR L .

FE(W)PMS [, ZWR{E o 75 CNF A BT EIE 7R C7 #aiig, Mvc ec”, a(C)=1,
VUBRIZIRAE A AT AT B T AT AR, AN RTAT ARt o 68— AL 199 J0 @ o o FH I PR AR cost JEAT
Pl FIRME o & — AT, 04 ZRAE AN A R 37 A) CF B JRAERUE w,, Z R, W R s

cost(@) =2 .5 (o Wori (C1) M

o SEATATHE, M cost(a) = +oo o« WERPINMIRE o, 1 o, IR K/NEEBUN cost () < cost(a, ) » T

FORBAE o, PR TIRME o, -
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JEBIR R, B AR TG A R AR TC X BATTRAE, B AR AR B SR R A, ﬂip(xj)ﬁ
Ne A AL TG x; A ZREN 1, A ﬂip(xj)zo: A AR TT X, AR 0, A4 ﬂip(xj):l o TEHH
HARTURE, WS score KT EMMELRI IE, B Score(xj):make(xj)—break(xj) , Hrp make(xj)
FoRRIEEARTC x, Ja, TR0 B AN AL AR D0 AL )R 2 A break(xj)ﬁﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁfﬁ x, Ja, TR AR
DN R RSB 2 o X R R AR A ORI AR o AT B, RRIS A CNF A U A0 2 1A AL
A, B RS ACHT

e R FEF, BIRES GoodVars MIE A TG 7 KT 0 BRI AL T, EP
GoodVars = {xj \ score(x/.) > O} o TEIZEA RENLER — N e B TR, ARRERE A FIARE M PR TR 1
BCEZ AN, FEAESEIEAEA R AT %R 4%EA GoodVars =D B, FRHEEFEN R A -
5. SATLike3.0 FRIMINA R

MEERAN R B, I8 SR A IR AT A TR I BT AL B, R AR I AR A B
THRAFIEMRMBRCE . Hil oA ZMa AR ZH T REW)PMS 078, AN F 2
EF X} SATLike3.0 [13]()F AT AT odt, FFidid SEIR I r it AR DL A O RIMA R . Rlth, %
TR FEVELIAN4H SATLike3.0 (7RI 5, HEZEHRESRE S BRI 7L 1R,

(1) 7£ WPMS [ dith, SFAMEFAJ R TTREAIG N 1, RivC ec”, p(C)=1; HIXTHEA
TR IR TTALE, W1 e | S i RAAE, BIvC e C®, p(C)=w,;(C) (EZE 1 5 1~-317).
FE PMS [, Frf BOTE AR T-4), AT ERIG N 1, Blve ec”UC, p(C)=1 (&
515 4~517).

(2) XFAHEI R TR IR T R), DOBEER sp I ATT RS SRR . 1ok, PR A 2 BT
A, FEENIIA MR T BCE R  FIG TG & 5, s FOR, SN MR TR, R ef]
R EAE TR N T BB I ETTRIE, B p(C) <@, C eC’, st a(C)=0, MMALEENIIA MRE
PR B Al 2 F g s o, (L 156 7~12 17).

(3) X i IR AR ), DR L —sp P EATMAETIAE . %, XA 2 2 i
), Ao R A TR K TR R, B p(C)) >0, TRASFIR T A A SRR
p(C)=p(C)=6, s HIR, SHEA T AT, SRx R B8 AR R T GE T3 &, B p(C)) > 5, »
LI I F A IESIRE N p(C)=p(C,)-6, (B 158 13~1917).

B TAMBI TR, spe 8,« 6« t Mo %5H, ¥4 SATLike3.0 [13]5755E -

592 1 SATLike3.0 &) KL ms
input : (W)PMS SLIF, MR {E o, MK sp, 38 o, WES,, o,
output: FHTL E TR IETIRGE p
// VIgaAE T AL E

1 if F e WPMS then

2| p(C)«1, VC eC";
3| p(C)«wy,(C) VC eC¥;

ori

4 else
5 U(C,.)el, VG eC"UCY;
6 <« ARBENLE;
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7if r <sp then

/] VAR sp $E AN 2 1A AL =
8 | foreach C,eC" st a(C))=0 do
91 | PC)epC)+6,;
10| foreach C,eC®,st a(C,)=0 do
11 if p(C))<w@ then
12 | pc)e p(c)+6;
Belse
/] VEEE 1—sp ~FI 2 T AR AL E
14| foreach C,eC",st a(C,)=1 do
15 if p(C))>9, then
16 | p(C) e p(C)-5,;
17| foreach C, e C®,st a(C,) =1 do
18 if p(C)> 9, then
1 | [ p@)epC)-0;
20 return p;

6. HNSETIEEIFRERM

SATLike3.0 [13]FH)IIAL SR o (A0 INBGHS 73, X — AN R B 7 A) AT AL, 35 9 E i
TR ESTRCE (Al 3RS S & S, 0 X AN R SRR T DA T A AR B — P A 1
W s, . PRGN E o, MR & o, YW EREE, ERRIED —eBRE EAB&3ERIE
PEo B LA EALEE, BATRIAE T A BRI B 73, SATLike3.0 [13]5R7%5 8 2 24 5 il ) 13
R LUSCATTA R B p(C) <@ WERTRFIABCE L. 13 5, 15, ReiE MR 24 5 BE -5 13 2
2, DA H p(C) <o KT AR 5 LEBAT S0 S 8. XAE R E_EAES 5, f
o WMETE AW RIS RGN, WAl DREALER ISR, JHREERICE.

i B 5%, WATE RSN T BT AR 2 5 b, LU ST H p(C) <@ IR
TFHFEMEACE G A . LA o« T, BT S 2 Fa8EE Al a8 h S, dh
WEF AR b, o FLR, TEATTRME o R, S0 L R F5) BAESTAE N TR o, 1HETAX
%ﬁ%@%ﬁ%ﬂﬁiﬂ%imwﬁ%@n,QGﬁ,ma@gﬂL%2ﬁ¢%Em&%#Mﬁ¥@E
SERCE A7 HE, R A B SR A S 3 R R ) (4 SR AR B R AR, 10 AR ) I SR A A
G4, W R

l=§%§%TQGC%HﬂQFOHp“H<w @

BeROR, 5K by, RA AR TREE S R 5, DURBIETIIG & 6, . AEREETIE 5, MEEnl b A
L h, » K 275 AEH 45 5T 1 AR A ) i BB I AR AR A, PR ) A R v b AR A
IXAFAFAE STAUE Y B (3l LUK, AR TR i % . Bk, R 7 20 b, (EH TGRS,
Bl g, <&, H &=1+(1-h,) o XAEAFEETA)0 2 R BB RN, #ERENE I T AR A ) TR, JF
HARYERE 7R (i AR, SEIL T ARSI E 1SS R
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TEX AR IE TG & o, BT RRERT, B ERTE 7 A0 TR R R EEN, FIE E M A f5/ME
min(&,4), FHER TR E S, WS +min(£,2), 2 f=0,+min(&, 1) . XFERERETIRER T,
AALAFEIELE FENAS [F] Jey 3 e 1 30 i B B0 A5 %, i BLAE R 8 2 A oo B T A o i 2
TH)JG, FRJRTTRE 20 L TR R A A 2 R KA .

XTI AR ST 55 DA TR IR~ P i M B, BI0RFFS SATLike3.0 [13)#/E—3. T,
HARZ T SATLike3.0 F A ISR BE LE ALY B ik o 4 R 4 R L A N R i st i, ARERE sp
SIS R TR I SRR, 3 R AR B 0] DA R AN R 6], R InBOE F2 I R BT

(1) SR ME T4 C, e C7 st a(C,)=03hn 7 2BEAT AL

p(C)=p(C)+5,x¢ 3)

@) MBI LI T C, e €5 sta(C)=0 B p(C,) <@ ettt F 77 st A7 T4
p(C)=p(C)+p 4)
IR R FRATIE B A AUR AR T, a4 SR-Weighting() F AR ES . 4R R

EEN R AL, 4T SR-Weighting() 7-A) AL S
7. FRIMEGH T R SR-Weighting()

Bk 2 /R T SR-Weighting() FH) IR IS P EEARIAE, MR R EFILBN R RO, EFA0m
TSRS A IIAGES 205 43 0l o A1~ ) A B 36 JE NS L R 307 A0 3 4 3 1) 428 5 B EE 1 R 3

% 2 SR-Weighting () A IR B
input : (W)PMS S£6IF, Miilia, 8o, WEs,, 5, MEsp
output: T 5 17 H)EETIALE p
/] PIGEATE A 5
| WIUAALIE ST AL E 5 SATLike3.0 HIHRIE—2;  // WHIE 155 1547
// EEREINBGR 5 34T ok
2 < AERRBENIEE ;
3if r<sp then
/] VIS sp BE AR i 2 ) B ok AR
foreach C, e C" st a(C))=0 do
| p(C) e p(C)+3,x¢5 [/ AR®B)
foreach C e C* st a(C))=0 do
if p(C))<w then
R BT B2 A S v, (C) LK A 3
% B 5. +min(&, 1) ;
10 p(C) < p(C)+B; /] A3 (4)

O 0 N SN W»n A

A<«

11 else
// UM 1—sp I B0 2 TR S SIALE ;
“FUE MBS SATLike3.0 FIEAE—8; // WHIE 155 13-1947

13 return p;
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5, FR TR DAL E SR-Weighting()fR#F5 SATLike3.0 [13]M#A/E—2, Sl HTHIE 158
1~5 AT BRI FR (R 2 56 1 47).

HR, e EmBEHER » (BVE 2 58 24T)s 25 r <sp WILAMESR sp BEIIAS B 5 2 TR RO AE SRR,
SRR AN 2 IR - A F R Q) IEAT IR B, o3 R A& B 740, T 2 o 3T A 1Y)
JEIRRLE ZF1 D w, (C) AL A 0 B, FF4Z A () BEAT INAL AL FR (05 2 56 3~10 17).

SR-Weighting() T A B ELIE G, DIMESR 1 —sp “FIE &0 2B TR R 7 A) B SRR, Tl
Bt SR-Weighting()fR¥#15 SATLike3.0 [W#EAEIEFEZE—30%, 5IH T SATLike3.0 MFAJMALE I 1 56
13~19 1T E I FR (IS 2 28 11~12 1T).

8. BIFTE % WrSATLike3.0 £ HEZS

A SATLike3.0 [13]HH G FAIMBUT %, B o Fie h s T g R R, Fanpsee
SR-Weighting() (5#9% 2). FAKM WrSATLike3.0 J& 348 =A%, WSk 3 Fir.

3% 3 WrSATLike3.0
input : (W)PMS SZHIF, 3 1L E] cutoff
output W ATIRAA o FHZIAA AANME cost” B “ AR BN TTATIRE”
1 & =T ;cost” « +x©
2 a « — P EERYIGERE
3 while 12171 [A] < cutoff do
4 | ifVC eC” a(C)=13H cost(a)<cost then

5 ' < a; cost” < cost(a)

6 if GoodVars # then

7| |_x 1 BMS %8 M\ GoodVars FHERUETE x

8 |else

9 LWT SR~ Weighting() T HI LSS, // W 204 SCRIHT )
10 x « MRABRAE TCIAF 70 SRS, ABEHLIE BRI 2 8] P i — N8 e
11| o« flip(x) B T A /KB PASREUHT IR BUE

12| o «a, WHcost(a)<cost(a’);

13if & S WATIRE then

14| return (o', cost");

15 else

16 L return “ RPN TTATIHAE”

HRIE S AR B B RIRME o WERTE, LU RARMNME cost” WE NIELTS, FIFH Ik
164 AIIEME o (5325 3 58 1~2 47) o MIEAT HIRT IR /N T A0 B AT, S0k E N BB AL R 98 2R (092 3 28
3~12 17)o TEHERITFEH, JAR AT " S FHARMA cost” 8T, .45 GoodVars = & I 4 o phik 5
SATLike3.0 [ 131/ 77k —5L,

2 R R SEE BN R A (B GoodVars = & i), s A InALSE RS SR-Weighting() WL 5
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52 (REMAIHT 5. i SR-Weighting()F A AL RIS A2 7 A) & TR E f5, MR 45 BMS (Best from Mul-
tiple Selections) KAf kMg, M GoodVars & FEEHLIEE ¢ MEIG( & BMS S50, A5 MHEFES
B A TT(E 3 5 8~10 17) . AR K U 22 Ju b AT 4 flip (x) SRAFHTIAA o » LIS
cost(a) < cost(a*) » WA RRE o (5% 3 5 11~12 17).

e HIBATIEBIEUEN RS, 45 o R AATIRE MR [E] o R cost™ s 5 MR [A] “ ARARE) PTAT G " (5
15 3 55 13~16 7).

9. SEWERE 5

BATTHs B3 K A 2% WrSATLike3.0 7351 5 NuWLS [11].BandMaxSAT [15] L M JR 463K fift %% SATLike3.0
[13] = 3K ERORARR AT 7 5235 EE 5 30T o 1% =N SRFZRARER T (W)PMS AT rF 24 17 f S i3k 1) = 3 4
RR M. Horf, EHLHIENIS S, BandMaxSAT SKARS (Rt AL B4 T SATLike3.0 SKARSS, 1M
NuWLS HIHEREZEAM T BandMaxSAT. NuWLS 7E 2022 4 MaxSAT {FM(MSE) A 5E % F6iE 3k 7
(W)PMS &%,

9.1. LR E

AR SCSEH BT R B A BRI CHHil E SEIL, JERIA gt (R 11.4.0)3H 79 8. SERR S5 7E—
£ % Intel Core i7-10875H /\#% CPU 1 8 GB W47 #1E RSN Ubuntu 22.04.3 LTS M54 LikiTia
AT o BN S FTIT (Y 2R 2 5 MSE 56 28 JE 58 4% 4L 15 B B R — 5, % 60 P LA K 300 B A ki a]
RIFIRAERRA L) FIZAT 1 IR, 5 MSE & S48 A B B R 2 — 83U, BRI AT G sis AT 31 10
PRIRAE AN LR P AT K o T8I = TR [FEI A48 AR, X HE L TYAN SR AR 38 AE AN (R B o B 1k e

(1) RAFFRAEMR I b R SN 4, 7EX B id Ay#twin;

(2) FERRBIRARAE (sl v, 10T BN B A E ¥ 7350 0F (8], B f Ot A8 1 S i 5 e A R
AL, X BRI #times

(3) KRB AR AH, RITESRARIF — A SEBILE T, SRARHBAME RN BIA%, F#qa #
1T

IR i) B A S SR AN HE g “Hins” 5 R EEFRAE HH BT R IR PR B 25 SR 2 7 of N P e A 45
BT AT A R BEHEEE K 1 MaxSAT 7238, 43518 PMS_2023.WPMS_2023.PMS 2024.WPMS 2024,
I3 AR 2023, 2024 FHI(W)PMS SEFIEE(C AR K & 81 A) 1 sE61) .

WrSATLike3.0 M5 %#% B 5 SATLike3.0 [13]{R/+F —5, HXABIMISEBIE. Kb sp. 6, 1M
@ MSHEE W Fis.

(1) *F PMS fodlkF e Tl V| <1100, Wsp=001. 5, =1. t=15. @=1; N
sp=3x10"°. §,=1. t=42. @=400;

(2) X WPMS FIMR AL HELE : 3571 F) (1P 35 7 S A LA w(c5)< 1x10*, M sp=0.01.8,=31=5-
@=1; 5llsp=0.01. &,=300. t=15. @ =500

BT WA BTG RS, 25X SATLike3.0 FAIMAGEFE AN B ST & 5, , o,, @
I S AR b, BTSSR . A 004 SATLike3.0 (S 5% B, i SATLike3.0 ISHEE B
I S0 B0 IE 7 2 4 T 1 W 1 T FE

9.2. WrSATLike3.0 53 SLS KE2ZRIFTEL 347
% 1 % WrSATLike3.0 5 JF A RME A SATLike3.0 [13 )5S AIBEAT T SZIGXT LU A3 HT,  DLELW B 7R idk
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JE I TERE ST, BILE D SR AR SR Eittwin FISRAEBT B#qa B RIEIRTE. 45 R RoR 8ot Ja ISR g 2
WrSATLike3.0, 7ESEHI RN Ei#twin b LALOR R SEi#qa b, 8RR ML SATLike3.0 SHHUAT B35
. GULFERS, SLE00s g Rt — D UGAIE T B 7 T 1 1 R SRS 1 AT A R

T+ NuWLS [fR i1k AEEL T BandMaxSAT, i BandMaxSAT (KSR f#EVEREEL T SATLike3.0,
WrSATLike3.0 W& A £ X SATLike3.0 HEAT MO RMEAS . BT RBAEREI 2R, RIE 2 4T
WrSATLike3.0 SRR #: 51X Pk 1 SLS K ff#s NuWLS 1 BandMaxSAT, %1% WPMS 1] f7E 5 3 3K fiff
SEFIAS Bi#win BT EEEE R . 45 R B R Sut SR g 2% WrSATLike3.0, B T LU IR 46 3K fif 45 SATLike3.0 B
UF (1) 3K fif 2% NuWLS 1 BandMaxSAT, BIZE S B Dy oK il > Eottwin EHUS RS VEAH 0 it 7240 F B
7N o

fEFR 1T, MisfTaUb A E N 60s f, WrSATLike3.0 /£ PMS 2023, PMS 2024, WPMS 2023
A WPMS 2024 DU/ FEHESE E 1 RR ISR AR SE BN Ei#win MO0 F IRUGR R4S SATLike3.0, 7l 2t 2 /.
24N LANRT S AN HR, SRR 53 . 81 4. 46 AT 86 AN KARF E#qa —SBUNIRTHR T, I 25
PEFH SR T FEtqa NN 26 >0 25 N 4 N1 43 S, B SATLike3.0 SRR EIE A 1 49.06%- 30.86%-
8.70%F1 50%. i, £ PMS 2023 X AMAFEAELE 1, WrSATLike3.0 AL Ry 7 R 3R fife s 45 /> £
DARCR A &, 10 HLAE P30 [)#time L IA B AR .

Table 1. Comparison between WrSATLike3.0 and the original solver SATLike3.0
% 1. WrSATLike3.0 S5RIAKMET SATLike3.0 AILLEL

SATLike3.0 WrSATLike3.0
ins_class #ins
#win #qa #time #win #qa #time
60 s
PMS_2023 172 96 53 26.393 98 79 25.114
PMS_2024 200 126 81 15.174 128 106 16.549
WPMS 2023 140 78 46 23.404 79 50 25.058
WPMS 2024 218 147 86 14.405 152 129 21.888
300s
PMS 2023 172 107 74 139.188 104 68 118.846
PMS 2024 200 133 96 77.927 135 103 85.127
WPMS 2023 140 80 56 134.159 80 41 127.122
WPMS 2024 218 150 104 113.547 155 115 106.251

I TR A B BN 300 s B, WrSATLike3.0 /£ WPMS 2023 X AR L HELE _F ¥ 5 2h =R i L5
M H#win 5 SATLike3.0 574 80 4>, £ PMS_2023 J:ifE4E FHKK T SATLike3.0. {HIE(W)PMS_ 2024 iX
PN IEESE |, WrSATLike3.0 KL T B R AEA Eittwin LUK i T Ei#qa EIIILHS . Hdr, 7 PMS 2024
1 WPMS 2024 P/ FEuidE b, pZhR AR S Fi#win 5 SATLike3.0 20 BIRTF T 2 AN 5 A4S SRAERR
E#qa TRFE 96 AT 104 AN—FUWRTR T, HHETHT 7 AT 11 A, % SATLike3.0 KA E#qa 27+
7.29%- 10.58%. FEjlih, 7E WPMS 2023 iX MR EHESE [, WrSATLike3.0 AL & T =K fif sL 45
MUK R, T BAE I [E#time FI& FIRAK.
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Table 2. Comparison between WrSATLike3.0 and other SLS solvers
% 2. WrSATLike3.0 SH A SLS KAFRFAILLEL

NuWLS BandMaxSAT WrSATLike3.0
ins_class #ins
#win #time #win #time #win #time
60 s
WPMS_2023 140 83 28.381 77 25.383 79 25.821
WPMS_2024 218 150 28.882 143 18.819 152 19.609
300
WPMS_2023 140 84 114.977 79 137.208 80 124.002
WPMS_2024 218 152 100.660 151 80.659 155 85.254

5 2 7, HigfTabit A5 E A 60 s if, WrSATLike3.0 /£ WPMS 2024 F:E4E I ) Al SR fil s
AN#win LL 2 ANMOLADE T NuWLS, 7 WPMS 2023 F#idE KT NuWLS I RIhsR g4, Lk, 5
BandMaxSAT SRfEZEHEAT X ELRS, 78 WPMS 2023 Al WPMS 2024 W5/ 4E b 1 Rl Th K Adt s A %
#win, WrSATLike3.0 ¥ T 3K #E#F BandMaxSAT, 70512 H 2 NI 9 Ao is T # b [ # B R 300 s
ff, WrSATLike3.0 £ WPMS_2024 J:HELE b RN RME BN Ei#win B 3 NMIHAR T NuWLS, 7E
WPMS_2023 FH#ESE FALT NuWLS (DR A% Hik, 5 BandMaxSAT SKfg#s AT X LU, 7E
WPMS_2023 F1 WPMS_2024 /ML HESE F ¥ D 3K A 5245 > Hi#win, WrSATLike3.0 3L T K fi# 4 Band-
MaxSAT, 732 1 N4 A, £ WPMS o] 3L DY/ NS EAR 50 () WrSATLike3.0 Kff#E 5
NuWLS #E47%F Euisy, HUfS 7SR MESE IR, 5 BandMaxSAT HEATXTELRT, 7EPOANFEESE - HUS
TR

10. RES5RE

AP T SATLike3.0 T AU NE H (I IIALBY B, 1) J5 A R 4 511 348 5 A 4 7 4 30 =k AT
TENAHUR R, SR T BT T B R B T A AR B SR-Weighting(),  BAHT ) R HR A R Hk
WrSATLike3.0. 4R FAN R HBEAET, K 2450 AR T [ AE 50356 2 26 DS 2 AL %At B3R 1 5 i 46
BCE S, 5 S ARSI E TS A (X EARFRE M T, ARYEAS [R5 2 2%
AR U S L, BETEIA RGN AR . S E T SRR R LS AT, 45K ILE 2023 AT 2024
£ MaxSAT PRl fF, %56 2ot 7 R UASR i 4% SATLike3.0, 78 HEhR AR 1 S5 A% LA K SR e o &
FEOO T B EE A WA R . LIk, TES T SATLike3.0 3 J5 i # & K i 25 NuWLS
BandMaxSAT AT X LU, HXUAF 7 4H%F WPMS inl SRR R SR . IXE— @ FEE b, KRk MaxSAT [ i
SRR 17 %

KRBT R SR NAR G0 R [ 5, 25 F BandMaxSAT 532, B 3RATH 7 A1 InALUJ7 % SR-Weighting()
I T BandMaxSAT 5021, JE4k4:50 H1 BandMaxSAT 532 m1 56 T A0 1 3 SR o) Al o B Ry s, it
T RCE S FABE R E L, R T AERebr . ok, RIAZCSATCZ 6. B S5 T
B IAMEERER, HRE-DEIAET 2N Tas, Wiz e, DLt iRl R Eikd
(AR TCIE BT % . BRI SR-Weighting() ¥~ A IIAL SR (K98 77

£ E&WA
A RFFRAZHHE b Davenport #4051 L EGZ HHHIHEFT (0300001348).
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