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Abstract

NP-Complete problems have an important attribute that if one NP-Complete problem can be solved in polynomial time, all NP-Complete
problems will have a polynomial solution. The 3-CNF-SAT problem is a NP-Complete problem and the primary method to solve it checks

all values of the truth table. This task is of the {1(2") time order. This paper shows that by changing the viewpoint towards the problem,
it is possible to know if a 3-CNF-SAT problem is satisfiable in time O (n'?) or not?

In this paper, the value of all clauses are considered as false. With this presumption, any of the values inside the truth table can be
shown in string form in order to define the set of compatible clauses for each of the strings. So, rather than processing strings, their

n
clauses will be processed implicating that instead of 2™ strings, (3) clauses are to be processed; therefore, the time and space

complexity of the algorithm would be polynomial.
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1 Introduction

The most compelling reason why theoretical computer scientists believe that P # NP may be the existence of “NP-complete”
problems. This class has the surprising property that if any NP-complete problem can be solved in polynomial time, then every problem
in NP has a polynomial-time solution, that is, P = NP[1]. Despite years of study on this issue by different researchers, no polynomial-
time algorithm has ever been discovered for any NP-complete problem.

In this paper, a novel polynomial (in time and space) algorithm is proposed to decide 3-CNF-SAT problem. The class of sat problems
was shown to be NP-complete as proven in previous works [2, 3,5, 6]. The goals are to establish lower bounds in complexity, see Meyer
and Sotckmeyer in [8] and Meyer in [7]. The literature in this area is rich of very nice surveys, like [4] and [9].

2 Problem definition

A formula such as ¢ in Boolean Logic is assumed as satisfiable if there is a valuation v for set of atoms in ¢ so that value(¢) is true. If
no such valuation exists, value(¢) is false for any valuation, which means that ¢ is unsatisfiable.

2.1 3-CNF-SAT problem

We define 3-CNF-SAT satisfiability using the following terms. A literal in a boolean formula is an occurrence of a variable or its
negation. A boolean formula is in conjunctive normal form, or CNF, if it is expressed as conjunctions (by AND) of clauses, each of which
is the disjunction (by OR) of one or more literals. A boolean formula is in 3-conjunctive normal form, or 3-CNF-SAT, if each clause has
exactly three distinct literals. For example, the boolean formula (x; V x, V X3) A (X; V X, V x3) A (X1 V X, V x3) is in 3-CNF-SAT. The
first clause is (x; V x, V X3), which contains the three literals x;, x5, and X5.

In 3-CNF-SAT, we are asked whether a given boolean formula the ¢ in 3-CNF-SAT is satisfiable. The following theorem shows that a
polynomial-time algorithm that can determine the satisfiability of boolean formulas is unlikely to exist, even when they are expressed in
this simple normal form. satisfiability of boolean formulas in 3-conjunctive normal form is NP-complete[3].

2.2 The truth table

According to the Boolean Algebra for any 3-CNF formula like ¢ with n variables [ x1, X2, ..., xn ], the truth table can be formed from
Table 1 in order to initialize the variables in the given formula using values in one of the rows in truth table(Table 1).
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Table 1. The truth table of problem ¢

X1 X3 Xn value(@)
false false false True OR False
true true true True OR False

2.3 Assumption

The literals of each clause are sorted based on the positional index in the list of variables.

Vetquses such as (vijviy) L < J < kand l; € {x;, X;}, [; € {x;, %}, Lic € {x, X}

2.4 Presumption

The value of each clause is assumed as false.

Y ctauses such as (uvipviy ) Value ((li Ny zk)) = false so I; = false, I; = false, I, = false, I; € {x;, %}, |; € (x;, %} li € {xi, %)

2.5 The table of strings
The table of strings is generated from the truth table, which holds the rows and columns of the same size. For each row of the truth
table, there is only one equivalent row in the table of strings and vice versa; in fact, the table of strings is a conversion of the truth

table(Table 2).
Table 2. The strings of problem ¢

Xq X v Xp value(@)
X1 Xo X, True OR False
X1 X . Xn True OR False

ALGORITHM 1: The method to generating Table 2 based on Table 1

fori < 1to 2" do // nisthe number of variables
forj < 1tondo
if Table 1[i][j] = false then
Table 2[i][j] « 'x;';
if Table 1[i][j] = true then
Table 2[i][j] <« 'x/;
end
end

end

Definition 1. Each row in the table of strings contains a string.

LEMMA 1. All strings are unique.
PROOF. The Lemma is correct due to the truth table (Table 1).



For example for ¢ = (X, VX, VX)) A (X VI3 VX ) A(X VI3 VI) A(Xy VI, Vxs) A (X, Vs VEs) A(X VX, VXg), truth table and
string table of problem ¢ are in Fig. 1.

Definition 2. Clause_Set (w) is said to the set of all clauses resulted from the literals of one string such as w.

ALGORITHM 2: The method to generating Clause_Set(w)

//Suppose that w is a string like "I, [l ....l,,_11," and the length of w is equal n.
Clause_Set(w) « null
fori<—1ton—2do
forj<i+1ton—1do
fork < j+1tondo
Clause_Set(w) « Clause_Set(w) U (li viv lk)
end
end
end

end
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Fig. 1 : Truth table and string table of ¢

LEMMA 2. lenght of Clause_Set(w) is equal ('31)

PROOF. According to the ALGORITHM 2:
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ALGORITHM 3: The method to convert a Clause_Set(w) to string w:

w([n] <« null
forx < 1to (731) do
if (Clause_Set(w)[x] = (li viv lk) then
wli] « I;;
wlj] « lj}
wk] < Ii;
end

end

For example: W = "x1XX3X4X5X¢"

Clause_Set(w) = {(x1 V x5 V x3), (x1 VX3 VXy), (%1 VxyVxsg), (x1 Vx3 V%), (x1Vx3VXy),

(x1 Vx5V x35), (x1 VX3 V%), (%1 VX4 V x35), (x1 VX4 VXe), (%1 V x5V X6), (%2 V x3VXy),
(x2 Va3V x3), (x2 V 23V Xg), (x2 VX4 V x35), (%2 VX4 V%), (x2 V x5 V X6), (x3 VX4 V x35),
(x3 VX4 V%), (x3 V x5V Xg), (X4 Vx5 V%) }

LEMMA 3. There is only one Clause_Set for each single string and each Clause_Set belongs to only one string.

PROOF. a) The proof by reductio ad absurdum: suppose that for a string such as w there are at least two different Clause_Sets:
Clause_Set; (w) and Clause_Set; (w) where Clause_Set; (w) # Clause_Set; (w). As two Clause_Sets are different, so at least
there is one clause which belongs to one of the two Clause_Sets and this is a contradiction because each Clause_Set contains
all clauses. Therefore such a clause does not exist

b) The proof by reductio ad absurdum: suppose there is a Clause_Set which at least belongs to two strings wi and wo.
According to LEMMA 1, these two strings are mutually different and each string incorporates at least one different literal.
Therefore Clause_Set of each of strings contains at least one clause which consists of one different literal implicating that
each of the mentioned Clause_Set’s consists of at least one different literal .So Clause_Set; (w1) # Clause_Setz (w2) and this
is in contradiction with the presumption of the problem.

2.6 The Compatibility of two clauses

Two clauses are compatible when they don’t contain mutually conflicting literals but they can have different literals. For example,
(xi Vx; Vv J?k) and (xp VxgV xk) are mutually incompatible (becuse x; # X)) and the clauses (xi Vxj Vv J?k) and (xL- VxgV xr) are
mutually compatible (i # j # k #p # q # 7).

LEMMA 4. All clauses of one Clause_Set are compatible with each other.

PROOF. According to the definition of Clause_Set all of its clauses don’t have mutually conflicting literals so they are
compatible with each other.

LEMMA 5. Each set containing (731) of compatible clauses resulting from n literal 1,1, ...,1,, form a string.

PROOF. All clauses are formed from literals l;, [, ...,1,, and they are compatible with each other. So their forming literals
can be placed beside each other in one string.

2.7 The clauses of peer group

According to the table of strings all strings are in the form as follows.

w= "Ll o by VR € {x, B



So the prototype of all Clause_Sets is as below.

Clause_Set(w) = {(lL VL Vi), .., VL V) i<j<j, o, (2 Vi1 VI)}
Each of existing clauses in Clause_Set (w) is called the Clause prototype.
The set of clauses adherent to one given clause is called the peer group and the number of this set is 8.

For example, the prototype (li viv lk) has the following clauses:

{ (xovjva), (evagvie ), (evigvag ), (xpvagvi ), (v v ), (v v ), (v vag ), (ivagvag) , (xivivie) [ 1<i<j <k
<n}

LEMMA 6. Each clause yields “true “for the values of all its peer-group clauses but for its own value it takes “false”.

PROOF. According to the presumption of the paper the value of each clause is “false” and the clauses of one group have at least one complement literal with each other. The

correctness of the LEMMA 6 is proved due to the following table (Table 3).
For example : value(c = (x;vxjvxy)) = false then x; = false and x; = false and x;, = false

Table 3. An example for Lemma 6

peer-group valuation value
(xyvxjvxy) (false v false v false) false
(xyvx;vXy) (false v false v true) true
(xvx;vxy) (false v true v false) true
(x;vx; VX)) (false v true v true) true
(xyvxjvxy) (true v false v false) true
(%ivax;vay) (true v false v true) true
(®vEvay) (true v true v false) true
(¢ vx;vXy) (true v true v true) true

The algorithm processes only clauses instead of processing the values of the truth table and the table of strings. In the remainder of
the paper, the CM containing all Clause_Sets are discussed.

LEMMA 7. The number of clauses of the problem ¢ with n variables is 8 X (2)
PROOF. According to the table of strings of the problem ¢, the prototype of all stringsis w = "l1, ... I,",VTl; € {x;, %;}.

Due to LEMMA 2, the number of clauses of one Clause_Set is (;l) and Clause_Set(w) ={(4L VL Vi), ... (; VL VD) i<

J<j,e, (luea V0,_1 V1)} So, as each of the existing clause prototypes in Clause_Set (w) can take eight different values,
) n
the number of clauses of the problem is 8 X (3)

3 Data structures

3.1 CM (Clauses Matrix)

The Clause Matrix (CM) is a matrix incorporating all resulting clauses from all problem variables and their complements. All
resulting clauses from the existing literals in problem are copied to CM. Then the existing clauses in the problem are omitted from the



CM as according to the presumption of the paper, the result value of the problem for those clauses would be false. After theis removal,
there may be circumstances in which some of the remaining clauses in the CM also should be deleted. If by removal of these clauses,
one row of the CM become empty, the result of the problem would be false; otherwise, the presented algorithm in this paper using a
data structure named as CDAG, checks the existence of the set of clauses from CM for which the result of the problem for them can be
true. If the algorithm is able to create at least one CDAG from the existing clauses in the CM, it implicates that the result of the problem
is true. If the algorithm could generate no CDAG, the result of the problem is false.

LEMMA 8. The dimensions of CM is 8 X (731)

PROOF. It is proved according to the LEMMA 7.

ALGORITHM 4: The method to generation CM

GenerateCM( )
row <1 //1 <row < (2)

fori<—1 ton—2do
forj<i+1ton—1do
fork < j+1 to ndo

CM[row][l] — (x; Vxp V)
Mlrow][2] « (x; V xi V Xx)
CM[row][3] « (x; V Xx V xi)
CM[row][4] < (x; V Xx V %)
CM[row][5] « (X; V xx V xi)
CM[row][6] « (%; V xx V %)
CM[row][7] « (X; V i V x3)

CM[row][8] « (X; V X V Xi)

increment row ;
end
end
end

end
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LEMMA 9. The CM covers Clause_Sets of all strings.

PROOF. All clauses locate in the CM so clauses of Clause_Set of all strings are available in the CM. So, all strings can be
extracted from the CM .

ALGORITHM 5:The method to Subtracting ¢ from CM

fori=1to (g) do
forj=1to8do
If CM[i][j] € ¢ then
CM[i][j] « null

end
end
end
n nd-3n%+2n
T(n) = (3)X8=TX8:9(H3)

LEMMA 10. For every 3-CNF-SAT expression such as ¢ = ¢; A ...\ Cp,, the value of ¢ per the clauses of ¢, ..., ¢; is false.

PROOF. According to the Boolean algebra, the result of expressions containing the ‘and’ operator is false when at least one
operand is false, so based on the convention of paper, the value of all clauses are false. Hence, for all clauses of ¢ the
result value of @ is false. Based on LEMMA 10 and the paper’s presumption, all clauses of the ¢ are removed from the CM
because the value of ¢ per value of those clauses becomes false. Note that after subtracting ¢ from CM , the peer group



clauses of each clause of ¢ problem remain in the CM and due to LEMMA 6 the result of each clause of the ¢ problem per the
values of its peer group clauses becomes true.

LEMMA 11. When a row from CM becomes empty, the result of the ¢ becomes false.
PROOF. 1. Based on the generation code of the CM, eight clauses like (x;vx;vixy) (fivxjvfk) (Xivxjvx) (v vEg)
(pvxvag) (x;vaxvxy) (X vxjviy) (fivfjvxk) exist in each row of CM.

2. Based on the generation code of the Clause_Set(w), only one of the above-mentioned clauses is available in Clause_Sets
of all strings.

3. Based on LEMMA 6 per all above-mentioned clauses, the result of the ¢ becomes false, so they are removed from the
CM.

Based on 1, 2, and 3, the result of ¢ is false per all strings

REMOVAL LEMMA 1. By removing the clauses of (l;vl;vly) and (livljvl_k) from the CM, all clauses containing literals l; and [
become useless and should be removed. 1; € {x;,X;},l; € {xj, fj} e € {xg, X1 }-

PROOF. According to the literals [ , Lol ,l; and I, all strings are partitioned into eight following groups.
Lvivl) (Lvivl) Aivivl) vivh) vive) vivh) @vive) (Lvlive)

All strings consist of n literals with the length of n. By removing (I;vl;vl;) and (livljvl_k), the Clause_Set of strings
containing the literals of [; and l;is extracted from the CM so these strings cannot be extracted from the CM because in

the ke place of these strings, none of the literals [, and [, appears and their k place remains empty; hence, this string will
not be formed. Obviously, the clauses containing the literals of [; [; only locate in the Clause_Set of these strings. Therefore
these clauses are useless and can be removed from the CM.

In the Table 5, the conditions of removing the clauses are tabulated.

Table 4. The patterns of removal Lemma 1

removed clauses Literals which make a clause
useless
Livyvl), (livll-vl_k) L
(Livyvl), (livalk) l; I
Avlivly) , (vl L L
v, Gvivi) LT,
(T, @i LT,
@Gt , Gvhvii) L

REMOVAL LEMMA 2. By removing the clauses of (livl]-vlk), (livljvl_k) , (livl_jvl_k) and (livl_jvlk) from the CM, all clauses containing
literal /; become useless and should be removed.

PROOF. According to the literals [ , Lol l, l; and I, all strings are partitioned ineight following groups.
Wvlvl) (Lvivl) Aivivl) vivl) vive) (vivl) Avivl) (Lvlvl)

All strings consist of n literals with the length of n. By removing (livljvlk), (livljvl_k) , (livl_jvl_k) and (livl_jvlk), the Clause-
_Set of strings containing the literal I; does not come out from the CM so these strings cannot be extracted from the CM
because in the ki and ji places of these strings none of the literals ;1 , ; L, l_jl_k and l_jlk appears and their kg, and jin places



remains empty. Hence, these strings will not be formed. Obviously, the clauses containing the literals of [; only locate in
the Clause_Set of these strings. Therefore, these clauses are useless and can be removed from the CM.

In the Table 6, the removal conditions of REMOVAL LEMMA 2 are tabulated.

Table 5. The patterns of removal Lemma 2

removed clauses Literals which make a
clause useless

(Lvivl) , (Lvvl) , (LvLvl) , (v vl) I

(l_lvl]-vlk) ) (l_lvl]-vl_k) ) (l_lvalk) ) (l_lval_k)

(Lvivl) , (Lvvl) , (Lvv) , Avlvl) I
(Lvhvl), (LvLvl) , (Lvlv)  (Lvlvl) A
(Lvivl) , (Lvivl) , (LvLv) , v vl) Iy
(i), (T, (LvDv) , (VT viy) Te

3.2 PRC (Public Removal Conditions)
The PRC is a matrix with the dimensions of 2n * 2n trueisfying the removal conditions related to the CM.
if (PRC[i,i] = 1)
any clause has l; is useless , [; € {x; , x;}
if (PRC[L,j] = 1)
any clause has l; and l; is useless,l; € {x; ,X;},1; € {x; ,%;}
LEMMA 12. If after removal operation, one row from CM remains empty, then the result of the problem ¢ becomes false.

PROOF. The removal operation deletes those clauses that are the member of the Clause_Set, the equivalent string of which,
falsifies the problem ¢. Based on the generation code of the CM, eight clauses exist in each row of this matrix:

(xivxjvxg) (fivx]-vfk) (pvxjvxy) (o vEivi) (x;vxvay) (x;vxvx) (v vi) (fl-vfjvxk). In Clause_Set of all strings
only one of the aforementioned clauses is available. Therefore the removal of all these clauses culminates at the ¢ being
false per all strings. Hence the result of ¢ is false.

LEMMA 13. The result of problem @ is true when there exists at least one Clause_Set in the CM.

PROOF. If one Clause_Set is resulted from the CM, based on LEMMA 6, the result of all clauses of the problem ¢ per the
values of existing clauses in the outcome Clause_Set are true because these clauses are peer-group with clauses of the
problem @ so the result of the problem ¢ is true.

ALGORITHM 6: The method to finding removal conditions

FindRemovalConditions (Matrix[][] matrix, RemovalConditions[][] rc)
newRemovalCondition « false

fori«< 1to (731) do

//Assume matrix[i][1] = (xpvxqvxr),matrix[i] [2] = (xpvxqvfr),
/Imatrix[i][3] = (xpviqvxr),matrix[i] [4] = (xpquvfr),
//matrix[i][5] = ()?pvxqvxr),matrix[i][6] = (fpvxqvfr),
/matrix[i][7] = (xpv¥gvx,), matrix[i][8] = (x,v¥,v¥,),
/MM<p<qg<r<n



if(matrix[i][1] = null and matrix[i][2] = null and rc[index (x,)][ index (x,)] = 0) then
rc[index (x,)][ index (xg)] « 1
newRemovalCondition « true
end
if(matrix[i][1] = null and matrix[i][3] = nulland rc[index (x,)][ index (x,)] = 0) then
rc[index (x,)][ index (x,)] « 1
newRemovalCondition « true
end
if(matrix[i][1] = null and matrix[i][5] = null and rc[index (x,)][ index (x,)] = 0) then
rc[index (xg)][ index (x,)] < 1
newRemovalCondition « true
end
if(matrix[i][2] = null and matrix[i][4] = null and rc[index (x,)][ index (x,)] = 0) then
rc[index (x,)][ index (k)] « 1
newRemovalCondition « true
end
if(matrix[i][2] = null and matrix[i][6] = null and rc[index (x,)][ index (X,)] = 0) then
rc[index (xg)][ index ()] « 1
newRemovalCondition < true
end
if(matrix[i][3] = null and matrix[i][4] = null and rc[index (x,)][ index (¥,)] = 0) then
rc[index (x,)][ index (¥;)] < 1
newRemovalCondition « true
end
if(matrix[i][3] = null and matrix[i][7] = null and rc[index (¥,)][ index (x,)] = 0) then
rc[index (¥,)][ index (x;)] « 1
newRemovalCondition < true
end
if(matrix[i][4] = null and matrix[i][8] = null and rc[index (¥,)][ index (¥,)] = 0) then
rc[index (¥,)][ index ()] « 1
newRemovalCondition « true
end
if(matrix[i][5] = null and matrix[i][7] = null and rc[index (¥,)][ index (x,)] = 0) then
rc[index (x,)][ index (x,)] « 1
newRemovalCondition « true
end
if(matrix[i][6] = null and matrix[i][8] = null and rc[index (X,)][ index (¥,)] = 0) then
rc[index (¥,)][ index (¥,)] « 1
newRemovalCondition « true
end
if(matrix[i][7] = null and matrix[i][8] = null and rc[index (¥,)][ index (¥,;)] = 0) then
rc[index (X,)][ index (¥,)] < 1
newRemovalCondition < true
end
if(matrix[i][1] = null and matrix[i][2] = null and matrix[i][3] = null and matrix[i][4]
= null and rc[index (x,)][ index (x,)] = 0) then
rc[ index (xp)][ index (x,)] « 1
newRemovalCondition « true
end
if(matrix[i][1] = null and matrix[i][2] = null and matrix[i][5] = null and matrix[i][6]
= null and rc[index (x,)][ index (x,)] = 0) then
rc[ index (x4)][ index (xg)] « 1
newRemovalCondition < true
end
if(matrix[i][1] = null and matrix[i][3] = null and matrix[i][5] = null and matrix[i][7]
= null and rc[index (x,)][ index (x,)] = 0) then
rc[ index (x,)][ index (x,)] « 1
newRemovalCondition < true
end
if (matrix[i][5] = null and matrix[i][6] = null and matrix[i][7] = null and matrix[i][8]
= nulland rc[ index (x,)][ index (x,)] = 0) then



rc[ index (¥,)][ index (¥,)] « 1
newRemovalCondition « true
end

if(matrix[i][3] = null and matrix[i][4] = null and matrix[i][7] = null and matrix[i][8]

= null and rc[index (¥,)][ index (x,)] = 0) then
rc[ index (¥,)][ index (¥g)] « 1
newRemovalCondition « true
end

if(matrix[i][2] = null and matrix[i][4] = null and matrix[i][6] = null and matrix[i][8]

= null and rc[index (x,)][ index (x4)] = 0) then
rc[ index (x,)][ index (X,)] < 1
newRemovalCondition « true

end
end // end of for
Return newRemovalCondition
end //end of algorithm
(9] n3 —3n2 +2n
T(n) = Z T17=17x(3) =17 x ———=0(n)
1 3 6

ALGORITHM 7: The method to finding index of a literal in Removal condition matrix

index (literal [;)
if ( li = XL') then
return2 xi—1
elseif ([; = x;) then
return 2 X i

end

ALGORITHM 8: The method to garbage collection

Garbage collection(Matrix[][] matrix, RemovalConditions[][] rc)
foreach Clause c in matrix

if (¢ includes Removal condition) then

Remove ¢ from matrix // matrix[i][j] < null

newRemovalCondition < FindRemovalConditions(matrix, rc)
if (newRemovalCondition = true) then
Garbage collection(matrix, rc)
else if( newRemovalCondition = false) then

exite

end // end of algorithm

n
T(n) = all removal conditions X all clauses in matrix = (2 x n)? x 8 x (3) =4n? x 8 x

n® —3n?% + 2n
6

= 0(n)

ALGORITHM 9: The method to checking matrix

MatrixIsValid(Matrix[][] matrix)
foreach Row like row in matrix
if(matrix[row][] is empty) then
Return false
end
Return true

end

ny n®—3n?%+2n

T(n) = The number of rows of the matrix = (3) = ; = 0(n®)

3.3 CDAG (Clauses Directed Acyclic Graph)



After subtracting ¢ from the CM, those clauses that make ¢ false as well as useless Clauses are removed from the CM. Based on
LEMMA 13, if at least one Clause_Set results from CM, the result value of the problem ¢ is true. The suggested algorithm uses the CDAG
data structure in order to check the existence or absence of Clause_Set in the CM. The root of the CDAG is equal to one of the clauses
of the first row in the CM. Due to the number of the clauses in the first row of the CM, at least eight the CDAG’s can be created for the
problem ¢ .In the following part, we will prove that if at least one the CDAG is successfully generated, the result of the problem ¢ is
true.

3.3.1 The structure of CDAG

The CDAG is a directed acyclic graph which is implemented by a doubly linked list. The CDAG’s nodes contain one clause and two
links of left and right for the left and right children. The CDAG consists of (;l) columns with at least one node and at most eight nodes.
In the first column of the CDAG, a node exists with the name of “root” which contains one clause from the first row of the CM. In the
last column of the CDAG, two leaves exist at most. The nodes of the CDAG’s kih column (1 < k < (731)) have at least one and at most
two chilren in k+1th column except for the leaves which have no children.
When there is an edge between two nodes containing c; and c,, it means that the clauses of c¢; and c, are compatible.
Each the CDAG incorporates n-3 sections as I, ,,_1, ... , ls, l4 (see Fig. 2).

The section [; consists of (n — 2 — i) subsections ljly, l;l;,—1, ... ,l;l;+1 .There exist at least one and at most four edges between two
sections [, and 4, ; and due to the REMOVAL LEMMA 1 in the columns where the clauses related to [, and [, exist, the combination of
l,lqwould also exist. The literal [; exits in the clauses of sections 4..., but it does not exist in sections i+ 1,..,n.

Root section l,, - section [, .. | sectionls|sectionl,

Fig. 2. Sections of CDAG
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Section [; consists of all clauses containing x; and X;, so this section is divided into two separate sets of x; and X; . In x; the set of
clauses containing x; is locate and in the X; set the clauses containing X;.In section [; at least one of the x; and X; sections exist.
Each column of the CDAG relates to the clauses of one group such as (I; V[ V) where: (1<i<j<k<n) and |; €

(o %3 L € £, 5% L € {0 ik
LEMMA 14. If in the CDAG, the variables Xp and Xp exist, in the columns containing the clauses related to the literal
Ly (lp € {xp, fp}) ,the clauses containing the variables of x,, and X,, would definitely exist.

PROOF. 1t is true due to the REMOVAL LEMMA 2.

LEMMA 15. If in the CDAG, the combination of x, x4 exists then in the columns related to the literals containing the combination
of Lply (I, € {xp, %}, 1 € {x4,%4}) the clauses containing the combination of xpxq would definitely exist.
PROOF. 1t is true due to the REMOVAL LEMMA 1.

3.3.2 SM (Source Matrix), LRC (Local Removal Conditions)
For generating the CDAG, two data structures of LRC and SM are required.

3.3.2.15M

The SM is a matrix with the same size of the CM containing all of its clauses. which can be used in the construction of the CDAG.
The initialization of SM works as follows:

ALGORITHM 10: The method to generating SM

GeneratingSM(integer column)
SM[1][column] « CM[1][column]

fori=2to (3) do

forj=1to8do
if(CM[i][j] # null and CM[1][column]
and CM[i][j] are compatible ) then
SMIi[j] < CM[il[j]
end // end of for(i)
if(MatrixIsValid(SM) = true) then
newRemovalCondition < FindRemovalConditions(SM, LRC)
if(newRemowvalCondition = true) then
Garbage collection(SM, LRC)
else if(newRemovalCondition = false) then
exite
end // end of if (MatrixIsValid)
else if(MatrixIsValid(SM) = false) then
exite

end // end of algorithm

3 _ 2
T(n) = 8 x (‘;) +0(n%) =8 x % +0(%) = 0(n%)
3.3.2.2 LRC

The LRC is a data structure in PRC dimensions containing all the CDAG removal conditions. The LRC is initialized by the PRC
values.
The initialization of LRC works as follows:

ALGORITHM 11: The method to generating LRC

GeneratingLRC()
LRC[2n][2n] < PRC
FindRemovalConditions (SM, LRC)

end

T(n) = (2n)? = 0(n?)

The construction of CDAG:

In the first stage, the root of the CDAG is selected among existing clauses of the first row. Assume that ¢ = (x; V x, V x3) is
selected.By choosing the root, new conditions of removal emerge and these conditions are entered into the LRC. Then, all compatible



clauses with the root inside the CM, which lack removal requirements are entered into the SM. In case of the birth of any new removal
condition, that new condition is entered into the LRC. If a row from the SM is not empty, the construction of CDAG goes on as below:

The construction of the CDAG is done in stage n — 4. The CDAG generated in stage i (4 < i < n), is named CDAG; .In stage i, two
clausesof ¢ = (x; Vx, Vx;) and ¢ = (x; V x, V X;) are inserted into the CDAG given that they are available in the SM.

CDAG, « CDAG;,CDAG, « CDAG;
“c”is inserted into the CDAG; and “c” ”is inserted to CDAG, .

The method of inserting c to the CDAG:

The CDAG; is scanned from the first column to the last one. In column i (CDAG;.Length > i > 1), the combination of ¢ with the
clauses of the nodes of that column is orderly computed and for each combination, it is checked if that combination is compatible with
the CDAG; or not. and also if it has no removal condition. Then, all resulted clauses from that combination are attached to the
combined node. If ¢ is not added to any one of the nodes in the ith column, c is not added to the CDAG;.

ALGORITHM 12: The method to insert clause ¢ to CDAG,

InsertToCDAGc(clause ¢, CDAG CDAG,)
count < CDAG,.length
A < CDAG,.root
while(4 # null and count > 0) do
B « null
fori < 1to A.length do
D « {all littrals of A[i]. clause} U {all littrals of c}
Sort(D)
if(CompatibleDwithCDAG(D, CDAG,, A[i]) = true) then
List « ListClausesOfD(D)
B « BUA[i].left
B « B U A[i].right
t « A[i].left
s « Alil].right
r « Ali]
forj < 1to List.lenght do
if(List[j] € SM) then
Return false
if(List[j] € CDAG,;) then
r.left « List[j]
r < r.left
end
end // end of for(j)
r.left «t
r.right « s
end
end
A<B
Decriment Count
end // end of for
end // end of while(4 # null and count > 0)
if(count > 0) then
Return false
else if (count = 0) then
Return true

end // end of InsertToCDAGc¢

T(n) = length of CDAG X T(n)of CompatibleDwithCDAG = 0(n®) x O(n%) = 0(n®)

The method of inserting ¢ to the CDAG;:

The CDAG, is scanned from the first column to the last one. In column i (CDAG,. Length > i > 1), the combination of ¢ with the
clauses of the nodes of that column is orderly computed and for each combination, it is checked if that combination is compatible with
the CDAG, or not. and also if it has no removal condition. Then, all resulted clauses from that combination are attached to the
combined node. If ¢ is not added to any one of the nodes in the ith column, ¢ is not added to the CDAG,.

ALGORITHM 13: The method to insert clause ¢ to CDAG,

InsertToCDAGCc(clause ¢, CDAG CDAG,)
count « CDAG,.length



A < CDAG,.root
while(4 # null and count > 0) do
B « null
fori « 1to A.length do
D « {all littrals of A[i]. clause} U {all littrals of c}
Sort(D)
if(CompatibleDwithCDAG(D, CDAG,, Ali]) = true) then
List « ListClausesOfD(D)
B « B U A[i].left
B « B U A[i].right
t « Ali].left
s « Ali].right
r « Ali]
for j « 1to List.lenght do
if(List[j] € SM) then
Return false
if(List[j] € CDAG,) then
r.right « List[j]
r < r.right
end
end // end of for(j)
r.left <t
r.right « s
end
end
A<B
Decriment Count
end // end of for
end // end of while(4 # null and count > 0)
if(count > 0) then
Return false
else if (count = 0) then
Return true

end // end of InsertToCDAGcC

T(n) = length of CDAG x T(n) of CompatibleDwithCDAG = O(n®) x 0(n3) = 0(n®)

ALGORITHM 14: The method of compatibility check for D and the CDAG

CompatibleDwithCDAG(littral D[], CDAG cdag, Node currentNode)
P « Cdag.root
While(D does not have any removal condition and currentNode ¢ P and P # null) do
Q <« null
fori < 1toP.lengthdo
if (D and P[i]. clauses are compatible) then
Q < QU P[i].left
Q < QU P[i].right
end
end
P < null
P<Q
end // end of while
if(currentNode € P) then
Return true
else
Return false

end // end of CompatibleDwithCDAG

3 2
n n° —3n“ 4+ 2n
e s

T(n) = length of CDAG = ( :



ALGORITHM 15: The method to generating list of clauses of D

ListClausesOfD(literal D[])
List « null
fori < 1toD.length — 2 do
forj < i+ 1toD.length—1do
fork < j+ 1to D.length do
list « list U (Lvvl )/ /1L, L €D
Return list

end

D.length—-2 x—D.length—-1x=D.length D length® — 3D.length? + 2D.length D.engthse
(=) > > 1= s

i=1 j=it1 k=j+1 6

After inserting “c” into the CDAG; and “C” into the CDAG, , CDAG; is generated as follows:

CDAG; « Merg( CDAG,,CDAG,)

T(n) < (S) = 0(1)

ALGORITHM 16: The method to merging CDAG: and CDAG2

Merge(CDAG CDAG,,CDAG CDAG,)
//if n € CDAG; and m € CDAG, and n.cluse = m.cluse,then m = n.
if(CDAG, # null and CDAG, = null) then
Return CDAG,
else if(CDAG, = null and CDAG, # null) then
Return CDAG,
else if(CDAG, # null and CDAG, # null) then
A < CDAG;.Toot
B < CDAG,.root
Cdag.root « CDAG;.root
P<AUB
while(P # null) do
Q < null
C < null
D «null
for i < 1to A.length do
C « CUA[i].left U Ali].right // A navigates the CDAG,
for j < 1toB.length do
D « D U BJ[j].left U B[j]. right //B navigates the CDAG,
Q<CuUD
if(Q # null) then
fori < 1to Q.lengthdo
Cdag.add(Q[i])
forj < 1to P.length do
P[j]. left < Aljl.left U B[j].left
P[j].right < Alj]l.right U B[j].right
end // end of for(j)
end // end of if
A<C
B« D
P<Q
end//end of while
end // end of else if
Return Cdag

end

T(I]) = length of CDAG = ( — O(l’l3)

n) _ n3-3n%+2n

3 6



If none of the clauses “c” and “C” is added to the CDAG;, the construction of the CDAG; fails and the existing clause in the root of the
CDAG is removed from the CM and in case of observing any new removal condition, this condition is added into the PRC and then CM
is updated.

After the creation of the CDAG;, Any garbage will be removed from CDAG; by the Garbage collection method. The nodes without
children are removed from the CDAG; (except for leaves). If during garbage removal, any new removal condition is seen, it is entered
into the LRC. The removal conditions are applied to the SM and the CDAG;.

ALGORITHM 17: The method to garbaging collection from CDAG;

GarbageCollectionCDAG(CDAG cdag)

flag < false

fori « cdag.lenght — 1 downto 1 do

foreach node nin columni of the cdag
if(n.left = null and n.right = null) then
Remove n.cluse from the SM and remove n from the cdag
flag < true
end

end // end of for

Garbage collection(SM, LRC)

Return flag

end

3 2
n n® —3n“ 4+ 2n
3)=—=O(n3)

T(n) = length of CDAG = ( -

ALGORITHM 18: The method to generating CDAG

// root € {CM[1][column], 1 < column < 8}, root = (1;vl,vl3),
/11 €{x1, %1}, 1z € {X2,%;}, 15 € {x3,X3}
GeneratingCDAG(Clause root)
CDAG < null
LRC[2n][2n] « PRC
GeneratingSM(column)
if(MatrixIsValid(SM) = true) then
CDAG.root < root
fori < 4tondo
CDAG, « CDAG
CDAG, « CDAG
¢ <« (Liviyvxy)
¢y « (Lyvlyvxy);
if(c; € SM) then
InsertToCDAGc(cy, CDAG,)
if(c, € SM) then
InsertToCDAGC (c,, CDAG,)
CDAG < Merge(CDAG;,CDAG,)
if(CDAG # null) then
state < GarbagecollectionCDAG(CDAG)
if(state = true) then
if(MatrixIsValid(SM) = true) then
GeneratingCDAG(root)
else if(MatrixIsValid(SM) = true) then
Return false
end // end of if(state)
end //end of if(CDAG =+ null)
else if (CDAG=null) then
Return false
end // end of for(i)
end // end of if (MatrixIsValid(SM) = true)
else if (MatrixIsValid(SM) = false) then
Return false
Return true

end //end of algorithm

n
3

n® —3n%+2n

c =n X n® xn3 = 0(n'?)

n
T(n) =z (n6+n6)><ThecountofclausesoftheCM=nxn6X8><( )=nxn6x8x
4



If a node is removed from the CDAG; by the garbage removal, the construction of the CDAG restarts from stage 1 with the resulting
SM from the Garbage collection method.

Note:

According to the algorithm in construction of the final CDAG, no node is removed from the CDAG as according to the algorithm in
case of any removal, , the construction stages would restart from the scratch.
LEMMA 16. Each CDAG created by the offered algorithm is equivalent to a compatible binary tree.

PROOF. The proof is completed using the mathematic induction method. In this induction, the method for building a
compatible binary tree equivalent to the CDAG  is explained.

The induction base:

If section [ contains part x,, this part is supposed as the schema tree t,. The clauses of the schema tree t, are compatible
with each other according to variable x,. If section [,contains part X,, this part is taken as schema tree t,. The clauses of
the schema tree t, are compatible with each other according to variable X,. Due to the structure of the CDAG, section [,
incorporates at least one of the parts x,or X, . The schema tree T, is generated as follows (see Fig. 8):

T4=t4Uf4

A
\ :

Fig. 8. Schema tree T,

The schema tree T,consists of two completely separated sets. Worth noting that no clause is deleted from section I, and the clauses of
section I, locate either in t, or .

If section l5 contains section x5, then a copy from schema tree T, is placed in front of section x5 , By processing the copy of schema
tree T, the schema tree t; is yielded according to the following method.

The processing method of T, :

T,is scanned from the last column to the first one, In this scan, if there are clauses relating to [5 in the current column, the clauses
containing variable x5 are reserved and their parent or parents will be kept as the nodes of next stages (Which exist due to the
REMOVAL LEMMA 2). Due to the REMOVAL LEMMA 2, in the current column, clauses containing variable X5 may also exist which are
removed from the copy of schema tree T,.If in the clauses of current column, there is no s literal, without processing those clauses,
their parents will be kept as the nodes of next processing stages. By having the task of scanning finished the schema tree ts is achieved.
The clauses of schema tree t5 are compatible relative to variable xs.

If the section [5 contains section Xs , a copy from schema tree T, is placed in front of the section X5 , By processing the copy of
schema tree T, schema tree t; is yielded according to the following method.

The processing method of T, :

T, is scanned from the last column to the first one, In this scan, if there are clauses relating to l5 in the current column, the clauses
containing variable X5 are reserved and their parent or parents will be kept as the nodes of next stages (Which exist due to the
REMOVAL LEMMA 2). Due to the REMOVAL LEMMA 2, in the current column, clauses containing variable x5 may also exist which are
removed from the copy of schema tree T,.If in the clauses of current column, there is no s literal, without processing those clauses,
their parents will be kept as the nodes of next processing stages. After the scanning task, finishing , schema tree &5 is achieved. The
clauses of schema tree {5 are compatible relative to variable Xs.

Due to the structure of the CDAG, section l5 incorporates at least one of the parts xsor X5 . Schema tree Ty is generated as follows (
see Fig. 9):

T5=t5UE5
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Fig. 9. Schema tree T

The schema tree T5 consists of two completely separated sets. Worth noting that no clause is deleted from section 5 and the clauses
of section I5 locate either in t5 or fs.
The clauses of the routes in schema tree T5 are compatible relative to variables x5, X5, X4, X34.

The induction hypothesis:
Schema tree T}, exists in which the clauses over the routes of this schema tree are compatible relative to
variables Xy, X, ..., X5, X5, X4, X4 -

The induction mandate:
In (k+1) 1 stage, schema tree T+ is created.

If section [;,, contains section xj,4, a copy from the schema tree T}, is placed in front of section x ., , By processing the
copy of schema tree Ty, the schema tree t;,, is yielded according to the following method.

The processing method of T, :

Ty is scanned from the last column to the first one, In this scan, if there exist clauses relating to [, ;1 in the current column, the clauses containing variable xj 4, are reserved
and their parent or parents will be kept as the nodes of next stages (Which exist due to the REMOVAL LEMMA 2). Due to the REMOVAL LEMMA 2, in the current column, clauses
containing variable X}, may also exist which are removed from the copy of schema tree T} If in the clauses of current column, there is no I literal, , their parents will be
kept as the nodes of next processing stages without processing those clauses. By having the task of scanning finished, schema tree t; .1 is achieved. The clauses of schema tree
ty+1 are compatible relative to variable xj ;1.

If section [}, 41 contains section Xj1,a copy from schema tree T}, is placed in front of section Xy , By processing the copy of schema
tree Ty, schema tree £y, is yielded following the below method.

The processing method of T, :

Ty is scanned from the last column to the first one, . In this scan, if there are clauses relating to [}, in the current column, the
clauses containing variable X, are reserved and their parent or parents will be kept as the nodes of next stages (Which exist due to the
REMOVAL LEMMA 2). Due to the REMOVAL LEMMA 2, in the current column, clauses containing variable xj,, may also exist which
are removed from the copy of schema tree Tj.If in the clauses of current column, there is no [y, literal, without processing those
clauses, their parents will be kept as the nodes of next processing stages. By having the task of scanning finished, the schema tree &4 is
achieved. The clauses of schema tree £ are compatible relative to variable Xj 1.

Due to structure of the CDAG, section [, incorporates at least one of the parts xy,10r X, . Schema tree Ty, is generated as
follows (see Fig. 10):

Ties1 = trgr Y Las

P tiers
@

fk+1

Fig. 10. Schema tree Ty

The schema tree Ty, consists of two completely separated sets.Worth noting that no clause is deleted from section I, and the
clauses of section [, locate either in ty,q or 4.

The clauses of the routes of schema tree T}, are compatible relative to variables Xy 41, Xg 41, ..., X5, X5, X4, X4 -

20



If the above-mentioned procedure continue until stage n, a binary tree with depth (Z) would be generated. Apparently, the

length of the path from the root node to the leaf nodes in this tree would be also (g) All clauses in a path would be consistent

with each other because they have been correctly separated from each other. According to LEMMA 5, each path is actually a
Clause_Set and according to LEMMA 13, the result value of ¢ based on the Clause_Set would be true.

4 Algorithm
The proposed algorithm attempts to generate at least one of the CDAGs of the problem. If the algorithm can achieve this goal, the

result value of the problem (p would be true, otherwise, it would be false.

ALGORITHM 18: The main algorithm

//Inputisa3 — CNF —SATlike@ =c; A ...Acy
//Output is "true" or "false"
sort all clauses of ¢
GenerateCM()
Subtracting ¢ from CM()
PRC[2n][2n] « 0;
Garbage collection(CM, PRC)
if(MatrixIsValid(CM) = true) then
fori < 1to8do
if(CM[1][i] # null) then
state < GeneratingCDAG(CM|[1][i])
if (state = true) then
Output(“true”)
Exit()
end
else if (state = false) then
CM[1][i] « null;
FindRemovalConditions(CM, PRC)
Garbage collection(CM)
if(MatrixIsValid(CM) = false) then
Output(“false”)
Exit()
end
end // end of else
end // end of If(CM[1][i] # null)
end //end of for
Output(“false”)
Exit()
end //end of if(MatrixIsValid(CM) = true)
else if(MatrixIsValid(CM) = false) then
Output(“false”)
Exit()
end

end //end of algorithm

T(n) = 8 X T(n) of Generating CDAG = 8 x n1® = 0(n1?)

LEMMA 17. If the problem is satisfiable, the algorithm returns true, and consequently if the algorithm returns true, the problem ¢ is
satisfiable.

PROOF. a) If the result value of the problem ¢ is true, there would be at least one assignment in truth table, that makes the
result value of the problem ¢ as true. Also there would be a string w in strings’ table, which also makes the problem ¢
as true. Therefore, none of the clauses in clause_set(w) includes the removal condition and will remain in the CM and the
SM. According to the fact that all clauses in Clause_Set(w) are consistent with each other, the algorithm will create a CDAG
based on Clause_Set(w)It is enough to choose the corresponding clause to the first index in the Clause_Set(w) e.g.,
(x1 V x5 V x3), as the root. In the following stages such as stage i (4 < i < n), because all clauses are resulted from
combination of (x; V x, V x3) and clauses of the CDAG, are consistent with each other, and they exist in the CM and the
SM, the resulted clauses (from combination) will be inserted into the CDAG, and therefore the CDAG will be generated.
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b) The algorithm will return true as its result, if a CDAG is generated. In this case, according to LEMMA 16, the result value

of the problem ¢ would be true.

5 Sample

Q= (71 sz Vfg)/\(fz V73 Vx4)/\(fz V73 VY4)/\(x1 szvxS)/\(fz VX3 VYS)/\(El sz VY6)

5.1 GenerateCM then XXXXXXXIXNXXX p XXX CM (see Fig. 11)

XIVXQVX3 XIVXQVfg X-lvxz\"Xg X-]_szvfg f1Vf2VX3 f]_vfgvfg
K VIV, | gV, VE, VLV, | VL VE | VeV, | L VEVE

VX VX | Xy VX VI X VX:Vxe | TyVX Vg Xy VI Ve

VIV, | 5, Vx, VI, VL VX | [V VE | [VEVY | HEVEVE
XWX VX | Xy VXV | Xy VE VY [ Xy VI VI, | BV Va, | iV, VE, Ty VIV, | [V VE
Xy VX Ve | VX VE | 3y VE VX [, VE VI | 5 VX, VX | VX, VE | VLV | [V Vi
Xy VX VX | Xy VX VT | Xy VE VX [ Xy VE VI, | Ty VXV, | BV VI TV VX, | HiVIE VI
XWX Vxe | Xy Va, VE |y VE VX | X, VI VE | [V, Ve | I, Vi, VI VI VX | D, VE VI
Xy VX VX | Xy VX VR | ) VE VX [ Xy VI VI | [V Vi, | T3V, VI T VI VX, | [yVEL VI
Xy VX VX | Xy V- VE | 3y VEVx, | X, VEVE | BV VX, | T,V VI I, VIV, | I, VEVE
VX VXy | o VX3 VE | VE VI X VEVE | LV Vi | ViV | VIV | GVIEVE
g VX VX | X VX VE: | X VE VX |, VERVE | VX, VX | BV VE | VIV, | 5, VE Vi
Ko VX VXe | VX VE | VIV [ VI VE | VXV | H Vi VI TV VX, | X, VI VI

XzVI,{,VX; szx.i,vfs Xg Vf.i,VXs xz\Fx‘.,Vf; fz\!:q\-"xs

Ao VX VX | ToVX VT | XoVE VX | Xa VI VT, | TaVa Vg | %oV Xy Vg
Ko WX VXg | XoVXg VI | XaVE VX | XaoVEVE | TaVXs VX | XFaVxg Vi,

XV xaVxg | xaVxgVE; | xaVE Vg | xaVE VI | T3V Vg | T3V Vig VAL Vxg | T3 VEL Vg
Ky VxgVxg | XaVxgVE, | XaVE VI [ XaVEVE | TaVaxg Vg | B3V Vi Ty VA VX | X3 VEL VI
XWX VXg | X VX VX | XaVE VX | XaVE VI | T3V Vg | B3V g Vi X3V Vg | X3V X VI
gV XeVXg | XgVXe VX | xa VE VX [ xg VE VI | TaVaxe Vg | BgVxe Vi eV VXg | Xy VX VI

Removal of clauses due to the subtracting ¢ from CM

Removal of clauses due to the FindRemovalConditions(CM, PRC), removal condition is £, V 3

Fig. 11. CM of ¢

5.2 GeneratingSM(1) then Garbage Collection(SM) (see Fig. 12)
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L VIV | Vi Vi

Xy VX VX, | xy Vo, Vi,

X Vap Vg | 5 Vi Vg

XV VX, | xy VX, VI

Xy VX3 VX | xy VgV, | 3V VX, | 3 VIV

Xy VX Vxe | X, VXV |3y VI VX | X, VE VA

X3 VX VX, | ;y VXV [ VIV | x; Vi Vi

Xy VX Vxe | X, VX, VR [y VE VX | X3 VELVE:

Xy VXaVxe | Xy VX VE [ Xy VE VX, | X VI, VE

Xy Vs Vxe | g Vas VI, [ 3y VE VI, | xyVEVE

XZVI3VI4 xz\-"x3\.l'f4 xzvfgvx.t Izvfgvf4 f2VI3VI4 xzvx:;vx& fzvfgvx.‘. fzvfavf*
Xa VXV Xe Xz VX3 V Xz X VIV | VI VI | S Vaxa Vag fzvxalv'fs X Vi Ve X VX3 Vg
XoVXaVxe | VX VI, [V VY, | BVEVE | H ViV T VX VX, | T, VI VX
XoVXaVXs | X VX VEs | X VIV | XaVEL VI | Ta VX, ViXg

X VXa VX | X VX VEy | X VI VX | XaVEL VI | Ta VX Vg | TV XV,
XoVXsVXg | VX VE, | X VIV, | X VEVE, | TV VX, | VXV X

XaVXaVxe | Xa VX VI [ X VI VX | X VI VT | BV, Ve | T3 VX, Vi VI VX | TV VX
Xa VX VX | Xa VX VT | XaVE VX | X VI VI | BV VX | T3 VX VE, | TV VX | T3V VI
XaVaxeVxg | xaVae Vi, [ VIV, | X3 VEVE | TaVaxeVx, | H3VeVE | L ViV | ViV
Xg VXV | Xg VX VE, | XaVE VX, | Xy VE VI | TyVXe VX | T4V VI Xa VI VX, | Tg VIV E,

Removal of clauses due to the Generating SM

Removal of clauses due to the FindRemovalConditions(SM, LRC), removal condition is %,
Removal of clauses due to the FindRemovalConditions(SM, LRC), removal condition is %3

Fig. 12. SM of root (X1 V X, V X3)

5.3 InsertToCDAGc((x1 V X; V X4), CDAG1) (see Fig. 13)

Fig. 13. Result of InsertToCDAGc((x4 V X3 V X4), CDAG)

5.4 InsertToCDAGC ((x; V X3 V X,), CDAG,) (see Fig. 14)

I wilzviy
Ty W g v Ey

¥owigwviy

Fig. 14. Result of InsertToCDAGC((x; V X, V X4),CDAG,)
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5.5 CDAG « Merge(CDAG,, CDAG,)(see Fig. 15)

S — e
X vig v, | Xy vz vy

L ] L
Xy wxgvily Xy v Xg vy

w L]
X vy vily IpvXg vy

Fig. 15. CDAG
5.6 InsertToCDAGc((x1 V X, V X5), CDAG) (see Fig. 16)

.'

Xy vXav Xy

—_—,
S

Xy wipw g

Xy wXgvXg |

P —
XpwiXyvXg

v,
Xy vXgwiy H Ty v Xpw Xy
!

i
[ Xy v fq v Xg

[ Izﬁ'l’-q'.'xg

Izvf*wl’s Xz wXywig

.
Xy wxzv iy | Xz vXgviXy T

Fig. 16. Result of InsertToCDAGc((x; V X, V X5), CDAG,)

5.7 InsertToCDAGC ((x1 V X3 V Xs5), CDAG,) (see Fig. 17)
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Xy w3 vf5

Xzw Xy \'is

[ X3 vXgv i ] [ XavXgvwiy ]

Fig. 17. Result of InsertToCDAGC((x, V X; V X5), CDAG-)

5.8 CDAG < Merge(CDAG,, CDAG,) (see Fig. 18)

Xy v X vy

Iy vy vig J [ Xy v XywXg ]
: I

X3 U’f‘ viXg ] [ Xz wXyvwXg ]

—
=
Il
Lli_‘;el
—
e,
=
=
&
S
ui;h
g—
—

Y3 vEyvig ] [ X3 vXgvXs ]

Fig. 18. CDAG
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5.9 InsertToCDAGc((x1 V X; V Xg), CDAG) (see Fig. 19)

XywXzviXy

Xy wXzwiXy

) o
]

[ XpwliXgvwXg ]

[_ Iz'\l’fg‘-l’].'ﬁ

XavXgwvig

Xy vXawky

[ xz'l'f"n'x,a

- 1]

P VE VI, l[ X W R Wxg ][ v Vx ][ Ty g g J
e I
i _,——'—__'__'_ e

Fig. 19. Result of InsertToCDAGc((X; V X, V Xg), CDAG,)

5.10 InsertToCDAGC ((x1 V X3 V X¢), CDAG,) (see Fig. 20)
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XivEiv Xy l

Xy vy wig

Xy vXyvwiXg |

[ X vEgvi | [*x,ux,‘-.-fﬁ T/,
[:. Xy vEg vy l_[ Tpvrgvig x‘
} [l

Xy vXyvisg l Xy w Xy vy

Xy wXywXg l

-

[ Xy ‘i’fq_'i’f;

i s -—
[(avavn |[xvmvn ][ nvmvs ][ﬁﬁ’/_’
~

[ X3 '-'f_'_'-'fs ] ( Iz'-'.'l';'-‘.fs ] .'I.'z'\l’f4_‘|’.'l'5 ] Xy vXyvXg _]

Iivx!“f‘ m

K

[ Xy wXyvisg Xywilywvig ] [ X3 wiXywig ]

Xgwiywig

1

[ X3 ‘!’fq_‘i’fg_

Fig. 20. Result of InsertToCDAGC((X; V X, V X¢), CDAG,)

5.11 CDAG « Merge(CDAG;,CDAG,) (see Fig. 21)
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Xy vXyvXy

[ o vigv ] Xyw iy vy J [ Xy vXgv Xy ]

Conl
[ xyvElsvis ]. [_Xsuxu.ufa I—__

Igwlgv Xy ]

e

Xy vy v iy

[J.
[

i+ +
[ ELE ]_ LA AL 8 ] Xy WXy v Xg ]
| —— i
[ Xywlywily I Xy wXywiy ] J Xy Xy v Xy ]
]
% P
[E,'.-I.'.-I_ ][ I VEVE ][ BvagvE ][ T VEVE ] EVEVE ][ T v v ][ Xy WV g ]
_ —— M//
[ Igff,.n'fg ] x“x,,u!_; '.t‘guf‘ul‘g_ -] Xy wkyvwig _]
—

Xy Xy vy

Xyv vl XyvXguly xpw vy ] TywX, vy ]

I S = I
[ Xy wilywily L [ XgvXgviy L—_ ryvi v [ Xz v Xy v Xg ]
T g

Fig. 21. CDAG

5.12 For instance, a clause set is selected from the generated DAG in Figure 21 (see Fig. 22).



Xy wXzvXg }\_

xivI;\-is

Xy U'Id_'l'fﬁ T_

Iz\'I.I‘iE J

[ Xy vi v
x

[ C

[lx;qu_vfs l_[
i — i
[h“is“!i ][ g W VR ][ By Wagh i ] n\-fir_g [_r,.vr;nj;_][ XV I Vg ][ Ty Vg VI H Ty W Ip W re
Rﬁw——__f_:hk—;{;&_a“—-/ /./

[ Xy vy, vis ] Xy wXy v T_ ;—T XyvEy vy -| Xy wXyv X _]
. -

Xy v Xy vx';

T —

| yvigv, } [ Xz wXqvwXg l

—Lomex ] | s

— — P—
[ Xgvwiyviyg | [ XywXyvisg L\’ :[ Xzwilyvig ] X3 wXyvXg ]
m

Fig. 22. A Claus_Set

Clause_Set(w) = {(x1 Vx3 Vx3), (X1 VX3 V), (X1 VxyVxs),(x1VxyVxg), (X1 Va3Vxy), (x1Vx3Vxs5),
(x4 Va3 Vxg), (X1 Vg Vxs), (xqVxgVxg), (x1VxsVaxg), (X2 Vs Vaxy), (xaVasVxsg), (xy Vs Vxg),

(x2 Vxa Vxs), (X2 VagVxg), (X2 VX5V xg), (X3 V xs Vxs), (X3 Vx4V xg), (X3V X5V Xg), (X4 VX5V Xg) }

x; = false,
x, = false,
x3 = false,
x4 = false,
xs = false,
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x¢ = false

Q= ()?1V)?2 Vf3)/\(3?2V)?3 V.X4)/\(.f2 V.f3 Vf4)/\(x1Vf2 sz)/\(JTZVx3V)?5)/\(f1Vf2 VJ?G)

Value((x, V X, V X3)) = (false V false V false) = (true V true V true) = true

Value((x, VX3V x,)) = (false V false V false) = (true V true V false) = true

Value((x, VX3V x,)) = (false V false V false) = (true V true V true) = true

Value((xq V%, Vx5)) = (false V false V false) = (false V true V false) = true

Value((x, Vx3V X5)) = (false V false V false) = (true V false V true) = true

Value((x, VX, V X¢)) = (false V false V false) = (true V true V true) = true

Value(p) = (true Atrue A true A true A true A true) = true

6 conclosion

The time-complexity of algorithm is 0 (n'?), so the problem 3-CNF-SAT is solved by engaging an algorithm with space complexity of
0(n?) and time complexity of 0(n1%) . So that, result of P versus NP problem is P = NP.
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