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Constructing Packing Arrays by SAT Encoding
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Remarkable improvements in the efficiency of SAT solvers have been made over the last decade. Such improve-
ments encourage researchers to solve constraint satisfaction problems (CSPs) by encoding them into SAT. In this
paper, we consider the problem of finding optimal packing arrays (PAs) by SAT encoding. P As have been applied
to optimal disk allocation in Databases. We first present two CSP representations of packing arrays: the basic
matrix model and the extended matrix model. Particularly, in the extended matrix model, the packing constraints
of the given PA can be concisely expressed by using alldifferent constraints. We then present a new SAT encoding
based on the order encoding. In our experiments, we succeeded either in proving the optimality of known bounds

or in improving known lower bounds for many arrays listed in Handbook of Combinatorial Designs.

1. BU®IC

AR, RHUEL a7 R MBI HIE (SAT) 8% =
B Z L 2SHIREZ: SAT VL N—DSEH I N, Bx 2ol
ADOEMWIEADEHITIERL T3 [3, 7). Ko, filfyree
il (Constraint Satisfaction Problem; CSP) % SAT [Hi#
IR L (SAT 81 [10]) LC, Bz SAT Y A s—%H
WTRIRT 2R 2 £, TNETICES DSk
DREINT VS,

nhTh, WHFERFSLEE (9] 1, EEBAERER o CSP %
SAT BT 2 HED 1OTHD, vav 7 ArPa—9Y v
JTIE, AT A b — AEERIEZ £ ORGEERE R
T2%, HEGFETH2 I LRI NTWVD [10), £/, JHE
R LD BRIMEE, % OfFEi % F2%E L 7 Flf v oy —
Sugar 2% 20082009 4 EFEHIFT Y oN— R Ic BT 2 4
RS (GLOBAL #B1) L7 2 &b bz 3,

Ny 2T (Packing arrays; PA) %, &8 794
VW ORTED 15TH 5 [1, 5, 8]. PAIXEEFE (Orthogonal
arrays) DINETH D, JIGHZEHE LT, T—FX—2D 7«
A7 BERLE: E038 B [2].

AT, £ PAZMNT 2RIEICTL ¢, EAfTFIET
)V ERBRATHIE LD 2 DD CSP #HZERET 5. Fric, s
BTN, G267l PADXy XV 7ilfy%E 7o —n
LI Z O TEZICRAT 2N TEZLEPRRTH 3.
RIZ, IEEATHIET MK T 28 L\ SAT Friofbikz T
%, O FALEIRERR ST X — 21, T i
gD B ) IR I N T3 HRRTH 5.

REFEOEMEZ AT 272012, HEETFA v -y
F 7y 7 [5] 10 BIARD PA % KT 2@ (4 46 ) % H
WTHETHEBEZITo 7, ZOfER, REFIEIRGHEARIT
Hot 3MUC OO THEAID ERMESREETH Z Z 2R L,
X5, THIZOWTH LW NIREZA2 Z LI L 72,

g W AR, AR REbes 2 7 L ERAORL ST
JEUL AT DS AT 1-1 R A iU 2 v & —H
%528, 078-803-5364, noritake@stu.kobe-u.ac.jp

2. NyFV I EEERR

EE 1 Sy XV T PAb k,g) L3N T &M% T
bx kBl A= (ai;) TH5.

g — 1}

(2) EEDELZ2ODF1 <1 <ca <k, BIMEEDHE
D (21,22) € Z2 IH LT, 21 = Gre, 2D T2 = Qrey
ZWi 7 TAT r DEA —DOFET B (INY R THIR).

(1) ai; € Zy ={0,1,2,...

EE 2 v ¥V IWIIB PAN (k,g) &%, PA(bk,g) D5
fET2HRD bTH S,

E&E 3 PAN(k,g) =bDLEE, Ny XV JHF PA(bk,g)
BRETH D LV,

X 11, ftis PA(9;4,3) OFlZERT. RHID 2 5D
T, &T32 =90 & 23205 DEOHALGDE T T,
FA =R FEET 22 E0b0 5 (F—)L FIETER). il
DED 2T DA G LTI OWT S FEOWE 27T

ARTIE, SATHELZH W7 7a—F2 X ) bhh T
(T57:012, 200MEEZEET S, PAYIEEEL X, 52
STz (k, g, b) IR LT, PA(bk,g) DFIET 708 9 D% Hl
EL, FET B854, PAb K g) 2R T 5METHS. PA
RELREIE L 13, 525N (k g) KL T, PAN(k,g)=b
LR BIRRD (it )PA(bs k, g) 2R T 2RETH 5. PA
B I 2 BEEIZE & LCid, 70 7HRS R v
BAMTE (1, 8), MBI GTENE 2 F\ w7z Tk [4) 235 5.

Ny X JESIEERIL 72D E LT, #ERLY (Covering
Array; CA) ¥dH 5. CAZ PA Dy XV 7R (B8 1
D2 D, “FEEA—D7 2 AR Eb—D 7 ITEEWZ
bDTHS, CAIZY 7 b 727 T A MEOFFIIGHINT
W3, RO CA BRI RIEICR L TIE, Ik i
7 R HOTBANTE, AE, RPTHERE, CSP B LU
SAT 551k [6], Z M7k iR E T3,
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3. HIHEEHEEULTORE

3.1 EXTNEFTI
5z st PAYIENE PA(b; k, g) ICRL T, HEATHIE
TIIE, 1075 E 1 EOHFI» SR I 5.

o BEATHIE 13, BEEBEZHERICL Db kfTFITH 2.
BHEF ., (1<r<b 1<i<k)id, PADOKEER
£L, ZOFAA V2., €{0,1,2,...,g—1} TH 3

o Ny X VIR TO ) IcRRINE, LEL, 1<
r<r' <b, 1<i<j<k 0<mn<g-1.

m)V o(zr; =n)V

= (1)
i =m)V (T ; =n)

HE (1) 13, EATFOED 2 205N L TH, 2 WhHdH
LIEDOMEE TR TOELAL DHBT 2 2K L Tw5, Z
D CSP HHDOREIZX, Sy ¥ ZHlEcs L TamE s
gD (0)(5)g® &, HHICHL 5BHTH S,

3.2 HER{TFIETIL

BERTIE T AT, N 7Te s v i s &
W7 a—INLEIE [11] @ 1 2 TH 3 alldifferent Hil§9%
vz, Za— iy e ix, 518e L TEEOBRDOEE
ZED, ZNSOMICEY VOB EERBT2DTH 3,
alldifferent(X1, Xo ... X,) 13, LD 2 2OEHIZEH B TS
NBMEPHER S Z 2 ETHINTH 5.

Bz ol PAYIERE PA(b; k, g) \IoX LT, $RERITFIE
TlE, 2 0075 L 2 FEORKID SRS 5,

o HAFTH (EAFIEF L LFAL)

o MRITHI & I3, MEEHEERICLO bx (§) f15Th
5, BHEE vy 1<r<b1<i<j<k) i3 M
AEFINDIEBDH (2,5, 2 5) CHIEL, ZDF AL ViZ
Yr,(4,5) S {0,1,2,...,g2 — 1} Th 5.

o Ny XU TO ) IcRRINE, LEL, 1<
1< j <k,

alldifferent (yl,(i,j) e 7yb,(i,j)) (2)

o FrRUDTHI L, THFITIORER y, o)) &HA

FNDEER 20 & oy ZMFEST 2HGTH D, M

DEIICKEIND, 772L, 1<r<b, 1<i<j<k

Yr,(i.§) = GTr,i + Trj (3)

(1,2) (1,3) (1,4) (2,3)

0

(2,4) (3,4)

XTI TR WN O
O N 00 UtWRE N O
O Wk Ut~ NO
BN 00 W N Ot

O W O =N Lo
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2 B 10 PA(%4,3) A 2 584751

RTHEF L OREIR, “ED2008lIciL T, ¢2
NHLEDOMETTRTOHE 4L HDHIET S L) PAD
2Ry % v ZHRNE, PRIRITAI D BN BT 23T R TR
%57 L) HFNcES A s, (5) O alldifferent filfic
FoTHRICEIHINZHTH S, K212, K 1D PA(9;4,3)
SRS BIRIRITY1 % RS, BRERATHI D A5 BT 2 fiEias§
RCEZSTBE I Db 5,

Hnich & ® CA HIERBICN S % CSP KBl [6] L DEW
&, $EET % CSP B alldifferent Fill§4 % i > Ty 2 DIkt
L T, Hnich 513 global_cardinality fillfJ % flio T\ % K TH
3. global_cardinality Hllfid, ZEUZHID BTN 3D HIEBL
BE AT v b 20E3H YD, —#IC alldifferent HllFI & D
FAE I A FBRE N,

4. SATHS1k

4.1 EFNSLEOHRE
WEFE A5 [9] T, SBEER 2 122W»T, ZDFX
A v {ar,az,...,an} DR (720 a1 < a2 < ... < an),
2<a; #RT n— 1 {HOMEEE p(z < a1), p(z < az), ...,
p(z < an-1) ZHOVSE, kE, 2 < a, TFICETH S0,
MEEH p(z < a,) BAETH S, £, N6 DOREEH
MOBIRZ KT UT 0% 2,
Pz <ai))Vp(z <air1) (1<i<n-—2)
BIZIE, Bz DF AL 53 {0,1,2} DFE, 2 DOME
R p(z <0), p(z < 1) ZHV, DToffiziEnd 3

-p(z <0)Vp(z < 1)

Z oW, EiofizF R niEIC T2 EHEE D YT 3
DHY, ZhZhz=0,2=1,2=2I1CET 3.

p(z<0) p(z<1)| R
1 1 z=0
0 1 z=1
0 0 z=2

flRIc >, fRIGRK T 2 HiE 25507 5. Bz
1, BEER w, 2 DXL U28{0,1,2} DGE, i
w< zZUTD 2 2D Ens,
plw<0)V-p(z<0) plw<l)V-p(z<1)
Bz o 2 BEHRIC O W TiE, & D BB LS
HRETH B, 5, a; BIFFOBEER, c 2BEER, » 2
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DI H e BB T B,
DT &) icffafbcs 2,

/\\/ (as 2z < bi)#
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Z O, B Y a4z <l

ZIThi i3, Yl bi=c—n+1ZikcdL)ICBEL,
%E&() iL/(T@J:O LEET .
p(z < |b/a)) (a>0)
(az<b)* =
—p(z < [b/a] =1) (a <0)

7720, z@m@f%%?d\fﬁﬂaﬁ@a IOoWTiE p(z<a) %

iz, KM Eic oW TEEICERT 5,
Bl Z 18, FEEER w, z@]‘)‘/f/ﬁ) {0,1,2} DI,

w—z<-11FUTD3>DfilcfFeEns,

il

p(z<0) plw<0)V-p(z<1) plw<l)
ZIT, pw<0)Vplz<1)iF "w<0FEkiZz>1 T
HBZE, Thbt Tw>1222<1) PHENOER T 2
WchsrZtrERL TS

w#zDEE, ~Hw—-—2<-1Vz—w< -1DXHI
MIEHFICE S A, & 512 Tseitin 22 H VT (pVg) A

(pVw—2< —1)A(~gVz—w< —1) LML TH S5

55 (p, ¢ldFLVMEEE). LEdi>Tw#z 3T
7T ARSI S,
pVyg
—pV —p(z <0) =g V —p(w < 0)
“pVp(w<0)V-p(z<1) —gVp(z<0)V-plw<1)
-pVp(w<1) —qVp(z<1)
4.2 PADIEFFSIE
FEARLTFN TN, BETFE T VIO WT, HFRS{LE %

J7z SAT fFFLIic oW TR %, EALTII DRI ©. i,
PRARATON DBy (5,5y, IRRATIIDF v 2 > FHHlfY (3)
IZDOWTIE, 4.1 il X5 e hans,

HAFFFIETND Sy X v ZHlF (1) 1&, BTO X5 ICfF
Flhans, FL, 1<r<r <b 1<i<j<k 0<
m,n < g—1,

p(zri <m—1)V —p(zr; <m)
p(xr; <n—1)V-p(zr; <n)

p(xr ;s <m—1)V ap(z,; < m)
p(xr; <n—1)V-ap(x; <n)

\%
\
\

Bl ZE, 1f7BIE =(z.; =m) ZRL T3
IRFRATFIET LD 3y F v 7l (2) IcowTid, 7 alld-
ifferent HFIZ LT D X Wy d 2, 7270, 1<i<j<k.

s yb,(i,j))
(Yr,id) 7 Yt i)

alldifferent (yl,(iyj) e

= A

1<r<r’<b

Z DM, BEETE yoig) 7 Yo i) %o 41 BITHRL XS
LT B,

2 1. PA(b;k, g) WX 2 i o g

WAIAIET Y | WEE L | RIS

R 5 L WA 15 Bl LT
HARFTH bk(g — 1) bk(g — 1) bk(g — 1)
AT - b(5)(9° - 1) -
el () (3)9® (5)(5)(20° +1) | (3)(5)(4g+1)
FreRVvs - o (b(5)9*) -

4.3 [EFHFS{EOREEL

PRERITAIE T 0%, Sy ¥ v 7l % alldifferent il % H
WCHIRICER T2 L25CE %, L2 LZOKIE, SAT ¥
SR FHEDIEFICREL R E LI MEVH S, 2D
R Z T 2 7o iz, TRRITYI Lo Sy ¥ v Fiili & AR T
N EoHfNcEE#aZ 5 2 iz k), FFobichsi e/ iz I
SR BB FEZRET 5.

REFETIE, IBRITHIRTAD Ny X v 7 (2) 2 BT
@c]: 7 /\ﬁ*bf’{ﬁ ﬁ%%@ﬁ Lr,i 7& Xyt é’_ Tr,j 75 xrgj
% 4.1 i TR L H BT 5.

alldifferent (yly(m-) cee ,yb’(m-))

— N nig # i)
1<r<r’<b
— N (@i # 2 a) V(@5 # 200 )

1<r<r’<b

D kT, Ny F IR EERTI LoFEEETET
EDTE B, HETHE LT v 2 v 7 HOfF5{bix
AREE Y, ERINDEHEENSMRA LI ENTES. &
RRAFEEZDE, OfFEHED CSP HEIZFEATIE FILDE
WickeoTE Y, ERTHE TN ORELTEE BIERS,

HELEDO A IC>WTIE, R MEOEE B & OHIA
T35 SAT YV N—DRHE GREEHY Y VoS — D HERIY Y LS —
D) IS & o THA 2 72 OWIRELRIEHEIX 22\ A3, SAT fra{kobt
HHDOHTIEUTD 2 2DFHENL S 605 ¢ (a) K510
$% 0 SAT MIEICK T 2 SAT V W N—DHNEFE L iD CSP
SN 2RISR & OB, (b) RIS BRI, (a) 1T
D2V, REFEORN—R L& DIEFHFEZ, SAT VY
N—QHNEIEDTEO CSP KT 2 PG IS L TE D,
SO RRMEDEETH 5 [10]. (b) IC2WTUE, £ 1ITR
T X9, RET 2 RETET 4.2 BiCBRRZIBRTE 7
WVOMRFFRFZAL L L C, IR EiEICilZ 5 2 &8
TE3. Fh, EATHIE T VOIERGSALE L TYH, K
El g >5 I L TRARGEINCHIZ S Z L TE S,

5. R{TEER

RETFHFEOEMZTHET 2 72012, AT TIFAL v v
K7y 7 5] 1cHh b PA GEIIE (4 46 [) 2 F\» TR
ot WBICHWAIRRS 2 F 4103, UToOM) TH 3,

BRI AT L TR E HGT, AT 7L % SAT
WL L, SAT Vb N—7% Fv TR,

R AT L EP A% v, IRITF1E 7V % SAT
WS L, SAT VA N—% Fn-CRIE.

RBEILV AT L HFRF SRR TR Z2 A L2285 L
WRFSLEE (4.3 fili) 2T, IRRITYIE T L% SAT 12

L, SAT VL S—% TR,
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£ 2 RyFe—UfER T PA(bk, g)

k g b HARL 2T L R AT L R AT A
4 3 97 <0.00 <0.00 <0.00
5 3 6* <0.00 <0.00 <0.00
6 3 4* <0.00 <0.00 <0.00
5 4 167 <0.00 0.03 0.03
6 4 9* 0.10 0.25 0.12
7 4 8* 0.16 0.27 0.11
8 4 4* <0.00 <0.00 <0.00
6 5  25° 0.06 0.20 0.14
7 5 15* 121.30 6.94 474.48
8 5 10* 0.08 0.12 0.13
9 5 10* 144.83 1.59 1.66
0 5 7F 0.27 0.04 0.01
3 6 367 0.07 0.09 0.04
4 6 34 0.08 0.98 2.02
5 6 30 16.95 12.74 649.14
6 6 31 T.0 T.0 5367.57
7 6 23 3284.32 7.0 T.0
8 6 17 64.84 420.02 922.15
9 6 14* 22.32 1186.76 101.68
0 6 12* 5.04 0.46 0.56
1 6 12* T.0 T.0 52.47
12 6 9* 66.36 1.24 0.11
i1 7 15" 41.70 7.99 6.21
12 7 14* 2.22 2935.23 45.80
14 7 10* 2.73 2.52 0.06
10 8 25 M.O 2884.9 T.0
11 8 21 M.O 226.29 721.59
13 8 17* M.O 265.56 1130.99
16 8 12* 895.25 3832.76 0.19
i1 9 28 M.O 146.00 T.0
14 9 20 M.O 3006.43 707.49
5 9 18* M.O 1304.15 59.92
18 9  14* M.O 7.0 16.21
£ 3 ML oNMER
I coftR 5] B LR

30 < PAN(6,6) < 34 31 < PAN(6,6) < 34

16 < PAN(7,6) < 34 23 < PAN(7,6) < 34

12 < PAN(8,6) < 19 17 < PAN(8,6) < 19

12 < PAN(9,6) < 14 PAN(9,6) = 14

14 < PAN(11,7) < 15 PAN(11,7) =15

22 < PAN(10,8) <34 | 25 < PAN(10,8) < 34

16 < PAN(11,8) <25 | 21 < PAN(11,8) < 25

16 < PAN(13,8) < 17 PAN(13,8) = 17

27 < PAN(11,9) <45 | 28 < PAN(11,9) < 45

18 < PAN(14,9) <21 | 20 < PAN(14,9) < 21

* 4 oz Ko 7 M

AR AT L R AT L Ry AT L
21 23 25

fRix, 12 < PAN(9,6) < 14 THot ., LoL, £2D25
PA(14;9,6) |3 SAT TH 578, PAN(9,6) =14 THZ DS
WETE, 31T, BEL AT Lo THEONLH L LE
Rod=V 25RT, L2761, fAETIA4 Y -~V
7y 7[5 1chH D PA BT (4 46 B) Ic LT, feifl
BRAITH o7 3 IO, BAD ERERE{ETH 2
CEERRTZEICRIIL, 512, THIZOWT, HLWLTER
% 1o %2 LIcRSL 7.

IS, £ 412, Rolfiz ko2 2 &P TERL 25 BlIcH L
T, VAT LR TELMEREZ RS, ZOKE, Rt
AT AN E, Rb% DORHfEERD D T LKL
TW3, Lal, #EECATF LA, RS AT LA THT 2D, &K
WLy 2 F A TIRRT R WRIER 3 Rdh -7, Znicd 3
A - BEIZOWTIE, SHBROBEE L,

6. X&&H

AfETiZ, PAHEMEIZNT 2 250 CSP #EHAIREL
7= KRS, REETHIETVIE, BAon PADAAy X0
% 7% alldifferent Hlf9% > THRICEI T3 Z L8 TE 3,
F 72, IERITHIE T MACK T 28 L\ SAT 5Lk e L
72, ZOFFSLIEIEF RS LR E X — 22, FFEbicndisg
i B k) IKRELE N w3, HleeTIFA v -
NV FT7 v 5] I3 PA BB (4 46 i) 2 HvT
FITEBREIT- 7255, BEY 27 41%, 10 Mic>w TR
EDYAE, BB\ I TIRED IR L 72 (£ 3 BIH).

SE 3R

H ol lE PAN (k, g) KR LT, PA(bk,g) Db% (BE
HMOTR»5 ERET) LS9k PAHEHERZ £/ L,
0o LD 3OOV AT LARHGTRIBEL 72, L&
N7z PA VIERTEREE, FRTBE (SAT) & FJEAHE (UNSAT)
DT OMEE SRS 5. Tl (KD b) 1%, SAT
& UNSAT DIEFUCAIE T 5. 728, IO LREICNT 2 PA
HIEEIREDS SAT DAL, Z D BIRMEDSEEE E 72 5,

512479 70275 sz, §ilf9Y v 3— Sugar*! %
L, Ny 72 FDSAT YL N—E L TiE, MiniSat 2.2
(core) *? %M L7, CPU KiliZ, Linux = > (Intel Core
i5 2.40GHz, 3.7GB *€ V) ETiHIL, & PAYIEREIIN
T % Sugar DI A LT Tk (T.0) 1F5400 B & L7, MO IZ
Sugar X E YV A —N—D7 O TR L 22 L 2RT.

O, fFefbdng: PA HIEMEZ < DI MiniSat 23
B 7z CPU W2 ¢ (R 2 2|, HALIIH). 4 X b i
BIL Tk, BoNmEDOTHR (H2vix ER) oA T 2
B X, ZOMEPREMETH LI EERT, i, FM
BT LT, —HFRWV CPU Kl A — v FETHIL Tw 5,
kB, Bho PAPIERMBEIZTRTSAT TH-o 7,

RET AT 2%, 22 PSR L CEA O 55t il 2 TR AR
BT EMNTE, 51T, 3MICR L TN ERDSREE T
HHIERWELL, HlAIE, TNET PAN(9,6) D LT

%1 http://bach.istc.kobe-u.ac.jp/sugar/
%2 http://minisat.se/Main.html
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