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Constraint Processing

JI Xiao-Huit

Abstract

ZHANG Jian!

Constraint processing involves the techniques of artificial intelligence, operations research, computer science

and so on. It has found many applications in computer science, control theory, biology and so on. This paper is a survey

of its history, methods and the problems it encounters.
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LYK AR B T L HESE, 203 i) )t m] DLAE SR ABL T
C++, Java (43 ih 5 HEAL R ATk B et
ZJa s B L HOREEOR AN &, SRARIE G 2
HR) ISR T4 e LK.

2 ZRE)RE

T AL IF, 29I DA = AN A R A
i ARV, RN D ULAKR C. BRI D
AR REBUE MRS, ARV, Al el D,
A TIUE : 290K C ik T AR & V2 18] DA 2008 A2 1)
KA. KAFL W) B2 e &R BRI D b3 —
A (BFTA ) 15 S 73 & AR 52 ) 2 295K Y.
Ly )ik T AR R =il < V, D, C >P.

AR 24 o i) 0 AR 8 (13 D AN ], 24 R
FLLAY g s AR LA, A PR  $ (i 20K
i) R % T 2 oA ]

2.1 T/RAREM

ARL R B E SR Vo i & A8 5 R LE 0 8L
1 EHUHE, BRI D 2 {0, 1}, &
LY C by bt —damig i A, Prif g
0 TR AT IR AR R 5 0B R A i B T R R T
AL AR 1O 1) AR AR R ARG 2) R o
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FRAAT IR G A /RS & I KA <51 M
“EC PIRR, TR BRI BT A IR AT R AR
B H BRI “EB IR PRAMEL SKARAT R 290 0] /LT
H IRl 2 oA 1% i) b i A R AR s R, AT AR 1% )
W — AN R LTRSS <L,

SAT J& —RFFIR AT R L )il & BSR4
HIEA A : (Lin A - AL, )V -V (Lyma A- - AL,
Hor, Ly A— AR —AN g R 1o,

2.2 ARZAREE

A BR 2 o ) i, A S, wl A AR i RE T
PRIsk b HE. 7EA BRI ) @rh, 85 A% SR
BARTES, TR 21 H BT 3 A2 14 4% A 10 A% o O
PAMHER B N RS RS AT R, R )
JBEE S B T A PR B ) .

SEBR b, AR L) R DL A A B2 )
[SHESRIR
2.3 REAREM

VR 2 o ) e i A% e A] DLAE 22 AN Sk [,
bl Gn A% 18 ] DLECA 2R 8 ] DAAEAT PR ES(E 38k % e PR
A UE S

VR 240 AR I S X AT R 240 R i) ) — Fo
PRe. O TG Hb R AR % ) 8, SRR e X

EX 1. BUHLR: B Expl rop Exp2 W)
W NEAEA R, b Expl 5 Exp2 HEFRIE
K, W2z — yz; rop N—H % LR REBAERT, B
=<, > < K>

TEX 2. WRAELIREN: IRELREKA B R
HRHUEA RS @ RS, e RS
BN SRR IO TE s Ak il a A (v —y >
3) = (z+2=4).

EX 3. IRELIRME: H— N —4lIREGAW
AL T 1) R g TR 5 0 o ) i

—MNEAEZA WA “Ear FOCAS AT R
B, A3 AR N T XA EAE L R AE A “E1” R i,
T2 29454 BRS04 [0 A7 JR 29 A 45 A R —
FE, L REEL 30 B0 “fR”. AT SKARTR A 20 )
BT H 5 A b B (R A K AR AR, A4S
%) P AR A LA AR “E . iR RE
5 & B0 IXAE (1) A /R AL A AN (AR A, IR TR
BRI BRERS T, BURRIEPTAT I (Feasible), 7
MFR A ANGEE AT, BARE A FTAT R (Infeasible).

N IRRE AN FLARR BT 10 VR £ A B [

Bl 1. (2 +y?=2)AbA (22 +y <B5)A(y < —2))

~(y<-=2)rne—f

s @, y (VIR R A S5, T84 45 5 Sk
Mr=1,y=1, b=“F", e =", f =" K,
JRTR A 2 O[] 2 RE A RS 7 R B B A T AT . (]
FERTLARIEY 2 = 0, vy = —V/2, b = “B”, e =

CH, f =R, JBURG LIRS R g kL.
R DT 5 AR TR 75 40 SR i) L 8 BT PR i S AN 2 e
PR ORI R 1 R W 3T S il w1
WIEREER o MIEVEE Y KT 2 ISEH, y IR
{ELYE BT A A SEETE L, IS4 B IR A 2R
] AU AN BENS FROT IV, B Ui e AN RTAT 1.

3 HROKERIEKRTTE

e 2 R Tk, AiRA R E ] LU AR
PR 202 ) ) 90, LI, B9 A2 TR S 2R )
AL 1), B RS U 2R, 2R A6 R
L <57 FRALWR, BIATTEAIN9H IRAR
T 0 AP A R 45 A0 SR Tl AL PR SR A U5 1.
3.1 HRAREBAKETT L

AR, T SR R 200 i) R VA S
R FIE G AR TIEWIR. Pl e FA R
i 576 4 1 R 24 TR T L A R30I A PR B
111 A58 26 IO S0 AR R 1 SRR IR A BE A7 0 X 20 R )
BT

1) eI

56 % Sk b B B 2 v B 0y
V2 O 29 A TR R R o> AR R R, AR A
97 o B 7 R W £ = [ W B2 R
XA S WA K AR Al B, R — A R E AR
i N R O A ARV U s g e Y
AN 23 WA b T R AL % S R A T
Ko A (Foh, pSol Xox B M2 W AE, #¥)ia
A R PR : Cons R U ETRERBINZIR) -

int Sat(pSol, Cons)

{
Propagate(pSol, Cons);
if contradiction results
return 0;
if pSol assigns a value to every variable
return 1;
choose = that does not have a value in pSol;
for (i =1;i <=m,i+ +){
if Sat(pSol U {x = v;}, Cons)
return 1;

}

return 0;

}
TEZSH V5, Propagate »& H E 7 #3840 IAE
pSol L LIH Cons W2, Flan, Wi pSol &
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x=TRUE,y=FALSE, Cons & (xVz)A(bVy),
T2 sk AT XA QAR AL A bs HATIR Cons 2
(x ANy), FEHREZET. m RoE o o] el
MIANEL v, R ILH IS @ MA.

ATRAE R P e R AR S, 1B
A A A, A RAE R I A RA
BSOS L. PRI, BT IX AN, [l T
P SRS & AT A (Look-ahead) F[RI#k (Back-
jumping)M i ETE AR T AR R AR,
T e AT 4R HE S (Constraint propagation) LA
Nk P b o i (AL AR . ARMES RN T
I/ 4 R ), T 308 e 5 T 1 A e A e Y {1 )
JeA T INARARER . 1) HE SN PR AT AT P EOR
(Consistency technique). [RIBENE R4~ — A fr
MR A 18) 2 5 AN S A PR I e, AN 4 DAy R T {1 )
BRI EHE, meEsd s, 28484
AR EE, AR SR FTIRE. 5K
(P25 P L AR SR R L PR S A 249 TR ) ) 56 5% B
%, Z WK [11~13].

2) ANER&

[ e —Fh 4 R R AL, R S R
AN T R R). BRI, 24 ) AU (AR ORI, XM A A
ANETATI. B AT th R i k. ey 98 202
DAF KA 1) 56 2 1 S AR SR i v SR AR AL .

SRR RV I R A AR s BB L 5 1) it T
o AN BTN B SO (JR s k), BB
B PrER S R A B M, A
(R EOR T B8 I RAE. W T Ja — Mo, 34Tt
FIANBIZ LY I i) 3 JES S A L S TR 418

F AR R L AEE: B S L
i H GSAT. 52 % (Tabu search) F140h AL
7 e L N R i p% O R iy CTTIRFAN - VR E D &

FATEL GSAT A Be W] R i R 5075, GSAT
T SEBEHLE A A AR A, G AR 2 AR 43
A HLRHAAL, WIHIEETHR, B0, GSAT R4
TR AEL PR 0 1 22 B — AME A 29 TR T b 2 1 AR A
BT, SRR AR E S, R 2
AR RS A B A REOR T TG € I 7E
b, A8 AR AR AR AN RAE AT — AR TCIE AN

H T v GSAT 25 55 3 N Jm il die /> sk
NATTHE T 25 M i, s 1 Ay el B AL
AEAEAE. FLARRT 2 ILICHR [10].

KT 58 % 5L A e A& R PR DO B &
H LBk R 7] 2 I SCHR [14].

3.2 FELRENBAKIETTE

BAHAR (W 2.3 Wdhie X 1), 2Ew
Expl rop Exp2 LR, Hh Expl 5 Exp2
Kk, rop I—80¥ ERCREBAERT. BUALI AT

oI RIEATR, { S E =0 I=1p
hij(x) <0,57=1...q

Hrp fi(z) = 0 W ERLAW, hy(x) < 0 FRAAGE
LR, 0 R 29 AR b i) & O AN 85 U2 TR
AR, WIRRZ R BB LA ] 8, 5 PR
A5 e M HUE 29 TR 0] R 2 1 5 24 oA Il 83 1) SR At mT
FH 4l 3% (Simplex method) ™), & IR XS £
SRR, MAZENH. AR N AR
SN H A LA I ) KA.

1) Bfaik

HOAE VR M IR R T - ARtk DO wdy - 2
o SRARAE LT RE (R UVA 25 N R BB 21 R)
A TH. B AR

ZTp =2 — [f(xn)] f(zr), K=0,1,2....

X T SR A B, B 4 A S A AN LUK 4 R ) R
HAEVE WK bR A=y J ok T R A0 AK Tl ke gk
73R g 17 181,

min |z — 2,|

st. flxn) + fl(z,)(x—2,) =0
h(z,) + b (z,)(x —2x,) <0

BEE B RO R, e WSSO 2 B 2
PR HI2 BN T HI4G i B HORB 5, i SR 4 A
(R e MUANREAE T LS, AT AT RE K 20 B DR 1 A
(L0, RIS, SR Ji ) T AR P U BN B
w2 Jofil 1)

2) g Sk

5 2o~231 SRR T ML ST (Computer
algebra), ‘& LI TH, BT 5
() — T 1B 22k F7 5 v rh F T SRS AR S
TR T HALHE 51k 24261 Grobner %
Jide BT g LR e L R AR, AR
SR ARG MEAREOT R A  — A B AN E 1) =
AT REA

fi(z1) =0
f2($171’2) =0
fo(z1,29,...,2,) =0

UEI 28— AR S A — AR, A min] LT AT
T EE U TR oy BE S RESRA AN S
TR, TR AN TR T e R,
X IREAT SR AR LA, W) SR 77 R4 v A AR
.

¥ A % 2 ##  (Cylindrical — algebraic
decomposition)B0~32 & Ja] i AN 2 30 2 K10 AT
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ROINE. AR b P BTSN vy HTEAEL
A RELAEUB A2 R HEIRR G20 [a) 51 23 | B, A4
X g HRAS I R TR IR BT LUAE b RO A

WG ETIE, 55 oS A0 AU AT USRS ) ALY
SRR, AR LA ol 2 S i 1) Jok JEE e i 89,

3) XT3 Hr i

[X /8] 43 #7 (Interval analysis)P 35 tHFK X ] %
% (Interval mathematics), &4 T iR TSI fE
TR AL EC T VLA E B AT 5 B S e 1) AT
PR R EEA AR X S e, BRI —
AN TA] 1M AN SRR ) — DN B R HL Bl o
X RRTTIEN a = [ag, as], ar < a < ag, 'EM
BXAET, K [ar, ag) T—EWE a BAGHHAE, 1
Had G s s, XX L8/, Ik
IIMR as WIXTA) @ B EFY ar XA a BR 5, R
a TR w(a) = as — a0

U R R f () TR AR R AT L A X TR AR
I, [ I K b i 3 S5 AR DY PR X ) ds 5 ik
JAFIR R AL F () B4 f(z) 1) HARIX 9 2 2R 45
T X TR 73 B T SR A A sUEE 2R f (=) = 0 B9
PRt — MR r B - IR, 1z R R A
&AW 0 2 BAET Fx) W iR AR, 5t
LA BRIZA DA ) 5 2 WRELE, H ez i &
DX 1) 9 JEE e K AR R T T ot A JREAEL I, D) S
1Tk

XFAERAHK h(z) <0, 2 H(x), KT
RS LI, YW AR AN ATAT Y, AT 50 R XA X[
i 2 2 H(x)g DT Pl KR EE, 29 BRI
AT, ANTHEX 2 #ATHE— PR - RS &
I, %tz BEAT R

HIEG I,y LURE 2 Bk AT e 35 il A, 0%
A X AR R [—108,108). [FIR, 23k — B F ik
FRORAE T BE4E 2 A XA IR X (A PRI HT X
(2% SR AR A 2 3R ) e R 8 DRI AR AS 25 %, AT £
R T SR 58

4) Ja kA E%

Ja &N H L (Meta-heuristic algorithms)B7 J&
I 3 AL AU m A s 4 AR I R e R A 3 A
f, AR N B0 R B B Ak
N LR RE. AR Mgt ) 2255 J7 0, R fif ok

A n) B A TR A SRR AT B WA R X

HVE AR ERLIE K (Simulated annealing, SA)P8),
it 42 5% (Genetic algorithm, GA) B9 401 Hifk
K (Evolution programming, EP). A T.#i£ M
% (Neural network, NN). JEifi. 252482 (Tabu
search 8¢ Taboo search, TS) M HIRA HRIE .

Ry i I S A A SO AL v BT,
SA. GA. EP M1 TS. it AL FRAs il 2 51

% EME R A, 0 AR AN K B AT 45 S 1 4
BRI A TR SELSR A, BIRFH — 295 3 )
Kig SR PR RMIRR, Hd SR
b7 IR R R N, FRATTRAR A B2 4
IR i) 50 30 R A R AL SR ORI 8. T, SRR
2y i) ) 5 R NS SRARAT BR 20 o 0] /LR AN 56
I R
3.3 REHREIAKEESZE

1) DRI} 3 B

32 W e & T X I8 7 #r ik 7 3K
il A 29 R N, AE R B Y AN o .
J. Cleary 1 5C7E ik [41] F8 X ] 40 #1951 A 2
T AR R, H A R R AT P AN i
B R st BIX A (Interval-convex) 2954 (Bl
SRR EESE . B3, HOOZ KRB AL PR ARE 4
A, XTSI TE] 43 A AT (R 29 SRR i 5 A
LY REHRE P Bt AR SR ) B TPoR. BEX Lk Bk A,
SCHR [42] $2 41 FI DX T) 2307 SR A VR 45 24 R i) LA 7
2, WIS DX TR] KA B AR S e 3] 17 32 45 A7 1 b 3
b BN AR AR AR BE, A S AR RE I N
0, 1 IR REEL, I AU 4R B A e A D FH Y. 1R 280 R
I OIE

and=min={(z,y, z) € R* min(z,y) = 2}

or=max={(z,y,2) € R? max(x,y) = z}

not={(z,y) € R*,y =1—z}

iﬁgi7 ﬁ:

min = ({(z,y,2) € R®,x < y}T (z,y,2) ER®, 2z = x})s
{(z,y,2) e Rz >y} {(z,y,2) € R, 2 =y})

{(z,y,2) e R%:,z >y} {(z,9,2) € R z=1x})
{(z,y,2) e R® <y} {(z,9,2) € R®,z=y})

SCHR [42] X BE s BRI AR B 5 3.2 Ay
P TTEAE, e T NTEBEIER, KT
% 3.1 WA AR A AT HHEOR (Consistency tech-
nique). WX F Nk add={(z,y,2),z +y = z},
WAL P S A 73 A wyv,w, WA v =2(z —
D)s v =2z - ) w= 2 +3).

B, BHE W, X SRMEE Y o8 B 7 V25
T O A ST 2% B R B RS R LB R )5 R Ay )
BEpR B UF, SKIBUEATTHY Sz e B0 HLE N HER.

2) B4R BUE ARG & Tk

SCHR [43] /o8 T — R E S B AR S 5
TR A AR AR I J5iE. A T i 2 A R %07 2,
E R AT IR 29 R AT SO A QR & AF 3 il o
4 {B,0} K=JCd {8, x, 0} KEKx, Hh B RKRY
WA R RIS, x RoRYR DB R L
T o R AR EBIERLAT RS, SIE L)

max =
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{{#',0},}

SR A K SRR IR L
{{8,7:0}:) it AL - -
tiscsakenm [P {(8.0)) AABALIAAL ()}

AR B

LI 2 iR

K1 RSB I TTE

Fig. 1 Logic combinations of numerical method

a) i B RIEH - AWAREE 6 ok
B A 2 A ) P RN BUE L R s AR A
fif TR A 20 R ) AL = e 4R S {{8, x, 0}} Ttk
HATIRLR B ) RS {{F,0}}. B,
B = B+ Bi, RIGX T A /KL A, H B
HEAT KA.

b) i i 34 5L FE R S A 2 R A IR AR
M e i B 45 RIS 3R A5 M (1 803% 0) BBk
B GEMELA KA v, (B = 1) SEERH
(B = 0), AR5 11 FH A0 H07 TR SRAR G IS R4S 1
AL A LIS Uk H AR B e o, iR
g, WA EARE G, JRIR G 20 n) Al
FEMAL I, FLEEA, A W) S T 0] 2 b B
([ WV 5 20 R AR T SR (R AT R 29 0] 8, AR i 3k
TR

EITERR R AR B 1 PR,

4 i

4.1 HRKESMAL BRI X &

DA I 7250 2 K 2 AU I By 3, BRI ST AT
TEAR 2 T7 FEh R H S A ) — AN AR Ak i) 3803 5 n] LA
R AT A -

min f(z)
st. gi(x)=0,i=1,...,m
hi(2) <0,j=1,....n

Hp, f(z) BN EAREREL gi(z) A hy(z) RN
ZIN R AL

PCA TR EU R 1) H b bR RN 29 A R B A 2R 1
TR LR PEACA 0] 85 T pC AL in) @b (1) H bR pR e 2
WA B B A AR 2 M pR B RR O R e L AL Tn) L
T SRR AT 21 ) il A B R B, IS A%
PUAk e Al 2 RSO K i) 7

MR TE S ER T, 290 R @S 4k a) LA

LR AL, e, BUELHRnT UG AF A& H AR R 4
Sh S AR I s T A PR S i) gk ] AR 2 E
o BRI 5 5 B ORI e R (LT R 2 OR AR
T MR N TR B8 AU, ik ) 8
&R RO R 18 B2 S T IR

R 2 FOR R 5 AR AR 53 J8 T A R 6 4,
fEE 3 AP AH B g AT ok ©LA . 20 4l 50 4F
AT N 22 T2 48 1 7 VR SR AL ) 8,
ST I AT G HOR N J7 i RS B2 (0 N
(4] 70 FEAR IR 1) BEMC28 2 ) 2 138 4 19 O 1A
SR A A 1) L e B 14T Bl A RO R
SRAG TR AN, A 20 28 80 AEACTTAAH A
WIF 5 B ORI 7 725K SRAFAT IR Lo ) . IX e 2
FHAUHS Hooker[*5: 461, iy [47, 48] 2%

F A R4 B i) A A O ) 1 3 ) 2 Ak
G55 1S B LR AR R — ) R A2 2 AR
g LA R 2 X R, 1Sk [49~51]
KT A7 20k 2 SR g S B AR & Gl k.

LR L, QSRS ARBEE Z
(&2, DX T) 3 A SR A 4 R AR Ak il 850 3R T
LY AR — S0P (Consistency) FiA 1952 [ #f
SRR A LR BN, BT EBUE LA R Ar 4,
SR L B A 0] 80 (1) SR 7 20 JEREAT SR A, e
Wik [53,54] K H T HUAE SR AR TR B 20 9 1) 78 1R B
W), SCHR [55) WK T 785 TH 0 5 R TR
AP AETE I EEA T

4.2 HHALRE@
Riti 5 P 25 F Agent $AR ) & g, AT U2 W)

fi (Distributed constraint satisfaction)6~%8 g
N 29 TR i LR 5 ) A B AR, 23 A A2 )
AU AR B R AR AT AFAE T 2% Agent 1, SKAES>
AT AL A i 3 A0 A Dy B ) % AR R 4k A B R
15 % Agent LA L% Agent 2 0] 2 R BEf Wl 5T
(561 3 A1 2 24 10 7 AN S 7 S A7 SR A 249 3R
) R, B M8 S A A 0 20 TSR A 50 AR AN BE A8 5K A 4
I L, LU ) AR B P 45 R 2 AT HY B SR A Y
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) L H 0 K 2 A B B AL, % By 1) AN IE W 1)

[56~58]

4.3 LR ERE R

T IE AT B A B 2 3R i 7R D SR A 25 1)
PEBE IS 2 SR A i I T B

TEREMLAE B SAT 1) USG5 75 B[]
B TS5 (R KB RN BTN,
SRR AT LI A il — 26 [ S 45 B ML SAT
I 2850 S48 P X 2 Bt A - )N S R T AN B B my/n
ARt AR AL 001 24 m /n AR/NEE, BoCiRZ, T
PR (Letnul R —AN1h)), IREZ WL 14
m/n AR KN, B, FaIRZ, R5 S T
J&, TRIERAEAEA T AL . 3K PR R iy 17 0 #48 L L
BTy RO AL TP A 22 D) A7 00 T e A e

TEBEALAE AT PRE A ) L, SCHR [59 ] 76 B A
AU 160] gkt B4R T RB B, RB AR AT LU R
M TG < kyn, o, r,p > KKK, $SHIME XL
W k> 2 BoRGANLYR T LZER NG n
RN IRAR AL BN o > 0 Rl
B d = n MR ENE, &R
BEMANEG » > 0 BRBEEWHHE m = rnlnn 15
BRI 1 > p > 0 RonREAS 2 o B2
(Tightness). 4 1 /"/E RB BA ) —N ) idl, RB 15
RE S HERE m DN, PRS2 B A ]
1 kAN mA R, I HIX B AN EEAHEL AT
MR p*dt. Y o Flr B, EAERRE n
(R38N, SR KNS AR AN FR gL w RUIER,
p =1 — e~ /" W FT RS AR S Ay dee w1 S 4]

(59]
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