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ST 2= 29 ML S S0H0lA, SAT(satisfiability problem)Lt &% A & At{tautology checking)Es
e =Qs SHO0ICH 12U 0IE2 2% NP-complete 2H0I22 1 S&ZD WP A0 0/ 23

SIsh 0j24 DMK MRI O120IM YOM, 03 E8XQ LN2IS0 EXSC 0leidt ¢nclse
CNF(conjunctive normal form)2 HIRQ Q& HAIOZ ARSI} 0l =20A= Lot HHAS
EXE 0|26l SATE M= 88X 2SS MAMECL

HHAEZ

oz Ol DNF2 B &Est 5 DNFQ
1. 8

=D =2l (propositional logic) &l ol &
T & Al(boolean expression)®, 11 £9 2t Ha0F 2t

HA & e A2 JINLL0 Mt B84 true/false
2(01 ZAEC B0t n Y O JtsE atel Z§e
2" Jheidl, Of B0l FO& HBAE “ true” E UEE=

T AE

BRI EXsl=Xl HEE 20oiEE WS satisfiability
problem(SAT) Ol2t BtCh
SAT EHE oMs dX aA2IF AMU FOHA

42 OIEFI=XE LotEE SN AE[1] S0
MNBEH, £3 oM 20 S8 42 UESt=XE
2AEls 29 H2[2] SHT AREC. 0% Z=2
galoz StEAOI LY ATEAN A AE9|
A3t (correctness)E #0510 2Lt OHEE AMAHES
REGH=H £80] EHU.SAT 2Hes 25 HAUSHIA
e =28 2HSM, 0S8 25 NP-Complete
SHoICt. metd e F=R0H XN B
=2 & S (exponential complexity)& JH&ICH. DUt g
zloto] Ao ZJsieE AR LBz, EHIXe=x
T= X8 ZR0 DPLL, OP[3] &2 &&8H0 o4
2SS0 EMSC. olge 2elssE=2 oA
asiMg gaoz 2oL A, 0l 30
satisfiable 91 XIB 2 At8t0l, yes/no 2 &=L

0l 2N2IES2 WREEL CNF(conjunctive normal
form)[4][5]18 = #AoZ wl} SEE NS
ALK U Lt OARL gAS Jd 23 HENOL
SAT S 2A6l=0 O ES2E0IC O =20AE=

=
S22 g

oot EHAIE DNF 2 BHE85I0H SAT & 2AlGtE S-S
KIAIBHCY

2. Satisfiability Problem(SAT)

SAT &= satisfiability problem S Z20(Ct. OHE
EHAQ US M, 10 ZEHAE “ true” It HA &=
a9 X0 EMSIH 1 HEBAE “ satisfiable” 0l2t2
OHJI5t2, USD  “ unsatisfiable” Ol2t)  OHIISHCE.
J2lD “true” b HEE ol Hagty XE:2
S (mode)oictD BCH M8 S (p + q)& ZEA0
S M, B4 XES 4 Mo YT (X2IE 0B) O =
p = false 12l3 g = false 2! FLE A UOHX

b4 2N

3 JN FER:= HHM20l * true” OICH Qe
O3AZ “tue” 8 USOHFE B XA E29
I BIIX o elHetT “ satisfiable™ OICH. 0l218t

H4gt X8O AR #It 12D “ unsatisfiable” OICH.
O, Sg3 HA0| = ge ESA2 SAT 22
AOHLHD BESCH JdclA L EAR2 SgE HHU=2
HIRO A SAT g Zdsi=d,
=110 N

CNFE S 228 8AS JtaCh.

X=A1l & A2 & A3 & A4 ---
Al = (at + a2 + a3 +--)
A2 = (b2 + b2 + b3 +-++)
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Al, A2..An ® clausectl &1, clause WS al, a2,
b1,b2.. 8 Jitera/ Ol2t2 BCH OJIAM  literal &
positive/negative & 2SE Ji2i2ich. GJIA X It
“true” g8 JIXI2I® 2E clause. £0! “ true” oUW
JbAOE 8t12, 2 clause WSl HO T St literal Ol
“true” 22 JIAOF BICH OIRRQ SAT 2B
OlZ{8t CNF 2 48 OISSCL

3. 58X DNF gi® gth1218

22 SAT 22IEM Solver £0I CNF 8 ¥
t

gNOZ ABSHSH B, 0 =20Ms  ww
DA YAWOI ONF 2 MBS S ONF o =48

012310 SAT & 2AABl= LA AIRBCH OlMH, Yot
O#AZ equivalent 3 ONF 2 BIS3IX &1,
“triple” S OIE8IH MZ2 DNF & MA5Is HAS
HIAIBHCH @eiel H&Ao PEse2 HEsE DNF 9
QUSSR HEH 2 AU, A EHHAQ SAT 0/
HEE DNF & SAT OICH OJIM =% 22
BHAN0 & YHOIN, HEE DONF = =X
SAT =% QUCH OteF O] BE wuYz O|2HAM &
HHJE Y5, o3AlQ negation 0l
2 &(contradiction)2 8 %a5lH &t
Qlojol AN CHaHA Ol E#AQ

OIR0IT EHAQ O M O DA
A2 xgst g, D8Iy 22

(=1
otEd.

An ANC,a® 0PN~ /NP, =P
¢ € SutA) ¢ € SubA)
omol @2 o= gl

10
H

[2&1] s&

Sub(d) = A 2 B H#Al(subformula)g
0D, & 2 =CIHNTOICH & SO, (P& Q)+
of EMAQl UL BIX. R4, 2 9 THA
Heldls U2 H4E S0 X&E0, 39 Esag
Vi XIS AE “ triple” Olct BtCH

e Mo

A<>p&q
B<->A+7

O F0 dF DZHAS XS Ha(MIIAE B8) 2
HAE friple 88 and-YAMXEZ |
B&AK>p&a)&(B<->A+1T)

A% LS HUHIH UEH, =4
HATE implication 2f HEHE BIRCH

equivalence-

B8 & (A —> (p&a)) & ({(p&a) -> A) & (B —> (A+1)) &

((A+r) -> B)

Implication 2 negation 2t or- &t Xt HEWE 0| K30
HI# 4 UCH

A->p&nN&(p&Qq) —>A) &
("A+(p &) &("(p&a)+A) 2,
(B —> (A+1) & ((A+1) ->B) =
(1 B +(A+1) & (0(A +1)+B)2 BB},

c222t YA 0|88t negation & AWM. =
NNF(implication It negation 0 ZIatX Q=
HA)EOo=2 OEC 21D Ot HEHSI DNF 2

HESCE,
4. DNF 2 SAT 3 Al &D2l&

DNF &= 2t clause 2t or-QidtXz & & Al
SEHOICE. D2l clause LHOH literal S and-H &tk 2
L0 UCH

X=A1 + A2 + A3 +A4 -
Al=al &a28& a3 &
A2 =Db2 & b2 & b3 &

X 2 20l " true” It EJI FAMAME (satisfiable),
clause FO0l or-H&XE AHFEON JUALL2ZR, HOUZ
B2l clause JF “ true” B2 JIHOE BCH AOMA
Al 8 “ true” 2t BHAH A1 WO 2 literal 2 and-

CATIE HFEO UCH A1 0l “ true” 2t38 JEXigi® At
el 2E literal S “ true” 2t3 JIHOF 3O =,
DNF &e| EJAlQl SAT QXE ZASAH clause 9
2E literal O]l " true” S TEE = UEXES
2ANEHS S

HH 2 E clause 8 223810 unit clause(LiF 0l
Lt literal 2 ZEMBlE= clause) It EMEE=EXE
ZAFBLCE. unit clause JF EMECIN, 1 DT¥HA2 XA
SATOIC. OB SO, x+ (" x&y&2z)+(ny+ 12z 0l
AT O, 32 clause S0 3tLt2 clause & “ true” It
0T 1 ESAZ2 SAT od 0o IE#AE  x(unit
clause)Oil HI2 “ true” S EYE %= AU

LE clause B Y26t unit clause I} ZEMSHA
=03 O82 clause size It 2 9t clause(literal Ol
2 Mt clause)B Y230 “ true” AUS EHE =
A=X O E® AASCH Clause WS ZE literal Off
“true” St EEE 4+ &= FRE o BN B2
Lol ACH o™ H20fl A positive/negative JF 8t
clause Q0 &0 EXidte FLROICH (x & = x )¥
FRE 1 H0l true £= false & O™ g2 YT
clause 8tOl “ true” 2t € <%= QUCH oreF 3t S49
positive/negative literal 0l & clause Ol ZXH5X|
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=ECtHE 2 literal 8 " true” LT EUH £
AUOOR M EHMAR SATYUS & 5= UL

size 2t 3 0I9H(1 &= 2)9 clause It EMEHK
W2 size It 3 0142 clause Lhel literal 8 AE
Bl wat) 2t literal Of " true” 2 EYE £ AUsX
HEE HAOE 8Ct. D E literal Ol “ true” B B8
+ P= JRE © BOIX 2R Yol ACH o™ Ha0
WOl At positive/negative Jb 8 clause QO 20|
EMsts A220ICH matAd, DNF 2t FOHRE O
SAT/UNSAT OB E 2J] dldes 8 clause WY
B0l  ChohA  positive/negative &0 & O
ZMot=XIE 2 MBI, otek Bt clause LU SAlol
ZMGHX Y™ XY THHAZ2 SAT 0|t @4 st
clause LHOI ¥olol literal x B «&8tCt. el 3
clause WS UWOXI ZE literal 1ot 22 HIWsHH,
1 x 0l EM6t=X HASHCE

a) &Ed3 literal x Of CHSHA “ = x" JF ET5HA
U2H MHedB diteral x O " true” &S EHYPF.
“ true” 2t0l EECZM 1 clause WOIAM O 0l
Hug 2RI 2028 1 literal & ANIBCH 32l
CHE literal 8 &8I0 22 HAE 8.

b) Bt “ = x” JF EMord x Of oimE AS
LT Of clause = " true” &S JIE £ gesZ
(2 clause & WE80. H 0|4 228 clause It
A0 ] A2 UNSATOICH

CNF 2 0|88 SAT ZA YYHE 2LE clause Ji
“ true” 22 JIXMOF B2 Z literal 2 2t0l Oiet clause

AEHIF SECE B DNF B 0|88 gwye s
clause WSl 2 literal Ol “ true” 2t & 2= UK
Oi58 AHABCH 22l CNF OlA unit clause Jt
ZME O ONF 2 Or&JIKIZ  unit clause Of

“true” 2t8 EYBCH BXI2H CNF 0OlAE unit clause
b “ true” 340l SIS ®H THA0 SAT 2410 & &
UL 2{Lt DNF @1 B=20&= unit clause 2} EM&H1,
I clause O “ true” A2 #UsIH MM ZE3AQ
SAT OICt. OI&EJ DNF & 0128 2 & clause &
MNEHE 2AGHX @1 8 clause WOIA literal §2
ZHE 2 M20 o 2te8iCt. Clause size Jt
HE24T SAT AlE OS AR

5. E8 ¥ &% o1 W

SAT = OIEHO/ATEHNN HA HASHN
AEED, NP-complete 2 (problem)2 S8&o=z
B 98 970 s M8 ULk SAT E =)
8 Y 2NeIES0 =M=l Use= CNF 2
0l85t0f 2HNE iZdtn UKL, 0 =22 ONF E
0|23l DNF 9 E4HZ2 0128l SAT E HASI=

SAMS AT

0l =20Mds  YE  ODsAg wHas
equivalent 8 ONF 2 HESIX YD, MZ2 Bz
59l H&4l(subformula)E XI&810 SHESACH 0l

=

HEUHe D8Ag DNF & ¢Hesi=U equivalent 3t
SEINEIDN| 2Lt SAT Og2  2AMNBI0=
SSXO0ICH. DNF It SAT 0]2] f8iMd B clause gt
“true” Btz EEE = A=A FASE galon, g
clause WOl literal 82 25 true 8 EYE 4 UsXN
OiROH 2 ALEICH Ol literal 2 20l 2 OE 24X
CIE clause & 28 ZAGIOF 8= CNF 2L S8HE 00}
£51 0 WY clause 2 size I HSLE
G EICE size JF 1 2 clause, & unit clause JI
ZMsts A0 HIZ MY HSAQ SAT 28 & £
QCH 0 AR complete algorithm OICH incompiete
algorithm & S840/ O &2 £ UL €0 dtLL
ZR0= SAT/UNSATHEE 28 & UCH Incomplete
algorithm b= €2l complete algorithm 2 ZE ZYE
20t 2= A1 contradiction 8 0IZ2HUHU, SHO0I
JI=08ICh SAT R E HASIINE E§2X0(0.

D2E DNF E 0|88 SAT 2AE HHaof o
A0l Z@IC. 1212 DNF 0IA size 21 1 &= 2
clause = &Mdls AR CS20. L8t ESA
DNF 2 g8sis ¢80 B0 =248
SEXQ SAT ZAIE & £ UL
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