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Constraint Satisfaction Problem (CSP) is a problem to discover a set of the variables such that all given constraints
are satisfied. This problem belong to the NP-complete class and has been studied mainly in the field of Artificial

Intelligence and Combinatorial Problems. In this Study we propose how to apply Local Clustering Organization (LCO)
method changing Constraint Optimization Problem (COP) for CSP and verify the proposed method is applicable.

1. IIUBIC

AT REEIIERDOES L BTN TN NMEZIRDERT
BEBA 22500 DIEZEBIR L, HIFRLETICR W CHIK %2
RIDEIRREEZHATIMETHD. ZNIEZ T ANPE
2B L. ATHRE - ERMAER S REREE 5 L
LN THhI WA, Z ORBEIT— RIS &8 85 D
HERNEESR LRERR O D B D RIED D72 0, MR ORIEMNHIFI D
BRI TEBRCTZXIEQICHATES. E-T, HHER
RELER SNV ECTHLHNEZHRESED EELOND
R THIIL, ERICITHIOTERBEE 2723 2 L2 k5 R
BNZ  SREREV.

AR TIE, EfRE L L CHIfERR/IMEbE 2 — U 25 ¢
I ETICLERFZ 922 ) 0 i@ a2 Bnas L L
IZHIKFE R E L CTREMN R/ ZLVRIEETH 5 N-Queen
BEEREEAWICHRECREE LERAFELZIREL, it
RFEEOHBRERICI VML, EATEEZRETS.

2. HIFFE R HIRE(CSP)

HIFIFE R BRI TARECEMEIRIT 72 & OB & 5h ), 1EIRR
B EOMATRE L2 2EEE NS & LIEFENMThi
TWa.

T R BEIL, % (variable) DES « HEEOMEE
(domain) « ZEEM DOHIF (constraint) DESNS Y, D
A EEERITKIGT D5 S E A BN L, M 0HI%%
72T LD BT TIEV LY CEITORMETHS.

21. MEORER

AT RBBEIE<X,D,C>T—RILSNUTO LI ICEES
Zo
o TEEL  X={x)... %}, & x TEVMNIISL AR EEL
o FEEE : D={dy,...dn} (i=1,2,...,n), dyG=1,...miTEER LT

RIND. HExW X DOERIVEFVLETHNATNS,
o HIKES : C=fci...c)}), & clIHIFIT, LLTDER

V1, V) =<D; XD3 X... XD, DEFHLEL>TH 5.
I THIR TR BROER EEEE TR L 5 2BFRMEE2E
EMICEERLZbDTH B.
2.2. PEkFE
HTERE COMERDOBIEL LTIE, BERELAZ e
— VAT 4 v ZICK BRI T END. BEREIT Ny 7 b
ToyX U TERERE LEBRRTESCEALFENRENT
HY, BREMEPEETIUTIETIC AT SN DS, ER
RUTNIELTENFEE LRV E R RIS BT ALIY RAD
FEMEEFELTWS., ZhIZHL, AZba—URF v
WFEDOT VY XADEEMEERIE L Wb VI, BiERE
LHAREHICEEED ZENHEEDL ZENBETHD. A X
2=V RT 4 v 7 OFEFE L TIRILED #E Hil1-Clinb), ¥4
X 7¢F L#E(Simulated Annealing), # 7 —¥—F (Tabu
Search) 72 E IR RME CIXFERA IR D
AR CIEHN T RIS LKEE — LV 2= VBB TS
HEEHECTHDL I EBNHERESNTWARFZ 2% 7
bk (LCo) 7 vy, RFERIZR/XZXILVEIETH D N-Queen FHFE
W25 LR SRR 1T o 7.
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2.2. N-Queen(n=4)

Z Z THIKFE R FEORFKEY 72 BRE N-Queen FIRE Z 35
N-Queen FAREIL nxn OMREIZ n B D Queen Z AVMZEY &b
RWE D ICEERHDDEITIETH S, Queen DITENI LT
Zh, #OIE 2 EPHRDIHEOREL B2 EbET-ET

8 HFME Z L BHHKD. LUTICn=4 & LI=ERZRT

o TRES  X={x),..xs, & x ZEVITISLREL, LD
T RS

o fEIK : Di={dy,...dw}, HEEOFNIKIS, Di={1234},
D>={1,2,3,4}, D;={1,2,3,4}, D,={1,2,3,4}

o HIKES : C={ci...ce}), & clIFIEET. n=14 TiZ
cr=R;={(1,3),(1,4)(2,4),(3,1),(4,1),(4,2) },c2=R13={(1,2),(1,4)(
2,1),(3,1),(2,3),(3,2),(3,4),(4,1),(4,3) },c3=R1={(1,2),(1,3),(2,1)
1(2,3),(2,4),(3,1),(3,2),(3,4).(4,2),(4,3) }, c4=R23={(1,3),(1,4),(2,
4),3,1),(4,1),(4,2)},c5=Rx={(1,2),(1,4),(2,1),(2,3),(3,2),(3,4),(
4,1),(4,3)},c6=R3:={(1,3),(1,4),(2,4),(3,1),(4,1),(4,2)} TR X
W, RyOERITZIITA L jITRITEBL Z & BRI EHD
R AT

3. filMERE/LE(COP)

il 74 #5328 11 i1 B8 (Constraint Optimization Problem, COP)iZ:
R FE R B ORI LV HIFERK S L, FBEOMEORE L
BEALZBEMBEEEZER L, #H0E2mIZTE»S B
EERK - MET AMBERLIMETHD.

N-Queen fEE TIIHIMZ M-I ELXHEOE LEKER %
B/AMET AREEIEADNB.

4. JFR 7 5 A # Y v 7RE#{LiE(LCO)

LCOMZZ S A& U v 7z LV BT e ET 5 U 4
Yy FRZERFRAUCESSEZBATHS. UTIKEENOE
AR TN TY X L& RT.

() BEENOEINEIWITREZV U TEEGecERT AT

R

ITEEERER n % T Ge DR Ge-n~Ge+n TR & L

TETE

(3) EEHBENICBWTZ I XZY UV FEICL Y RiEL

4) MTEREEZMEZTIERT, ThMIQWES

77 AZY 7 FRITEMAHE (Simple Exchange Methods,

SEM), t&eAc#fiik (Synmetric Exchange Methods, SYM), I8

7% (Smoothing Methods, SM)23&% Y TN ZFN AT v FHEICHER

ANICBRIR S NEA S b, LTI SEM, SYM, SM D F ik R

3.1. Simple Exchange Methods, SEM

BEMIAHIEIE LCO O 7 /L = U X 4 (3) TRESRINITIEIR S AW

LMD, UTIZEOTNITY X Lh%EFT.

(1) GeuHEERLE L =1 LT3

(2) Ge & Get 23 LENSE S NITRIER A LT
PSMITRIZET

(3) Gc & Ge+] 27 LQRIBROEBIEEZIT S

4) t=t+1 £ LTQUIREY Ge-n~Ge+n OFAFHN THR 0 K3

3.2. Symmetric Exchange Methods, SYM

(1) GeaZWEERL L=1 75

2) GeZFNT Ge-t & Ge+t % KB S BN E ST
EZBA Lz PSMITIC RS

t=t+1 &£ LTOIZREY Ge-n~Ge+n N TR K¢
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3.3. Smoothing Methods, SM

(1) R=0:F3

(2) Ge-n+REZXIBRILIES L L =R+]1 T 5

(3) GentR & Gentt DITHEATV, fENSUE S NITEAME
FEALZNSMNITICRT

t=t+1 L LTONWTRY, 52n 72 HIX R=R+1 £ L T@)IZ
R5

(5) TGN RrUEKT

3.4. N-Queen ~DiE A
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HlFFE BRI 2T - T ARSI 28I 0 BCREFEET
BNEVWHREETHY, FEbiEE Lo BNBEEBRFEEL
VN, F 2 CHIKEELRE L L THINERS/IMEE 2— U X
F 4 v 7 ERWSETHIKEREZ AVENBEEEED 5.
HIRERR/MbE 2— U 2T 4 v ZIEEHICH LEID B TO
BRI fth 2% & ORI OFER I E I OER R BIMET 5.
n=4 O N-Queen TIELEDEYU M X={1,2,3,4} TH HHEIIHIF
EREIL6ITRB.
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LCODTF AU v b LTRFBICHRAENRD . ZIIIERMH
ORWIIENRREBINTZEEDHTHHTZOHTHD. ZihvrkE
BT BT ORFETIET VF L0+ — 7 BIEOBLEEZ T A
ni-.

U BB — 7 BRIRIL ) A RERIE T I O — AR 7 B D —
DTHY, HELTWAEENHHIHA, RP TT U FAIT
ExEERYHL, #R I-P CHIKERR/MbE 2—V AT 1 v 7
AT 5.

AR TCIIHFO R RBEIC L RON A MRZER EomREZF]
AL, SR RAT SRR FAE THIGEICH R EITO &
L eSS H .

5. HEFHHEER

ARFEZREET 5 7=, B 24, 100, 500 O 3 DD ERZIT
Sfr. EBREMHITFNENHENE -, HIFER (a2
M0 ICRbEERATHETE 10ERITLL.

B FHEIZ ERORFERE/Mbt 2a— VR T 4 v 7 & T
BN 3 — B E WL DR E R LT, AFEIZ S Z
2B Y 7 FEHO SEM, SMEBEHETORE, SEM:SM% 1:1 &
SEM:SM:SYM % 1:1:1 CTRERMICRIR LR D 4 >Z AV, iE
BRI AT v 78I T U F DITERETZ. SIM BRCOER
LT HER X RFTRICHE 2 ERE-> TV D O TEEIDER
TITFERANCBIR SN DB ATV S.

4.1. ERER

DI ERFBREETT.

F 1~3 ITEEE 24, 100, 500 DEE R K- T, KE
BROKE2ELEETHS. ZOENLHEFETHIILE
DIENAFEELERBEIKET LTS Z b )r5s.

B 1 13500 (BT B LR FIE L AFIEORRE & a2 X b
TFuay LT 7, K2 1XERE 500 THWZLCO DT Z
RAEN U TREADERRE LTI 7 THS.

FEERND, HFEE AFETREBRFEOFNE YT
B, F7, LCODTZ 5 AX Y o FFETIE SEM B Ll 7
RN L, SMELfR & bhik L SEM, SM, SYM % fEsRA9IC IR L
1B A DFDFE~DINENRBEESL Z B broT.

6. BbDhiC

HEHEERI VEONEREZLT.

(1) WWEVEDT o Z AREIRIC X 525 & LCO DOFRELFNIC
A UT-IBRFEAS RO RE B> & N-Queen TIEfRIARZER]
[CHEBENCEE L WD EE XD D

N-Queen FAREIZT L T & L 4 — 7 BRliE & VO 72/l
F/MbE 22— U 25 1 » 7 O LCO 13 fEE G DENAEET
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HB.

LCO D7 T AZ U v 7 FETIEL Y fRRAIONERF KT
T % SM DFEDILRAENZ &6 (1) OFRINR /=,
Pl EnEREE 2, DRARATIREIT D T OREFINRIFE L
RNWTSAZ Y TFIEDER, I-HEORRD VT 76
FHREZ: & 0#f T RREIE~OFEA 21T\, #ilfRELEE~D
WHFEOLREEZITD .

(3)

Table.1. Comparison of Time (msec) n=24

HC SEM SM SEM:SM SEM:SM:SYM
Average 21 29 37 32 34
Worst 37 42 54 48 69
Best 16 25 27 24 22

Table.2. Comparison of Time (msec) n=100

HC SEM SM SEM:SM SEM:SM:SYM
Average | 161 233 364 359 339
Worst 326 375 391 476 534
Best 94 159 326 289 241
Table.3. Comparison of Time (msec) n=500
HC SEM SM SEM:SM SEM:SM:SYM
Average | 2064 2708 9651 8821 7728
Worst 3189 3525 13406 10968 10261
Best 1301 2242 6762 6769 5026
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Fig.1. Comparison of the computational time, n=500
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Fig.2. Comparison of the computational time, n=500
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