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—— Abstract

Cr= (ri®r;Ory) is a clause, an exactly-1 disjunction ® of at least two literals r; € X;, X; = {z;, T; }.
Cris true if (rs ATjATL) V(T AT ATW) V(T3 AT ATy is satisfiable, which leads to collapse, a reduction of
Ck, e.8., s ACr - Tj ATy. Also, T; ACi b (r;j®ry), a shrinkage. Let ¢ = /\Ck, an X3SAT formula. Let
@(r;) == ri A @, which leads to reductions over ¢, viz., 7; A¢ I 1(r;) A@'(r;). The reductions terminate
iff L(y(r:)) N L(@ (r:)) = 0, viz., rs A — (r;) A@'(r;), in which L(.) C L', where L' C{1,2,...,n}.
That is, the reductions terminate iff ¢(r;) and ¢/(r;) are properly disjoint iff neither collapse nor
shrinkage occurs between 1 (r;) and any Cy in ¢'(r;). In this case, unsatisfiability of the formula ¢’(r;)
is ignored to check unsatisfiability of ¢(r;). Also, ¢ D ¢'(r;), and ¥ (r;) = r; AT; A -+ ATy, which is
consistent. Otherwise, 1(r;) is inconsistent, thus ¢(r;) is unsatisfiable. Hence, r; is removed from ¢
and j from L’. That is, if 1(r;) F z; AT, then ¥ ¢(r;), 1 < ¥ AT;, and L < LU{j}. Next, Yy A ¢ —
W*A@*, and ¢*(r;) is re-evaluated for all i € L' and r; € X;, thus o™ < ¢*Ar,. ¥ ¢ if 1" is inconsistent.
Otherwise, ¢ — ¥A@’, that is, 1) and ¢’ are properly disjoint, and Vi € L' Vr; € X; [¢(r;) is consistent].
Claim: ¢ is satisfiable. Proof sketch: Let ¢ <+ ¢'. Pick ri, € X;, in ¢, thus rig Ad — ¥ (rig) A @' (rig)-
Hence, ¢ 2 ¢'(riy). Pick 73, € Xs,in ¢'(rig), thus iy A@ (rig) = (1, | 739 ) AP (riy | T3 ). That is, ¢ —
Y(rig) AN (riy | Tig)AY (Tiy [ Tig). Also, 7iy A¢ — ¥(riy ) A/ (ri,). Consequently, ¢ 2 ¢'(riy), ¢ — ¥(riy)
and ¢'(riy) — ¥(riy | 7ig). Thus, ¥(riy) 2D (i, | Tig). As t(ri,) is consistent, 1 (r;, | 75,) is consistent.
Since L(1(rio)) NL(¢ (rig)) = 0 and ¢'(ri,) — (14, | 740), ¥ (r4y) and (7, | 74, ) are properly disjoint.
Then, 9 (r;, |7i,) can be appended to ¥(ry,), i.e., (1/1(7“2‘0) AY(ri | no)) is consistent. Also, ¥(ri,|7i,)
can be appended to (w(no) AY(rs, | rio)). Thus, ¢ = (riy) A Ny ¥(riy | 7i,,_, ), which is consistent.
That is, construction of the next ¥(r;, |rs,_,) depends only upon the current ¢'(r;, _,|7i,_,). Thus,
o — zZA), and ¢’ is satisfiable. To tackle TQBF, the Prime Normal Form ¥ is constructed over a 3SAT
B, in which 8 = /\Z;l cw and U = A\ 8, where 8 = (¥} V2 V- V47) such that Wi A B is satisfiable.
Also, Y = i NTj ANTu, Y3 =T ATj ANTu, ..., ] = i ATj A Ty, which denote the prime satisfying
assignments for the clause cx = (r;V 7;V ). The complexity of X3SAT is O(mn?®), and of TQBF is
O(m?n?). Thus, P = NP = PSPACE. The paper also tackles Graph Isomorphism via XSAT.
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1 Introduction

If any NP-complete problem is in P, then P = NP. In this respect, there is no difference in
proving that 3SAT is in P and proving that CLIQUE is in P. Nevertheless, a particular
problem may feature a property that leads to an efficient algorithm, which proves P = NP.

This paper shows P = NP via One-in-Three 8SAT, also called Ezactly-1 3SAT or X3SAT,
which is NP-complete [2]. X32SAT features XOR (exactly-1 or), denoted by ®. XOR leads
to an efficient algorithm that decides satisfiability of an X3SAT formula ¢. The algorithm,
called the (formula) ¢ scan, incorporates a proof theoretic approach. The following introduces
the ¢ scan. See also this reply and presentation.
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Cr= (r; ®r; ®ry,) denotes a clause, which involves at least two literals 75, r; € {z;, T}
Cy is true iff ezactly one of {r;,r;,r,} is true. Then, ¢ = A Cj denotes an X3SAT formula.

Let ¢(rj):=r;A¢ forany j € L', L' C {1,2,...,n}. If ¢(r;) is unsatisfiable, viz., ¥ ¢(r;),
then r; is incompatible. Consider ¢(x;). Then, each Cj containing x; or Z; is reducible, viz.,
TN (2 OT; O xy) A (Tj O Ty © xy) 2 ATy A (T, © x,). Hence, T, leads to the subsequent
reduction, i.e., Ty A (Ty © ) F Tp. Thus, z; A ¢ is reduced to ¥ (z;) A ¢'(x;), i.e., z; AP F
P(xj) N ¢'(z;), where ¢(x;) = xj A x; ATy A T,. Note that 1)(z;) is a conjunction of literals,
called a minterm. Next, x; and %, proceed the reductions over ¢'(z,), and ¥(x;) < ¢¥(x;) Arq.

If ¢)(x;) is inconsistent, viz., ¥(z;) F z; AT; for some 4, then ¥ ¢(x;), hence z; is removed
from ¢ and j from L', viz., ¢ <~ ¢ AT; and L <~ LU{j}. Otherwise, z; A ¢ — ¥(z;) A ¢'(z;).
In this case, unsatisfiability of ¢'(x;) is ignored to check unsatisfiability of ¢(z;). Also, ¥(z;)
and ¢'(z;) become properly disjoint. That is, if ¢ € L(¢(z;)), then X; N Cy = 0 for any Cy in
@' (x;), and if i € L(¢'(x;)), then ¢ (z;) N X; = 0, where X; = {z;,%;} and L(.) C L".

Next, ¥ A ¢p — *A ¢*. Then, ¢*(r;) is re-evaluated for all i € L' and r; € X;. Thus, ¢*«+
Y*Arg, hence ¢ if ¢* is inconsistent. Otherwise, the ¢ scan terminates, viz., ¢ — ¥ A ¢’ (see
Figure 1). That is, ¢ and ¢ are properly disjoint, and Vi € L' Vr; € X; [(r;) is consistent].

E ¢(x5) if ¢ (x5) is inconsistent. x5 is incompatible and to be removed from ¢. ¥ < ¥ A Ts.
Let t(z3) be consistent, i.e., z3 A ¢ — 1(x3) A ¢'(z3). Then, unsatisfiability of ¢'(z3) is ignored.
Y < 1 A xzq if ¥(T4) is inconsistent. As a result, ¢(x3) is re-evaluated.

W < 1 A T3 if ¢ (z3) is inconsistent. 1 = Ts A x4 A T3, ie., L = {3,4,5}. L'={1,2,6,7,8,9}.

1/)(:]33) a3 ATS AT1 A Tg A To A X8
Ts ANTaAT3ACINA - A (230230 1) AN (30T O 29) A (T @ z8) A+ A Chp.

v 3
P(x2) \ (@) | U (Te) \ (@) z{)(xs) (o)
R T e
(z6) »(T2) (@) »(Ts) e (z9)

Figure 1 ¢ > YA n=9, Y =TsAza ATz, and ¢’ = C1A---A (23O 1) A(T6 O x9) A+ -+ A Chy.

> Claim. ¢ is satisfiable iff ¢ — ¢ A ¢, that is, ¢ is satisfiable iff the ¢ scan terminates.

Proof sketch. Since the ¢ scan terminates, ¢(r;) is consistent for any ¢ € L’ and r; € X;. Let
(b — 925/- Then’ Tig /\ ¢ — 1/}(7"1‘0) A ¢/(Tio)’ iy A ¢/(Tio) — d}(ril | rin) A ¢l(ri1 | rio)’ ey Ty g A
O (Tin ol Ting) = iy [7i ) NS (i i [0 ) Tiu N (P [ ) = (i, [ 75, -,), thus
L(¢(Tio)) mL((b/(rio)) = (Z)’ and L(v(rik71|rik72)) mL((b/(rikfl Tik—2>) = 0. Hence7 z/}(Tio) and
1/J(7"i1 | rio) are properly diSjOint by (b/(rio) — ¢(7“i1 ‘ Tio)v and w(rik—l | rik—2) and 1/1(7"2k | rik—l)
are properly disjoint by ¢'(r;,_ | 7i,_,) = ¥(ri. | i, ). Also, ¥(r;, |74, _,) is consistent, since
Y(ri,) 2 V(rig| rip_y). Thus, ¢ — (rig) Ab(ri, | 1ig) A AY(ri, i, o) Nb(ri, | i, _,)-
That is, ¢’ is reducible to a minterm consistent. Therefore, ¢', hence ¢, is satisfiable. See also
Figure 2, in which ¢ = (21 ® T2 @ x9) A (27 @ T2 O Ts) A (Te @ T9), ¢ C ¢ from Figure 1. <

Y(z1) = 21 A 29 A Tg A Tg, defined over ¢ ¢ (z1) = (27 O Ts)
1A ¢ = P(x1) A ¢ (21) | S SO i o |
Y(r2) =22 ¢'(22) = (21O T9) A (27 ©Ts) A (T © T9), contained by ¢
TZaNG = P(@) NP (Bg) —————F = m = e m o m e e o q
1A ¢)/(x2) N 7/)($1| 12) A ¢'(9€1| $2) | w(l,1| Ltz) = X1\ Tg A\ Tg, OVeT @ ($2) %QS_(_I_1|_I_22 _:_(LTZ @_x_82|

P(x1) 2 P(21] 22)

Figure 2 ¢ — (z1) A (7| x1), where ¥(z7| 1) = x7 A s due to 7 A ¢'(z1) — Y(z7|z1). Also,
¢ — ¥(z2) Ab(z1] T2) A Y(T7| 1), where (T |z1) = T7 A Ts due to Tr A ¢ (z1] z2) — (T | 21).
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2 Basic Definitions

X3SAT features XOR, which facilitates deciding unsatisfiability. A formula is unsatisfiable if
it is reducible to a simple formula inconsistent, viz., ¥ ¢ if ¢ - ¢ such that ¢ - z; A T;.

» Definition 1 (Literal). r; denotes a Boolean variable x; or its negation T;, that is, r; € X;
for any i € £, in which X; = {z;,%T;} and £=1{1,2,...,n}.

» Definition 2 (XOR). 7, @ 7;® -~ O 1y is true iff evactly one of {ri,r;,...,ru} is true iff §
is satisfiable, in which 0 = ¥(r;) VY (rj) V- -V (ry), where Y(r;) = r; AT; A -+ ATy

» Definition 3 (Clause). Cy= (r;,©r;©---Ory), t.e., Co={ri,rj,...,ry}, for any k € €,
where € = {1,2,...,m}. Also, |Cy| € {2,3} for X3SAT and |Cy| € {2,3,...,n} for XSAT.
» Definition 4 (Minterm/Simple formula). ¢ =r; AT;A--- A1y, G, = {ry,rj,...,Tp}, in
which a literal denotes a conjunct. Any conjunct is necessary for satisfying some formula.
» Definition 5. A simple formula 1 is inconsistent iff o &= x; NT; for some 1.

» Definition 6 (Initial X3SAT formula). ¢ =1 A ¢, where ¢ = \, .o Ck and |Cy| € {2,3}.
» Definition 7. £ = LU L', where L ={j | r; € ¥} and L' = {i | r; € C, for some Cy, in ¢}.
» Note. LNL'#0Q,ifv #0. LNL =0, whenever the reductions due to 1) over ¢ terminate.
» Definition 8. ¢(r;) =r;A¢ for anyi € L' and r; € X;, X; = {24, T;}, whenever LN L' = 0.
» Definition 9. If7; is necessary, then r; is incompatible trivially, and removed, viz., 7j = —r;.
» Definition 10. If ¢(r;) is unsatisfiable, then r; is incompatible nontrivially. As a result, it
is removed from ¢, thus Tj is necessary for ¢, viz., if & ¢(r;), then —r; = T;, thus ¢ < 1 AT;.
» Definition 11. The sets A and B are properly disjoint with respect to X; iff ANX; =0
for any i € L(B) and X;N B =0 for any i € L(A), where X; = {x;,%;} and L(.) C £.

» Lemma 12 (Collapse of a clause to a minterm). r; A Cy b 95 (7;), thus Cy becomes empty,
in which Yy (r;) =Tj N+ ATy for Cpy= (r; Or;© -~ O ry), where i # j,..., i # u.

Proof. Follows directly from Definition 2. Note that r; A Cf is true iff wk(n) is true. <
» Lemma 13 (Shrinkage of a clause). 7; A Cx = Cy(—r;) such that if Cy(—r;) = (1), then
(ry) the unit clause becomes 1, the conjunct, that is, r,, becomes necessary for ¢, or for ¢(r;).
Proof. Follows from Definitions 3, 4, and 9. Note that C contains at least two literals. <«
» Note 14. Collapse (or shrinkage) denotes a reduction, a syntactic consequence. A reduction
arises firstly by Definition 6, ¥ A ¢ F ' A ¢/, or secondly by Definition 8, ;A ¢ = (1) A& (r5).
» Remark 15. Reductions over ¢ are denoted by F, and their termination is denoted by —.

» Example 16. Let ¢ = T1A (210 T2 0 x3) A(T3OT4) A (T3 @ T2 @ x1). Hence, ¢ — ¢, where
¢’ = (T20x3) A (T30T4) A (T30T2) (Note 14, the first case). Thus, L = {1} and L' = {2, 3,4}
by Definition 7. Let ¢ < ¢'. Consider ¢(x4) by Definition 8. Then, x4 A ¢ F (T2 ® x3) AT3 A
(T3®T2) F Ta Ao (Note 14, the second case). Hence, ¥ ¢(x4), thus mz4 b Ty and ¢ + ) ATy
by Definition 10. Also, ¥ ¢(%4) and ¢ < ¢ Axy4. That is, # ¢, because ¢ 1) and ¢ - Ty A z4.

Reductions underlie the ¢ scan, the algorithm that decides satisfiability of a formula ¢
(see Definition 6). Consider the formula ¢(r;) by Definition 8. Then, the reductions transform
r; A @ into ¥ (r;) A &' (r;), unless 1(r;) is inconsistent, such that 1 (r;) and ¢'(r;) are properly
disjoint. That is, r; A ¢ — ¥(r;) A ¢'(r;) (see Note 14 and Remark 15). In this case, it is
redundant to check unsatisfiability of ¢/(r;) in order to decide unsatisfiability of ¢(r;). This
redundancy facilitates deciding satisfiability of . Thus, X3SAT leads to proving P = NP.
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3 Decision Procedures for (Quantified) Propositional Logic

This chapter addresses the reduction of ¢ to ¥’ A ¢'. Section 3.1 tackles unsatisfiability of ¢
and Section 3.2 tackles satisfiability of ¢’. Section 3.3 addresses construction of a satisfying
assignment for ¢'. Section 3.4 tackles TQBF via “prime satisfying assignments”.

3.1 Unsatisfiability: Interruption of Scan

This section shows that inconsistency of a simple formula reduced from a formula is sufficient
for the unsatisfiability of the formula. That is, ¥ ¢ if ¢ - ¢'A ¢’ and ¢’ x; AT;. Note that it
is trivial to check inconsistency. Thus, it is easy to decide unsatisfiability. See Definitions 4—6.

» Definition 17 (Special formula). ¢ denotes a special formula if {z;,%T;} C Cy for some Cl.
» Lemma 18 (Converting a special formula). 7; the conjunct replaces (r;® x; © T;) the clause.

Proof. (r; ® z; ® T;) is true by Definition 2 iff (r; AT, Aa) V (Tj Az Aa) V(T3 AT AT) is
satisfiable. Therefore, the clause (1;® x; ©Z;) is true iff the literal 7; becomes a conjunct. <«

» Definition 19. ¢™ = A\, ., Ci such that r; € Cy, which can be empty, thus € C €.

» Example 20. Let ¢ = (220T1) A (210T30x4) A(210T20x2), i.e., v = P and € = {1,2,3}.
Then, 3 € (€72 €%2), where €22 = {3} and €*2 = {1,3}, i.e., C3 is contained in ¢*2 and ¢2.
Hence, @ is converted by replacing C3 with ;. Thus, ¢ <+ T1A (22O T1) A (210 T3 © 24). Let
0= (230T4 O x4) N\ (T3 22 ©T2) A (22 ©T1). Then, ¢ <~ Tg A z3A (22 ©T1). Thus, ¥ ¢.

» Lemma 21 (Collapse of a formula). 7; A ¢™i A ¢ & ) (r;), that is, ¢"¢ collapses and becomes
empty, in which (r;) = Nicer: Ve(1i) A Ny eer: Ck(7Ti) such that Cy(—7;) is a unit clause.

Proof. Follows from Lemmas 12 and 13. Note that any unit clause becomes a conjunct. <«
» Lemma 22 (Shrinkage of a formula). r; A ¢™ - ¢(—7;), and ¢(—7;) = Nicer: Cr(=T3).
Proof. Follows from Lemma 13 such that Cj(—7;) contains at least two literals. <
» Remark. 1)(r;) is to be consistent, while ¢(=7;) can be empty since |Cj| > 2 by Definition 3.
» Lemma 23 (Reduction of a formula). r; A ¢" A ¢ = 3(r), and G(r;) = (1) A d(=7;).
Proof. Follows from Lemmas 21 and 22. Note that €7 N €™ = () due to Lemma 18. |

» Example 24. Let ¢ = (210 T3) A (21O Ta ® x3) A (22 ©® T3) and 3 = (. Then, LN L' =0
by Definition 7. Thus, Definition 8 is applicable. Hence, T; A ¢ — ¥(T;) A ¢'(Z;) for all ¢ € L’
(see Note 14, the second case, and Remark 15). Next, consider ¢(x1). Because 1 € (C1NCy),
¢*1 = C1 A Cy by Definition 19. Then, z1 A ¢®1 + 1;(:101), and x1 F x3 A 2o AT3. Hence, # ¢(x1),
thus x1 is incompatible (T is necessary), i.e., —x1+ Z1 and ¢ < 1) AT1 by Definition 10. Note
that T3V 3 = T1. Consider ¢(x3). ¢** = Cs, and ¢% = C1 A Cs. Then, x3 A ¢"A %8 b h(z3)
by Lemma 21, and x3A ¢® - ¢(—T3) by Lemma 22. As a result, ¢(—Z3) is empty and ¢ (z3)
T1 N\ T2 A\ Cl<_\f3) 74\ 03(_\53), i.e., 1;(%‘3) F 21 AxoAx1Axo. Hence, £ ¢(.’IJ3), and ¥ < Y A\ T3.
Consider ¢(z3). Then, 1(zs) = x3, ¢(—T2) = (x1Ox3), and G(x2) = P (x2) A G(—T2). That is,
P(x2) = T1Axg. Then, xoAg - G(z2) A(x10T3). Hence,  ¢(x2), and ¢ < ¢ ATy. Therefore,
Y =T ANT3 A Ta, and ¢ < ¥ A ¢. As a result, T leads to reductions (Note 14, the first case),
ie., Ty AP AP F (T1) A d(—a1) by Lemma 23, where ¢™' is empty, (%) = Cy(~x1) = Ts,
and ¢(—x1) = Cy(—x1) = (T3 ® x3). Hence, ¢ < ¥ A ¢(—x1) A (z2 ® T3). Finally, 5 leads to
reductions, i.e., T3 A dN)(—'JJl) N (IQ @fg) F ToATo. Then, ¢ < T1A @(fl) NT3 /N (ﬁ(fg) Thus, ¢
reduces to the unique satisfying assignment, viz., ¢ — T1 AT3 A Ta, i.e., 1= 0,25 = 0,23 = 0.
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The algorithm Reduce (¢, r;), specified below, constructs the reduction ¢(r;). It is due
to the collapse ¥(r;) (see Lines 1-8, or L1-8), or due to the shrinkage ¢(—7;) (L9-16).

Algorithm 1 Reduce (¢, ;) > Construction of the reduction by Lemma 23, 7; A ¢™3 A ¢™4 - 3(r5)

1: for all £ € € do > |€"7| < m by Definition 19
2 for all r;+; € C} do > |Ck| < 3 for X3SAT and |Cx| < n for XSAT by Definition 3
3 (1) = Yr(rj) ATi> Yr(ry) =T A+ ATy for C= (r; ©@r;© -+ ®ry) (see Lemma 12)
4: end for > r; A C = i (r;) by Lemma 12— the clause Cj, collapses to the minterm 1y (r;)
5: w(r]) < 9(rj) Ay (r;) > Construction of the collapse by Lemma 21 due to Nrceri ¥r(r;)
6 if ¢(r;) b ; AT; for some i then return ¢)(r;) is inconsistent > See also Definition 5
7 Remove Cj, from ¢"™7 > The clause Cy, collapsed in ¢"7 becomes empty (see Lemma 12)
8: end for> r; A ¢"9 - 1)(r;) by Lemma 21— the formula ¢"7 collapsed becomes empty due to L7
9

: for all k € €™ do > |€7| < m by Definition 19
10: Remove 7, from Cj > Construction of the shrinkage (Lemma 22), ¢(-7,) = /\keJJ Cr(—T5)
11: if Cr,=(r;) and r; ¢ ¢(7‘J) then > r; A C + Ci(=7;) by Lemma 13, and Cy(-7;) = (r;)
12: w(rj) — w(rj) A 73 > Construction of the collapse by Lemma 21 due to /\kee Cr(—75)
13: if o(r;) F 2; AT; then return )(r;) is inconsistent
14: Remove Cy from ¢ > C} becomes empty by Lemma 13 (|Cy| > 2 by Definition 3)
15: end if

16: end for > r; A ¢"9 - ¢(=F;) by Lemma 22. ¢"7 becomes empty, or [Cx| > 2 for each Cy in ¢
17: return Y(r;) A’ o rj A FP(rj) A¢, ¢ D ¢, ie., € D & by L7/14 & VK Ik Cy, O Cys by L10.
¢'=(-T) N . d(=T;) =7 ¢ =N\, Cr, €=€— (€7UET). €N = () by Lemma 18

Scope (1}, ¢) decides nontrivial incompatibility (L4,7). See also Lemma 25. Scope (7, ¢)
constructs the scope ¥(r;) (19,12), and the beyond the scope ¢'(r;). See also Lemma 26.

Algorithm 2 Scope (r;, ¢) > Inconsistency of ¥(r;) (Lemma 25)-Consistency of ¢(r;) (Lemma 26)

Y(r;) <155 ¢'(rj) < ¢ > ¢(r;) = r; A ¢ initially by Definition 8. ¢ is nonempty by Scan L10

for all r; € ¢(r;) do > Initiation of the reductions over ¢'(r;). |1(r;)| < n by Definition 1

Reduce (d)’(rj), rj) > Returns t(r;) and ¢’. See Note 14, the second case

if ¥ (r;) is inconsistent then return NULL > Lemma 25

else if ’lZJ(Tj) is nonempty then v It is empty if ¢"7 is empty and |Cx| > 2 for all Cj, in ¢™J

P(r;)  (r;) A 1&(7"]-) > Construction of the scope 9 (r;). It is to be consistent

if ¢(r;) is inconsistent then return NULL > Lemma 25. 7; A ¢ - 9 (r;) A ¢/(r;) and

¥ ¢(r;), thus r; is incompatible for ¢ and 7; is necessary for ¢. j € £ by Definitions 10 and 29
end if

: if ¢’ is empty then return (r;) > r; A ¢ — ¥ (r;) (cf. L12). i € L' by Definition 31, i = j

10: (;5/(7"]-) +— ¢ > ¢'(r;) is updated. It also involves the unreduced clauses, denoted by o

11: end for > Lemmas 26 and 28. Remark 27. Termination of the reductions over ¢'(r;). i € L'

12: return P(r)) A (r;) >riAd — P(ri)) Ad'(1:). ¢ D @' (r:). ¥(ri) & ¢'(r;) are properly disjoint

© ®

» Lemma 25 (Nontrivial incompatibility before the scan termination). If ¢)(r;) is inconsistent,
then ¥ ¢(r;), thus ¢ < ¢ AT}, that is, r; is incompatible for ¢, thus T; is necessary for ¢.

Proof. ¢(r;) = r; A ¢ by Definition 8. Hence, r; A ¢ = 1(r;) A ¢'(r;) (see Scope L6,10). As
a result, if ¢ (r;) is inconsistent, then ¥ ¢(r;) (L4,7). Thus, ¢ <— ¢ AT; by Definition 10. <

Scan () is specified below. As7; € 9, r; is incompatible trivially by Definition 9, and ¢ is
reduced by 7; (L2-12). As ¥ ¢(r;), r; is incompatible nontrivially by Definition 10 (L15-22).
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Algorithm 3 Scan () > ¢ = 1 A ¢ initially. Scan(ps) runs over s =0,1,...,n (L2-22) unless ¥ ¢

1: repeat > Scan (¢s41) runs whenever the empty 1 (see L13) becomes a nonempty 1,11 (L18)
2 for all 7; € ¢ do > 7, initiates a new cycle of reductions over ¢. T; is in 1541 by L18
3 Reduce (¢, 7,) > Returns ¢(7;) and ¢". See Note 14, the first case
4 if @(Fj) is inconsistent then return UNSAT > ¢ - 4(7;) A ¢'. See also Definition 5
5: else if ¢(7,) is nonempty then
6 P =P A z/N)(Fj) > Let 7; € (7;). 75 F 7 (7; is trivially necessary by Definition 30)
7 Y < ' A1 )’ denotes the conjuncts that have already reduced the formula ¢
8 if ¢’ is inconsistent then return UNSAT > ¢ ¢’ A ¢'. See also Definition 5
9 end if
10: if ¢’ is empty then return ¢’ > Termination, ¢ — 1’ (unique satisfying assignment)
11: G P> =o(-r)ANp. ¢ = Nrce Crs €=¢—(€7UC™). €N = () by Lemma 18
12: end for > This cycle of the reductions over the current ¢ terminates, i.e., ¥ A ¢ — ' A ¢’
13: 1) < 0 > 1) is reset and ¢’ becomes the initial formula. vy, ..., %, become properly disjoint
14: L'=2—L>L={j|rje€ '} by Definition 7. /' and ¢ are properly disjoint as ¢ — 1’ A ¢’
15: for all i € L' do > A new cycle of incompatibility checking over ¢ starts off by Definition 8
16: for all r; € {z;,T;} do
17: if Scope (1, ¢) is NULL then > r; is nontrivially incompatible by Definition 10
18: Y < Y AT; > -r;ET; (T, is nontrivially necessary by Definitions 10 and 29)
19: if 1) is inconsistent then return UNSAT > ¢ F ¢ A ¢. See also Definition 5
20: end if
21: end for
22: end for > This cycle of the incompatibility checking over the current ¢ terminates

23: until ) = > Reductions (L2-12) and incompatibility checking (L15-22) are mutually exclusive.
Thus, they can be in an arbitrary order. Also, Scan (¢¢), ..., Scan (¢,) are mutually exclusive

24: return ¢’ > Termination, ¢ — ¥’ A @' (cf. L10). Construction of a satisfying assignment over ¢’

This section showed that ¢ is unsatisfiable if Scan (¢) is interrupted (see L4,8,19).

3.2 Satisfiability: Termination of Scan

This section shows that ¢ is satisfiable if Scan (¢) terminates due to L.24. The proof is to
show reducibility of ¢’ the formula to a minterm ) consistent, i.e., ¢’ — 1. Let @ < .

» Lemma 26 (Scope). Termination of the reductions due to r; over ¢ results in the scope
W(ri), ¥(ri) = N\ (riA 1[)(7“1)), viz., i AN ¢ — Y(r;) A @'(r;) for any i € L' and each r; € X;.

Proof. Follows from Scope L6,12. See also Definition 8 and Remark 15. |

» Remark 27. Lemma 26 also entails the reduction of ¢ to ¢'(r;), viz., ¢ D ¢'(r;). That is,
¢ D @ and Vk'Ik Cy, O Cy, where ¢ denotes the clauses Cy in ¢'(r;). See also Reduce (¢, r;).

Let L(ri) = L(y(rs)) and L'(r;) = L(¢'(r3)), e-g., L(xs) = {3,4,5} and L'(z3) = {1,2,6,7}
due to ¥(z3) = 23 ATy Axs and ¢ (23) = (110 T2 ©T6) A (£6 ©T7). Then, L(xs) N L (z3) = 0.

» Lemma 28. L(r;) N L'(r;) = 0, that is, ¥(r;) and ¢'(r;) are properly disjoint.

Proof. Follows from Lemma 26. See Definition 11. Let ¢ := ¢/(r;). Let u € (L(r;) N L'(r;)).
Then, r, € t(r;), which is a conjunct by Definition 4, thus r, A ¢™ F 1 (r,) by Lemma 21 (see
also Reduce L1-8) in order to construct the scope ¥ (r;) (see Scope L6). Hence, ¢™ becomes
empty (see Reduce L7). Thus, r, ¢ Cy for any clause Cy, in ¢/(r;). Also, 1y A¢™ F ¢(=F,) due
to Lemma 22 (Reduce L9-16). Thus, 7, ¢ Cj for any Cy in ¢'(r;). Therefore, v ¢ L'(r;). <
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» Definition 29 (Nontrivial necessity). ¢ = {j € L | ¥(r;) is inconsistent for some r; € X;}.
» Definition 30 (Trivial necessity). (= {j'€ L|j € but j'¢ ¢ and T; - rj:}.

» Definition 31 (Compatibility). L'= {i € £ ¢(r;) is consistent for each r; € X;}.

» Note 32. L={j|r;€ ¢} and L'= {i | r; € C for some Cy in ¢} by Definition 7. If ¢ (r;)
is inconsistent, then ¥ ¢(r;) and ¢ < ¢ AT; by Lemma 25. Thus, j € ¢ by Definitions 7
and 29. Also, if 7; F r;s, then ¥ <— ¢ Arj. Thus, j' € £ by Definition 30. Then, L (and v) is

constructed either via Scan LL17-18 or L.2-6. On the other hand, if ¢ is nonempty initially
(see Definition 6), then v € £ such that r, € ¢ and r;+ r,. See also Definitions 9 and 10.

» Lemma 33. LNL' =0, as well as £ N L =0 and £ UL = L, when the ¢ scan terminates.
Proof. Follows directly from Definitions 29-31. Recall that L U L' = £ by Definition 7. <

» Remark. Lemma 33 entails that L’ becomes the complement of L when the scan terminates.

If 4(r;) is inconsistent, then ¥ ¢(r;) and r; is removed from ¢, before the termination of
Scan (see Lemma 25). Thus, ¢(r;) is consistent and ¢(r;) = ¢ (r;) A ¢'(r;) for any ¢ € L' and
r; € X;, after the termination (Lemma 26). Then, whether or not ¥ ¢/(r;) is to be checked
in order to decide nontrivial incompatibility of r;, i.e., to decide if # ¢(r;) (see Lemma 34).

» Lemma 34 (Nontrivial incompatibility after the scan termination). ¥ ¢(r;) iff ¥ ¢'(r;).
Proof. Follows directly from Lemma 26. See also Lemma 28. <

> Claim 35 (Incompatibility assumption). It is redundant to check whether ¥ ¢/(r;) in order to
decide incompatibility of 75, i.e., to decide if ¥ ¢(r;). Thus, ¥ ¢(r;) iff ¢(r;) is inconsistent.

» Remark. Satisfiability of ¢ by Theorem 40 justifies Claim 35, thus Lemma 34 becomes void.
Recall that ¥ A¢ — ' A’ (see Scan L24), and that ¢ < ¢’. That is, ¢’ is the current formula
after the termination. Also, it is ¢rivial to check inconsistency of 1 (r;) by Definition 5.

» Definition 36. ¢ (r;, | r;,) denotes a conditional scope due to r;, over ¢'(r;,), constructed via
Scope (14, ¢'(13,)). Likewise, ¥(r;, | ri,_,) is due to r;y, over ¢/ (ry, |75, _,) fork =2,3,... n.

» Lemma 37 (Recursive reductions). ¢ — (1) A @' (14)s &' (rig) = V(1| 7o) A @ (13, | 74),

e @' (i, i) = (e | ri, ), in which ¥(.) and ¢'(.) are properly disjoint, that is, ¢ —
V(i) ANY(rig[1ig) A Nb(ri, | i, ) and ¢ 2 @' (rig) 2 @' (riy|1ig) 2 -+ 2 @' (ri, 1|74, ,)s
for any ri € X;,, and ig€ L', i1 € L'(ryy), .., ik € L'(rip_y | Tir_y), where L'(r; |7:, ) =0.

Proof. Follows from Lemma 26 and Definition 36. See also Lemma 28, as well as Remark 27.
Firstly, 7ig A d — ¥(riy) A @' (ri,) and riy A @' (15) = (riy | 730) A @' (14, | 745) via Scope (14, @)
and Scope (74,,¢'(ri,)), respectively. Likewise, ¢'(ri, | 7i,_,) = ¥(ri | 7ip 1) A &' (1| 7ir_ )
for k=2,3,...,n—1. Finally, ¢'(r;,_, |7, ) = ¥ (ri, |70, _,), that is, ¢'(r;, | ri,_,) is empty.
Therefore, ¢ 2 @' (ri) 2 &' (riy| 75g) 2 -+ 2 ¢ (14, 1| 74, _5), in which ¢'(r5) D @' (74, | 74) via
Reduce (¢/(r4,), 3, ), and ¢/ (15, |73, _,) 2 &' (ri, | ri_,) via Reduce (¢/(riy |74y ), T3y ). <

» Lemma 38 (Any conditional scope is a syntactic consequence of its scope). For each r;, € X;,,
(i) B p(ri | i) for allin € L'(ryy), and ¥ (ry, ) F (ri, | ri,_,) for all iy € L'(ri,_ | 74,_5)-

Proof. Follows directly from Lemma 37. ¢ 2 ¢'(ry,), ¢ — ¥(ri,), and ¢'(riy) — ¥(ri | 7ig)-
Thus, Tr/)(’rh) 2 ¢(7“i1 | Tio)' Hence, w(’ril) - w(rh ‘ Tio)' AISO7 ¢ 2 (bl(rh ‘ rio)? ¢ - w(riQ)’ and
& (riy| rig) = (riy|riy). Thus, ¥(ry,) 2 ¥(ry,| ri, ). Hence, ¥(ri,) b 1(riy| riy ). Therefore, a
conditional scope 1 (r;, | i, _, ) can be derived from its scope (7, ), viz., ¥ (r;, ) F ¥ (ri | 76, _,)-
That is, because ) (r;, ) is consistent, ¢ (r;, |74, _,) is consistent (cf. Definition 5). <
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» Note 39. After the scan termination, ¢ reduces to ¢/, i.e., ¢ = ¢’ (Scan L24). That is,
¢ D ¢, while ¢ C 9. Let ¢ < ¢'. Then, ¢ = ¥ A ¢ such that ¢ and ¢ are properly disjoint,
in which v is consistent. L denotes the literals in ¢ and L’ denotes the literals in ¢, ¢ = A Ck.

» Theorem 40 (Satisfiability). The following statements are equivalent for any {i,j} C L.
p1: Before the termination, as 1(r;) was inconsistent, ¥ <— Y AT; and L < LU {j}, that
is, r; was removed from ¢ and j from L'. Otherwise, r; N ¢ — ¥(r;) A ¢'(r;), that is, ¥(r;)
was consistent such that ¥ (r;) and ¢'(r;) were properly disjoint. Then, it was redundant to
check whether ¥ ¢'(r;) in order to decide if ¥ ¢(r;). Thus, ¥ ¢(r;) iff ¥(r;) was inconsistent.
po: After the termination, ¢ — W(r;) A @' (r;) for each r; € X;, where X; = {z;,T;}.
P3¢ = W(rig) ANY(rig | 1ig) Ao Ay, | ri,_, ), that is, ¢ the formula is reducible to a
minterm consistent, thus ¢ is satisfiable. Then, « denotes a satisfying assignment such that
a = (1)U (riy | 1)U U (ry, | 7,y ), 0 which L(ry )N L(ri, | 7i,)0--OL(ry, | ri,_,) = 0.

Proof. The proof is to show that p; = ps, p2 = ps, and p3 = p; (see pg. 88 in [1]).

It is obvious that ps <= p; holds, which denotes a duality theorem (see pg. 34-36 in [4]).
That is, ¥(r;) is consistent for any ¢ € L’ and each r; € X; iff ¢(r;) is inconsistent for any
j € £ and some r; € X;, £ C L, after Scan (¢) terminates. In other words, each r; € X, is
compatible for any i € L"iff some rj € X is incompatible, thus 7; is necessary, for any j € L,
after Scan () terminates. See also Definitions 29-31, as well as Note 32 and Lemma 33.

For ps = ps, the proof is to show that the construction process of 1& the minterm, i.e.,
¥ =1p(rig) ANU(riy| i) A Aip(rs,,
consistency of . Then, production of the next minterm (r;, | r;,_,) depends only upon the
current formula ¢'(r;,_,|ri,_,), that is, it does not depend on the past ¢'(r;,), &' (ri, | Tig)s - - - s
¢I(rikf2‘ Tik—S)' Hence, ¢ — 1#(%) A (b/(rio)’ ¢I(Ti0) - w(ril | rio) A ¢/(ril | rio)’ ¢/(Ti1 ‘ Tio) -
U(rig| i) N (rig| 7ir), - & (ri, 1| 7i,_5) = ¥(ri, |73, _,). Then, appending ¢(r;,|7i,_,) to
(W(rig) A(riy|Tig) A=+ A(ri,_ | i, _,)) preserves consistency of 1. Thus, ¢ — v, and ¢
is satisfiable. The following steps specify the construction of 1& (see also Lemmas 37 and 38).

Step 0. Follows from the statement ps (see Lemmas 26 and 28 and Remark 27). Pick
ig € L' and 1;, € X, thus rig A — (ri )AS (145), or ¢ — (i) AP (15,). Then, ¢ 2 ¢'(ri,),
L'= L(r;y) U L'(ry,), and L(r,) N L'(r4,) = 0, i.e., ¢ (r;,) and ¢'(r;,) are properly disjoint.

Step 1. Pick any i; € L'(r;,) and r;, € Xy, thus 7, A @' (15) = ¥(riy | 73) A &' (13, | 740 ), OF
&' (riy) = Y(riy | Tig) N (14, | 730 )- That is, ¢'(15,) 2 ¢ (74, | 74,), and (riy | 7i,) and ¢/ (rs, | rig)
are properly disjoint. Then, L'(r;,) = L(riy | riy) UL (14| 7o) and L(ry | 7o) VL (14| 74,) = 0.
Also, from step 0, L' = L(r;,) UL (r;,) and L(r;,) N L'(r;,) = 0. Because L'(r;,) 2 L(riy|7i,),
L(ri) N L(riy | 7iy) = 0. Because L'(r;,) 2 L'(r4,|74), L(riy) N L' (14, | 74,) = 0. Consequently,
L'= L(ry) U L(ri, | 73,) UL (riy| r45) and L(ry,) OV L(ri, | 745) N L' (4, | 745,) = 0. That is, L' is
partitioned into L(r;,), L(ri,|74,), and L'(r;, | ri,). Recall that ¢ D ¢'(r;,) from step 0 and
&' (1iy) = ¥(ryy| riy) from step 1. Also, ¢ — ¥(r;,) from step 0. Then, 1(r;;) D (i, | 74,)-
Hence, 9(r;,) F ¥(riy | 7i,). Recall that ¢(r;,) is consistent and L(r;,) N L(r, | riy) = 0. As a
result, (¥ (ri,) A (ri,|ri,)) is consistent. Therefore, ¢ — 1(ri,) A (1| 7i) A &' (riy | 740)-

Step 2. Pick any is € L'(r;, | 15,) and i, € X5, thus ¢ (14, | 7iy) = V(| 73) A @' (1iy]| 74)-
Then, L'(ry,| riy) = L(riy| 75,) U L'(r4,| 75,) such that L(r,|rs,) N L'(r4,|75,) = 0. Also, from
step 1, L' = L(r;,) U L(r, | 74,) U L' (74, | 74, ) such that L(r;,) N L(ry|ri,) VL' (riy|ri,) = 0
As aresult, L(r;,) N L(ri, | 7iy) N L(ri,| 7,) = 0. Hence, (L(riy) U L(ri, | 735)) 0 L(riy | 7,) = 0.
Note that ¢ (ri,) - ¢ (ri,| i, ). Consequently, appending v (r,|74,) to (¥(ri,) A(ri,| i)
preserves the consistency. That is, (1(ri,) A (ri,|7ie) A 1(ri,| 73,)) is consistent. Therefore,
¢ = P(rig) ANY(riy|Tig) A (rin| 7i) A @' (riy | 74,).

Step 3. L'is partitioned into (L(ri,) U L(rs, | i) U L(riy | 74,)), L(7iy| 74,), and L' (ri| 74,).

i, _, ), exhibits the Markov property, which preserves
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Step n. L'(r;,|ri,_,) = 0. L'is partitioned into (L(ri,) UL(ri, | ri,)U---UL(r;,_ |75, _,))
and L(r;,|7i,_,). That is, (¥(ri,) A(ri|rig) A A(ri,_i|7i,_,)) and (r;, | i, ) are
properly disjoint, which are consistent as well. Thus, ¢ = Y(rig) A Np—y ¥ (riy | 74,1 ), which
is consistent. Since ¢ — ¥, ¢ is satisfiable and Fo ¢ by a = Y(rio) UUp—y (73| 73, ), which
denotes a satisfying assignment. Recall that ¢ + ¢’ (see Note 39). Therefore, ps = p3 holds.

Finally, we show p3 = p1. ¢ 2 ¢/(r;) (from the statement py). ¢ is satisfiable (from step n).
Thus, ¢'(r;) becomes satisfiable, after Scan terminates. As a result, it is redundant to check
unsatisfiability of ¢/(r;) in order to decide unsatisfiability of ¢(r;), where ¢(r;) = ¥ (r;) AP (r;)
such that ¢ (r;) and ¢/(r;) are properly disjoint. Therefore, inconsistency of ¢(r;) the minterm,
which is sufficient, becomes necessary also for the unsatisfiability of ¢(r;), thus ¥ ¢(r;) iff
(r;) is inconsistent, before Scan terminates. See also Definition 5 and Claim 35. <

» Corollary 41 (Prime Normal Form). W= A, ., ((2:) VY(Ts)), asri — ¢(r;) for allr; € X;.
Proof. Follows from Theorem 40. Note that ¥ denotes the semantics and ¢ the syntax. <
» Proposition 42. The complexity of X3SAT is O(mn?), and of XSAT is O(mn?*).

Proof. The proof is obvious (see Scan). Note that |Cy| < 3, or |Ck| < n by Definition 3. <

3.3 Construction of a Satisfying Assignment

Let (ig,i1,--.,n) be a literal ordering such that ig € L', i1 € L'(r;,), ... in € L'(ri, |75, _5)-

Then, o = tp(riy) Utp(riy) U=+ Uth(ry, ). Also, a = (rig) Uth(rs,[1ig) U=+ Unh(ri, [, ),

in which 9 (r;,), ¥ (ri; | 7i)s - - -y (14, | 74,_, ) are properly disjoint (see Definition 11), where
k

w(ril | Tio) = w(ril) - ¢(7“io) and w(rlk ‘ Tikfl) = w(rik) - (w(rio) U Ul:2 w(”z—l | 7“2‘172)).

» Example 43. Let ¢ = (210T20x6) A (23024 OT5) A (23026 OT7) A (24O 26 ©T7). Then,
Y =T3 ATy ANTs and @' = (21 O Ty © x6) A (26 © T7). Thus, L' = {1,2,6,7}. Consider the
ordering (Z7,z2,21). Note that 7 € L', 2 € L'(T7), and 1 € L'(x3|Z7). Then, F, ¢’ by a =
(T1) U h(s) Uth(an), where §(Er) = {Fr, T}, $(w2) = {22}, and ${z1) = {21, 72, T, To).
Also, (T7, x2,21) = ¥(Tr) AN (22| Tr) A (21| 22), in which (x| Zr) = ¥(z2) — ¥(T7), and
V(x1] 22) = ¥(21) — (Y(22| Tr) Uh(Tr)). Then, Fo ¢’ by o = {T7, T} U{w2} U{z1}. That is,
27 =0,16 = 0,29 = 1,21 = 1 for satisfying ¢’. Also, 3= 0,24 = 0,25 = 0 by 1, fixed for ¢.

3.4 Quantified Propositional Logic: TQBF

TQBF is PSPACE-complete (see pg. 339 1in [3]). Let 8 = Acg be a 3SAT formula, where ¢, =
(riVr;Vry,). Let ¢ = ACy be an X3SAT formula transformed from /. Let ¢ be satisfiable.

» Definition 44 (Quantified Boolean Formula). Q171 Qara -+ - Qnry B, where Q; € {3,V}.

» Note. The QBF in Definition 44 is conventionally expressed by Q121 Q222 -+ Qnx, 5, in

which z; € {0,1}. Thus, r;=z; iff z; =1, and r; = Z; iff ;=0 iff T; = 1, since r; € {x;,T; }.
Firstly, prime assignments of each clause ¢y are determined, which are denoted by 1.

Next, the Prime Normal Form (PNF) is constructed based on the prime assignments.

» Definition 45 (Prime assignments). r; AT;, T; Arj and r; Ar; are the prime assignments
for cj = (riV r;), in which ¢y, = r; NT;. Likewise, r; NTj ATy, Ti ANTj ATy .., AT ATy aTe
the prime assignments for cpr = (r;V rjV ry), in which ¥, = ri A1j A Ty.

» Definition 46 (Prime clause). 0 is a disjunction of prime assignments such that either & =
(Y VRNV L), or §p= (Y, Vi V- VL), Thus, & denotes a Disjunction Normal Form.
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» Definition 47 (PNF). ¥ = A" \/I" ¥% such that ¥} A B is satisfiable, n € {1,2,...,7T}.
Note that i A 3 is satisfiable iff 1% A ¢ is satisfiable, because 3 and ¢ are equisatisfiable.

Note also that 8 denotes the syntax and ¥ denotes the semantics (cf. Corollary 41).

» Lemma 48 (Collapse of a prime clause to a prime satisfying assignment). 1% A 0 b %

Proof. Follows directly from Definitions 45-47. <

» Note 49. Because 3 is satisfiable, there exists (¢ A 1/)% Ao APl consistent with .

» Definition 50 (Legal moves). 5 = A\é, a 2SAT formula, in which &, = T;V 7, such that
riATu AV is inconsistent or riAry, A leads to a conjunct r; for some j € A, A={2,4,...,n},
fO’f' any (Zvu) in {(1a3) ( 5) ( n-— 1) (3,5),...7(3,TL— 1)7(577)7“'7(”_37n - 1)}

» Theorem 51 (True QBF). 3r1Vry IrgVry - - Ir,_1Vr, B is true iff the following statement
is true, in which cap(r;,r;) denotes that Y(r;,v;) AU A B is consistent.

21, T2) and c.ap(xq,T2) OR cw(fl,xg) and c.p(T1, To AND 1

h( ( )

Az, x4) and cap(x1,Tq) OR (T, xq) and c.)p(T1,Ty) AND
Az, 1) and cap(zy,Tp) OR A(T1, xp) and ca)(T1,Tp) AND
(‘T27x3) or 0-1/’(1’2’53) AND (EQa ) or Cw(anf?)) AND 4
(a2, w5)  or cap(w2,Ts) AND (T2, w5)  or (T2, Ts) AND
(2o, Tp—1) or c(To,Tp_1) AND (X9, Tp—1) or cp(Te,Tp—1) AND
A(xs, T4) and cap(rs,Tq) OR (T3, z4) and cp(Ts,Tq) AND
WP(xs,xg)  and c.4p(x3,Te) OR (T3, we) and c.(T3,Te) AND

( (

cW(Tp_1,2n) and cb(Tn—1,Tp) OR Tp—1,Zn) and c(Tp_1,Tn)-

Proof sketch. Let ®:= ¥ A 3, O(r;,rj) = (r;,rj) AN ®, and ¢(r;,rj) == r; Ar;. Recall that
A =1{2,4,...,n}, which denotes the universally quantified literals. Consider the evaluation of
O (1, x2). T; is removed from any ¢ such that r; € (x1, x2), thus ¢ (x1, x2) + (a1, 22) A G
and any ¢&, is removed from 3. Every 0, is removed from ¥ such that 9% C 9(zy, x) (see
also Lemma 48). Every ¢! containing z/)j is removed from any dj such that ¢ (z1, z2) A wj is
inconsistent. If 0, = ¥} also, then ¥(x1, x2) < (1, z2) A ¢}, and d is removed from W. If
1 (z1, x2) becomes inconsistent, or r; € ¥(x1, z2) for some j € (A—{2}), then “c.¢)(F1, z2) and
c.(T1,T2)" holds (cf. L1). As a result, ¢ AVrgIrs---Ir,_1Vr, @ holds, where ¢ < ¢ A T.
Therefore, x1 is removed from each &, ¥ < 1 A &, and & is removed from 3. Also, any
containing x; is removed from each &. If 0, = 9} also, then 9 < ¢ A ¢, and 6 is removed
from ¥. Consider the evaluation of ®(x2,T3). If ¥(x2,Z3) is inconsistent, or r; € Y(x2, T3)
for some j € (A —{2}), then “c.¢p(x2,z3) AND c.)(Ta,x3) or c.9)(T2,T3)” holds (cf. L4), i.e

xg = x3. Thus, ® < ® A (T2V x3). If some v(r,,r,) becomes inconsistent, or r; € ¥(ry, ry)
for some j € (A — {v}), then each ®(r;,r;) is re-evaluated. Consequently, if ¢) or & becomes
inconsistent, or if r; € ¢ for some j € A, then the QBF is false. Otherwise, the QBF is true.
In this case, ®(r;,r;) = ¥(ri, ;) A ®'(r4,7;), in which ®'(r;, ;) is contained by ®. Note that
there exists (¢(ri,7;) AY(rj, %) A+ A(ry, 7)) consistent with @ (see also Note 49). <

» Note 52. The QBF is false if r; € ¢’ for some j € A when Scan (¢) terminates due to L24.

» Note. The QBF is false if 3 contains a clause (r; V r; V r,,) such that {, j,u} C A. Note
that 7; AT; ATy A B is unsatisfiable. Recall that A denotes the universally quantified literals.

» Remark 53. Let ® be constructed by removing {ry,7s,...,7n—1} from ® if the QBF is true.
Then, ® is valid. Recall that any r; € {z;,Z;} is compatible for all i € L’ by Theorem 40.
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» Example 54. Let § = (0V 23V T2) A (T1V 1V Z3). Then, Y = x3 A x2, )2 = T3 A T2, and
Y3 = x3 A\ To. Also, Y* =T A x3, > =121 AT3, Y =T A T3, and "= 1 A 3. Hence, ¥ =
(VP2 P3) A (P V- - -V p7), in which ¢! A7 denotes a satisfying assignment (see Note 49).
> Example 55. Let 3 = (z1V z2) A (22V 23) A
8.10 on pg. 342 in [3]). Then, ¥ = [(z1 A x3) V
(Ta A 23)] A [(z2 AT3) V (x2 A x3) V (T2 AT3)] by Definition 45. Consider (z; A Ty) A W. Since
(Ta A 3) A (Ty A T3) is inconsistent, (21 A Ty) is removed from W. Also, (Zz Arg) A ¥ leads to
inconsistency for each r3 € X3. Hence, U = [(x1 Ax2) V (T1 A x2)] A [(x2 A x3) V (22 AT3)], in
which § = d3. Because 2 € A and T ¢ 1° for any 7, the QBF is false. Note that T is already
incompatible for ¢ by Lemma 25. Hence, zo € ¢/, thus the QBF is false (see Note 52).

(x2VT3). Consider Ir1Vry Irg 5 (cf. Example
(33‘1/\52) vV (fl A 1‘2)] A [(1‘2 A 1‘3) V (.132 /\53) vV

» Example 56. ¥ is constructed as in Table 1 for ¢;= (x1V 23V Ta) and co = (T1V 22V Ty).

Table 1 3 = ci1 Acz and ¥ = 61 A 2, where 01 = (' V2V --- V7)) and d2 = (P2V P2 V-V h'4)

Pt = (a:l/\:vg/\xz) (xl/\a:3/\a:2) P& = (51/\52/\.%‘4) Pl = (flAiﬂz/\Z&L)
P2 = (a:l/\:vg/\acz) (.T1/\333/\$2) P = (.’If1/\$2/\$4) P2 = (51/\52/\54)
Y3 = (T1 AN T3 A T2) = ) PO = (21 AT2ATs) PB3 = (z1AT2\Ts)
( ) Y= (T1A 22 A Ty)

T1 A\ T3\ To
1/)7_ x1 N\ X3 N\ T2

Consider 3r1Vry Ir3Vry 8. Firstly, 3 is determined by Definition 50: 71 A r5 A U is consistent
for any r1 € X and r3 € X3, while 71 A T3 A § - To. Hence, 8 = z1V 2:3. Then, D(x1,T) =
1/)($1,fg) A q”(l‘l,fQ), where w(l‘l,fz) = 1 A To A Y1° and (I)/(Jfl,fz) = (wf’ V ¢7) A B Since
T4 € (21, T2), x1is incompatible, i.e., Tq is necessary, thus ® «+ T A @, and D =71 Az3A .
Note that T; in ¢s is already decided to be necessary for @, since L(cg) — A = {1}. Thus, the
QBF is true by Theorem 51, that is, Vao Vs [(23VT2) A (T1V 22V T4)] is true for 21 = 0,25 = 1.
Then, & = (25 V T2) A [(Ta A zg) V (22 A xg) V (To ATy) V (22 ATy)], constructed by removing
T and x3 from @ (see Remark 53). Note that ® < Ty Axz A (V2 Vhs) A (8 V h1tV 12V 4h14),

4  Conclusion

Let ¢(rj) = rjAd. Then, 1A ¢ reduces to 1 (r;) A¢'(r;) via XOR unless 1)(r;) is inconsistent
such that 1(r;) and ¢'(r;) are properly disjoint. That is, if ¢)(r;) is inconsistent, then ¥ ¢(r;),
hence r; is removed from ¢ and v <— ¥ AT;. Thus, ¢ reduces to ¥ A ¢’ unless # is inconsistent.
Also, 9 and ¢’ are properly disjoint. Claim: ¢’ is satisfiable. Note that there is no difference
in proving that ¢’ is satisfiable and proving that the inconsistency of the minterm ¢ (r;) is
necessary also for the unsatisfiability of the formula ¢(r;). Proof sketch: ¢ < ¢ AT; and
¢+ U {5} if ¥(r;) is inconsistent, where ¢ = L — £. Thus, v(r;) is consistent for all i € L’
and each r; € X;. As a result, if i ¢ (L' UZ), then 1(r;) is inconsistent. That is, if j € ¢, then
(r;) is inconsistent. Also, j € £ iff # ¢(r;). Therefore, if ¥ ¢(r;), then o (r;) is inconsistent.
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The Complexity of X3SAT: P = NP = PSPACE

A  Graph Isomorphism

Let f: V — V and g: E — E. An isomorphism of graphs G and G is a bijection between V/
and V such that any two vertices v; and v; are adjacent iff f(v;) and f(v;) are adjacent.

» Definition 57. The Boolean variable x;; denotes that v; is paired with ¥;, hence v; and ;
are similar, viz., if v; <+ ¥;, then v; ~ ¥;. Likewise, y;; denotes that if e; <+ €;, then e; ~ é;.
Hence, T;; denotes that v; +» v; and y,; denotes that e; <+ €;.

Graph Isomorphism is tackled via an example (see Figure 3).

V3 e3 V4 U1 €3 V3
Us %~ .| €5 €6 |
G: eq4 e G: é4 h €2
és €6 V2
v €1 vy 04 €1 Ds

Figure 3 Graphs G = (V, E) and G = (V, E).

Firstly, o is defined as follows with respect to the degrees of the vertices in V' and V.

o = (211 © 213) A (21 © T23) A (232 © T34 © T35) A (Ta2 © a4 © T45) A (T52 © T4 © Tps).
Note that x5e denotes that vs <> 05. Note also that vg = o1, i.e., d(vs) # d(v1).

Because f is a bijection, f~!
T32 = T4z A\ T, T34 = Taq A Tsa, T35 = Tas A Tss, Ta2 = T, T44 = Tsg, and Tys = Tss.
That is, Pppe = (fll\/ le) A (flg\/ ng) A (fgg\/ f42) AN (ng\/ f52) AN (Tg4v T44) A (f34\/ T54) A
(T35V Tus) A (T35V Tss) A (TazV Tsz) A (TaaV Tsa) A (TasV Tss). 3

Next, ¢g is defined as follows with respect to the degrees of the vertices in V' and V.

©g= Y13 N Y31 A (Y22 © Y24 © Y25 © Y26) N (Y42 © Yaa © Ya5 © Ya6) A (Y52 © Y54 © Y55 © Ys6) A
(Y62 © Y64 © Ys5 © Yss). Note that y13 denotes that eq <> 3. Note also that e; » &, because
the degrees of {v1,v2} are not paired with the degrees of {04, 05}, that is, d(v1) # d(04) and
d(v1) # d(05), and d(vq) # d(v4) and d(ve) # d(05). Likewise, ej » éa.

Because ¢ is a bijection, g~! can be defined by means of g Then, y2; = Yu; AN Y5, A Y
Yaj = Usj A\ Joj» and ys; = Yg; for any j € {2,4,5,6}. That is, g = /\je{2,4,5,6}@2j\/ Yuj) N
Y2V Us3) N (U2;V sj) N YV Usj) A (Ya;V Ygz) A (Ys5V Ysy)-

Finally, z;; and y;; are related by means of ¢, and ¢,,;, some of which are specified

can be defined by means of ;. Then, x11 = T21, T13 = T3,

below. Note that ¢, is defined over ¢f, and ¢,,; is defined over ;. For example, if ez <> €o,
then vg > U3 and vy <> 05. Note that d(vy) = d(05) and d(vy) = d(73), where d(vy) = 2 and
d(vg) = 3. Also, if vs <> 05, then e5 <> €5 or eg > €.

Pry = T11V Y13V Y44V Ya5V Y54V Ys5. Oyis = Y13V Z11V 13V T21V To3.
P13 = T13V Y13V Ya2V Yae V Y52V Ys6. Oysr = Yg1 V 234V T35V Taa V Tys.
Papy = T21V Y13V Y24V Y25V Y64 V Yo5- Oyzs = (Yoo V x23) A (Yaa V Z45).
Pass = Tss V Ys2 V Ye2- Oyes = (T V T23) N (Tgg V T52)-

Let ¢ = Pr AN PN PgN PN Py NPy N N Pagg N Pyig N Pyg N Ny, which denotes
an XSAT formula, after @g-, @y, ©g,; and ¢y, are transformed into an X3SAT formula. As
a result, G and G are isomorphic iff ¢ is satisfiable. Therefore, a satisfying assignment (see
Section 3.3) denotes an isomorphism. Note that ¢ = ¥ A ¢, where ) = y13 A y31. Note also
that ¢ = @ A @p A (Y22 © Y24 © Y25 © Y26) A (Y42 © Y24 © Ya5 © Yas) N (Y52 © Y54 © Y55 © Yse) A
(y62 O Y64 © Ye5 © yﬁﬁ) A @g*/\ P NPaig N N Pags A 90?}13(_@13) A (py:ﬂ(_@fyl) ARERNA Pyss> in
which ¢y,,(=713) = 11V 13V 221V z23. Note that yi3 is necessary for ¢, i.e., y13 € . Next,
incompatibility of x;; and ¥;; are checked by means of Lemma 25.
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