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[63] H. H. Hoos and T. Stützle. SATLIB: An online resource for research on SAT.
In I. P. Gent, H. van Maaren, and T. Walsh, editors, SAT2000, pages 283–292.
IOS Press, 2000. URL http://www.satlib.org.

[64] M. Huele, J. van Zwieten, M. Dufour, and H. van Maaren. March-eq: Imple-
menting additional reasoning into an efficient lookahead SAT solver. In Pro-
ceedings of the 7th International Conference on Theory and Applications of
Satisfiability Testing, volume 3542 of Lecture Notes in Computer Science, pages
345–359, Vancouver, BC, Canada, May 2004. Springer.

http://www.satlib.org


122

[65] R. Impagliazzo, T. Pitassi, and A. Urquhart. Upper and lower bounds for
tree-like cutting planes proofs. In 9th Annual IEEE Symposium on Logic in
Computer Science, pages 220–228, Los Alamitos, CA, 1994.

[66] S. Janson, T.  Luczak, and A. Ruciński. Random Graphs. John Wiley & Sons,
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[75] J. Kraj́ıček. On the weak pigeonhole principle. Fundamenta Mathematicae, 170
(1-3):123–140, 2001.

[76] B. Krishnamurthy. Short proofs for tricky formulas. Acta Informatica, 22:
253–274, 1985.



123

[77] D. Le Berre and L. Simon (Organizers). SAT 2004 competition, May 2004. URL
http://www.satcompetition.org/2004/.

[78] D. Le Berre and L. Simon (Organizers). SAT 2005 competition, June 2005.
URL http://www.satcompetition.org/2005/.

[79] L. Levin. Universal sequential search problems. Problems of Information Trans-
mission, 9(3):265–266, 1973. Originally in Russian.

[80] C. M. Li and Anbulagan. Heuristics based on unit propagation for satisfiability
problems. In Proceedings of the 15th International Joint Conference on Artificial
Intelligence, pages 366–371, Nagoya, Japan, Aug. 1997.

[81] C. M. Li, B. Jurkowiak, and P. W. Purdom. Integrating symmetry breaking
into a DLL procedure. In International Conference on Theory and Applications
of Satisfiability Testing, pages 149–155, Cincinnati, OH, May 2002.

[82] I. Lynce and J. P. Marques-Silva. An overview of backtrack search satisfiability
algorithms. Annals of Mathematics and Artificial Intelligence, 37(3):307–326,
2003.

[83] P. D. MacKenzie, July 2005. Private communication.

[84] J. P. Marques-Silva and K. A. Sakallah. GRASP – a new search algorithm for
satisfiability. In Proceedings of the International Conference on Computer Aided
Design, pages 220–227, San Jose, CA, Nov. 1996.

[85] J. P. Marques-Silva and K. A. Sakallah. Robust search algorithms for test
pattern generation. In Proceedings of the 27th International Symposium on
Fault-Tolerant Computing, pages 152–161, Seattle, WA, June 1997.

[86] D. A. McAllester, B. Selman, and H. Kautz. Evidence for invariants in local
search. In AAAI/IAAI, pages 321–326, Providence, RI, July 1997.
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