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ABSTRACT

The N-Queens problem, placing all N queens in a N x/N chessboard where none attack the
other, is a classic problem for constraint satisfaction algorithms. While complete methods like
backtracking guarantee a solution, their exponential time complexity makes them impractical
for large-scale instances thus, stochastic approaches, such as Las Vegas algorithm, are preferred.
While it offers faster approximate solutions, it suffers from significant performance variance due
to random placement of queens on the board. This research introduces a hybrid algorithm built
on top of the standard Las Vegas framework through iterative pruning, dynamically eliminating
invalid placements during the random assignment phase, thus this method effectively reduces
the search space. The analysis results that traditional backtracking scales poorly with increas-
ing N. In contrast, the proposed technique consistently generates valid solutions more rapidly,
establishing it as a superior alternative to use where a single, timely solution is preferred over
completeness. Although large N causes some performance variability, the algorithm demon-
strates a highly effective trade-off between computational cost and solution fidelity, making it
particularly suited for resource-constrained computing environments.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The N-Queens problem represents one of the most enduring challenges in combinatorial op-
timization and constraint satisfaction problems (CSPs), with applications spanning artificial
intelligence, scheduling, and resource allocation. This classical problem requires placing N
chess queens on an NV x N chessboard such that no two queens threaten each other horizontally,
vertically, or diagonally. While the problem appears deceptively simple, its computational com-
plexity has made it a benchmark for evaluating algorithmic approaches across multiple domains.
The n-Queens problem is solved by finding a way to place n queens on an n X n chessboard so
that none attack each other—is a long-studied combinatorial and constraint satisfaction chal-
lenge (Bell & Stevens, 2009 [3]). Although deterministic constructions exist (Hoffman et al.,
1969)[9], enumeration or solution for arbitrary n becomes intractable as complexity grows expo-
nentially (Bell & Stevens, 2009 [3]). Advanced constraint techniques and heuristics help manage
this exponential growth through state pruning mechanisms that eliminate attacked squares from
future consideration, substantially reducing the search tree.

Traditional approaches have predominantly relied on backtracking algorithms, which system-
atically explore the solution space by incrementally building partial solutions and abandoning
paths that cannot lead to valid configurations. However, as the problem size increases, the
exponential growth of the state space—ranging from 2V ? for unrestricted placements to N! for
column-wise restrictions—creates significant computational challenges. This exponential com-
plexity necessitates the development of more efficient algorithmic strategies that can handle
larger problem instances within reasonable time constraints.

Recent advances in randomized algorithms have demonstrated significant promise in addressing
computationally intractable problems. Among these, Las Vegas algorithms offer particularly
attractive properties for constraint satisfaction problems, guaranteeing correct solutions while
accepting variable execution times. Unlike Monte Carlo algorithms that trade correctness for
bounded execution time, Las Vegas algorithms ensure solution accuracy while leveraging ran-
domization to achieve expected polynomial-time performance. State space reduction techniques
have emerged as complementary approaches to traditional search methods, focusing on min-
imizing the search space size through intelligent pruning and constraint propagation. These
techniques eliminate infeasible regions of the solution space before exhaustive exploration, po-
tentially reducing computational complexity from exponential to polynomial time for certain
problem classes. A key concept in efficient search is state pruning or forward-checking: once
a queen is placed, all attacked squares (row, column, diagonals) are eliminated from future
consideration, reducing the search tree substantially.

This research investigates the integration of state space reduction techniques with Las Vegas al-
gorithms for solving the N-Queens problem, comparing this hybrid approach against traditional
backtracking methods. The significance of this work lies in addressing the fundamental trade-
off between solution guarantees and computational efficiency that has characterized N-Queens
research for over a century.

The paper presents a combination of Las Vegas algorithm approach with state space reduction
techniques to tackle the N-Queens problem more efficiently. The literature review highlights
past approaches, from classical backtracking to probabilistic and current heuristic methods, and
their limitations. Following the literature review, the methodology section presents the working
and analysis along with an example of our modified Las Vegas algorithm with pruning.



2. LITERATURE REVIEW

The N-Queens problem was first formalized by Max Bezzel in 1848, with Franz Nauck provid-
ing the initial solutions in 1850. The problem’s mathematical properties have been extensively
studied, with research establishing that solutions exist for all natural numbers N except N = 2
and N = 3. The asymptotic growth rate of solutions follows approximately (0.143N)", indi-
cating the exponential nature of the solution space.

Early explorations in N-Queens solving leaned heavily on deterministic backtracking approaches,
which guarantee completeness but often become computationally prohibitive in vast search
spaces. Arteaga et al. (2022) [2] conducted comprehensive comparisons of brute-force, branch-
and-bound, and integer programming approaches up to N = 17, demonstrating how com-
putational costs escalate dramatically with problem size. To address these limitations, state
pruning—also known as forward checking—emerged as a crucial optimization technique. Haral-
ick and Elliott (1980) [8] pioneered the integration of constraint propagation with backtracking
search, where placing a queen immediately marks off attacked squares, dramatically reducing
subsequent branching factors. Russell and Norvig (2020) [I6] further highlighted how pair-
ing forward checking with heuristics such as minimum remaining values (MRV) can reduce
backtracking operations by orders of magnitude, transforming previously infeasible tasks into
manageable computational problems. Deterministic construction methods have also contributed
significantly to the field. Hoffman et al. (1969) [9] developed an O(n)-time construction method
applicable to most values of n greater than 3, while Bernhardsson (1991) [4] extended explicit
placement algorithms to cover all valid n values. However, these deterministic approaches, while
efficient for finding single solutions, do not facilitate complete enumeration or provide insights
into the full solution space structure.

The limitations of deterministic methods for large-scale instances led researchers to explore
probabilistic approaches. Sosic and Gu (1990) [17] introduced groundbreaking polynomial-time
algorithms employing random permutations of queens with iterative improvement strategies,
capable of handling instances up to N = 500,000. Their approach utilized efficient diagonal
tracking mechanisms to identify and resolve conflicts in constant time, demonstrating the prac-
tical scalability of randomized methods. Building upon this foundation, Sosic and Gu (1991)
[18] developed enhanced probabilistic algorithms, including QS1’s row-by-row random place-
ment strategy with restart mechanisms, achieving near-linear performance for million-queen
problems through forward checking techniques. These methods established important prece-
dents for Las Vegas algorithmic approaches to constraint satisfaction problems. Rolfe (2006)
[15] later adapted these concepts for educational contexts, developing two Las Vegas variants:
permutation-based swap algorithms and GridSearch’s random safe placement per row with
restart capabilities. These simplified approaches maintained effectiveness for instances up to
N = 1000 while providing pedagogically accessible implementations.

Local search heuristics have demonstrated remarkable success in solving large-scale N-Queens
instances. Minton et al. (1992) [I3] pioneered the min-conflicts approach for constraint satis-
faction problems, where queens are iteratively relocated to positions that minimize constraint
violations. This method employs randomization to escape local minima and has proven capa-
ble of solving million-queen boards within minutes. [19] extended conflict-minimization search
techniques, achieving solutions for 1000-queen problems in seconds. These approaches, while
not strictly Las Vegas algorithms due to potential stalling behavior requiring restarts, effectively
demonstrate the power of randomization in pruning unproductive search paths. Metaheuristic
approaches have introduced nature-inspired optimization techniques to the N-Queens domain.
Al-Gburi et al. (2018) [1] developed hybrid bat-genetic algorithms that outperformed individual



genetic algorithm implementations on 500 x 500 boards, leveraging echolocation-inspired search
mechanisms combined with evolutionary crossover operations to reduce iteration requirements
and improve solution reliability. Erbag et al. (1992) [5] explored probabilistic beam search
perspectives, employing narrowed beam widths to prune weak search paths while solving in-
stances up to N = 500. These methods demonstrate the continued evolution of metaheuristic
approaches in addressing large-scale combinatorial optimization problems.

Modern constraint programming techniques have significantly advanced N-Queens solving ca-
pabilities.Van Beek (2006) [20] surveyed the evolution of backtracking algorithms, demonstrat-
ing how randomized variable ordering and restart strategies transform traditional backtrack-
ing into Las Vegas algorithms, with arc consistency techniques pruning inconsistencies before
search initiation. Gomes et al. (2008) [7]established connections between N-Queens solving
and satisfiability (SAT) solvers, where clause learning and geometric restart strategies enable
unit propagation-based pruning for large instances. These advanced constraint programming
methods represent the current state-of-the-art for exact solution approaches. Recent theoreti-
cal developments have focused on solution counting and bound refinement. Polson and Sokolov
(2024) [14] addressed counting challenges using Monte Carlo methods to achieve polynomial-
time estimates through quantile reordering techniques. Luria and Simkin (2021)[11] contributed
tighter lower bounds on solution numbers, refining asymptotic understanding of the solution
space structure.

Comparative studies reveal distinct performance characteristics across different algorithmic ap-
proaches. Las Vegas algorithms with pruning generally outperform pure backtracking meth-
ods by avoiding exhaustive search patterns, though restart frequency varies significantly based
on problem structure. Constraint programming methods can efficiently solve instances up to
N = 2000 [20], but Las Vegas approaches maintain advantages in implementation simplicity and
educational accessibility. Min-conflicts and related local search methods often achieve superior
linear scaling properties (Minton et al., 1992; Sosic & Gu, 1994)[13] [19], while metaheuristic
approaches typically exhibit slower convergence but demonstrate greater adaptability (Al-Gburi
et al., 2018)[1]. Arteaga et al. (2022) [2] benchmark studies for smaller instances suggest po-
tential advantages for Las Vegas approaches in single-solution finding scenarios. The evolution
from Sosic and Gu’s (1990) [17] pioneering breakthroughs to contemporary hybrid approaches
illustrates how randomization and pruning techniques continue to address the combinatorial
complexity inherent in the N-Queens problem, maintaining relevance both as a computational
challenge and as a pedagogical tool for algorithm design education.

3. ALGORITHM

The algorithm is divided into two function, the first is used to calculate and prune targeted
position after placing a queen and the other is the main working of Las Vegas algorithm which
facilitates random placement of queens.

3.1. Invalid Points Algorithm

The Invalid Points Algorithm, [I] is used to identify all positions on an n x n chessboard that
become unsafe when a queen is placed on the board. Once a queen occupies a square at position
(i,7), it threatens all other squares in the same row, the same column, and along both diagonals
passing through that point. To determine these attacked positions, the algorithm first initializes
an empty set. It then iterates through all indices from 0 to n—1, adding to the set every position
that lies in the same row , the same column, the negative diagonal, and the positive diagonal. Af-
ter finding all the unsafe positions, the algorithm removes the queen’s own position from the set.



Finally, the algorithm filters out any positions that fall outside the boundaries of the board,
ensuring that both row and column indices lie within the range 0 to n—1. Then the resulting set
of invalid positions is returned and used to restrict future queen placements, effectively reducing
the size of the search space. Since the algorithm performs checks across rows, columns, and
diagonals in a single pass, its overall time complexity is O(n?)..

Algorithm 1 Invalid Points Calculation

Require: n, i, j (Board size and queen position)
Ensure: Set of invalid positions for a queen placed at (i, j)

1: Initialize points «+ (0

2: forr=0ton—1do

3: Add (z,j) to points > Mark all positions in column j
4: Add (i, ) to points > Mark all positions in row ¢
5: Add (z,i1+ j — x) to points > Mark negative diagonal
6: Add (z,x — i+ j) to points > Mark positive diagonal
7: end for

8: Remove (i, j) from points > Remove the queen’s position
9: Filter points to retain only (p, q) where 0 < p,q < n return points

3.2. Function: Las Vegas Algorithm

The Las Vegas Algorithm, [2] solves the N-Queens problem by randomly placing queens on an
n x n chessboard while making sure that no two queens can attack each other.



Algorithm 2 Las Vegas Algorithm for n-Queens Problem

Require: n (Size of the board)
Ensure: An n x n matrix with queens placed

1: Define function create boolean_ array(n)

2:  Return an n x n matrix of ones

3: Define function las vegas(n)

4:  a < True

5: while a is True do

6: Initialize result <— create a boolean array of size n X n
7: Initialize valid_space < list of all indices in n X n

8: forc=0ton—1do

9: Select random ¢_pos from valid_space and remove it
10: Compute = |g_pos/n], y = qg_pos mod n
11: Compute attack positions using invalid _points(n,z,y)
12: for each (p, ¢) in attack positions do

13: Set result[p, q] < 0

14: Remove corresponding index from wvalid_space
15: end for

16: if valid_space is empty then

17: if : >n — 2 then

18: a < False

19: end if
20: break
21: end if
22: end for
23: end whilereturn result

It begins with a board where all positions are marked as valid, and a one dimensional list is cre-
ated containing every possible position on the board. Then, the algorithm randomly picks one
valid position from this list and places a queen there. After placing a queen on the board, it uses
the Invalid Points Algorithm, [1| to find all positions that become unsafe because of that queen.
These unsafe positions are marked on the board and also removed from the list of valid positions.

If the algorithm runs out of valid positions before placing all n queens, it starts over and tries
again. This process continues until queens are successfully placed in all rows without conflicts.
Once a valid arrangement is found, the algorithm returns the completed board along with the
number of attempts it took. Since the solution depends on how many retries are needed, the
overall time complexity is O(p - n?), where p is the number of attempts before a solution is
found.

Now we present the working example of the algorithm for the case of N=4

First we intialize a board with all position as valid,(V)

<i<|<|<
< << <
< <I<|<
< <I<|<

Table 1: Initialize a board with all position as valid.



Next, our algorithm random selects from one of the valid position, to place the queen, Q. And
the valid point algorithm (1] is used to invalidate the attacked positions, X.

X | X | V][V
Q| X | X | X
X | X | V|V
X | V]| X |V

Table 2: Place Queen at position (1,0). Mark attacked squares in red (X).

The above Step 1 is then repeated by choosing another random positions that is still valid. The
algorithm continues placing queens till there are at least as much valid positions as the queens
to be placed. This can result in two scenerios.

X[ X] QX
Q | X | X | X
X | X | X | Q
X | Q| X | X

Table 3: N queens placed on a nxn chessboard that follows constraint.

siksitelks
Siksibslt®;

ikl

O] | »<| <

Table 4: Less than N queens placed on a nxn chessboard that follows constraint.

Here on Scenario 2 in Table 4] the algorithm has exhausted the valid space without solving the
nqueen problem, as such it restarts the whole search from Step 1 as in Table

3.3. Analysis

In this section, we present a formal analysis of the above algorithm to demonstrate its correct-
ness. The analysis uses the concept of Loop Invariant Statement which is a condition that holds
true before and after each iteration of a loop. By establishing such an condition, we show that
the algorithm progresses towards its intended goal without violating essential correctness criteria

Loop Invariant Statement

At the start of each iteration of the loop in the las vegas function, the result matrix correctly
represents the state of the board, where queens have been placed in valid positions, and all
invalid positions (due to the placed queens) have been marked accordingly. Additionally, the
valid space list contains only those positions that are still available for placing a new queen.

Initialization

The result matrix is initially filled with 1s, indicating that all positions are valid for placing a
queen, and valid space list consists of index 0 to n? — 1 Since before the loop begins, no queens
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have been placed, every spot on the board is considered valid, and the valid space list includes
all available positions.

Maintenance:

A random position is chosen from the valid space list and then is removed from that list. Posi-
tions that become invalid due to previously placed queens are marked as 0. From the remaining
indices in the valid space list, the loop selects the random position. If the queen needs to be
placed and there is no valid solution then the loop restarts. If all queens are successfully placed
in valid positions, the loop will stop; otherwise, it restarts until a valid solution is found. The
result matrix will then show the valid positions where the queen is placed, with invalid positions
marked accordingly. The valid space list will contain only the positions where queens can still
be placed.

Termination:

The loop ends when all queens are successfully placed in valid positions. If no valid position
is found, the loop continues as usual until a valid solution is found. As a result, the result
matrix shows where each queen is placed correctly, and the valid space list includes positions
still available for placing additional queens.

4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The performance of the proposed algorithm for the n-Queens problem was evaluated against
the classical backtracking approach. Analysis was done on the basis of number of queens placed
before reaching the correct configuration and each algorithm was run for each n till first stable
placement was found. As the Las Vegas Algorithm, [2] is probabilistic in nature, the algorithm
was run for more than 1000 times for each n. Metrics such as mean, median, mode, skewness,
and kurtosis of the number of those attempts were computed for the probabilistic method, while
the number of attempts for backtracking was directly measured.

Histograms with kernel density estimates (KDE) for n values, as in [5| reveal that the probabilis-
tic algorithm exhibits positively skewed distributions with long right tails. This indicates that
while most runs converge in relatively few attempts, there exists a non-negligible probability of
encountering runs requiring orders of magnitude more attempts.

The skewness values consistently lie around 1.9-2.1, with kurtosis between 5.1-6.6, suggesting
heavy-tailed, leptokurtic distributions. This implies a concentration of outcomes around the
mean but with frequent outliers on the higher end. The best-fitting distributions for various n
include gamma, Weibull (minimum), and Pareto distributions, indicating that the algorithm’s
runtime is probabilistically bounded but not safe from to rare, extreme delays.
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Figures, 2| and [3] comparing mean, median, and mode across different n show that the mean
attempts for the probabilistic method increase with n, but at a slower rate than backtracking.
The median values follow a similar trend, lying below the mean for all n, as is expected with
the positive skew. Lastly, the mode values remain significantly smaller than both the mean and
median, suggesting that most runs are fast but occasional long runs increase the average.
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These findings confirm that the probabilistic method provides noticeable performance bene-
fits for moderate and large n, particularly when worst-case guarantees are not essential, and
solutions can be found with high probability in reasonable time. However, the heavy-tailed
distribution means that in rare cases, runtime can be unexpectedly long. This can be mitigated
with restart strategies or hybrid approaches.

This research addresses fundamental limitations of existing approaches while opening new av-
enues for theoretical analysis and practical application. The integration of state space reduction
techniques with Las Vegas algorithms for the N-Queens problem represents a novel contribution
to both constraint satisfaction methodology and randomized algorithm design.

The theoretical significance lies in demonstrating how probabilistic guarantees can be main-
tained while achieving deterministic space complexity improvements. The practical significance
involves providing scalable solutions for large-scale N-Queens instances that exceed the capa-
bilities of traditional backtracking approaches.

Future research directions include extending these hybrid techniques to other constraint sat-
isfaction problems, developing theoretical bounds for the expected performance of combined
approaches, and investigating the applicability of machine learning techniques for enhancing
both state space reduction and probabilistic search guidance.

4.1. Conclusion And Future Work

This work presented a hybrid Las Vegas algorithm with state pruning for solving the N-Queens
problem, showing that probabilistic search combined with pruning significantly improves ef-
ficiency compared to classical backtracking. By dynamically eliminating invalid placements
during the random assignment phase, the algorithm achieves faster convergence while preserv-
ing correctness. The results demonstrate its promise as a practical alternative where timely
solutions are preferred over completeness.

Future directions are threefold. First, although the present contribution focuses on N-Queens,
the approach can be framed more broadly as a hybrid stochastic—deterministic strategy for
constraint satisfaction problems (CSPs), with potential applications in scheduling, graph color-
ing, and resource allocation. Second, while correctness was established through loop invariants,
a deeper probabilistic runtime analysis is needed to formalize expected performance bounds.
Finally, extending the experimental scope to include competitive baselines such as the min-
conflicts heuristic, SAT /CP-SAT solvers, and metaheuristic approaches will provide a stronger
comparative foundation. These extensions would not only strengthen the theoretical contri-
bution but also clarify the broader applicability of the proposed method as a scalable tool for
CSPs.
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Figure 5: Las Vegas Algorithm Attempt Distributions for Various Values of n



One of the nqueen solution visulaized by Algorithm

Figure 6: Nqueen Solution visualized

.2. Supplementary Data

Table | provides detailed results comparing the probabilistic Las Vegas algorithm and the
classical backtracking method for the n-Queens problem.
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Table 5: Summary of performance metrics for Las Vegas and Backtracking algorithms
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