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Some numerical experiments of local search algorithms for the maximum edge weight clique problem

AR FRA T
Ryota Ishihara

WK g T

Satoshi Shimizu

1. FANE

257 G=(V,E)IZBWT, V OWMHES C D
EED 2 THMAMIZADVFETHLE C X2V =2 LIF
s, 757 G=(V,E)B’5zohl- &, Goh
TEEBDRRKD IV —2 % AO 5MEIXRKT D —
7 [ (LAFE, MCP &3l9) & EiEN 5. MCP i& NP
W2 EtREtfEO T T EERLDOTHY, %
S DOWZERTTHINT VWS [1].

MCP O—f#{b e UTTEHADPEAZ KDL T ORMED
HEzond, 757 G=(V,E) L&THEM v DEA w(v)
WEZoNLE, G OFTEAPRRKDI Y -2 %
RO sMExmAREAZ Y — 7 FE (L, MWCP
LERT) LR, 2EL, V OEASES VI OEMAR
w(V') =3 ey w(v) &35, MWCP (239 2531
BFFEMFEL LT MN/TS[2] ® LSCC[3] MR I 1
TW3. ZOZ20FEITEFERIEICHEDL.

MCP DD —ffbe LT G OHTEANRKAD Y
V=2 %R0 508 (RKAEAZ Y —IH#E, DK,
MEWCP & #9) &2 615, 2L, 297G =
(V,E) QIEAIZEAD L DKL e 1ZEH w(e) 5
ZAONTVWELE, V ONEE V' OREAZ w(V') =
S ey w((u,v)) LEDB.

EHSODHMBEY, MEWCP 1Z22W\WTlk, MCP %
MWCP (ZHARB E OIENTONTE ST, KRN
id PLS[4] M R4 7- 57225 72, PLS 1% DIMACS
RYFI—=2 TR UAENTHE Z IIRINTWVDS
7, MEWCP 12 U THRIN E S DIIER T TV,

Z 2T, HAIEMEWCP iS5 & 512 MN/TS,
LSCC IZZEHZHZ, PLS 5bET=20FEH
T MEWCP 2 UL ENDVERTH 20272, AR
T Z DIIRERDEREZRTHDTH 5.

AREDORERIZLAT D@D TH S, 2. TRFHEOWE %
RT3 TEBEMEROMEZRT. 4. TELHE5E

DFEIZDODNWTIER B,

2. RBREE

ARTHIEZITI =207 L3 A LIFWTNE BT
BREZHIZUEHRNFETHS. 2o 0hTiE
WZAWSNDE AZECIHFIZOWTANIZERZRT.

t i K%, Kobe University

Kazuaki Yamaguchi

i —= mH BB

Sumio Masuda

T v BT B TS DRSS E N) L RT. THM
H5 S CVITRL, N(S) = UpesN) EEDS. &
FREEZRIC B B R OEE R s ) — 2% C LT 5.
Co=N(C) LiEDB. C) B FDESITEDB.

Cr={v]|Ju, ve N(C\{u})}\ (CUCh)

Tbb, Ci %, CHhodd—D20HEEZIYRITIE
Co lZEENZHREMDODBTHAD S B, BIRFNTIX C
ZH Co b EEFNLVEDDEETH 5.
[RATERIE L 1%, BIEM C TR IEIEZ N2 TH S
NBMOES GEfE) OFh T BWREEZE LR C
T BN AR RET FIEORKTH S, =007 LT
Y ZALFWTIE C T 52U FD Add, Drop, Swap
BECE->THRONDEHEEZAWTHEZERT 5.

e Add: C IZIHM veCy 2R 5.

e Drop: C S THM v e C ZFR<.

e Swap:C IZIHR ve Cy ZMMA, C 25 ug N(v)
RBTEM u & HUD BR<.

AR T ET PLS C2WTHEHL, Wiz MEWCP
IR TES L D12 MN/TS & LSCC IZEE %A 7=
HDIZDOWTHIBIZHEAT 5. FHOHS L, 71T
ALDRAMPFMRZL L IZRR DI oT WS, £z,
BOLBEROMEIZED, BTV TV XLDFHHIKH

BE S N (timeLimit) (T2 > 2R TR T T
5E51ZL T3,

2.1 PLS (Phased Local Search)

PLSZ=20D 7 = — X% 0 B 22056 FER %217
5. Algorithm 1 @ linel~line8 {Z PLS @ K#t% 77
fift C OWHEIX T ¥ X LIRARETHS v =D P65
B4E (v} 95, 2K, 72X L7 2 —X (Random),
RF)NT 4 7 = —X (Penalty), {X# 7 = — X (Degree)
CIEEND 3 DD 7 = — X% Y2035 iR %
75, ThETho 7 = —XE 50 [, 50 [, 100 [@3 D
09

3D 7 = —ADFREL 72 5 Phase (Algorithm 1
line9~1ine30) IZOWTHAT S, UTIRTHOBE
W% iterations |2 & o> THE I NEEZITITS. 2
B HLABEDFELTTIE/NT A — & Perturb THEI NS
FIRZ L0 F =0z 1535 (line28) .



RRIZBWTHOKEIDVEE 5D %S 57
DIZ, C ~NDEMZFHFSRVHROES U %
REELTWa. 2D U Iz &k 5l & s LD
D, Add D A[REAR L SITATRERBR DD IR L
Add %47\ (linel2 ~ linel9), TERWVWE &
1 Swap W ZFKA S (line20 ~ line24). PAE
EVWTNONIE TERS LD ETHRIRT.

PR, BIEMUITKUARF LT 1 L WS EDBEE S N
5. FEMIEEINT 5%, BRI C IZ Ao B E W

FRIFEMEBRREL 0D L D12, W UpdatePenalties

(line27) IZHWCTHEEHF I NS, 772U, Z0fE%EH

WTHERD 8% DB DIE Penalty 7 = —ADAT

HY, HO7 z—XzBVWTIEFBRI L.
UTIZ32D7 2 —XAD Selection ¥ Perturb D
ZRY.

e Random 7 = —X : RandomSelect 1 C IZHIZ 5
N7z 6 w(C) BT 2 THAESDOHFNS T v
LIZTER R 1 D&Y 5. Reinitialise 137 v &
WIHA R 1 DEIRL T, O o ZOTEMICHE#REL
TWRWHRZ R TR BRS.

e Penalty 7 = — X : PenaltySelect 1% C IZMZ 51
726 w(C) VBT B EREADOF NS HE A
FUT 4 DIRVIER % 1 DRI 5. Initialise 1%
FURLIZIEM vV 2 1DERLT, C% v DAIZ
5.

e Degree 7 = — X : DegreeSelect 1% C \ZIZ 51
7256 w(C) LB MNT 2HAESGOTNSKE
RBDOEWIHR % 1 D& RS 5. Reinitialise 1
Random 7 = — X ® Reinitialise & [FU.

2.2 MN/TS
search)
MN/TS 1% 7 —H —F Iz S WETH B, Algo-
rithm 2 (2 K#% /RS, MN/TS TIEX7—Y X MZH
MEANTEL. ZTOVAMIAEENDHEALEFEZ
EA BTV SN, nfEOHER D, HERE
f# ClocalBest DEFDTHONIRD 5 72[A1EL NI (Not Im-
proved) 28Z 5. b UEHNGZ oNEE (8T X —
X2 L) fibhirhi C ’E?ﬂ,ﬁﬁﬂlbb%ﬁf:f;gﬁ%%ﬁ5
#MDIZ greedyConstruction 12 X DMK 7 VU —
ZED C I AN B (line3d) . ¥RIT, ﬂ7“——')7\}\
tabuList &\ 7R #E#R %175 (lined ~linel6) .
tabuList ZZB LN S C PO TFIZRT =DDFE
% N1(C), N3(C), N3(C) Z1E5 (line8). 7272L N;(C)
ZMEMES Co \ tabuList > S THMZEY C 12 Add

(Multi-neighborhood tabu

BUEE1T5 2 TRbNE 2 ) — 2 DHESE, Ny(C) i
ERIEES O \ tabuList 7* 5 THAM %2 #E Y C 1T Swap #
fEzfi>zeciond oz —20%4A, N3(C) ik C

IZ Drop B/E %2175 Z & TROoNB 7Y - DEESTH
5. INSDOEFEDHTHRLEADKE W C' ZHi7-
B C T3 (line). TOEHIZLD C 2SNz
JHM%E X7 =) AMIMZ 3 (linell). L C OEAD
ClocaiBest £ D BREZNFNIL Crocaipest ZHEFL, NI %
129 % (linel2~linel5). BA LD AR & 85 i KA
ClocalBest ¥ L [BIBEH S R EIV— T %2 4K\T, H#i7z
RANIRD S DEEREFTS.

Algorithm 1 PLS

INPUT: G = (V,E), w[], timeLimit
OUTPUT: CyiobaiBest
: CgiopatBest < 0, U 0

C <+ {a randomly selected vertex fromV'}

while time < timeLimit do
Phase(50, RandomSelect, Reinitialise)
Phase(50, PenaltySelect, Initialise)
Phase(100, DegreeSelect, Reinitialise)

end while

return quobalBest

9: function Phase(iterations, Select, Perturb)
10: do

11: do

12: while Cy \ U # 0 do

13: v < Select(Cy \ U)

14: C+ CU{v}

15: U+ 10

16: end while

17: if w(C) > w(CyiobaiBest) then
18: CyiobaiBest < C

19: end if

20: if C1\ U # 0 then

21: v« Select(Cy \ U)

22: U+ UU(C\N(v))
23: C+ (CNN@w))U{v}
24: end if

25: while Cy # 0 or C1\U # 0
26: iterations + iterations — 1
27: Update Penalties

28: Perturb

29: while iterations > 0

30: end function




Algorithm 2 MN/TS

INPUT: G = (V,E), w[], L, timeLimit
OUTPUT: CglobalBest
1: CglobalBest — @

2: while time < timeLimit do

3: Initiate C greedyConstruction

4: Initiate tabulList

5: NI+ 0

6: ClocatBest < C

7 while NI < L do

8: Construct Ni,No and N3 from C and

tabulList

9: C « Select best neighbor C' € N{UN;UN3
10: NI+~ NI+1
11: Update tabuList
12: if W(C) > W(CjocalBest) then
13: NI+ 0
14: ClocalBest < C
15: end if
16: end while
17 if W(ClocaiBest > W (CyiobaiBest) then
18: CgiovalBest < ClocalBest
19: end if

20: end while

21: return CyiopaiBest
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Algorithm 3 LSCC

INPUT: G = (V,E), w[], L, timeLimit
OUTPUT: CglobalBest
1: CglobalBest < @

2: while time < timeLimit do

3: Initiate C greedyConstruction
4: step < 0
5 ClocalBest < C
6: while step < L do
7: Vadd  select a best vertex in C|
8: Vswap < Select a best vertex in Cl, u
the vertex in C'\ N (Vswap)
9: if Cj # () then
10: if Agdd > Aswap then
11: C + CU{vgaa}
12: else
13: C <+ CU{vsuap} \ {u}
14: end if
15: else
16: Vdrop < select a best vertex in C
17: if Aswap > Adrop then
18: C <+ C U {vsupap} \ {u}
19: else
20: C <+ C\ {virop}
21: end if
22: end if
23: step < step + 1
24: Update confChange
25: if W(C) > W(CglobalBest)) then
26: CyiobalBest < C
27: end if
28: end while

29: end while

30: return CyiobalBest
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7% 1: comparison for MCP and MWCP

PLS | MN/TS | LSCC

DIMACS

60.1 59.7

59.8

BHOSLIB

45.2 45.7

44.7

DIMACS (MWCP) | 6333.5 | 6369.5 | 6368.7

BHOSLIB (MWCP) | 4828.1 | 4877.5 | 4867.7

# 2: results on DIMACS

MN/TS PLS LSCC
Instance V|  dens Whest time[s] success | time[s] success | time[s] success
brock200_1 200 0.745 21230 1.59 10 0.02 10 3.16 10
brock200_2 200  0.496 6542 5.77 10 0.01 10 5.10 10
brock200-3 200  0.605 10303 7.89 10 <e 10 6.36 10
brock200-4 200 0.658 13967 <e 10 0.01 10 <e 10
brock400_1 400 0.748 35257 - 0 0.27 10 -
brock400_2 400  0.749 40738 16.04 9 0.11 10 23.26
brock400-3 400  0.748 46785 4.54 10 0.06 10 19.46
brock400_4 400 0.749 54304 0.84 10 0.02 10 0.32 10
brock800_1 800 0.649 25050 0.45 10 1.02 10 0.61 10
brock800_2 800  0.651 27932 - 0 10.21 10 - 0
brock800-3 800  0.649 30972 - 0 9.79 10 - 0
brock800_4 800 0.650 30950 - 0 2.67 10 37.19 1
c-fat500-10 500 0.374 804000 1.21 10 <e 10 0.01 10
c-fat500-2 500  0.073 38350 0.27 10 <e 10 <e€ 10
c-fat500-5 500 0.186 205864 0.51 10 <e 10 <e 10
C1000.9 1000 0.900 234013 17.46 10 21.53 - 0
C2000.5 2000 0.500 14927 10.36 9 34.25 15.70 10
C2000.9 2000 0.900 317839 58.45 - - 0
C4000.5 4000 0.500 19304 34.40 3 - 15.65 1
C500.9 500 0.900 164953 0.21 10 0.46 10 3.96 10
DSJC1000-5 | 1000 0.500 12054 0.13 10 2.35 10 0.27 10
hammingl0-2 | 1024 0.990 13140816 8.47 10 0.09 10 0.43 10
hamming10-4 | 1024 0.829 83280 30.01 3 14.53 6 30.97 4
johnsonl16-2-4 | 120  0.765 3808 0.03 10 <e€ 10 0.10 10
johnson32-2-4 | 496  0.879 16330 0.34 10 - 0 1.58 10
keller4 171 0.649 6745 <e 10 0.01 10 0.01 10
kellers 776 0.752 38901 3.06 10 19.89 10 1.69 10
keller6 3361 0.818 176876 - 0 - 0 19.27 1
MANN_a27 378 0.990 802575 - 0 19.88 1 - 0
MANN_ad5 | 1035 0.996 5872099 - 0 45.01 1 - 0
MANN_a81 | 3321 0.999 60365230 - 0 52.45 1 - 0
san1000 1000 0.502 10661 18.54 8 12.52 10 12.02 10
san400.0.5_1 400  0.500 7442 2.56 10 0.18 10 0.09 10




# 3: results on BHOSLIB

MN/TS PLS LSCC
Instance [V|  dens  Whyest | time[s] success | time[s] success | time[s] success
frb30-15-1 | 450 0.824 44069 0.06 10 0.07 10 0.56 10
frb30-15-2 | 450 0.823 44078 0.06 10 0.05 10 0.22 10
frb30-15-3 | 450 0.824 43414 3.35 10 3.05 10 5.81 10
frb30-15-4 | 450 0.823 43884 0.14 10 0.03 10 0.84 10
frb30-15-5 | 450 0.824 43675 3.38 10 2.51 10 5.51 10
frb35-17-1 | 595 0.842 59629 16.53 10 13.59 10 18.00 9
frb35-17-2 | 595 0.842 59973 2.94 10 1.61 10 5.13 10
frb35-17-3 | 595 0.842 60357 1.07 10 1.13 10 17.03 10
frb35-17-4 | 595 0.842 59653 | 16.42 10 23.23 9 4.67 5
frb35-17-5 | 595 0.841 60749 0.29 10 2.01 10 1.01 10
frb40-19-1 | 760 0.857 79800 2.23 10 14.33 10 27.13 3
frb40-19-2 | 760  0.857 79004 | 26.02 9 25.72 8 31.32 1
frb40-19-3 | 760 0.858 79457 3.57 10 5.68 10 27.69 8
frb40-19-4 | 760 0.856 79247 13.57 10 33.58 10 30.44 5
frb40-19-5 | 760 0.856 79223 | 39.94 5 25.83 4 22.44 3
frb45-21-1 | 945 0.867 99802 | 27.55 3 26.22 4 - 0
frb45-21-2 | 945 0.869 99838 | 24.49 2 32.00 1 - 0
frb45-21-3 | 945 0.869 100282 | 19.04 6 53.43 1 - 0
frb45-21-4 | 945 0.869 101182 | 19.10 7 24.69 6 - 0
frb45-21-5 | 945 0.869 99614 24.16 1 22.49 3 - 0
frb50-23-1 | 1150 0.879 122931 | 42.84 1 - 0 - 0
frb50-23-2 | 1150 0.878 120808 1.34 1 12.42 1 - 0
frb50-23-3 | 1150 0.877 120840 | 24.06 2 - 0 - 0
frb50-23-4 | 1150 0.879 123298 | 34.08 6 23.22 5 - 0
frb50-23-5 | 1150 0.879 122846 | 40.48 2 - 0 - 0
frb53-24-1 | 1272 0.883 134988 | 0.62 1 - 0 - 0
frb53-24-2 | 1272 0.883 136739 | 49.20 1 - 0 - 0
frb53-24-3 | 1272 0.884 134907 - 0 8.00 1 - 0
frb53-24-4 | 1272 0.883 134704 | 17.96 1 - 0 - 0
frb53-24-5 | 1272 0.883 134294 | 55.56 1 - 0 - 0
frb56-25-1 | 1400 0.888 151823 | 10.69 1 - 0 - 0
frb56-25-2 | 1400 0.888 148263 | 33.38 1 - 0 - 0
frb56-25-3 | 1400 0.888 150869 | 24.00 1 - 0 - 0
frb56-25-4 | 1400 0.888 156615 | 41.94 2 - 0 - 0
frb56-25-5 | 1400 0.888 150693 | 57.79 1 - 0 - 0
frb59-26-1 | 1534 0.892 170472 | 14.07 1 - 0 - 0
frb59-26-2 | 1534 0.893 168783 | 49.86 1 - 0 - 0
frb59-26-3 | 1534 0.893 165236 | 40.63 1 - 0 - 0
frb59-26-4 | 1534 0.892 164884 | 28.91 1 - 0 - 0
frb59-26-5 | 1534 0.893 172795 | 25.24 1 - 0 - 0
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