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IS5TARY ML B ZEARERAY ) — 7 Hil

KA FEic

BIE . ATl NP SE2MBEO—2TH % k-Clique FIEDEG#ELN—Y 3 Y THBIRKZ Y — 7 &
DEEARFE TR 2 Z e 2L 3. A2 77 G Z2IcHEEBOEHA %D Undirected graph
HIRLE T, INTOUNEA 1 THH, TXNTOHELAPMMOTER & DEICHZFD Subgraph % 27 U —
7 L%d, RV =2 0—o2ZHARM T 2703V XL Z2HKT % L CHERIEHZIT S
Lediz, 207NV R a2 Ela— FOBTE X %9, Adjacency matrix @ —1 DUT OEFEDOEEL
% km(G) 3% &, Cauchy Interlacing Theorem IZX DK Z V=7 OTHREE k & b (G) +1 AT &
BYEFT, TAIYXLTE. kn(G) DELEHWT, HEZHIRLZE FCHRKZ Y -9 4 XE2E
LEBRVESZHRLTOEZ S, 20713 Y XADFERIZ Ond) TY, ZOFEIF complexity

claiss NP £ P BRI THBEZ R L TVWET,

Polynomial-time Extraction of the Maximum Clique Using Eigenvalue
Relation

1. Introduction

AR TIE, NP ZLMED—D2>TH 2 k-7 V) — 7 [iE
DB EN— a Y THBERAT VY — 2 ML IHA R
TR 2 Z L ZEEAL £55

BARZV—7MEICBI 2 REDO TR E KD 27 7
o—F T, AIEEE 0Q/M) v {E LR LT, RER
KONy 7 b T F 7D a— by bEIRIIITS
ZET. f(n) OTREZRD ZMATONTEE L [1]o
L2l ZOBIEEHE S OHEHTORATH D, ok
FHBOFEEZA VDL ZdHDFHATL, AT b
NI 7 7T, 77 7O 2o E2EK EE
i, BEHRZ b, BHETHL BLU T 7727 ATHE D
BREM L TWE T [2], Cauchy Interlacing Theorem
TRENFMTH & Z D FHE AT D D EHEDBIfR Z b
TEH. ZoMREHRWEZZ 7 2 oBEHER BRI
DWTORENHD 3 3], LrL, F77ART b
ZEFA LT NP EZ ZEHARR TR 5 £ 320513 H
DEHATLR, ZOMEE. —BRANITIERART FIUEE
BTHY, ava—XTIEMICHRS 2R TERVED
T,

UL R
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R TE. ANT 77 G B ACHEHEBOELHD
72D Undirected graph ~"EEEL £3, TRXTOADE
H1THY, TRTOHEHAIMOTER E OMICAZ RO
Subgraph 227 V=2 LET, AV -2 D—D%%
HARE T T2 70 3Y XL 2T 5 L CREREE
HETS L b2, Z2O7 LAY X682 HMa— FOFT
52 %¥¥, Adjacency matrix @ —1 LUT O EHEOEE
% kn(G) &35 ¥, Cauchy Interlacing Theorem (2 &k D
BRRKZV = DEAM kW kpn(G)+1 TR FET,
ZADY XL T by (G) OZELEHAWT, HRZHIFRL
T2 BWCHRAKI V=734 X2 IR WIHRZHIFRL
TVWEET, ky(Q) ZKRDB7DIZ, 175 A % Frobenius
normal form [4], [5], [6] ICZTE L. AHEGHEOHMHNT
EHAEADOREE KD /=D B, Sturm’s theorem [7] % FH
WT A OEIFHEOMEKRERD LT, AiRO 71TV X4
BEZ2EARE TR V-2 2—2oHOLEST, 207V
Y X LDFHEE O(nd) T, ZOFERIE complexity
class NP & P 2RI THBDZ 2R L TVWET,

AR DFED DERIITIE. Section 2 IZBWT, KiX
THERAT2EZRERLE T, Section 3 IZBWT, mAY
V=2 ZMET A7 L3V XL ZDHBEEEZRLE T,
HTRIT, Section 4 AFHXDF & DZITVE T,
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2. Definition

ZIZTIE AR BOTHWSEREZRL T, A
T AN$2777R3ZELANV-T2EELV, LD
HAD 1 THH, MUERZHRHZLZVWBDELET, ¥
72y A7 VU — 27 OHHERRICEB W TS Weighted graph
W, BOEA w ZHERE L. 0 <w <1 OHEPNIZREL
£9,

Definition 1. Graph G & V & V2 OWHAEE E
DO (V,E) ELET, V OILEHEE., E OJTC (v4, ),
Va,0p €V B ET, V IIERTHZ2LELET, n
¥ Graph G DTHROMEKE LET, V ={v, 0.} &
BEHILTBEET,

Definition 2. Bl w:e =R, % G LOEAL L FET,
Graph G = (V,E,w) & Weighted graph ¥ L% ¥,
Definition 3. Weighted graph G @ Adjacency matriz A
EnxnfTAITHH, REMHLZTDHDOLLET,

(1) {’Uiﬂ)j S E} AT Ai’j = w({vi,vj}),
(2) {vi,vj QE} AT AZ‘J‘ =0.

Graph G 3V — 7% & F 2\ Undirected graph ¥ UF
o £ o T, Adjacency matriz A \ZIEEMENFMTII T, £
DXHRRTIE 0 &R ET, 2D o, MNARDTH
0 2 FRMERMTIE, ZEHLLLV-T2E TR
Undirected graph \ZRIZIZ RN T—R—BfRE 2D £3,
Definition 4. m x m ®IEF1T5 Principal submatriz P
F. nxn OIEFTH M IZBI2EED n—m @D
i, 7 WHDITEFNERE L Submatriz TS,
Definition 5. Graph G = (V,E) 8B} % Induced sub-
graph G; = (Vi, E;) 13, THR vg,vp € V; € V IZBWT,
(va,vp) EE DEE, DZEDEZIZMRD. (vq,v) € E;
ELE,

& o T, Induced subgraph G; @ Adjacency matriz A;
l&. Graph G @ Adjacency matriz A O principal subma-
triz 272D £7,

Definition 6. Complete graph K % . Weighted graph
G=V,Ew) BWT, E=V2P2Dw:e—1¢%
BB7I5T7LLET,

Definition 7. Weighted graph G = (V, E,w) 2B W T,
V OEGRE C 37 V=2 ZBKT 5 Lid. HEES C
DWEEST S G OEf57T 7 75 Complete graph £725% Z
ETY, BEEFES 527V —212B0WT, 7V —2 2/
TOEHABPRDRKEZVDDERKI V-7 LU E T,

3. Proof

Z D Section TlE, k27 VY —27D—2% ZIEARKRET
Mg 2713 XL 2N T 5 ETREREEAZITS &
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LI, 207NV AL a—- RO TERET,
Input graph ZZEHA L NV —T%F/=3, OEAZ 1

BRENET, ANNT—X»p5M LZTHAZHIRRL
T, ML LTHRZHIFR L7205, HRMSEL L3545,
KX DT7 NI RLIMEBEOTHATH AL THRTLE
T, ZLT, MV LARTHERAZHIBRL AT =206, 4
DEAD w e Qy. 0<w<1 D Weighted graph K3
Adjacency matrix Z4EK L F 3

Proposition 8. %4 X n @ Complete graph K, ® Ad-
jacency matriz A \ZB AEHEIX. BEEEZD L L.
AE -1 285n—1 B, BEE-12 122D %3,

Proof. 1EF1THI A 2B 2 EEME N &, 177X % AL
KA 1 THDLITH 0 L 72 2 HAATH T ZHAWT,
|A— M| =0 Zifi/= 35872 £9, AF Definition 6
WED MARDD 0. ZOMORKTH 1 ¥ 72 2 M THIT
T A X n ONPMTINIEEREZZD T n (HDOFED S 7%
SEEEZFEL £T, rank(A) 2 A O—MILRITRY
MVORARAKELET, Zor &, EAE N OEERE
n—rank(A—X) &7 %3, —1,n—1% |[A-X| I
AT2L.0WIND 0 D FET, T/ n—rank(A— M)
Bn-1,1R3Z25, A EEHE-1%n—118E
FHEMEn—1% 1 BB E3, o T, Proposition 8 73
MDALH E T, O

Matrix A Z Graph G @ Adjacency matrix & L %3,

Graph G ORKIZV—IH A X% ke LET, £/, A
DEFMHED S B, —1 LT TH2 b DDOEEZGD - ME
% kn(G) ELET, ZOLE, kY ky(G) OBFRETRT
7=IZRD Theorem % FAVE T,
Theorem 9. (Cauchy Interlacing Theorem,[3]): A & H
A X n OMNFMTEN, B ZH 4 X m<n OXNFMTHNIE LE
T, A DEAMEEZEREZEDT A > - >\, ELET,
FfRIC B OEEEE g > > pum ELET, L. B
A5 A @ Principal submatriz THIUEX, EED 0<i<m
WBWTLIT D Inequation 3D ILH FT,

Ai 2 i 2 An—mei- (1)

Z @ Theorem 7 HLL ALY LB £ T,
Corollary 10. A% D Graph G @ Adjacency matriz
AR BHEEZED D, —1 UTI—2L LOEHEIFE
LET, 72, 1 MUECH =2 LEOEBEESFELET,

Proof. A2 & Y. Graph G &% Fo7=H, BNEMD
572 % Graph (%A X 2 @ Complete graph Ko £ 7D %
3, Proposition 8 XD, Ko, OEHMEIZ £1 KD ET,
Inequation 1 XD, A OE/NERBEEME \pin 1 —1 L
TeZbET, £ RREBRDEEME Mo 131D EE
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B1 n—k+2FEHICREVEGEUEDS -1 UTLR25L &,
Inequation 1 %7z L £73,

Largest eigenvalue below -1

A )

‘ N,
*k,/} ‘ v P &/‘
n-k+2 -1 )‘2 )‘1

BhET, XoT, Corollary 10 23D L5 F 3, O

NN HRDAERDKDIE ET,
Lemma 11. Graph G D& K7 V=27 %4 X k &
k<kn(G)+1 ZHlLET,

Proof. Graph G OTEHE#%E n ¥ L¥ET, Graph G O
Adjacency matrix A [ZMPMTHNE 72D £3, Graph G D
BK27 V-7 G, & Complete graph THH, ZD Adja-
cency matrix A, INFMTAIE D ES, 22T, Z7V—
7 G, & G D Induced subgraph 2725728, A. 13 A D
Principal submatrix &7 D £3,

kE =n O A Proposition 8 X, ¥4 X n @ Com-
plete graph K,, @ Adjacency matrix 1Z38) 2 EH EHIX,
HEEXEDL e, EAE -1 2 n—1H FEEHEN-1%
1A R2ZD0, kn(G)=n—1RBDET, £oT,
E<(n—1)+1&7%Y, Lemmall 2’ DILEE T,

k=1 DO%E: Graph G PV THRDATHBE I TNS
L&A DEFEZ n EOERMEO0 725720, ky(G) =0
EDEST, XoT,. 1<0+1 24D, Lemmall 235§
DB % T, Graph G B ZHRD & =, Corollary 10 &
Dy kn(G)>1 27D EF, koT, 1<1+1 74D,
Lemmall DD ZH £ 5,

1<k<n DA Corollary 10 &K N\, > -1 72 b &
$, Proposition 8 & . 174 A, OEIHEZEEZEZDT
P 0<j<keFae. pu=k-1,p=-1,1<i<k
Y E5, EEMHE -1 1295\ T Inequation 1 Z#H3 2
E.1<i<niZBVT, N> 12> Ay ERDET,
i =2 CEHT 5L, Inequation 1& Ay > —1> N\ _gi2 &
7DET, LoT n—k+2 FHICKZVEFELRED —1
T r7 2%k %, Inequation 1 Zii7z L %3 (Figure 1),
EoT, —1 2B 2EEHOME 0 — kn(G) ITBWT,
LU D ALH £,

n— ko (G) n—k+2-1,
7km(G) —k+ 17 (2)
k fem (G) + 1.

Lo T, Lemma 11 2337 L F 3, O

IN A

IN

Graph G @ Adjacency matrix A {28173 —1 LI EDIHE
BHEHOBEEZ ED 8% k,(G) L LE T,
Lemma 12. Graph G XBWT, G »SHL®Z —D
HIBR L 72D Graph % G' ¥ LET, HAHIBRZED
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Graph G' @ Adjacency matriz A’ W28 % EE EDE
BOM (ki (G, kp(G) 13 (kn(G) — 1,kp(G)) L LIE
(km(GQ), kp(G) — 1) 72D £5,

Proof. Graph G DOTERE#% n. Adjacency matrix % A,

T3, Aldnxn, A En—1xn—1DEHATHIZD F
9, Graph G’ ¥ G @ Induced subgraph &b £3, Z
DZ e, A 1E A @ principal submatrix £ 72D £3,

Graph G PN THEDAD L &, A OFEEMHEIZ 0 DA
ERRDET, TOLE, kyn(G)=0THDH, Graph G’ I
DWVWTH k(G =0 &RDET,

Graph G %o ¥ %, Corollaryl0 205, A% —1
DToEAHE. 1 X EoEEEEZRFb$3, —1 UToOE
AEDOEKZ m t LET, 1 UEOBEHEIFLET S
Tehb.m<ntADET, AD -1 UTOEEM
ZAM <o <A ELET, A DEFMHEICBWT, /D
Vb m HEROHBLT, pp < - <y 2L
F 3, Inequation 1 KD, N\ > py > N1 ERDET,
EoTo Ay <o 8D, <=1 B LKE -1 <
EBDET m=1DYE kyp(G) = kn(G) LLIZ
k(G =kn(G) =1 E1RDET, 1<m DL E 1
BTEEL E 328 Inequation 1 & D, po1 < Ap < =1 %

1P LET,

TH S HIFRICFE > T Graph G OTHSAED 1 BAT 3
7200 kn(G) = kn(G) D& ZF ky(G)) = ky(G) — 1,
km(G) = kn(G) =1 D& ZE ky(G")) = kp(G) 72D X
¥, &o T, Lemma 12 28I L £5, O

Lemma 11 & D, Graph G DA77V —7H% 4 X kX
kE<kn(G)+1¥ 7D %5, £/, Lemma 12 & D, Graph
G oTEAZHIBR LIz &, k,(G) EEELZVA, 1
DYUET, RO T7ATY X003, THEAHIRICBT 3
kn(G) DZEALZBIZT 5 Z & T Graph G DKV —
IHARBEBLRVE) RERESGEHEELT, ZOH
REGIET2HEATHIERT 2 22 TRAZ V-2 2l
L%,

EEHEIE—RANIEERTH D, 22— X TIEMIC
WS B TEEEA, LAL. —1 UTOEHHEOMEE
ZRD DICIIHHER OO A TARETY., ZL T, A
BRI OWTIE, Zo0BBE2HWTRE T2 2N TE
T. ZOFtHERIZZHARB 2D 35,

Proposition 13. GO MHEE 132 HAR T E
TXZET,

Proof. A r e Q % a/b 2 LT, ZOoD0EKDHM
(a,b) N2, b#£0 TRTILDTEET, ZODOHMHH
r = (al,bl), To = ((IQ,bg) @@EU@ﬁ%WK%LiTO
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(CLl7 bl) + (az, bg) = (a1b2 + blag, dldz), (3)
(al,bl) X (ag,bg) = (alag, blbg), (4)
(al,bl) - (ag, bg) = (61,11)27 blag). (5)

FERERICBVWT, a, b DERARKE m 21 2@Z 3
L&, (a,b) « (a/m,b/m) E LET, RARKEZKD S
-2V v FOHERREDFEED O(logan) &% &
5, FHEOMAER O AEREIIZHARMERD £3,
& o T, Proposition 13 S D75 F 5, O

ZHARHE 7 L3 ) X AN THEEOWRIEEE 2 FHwT
by HT ATV XLHPZHAMMTRI 2 Zeh o, K
AT, AEBORREEICESFHEEE O(1) 2 LT
PE T,

WOEA w WEEBOFHHICH 2 2 =, Graph G B
3 kn(G) 2703 ) XL TR TEE T, Graph G D
HDOEAL w BPEHBOEHMICH 5 Z £h 6. Adjacency
matrix A W FHEEE,» SR B EHTTHE D ET, ZL T,
A OREAER ORI A 2 b £5, FtEAER
DFRE R RD 572012, FHBOWAEAEOHE T, Ik
#1741 A % Frobenius normal form [4], [5] \CZ#a L ¥
35 Frobenius normal form (&—272W UIEEE DN fA#R
Tay 25k b £5. Lo T, A QEAHERI
g7 ey 2T OEA RO £3, HirD
XAHR T 1y 74750 B 2R ARG ER 2 RS £
Ao —1 LT DEHED R Z KD % 7212, %4 DX
7 vy 717502 B W T Strum Theorem [7] Z{HH L E
T, BENAR Ty 21T B T 5 -1 UTOEEEOE
BOMP A D -1 UITOEEHEOEABE 2D $3,

YT, ZoFEPZHARMTITS 2 2R LET,
Lemma 14. %14 X n ® Graph G ® Adjacency matriz
A D -1 LT oREHEOERE KD 2B L, (G) DFtHE
X O(nd) b FT,

Proof. Graph G @ Adjacency matrix A % & FE D #iFH
AT A<+ STAS ¥ L TREINBHEEIZEHELZFHWT, Frobe-
nius normal form IZZEL F3, MAKRT R v 175D
BE m, 42070y 7i75% F,. 70y 275034 X
o, LET, BT X o THE SN Frobenius normal
form ZLLTIZR D £,

Fy
F *
StAS o L . (6)
F7YL

BTy 7 F A RO L5122 D £9,
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0 0o - 0 —ap
1 0 0 —Qaq

F7,: 0 0 —ag (7)
00 0 1 —an,

AOFRHZEAI ey 2 F, oREZEAN ¢ @
B[, C L BDET, 7av s F ORESERIE,
Ci=ao+ S0 ) + A% =0 D ET, 2hb
DOHERE n;, HOWZHRH EITH, EREDD THA,
Frobenius normal form NOZHUZ L D, KA DA T v
7 F, CBI2REAERXORKE LIS T 2 £ Tlhrnrd
AHERIZ OM3) R ET (6.

iz, & F; OFEZHEAPERZR LW en 5,
Strum Theorem (7] ZfEHL $9, ¥4 XD n; OFMEZ
HATHE 2 Z2HADOARYZULTO X5 ICHEE L F7,

po(l‘) = p(x)v
pi(z) = p(2), (8)
pi(z) = —rem(pj_a(z),pj-1(z)).

Z 2T, rem(a,b) i a, b ZZIHAL LT, a & b ThHlo
TeZ2oRRe LET, ZHASNDOREDHTERX pn, (),
m; <n; 1ZIFLBOEHTS, 2—2V vy FOREFREZE
AL TZHEAXOFRZIMBFL X3, po(x), - ,pm, (x) &
Strum F|OERDOZIHAT e LEF, Bl dsa—7~
Uy FOHEBREDFHEEIZ O(n;logn;) D ¥3, ZH
KO m; & n; LT 20, ZHASZKD 572D
DFEREIE O(nZlogn;) L2 D T, oi(a) 2. Lo ik
L7z, ZOZHEATOHFELILORE LTERLET,
0i(00) BEZHAIBI 2 —FFH VI 2 FHEOHDO R D
FEZDOBOBEaD $3, o ZEBZ SMHL LS ROME
Bid. oi(00) —oi(a) T, ny REBENXZ @R 5 IHICE
PF 3 LAREE Ony) LB D 2T, LHEAOK m, &
ni AT eR270, 0(a) DEFEEIX O(n?). o;(x) D
R O(n) LD ET, BXETEY 2 F @ —1 b
TOEEHEOERIZ. n— (0:(—1) —0i(00)) &ED FT,
Graph G @ Adjacency matrix A ® —1 T OEHED
EEE. ST ny 7 F 2813 -1 UTOREBMED
FEERELAEDERLDDERDET, XoT. kn(G) &
n—>" (ci(—=1) —oi(0)) &7 D ET,

M EXD, Graph G ® Adjacency matrix A @ —1 DIF
DEFED L ko (G) %K 2 BROFERIE O(n®) &
hET, XoT. Lemma 14 2D LB F T, O

Lemma 11 & D, Graph G DRRKZ V=% 4 X k&
k<kn(G)+1¥ibEd, I VIHEKFHIBRIC X o T
RKIV—=—0%—DOfi T2 TS, XoT. mAIZV—
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FRELTVE, k=k,(G)+1 ZHEET Z2ITRD T,
Graph 25—2L E® Complete graph 226745 & =, —
R DOEEEOMEEBD 01k FET, XoT, MAZV —
PIWHELBNE S L EMAS Z T, —1 RimOEH
fEDEEAY 0 12722 ¥ =12 Complete graph 23— ¥ 7%

X2z, EHEMH 0)1!%35(%::' v b mwm,iﬁ“o

BEA w DA e BIZT Gmph G rLET, 2O
L&, ITOBBRMBKED LD T,

(km(Gl)7kp(G/)) s (kn(G) -1, kp(G) +1),
or (km(G)’ kp(G))a (9)
or  (kn(G)+1,ky(G) —1).
Proof. Graph G D% A4 X% n & LET, THE v;,v; €V

for 0 < i,j < m, i # j BICHAPFELRVWE LET,
Graph G 2> 5THM v; ZHIFRL 7z Graph % G"” 2 L ¥,
Lemma 12 & D, MUTORRSEHIIBEE T,

(km(G"), kp(G")) is (kn(G) — 1, ky(G)), (10)
or (km(G), kp(G) —1).
Graph G" ICHHK v; &, THR v;, v; BIZ e ZINZ 72

Graph # G’ £ LEF, XoT, Graph G' 12 GiZ e %
Mz 72 Graph ¥ 7D %%, Lemma 12 X H BUTF23E D 37
HET,

(@), k(@) i (k@) =1 K@), )
or  (km(G), kp(G') = 1).

o T UFAWDILE £,

(@) k@) is (k@) 41, Rp(G),
or  (km(G"), kp(G") + 1).

EEEOEE OB 10,12 £, UFARDIH £5,
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Algorithm 1: ®&AKZ UV — 27 23 2 51O HH#|
/515, Graph G IZBWT, UBEVTXTDIE
REIZBWT, by (G) OELERERMER L TV EE
Fo ZLTC kn(G) DVNX R BIBEIC, HRe %

BZTEMMICER 1/2 OUZIEXIFAL TVELT,
1 Function prepare(G):

2 A < Adjacency matrix of G
3 km < km(G)
4 foreach v;,v; € V such that (v;,v;) ¢ E do
5 G’ < graph which is added an edge with weight
1/2to G
6 kpy < km(G")
7 if kI, < km, then
8 G+ G
9 km < kb,
10 end
11 end
12 return G

Lemma 15 12 & D . Graph G D73\ TH SIS
O<w<1eBR2EAwDHe ZMATZE Z, ky(G) 1F
Qk'ﬂ'%j%‘lﬁiﬁcﬁ DET, LHLrLRES, Corollary 16

WWED. e ZMATHIHRRZ V=27 %4 I L %
Jé‘Ao

Algorithm 1 IZBWT, Graph G oK TZ VU —2 %2
3 2O HEFTHER T EZ R L E 3. Lemma 15 12K D,
Input graph X LT, EA 1/2 O e ZlAH N TH S
WHIALZE 2. kW (G) bi;@{bbf;mbx 1 303 2 2.

1A% Ed, 22T, APEOTRTOHKMIC
BOT, ky(G) DL ZIEXEZRLTVEET, £L T,
ki (G) DVNE 7227002, MR 2 THAMICEA 1/2
DAL TVWEET, Zﬂ&:i D, LOFHAZERA
WIRBGENDHDET, BB, BZHATSZ LT k,(G)
ME LIz LTH, Corollary 16 £ H, K7V —I

DFBIDH D FH A, Algorithm 1 DFHHEEIT O(n°) &7z
DE5,

AT 21T > 72 Graph % G, ¥ L¥73, Graph G, IZ
HA 12 OBZBIMLTH, kn(Gs) TR LEEA

(km(G/),kp(G’)) is (km(G//)+ ,kp(G//)) _ (km(G)+l % @}etz)graphUK y UV“EE? )fO;(L)/;;< m,1 <V
or (km(G")+ 1 ky(@") = (kn(G).kIC =L ) .
or (kG (G 1) = (G by 8%5’””; o e e T B
or (kn(@"). k(@) 41) = (kn(C) — T Boch TTIPH
(13) Proof. Hi{E& D. Graph G, 3 TESZES £ A,
E 5T, Lemma 15 2353 L F 3, O

Graph G OIPENTELFIZ 0 <w < 1
e BIMATH, MRKIZV—7H9 A4 X%

Corollary 16.
LR BEAL w DA
ZLLEHE A,

Proof. Definition 7 kD, 7V —=23EA 1 DAP L -
TVWES, BT 28 e DEA w1 TREEVWED, K
RV =232 LERA, &Ko T, Corollary 16 H3EKAL
LET, O
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Proposition 8 £ D, ¥4 X n; ® Complete graph K,,, D
Adjacency matrix A; B 2 EEEIX. EEEZED 3 L.
EAE -1 %2 n; — 1 &, EHEME -1 2 1ERS X5,
£ o T, Graph G, IZBF 3 Adjacency matrix A, 2B
% —1 AT oEFHEORE, EHE2ED2 . > n—1
kb ET, koT. —1 RiOEHMIIFEL £EA.

ZDZ e, Corollary 17 2SI L E T, O
Corollary 18. Graph G, 7 HEEDHAZHIFRT 5 &,
5
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km(Gy) 5D U E T,
Proof. Graph G, DWIhr»rOHHAZHIFRT 2. G, &

To CORER. A, D —1 LR ZEAEO—OMED L%
T, 2D e»bH, Corollary 18 DAL L EF, O

Lemma 19. Graph G, ¥ G, &4 FHA,

Adjacency matrix % A;. A4 X% n; £ L% F, Graph
G, @D Adjacency matrix A 1& 4; ZXfA7my 72 LT
o115l 72 £3, Proposition 8 &b, EHME —1 @
L Y (ny — 1) . -1 ZEX 2EEEOMEBIE m
EHDET,

m=1t®D% G, ¥ Complete graph ¥ 72 %75, {TE
DZODIER vi,v; €V, i # j BICUMNFELET, 20D
7z, Algorithm 1 IZ &> THZHAINZNI D5,
G, ¥ G, IZFAL Graph &b £3,

RiZ, m#1 DL E, G, 7 Complete graph ¥ 725 &
REL %, Graph G, @ Subgraph THZEED DD
Complete graph G;, Gj, i # j, 0 < 4,7 < m IZHBIFSIH
HESV, V, TBWT, EEOHEKR v, € V; ¥ v; €V
DI D D FH A, Algorithm 1 1T & o TIHK v;, v;
MicEA1/2 OHERHEATEZ2i12& D, Graph G, D
Adjacency matrix A, IZBWT, A, + I O—RMIL 74T
N7 MW 2EKBYPLET, LoT, EAME -1 O
2O LTY " (n,—1) -2 2b%F, ZLT,
Lemma 15 & D, —1 KD EHHEDMELD 2 M-S 5.
H LI -1 X 2 EHHEOMED 2 DEINS 2 Z i
HYFERA, Lo T, —1 KiDEHBEDMELA 1 DN
L. —1 B2 2EEHEOMEED 1 2¥MLE3, MLk
D. m#1DrE, G, ? Complete graph ¥ 72 2 {RE I
FHELET,

BLEX D, Lemma 19 23D 75 3, O

o km(G) = km(Gs) D &, Graph G, ITEA 1/2 O
AZAT 28T by (Gy) DRI T 25E803DD $79,
km(Gt) = km(Gs) +1 O & &, Graph G; ICHEA 1/2 Dl
BEALTD. k(Gh) ZHO L EE A

Lemma 20. Graph G; %. Graph G Xt L CIHEDHI
FrziT o7 Graph ¥ LE T o kpn(Gy) = kmn(Gs) +1 D E
.G ICEA wfor0<w<1DAEFHALTD, k,,(Gy)
A L ER A

L7 Graph Gy 125WT kn(Gy) = km(Gy) — 1 L5552
LE¥EF, Graph G, % G, KEA wfor0<w <1 Dilde

L7z Graph % G, ¥ L¥F, Graph G, 1T G, &l e %
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Algorithm 2: Graph G, IZBWT, [HE v, €V
ZHIFRS 2 A1k, ERZHIFRLIZZWIT &y (Gy) B3
ZAE LRV e & ADTE LR WIHRAR T BICEA
1/2 Ol e AT B2 LTy ky(Gs) BRI T 3
BEild e #HALE T,

1 Function delete_vertex(Gs, v):

2 km, < km(Gs)

3 Gs + graph which is deleted v of G

4 if kn(Gs) = km, then

5 foreach v;,v; € V such that (vi,v;) € E do
6 G, + graph which is added an edge with

weight 1/2 to G

7 k., < km(GY)

8 if k;n < km, then

9 | return G

10 end
11 end
12 end
13 return G

Iz 7 Graph 72 b %3,

b (Gy) = b (Gy) —1 £72 2 2 REL £, Lemma 15
XD, Graph G, IZi e MR T2 ZTD k,, (Gs) DEALME
£l &Y %D,

Fon(Go) = Fn(Gu) — 1 2722 LARET B Lo kn(Gy) =
ki (G) =2 = km(Gs) =3 ERDET, £oT. kn(Gy)
ko (Gy) DIRGEIIRAL L 8 A

ki (Gy) = kn(Gy) ¥ 2 ERET D &, kn(Gy) =
ki (Gy) =1 =kpn(Gs) =2 ERDET, £oT kn(G,) =
ko (Gy) DIRGEITRAL L £8 A

ko (Go) = ko (Gu) +1 £33 EARET B L ko (Gy) =
km(Gy) = kn(Gs) —1 272D ¥£F, Graph G, I3EA w
for 0 <w <1 DIZEMATH ko (Gs) PP LRV &
BBy EoTe kn(G) = km(Ga) + 1 DIEIZFT L %
A,

BUEE D o (Gu) = o (G) — 1 DIFEIZHITL L E 2 Ao

&£ 5T, Lemma 20 2332 L ¥, O

Algorithm 2 1ZBWT, Graph G, IZBWT, JHE v; €V
ZHIBRT 2 /7R R L E T, Lemma 12 XD, THAZHI
PR32 Z & Ty kn(Gs) WALV 1 DAL ET,
km(Gs) 23 1 DA T 256, Lemma 20 X D, LA
WZED by (Gy) BEICHEAD T2 Z23HDERA, HAE
HIBR U 72 2 WVIT iy (G) DGR T, ADFTE LR W THA
MICEA 1/2 Dl e ZFAT 5 Z T ky(Gs) HBEDT
2r& e #HALET, Lemma 12 XD, DA
X2 kb, (Gs) DBAIEIZRK 1 TH S0, AT 24
TediZ—Do %D £3F, Algorithm 2 OFFHEREIX O(n®)
ERDET,

Algorithm 2 12 X o TIHAHIFR L7z Graph IZEA 1/2
DAEBMLUTD, kp(Gy) FBPLERA, Lo T, TH
MHIER%D Graph X G, &b F5,

Graph G, IZBWT, HREHIBRICE > TRRZV—2%
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Algorithm 3: Graph G, ¥ 3 2 THAHIBRICE
W, ki (Gs) ZZLSBRWIHEES V, 2EUET
%771, Graph G, 2 BIHKHIFRIZHE VT, £y (Gs)
HZL LR WTEM ZEFICHIBR L ThE 5, HIBR

%G L UL E, kn(Gy) = kn(Gy) LD ET,

1 Function remove_peripheral vertex_set(Gs):
Vi Vs
Vo0
km, < km(Gs)
foreach v € V; do
Gr + delete_vertex(Gs, v)
if km(Gr) = km, then
| Gs < Gr
end
end
return (Gs, V,)

HFO®OmN OO0 N wN

o

AREEBLRVE S REREG G2 DICHERFH%
TVET,

Algorithm 3 128 W T, Graph G, X3 % THAHIFRIZ
SUT b (Gy) ZELSBRVWEHEESR V, ZEGT 577
#EZRL %9, Graph G, 2 HTHAEHIFRIZBWT, £, (Gy)
DPELURWTHRZIEFICHIFRL T E F3, HIBRLZTHE
REEZV, L L¥9, HAHIBRED Graph % G, & L7
EE kn(Gr) = kn(Gs) 72D ET, THIC G, DVWF
NOHELZHIFRL TS kyn(Gr) = kn(Gs) =1 22D ETF,
Algorithm 3 DFFHEEIX O(n8) 24 h F3,

Graph G, 1203 2 THAEHIBRIZB W T, Algorithm 3 12
X2, by (Gy) ZELEERVWEHEALES V, ZEUGL 3,
Gr, Vo TBWT, UTD 32005 ENRHD T,

(1) G, #» Complete graph D & &,

(2) G, 2 Complete graph TWZ#R<, 22V, =0 D
e xE,

(3) G, » Complete graph TR, DV, #0 D
-3

TESHIFRIC & o THV TESDE U256, M2 EAETE
RES Vo. Vy OnThd, dLAEHAICHETS 2L
DT, LoT, G, WM TEARZEEhEEA,

Case 1: D& =, ITZMZLET,

Lemma 21. Graph G, %5 Complete graph D ¥ =, G, &
Graph G, DIRKZV—27 kb3,

Proof. Lemma 11 &Y. Graph G, DKV —27 %4
Rk k< k(G +1 EBDET kn(Gr) = km(Gy)
2D, G, A Complete graph TH 3 Z &5 5. Lemma 21
DRO LB ET, O

& 2T, Graph G, 2% Complete graph @ & %, Graph
G, ZRRZV—=2r LTHALTI eI 02T L
£9,
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Lemma 22. Graph G, %5 Complete graph TIZ7RW\WE &,
Graph G, \ZBWVWT, EEOHEAHIRIZ X 5T ky(G,) 23
—oEP Licbr. ZhULEAZHIBRT 2L ky(G) 23
HICEA T2 5%, HIRERAOES V, ZHIBLET,
D E, YAXN 2D L RZ2THAES V, BFEL
9,

Proof. Graph G, ¥4 X3 2 LT DL %, G, & Complete
graph 72D £3, HifEL D G, & Complete graph Tl&
R0, G DY A R 3 Mgk £,

Graph G, = (V,,E,) DKV —-2% G, = (V.,E.)
ELET, FEOEHR ve V,v g Ve & G ITMA T
Graph Z Gg £ L9, Gy & Complete graph 13726
BT, kn(Gg) = kn(Ge) D FET,

kb (Gr) = knm(Ge) EIRET 2 . G, 5 v ZHIERL 72
ST ki (Gr) DA T2 WIS HHRICK L £ T,

a: ky(Gr) = km(Go)+1 D ¥ & THRL v 21X 72 Graph
Gg IZBWT, kp(Gg) = kn(Ge) THoT2Z 225, THMA
£EV, BZHA v DAOTERZEL IR D ET, Lo
TV, DA RE 2 ke g5,

b: ki (Gr) = ki (Ge) +i I2BWT, G, DIEED 220D
TES vy, vo BHIBRL7ZE &, kn(G,) D2 BA T3 21K
ELET, G, »5TEHA vy ZHIFRL 7= Graph % G,q &
LET. COLE, kn(Gr) = kn(Ge)+i—-1 2RDE
9o Graph G,; KBWT, 5% 4 X 2 ELOTHARS

7z Graph % G2 £ U T, ky(Gr2) = b (Gr) —1 72D
9, ZIZT. Graph G,p IZTHM v, 2B L7 Graph
% Gy 8558, kn(Gr3) =km(Gr)—1 2% D%ET, Z
I, VA X2 L EOTHARS Vi DPH2RELFEL
EJc AN

a,b kb, FED i IZoVWT, ¥4 X 2 LD W B
FETHZ2ICkDET, o T, Lemma 22 23K L &
K O

Case 2: Graph G, %% Complete graph TlZ7z <., 2D
Vo=00Dr &, LUTEMELEST, BB, V,=0 D=,
G, =Gs 2D ET,

Lemma 23. Graph G, 22534 X5 2 DI Er 25 THMA

BV IKET2TEHAERHIBRL: Graph % Gy Y LET,
Graph Gy DERRKZ V—27H 4 X3 G, LRLC T,

Proof. THREES V, @S 2 HAHIBRDIEF ITHK S 3,
kon(Gy) = km(Gy) — 1 EBDEF, 0T, V, KET 2
HEHRZHIFRL TS, mRKIZ V=794 RZEH Y 48
Ao £ T, Lemma 23 23 DB F T, O

Algorithm 4 2B W T, Graph G, #° Complete graph
TR D22V, =0 O &, HAEHIBRICK o TwRAY
V=23 A4 XL R VCTHRZHIRT 2 A2 R L E
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Algorithm 4: Graph G, %3 Complete graph T
W, 2oV, =0 D E, RRKZV—IH 4 X
PEBLRVEHREASZHIFRT %2 /15, Lemma 22
IO, A2 L RBEAES V, BDIFEL
%3, Lemma 23 XD, G, ¥ G, 2oTEHEES V,
WET 2TEMEHIRL 72 Graph G, DK7YV —2
YA XDBETCHBDET, £oT. Gy ZIRLE T,
2< || EBTD, ZOT7ATYRXLITE- T,
Graph OTESAEIIMNT/NE LD 3,

1 Function
remove_vertex_set_without_remain_vertex_set(G,):

2 Vg

3 km, < km(Gr)

4 while true do

5 get v; € Vo — Vg

6 Va < VaU{vi}

7 Gy + delete_vertex(Gr, v;)

8 Vo + {v;:}

9 foreach v; € V. — V do

10 Gp < delete_vertex(Gy, vj)
11 if kn(Gp) = km, — 1 then
12 Gt +— Gp

13 Vo Vp U{v;}

14 end
15 end
16 JIf1 < |V3| return G
ig end no reach

o THRHIBRIC K 5T ky, 3—0RD LIzb e, Zhl L
EHRZHIFRT 22 ky(G,) DEICEDT 2 X574, HIFRTE
HOEAT, VA XD 2L R 2THAES V, BEUEL
¥, Lemma 23 &D, 4 X2 ML RA{EEDHES
TE V, ICBWT, Graph Gy & Gy DIRKZ V=244
R TCICR 5720, G, POEHNES V, KWET2HEHAE
HIFRL £3, Algorithm 4 OFHEEIE O(nf) 72D %9,

Graph G, »HHRAEA V, WET2HAZHIBRL =
Graph # G, ¥ L %79, Graph G; DWW NDTE A % HiIkR
LTh. k(G PR LET, &oT. G, — G, L7
DB, G, 7 Complete graph ¥ 72 % ¥ CIHEHIBRZ Kt
£9,

Algorithm 5 {28 W T, Graph G, » Complete graph
TR, 2DV, =0 D E, RKZV—27%—D
H3 2 /7E%RL %3, Graph G,, G, DIHFES V,, V;
. Vel > Vi ERDET, XoT. —THICEHSAS
HIFR X4, B&AEEVIZ Gy 25 Complete graph & 7D ¥3,
Lemma 21 &b, G; #% Complete graph D& ¥, G; Dk
RKIV—=2 b2, Gy zHhLTrersa%
BT UEF, Algorithm 5 OFHEEIE O(n") 72 h £3,

Case 3: D &, HEHIRICE > THRAZV—IH A4 X
FEBELRW, HAESERD 2 =-DICHBERFHZITWY
3,

Algorithm 2 I X 5T, BEA 1/2 O e HTEHAAIFRH D
Graph G, IKHHAZXNZGERBDET, LoLrL, e D
FAIC L 2THRAES V, NOHEHIDHD $EA,
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Algorithm 5: Graph G, %% Complete graph T
L, 2oV, =0 D E, RRKIZV—T%—D
3 % 7,

1 Function FExtractMazimumClique2G.:

2 repeat

3 G,y + re-
move_vertex_set_without_remain_vertex_set(Gr)

IS

until G, = Complete graph
return G,

<]

Corollary 24. Graph G, ITEA 0 < w < 1 Ol
Z—DOBMU% Graph % G, ELEFT, ZTDE &,
km(GL) = ki (Gr) 272D F3,

Proof. Algorithm 2 \C X 2THRES V, WET 2HAZ
HIFRS 2 & 212, i e ZRALLEWIT £y (Gs) DZEILL
BRWZEERRIEL TWB 72D, ky(GL) = kn(Gr) 272D
%3, Corollary 24 233 L ¥5, O

Graph G, ICIER v €V, #/MZ 7z Graph % G4 £ L &
To TOLE, kn(Gg) = kn(Gr) ERDET, kn(Gy) B
ALK S CHAZIEXHBRL TWE LT, Gy 2256
HIFRLZ2THRESEZ V, L LETS

V=2 %A XDFEPEHD £ Ao

Proof. Graph Gy 2»5THm v ZHIRL?ZZ7 71X G, &
BDETo kn(Gr) = kn(Gs) 225, Lemma 25 23KIL L
£9, O

Vi 0 Dr &, Graph Gg 2 HTHEES V, WET51H
MZHIBR U7 Graph % G, 2 LE T o kn(Gl) = kn(Gr)
b ¥, %72, Graph G, 205 Vy BT 2 TEHA &HI
FRU7 Graph % Gy ¥ LE T, kn(Gy) = kn(Gr) -1 &
2D %3, Graph Gy 205 kp(Gy) DBEA LW E 5 12)E
RERZHIBRL E3, HIFRL-THAESEE V, L LET,
Lemma 26. V, #0 O =, THN v DHIFRICK 2K
V=234 ZOWMEHD FHA

HIFRS %2 2w, EHAHIBRIERICX ST, kL (G)) BEDL
%3, XoT. Lemma 26 DV LE T, O

Lemma 27. V, =0 0¥ &, THAES V, UV, — {v} I
B3 2THADHIBRICE 2HRARZ YV =7 H A4 XDBDEH D
FH A

Proof. Graph G; IZ22DWT. knyn(Gt) = kn(G,) -1 &
“HET, Gy ICHM v A7z Graph G} IZ2WT,
km(GY) = b (Gr) 72D EF, Ko T, HR v IZRKY
V—2IELET,

EREA VL, TV, =0 27253 X5 RIERSEBEET
5 LEFo kn(Gh) = kn(Gr) =1 THRZZEDH, 2D
R TEEDTER vy, v € V, ZElo728 &, v, v
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Algorithm 6: Graph G, %3 Complete graph T
F7%% <, 2oV, #0 ®¥r %, Graph G, »HRK
V=P AXEERLBRVEHAZHIFRL £ 3,

Algorithm 7: Input graph G 226RAKZ VU —72
YA XS RWHRZHIFRT 2 2 2T, K
7 U “7%#‘9*93&1./?‘?0

1 Function
remove_vertex_set_with_remain_vertex_set (G,

Va):
km,. < km(Gr)
foreach v € V, do

2
3
4 G4 < create graph G, with v
5 Vg 0
6 foreach v, € V. do
7 G’ + delete_vertex(Gg, vy)
8 if km(GY) = km, then
9 Gd — G:i
10 Va < VaU{v}
11 end
12 end
13 if V; # 0 then
14 Gt < delete_vertex(Gq, v)
15 km, < km, — 1
16 V<0
17 foreach v € V; do
18 G} + delete_vertex(Gy, vt)
19 if km(G}) = km, then
20 Gy G;
21 Vi = Vi U {v}
22 end
23 end
24 if Vo, = 0 then
25 | return create graph Gi with v
26 end
27 end
28 end
29 return G,

DM FMFEIFFICHRAZV—2ICET 22 213H D FHA,
X o T, Lemma 27 3. L E7, O

Algorithm 6 IZH W T, Graph G, #° Complete graph
TRV, £D DL & BRIV =P A4 Xz ¥
BWHREAZHIRRT 2 45%EZ R LU E 3, Algorithm 6 @
RIERIE On®) D T,

Theorem 28. Input graph G 25KV — 27 %2 ZTEHR
R c—ofiiTE £ 3,

Proof. Algorithm 7 IZBWT, K7V —2%—DOHH
TBHEERLET, Algorithm 7 DFHERIX O(nd) & &
DET,

FFEUHIC, Line 2-9 IZBWVWT, &AZ VY —7 2t
T 3UEMEITNE S, Graph G IZTEADEWIGE, ‘error’
#IRL %3, Graph G WM EWEE, HEES V AD
JHE%Z—D2RLE 3, Input graph G 2 SHITHL % E
CMHEZITVET, £ LT, Algorithm 1 ZHWTk, %
HIJ L7z Graph G, ZEUR L £9, ZOHDOitHEER
om®) kY ET,

Line 11-14 128\ T, Graph G, 225, THRAHIRIC X -
T by ZZLSEROVERES V, ZMHL £9. Graph
Gs OTHEAEA V, WET2HELZHIERL 72 Graph %
G, L L¥7, O OFERII ON®) &2 7,

Graph G, & THEEES V, IZBWVWT, RIRITHEMTTF
ELET,
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1 Function FExtractMazimumCliqueG:

2 if V =0 then

3 | return error

4 end

5 if £ =0 then

6 | return any vertex € V

7 end

8 G + remove_independent_vertex(G)

9 G + prepare(G)
10 while G # Complete graph do

11 (Gr, V4) « remove_peripheral_vertex_set(Gs)
12 if G, = Complete graph then
13 | return Glz
14 end
15 if V, = 0 then
return ex-

16
‘ tract-maximum_clique_when_va_is_empty(Gr)
17 else

18 G < re-
move_vertex_set_with_remain_vertex_set(G,
Va)

19 end

20 end

21 return Gy

(1) Line 12-14: G, #% Complete graph D ¥ %

(2) Line 15-16: G, # Complete graph TIZR <. 2D
Vo=0 D& %,

(3) Line 17-18: G, 5% Complete graph T3/ <, »D
Vo#DDr &,

Line 12-14: Graph G, %% Complete graph @D & %
Lemma 21 &bV, Graph G, Z&m K27V —27 ¢ LTHAH
LTI el o058 TLED,

Line 15-16: Graph G, %% Complete graph Tld7 <.
POV, =0 DrE, Lemma 22 XD, ¥4 X2 2 DUE
ERBZERES V, PFHELET, £72. Lemma 23 X
D YA ZXH 2 B RBTHAES V, IWBT 2THAZH
kR L7 Graph G, DB KZ7V—27% 4 X G, AL T
3, Graph G, D»HTHRES V, WETHHATHIFRL &
Graph # G, £ § 3% ¥, Graph G; DWITNDOTEMZ HIR
LTH. kn(Gy) DBAPLET, £oT. G, 2 G, &L
7205, G, 7 Complete graph ¥ 72 % % TIHSHIBR % #it
T ¥ 3, Graph G, 7% Complete graph & 72 o 7=lf T,
Graph G, ZERRKZ V-2 LTHAL TR T I L %H%
TLET, ZOMPOIERIE ONT) 272D 3,

Line 17-18: Graph G, %3 Complete graph Ti372 <,
DV, #0 D& =, Lemma 25, Lemma 26, Lemma 27 %
FAWT, HAHBRICE > TRAZ V=234 XDEL &
ZIEMNEEPIIS L E T, Graph Gy 25 2 T THUS L /=
HREACET2HEATHIRLE T, ZOFHOERIZ
om®) Y ET

Line 10-20 O — 713, HE2DEL L 1 OHIBRE
b7, BITHTLET, O
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4. Conclusion

LTI, ®HARZ YV — 27 O—0% ZIEARR THiH 3
703 XLEHRT Z ETRERIEHETS LD
2. ZO7ATY R LB - PO TERXE LT 7
N3 XLOFERIZ. FEEOEEY O(1) Lt %
O(n®) 7 £3, NP E2HED— DL IHARE T
7% Z 255, Complexity class NP 23 P ¥ [A L Z & &R
LTVWET,

AHOFERIZ, FED NP MEE2ZHETETIC X > T
K7V —IHENETT L LT, ZTOREEIX O(nd)
MEekbxd, XoT. NP REZBENZEER TR
5ZrZRLTUIVERA, HEBH/NZRY 4 XDMEIC
SWVWTIE, FFRWETER 02/™) o713y Xa%
FIHS 2125 BHENTT,
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