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A tabu search approach for the maximum weighted independent set
problem on d-claw free graphs
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Abstract A d-claw is an induced subgraph isomorphic to K| 4. A graph is d-claw free if it has no d-claw. Several ap-
proximation algorithms for the maximum weighted independent set problem on d-claw free graphs have been proposed. In
this paper, we propose a new tabu search algorithm based on Berman and Krysta’s “Optimizing Misdirection”[3]. And we
demonstrate experimentally that our tabu search works well for sparse d-claw free graphs generated in natural ways. To
evaluate the performance, we compare our tabu search with a heuristic algorithm introduced by Pullan and Hoos [17, 15, 16]

which works for any weighted graph.

1 [ZL®IZ

TITIZBITHMUAEE LIL, TTO 2 THARICBEE
BRARVEREASTHD. RRBIEGMHBLE, 75
7 G LOBKRKMIESERDLFETHL. EHMTER
AWM REBBEE TEAF S BERMSIES KD B8
Thd. KRXTHE, BAFEERMIEARBEE MWIS
LIRS,

FEE2EMI T T Ky LRBZFENS ST 7% d-claw
LIRS, d-claw 2F72727 T 7 % d-claw free TS5 T &
M. W OO BERRKZES T 71T d-claw free ThH D
ZEBMONTEY, TNHEF Y PU— 2R VLS 3#
B2 EDIRNGEITIE R A 5. —ARIC 3-claw free 75
TR claw free 5 7 LIEEH, I<KHESATWS
[5]. T claw free 77 7125t LTid, MWIS RLIERX
FEETROLNEZ LSO TS [13].

2 E&

G=WEW %, VIIIERES, EDIES, wiid
AERETRLERBELMRE R HMER S5 7 L35,
BHERELEL, UCVIERH LT wl) = S, (),
wi(U) = Zpev(W@))* &9 2.

MWIS DA v A& A G=(V,E,w) Db LMIIEL S
X(C V) &T5h. XIZonT, X DEENX)(C2)) &
£TD. XEMIEEX e NX) IZELSHEE T L %%k
BB LS. HIC, BELABRAENEES X NEET
DLE, XD X ~OREESF BT E L ME5.

MAEE X%, HRESY 2 S50RTESITHEEDR
SUBEBEe %, XoV=X\{u|{u,veEveYhuY
LEZETS. —MRZXeY =YX TRV,

IT#%, HE2ERKMBEMOETDL LAY L ADES
L5 MIZH$2EBT7TAIT Y XL AR T eI DA

_1_



TN L THATBER A & L, FKilfg% Opl) &
5. BRI TIE, 4 DEHEE infrer A(D/Opt(I) TEE
T3, LiaSsT, HHEIRIC I UTChE.

3 BFOEBTATI XLDEE

ZOETI, BEICHFEEINT dclaw free 7T 7 ITR
TLEET Y Xho, ELELEEFHERIC OV TR
ND. ZOETRTTSTOENTATY X aix, B
EORVIRLIZEAHDOTHE. ¥, O(VP) BET1/d
W AARFET B 7 L= U X 4 2% Hochbaum [10] 2 & » ¢
RENT. 20%, VPV BRIT 1/(d-2+ &) El%
EHABZ7AAY XL Bafmha[1] iIck 9 RENTWS.
%7, 1.5/d:8l7 /3 Y X4 Chandra & Halldorsson
[l ik o ORENTZ2, BRIFEED QYY) Thoiz.
Berman [2] /& Chandra % [4] 73 ) X A% BL,
2/d BPTATY XL RE L2, BRHERIZRE
9OV Thote. I, ERFELFMGERL T

b5,
#1 BFEOEET LY XA
BEE PRI BMHERE
Hochbaum [10] 1d| oWvP)
Bafna [1] 1/(d=2+¢g) | |VPUe
Chandra % [4) 15/d | (V1%
Berman {2] 2/d | Qv

4 Berman & Krysta QiEl7) T XL
Optimizing Misdirection

Z T, AEFEE L7z Berman & Krysta [3] 7 0=
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Algorithm 1 Optimizing Misdirection
Input: G=(V,E,w),d
Output: X
1LX:=0
2: while there exists {, v} that w*@(X) < w*D(X & (u, v})
do
3 Xi=Xo{uv)
4: end while

OM i, (EH72L) MIEAMBET2/(d-1) Etla%E
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d W
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W O(X) < WX @ {u,v]). %)

K Q) 24 (u,v) BEELR o728, 7oAy X
LEEETD 22 Ta@ i, R ICLOBREEINS.
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6 Tabu Search with Optimizing Misdirection

ZOEITIE, ABIETRET S Tabu Search with Opti-
mizing Misdirection (LLF, TSOM ) 2o\ Tk~ %,
TSOM X, OM L 7 7 —H—F 2L bELET AT
UALTHD. 73TV ZLOHEE Algorithm 2 (7R
T AREHTIRA%R, X BBEAOMIKEOWKEE, Best i
TSOM B3R LR NE2 R TERE EET 2.

Algorithm 2 Tabu Search with Optimizing Misdirection
Input: G = (V, E,w), d, MaxCount, TabuLength
Output: Best

1: Best :=0,count:=0

2 X:= OM(G,d) {64 i}

3: while count < MaxCount do

4. choose {u,v} with maximum w*@(X & {u, v}) except
tabu { 6.3 #i}

5 X:i=X&u,v}

6:  update tabu list 72 { 6.2 &7 }

7. count:= count +1

8: if Best < w(X) then

9

Best = w(X)
10: count.:= 0
11:  endif

12: end while
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X DIROREX 1T, N(X) OFNLUTORGEHT
bORERT 5.

DYy = o(d) .
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old) b7z OM LRI (3) 1oL Dk D,
64 MLEBRTHE
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o No.: 7777 LITHH o i-RES,
e« OM : 7= XA OM T L 5 EEE,
o TSOM : 7= Y Xh TSOM IZ L 5 ERE
— Best: TSOM @™ 77 Best,
~Imp: OM & Ll L7 i EE1E,
=Ty, To: 7=y XIS (5] (9.2 ),
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fics, to appear. 5110563 | 10833 270 0.3 2.09| 0
[17] W.J. Pullan and H.H. Hoos. Dynamic local search for 6 | 11499 | 11499 0 000 195 0
the maximum clique problem. Journal of Artifical In- 7 | 10087 | 10087 0 001 2.03 0
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# 4 500 T840 unit disk 75 7
TSOM
No.| OM Best  Imp T, T, PLS
0| 16365 | 16746 381 1036  72.03 0
1| 17242 | 17431 189 1828 77.44 0
2| 15929 1 15997 68 19.14  81.56 4
3116715 | 16784 69 16.16 75.13 0
4 | 15955 | 16064 109 438  65.38 5
5] 15865 | 16549 684 2059 8441 0
6 | 16451 | 16627 176  6.78 6727 0
7| 16022 | 16205 183 299  65.55 5
8 | 15640 | 15923 283 5422 121.00 5
9 | 16433 | 16631 198 4.58  64.33 0
£ 5 1000 T8&E® unit disk 75 7
TSOM
No | OM e T T, T, | LS
0 | 20548 | 20898 350 45494 1655.81 0
1120275 | 20394 119 33559 1534.02 5
2 120163 | 21032 869  581.05 1987.63 0
3| 19938 | 20489 551 1297.56 2795.06 5
4| 20101 | 20849 748  830.06 2210.20 0
5| 20555 | 20802 247 151842 2928.72 0
6 | 20571 | 21356 785 1943.64 323422 0
7120634 | 21178 544 164447 2748.49 0
8 | 20531 | 20831 300 207920 3392.27 0
9 | 19951 | 20453 502 118638 2499.55 2




#6 200ERD6-SP T

#9 2001EmD 10-SP /57

TSOM TSOM
Ne OM e ™ 7o 1 S No | OM I ™ 1,7 | S
0 | 13257 § 13280 23 002 203 0 0 | 13488 | 13519 31 003 1.61 5
1 13622 | 13685 63 003 1.86 0 1| 12782 | 12784 2 005 202 0
2| 12792 | 12862 70 0.69 2.61 5 2| 13354 | 13362 8 005 174 0
3| 13353 | 13455 102 0.05 195 0 3| 13815 | 13841 26 005 1.84 0
4| 13522 | 13522 0 0.00 194 0 4 | 11983 | 12087 104 0.11 228 0
5| 13059 | 13078 19 158 341 0 5| 13042 | 13044 2 005 211 1}
6 | 13405 | 13443 38 0.03 1.92 0 6 | 13319 | 13368 49 077 2.66 0
7 | 12809 | 12809 0 000 205 1 7 | 12587 | 12652 65 0.05 2.03 5
8 | 12613 { 12626 13 002 195 5 8 | 12553 | 12751 198 0.17 2.02 0
9 | 13374 | 13460 86 0.06 1.97 0 9 | 12620 | 12857 237 0.09 1.92 0
&7 500TEAD6-SP /57 £ 10 50078450 10-SP 'S5 7
TSOM TSOM
No. | OM Best Imp T, T. PLS No. | OM Best Imp T, T, PLS
0] 22039 | 22361 322 10.14 7008 | 0 0] 24466 | 24762 296 1149 7242 0
1122638 | 22936 298 1.55 64.00 0 1 {22611 | 22820 209 16.75 77.38 0
2 | 23182 | 23578 396 1.08 61.70 0 2 | 22897 | 22995 98 5.03 65.47 0
3 | 24139 | 24169 30 1.53 62.06 0 3 | 23860 | 24077 217 2.11 63.88 0
4 | 23873 | 24297 424 67.75 127.49 3 4 | 24028 | 24578 550 24.49 83.19 0
5123295 | 23429 134 0.67 63.59 0 5| 25269 | 25476 207 15.75 73.52 0
6 | 23449 | 23829 380 4.80 63.75 0 6 | 24892 | 25339 447 88.24 148.21 0
7 | 22306 | 22654 348 68.81 131.80 0 7 | 24032 | 24410 378 91.95 15546 0
8 | 24645 | 24645 0 0.09 62.44 0 8 | 23268 | 23573 305 38.81 99.53 0
9 | 23252 | 23710 458 2.47 64.28 0 9 | 21450 | 21752 302 3538 96.98 0
*8 1000THA®D 6-SP /'3 7 # 11 1000 TE&D 10-SP 757
TSOM TSOM
No. | OM Best  Imp T, T, PLS ~ No.| OM Best  Imp T, T, PLS
0 | 32362 | 33540 1178 1490.94 2704.13 0 0 | 33352 | 33858 506 16.28 1152.16 0
1132734 | 34142 1408 1496.80 2670.08 0 1 1 34938 | 35631 693 382.50 1602.11 0
2 | 32116 | 32697 581 13.36  1027.38 0 2 | 33841 | 34931 1090 480.52 1706.36 0
3| 33049 | 33882 833  1294.80 2533.63 0 3 | 34472 | 34820 348 50.33  1379.31 0
4 | 32097 | 33581 1484 864.53 2064.77 0 4 | 34511 | 35082 571 1464.33 2760.34 0
5| 33910 | 34387 477 41.66 1411.05 0 5 | 34162 | 35680 1518 573.56 1784.11 0
6 | 32735 | 33561 826 31.63 1241.63 0 6 | 34117 | 34576 459 317.36  1603.16 0
7 | 33925 | 35141 1216 454.69 1464.92 0 7 | 35500 | 36099 599 1265.89 2437.48 0
8 | 32909 | 33803 894 1870.16 307545 0 8 | 34381 | 35050 669 193.25 1200.13 0
9 | 33679 | 34436 757 15.09 1258.98 0 9 | 34982 | 35883 901 1170.67 2205.16 0




# 12 1000 TEA 0 unit disk 7'7 ZZnt4 208 EIC K B Hedk
TSOM
DEE[%] | No. | OM Best  Imp Ts T, PLS
0 5794 | 5884 90 10934.60 18218.80 5
1| 5587 | 5798 211 327.36  7580.88 5
2| 5668 | 5840 172 9927.94 17055.40 0
3| 5692 | 5897 205 3165.38 10189.10 5
4| 5811 | 5941 130 11564.80 18699.70 0
>0 51 5617 | 5769 152 1122640 18433.30 5
6 5592 | 5653 61 667450 13901.30 5
71 5740 | 5802 62 150.16  7308.91 0
8 | 5451 | 5684 233  9207.42 16366.60 1
9| 8162 | 8670 508 112652  8275.47 0
0| 9071 | 9334 263 2596.61  6385.53 5
1| 9017 | 9172 155 3965.84  7787.78 5
2| 8880 | 9026 146 6960.56 10946.00 5
31 8676 | 9070 394 10163.50 14028.80 5
41 8775 | 9006 231  3959.49  7804.02 5
30 5| 8886 | 9147 261 531828  9353.08 5
6 | 8834 | 9319 485 266691  6353.39 4
71 9154 9311 157 2503.39 6437.06 0
8| 8576 | 9183 607 326597 7246.97 0
9| 8949 | 9206 257 402634  7968.38 4
0 | 14844 | 15300 456 709.34  2908.11 5
1| 15342 | 15496 154 198.67  2291.02 2
2| 15270 | 15909 639  4609.53  6873.53 0
3 | 14616 | 15168 552 1379.81  3564.14 5
4 | 15352 | 15684 332  3811.19  6582.94 0
1.3 5| 15045 | 15238 193 2557.05  4659.95 5
6 | 14634 | 15412 778  3864.64  6013.48 S
7 | 14766 | 15300 534 157513  4303.47 4
8 | 15087 | 15488 401  4716.48  7089.61 3
9 115001 | 15546 545 102691  3032.14 0
0 | 20548 | 20898 350 45494  1655.81 0
1| 20275 | 20394 119 33559 1534.02 5
2| 20163 | 21032 869 581.05  1987.63 0
3 ) 19938 | 20489 551  1297.56  2795.06 5
4120101 | 20849 748 830.06  2210.20 0
1.0 5120555 | 20802 247 151842  2928.72 0
6 | 20571 | 21356 785  1943.64  3234.22 0
7 | 20633 | 21178 545  1644.47  2748.49 0
8 | 20531 | 20831 300 2079.20  3392.27 0
9 | 19951 | 20453 502  1186.38  2499.55 2




