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Abstract: By exploiting the special structure in the solution space of the maximum clique problem (MCP), an
improved RLS method, the RLS-II method, is has been created where the neighborhood-moving direction of the
local search is guided by the multivariate constraints constructed by the dying partitioning. Therefore, the
probability of the local search approaching the optimal solution is increased. Using the absorbing Markov chain
theory as a reference, the mathematical models of the RLS and RLS-II algorithms in solving maximum clique
problem are constructed and the absorbing time of the two algorithms is analyzed. Moreover, the analytical results
are experimentally demonstrated on 77 Benchmark instances. Both the theoretical analysis and simulation results
show that the dying partitioning filter can effectively improve the performance of the RLS algorithm. Furthermore,
the longer average length of the dying group, the higher probability and amplitude of the performance improvement.

Key words:  local search algorithm; maximum clique problem; coloring; absorbing Markov chain

 OE: ARARKHE MR FROEMRFIERE AT R EXNSMEZEAHRIBFAHXREEH T @8
Bt RLS Hik——RLS-II Bk, Z F5R G T B RORUMELABE L THKE Markov 420, # 57
RLS #= RLS-IT ik R K B AR 69 S AR o4 T P S0k 69 B0 18], 51 77 AMARE MR 6] Ext oA 4
RUATT FRIE T AT B E R s RARK, e & X 51074 £ 4895 A 2K & RLS FokeyMae, ¥ éa
KEARK M 58 Bt 494 A 18 AR AR K

EER: B R Bk R KB R R &R S B RYT K4t

PEEDES: TP1S CEKARIRED: A

S K AT ) A7 V2 AU IS AT T () 1T, e AN BER 38 b 3R AHIE W 1) NP-hard ) 2 — U iy - 41 A SR AT

« ORI TA]: 2010-03-13; &N A): 2010-07-28; 5 Kt Al: 2010-11-03
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TFAE, - H I A A8 PO RS e 53 T 5 B0 AR i) 2 B A5 T AR 3 5 FRE ) 889 T 2 915 5078 b 448 220 8 v 1 K
191 1 SR g2, JIT LA 4 S K8 o0 i 9 4 v e R s AR,

TEARZ A e AN EE R Batti (R A SN R 098 R 50 RLS — 4R H k) 32 61 3l A o 2 S gt 45 K [ i)
FILE R SR 2 L gk RLS 2 Ji 3 Hh AR SR A o K T il L PR B9 BOAR AR 22 (R v P R S i 0 J LA SR T
RLS 5k LA 4544, 41 Hansen (K728 484838 2 5792 VNS, Katayama ()28 V8 JE J5 & 48 & 509% KLSP®, Pullan
M1 Hoos 525 J5 #8243 DLS-MCP). Wayne Pullan (A B s i 18 % 5035 PLSULL )2 Guturu fJ IEA-PTS
510 2009 4R, BT 5 K i) F0 SR A% S 1) 55 95 RDLS AR & F B4R A% T RLS 52095 14 i 20U 3 48 = H Lo T
AT T 4 g i,

7E RLS 18- P ook 8032 wb 80 ) SRS e 5N o0 Dl 45 A I B 5 | R4 Rl m A4k 21 B Ry 1k, 51
NI R A A rp 1 B B bpls S R A BEVE A 51 45 BV OLKLS vkl Fsh & 1E N 51
H ERBLVNS e 3 BEAE b 51 A5 AU AR MRS L2 W, B A v ) ok N2 35 K P F0 A 5 T K (R O AN LA
2T 1) 35 S AEAR 22 2500 1R TR o e O AT A o 8 A6 5 258 /I P T R 3 4D, T L, PR <€ A S A e DA A ) L i 1
LGB PRIE.

A FH B3 O AT i i 2 T A B ) 5 R R AE Bt T — 2 T et Rl o0 ) o 4 2 SRR 5 R T R I
MR RLS SHk——RLS-IT 53 B S0 5 0k o 398 28 b s 8 A B IR AR 380, 92> T )= 3848 R A0 T Ak X 38 11
52 B IS 160 1800 17 S5 3 44 2% 10 S A A 0 (R M 36 A8 77 AN K AT 1) J Benchmark $451) 1 () 512 36 45 3L DL S L T
WA Markov HEASE Y R BE10 43 17 35 28 01, I 46t 0 % €1 23 3 SRR ff S e 08 A R RLS SRk fe.

ASCES 1 AR RLS SIE I FEAS SRR 58 2 745 76 6 45 K [ i) R A AT 40 AT (0 S B )N e i) 43 it
PEBA, I 4 I FE T et R 43 3 D8 (0 RLS-TT S92 (R R 55 3 0 S BAB 20 W 14 26 20 W e € Rl 3 o e e AR A ) 73
8 2R 1) S5 AR 10 MR 23642 3 (1 Dt IR R 4% P 8% i 7 7 Jo3 i 48 R A 1K) Maarkov 54K 8L, 45 Hy RLS A1 RLS-IT # Fh
BT T (B 2 3K S o b A v i B9 PR R S T i) 55 Wi B3 e e SR RIOR IR R 3588 4 R 77 A
5 K 1] 8 Benchmark S451 6 RLS-TT S792: 1 1 fig B AT WU, 04 45 SR 2R B T e k) o 3ok S ML A A 28k 5
IO UF H B o AT AR DG 8518 e e — T R 4518

1 RLS &EXHXHR

LN E G=(V,E),V A G T S4EA,E 4 G M EE BT M F4EE KeV,id B G(K)=(K,EnKxK)H th K
eSO E G 2B 7 L35 B GOK) AT A5 1 P AT, U K R P G — AN A2 PR G R T P A T A e %2
(i —A L G ki h C.

RLS 593K AR IE AR A 38 22, e B LA B— AN 1 K8R35k 4% 5 1 AN I b ke 1 K 24T ek, 1 38
2| B brip KE1.RLS HykHh B E AR IN Add. B3t Swap. BKIT Leap FITE 5 Restar 25 X S {EE2E G
SRS 4R S AR LA, G [R] 5E o fe K A 6 4 SR 48 R A1 55 RLS S 4 1515 2 5 SCIR[S).

RLS Sk p o ST 38 B 1 foc oK [ il 850114 408 458 445 ) 0 S 20 S s, 1L Bl 2D A B 8 4 A JEL 1RO 425 40 A
FIFH AEWEZ RLS SO ARSI T 36 M @ 1< FE 15 B 51 T R R A8 T m 4k 45 /5 B
Js 455 1l — 4 B 3 %, 286 A JEL IR K O D e A S BT Jd 98 2% I W 1T 281 51 5 U2 AR SO P s K A 1)
(1) 45 R 5 1 3 e €0 K00 3 (0 7 VA S o A 2 A B 3 Bh AR T R A R 1 U v A ) SR K R R R R R
T SRV G 1 G B AT R A R S R A A T AT B8 T RLS LM RE.

2 ETREXS I RLS B

2.1 mKE BT
SHE G(V,E), & T A PSSV, 84 T GS) ka4l 2 s, i s vk 6 —4
ST ACSH B G BT BT AR MY 4R 2, ) S={S1,S,,...,Sm}, 2o m=|.S, FEAN S, #F2 B G A a7 45 8ok 14 )
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AR AR R

n

Z = max lej
J:

s.t. AX <1 @)

Xl € {0’1}5 J :1523---’n
1, IR, e HIK

S5 TS AV 2 8] ()51
0, ?II:U_I\IJ »AjJS JI'J\““%VZ@D/JJQ

Herbn=\VI25 B G B0 i B0 X= (X0, Xa, - X} AR T B AR X ={

1, Wy, e,

Jo 5K Ry mn 4B A, ={ o

X L SHE G WIS B S5 SeS T S =V, HVije (12, r#

i=1
SinS=@, MR IC = {S;}_, M G —A Bt kil 5y
22 ETReININSHARME
TE 1 B G MRER 5 IC={S}_, FIB Kid Vo (K, IC) = | S. % K AZE G i — K HE ¢,
%]

SjNK =
Kl G 1Kl C 2 /b — i veVour.
WA G AR AL AE Se SR K,S H T sl 2 AT — N ILFER] K o, 57 DURHE R K 4 6
K93 1C G R Yt S5 B IR 2 A8 — AT IRAE ] K B KAS < 132 Vi (K IC) = | S, 0 Vi iTRIS:

SiNK#J
K| A7 4 S, C i 2 A KA 55 e Vi, BNV I C < K| BB L, C H 2 D H |- K AN 55 e VAV in=Vour. B i K=C HL
C ME— T LAIC|-IK|=1,R0 C FF B /bAF — AN £ veVour. O

AR L £ 5 B, AT AR B 8 23 1C = (S, MU Vour(K,IC), A M IE B R T7 i (R K . 1 T 1C 4 ST — A4
FAE T LLIX A YT AR e AR AXS T ki tH— 3040 SR s 4 20 R 74,51 5 R i i R
Xt 24 i A1 KOAS [ 3 €8 53 1C 5% A ] 1) Vo (K, 1C). 8 1C FR AN [ 3%E 6, 1T LLCKE 48 22 51 5 20 A (% 5 1f).
A TAHE Vour BERE A i1 1 K il d 141 C B Bl (i BE s K45 545 B Vour T IT & T AT 2 1A B0V %R v e
b R 2R KL 2 SR i A B R R Ok
min [Vo,r (K, 1C) |
s.t. 1C = {S;}_ M EIGHI— gt Xl &
0T S0, G 8 1) 0 2 NP-hard (19 1 £, T S50 (2) 10 i 85 AN Y - G €5 ) AR 5 SR Aot Fme 0 A A 224 R e DL ke
TUETH] KATFT R R4 1C 1R 451 Vour MR —E MR 52 3, AR 3R4 = BA BEHLE, it LG T 16 KRR
A 2 3l (2) BRRS Af Ae,  ER T R R SR A ol (2) [ — Al A R
A LASR: FH % S U ) B (2) 3 AT SR AR, SR (0 T 5 52 24 BE Dy O(IVP). 1 XA AR Tl ) K #8E BTl T—
WG R 53, BT 0 00 T 5T T 5 2 s AR 32 16 BT LA S0V A8 SR AR AR AT ST AR M 2 1) JE — 37 07 6, B9 o — Bt
INF8] 5 A AT — Ik Gt ki) 43,4 color_interval £ itk 4y £ 8] [.
23 FERTHE
RLS HIAM a8 R b g LT 3 FhAR SRS ah 15 4
o ST K LRI SRS PA A EABEIR K I T R TR R nT E BRI M K T T
BWEAE SN I ERE Add(K,v)=Ku{v}, 2L vePA;
o E X B s EAOM i M ET A K R — AN AT TS A T A A Al X A K e — 5
v ASHIER A T u s v B3R H K ETE AR g B i Swap(K,v,u)=
Ku{vi\iu},H:ih ueK,veOM.
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o SE N PRITHEAE Leap(KV) N BT — A ve VK I 2417 ] KR K 8 R FTE 5 v ASHHEE A T0 .
7E RLS 53 rPiX 3 Fh A8 A% S #VE AH L E 45,47 41 2Uh 58 i =) 3548 2 A e 4N 5 15 2 1 SCRik[S].
A SCHR IR L R S R el A < 4 Swap (K, v, U) TR 3T Leap (K, v) A Hi A S (0 01 2> 9 TR I 48 5,

—ZT0. B 1 FTR,S ANALAE S1,S,,55,54,5s A T TS 4EA V ISR K A 2450 ] h B 5 i T AL PA
B K F RIS 4E4,0M B K RT3 i g2 4 i F S, A S RA 24 i1 K AR AL Vour=S,US;.

Fig.1 Schematic graph of the vertex refining
K1 s

75 RLS )R H 4% 2 b REPLH A OM thidb £ — sl AT 5 e d 4, N VAK e 8 — iR AT BRAT B AR T 71 AR 3
PR IR I 98 R B A R R B 2 R 1C 0T 4B AS B)) T7 ) EAT i B DU BE AL AN OM\Voyr H ik £ — midEAT
B AR, N Vour Tk 38— sl AT WO A Y A 29 3R 1C ARIRAG — ool At 22 W) H8) 32 445 ) (4020 0, o, 5 Ay PR
7RI R K 7 i3 D e A R (AU IR A I Tabu i A S SIS BT I AR b3 5 1 T s A AT

IF PA\Tabu=, I Bt HLi% #1115 ve PA\Tabu,Add(K,v;), Tabu=Tabuu {v};

ELSEIF  OM\Tabu=@, MK HLIEFE— AT & ve (OM\Tabu)nVoyr,Swap(K,v,u), Tabu=Tabuu {v};

END

Tk JR) A R SRR )RR S AR RS B RLS VLRI BN 3SR B4 A= SR b ) FH 8 K [T 0] R 45 4 P
TIE, AR 3807 (] P AL H SE AT A SR IR B0 7 ), AT bR SR AR A 43 R .

24 ETFRENDTEORLS-NELRE

SR FH I 8 R R A 220 RLS Ssdb AT oieidh, 73 210 26 T Qe . Xl 43 i B8 1Y RLS-IT &3k LA i R

Step 1: %5 4o (4 H] 5% color_interval FlJRi 4% 2% % random_interval fI{E!;

Step 2: 3¢ 471 47 & color_num=0;

Step 3: 415 mod(color_num,color_interval)y==0, %} & G(V,E)#AT 4 (4% 43

Step 4:FfHL™ A= —AH K;

Step 5:Jm B4 K VH 4L & random_num=0;

Step 6:%F 4] K HEAT 1 38 JRi R % 2

Step 7:a 4045 14 U2 i AL, U SR

Step 8:random_num=random_num-+1;

Step 9:71 & mod(random_num,random_interval)=0, Ul #4T #R T 1 4E Leap(K,v),7F3% [1] Step 6;

WA mod(random_num,random_interval)==0,1] color_num=color_num-+1,3fi&[1 Step 3;

LTI e B H AR P f CL el AR R OB 1 FBE ) 55 K SCVF{E Max_Steps I SVA S .
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d) IR AREATAE HE—.
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S Je3 S48 2R M i 7 T AR .
3.1 R AR S A

K RLS Sk 454 Swap(K,v,u), A OM H T3k —55,1% 58 T C R4 Py(RLS)=|CNOM|/|OM|.
Pr(RLS) A B 3 15 T Jo 48 22 ) S AR A S T AOMER A0 D g B Aty e 130 B Pl vl £ 6 94 T ) A 320 4 2 0 sk
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MIAJg CKeOM,ifil C\K Hi i1 25 A\ 3% OM [{#E2 Jy DI (1-D), JiT LA|CNOM|~|C\K|-D'“!.(1-D),

[C\K ] ke
P,(RLS)yx——-D 3
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T G Y (R0 A 1C={S), a0, e U TP ISl 3 AL JEE 0 Ay e 6 504150 L IO SFH 6 1 1
= 1 n
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A AW v 7E IC HBTAE B S 2 21 B0 1(w)=i, 1 3R ve S, N 1(C)={i|SiNnC=D} I(K)={i|SinK=D}.
1R Y RLS-IT A (K5 #4845 Swap(K,v,u), M VournOM HAEIE — 5, 1% 8 T C [y
|C NVoyr NOM |

P, (RLS-II) =
WS = oM |

. = n |
24 Vour l=n—=|K |l =”—|K|'|—IC—|aﬁﬁU\,

_ n _
Vour AOM [x|Voyr |-D¥ 1~<1—D>z[“—| K I'WJ'DM e

Bk CVour I SNIE OM k% % DK (1-D), &
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ICAVourNOM|=|CAVour|- DKL (1-D).
MR ICAVout=ICI-IC)NIK)[=|CI-(ICAK[H ICK)NIK))). 24 T 3K HE I(CWK)AI(K)], BT LS i) 55 4 oy R T
BSR4 A H i i B 2, OR%R K e, X RE C s MM EAERE— AR S E S U
BAHANRBEE L IICK)NIK) | 2 1K C\K AN BR T 5 B H I [IC|—|[KACAS £ b, 3L A KAC AN £ 1 g
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%ﬁ?ﬂlﬂ"ﬁ*lﬂ’ﬂ/l\iﬁ.mlthﬁ|I(C\K)mI(K)|z|7‘-|C\K|])7<
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R, RLS-) xS KLICT ke 4)
n-(lIC|-|KNCJ)
O
X
X
X
Fig.2 Schematic graph of color partition
K2 Zeafion ekl
3.1.2  Py(RLS-IT) =Py (RLS) ) 4 1
Py (RLS-II) - P, (RLS) ~ [CAKEIICT  pweer _[C\K] pixec
n-([IC|=|KNCY) n—-|Kj|
ZIIC\'(n—IKD—W(\ICI—IKﬁCD_‘C\K'_Df‘Kmq )

n-(IC|-|KNC-(n—|KJ)
b |C\K|.D"C ‘(|K“C|—@j
(1IC[-IKNC]-(n=|K]) I

€]

B T |C\K|)-D*CI=0,|1C| = |KNC|,n = |K|,|C|= K|, T LA, 24T £ | K N C = . I, Py(RLS-IT)=Py(RLS).

N R |KNC[=|Cl=d, T BA 24385 2 N I8 4 AF(6) i, 5 Pu(RLS-11) = Py(RLS):
d/|CI<1-1/1 (6)

TR A de[0,/C|],Bl d/|C|e[0,11,0f LA#E d/|C|e[0,1-1/1] {1 i) L, Py(RLS-IT) =P (RLS); H 7
d/|Cle (1-1/T,1] [ X 1) B 5 Py(RLS-IT)<Py(RLS).7E. Frb A1 DIMACS Jt 120 A5k ] il F v v 0 3k, 1<) 491 v 011,
I e[1.78,58.82],1 II4IME Ky 12.46, 7722 1 9.41;1-1/T €[0.44,0.98],1-1/T FISFBIME K 0.85,75 2 X 0.13. 9T LT LA
INAE R UL A R 40 1 D3R 0 T R 98 08 i S A A AR BLAE AR T | CLLK],JKAC R, 24 T
KN, PH(RLS-I1)-P(RLS ) K, 2 i # ] 8.
3.2 RLS5RLS-1IEEWR Yt a &Y EbE 53 47
3.2.1 WA Markov S

TSR 3.1 1 1A 7 A R 1AL, 0 ST e 8 48 2R 9 R A i AT ) 5 ) W O Markov BERSE Y i = {KIK 2 G
B ATy g T2 X d(K)=|C\K | 24 R K 5 et C 2 il B R 85, th BN K B 30 31 C de b BT g AT 0 R
1EH TR 4, Di={Ke Jd(K)=i},i=0,1,...,|C| A fi# % B S — Kl 43 ,id - D={Dy,Dy,...,Dic}. 18 {Xt=0,1,2,...} A &
FEAE R 20T K AR S DL (K BEHLIE 307 51, 00586 A2 55 3.1 35 BRI X2 — N FF IR A Markov B,
TR A Dy=C,— RSB MERA LR LA G i
L j=0

a) Y XeDyi=0 I, P(X,,, €D, | X, Di)—{o, iv0l
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PvegC|KeD,),j=i
b) 4 XeDy,i=|C|IFf, P(X,, € D; | X, & Di)—{P(VEC |KeD,),j=i-1;
0, j=i+1
PvgC|KeD,)-PugClveC,KeD,), j=i
¢) i XDy, I<i<[C[IFf, P(X,,, € D;| X, € Di)—{P(VeC |K e D)), j=i-1.
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1 0 0 0 - 0 0 0
a l—-a-b b, o - 0 0 0
0 a, l-a,-b, b, -~ 0 0 0
0 0 0 0o - a10|—1 1- a\cH - tk\-l t\cH
0 0 0 o - 0 ac l-a

MRAESTHRI1 710 2 B 1 A4S 2, ME B 4h 23 Xoe Dy A, i IR BT WA Do A1~ 15391 52 I [ (B 6 1) ¢
YU C P SR A T Bt 20 4

m, =0
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m=m_+—+ > ——][2" i=L..,C|-I (7
g j=0 aj+i+l h=0 %j1h

Me) = Meyy +1/8g
itk m=[myJ; <o, || M|, =max {m;} 7] LAl 08k 53 70 d 2 A5 B k4 42 2 b7,
3.2.2 PRP LI A WRCIN [ 43 A
T3 K ) 7518 T long path 28 1) 816175 S5 by 1 LA 22 06 3 A L 45 AR A AR AL UT (00 E R A0 S 2 38, — 1l
B clique %5 FEAE P U1 ER (R BRI U™ O 4k U150, ) T 8B 5 |K |~| . 7E 5 e dde 4 Swap(K,v,u) X6 AT 5 1)
veC B — 5t ue K 5 A AR 26 1 2 AH W] 1Y) DA, 6 T~ RLS AT RLS-1T 8325, 58

PueClveC,KeD,)~ COKI [CNK] (8)
K| IC|
A 2 |CI=|CAK[HCK | JIT LA ICAK|=|Cl-i %) RLS 3% [k B e e/, A
|C\K| e _ICVK] gy 1:D"C
Py, s(veC|KeD)=P,(RLS)~»——'.D ~="lp E L 9
ws(VeClKeD) n ( ) n—| K| n—|C| n—IC| &)
S RLS-TT 595 18 e 18,
[IC\K|-[IC] kel _HIC]i-D'°
P veC|K eD)=P,(RLS-II)~ -D . ol DU — 10
wsa(VEC|KeD) n ( ) n-(IC|=|KCJ) n |IC|=|C|+i (10)
y&sp
P(v¢C|KeD;)=1-P(veC|KeD;),P(u¢Cljv¢C,KeD;)=1-P(ucClvgC,KeDj) (11)

B3 (B~ AN 2 ()bl i LK ME—WIAIR 2 KeD; ik, 5 i sh Bl g C BT s 10 e i
VEA BRI miid rres A RLS 50951 max {mi M, zresn A RLS-TT 50K max {my}(H. 8 IR B0 508
N A N =(tris—tris-n) Tres-7E 77 A FE B 23 DA R AT AR 16 B K T I S iR 5481 CF 45t PR 40 ARG b 2
AT AFEI W 3 PRI SGE R | 5P R @A T 2 1) 3¢ 5 K0 i L)y 84S SO0 2 RLS-TT 45
47T RLS S — AN &G d 18 3 Tl UG L2 77 AN 1 A 57 M7 RLS-ITSEVEMELT RLS SEA#R
A O Bk A TE B 74%. H Y-S5 Gt 41 R OR, B50dt f mT RE R AR 2 the K
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AL ATRLIAE cygwin P& _FIEAT, RH] g++,-02 9P L4 EHUH 2.66GHz, N A7 4 1.98GB. S HikH N
Max_Steps=400,000,000,color_interval=200,random_interval=2000.
4.1 FrofitsiE ERISKINEER

I K HT 1) 8 ) Benchmark B2 A DL R W41k R 31 19 http://www.nlsde.uaa.edu.cn/~kexu/benchmar-ks/graph-
benchmarks.htm.iX FL 347 40 AN 2 H i IR 28 D5 1) — 2L g R TR o) ),

®1Pg i T RLS-I 855 pls Fl COVER HATEA R Frb 411~ b i vE g HLBL pls 5L 4 F ATV B8 5 4 1
RLS Bt 5L L COVER 2y F i 8 55 I (1) SR 2 12 41 ] J 1) 710
Table 1 Performance comparison of different algorithms on Frb Benchmarks

F 1 eAENREE S Fro b SR RELLER

pls RLS-II COVER
Tnstance (G) Success Average CPU (s) | Success Average CPU (s) | Success Average CPU (s)
clique size clique size clique size

Frb30-15-1 30 100 30 0.06 100 30 0.01%* 100 30 0.17
Frb30-15-2 30 100 30 0.07 100 30 0.02%* 100 30 0.22
Frb30-15-3 30 100 30 0.61 100 30 0.20* 100 30 1.16
Frb30-15-4 30 100 30 0.04 100 30 0.01%* 100 30 0.15
Frb30-15-5 30 100 30 0.29 100 30 0.07* 100 30 0.38
Frb35-17-1 35 100 35 3.61 100 35 0.77* 100 35 2.33
Frb35-17-2 35 100 35 1.07 100 35 0.32% 100 35 2.68
Frb35-17-3 35 100 35 0.23 100 35 0.05* 100 35 0.59
Frb35-17-4 35 100 35 4.93 100 35 1.20* 100 35 2.87
Frb35-17-5 35 100 35 0.68 100 35 0.15% 100 35 1.17
Frb40-19-1 40 100 40 2.89 100 40 0.25% 100 40 1.38
Frb40-19-2 40 100 40 46.83 100 40 6.87* 100 40 38.43
Frb40-19-3 40 100 40 4.19 100 40 1.07* 100 40 8.74
Frb40-19-4 40 100 40 19.57 100 40 4.70%* 100 40 22.61
Frb40-19-5 40 100 40 85.19 100 40 24.07* 96 39.96 200.51
Frb45-21-1 45 100 45 32.52 100 45 5.47* 100 45 23.914
Frb45-21-2 45 100 45 66.64 100 45 15.98%* 100 45 69.26
Frb45-21-3 45 100 45 333.77 100 45 62.18% 99 44.99 202.5
Frb45-21-4 45 100 45 47.79 100 45 10.26* 100 45 38.23
Frb45-21-5 45 100 45 88.14 100 45 22.12% 99 44.99 215.87
Frb50-23-1 50 72 49.72 753.06 100 50% 196.68 89 49.89 338.45
Frb50-23-2 50 45 49.45 827.58 97 49.97* 547.55 30 49.30 431.77
Frb50-23-3 50 16 49.16 720.78 66 49.66* 935.53 24 49.24 608.17
Frb50-23-4 50 100 50 88.31 100 50 12.57* 100 50 62.59
Frb50-23-5 50 99 49.99 309.48 100 50% 38.15 98 49.98 294.3
Frb53-24-1 53 6 52.06 1130.83 32 52.32% 1162.83 9 52.09 666.15
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Table 1 Performance comparison of different algorithms on Frb benchmarks (continue)

F 1 bRAENREE S Fro b &SRB LU (20)

pls RLS-II COVER
Instance G) Success Average CPU (s) | Success Average CPU (s) | Success Average CPU (s)

clique size clique size clique size
Frb53-24-2 53 23 52.23 1010.53 84 52.84% 840.82 34 52.34 414.23
Frb53-24-3 53 66 52.66 777.09 100 53% 190.56 91 5291 32391
Frb53-24-4 53 46 52.46 929.40 98 52.98% 593.40 24 52.24 387.66
Frb53-24-5 53 85 52.85 638.28 100 53* 218.01 84 52.84 428.61
Frb56-25-1 56 12 55.1 772.92 57 55.57* 1112.15 15 55.15 550.95
Frb56-25-2 56 6 54.93 1058.10 40 55.40%* 1087.49 12 55.12 765.23
Frb56-25-3 56 8 55.08 906.32 80 55.80* 1091.74 76 55.76 506.08
Frb56-25-4 56 68 55.66, 805.41 100 56* 295.18 84 55.84 460.82
Frb56-25-5 56 81 55.81 717.35 100 56* 120.47 98 55.98 237.8
Frb59-26-1 59 0 57.85 - 6 58.06 668.04 11 58.11% 827.59
Frb59-26-2 59 0 57.63 - 9 58.09* 809.44 6 58.06 453.89
Frb59-26-3 59 6 57.77 1 169.60 71 58.71% 978.29 12 58.12 831.79
Frb59-26-4 59 5 57.71 1241.64 47 58.47* 1269.51 1 58.01 1928.5
Frb59-26-5 59 78 58.77 723.51 100 5% 112.65 89 58.89 609.18

17 JESCHR[201 B9 PE RE VFAS 7 V5, “ B SR B0 2 S0 4T 100 VK Sh 3 B 55 e il 0 8 V- ¥ 1 S 1) A2 B
A B IS AT IV S5 A (0] 1 35 L, B A A< P B {7 2 B4 100 3B AT 3T 4k 31 (19 55K 41 1R~ 34 K /) pls B
1EF1 COVER B2 I [ # & AR & MLAS Fas AT (0 45 3L URAR)¥ 40 i A /E 4 Pullan F1 Richter T #2 {1

1L I VYV SLIN [R IUR0) 3 R HEAT T LR, #ARR R R S U th 2 1 0] Wi fF 40 4 Frb
Bl A 39 M 5L RLS Bk Pk Re A T H AT B 1) COVER 3%,/ 423 40 /M1 1, RLS-11 $%: 1
Pk REARIL T pls £L325.

COVER S35 J 44 5 K A1 1) U8 480 o4y T a7 5 1) R0 74 SR A, DS A S % B AN J8 T+ RLS S35 & 41511 pls
SL H AP R (0 RLS S350 AF B T 45 Frb 1 b 38 H i35 T e ta kil o0 ) w4 R R i &R
) SR W BB A6 5 b 4 o JL RLS 092 1A PR L T 389 00 T %1 233 JE ML ) RLS-IT 54 7E Frb R4 7 E Uik
BT H S5 K [ ) R SR AR S ) e U K P
4.2 DIMACSTIiX##E FRYLIG 45 R

DIMACS F 415t K AT $0 45 42 S22 4 Dy 1EA4 F 5 22 (B K AT ) 8 Benchmark %4 41014

P2 P T RLS-IL 5535 5 JR 44 RLS 590), DLS 59EP 0 IEA-PTS L1817 37 AN % DIMACS 4 -
Rk BE LA DLS A& H AT %407 kB i i SR TEA-PTS 2 5 1 S0

B 2 W] LBR T brock800_2 1 C4000.5 2 &b 75 A9 1 b, S92 1) 1k i 08 i 82l H Wi Bse 4 (1) DLS 5
AR T b4 R B R S v R B H AR B UL AR T R A Sk T ARSI BT R
LI ) b DLS S5y K — b (AR AR G LAt 9 b 5592 EL AR 6 T 1] 5217 100s LA A 1R 1 55 9 0 17 55, 3K 2 12%
ANBE S W S P e AT e K T R 5 1 B 5B C2000.9,MANN_a81 1 keller6, RLS-IT S33: (14L #4AE 1] &,
SR R B S G AR, 1 45 TR SR AT I R R, X A A E A T TR B TR R M @ s A R TR R 1
SREWE A .

s SERE 4R 2 RLS-TT 5305 K 2 B e o AR 1) S (e P A7 Pl 481 3804 D [R)— 4 2800, 1t DLS $33k B
SRV ISF ) AR X 58 /I AEL B2 i 52 8 71 4308 25 55011 6 i AR K P, 1 12 23 5000 6 s SCBEAT 48— IR LR, 4 9 0
TP, R s i R A 2 B

%54 KA, 4% Frb Benchmark SR S8 B b, 48 €0 %1 43 ik S8 L0 1) st i % W 20 b 50 n 58 13X 5 Frb R 51
Bl (1) 25 445 5% Frb & 41 B 14135 e (0 21 A B #0380 e/ AR 14.52,°7-34 24 21,1651 /F DIMACS Benchmark
TR L P33 G B K BE AR R /N B /IRt 2,27, 38028 7,190 PR IR ERIE T 4 8 %1 23 3k AL a1 1 el 2 1
et K MK,
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Table 2  Performance comparison of different algorithms on DIMACS Benchmarks

%2 FRAEMNREIESE DIMACS & Skt g b i

RLS RLS-II DLS TEA-PTS
Instance CLQavg CLQavg CLQavg CLQavg
CPUG)  crgmax) |CPY) (crgmay | CFYO  (crgmay | PV (cLQmax)
C125.9 0.004 34 0.001 34 0.000 1% 34 0.0004 34
€250.9 0.029 44 0.01 44 0.000 9% 44 0.0156 44
€500.9 3.124 57 0.08* 57 0.1272 57 09872  56.18 (57)
€1000.9 41.660 68 0.98* 68 4.44 68 44758  66.93 (68)
€2000.9 823358  77.57(78) | 178.13  78.11(80)* | (193.224)  77.93(78) |522528  76.4(79)
DSJC500.5 0.194 13 0.05 13 0.013 8* 13 0.086 2 13
DSJIC1000.5 | 6453 15 0.96 15 0.799* 15 3.548 2 15
€2000.5 9.976 16 4.58 16 0.969 7* 16 2,936 6 16
C4000.5 |2 183.089 18 477.12 18 181.233 9% 18 276.184  17.66 (18)
MANN 227 | 3.116 126 0.02* 126 0.047 6 126 0.566 3 126
MANN a45 | 398.770 343.60 (345) | 91.54  344.16 (345)* | (51.9602) 344 (344) |25.0054  343.97 (345)
MANN a81 |2830.820 1098 (1098) | 314.49 1098.5 (1 100)* | (264.009 4) 1097.96 (109 8) | 629.529 1097.01 (109 9)
brock200 2 | 9.605 12 0.04 12 0.024 2% 12 0.098 2 12
brock200 4 | 19.491 17 0.08 17 0.046 8* 17 0.184 7 17
brock400 2 | 42.091  26.06(29) | 0.86 29 0.477 4* 29 28702 27.52(29)
brock400 4 | 108.638  32.42(33) | 0.08 33 0.067 3% 33 22279 33
brock800 2 | 4.739 21 7865 23.97(24) | 157335 24 27332 21.06 (24)
brock800 4 | 6.696 21 3113 26 8.880 7* 26 55059 214 (26)
2en200 p0.9 44| 0.037 44 0.001* 44 0.001 44 0.005 2 44
2en200 p0.9 55| 0.016 55 0.001 55 0.000 3* 55 0.001 4 55
2end00 p0.9 55| 1.204 55 0.05 55 0.026 8* 55 52773 54.8(55)
2end00 p0.9 65| 0.050 65 0.02 65 0.001* 65 0.016 7 65
gend00 p0.9 75| 0.051 75 0.02 75 0.000 5% 75 0.008 2 75
Hamming8= | 0.003 16 0.001 16 <Q* 16 0.000 4 16
hamming10-4 | 0.078 40 0.19 40 0.008 9* 40 0.058 40
kellerd 0.002 1 0.001 11 <Q* 11 0.000 2 11
kellers 0.171 27 0.09 27 0.020 1 27 0.019 8* 27
keller6 189.814 59 82.35* 59 170.482 9 59 120325 57.06 (59)
p_hat300-1 0.018 8 0.001 8 0.000 7* 8 0.001 9 8
p hat300-2 | 0.006 25 0.001 25 0.000 2% 25 0.001 1 25
p_hat300-3 0.021 36 0.01 36 0.000 7* 36 0.005 7 36
p Hat700-1 | 0.186 11 0.05 11 0.019 4% 11 0.045 1
p_hat700-2 | 0.028 44 0.07 44 0.001* 44 0.000 91 44
p_hat700-3 0.035 62 0.13 62 0.001 5% 62 0.026 7 62
p hat1500-1 | 30.274 12 3.05 12 2.706 4* 12 9.647 6 12
p_hat1500-2 | 0.158 65 0.77 65 0.006 1* 65 0.133 4 65
p hat1500-3 | 0.192 94 1.54 94 0.010 3* 94 0.430 8 94

43 HEEMELE SH

B 4 45 T4 frb35-17-1 BB R R R34 R JE random_interval 2 F,RLS SH3%F1 RLS-TT H ik 4k 31
S K AT B AR R B LG8 B 4 (R AS ST R RIS AT 100 IR 30138 45 . v] WL, RLS-1T 59211
PEREW AL T RLS SE X UL, 35T e (AR 43 51 5 5 38 48 2= 10 S & A 5 BB 617 e iy RLS B2 B K T i)
A R e

0 B Y 4 1 8 G I RLS-IT 1350 RLSO S0vE . 58 SCK bRk 35 3R 1, RLS-IT SLiE A% RLSO Sik3k
FIAH [ S5 O A I A4 R AP HO ok 43 L, R

I,=[step(RLS0)—step(RLS-II)]/step(RLSO0).

B S 4y T Qg K E T 592 prisas = 1, 2 1) 5 R B (RLSO il RLS-IT 574 7F 37 4~ DIMACS Fl 40
A Frb 7 FIIEAT 455 step 24 100 RIS AT H ) 36 20 55 K F I (9 SR AR B A 25 B0 0 7 39 (1) X B 3 o LU
H TR G B 20 P B B B K T S0 &5 TR 5 B0 3 M 45 SR AR AP AR 22 e (K B0t 3 B AT — Sk i e e 4
PR B N S 25 S BB A AT A AR AR — e N X — TR A IR T LA 4 MBI R AL
(1) Markov BEHEIERY 55— 7, 4 T BEANT, % = LT ok Bl F1C), % o B e 05>
o WL A X T 9 A S5 Tt R B A0 A 5 S 8 SR B R I T B T 2 1 BN, A R 5,
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