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1. ¥Fa8&

AYEBBRICE D BERELR TN T) XL EBRT 220121, NRETIEBLEEOBEES < F
ATBZENEETH B

FrE DGR BBELMEICH U TRATRRER E& AW BT (landscape analysis) DRFZENTTHRN
T3, #H (landscape)® 3 &13, BREMICBIDHEDERIORETHS. TOMTICL-T,
RLETORBEEEELRANCMS I LORBI2H2BERAML D Z ENARICRD, X5ITZ0OBE
ZRAUCEMERIRASEBIRY )N TY XLORFOAEEELSNh TS, BEXTR, KEk—IZT
CREM, VS5 T5EIRE S, Jo—ay SR Y a—U D YEES, NAFU— 2 kEHEES &
IS BHBRTOMALNAM SN THY, TOLL TIH [ABHE U MBREIIN TS, REEELIE,
RREEOMENEDORBERICEMMN > T—DDORERRERD LI REEEZL TNWEI L THS. H5MH
BARBBEL L TEBELINZME/ ORI, £RLEERELOERT2RRBIEENT > ZRL
BIDAYEET NI XL &> TRERANDERNAIETH S EEX SN TNS.

FHFRTI, RENZHEEERBCHEDO—DTHDEAY V) — -8 (maximum clique problem, MCP)
KHLUT, BEWTTIREL TS k-opt RFTRRE 2HNWT, MCP OHIBBIN 21T 5. MTORE,
ABBERZBRTERLVEEFANEL, —BREOBATEBIET I T ZLICES> TEBRNTH D Z EBRT.

2. RKOV—-OMHE

B (vertex) D& V= {1,...,n} EZN5DEKADOXN 2FiKE 95 &M (undirected edge) DES
ECVxVHREZoNkZLE G=(V,E) ZERATS 7LD, #iZ, £TO 2 EARIC 1 DOIENEET
SEMI S TERTETSTENS. VOBSER V' CVIRIBZFERDY ST GV') ={V',EnV'xV'}
NEETITTDEE, Thbb, Vi,jeV,i#jKMUT (i,j) e E THDEE, V' 27 —0 LIRS
MCPEl &1%, BEXABNEY 5T GIEENE 7 U— K OHT, ROEK GHE) X

chp(K) = |K| (1)

ERRICTEIU—UEROBEETH 5.

MCP i3EA LEELRMETH D, &5, FEEHR, LHEFE, y—2RE, Z00BOEEEELL
THRIHO LN, B RHEAEREEMELIEMTHZ I ENLAGENTVSE., Zok5hEaEE
BEEEELT, BRMMNEAHE B/INESHENENDS.

MCP i3 NP-HEC iR 2RETH D Z &b 5, SEARMTRELRRERZRD ST )T X L3E
FELRBWEEZLNTWS., ILICEHEBNIEZI LI, MCPIZBWT, 2ERABEIT—EDELERRET
B7INTYXMIFEELREVNEZ X SN TS0, 11, 12]

MCP Z BB 71=DIZ, HOMDTINTY XLMMERINTVNS. ZOZBHEREEICH ED
MERETH DN, ETUENENTHERZEIZENTESREOY A XIINI NI ST UL I8k
Y57 THBM3 14151617 2w, MEMIGENE GELAR) &EARBANICERT 2ERED
HEVBBAIITHON TN S8 19,20, 21]
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3. MCP IZ¥T 5 k-opt BFIEFEX

MWOCP-k-opt-Local-Search( CC, PA, OM, degc(p A))
begin
1 repeat
2 CCprey :=CC, D := CCprev, P :={1,...,n}, g := 0, gmaz := 0;
3 repeat
4 if |[PANP| > 0 then // Add Phase
5 if multiple vertices with the same maximum degree are found then select one vertex v
among them randomly;
6 CC:=CCuU{v}, g:=g+1, P:= P\{v};
7 if 9 > gmaz then gmaz := g, CChest := CC;
8 else // Drop Phase (if {PAN P} = ()
9 if multiple vertices with the same size of the resulting |PA| are found then select one vertex v
among them randomly;
10 CC:=CC\{v}, g:==9g—1, P:= P\{v};
11 if v is contained in CCpres then D := D\{v};
12 endif
13 update PA, OM, and degg(pa)(%), Vi € PA;
14 until D = §;
15 if gmaa > 0 then CC := CCeq: else CC = CCprev;
16 until gmae < 0;
17 return CC,;
end

1 MCPIZNT3 k-opt RFHEREDELI— R

FEITIE, FPFE THRMBITICH NS MCP XT3 k-opt BAHERE (KLS) M OEER~RS. KLS
ISR EEERE (Variable Depth Search,VDS)?2 @7 1 F7izb W T WS, VDS &iF, 5Ex 5N/
RT3 U THBAY /N S TR R R 2 AT 35 Z & TR OE S 2D TR ERIFE L 12
ZABIEBEBRROTATT TH 5.

KLS O#a— R 2K 1 ITRT. UTF TR, AECKEEOERICOWTERT 5. KLSI3S I —7 (Linel-
18) EPV—7 (Line3-16) OUBEEFTS. LI, SML—AICEAL T TRE), PIV—FIcBLTIE Mg
DIRL] EFFORFT .

CCO AN —TDREVEL | O RIZBITBM (FU—2) TH3. PAV ZCCO 0LTESICHIET
%, cCW IBMTTRERERDES

PA® = {v:v e (v\CCW),(v,i) € E,V € cCV}
Th5. OMY 1T PAD OEHRETENL 1 IRBES LIENIES
oMY ={(v,i):v € Vi€ CCY, (v,i) ¢E, (v,3) € E,V; € CCY, 5 # i}

TH5. 2B, OMY I CCO TEEFNBHEAROFONWTNA—DDIEE i € CCO FIFICINEFEEL
BOHRORELRAZI LD TESD (3B, CC COM) . deggpamy i3 PAD IZX D FEB I N HH5
757 GPAY) HOBTER ve PAD ORETH 5.

KAT, KLS OFREBEIZBIFBEETINTY XL (k-opt RFFRRLE) COWTHRICHATS. 7
BEx5hi=982)—2 @8 coO 2xHE LT, EEEOESZEHENIEMT 2BE (Add B
B1E) BXUHIRRT #E (Drop BEMHEME) IC L DBEMREMIEEROES ccW,....cc®,....ccm
285, (ZOERRT T, BHESESES P Line2) 2FATSHIET, BMELRERINZTES
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IXEOGE - BIBREINB 2 E3RW) . FOREROEANSBERMCCH U=k =r) 2R (Lines) ,
RREOFE TV —2 CCO:=CC® &F3% (Linel?) . KLS 1T ICETIREARERREMELTHY,
EREOFEAZ VU —2ITIECT, k-opt ifBEDOHA X (LFED riIZHE) NEBHICEET 5.

FERD k-opt INEHERWEE, Add BEHREEIET TAdd 72— X (Line5-8) & Drop BEHEEEHET
MDrop 7 x—X] (Linel0-13) N=DD 7 z— X THERIN5.

4. MCP DibFfR#R
HEBRITIE, —RICROLSIfThbh .

() HEOBER (bL<E, BE<HASNTWBREMR MNELATH S MEF 2R,
(i) 5% ABENERE L TRFRREC L > THEIENS, BE-LRIBEREEKESS.
(ifi) 185 N7 &R RERO WK OME & & RIRERN 5 it 0 BT BRER DM H~5.
(iv) &RFREROBNEROMEE &S RFRERD 5> EOREROERE A<D,

EROBFEICEDNT (iii) & (iv) DZTNENOHBEERAND. £, 2OBE, (iil) & (iv) OThE
NOBREMN SEEMICHEZERATS.

FHETIZ, ERUAHZESR 45 6 LRI, B2 L= (X, f,d) TRETS. &b, X IEREM, f
IXEBBEE, JdIIEREMLETEBINEMTHS. U, OB LEELOH L X & OB EM
FEAEICT S, MRETIRECMBIIHNT ZRRE TR D MBI, MOEXKR, EHEOEEITKE
5.

4.1 FHmBEEK
ARFZE T, MCP O EREHR (1) 2R T 2MOFMEEK LT 5.
4.2 MERB

RIIV OFESEICZ)—VELTERLTVWBE EE L, BRLTWEWVWEZ0DEY 25X T1 KK
X7 MNVELTEETS. o THRRZEMIE, X ={0,1}" &/&5.

4.3 DERE
BERE d 1 IRREM X = {0,1}" KBWIFBDOMDN\I >V ERE (Hamming distance) &9 5.
44 MCP O MBITHE R

LRI MCP ORI F—r 557 TH5 DIMACS OREFIBICH LT, SOFLR (V5
SUFLC—DODEREBRLEZI ) —20) K OBEET S k-opt RATRRED 10 AERIOREITITL D BlER]
ERERORFREREZE T, BREMOHEEZ2MBITTS.

BEORER (b LI, BAOREM) MNERDZIHEIE, TORMBERICRLEROIVWEDRER
(BLE, BHOREM #BIRTS.

£113, Eho, FHEAE, BEMREOpt, REMOEE OptN, 10 FE® k-opt RAMEREICKVE
HEINR2 - = RFTREROE Num, BEMR LG5 RREROTSER d,,, RTRERRLTO
SR dyo, RORIEMR & R REROMEBERK C,p, BATBEMRR T OMBIREK C, ORERTH S.

EREDTER (4.3 88) 15, dopt, doto DERAEIIRBERE Opt D 215 TH D, dopt, daro DTEVSRKIE
IGED BEBBERRVRTBRERRA LT OBUENDIINEEZ DI ENTES.

MCP RBKREFEBETH B0, Cop, Cato PIEMHEIC —1 1TH W & E BEM R MR BERR LICH
EOHBNSH D, RAEENBERINDEEXDILENTES.

£ 1 TERLZ 35 EOMEFIF, 8EOMBES THEERE Copt, Cao MEICADIELRD, ZOSER
BREORFRERFELICRWEBENHER TE, XOBENBRAITE MEHIL5~6 BT Tho7z. &
D OK 30 BOBEFICDOWTIE, BBk BATEERRTICRVWEBE R TE T AOEEIIER T
Rnorz.
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Cost difference

DIMACS DORIFEHIBEIZH LT k-opt RFTEREIC L 0B SN - BT BERD EEEMAITE R S HEREK

LEFERAL - A ILERE - IR - RAKZ

instance Opt | OptN | Num dopt daio Copt | Calo
C125.9 34 393 10620 17.00 32.25 | -0.76 | -0.60
C250.9 44 363 60834 41.49 57.75 | -0.50 | 0.34
C500.9 57 3 92960 76.88 79.70 | -0.15 ] 0.09
C1000.9 68 48 99041 98.38 107.01 | -0.08 | 0.34
C2000.9 78 11 99831 | 123.98 [ 125.33 | 0.08 | 0.45
DSJC500.5 13 50 9754 18.25 21.36 | -0.05 | 0.96
DSJC1000.5 15 18 18843 24.31 24.27 0.23 | 0.98
C2000.5 16 77 31358 25.90 26.88 0.24 | 0.99
C4000.5 18 11 45734 31.47 29.29 0.44 | 0.99
MANN_a27 126 681 | 100000 [ 96.55 167.34 | -0.04 | 0.94
MANN_a45 345 2 100000 | 437.76 | 457.03 | 0.01 | 0.94
MANN_a81 1100 7 100000 | 1351.37 | 1465.33 | 0.02 | 0.86
brock200._2 12 1 2705 19.82 16.50 0.33 | 0.91
brock200_4 17 1 6088 28.06 24.17 0.41 | 0.49
brock400_2 29 1 31057 48.82 38.87 0.35 | 0.45
brock400_4 33 1 31870 51.82 39.32 0.35 | 0.57
brock800_2 24 1 31470 41.47 34.64 0.57 | 0.85
brock800_4 26 1 31011 43.28 34.49 0.56 | 0.91
gen200_p0.9.44 | 44 4 47447 62.43 46.51 | -0.24 | 0.06
gen200_p0.9.55 | 55 4 35995 74.78 43.05 | -0.20 | -0.22
¢end00_p0.9.55 | 55 1 93490 89.61 69.42 0.00 | -0.26
gend00_p0.9.65 | 65 1 92167 96.07 74.05 | -0.36 | 0.27
gend00_p0.9.75 | 75 1 92234 | 107.46 73.19 | -0.29 | 0.14
kellerd 11 444 16530 9.30 16.90 [ -0.74 [ 0.91
keller5 27 673 96271 31.01 46.42 | -0.31 | 0.99
keller6 59 14 100000 [ 101.71 98.41 0.47 | 1.00
p-hat700-1 11 2 6853 17.90 15.29 0.15 | 0.96
p-hat700-2 44 117 19974 23.99 38.17 | -0.75 | -0.70
p-hat700-3 62 240 54000 23.98 43.44 | -0.57 | -0.35
p-hat1000-1 10 65 10736 12.84 16.42 | -0.17 | 0.96
p-hat1000-2 46 85 45435 28.27 44.22 -0.62 | -0.49
p-hat1000-3 68 24 85660 58.17 61.94 | -0.33 | -0.28
p-hat1500-1 12 1 17690 20.82 18.24 0.47 | 0.97
p-hat1500-2 65 448 63407 31.01 51.91 | -0.66 | -0.68
p-hat1500-3 94 536 94305 46.18 64.06 | -0.71 | -0.76
p_hat1500-3 p_hat1500-3

Clost difference

Average Distance

(a) p-hat1500-3_avg

& 2

p-hat1500-3_avg

20 40
Distance to optimum

(b) p-hat1500-3-opt

60

80

100

120
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MANN_a81 MANN_a81
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] 3 MANN_a81
keller6 keller6
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v 14 - ¥ 14
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(2) keller6_avg (b) keller6_opt

4 keller

RBOLEREZEONEHER 26, BRRERMEREMNICEOL S CHHT N2 ERMICE
W2 K2 K3 K413, RA2RFABRERELTOFSER (2) & SEE S OER (b) 2 ThThEN
BHELOBIRTTOY FLERTSHS. (a),(b) E550ORbMEIT, BEROMEE BNEKIEEDET
FRL TNV, MEOMEN0IEDILIEE, RERRFTEBEME THS.

B 2I2HBWNT, phat1500-313, (a), (b) DEBIRFABERNY FAFELTHHLTND = & HUFESE
TED. SIHITHBBREDNH]IZ 0.7 UTFTTHB I ENSHBNWEOHENSS. Thbb, p-hat1500-3 ¥
KBBEE L TEBELIhTWS.

—7#T, B3 D MANN.a81, [X4 keller6 i3Iz, AB#EE L TRELLI N TWRWEERATH 2. X
30 (2) D70y bRE, B4 D (a) D70y RN S, MANN.a81, keller6 #£17, HEBEIENE< 72
BIZDONT, BERFBRERFELOEMNKEL Lo TN ZEbNS. F-HEREOHE Cu Iz
&, MANN_a81, kellerf $£iC 0.85 M\ L LHMWADHEBZRL TS, & 5ICREMRERFEERE ORI
bIEDHEBIIIMER TER N,

5. L9V

MCP 2 2 BRI LD, MCP O£ < ORMEFAIORREMIIABEE L LTSI TWAN
ZEBRLE. ZDOXRHT 4 TRERII MCP ORE#SEEE, BB AYBRIET LT TAICE D BiE
BEHEHTDZZENERCHETHS - L E2EMTTNS.
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SEOBEE LT, ZORBSHBMAITORBRERIRTTAEZ A & BIET )V T XLDREVETS
ns.
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The performance of metaheuristics depends on the shape of the underlying search space, because a task
of metaheuristics is to guide the search toward regions which contain high-quality solutions from current
ones. In general, standard metaheuristics are implicitly or explicitly designed with conceptional structure
of Big Valley Structure. Big Valley Structure is representative shape of combinatorial optimization
problems. This shape has many local optima, but it is globally convex. Generally, many researchers
believe that this structure is suited for search in the metaheuristics. We analyze the search space for the
maximum clique problem. In general, many local optima found by local search are used for the analysis.
As a local search, we use k-opt local search proposed by ourselves recently. We show that the analysis
results are very pessimistic for standard metaheuristics.



