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Abstract
ZREYMEISERRLTC Z e o, BILD D ZRRBRBMFENERIN TNV
M, ZO—oOTH2 _EHIFAMETEER ( DNN M) kUEZOMEe UGEEMENIEATY
Boa—hy TS5y MEERBNAL, FRBICED K SRIRERD BN CBUEEBERICO
WTHE T 5.
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uG

1 FC®IC

ZREPH M (QAP) 1k, REN LG RELHED—D LTHISNTWS. ZDIHTE
EREELE 2 C oI o0, HARRELEEE L THEARKE L — L2~ VB 2 b ZRES R
rLTeEMbExhs ZefohTnsg.

EOBE n 10 LT, RIHEOEREKRVGFOEEE N ={1,...,n} &L, RfEHOHEERZR
TG A = [ai] BT OEREZ R T175] B = [bj] 5 2 SNk, QAP I3FRHHE R Z /)
g 2 [

min ) aikba(in(r)
1€EN kKEN
LLTCihEd s, T2 TEW « 13MEE ¢ 25T () KHDETHNE e Z2RT. ZOMEIX
NP W#Et e LTHISNTWT, n =235 BEOMBETHEA L UTHREMDL KD 5N TWIRWEED
H3 ([6]).

QAP I3 2 L L T—RIR D RBREEICB W T, &b IS 3 2 BTN
HEIWCKR-5TL 5. QAP IZBWTIEE K OFFATFIEIC & 5 NFMEGHROFIESR I N TV S, %k
FTi2E 2 LTI AR aEi#ER ([11]), Gilmore-Lawler ([5], [9]) , BIRUEHEIE ([2]), M KEHHEi#ER
(1)), PIEEMEFTHEEN ([14]) REZEZRRICDH 5. HIZIX Anstreicher & 1Erh 2 REHHEIFRAIICE
DLHEIREEEFEEL, QAPLIB DA Y A XY ZAD—DTH 3 nugdd ZHIH TN ([1)).

TR QAP DREMEE Y U TRACHIZEX LT\ 2 “EIEAMETEHEM (DNN M) 1

min{<Q, X): X €Ki NKs, (H, X)= Xo0 =1 } (1)

EWVWSETHELNS. 22T Ky FHEEBETMEZRL, Ko 3IFASKMAPRSI NI ZHHEEL L
5. DNN BANIINHBET D 2 TR NAEF DA TE 253, n > 30 BEDO KK QAP DiE
gz DR UKD 2 DWEHENTIE RV, B S 0 ERBEICHE DV FIETREE QAP O
DNN #&fxZ KD 2 Z LI LTWS ([7). MNEdK, =a—t>¥ 775y ME (NBIK) &5



5, —a— b ERTES Y MERHWEFRICELD, X5 ERE EFT03 ([8]). AT
DNN #Efl & NB 1EICHD K OFBREEDEER L QAP DRV F < — 71205 2 BUEFEERFE R I
DWNWTHRIR B,

2 S45>Ya2 DNN EBHICHITE=a—r> TS5y &

ARETIE QAP D775 2 DNN EMEZEAL, ZOETHE2=a—b> - T57 v ME
(NB &) Z#EN3 5.

2.1 QAP DOERIE
TREISRIE (QAP) F, IECREHHEIEE LT

ER}‘_Jrn, ug =1,

u;j(uo — ui;) = 0 ((4,j) € N x N)),
QAP((Z);(Z)) min <Q0) uuT> : Z Uik — U = O Z € N),

kEN

> ki —ug=0(j €N)

kEN

rENLENG. &, I, 2 N OFZEEDIEFI L, r > 1 XNLT F = (i1,...,i,) € I, X
L=(j1,....J0)€ll, £F3. ZOLZffiski,c F KOG j, €L (p=1,...,r) T LT QAP
DER5 R

u € RH" =1,
g (uo — uza) 0 ((4,5) € F° x L°),
Zuzk—uo 0 (i € F°),

keLe

¢ L) = min{(Q° wul) s 3wy —ug =0 (j € L)
keFe

uipjp =1 (p: 1,...,7"),

uij, =0 (i€ N\{ip},p=1,...,7),

tiﬁﬁﬂ:éh% &ﬁé& ’LLl'pj &U‘ ul-jp %Zﬁf?é Z 2 G:J: D, Fuﬁ%ai

xc RlJr(n r)?

, xo =1,
$2J($0 — .’Eij) =0
((i,5) € F® x L)

> mik— a0 =0 (i € F°),
keLe

> ak—x0=0(jeL)
keF«c

CEEXWZ LD TES. NBIEERERRZICH->TIE, QAP OL— MEETH 2 QAP(),0) &
MU Cakam 3 %25, HOME QAP(F, L) (F,L) €I, xII, (r=1,...,n)) XL TdiEmIZ D
FEWEHINS.

QAP(L,F): ((F,L) =min{ (Q(F,L), zz™) :




2.2 QAP O34J3>¥a DNN #&#

CEIERTS. i

Z(Zuiku()):Z(Zukqu)Q_o. (3)

i€EN \keN jEN \keN
LWV B T RERFFNCEL XN S, Lagrange SMZEA T2 2I1C&D, 5 X—&X A eR
7% d 0-1 = REHEE

RS up =1
uc + , Uo 9 } (4)

OP : = mi X Rk
QOP : ¢ mn%Q»““> uij (o — uis) = 0 ((i,5) € N x N)

AEENS. TITAeR B AERFCHIET 25 25>V aITHD, Q) es™ i1

2 2
@ w”) = (@ w) A3 (z —UO) s (z s —UO> o)
i€N \keN JEN \keN
TEHEINSG. FUHEBSEROERBICHTERFALF 4+ L LTRET AT, HIEKHEE
A — 0o IZFFW QAP (il ¢ WCR L TWwL.
ST D22 S SU e LT Ky, Ko, K, H %

Ky = S?"Q:{XeSl*"?;XzO},
Ky = quZO(Oép,q§n2)7
Xop = Xpo = Xpp (1 <p <?),
Xpg > < < n?
K = K;nK;={XeSsH: pa =0 (0<p, ¢<n?), 2
Xop = Xpo = Xpp (1 <p<n?)
H - {XGSH”?:XO,O:LQ}

LEFET 5. Hu R 21 QOP (1) DEITARMTHHR O, THDS
QOP:Gy = inf{<Q())\’ wul): wuT e K=K, NKy, (H, uvu”) =ul =1 } (6)

DETAREME B E X 5.

QOP (4) KU* (6) 1335BO_XHEMIBIE (QY, uu”) ZHLTWA D, ZZTEAENR G > G
HELNB. 45 ue R 1 QOP (6) DETAIMEML T2 L (H, uul) =ul = 1 BRILT 57
9, (QF, uul) = (QY, (—u)(—u)T) PKELTS. LEMoT, —MRINCu =1 2RETZ L
WTEL. 5 uu’ € Ky DT 2729, iy = uguiy; > 0 KF uouy; = u; ((i,5) € N x N) A
RDDZebhd. Tihbb, ulk QOP (4) OFEITAREMTH D, FREX O <O DS, DL
Fo#EICE D QOP (4) KU QOP (6) 13 ¢\ = G & LTHIBEEN BT 2 Z LRt &
BouuT € ST BITHIER X e ST TEEMZ S 210K D QAP @525 > Y 2 DNN
IR Nz I8 2 O WUt ]

i inf{<Q§, X): XeK=K, NKo, (H, X) = Xoo =1 } (7)
= max{y:yeR, Y€K}, Y€K}, Q- Hy=Y+Y>}. (8)

HELND. ZZ2TKKSIFZENZN Ky, Ky OAHETH 5.



23 Za—br T35y A

—a—bhY 755y E (NBiE) ¥iE, Lagrangian DNN #EF1 (DNN 1) % —XIcRa%L
ORI AL, —XTBIc=2— P U EREAT2BETH S, KEiTCIZZO 7 ALY
2 LFEIZONWTIER B,
2.3.1 DNN #EHoOBENL

FEED ye RICHLTHEK g %

g(y) = min {||Q) - Hy— (Y1+Y5)|: Y, €K], Yy eKj} (9)
YEHRT DL g(y) >0 HETL
gy)=0 & QS-—Hy=Y,+Y,, Y, €K}, Y, cK;}

DHALT 5. ZDKF (y,Y1,Y2) 1& DNN BRI (8) OEATRIAEME L 72 5. L7zh%> T DNN #%
(DR 2 Z8iF, gly) =0 Zili7zTHRRD y 2RKDZZEWXFEEINDS. ZDL5Ky
ZRD B 7Dl y ot UTRIBIE g(y) 2KD 20BN D 205, ZDi-d i mdbiEE (9) %
R REDH . NBIEICBWTIE, SREIRBVWOCIEAREEZEH T2 2212k (9) ® KKT
At

Q-Hy=Y,+Y,-X, Y, €K}, YQeK;,} (10)

X e Ky QKQ, <X, Y1> =0 2D <)(7 Y2>:O

Bl T ARG (X, Y1, Y2) = (X(y), Y1(y),Ya(y) ZRDTWS.

2.3.2 LHME uw” OBEH

B2 HGEeRIIMNLT gy) >0 8IRETS. ZORg(y*) =0 &2 y* ZRDZ=a2—+ Uik
DR

X (b))
(H, X (ub®))
TELNE. ZDZa— b UREI LS TESLNZEG] ub® (k=0,1,...) EHIICEHD L y* I
I 5.

ubk+1 _ ubk _

(11)

2.3.3 THREDL" OFH
up = 1 ROFTHI U = [uy] 1& QAP FATATHEM u € RV D EHITHIHET 2 720

Ty = Wi+ Z uj; =1+n,

(i,))ENXN
DAL T S, 22T IIE (1+n2) x (1+n?) oEFETHELRT. TREAEL (I, uu’) <1+4+n
ZEmTse

(I, uu

~ . X eK=KNnK <H X>:X()():1
b= inf<(QR, X): LA e
N m {<Q)\7 > <I, X>§1+’I’L
yeR, t<0, Y, €K, YQGK;,}

~d
= a +(1+n)t:
i mx% (e o g =t 0



iZ 22N QAP @ Lagrangian DNN #EFIRIRED LRIE - WMRIE YL RAad 2 e 8T 5. EED
(ya YQ) € R x KQ K’.;ﬁ'bf

3(y,Ys) = max{0, Q) — Hy — Y ,O&/NEHTH]}, (13)
Yi(y,Ys) = Q%—Hy-Y,—1Id(y,Y,)eSH™. (14)

YERETDZE (0(y,Y2),y, Yi(y, Y2),Ys) 1& DNN [ (12) OEIFAIRER L 5. L= oTht
J53 % HINBEEE v + (1 +n)o(y, Yso) EREME v* O FREEX 2
234 Za—bt2 TSy MEOTILIVXL
EF#E ub® R ORRE b 0B HE NBIEO 7 LIV RAL LTEE D 5.
Algorithm 2.1 =2 —hF> + 75 v MK
STEP 0: #IHAZREL LTI = 0o 2D k=0 3%, L5YE ub® > y* ZRET 3.

STEP 1:

BSME y = ub® 120V T KKT 40 (10) %723 (X (1), Y1(y), Ya(y)) € (K NKy) xKi x K}
AR & > TR 5.

STEP 2: ESUYE ub™! % ubf Rik=a— v REAR (11) 2 oHEHHT 5.
STEP 3: R b = max{Ib*, ub* + (14 n) s(ub* ™, Yy(ub®))} 2EHHT 5.
STEP 4: k % k+ 1 CE#HL, STEPL IIBITT 5.
Forray XL oWT, URDBRLT 3.
Theorem 2.2 ([8, Theorem 3.3])
(i) k — 0o WV ub® Kok 1bP & y* IR T 3.

(ii) QS — Hzy 7 K + K5 ONREIZHR2 K572 20 BEET B LT 5. O ub® 1 y* =X
IR 5.

ERUE ubt ZRD BRI =2 — b EEEHAT 2 & ZRICRE o050, EH EZLERD
72D k>1 ORETIE=2—FrEORDDICED Y FEEZHVWTWAS.

DRI EEDFEICENWT NB EZ WS 7 — 2B\, Bk o* Z2EHE T2 2 2 AN
DETE 70T 5. BARINCE T (a) (<P 1 B30 T (b)) ub* < ok5ir—
ZAPMRATE N HEHEZHWT 5. 22T C 13 QAP ORI EREZES. 7 —2 (a) IZBVTIE,
Y — FIRENID &3, #—2 (b) IZBWVTIE, y* <ub® < { AL, & 57k 3 0HhnsE
5. TS ZODHERMES Z ik, X DREIMIC NB iE% SRRERICHAAATNS.

3 Za—bk> T35y MEEDEREE
3.1 ORREEICHITR/—RER

IRPRETEIC BV TR I N A KD 2 — FiZ, QAP O RIEICHIGT 5. FIHABRE T3k o i
2 M2 QAP(D,0) DX EXN3. /— K QAP(F,L) (F = (i1,...,iy) €., L= (j1,...,j) €



L) pEsEN2 e, NFYE (Y(F, L) ROEER/ME ((F, L) 253tH I 2. UER/IMEL N7
fEIC LT CU(F, L) < CU(F,L) BROLT % 2 7 — FIFHIBRE N 5. BOLLBRWESE, n—r HD
T/ — REDEREIND. ZOHEE, ik i € FC H2 W35 j, € L BRE N2 (OHEER
R

DRREETERINZAROEXEE L n 725, L—1F /7 —F QAP(F,L) X% 0 1@
L, & n TEQAP(F,L)(|F| = |L| =n, F¢ = L¢ = () 32 TORXIMGANICEY THEA TV S
HEAZ: QAP 272 5.

TR BWTIE, ROESBHENE D BRI U TXEMAIZR TRERD 5N S 2728, K
DRS H—ELURIT T2 o 7o SREMEE Z fE < O 28 BMTIZRCY D E 2 TWw 5.

3.2 NREHDERKRV/ — FE&ER

DRZERLOFEINEME © LT, average branching ¥ primal DNN branching ® ~ D% FEHE L T\ 5.
TR average branching (&, &fi f RO BT | ZEE LROERIHE QAP (FUf), (LUYL))
L OFEITAIREME D BRI O FEEZ IEMICEHEL, Zhznfxar7e LTHWTWS. 77EEL
I primal DNN branching & DNN #EFIRIRE D FEATAREMR X = X /(HC, X) 23, ZOf#
DESTIENDEE X — X (f,0) 213T, GHHEToHIMBIRIE (Q°(F U f), (LUL), X(f.0)
ZEHL, Thzakxar7e LTHWS. RZEBGERICE LT oMl ([3]) 23Rl

J — FERICBVW TR REICED {EIR ( best bound method ) AL TW3. @EENEE
INZERE Y LTHIT oD REIEBEER) OX Yy MIFHOETAREROR R T, BEMRIE
DR T3 K5 RHEO “REALYMEICBW T ZAUIERETIE WY, 2 D7 best bound
method ZEFRHAL TW5.

3.3 RITFRIREREDEH

BIRD DNN FEANCHD  RIREEICBWTIE, DNN FEMEH < £Td TREMERE) 2H
WTW3. 2D, EITAREROEHICOWTIE Tailard 5 ([13) 1C& 3 R 7 —¥ —FiEEEA
LTW3., 27— —FIEFFHBETRERT A —ZBD RO T, NS & FPRBRE O
METHIUIN— P — FICBOWTETARERE R T 5. EETEE /) — R TEX TV —FiEE
FAT UFEATRIRERR R TRR LT 5.

3.4 WL HEREZE

TREPYFIREE D RBREED ) — FEDIE RIS 2 Z e IS5 TED, DNN B X 2587
BINFUEZRD SN2 LTH Yy F-avPa—RH2W0WEA—r—a P a—XDERIIR2
BV, BITHRCBWTH 7Y v R - aryEa—2 &R LUEETHREREBLL TV ([1).

DNN #RANCHED S RREREE, A =—a7RETEET 2 L5, MFOMIET 25157 ER
EET7 L —207—27 UG([12]) ZHOWTIFEL TV, UG IZFA——a Y Ea—XTEZL DA
REEE RO TV R EEN D D, 27— 7 7V TEEENE V.

4 PERERER

AFETIE QAP IZAF 2 NB #EZ2 OB REEOBUEF B R 2 AR 5. EROXY F~—
7 LT& QAPLIB ([6]) %, FIEIREiz L Tid Mac mini 3.0GHz Intel Core i5 X €1 32GB %*
Wiz, &HdD T problem | FIERES %, [ #node | FNE 7 — FEL, T time(s) J 1ZFHERFE ()
ERLTWVWS.



FPMUEA VAR R (0 < 18) KT 2HEREBRNRS. HEHERE LT Liao 12X % QAP
@ DNN #Ef1% ADMM TR 7= HUESEEARE R ([10]) R0 % FWT DNN $EHZ il 7= 5l
FERERE WS ([4]). R %Z Table 1 IIRT. £H ADMM & & % DA [10] 25 D5|H, BBCPOP
D EEERTE, NewtonBracket 73 NB {EDFER ¥ 72 %. 7272 L BBCPOP ¥ NewtonBracket 1[F]
—OFREREZHWTWT, ADMM 13827422, #R%E2AS & NB HEICEDWIRERD 0 RERE
ERWEAER R LT/ — R GHEREOECTEMTH D, ADMM & HELTD /) — FETHE
MNTHBZehbrsd.

ADMM BBCPOP NewtonBracket
problem | #node | time(s) | #node | time(s) | #node | time(s)
nugl2 23 43.74 35 31.39 35 5.80
nugl4 14 49.56 28 73.64 15 6.34
nuglh 15 147.85 72 138.59 16 8.51

nugl6a 16 144.84 46 194.35 17 13.63
nugl6b 31 419.06 197 384.59 50 72.34
nugl7 188 1151.46 191 541.90 50 72.34
nugl8 805 9,071.32 355 1,532.24 104 127.31

Table 1: /N QAP N> F < — 271281 3 ZFEDLLEER

RICHIB A Y 22V A (n < 25) 1205 2 DD 7Kl average branching K TF primal
DNN branching DHEHIOWTHANR S, #EE%E Table 2 ITRT. €5 5 DAEIE B 23 A >~
AR AT B D3, nug RORIEIZN LTI primal DNN branching 23BATH 5 Z & DL
TZE5.

RIS KHIERRE (n > 30) IKF % NB EICES K WA D RIREEDOEREZIBR L. fHEHRE
Table 3 IZ/RS. KHD Opt.val) FIFEfEZZ L. [No. of CPU cores used| &il#lEh7z5i%
FHALZa 78zl L w5, GHRREE U THEHEEENZET O HPE SGI 8600 (384 nodes, 13,824
cores, 144TB) ZHWVWTW3. HEEEERICIX average branching ZHRHA L TW5. KB >~
AR ZADN taida & skod2 135 EDOEIEFERIC X o THID THEANTWWT NB iEICEED < 4]
IRPREED EEE R N LEEZ R LTV,

5 F&o

ARG TIX QAP IZXF3 % DNN AR O NB £ D  HREE D R RN, BUEFEEER
WIOWTHRE L7z, BEFEMSE e OB VBN KD SN TWR2 5 7Ry F~— 7 % fFE N
Tl RERT 5 S REYMEIC T 2ERETORD BOEREE RIREO—D L EX 5. &
HOBEY LTI, QAP EZ—HENSORFEEROZ e o TE D, MFEEFIH L
NB #EM OO HREZEDOREIZE TSNS,
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