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R HRBIE IS (IEHES: 61972444, 61832006, 61825202, 61702202) % B H

RHE A AKER RIS, BRECERAT —ARITOF AT E. RABKE (maximal clique
enumeration, MCE) £ % B & 89— N EARF A, AR S ABAEH 2O M. AW, £ETRARMK
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RE.

KR MOAEKE, Bk, BEEEE, B, FT1HHE
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FERBHEIS AR, BEAE T EEHLEOR AN IR HOR R R e, i Y BB 45 1 A afs b #8077 20
CAANREE N BAT Sl 7 A B BB E B BAE y— M s n R s A B e Bl 4 4, FE R AR
P MK 0 F AR RFAESE 7 T A 8 ORI 3, R 2 2 ANATTHY A AR BIM2E (maximal
clique enumeration, MCE) r) R R H R — N A ) L, 55 e R AR 2 S B ) AR A B
F, WG R O o A ) 2 A T ELAE AR B A 91 A g 10~12) | TR (18] 46
STUCHR A A W e R LR . STHR [7) 7 AR B Al P AR OK P A 28 R i AH SR R ZE DR STk [8) J I i
R BIM2E LA KOS A K 141 B 2 05 23 A A B 28 F 23 EAT 20 A >R 0 2 19 i 1] ) ELAR A . SR (9] TR
Rz R R AL 5 45 K 18] PR A SR8 40 TR IEAT 23 #7. SR [12] RIS IR EAS [ 2R Y (1 B b3k AT

SIAMEE: AR, BUNK, AREE, 5. FEEE o IR R AR SR g B DUR S PR, AL (5 BRI, 2022, 52: 784-803,
doi: 10.1360/SSI-2021-0155
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FEXOR I, SCHR [13] $2 T —FhE T ROC B 7 s SRR, HAE SR . S5 T7 A & BB 4F
IR, SCHR [14] £ 25 (] H 3 P A B OR P A 23 A5 4 B R R 9F BB X (co-location pattern). 3C
R [15] 88 FH AR OK BB /N AN H S545 B VAl L BVERAE A U 2 G ] (stock-correlation networks) |
IR

KLU, AR R M FR T IS TR B R H S RS ) 1 KRN & M IR AT BT
R, RO A2 1] s K T VF 2 Bk SR BT A R . Al R A 288 1) 78, A ST T o A

o XTI HIAR K RS 1) R I TAE AT 7 0 J5 3 40.

o TEAINA T S PRI M EE, D&M 7 i B

o i n) Rk — 0 R BT T () PR AR AR T [ 34T 1 R A e B

AR/ HLUNT: 56 2 AR RS B E S 58 3 715 Ul W3R AT DR & 30 TAE I 3
FMRAE LA S o3RG5 B 4 VRGN ZEANOR IR 2 n) AE B0 B R R I s 56 5 T R4 AR KA
M SEAE TR T SRR TF B B Ja, 7258 6 190 B Bk 2 LL R % il gt — 20 K F BT T
I BBk AT 108, XZ e B2 J5 BR R T kAT T R B

2 HAEHZE (MCE) 88 E X

KA EFRTLAE . BB BRI RHNR, H4h O FIMZES ) 8 DL J — a7 A8 [ i

FEE (undirected graph). — RS G = (V, B) FXnBE. HATEE V = {v1,v0,..., 0.},
FOREHR I n AN 5 E = {(vi,v)) | vi,v; € V] RHRTS N oA RN ES, X TEPER
PN R vy, v € V, B PSR ERE, W (vi,v;) € B, BN (v;,v;) ¢ B. TREF, LREA TR
o), VAR (vi,vy) € B, WA (v;,v;) € B, H (vi,v;) 5 (vj,v;) FEF—214.

T B (subgraph). X THE G = (V,E) MG = (V' E), % V' CV HE CE,NKG &G
T

BSFB (induced graph). X T ¢ = (V,E) M1 ¢/ = (V/,E'), % V' C V, E' = {(v;,v;) |
vi,v; € V' H (v;,v5) € B}, WHFK G &L,V AT £ RSB, BT Vv R E AT, R
BUEAE G A, WHE ¢ h—E L.

FZE5E2E (complete undirected graph). fELFE G = (V, E) H, HX TAER v;,v; € V, #B
H (vi,v;) € B, AMERW TR AIESA L ER:, WK G A EeE. H4E G £ G MTE, H G 2
s, M G 2 G MEeTE.

(clique). fELME G = (V, E) 1, X T84 ¢ C vV, BXTAERE v, v; € C, #H (vi,v;) € E,
MFr ¢ NE G Hi—2H. BL e RTAERTE TR ¢ B G KxEeTE.

WAHE (maximal clique, MC). {EERE G = (V,E) #, HE M, HEAHFE v e (V\ M), 13
MR we M, #A (v,u) € B, MERE M ACKB]. W2 5 AFAE— S BISM T RS 1Z 3 i B
IR — 2530, R A R 8 K e &

AR AR F e AT UUE ) B 1(a) H, {1,2, 3,4} F1 {4, 5} KB B 1(b) 1, {1,2,3,4, 5},
{1,6}, {2,7}, {5,8}, {6,7,8} N KH. Kl 1(a) HLEN4 BK (Bron-Kerbosch) HVLN (7 4.1.1 /MY)
FAEA; B 1(b) WAEN 5 M BUREIET (4.1.2 /N1 FRRAEA.

TEA T KBRS 5, JATA] B2 AR oR M2 (MCE) Il & X 45 g — M) B, Hes
[She ek L PN
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1 AN ERRAIE
Figure 1 Two simple example graphs. (a) a 2-MC graph; (b) a 5-MC graph

7F 1965 £, MOON Al MOSER '] JE%4EB T — /N ATREEL S (U 2 AR IFIELE f(n) FIE
TR H n AHBEENEERR: XNT—ME 0 NMARIE, &2 H 3073 MROKHEL. K A R
THEURA (MC counting) #&—4> #P-complete [ ] @1 17 i Moz 2508 2 (181,

bR 7RO AR 1) @A, £ BRSO AT — SAH SRR ) R, iRl R ST BE M4 1)t e K AT ) R ke
P i R, 3 B AR 2 H AT ) 5 SRS 70 R 5 SR

— AN A AR R ST A R P R R B —— 0 7 DRI R S R A 46 1) R AR O A M 1)
TP X 4 ) .

AN E (maximal independent set). fELRIKE G = (V,E) #, HHTISE U, TS
vyu € U, #A (v,u) ¢ E, WFR U NISTE. BHXHMTRE p e (V\U), #AE v, € U, B (p,v;) € B, MER
MATEE U AWML S, SO BEM2E o) 19200 1) SR 4 — Tl [, Mo e 1 o 4 1
oA

mAHE (maximum clique). KR KR FTA 6 S T AU 2 1B, Sk BIA B —5E 2
— /MK HEL XTI 1(b) BI61F, {1,2,3,4,5} A EKE. KR & R e SCh: e — AN e
(SRR S L0 S SN

k B (k-clique). B& k AN AIHEL & Bla & 22230 15 SOR: 48 — AT m B, $R30FrE a5
kAN ) 1.

3 MEXIfEm%k

T AR ZER S, AT ML (algorithm) FITHE (computation) K7 TH X} 24 /i I 72
DURBEAT VEQEA 20, ARSI, FRATHE A A0 28 SRS A S AT T 0 RN D50t O AH 5 AR AT
I, BAVENFEE S A FE O F B (BRI 4755, #TH4A € MCE FILE 1T HCR AL T
V. AT, JRATTRE B o U B AT TR 8 T3 AR B0 0 St DA S o 2R 85 R, SR JE REAS SCHE B L TSRt
7O O I SR I SR 2 FE AT — NI L
3.1 HiEmE

ST ) TAE R o 2an ] 2 2451 FoR. o S BRATARE B2 R 15 B X R Tk 45 44 1y Pl

1Ty, fERRRE A, Wi B (planar graph). 5% (chordal graph) A 4E R R 77 TE K (graphs of
bounded boxicity) %%, EATTIIM K FIEH IR LR Ek 2 g 1) 24~201 i HAS Bh Rk 46 4
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A ABE RH AR 26 O T O] RBT~291 b T — AR I A Bk, FRATTARYE HoAT n 2 # S L shs Elie
FEANE B, R DG TTARSEAT R 43, s P (%) GRS Dy dun R () s P v B ) A K [T M 2
K BhAS B B R BO~35] I BE SGyd /e B i AR AR AT, G o] e Rt ) 2 BT MO 4 SR AT 44 R R
A 2 B, R ARIA A — MEIEREEE, B T ZEMZE IR Sb, BB K A AE 2R (36,37,

TEBh A e BBl R A28 45 M TAE B Stix 78 2004 AE 55 iR $2H BOL S+ EIrR il — 2080
I u — v, Stix FEE u FIRKEIFEE v BT R /RF (Cartesian product), A BHT
HTA T BEAFAE IR R —— 38 3E. 2017 4F, Sun &5 B3 H SRS Gt M5 o 38 v 1JEH %
KIAFATY . Cheng 55 BY (5.1.1 /N1T) $& 3 T UnfTEARA 142 HH RFIR 4544 H*-graph b HEIH K .
Xu 55 B2 (4.1.1 ANAT) W05 KT Anfal R A A AT T RO A 23 O R AN B S5 A6 SR BEAT IR ORI 7. Das 46 184,39)
D5 24 s et e EBC S 52 1) BRI 52 i) 1) 1 18, R AE T L N PR SRR AR BRI AR 141, RIS, A3
WA T ARCOR A5 & HHT G0 T B AR AR B2 0 5 BR DL A A AT TSk A I 1) 52 0 . 3 BLARAT T e 2/ 4
T BhEA B LR RO AR, (B KB 7 BB AR S I AR S A/ E KA, f530+
A TR S ITE RUBAE — R S B R OK A 26 3 AR A R [T A S ) et ) i it 0 3 2 F 5 077 17

X AR AS B R MO SR, FRATT AT AR A 2 SRR 2 7 ) B S i R L S IR A e 4
REE, AR RAER 4 WHHTHANH. TR R EEH A Kose B8 $2 H 1 —Fp /N HFF
ST E IR, LA Yu 55 B SR —Fh A i Bk, Kose A1 Yu 52 H VL RR IR #R 22
AT Ry A 1A, BRI IRA T AN FEAR S R SRk,

TREEA S48 2 SR N AT DARR 4 AR 2B A Jiadt — 22 70 Dy DA IR TR 38 1 s B3, A
Je IR R AR 8 2 b1 U R0k i = e et 366 U1 (el v 0 3K, A 08 VK — A SO N 4 i 1 T 2254
I HIE 7 ZHAR P AN S 70 A ARAE RERE I 2 BT T sl S =410 B k1, e mRERE H ok
T ER RIS A LR R L. %3575l Bron A1 Kerbosch 40 7F 1973 S kIR H, Hit
ARy BK HZ

PARK R B 38 0 =4 sl ) 52 U 3 g SC— oAl K I T FR A2 1 5% ZR b @R OR BIM 2 i, LT B
PRAE P AN 2 2 18] (PR 1) [B) B (A RO IR ) D 22 Uil T Ak (MO I (1] 5 B 28 J o (A
KHEIANHE O, PRI N H BUR L. BK SRR H BSOS LA 206 B — AN AT R ) 40 SRR AT IR
ANFIAREFIRA A L, PR RA TR FLVA R BEAR Se 48 2 .

3.2 HEMLSE

TR BIMS o) A 5 R HE RS, HAE R B — O PR R A Y. MR S, R B4
AT As A S AT B, A RE BT R A SN S A T S B, IR SRR AT N A ) T
fES 2 2, AT XL TAEFON I EARA (computation optimization). R & TAE 1 3 ZRHIE, K4
Foaroh 3 K, BRI/ Bl an il 3 BL53~68] FoR (B iRl SR & RoR 58 Sl 1 TAEA M
AE AR AR A, BN R, & AR BRI [RIIF HES, G R BAR N A SR 5 i T al).

T BRA VIR A S A 85 X (1) TG 2 (partition based optimization): 43R ZAE RN —
Ty AL ) A48 9 D) RS PR T B, AR AR K AR 28 ) R g R A Y 3 b i A R 73 4R,
BB B E B AROR AR 24 ), ) 23 9 &A1 B BAROR A Ak 2% I it I AR X 73 8, FRATT 50K
Hl o Nk (single-level decomposition) 12 2 Xll4> (multi-level decomposition), H-25% %1448 R
SN BT — K53 IR 38— RV B, 208000 a8 1 ks B35 A7 BT —
e Z K. (2) BT (runtime optimization): F& T E X34k, F —LH TAEMEL. $dEIF
1T IFAESE FBOAT T HE I TAE, AT LI Mis i, (3) M ERIERAL (frequent operation
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Algorithms for maximal
clique enumeration

Y
On general graphs On special graphs
1965 Fulkerson [24]
1985 Chiba [27]
1992 Jerrum [28]
1993 Blair [29]
1995 Prisner [25]
2003 Spinrad [26]
A 4
On static graphs On dynamic graphs On uncertain graphs
2004 Stix [30] 2016 Mukherjee [36]
2010 Cheng [31] 2019 Li [37]
2015 Xu [32]
2017 Sun [33]
2019 Das [34]
2020 Das [35]
A 4
Using depth-first-search Using breadth-first-search
2001 Kose [38]
2017 Yu [39]
2019 Yu [51]
A 4
Nodes of the search tree are Nodes of the search tree are
vertices of the graph maximal cliques of the graph
1973 Bron [40] 1977 Tsukiyama [42]
2001 Koch [47] 2004 Makino [43]
2004 Tomita [41] 2013 Chang [44]
2006 Du [48] 2015 Comin [45]
2014 Xu [49] 2016 Conte [46]
2019 Li [50]

2 MCE &%
Figure 2 The classification of MCE algorithms

optimization): MCE [F] @l e AU EE (I3 A F B2 SR Eris BT, A7 — L8 AR A AL T4 AR e B o7 ) B3R
TARSE, N T TARERIRAN 8T T RGeS L, X4 TR I SRR AL,
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Computation optimizations

o . L Frequent operation
Divide and conquer Runtime optimization optimization

2009 Schmidt [63] 2005 Zhang [66]
2017 Lessley [64] 2014 Dasari [67]
2018 Das [65] 2018 Segundo [68]

Single-level decomposition Multi-level decomposition

2009 Wu [54] 2012 Cheng [60]

L2014 Svendsen [55] 2016 Conte [61]
2010 Lu [56] 2016 Chen [62]

2010 Eppstein [53]

2010 Cheng [31]
L2011 Cheng [57]

2017 Manoussakis [58]
L2019 Manoussakis [59]

3 MCE HEMULTIERISTH

Figure 3 The classification of computation optimizations on MCE

7B 3 AR VA SR O T ERRAE A, BRATTAERR 1180 53~68] ch Bl 7 %SG AR
HAMRAIE, A5 HAT T30 B2 07 sCORT e e 7 3. il o35 s, 240 4R 2, BL—N T
L LARHON T G B2 105 7 Ry — A7 i At 70 s At A8 5.0 /AN PEN . TsET
H, RACEEHEFEVE L 5.1.1 AN X Eppstein B3 TTAERIA 2, HoAthHR 5 77 507 42 T BE B + 42T
R B 45

3.3 EBEANT=ERE

FATHESR 2 [40~46,53,58,59) Aol AT HR B () v VU 5 5 4 B I A S A AT — N A, i T
RZ TAE R AT TirsEk, TREE0EA 4 N S R A B UER, &ih JAH T3 5k, Hd i
AbFRISS [H] (preprocessing time) FRIEANEHE . F9%E Fir 75 2088 25 A A I [], ZEIR (delay) 45 % H BUB S
FH R AN 12 S H D) RIS T8) () B, ARSI 1] (enumeration time) ¥8 AT UG0S BIA0ES H Fr B AR T BT 7%
(RIS [A], A7 25 18] (space) Fa B TN B BIAEfEAL, B9% BT 75 AT M fit 25 8]

4 BEMARRRNIE

A R IMZE B L AE AT LUE B 20 #4850 484K, Harary &5 169 $2 tilad 414544 73 4 H
PRI SRR, BT ORVF 2 RT3 RBEAT T BRI SRR AL 70~T31 . B R AT TAF 5 1) LA [, (ELAS 5
AW L BINOC B 1), fEdb 2 )5, B R A AN R UAS 2, AR MO [ o 1 —
AN W FCRI )L AT FRATTRARIR 3.1 /N R 0 3, WP AROR IR ik ) A e R AT VE A

Iref.

4.1 FEMRAEREZX

ST IRIEOUSEI RN BK RS SR AN Gy ) U0 B R Y A PR R MO S0, T3k
ATTRE 73 30 W 2 RO T30 SERARE A, ARG SR I B it AR EAT PR L .
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® 1 BHBEAACTEORITAER BRAER, URRSHFAR (SMP KEHLZAFEHT)
Table 1 The execution model, graph partition method and vertex ordering method of each computation optimization
work (SMP stands for shared memory parallel)

Execution model Graph partition method Vertex ordering method

Serial SMP Distributed Neighborhood Other means Degeneracy Other means
Wu 4 v J
Svendsen [5°] N N, N,
Lu [56] v J
Eppstein 53] N, J J
Cheng [31:57]

Manoussakis [58:59] N

Cheng [60]
Conte [61]
Chen [62] v v
Schmidt [63]
Lessley (64]

Das [69]

(66]

L &

Zhang

R N N .
2
<
i

Dasari [67]

Segundo [68] N N, N,

4.1.1 BK ZRyE%

BK E%. 1973 £, Bron fl Kerbosch [0 $2H T 28 1 /N3 I [9] 3 Sy RMezs T2 n) I vh R s K 4],
ZEIEEH T 3 MEG RIS (1) R & (B3R5, SES R 7 4R B H, BEE©BIHIRAR
AT, BEREE R TV (2) P AR (I 5E), & RAF 1 B AT LU S| A T, B P orh
TSRS R R TISEAEAS; (3) X & (ZRE%E), ZEAGRAF TG & R BITis, B4
AR FITE RS X RIUSERAERL 7. 2 P AL X &N, R A TS A F R — AN R R
P I KA, PO RAA A TSR R, X ATRIE T R Z2MKH . AEEM.

BK FEARIS IS 1 s, Hd N(v) RRBAE Gt o BALE (A v). FiksRis
I\, HEHIM A ETH] R 2SRRI, R AT (line 1, 2); UMK RIGSE P A S
v FATYRE (line 4); ¥ o A R, FFEH P M X, RIEHF R HS R R S#AHE, ¥ RGN R
PEREINAEN T RIE VT (line 5); EBIHIREE, ¥ 40 v A X(line 6, 7), IREZH L EHREK .

Algorithm 1 BK(R, P, X)
:if P=¢ and X = ¢ then

1
2 R is a maximal clique;

3: end if

4: for v € P do

5. BK(RUwv,PNN(v),X NN(v));
6 P =P\ v;

7 X =XUvy;

8

: end for
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*2 EEMm=ERE Y
Table 2 Time and space complexity of the algorithms®

Preprocessing time Delay Enumeration time Space
Bron-Kerbosch [40] O(m) - Unbounded O(n + qA)
Tomita [41] O(m) - 0(3™/3) O(n +qA)
Eppstein [53] O(m) - O(d(n — d)4/3) O(n + dA)
Tsukiyama [42] O(n?) O(nm) aO(nm) 0O(n?)
Makino [43] 0(n?) O(n2-37) a0 (n237) 0(n?)
Chang [44] O(m) O(AR3) aO(AR3) O(m)
Comin [45] O(n5-37) O(n299) a0 (n299) O(n?27)
Conte [46] O(mL) O(min(mk, gk)L) aO(min(mk, gk)L) O(d)
Manoussakis [58] O(m + poly(d)n) O(poly(d)) aO(poly(d)) O(aq)
Manoussakis [59] O(m + poly(d)n) O(poly(d)gdA) aO(poly(d)qdA) O(poly(k))

a) n = number of vertices, m = number of edges, A = max degree, « = number of maximal cliques, d = degeneracy
of the graph, ¢ = largest clique size, L = logo(l)(m + n), poly(-) = a polynomial of -, h = the smallest integer such that
{vlv € V,|N(v)| = h}| < h.

R [0)
P 1,2,3.4,5
X [9)
1 2 3 4 5
23,4 3.4 4 5 o
[4) 1 1,2 1,2,3 4
1,2 1,3 1,4 2,3 2,4 3,4 4,5
3,4 4 [} 4 [4) [} ?
[ 2,3 1 1,3 1,2 [0}
1,2 1,2,4
,2,3 22, 1,3, 4 23,4 Maximal clique:
4 0 0 45)
[4] 3 2 1
1,2,3,4 Maximal cli
aximal clique:
) < !
11,2,3.4}
[0)

4 BK EZ*#ERE 1(a) ERIEERR
Figure 4 The search tree of BK algorithm on Figure 1(a)

BK HE/ERE 1(a) BRI RMWE 4 Brc. WHRTLUE M, B BK FIEME TR &, HEk
MSHIRFB, SRR 2 EE IR RS, RIEXHF BN AR 1(a), AR RBIIR L 2%

BK pivot EiA. 2001 4F, Koch W71 2 T —F B0 AT (pivot) 7775, ATRUK K> BK ik
FEW I3 HABH: |21EEF, ATRAE P IR — N0 8w, EZ G RS (B 1, line
4) Bt R B wy LS wp AAHABHI SRR, X — SR E S S TEERKH ¢, ¢ Bafms
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wp (R we WIARJE), BEANEE MTEE ue (F u, $BJE) FRKH], 7 RAER u, IO R JERZF3CH
7520 TR T H AR, W BAEXS v, BIARSEE RIS A5 5.

2004 4F, Tomita & W1 45 7 — B bo sl i 7 X, IHIEY] T HEVE BKpivor ERIRIEIL T )
IR 2By O30/, Bk, Hik#k P M X TG S, 18 P AT AL EECE &2 1S E N
s 1, AR AR AT DAL AR A b 5 O iR AR I RUR B D, RV H ot fUR IR R 2y SORE D
Bl 4 hARAT AL B BT 4 ARyt 1, T L(a) TPUTA SRS AL 4 AHAR, BRI TR for
T A T AP 4 —A o, (A JECR 5 MER D ST T 14

2006 F, Du 55 U8 RIH Z M2 A KA KRT 3 BIRRKBI R A5 1, F =M o (v) (F
LA o Ao AR EH R =MAIEHI ) A T ZATHIARIE N (v), X P A 7 #ANBR &, g 1 3
TR AR, W R P B AR B SEIL T SRR AT RO, Fok— AR R AR N () 1
N ANFEREAE 5%, B A0 B A 42 HE — T B 7 5 L G R 4 51 2 MR 55, IR i MR AR
ITHIER . AHHIRRA SR AT R AT BN AL, SR AN S 48 ] REAE AT L AE 30 b FEES EAR
EC 1 AR EEER A REIR B 7 A5 N,

2014 4F, Xu & ] 7F Eppstein 03 TAE (78 5.1.1 /N BHTHEGINGH) BOFERE L, 98/ T Hkd
Z HERERNTI RS . AR BK BUEERXN A o TP RN, ST P RS o BIR)ET
SEBRAELUE RGBT P 5 (535 1, line 4), {H2 93 ATAH 155 € TR L& AE AN T 0 25 3
AT LRSS, 2P R AR S N AT DUB R U0 R 7 iR AT A RRAE T o HYSBIS B HEAT MO,
FEX R w MANABATY ey, AfELLE P RS A o MAEDFSRT o K347 52 /0], R)
candidate N {w|w € N(u),ID,, > ID,}. BRILZ A, Xu FRFE 7 — T k-core 74 1T s HEF 77 5K
Fem BoR, SR AR AT A B AR LG, 12k 7 SUE 2 80 48 EEA B AP RCR (B Ak
AW IRV SE R ). dJa, A DA AR 3 i 7 sk it 1 SR 0 0 A1 sCh AR

2018 4, Segundo 5 (081 KI, HAI M EFRES, BT LUINEZEIZH, (A2 pivot iEHGT
FEAE T EAC RIS 1], Dy 1 S A st A H AL g B A T, S TR e PP 05 20T pivot 1807 SBEAT T2 2L
HOOH SR EEOUSEHEFr: AR 45 TR HE P I, BRI 25 B 5 R A T O e B A e JFL, T ) BRI P
RO T e . AT TR R, (FE BRI R R S 1 D TSAE N pivot (TEZE IR N T
I, SEHUBIR SRR EE 1 AT, Ry H HRHE 7 S, BREE I A 0 B R, 12 SRVE I — BN A]
&R JE B 2 T, WRIREE SR i T 2 AT S, SEIR R, B ORI RE A SRS T RELE A pivot
AR, R BERR 73 SO 2, (BRI T pivot HIIEHGEE, REWsl RSk L ITERE S
JF. 7E DIMACS #5140 NME L, (EF R MEIETE 36 Mol T F, B BKpivor TR T 1.2~20 fi5.

BK,ca B, 2019 4, Li 55 PO WEBIXAE—NBLR: /2R T Eppstein $i tH FER A HEF I
XA BT 2 48R 70 Je (RHIC A RAE 5.1.1 ANTBEAT VRS 41), 45 3000 7 B P AR AE A KR AR % 5
K. /T BK SEACSR A B R ) L SRS AT Mes, BUNERITAE, SR e — D rUm AR Xk
[ S mE FE AR ] b T v R, T E X S 1 I, e AN L6 B U R T A A IR, R R A
L i e B TRt P AR B — AN T, DRI — b B T [ PR S 26 S 2 B 3 T3 o Al o 1
Bl BT, Li 321 1 BKea H9%, HOWARBS AN 2 Fros.

5 BKpivot MR, BKreq BRI AMEIEEE T 515 — N EBJE DAL (line 5), AT T ER A FA) 76
Iy — B (line 4), FERBE AR ETE 7> (B B ) i S HLAR ) 338 H AT BK ea PAPRIEMCZS BT
AHIBKI (line 6). 534l BK HVAME, BK,co AEIEAEAEZ T —DRALEAE, RISIE P & —
MEEK . AEERIH] (line 10), XA R P gl &AEK T — KB 3 B S, HAanss
Ry SE I 1 A, SRATX A “B TR R AOMCS S ] DLSE PRt ASE /D D gk BR[O 1 8
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Algorithm 2 BK,.4(R, P, X)
: if P=¢ and X = ¢ then

1
2 R is a maximal clique;

3: end if

4: while P is not a clique do

5. Choose v € P, which minimize N(v) N P;
6 BK;ca(RUv, PN N(v),X NN(v));

7 P=P\v;

8 X =XUv;

9: end while

10: if P# ¢ and N(P)NX = ¢ then

11: R U P is a maximal clique;

12: end if

BKiea M BKpivor 700 KHE S H IS, (EEIEIHIR T BKeea BIEHIZM, I T MCEnybria
ik AR AR 26 AR R BKrea B0 BK pivor-

4.1.2 MHMESREXL

bR 7 BK RAVEE, it UK R R — PR B Se 4 T 502, B I T8 SRR [T 1) A2
TR FORAM AR R IR, ORAIE AN 240 2 18] A I ) TR) B (A FR R AEAR ) S 2 B, 1
BRI I SRR 28 I T 5 e 28 A LB BOASCOR BN M 5%, DR e o Dy HE UK BV Aot AU RV 2
Tsukiyama 55 42 7£ 1977 EHEH I, HAEIRN O(nm), n NTEL, m NIAELL

TESS AR A TR &, FATTE Jo R EA 4 — D HEAHRAE, 484 (complete), ZARAIERH Tt
HASH S B F I BOR (X B 5 SERT IR - I R, BN “1237>4147) RO,
J5 A C(S). AR LLEE N S HFEE—A 5 v, AN BRI F AR R R o BB S
KA BT I 1A 1 7 358 B

XK BIA TR &, FATE e g AR K E I X, 54 HARKEIA SR RIE X, &5
Y TR B 507 50, IRIOR T Ko: B A B d K I RICOR B AR AR ORI, ARAR K IR %
RKF: HAWMKB K, K FIEN P(K) = C(Kgi—1), 1 Kg;o1 = KN {vy,... 021}, 1 ZEHUE
C(Kgi—1) # K WEKME, ZXFER) @ MR8 K RS, #Eidh i(K).

K A3k P(K) it Ke,—y AME1R 2, Rk, K el Ludd P(K)< N N(v) U {v;} $h4
8], FRBATE KR K 735508 Kli] = O(K<; NN (v) U{v;}), FEHN T ibAMCR BI#EA
ME—IACZ ], FUE @ T EWE N 4 MR (a) v ¢ K; (b) i > i(K); () KKHIF 5 /N5 T
i B v A R TR I 5/ TFEET i — 1 R, B Kli<io1 = K< NN (v;); (d) IR
WKBIH ST i BS v HAH A 42 53 211, MK B E PS5/ T 0 R —
HH, B K¢ = C(K<; NN (v:))<-

LA 1(b) Jufil, FATTAT LIS A0 5 Bros R BIMEs . Horh {1, 2, 3,4, 5} 91 1(b) the- 7
R IR [, VR AR AR TS . THEE Ko B39 50, X T 0 = 6 W43, Ko[6] = C({1,2,3,4,5}<6N
N(6)U{6}) ={1,6}, i M 7 K1 8 WF[EBEL. THE Ky 75 i, XT i =7 Al48, Kq[7) = C({1,6}<7 N
N(T)U{7}) = {6,7,8}; AT i=28,C({1,6}<sNN(8)U{8}) = {6,7,8}, Ml {6,7,8}<s—1 # {1,6}<sNN(8),
AN AT (o).

FEREE. 2004 4, Makino 55 U381 07715 i (H T EH LN 4 DNFFAFETI (o) A1 (d) #EAT T 404kd™
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K={1,2,34,5}

0

K=16)  i(K)=6 K=27)  iK)T K-(58)  i(K)=8

K,=16,7.8} i(K,)=7

B 5 B 1(b) XFRHIHRAFK R

Figure 5 The enumeration tree of maximal cliques corresponding to Figure 1(b)

J&, A3 3L AT U IS AR RIS S R A 2R B, TRIE T ZE1R 9 O(n?37). 2015 4, Comin 45 491 g
T Makino 1 TAE, REBEITHE (Makino FIAERE A7 FE, Comin WIHEFENHIEFIE) — IR HZ A
KA BT T 795 5, MR R T O(n20), (B2 HHEZ M NAE.

MZEFRIR. 2013 4F, Chang %5 M $2H T MRS RIS, SRARE MM, X TSR A1 1) 52 L,
HIMNT Keio1 # ¢ MR, B R — MR B+ id S/ SEa id BRANE (BIEATEIZ R
G IR ) B, S AN TR B A2 . X VI T 356 0 B R BRI A TR &R, 43 SR A RS R
T MR, 31X Sk RO T iy BB SV K 8 sl ) (BD T 4% B A AR AR T B T Btk 2
A, VR X TR R FE T AR B T AR A b 7 20, R X g Ry sUE S SRR I IRIA B O(AR®), A feix
REEHL, b 2L [{v|v € V,|N(v)] = h}| < h BROLETH/NIEEEL

2016 4, Conte %5 6] 7EMZS ARAR I LA L, dl ik JE 8 T IR R 2207 30, 1635 AR 7 SRV i 2 1)
A, T4 U SR R VA S, B A RS R 3, 3 IR B A VA P A7 o 2 SR
T R T G 3 U I R AR, VB AR A I B 1 5 SR IR AT A ZOIRAS ) T A2 DA [a] 46 2 [1]:
DRI KL FRR, WWHE T 20 (ST ZE LR R 1)) #ZRE, Hh 2T 3 i % )
(RIAR DG AR X AR 5 sREAR TN T AAMA TR TFAY, BB/ TR P I AE 5, (L BE AL B K
UL . MBS R OB Y, Eppstein FI5E B3] (16 5.1.1 /NTHHMTEAIN @) Lo AT FIg R 3.7 £,
{H [F) B 22 2 YH KR 878.9 F5 11 N A7

42 T ERARREZX

bR VIR IR R BK R GEN ) UK RSN, A — S TR ) AL e R 1 7 20k
MR B, EAR R TAR S D TR FEAR e R . HIRER e R EVERML, TR R E T
DA 12— 25 %1 53 LA R T Ay Hh ot R R0V AT R DR v () B

PURKE Ay, 2001 4, Kose 55 B8 2 T 55 1 AN BEAR e &R iR IR S0, BT
EAE— AL WERBA n-clique A n — 1 NAIETE, WA REES I A (n + 1)-clique. %5411k
Ui, TN EE 3 MAILT AN 4-clique, C1{1,2,3,4} F1 C2{1,2,3,5}, WIRAFELE C5{1,2,4,5}, NI
C1, Co, Cy AILLE TN — 5-clique 1,2,3,4,5. T &, Kose $eHMIEIEM 2-clique 46, &IFH AT
A 3-clique, A IFHITA 4-clique, — A FHET, BRITCE B BIA L. BRI T — ik
KRR SR R BB, 8 4 1 R 4A BK SR R EE R TAE AN BKpiver FVZIERBAEH), T
Az Sk R 1 IR T s /NS K IR it T A AR ORI, E 2 L 75 EEAE AR A 1 k-clique F 1K
ZEH (K + 1)-clique, /5 KERTHNAT.
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AR AT . 2017 4F, Yu 55 B S H 5 —F) T FEAR Jad8 R AR O A Az S ik, I DL blass 7 i
(7 R KB, FRie A KRR E B O(|EB|) WHEE 2. Hit 7 —Fo fBaE 454, ik
HIBF % (candidate map, CM), FIHA 7 F1 3R 177 sUORAE BT A IMBE ], fEREE CM I, X B A i
v, WHFTAE TS/ ESMAE u, 22308 o AL o AT AT B, 838 L w kTS
IR o B /NARJE A S SR M i T I . 78 0 e R0 25 B 5 1D, Yu SR W 45 M) SR A7 A L8 Mot b
KHEL SRR G E AL 7, WEA A 221X 35 gz, i, Bk E
1,2,3,4 1 1,2,3,5 A& ALMELG D 1,2,3, WEAEAEHEMN P 2L EZRE 1 - 2 — 3, HAETTH 3
Ja o BRI 5 4 A 5. (HEE TR OM EREA S BN E 2%, ME 48 HX R o5 24068
FHRgiE, R —A AR 2, M OM IR A2 RIESE T, Yu 78 2019 % | i) TAEHAT T
et B A AL SRAEAE AR R, RIS RIAT R A8 5, W T AR AT TR, e gl N T T
SR T B g g — P B

5 WEMKMEXIE

B T R SEAR B I A I AL T B SRS AT I [ AR 2L AR 2L I 3.2 /)
TEs MR, KU 3G 2« AT ARG . S SERAE LA RIAR G TARREAT PRI 44,

5.1 4%MAZ (partition based optimization)

FERCRBIBCES L, <7 RS BN BT )2, 987 TR 2 e 7B B
A IINE L. ARIEK 70 A, MR AR AT At — 20 7 B 0 AN 2 2 =K, B2kl 7p A 2 x N
BEAT — KK A3 B — R8T, 290100 W 2007 B AT — ke Ik

5.1.1 BEEXI5

2009 4, Wu 45 [543l MapReduce KHAN BRI 70 2 A1, SR 572 B EREAT ORI, &)
SIUREL, XHEATI b, I & 10— BEAUE N (k) BURBIRKATEE N(N () BfE 8, LR TE Gt
NTEE, T E GE L I, A Bk s RIS AR AE 7 B A 28 A ORI, W £ H
T BKpivor HIE. AHHRI T EFER S TURE R, 2 SBCEE T, M HBA % &7 8 i
78, MapReduce HEZAS Bt 25 T HOK [ Hh ) 45 RANBOR @A, X 26 jm) @A A3 AR 64 4
reducers N5 BKpivor SEEAH HGAY S IAARS R N 80R.

2010 4, Lu &5 PO SR HBENLRI 2 T s B2 m) 7 2K, S8 7 —ME Rt = LR SR Lag AT 10 /0 A X
Mo EE. HoE Se R T s R 3 i 2 AN e RN T SR {8}, SO ik ie 7Rk 23 7 2, — = AH 4R
AR AT Re R AE — S, —2REblR 2. E# BRSSEERMNE S FERIEX, HilH 2B EK
TN, FHECT S, BRI 0 B ROR 0. A5 1 {S:} Ja, AT RAAERGRL S, e L2 9 T
RENESTE G'(S:), kT EIEBIA R THES ST i B B A TR N RFEE
b, XA 5 AL B R A R R 1Y, T2 7R B SRR B BB AT R 1]

2010 4, Eppstein 2 531 BB E (degeneracy) (76 5] N T H K BIMES vl @, o438 7 #4831 43 )
T 1 A 22 5 0K DA K 2 ) 1) 8. SR AL BE R S8 W SR I TH AR AE — Bl 41, {8145 DT =
TO0 Rt S L B O T B 1385 3 1 B o, A TV R B AN ke, T & BB ) d IMBE PR iz R AL
B£, X6k 2P B BOAR AL (degeneracy ordering). B AT AT DATE 26 s 18] A 3 1155 ok 177
FEVH SRR A J5, mrT DA — A s ABI 7 AR 70 Nt (v) s v ARJE 5 KT v B

795



VRER A RSO AR OR TR A SR A BT TR 5 P

55, N™(v) FoR v BIARJE 5/ T o BIER2r. RN RN TR S HARIBN F BK pivor SEIEIT,
ALK N (o) YENRISRIRIESE, K N~ (v) TE MBI ZE ISR, T B XA R0, B 8 N (v),
FHEE N(v) T &, £2/H5RZm /MREZ.

2010 4, Cheng %5 BU $2H T H*-graph UM, 8 FERI 1977 20, MR BTN 3 A7 B RS B )
W K RS I R 3T GV, E), 2 XTisEE H={v|veV,dv)>ht H |H| = h, 1 B R LT
MM ERHAEL . HY = HU N(H), Gg+ N HY NESTHE, Gy P EE NH) B85
T Gpe. LY, H*-graph LBV EAN B 12%~15%, 11 H.12Z H )4 23 5 A T3
RGN R FE. 2011 4F, Cheng & cduidt 1 BIKI 4 19T7 2K BT, b T80 A5 1, SRR 28 B — 4 T3R50 B
TiE5E B, HUVERN Gp-. Gp- MAERTT S Gy — 8, AASHIN L% H &80T B. ZFEHTT
3, G T EE XS G #EATIE T, T H AT LR T AT 1 G-, T SEAA IHT RIEEAT 455

2014 #F, Svendsen 5 1551 ff FIRFBR I T A HE T T-B,, (3% T MapReduce b7 i B A ¥ 8 &2 115
6] 7 A R A AN P e . L e RE , E A v BOLARI EREAT A Reducer R4t BA v ydg /N
MEIRKH. FERXFERRE T, FTBLE S| v BF 580K, XF R Reducer Hf t (B K A stk b fr AXS
T MIEEZHRRBIE N(v), v BIF5RIZE R B IR, 2 v BIF5 NAZE /. 2
BT N (o) PSRRI ECS BORIMEE 1)EA B 22 AR, BT DA R A T A i B
IR 77 SNEAT I Bk, % FEHE R A% = A TR

2017 4, Manoussakis ) 3 1840 B2 HE PP I3 4030 43, 2 T —FhadiB R 5iBGEE @ A K%
HHABURR SR, (B L AP T M2 ORI Tk 26 . L0000 S v STV AR AL 2
Fe, R JE A2 B LA TR R 5 KT E IR JE AR 9 R 5 T B, RS2 7 LR A 1
i S BB AT IR I MO, 35 PR AR 286 ) BT A T i ade . AE e i A oy, R MO B R O —
AN TO RS 5 KA BT AR £ R P 5 s T e S S (781 S iz A e 75 9 o R AR AR K 1Y
(TR 7 5 AL 45 E A JS G PR AT VLI VR IEAE 2019 R4 T 53 — P e AL B9
T—ELL v, FOILAR R PS5 KT B s E 9 R T T BITP R ORI O, R IR P AR —
FFg/hT v, B O B S #ARARE A W C A2 TR B R RO, B B 1 L v SEOT A S B S SR
(77 2K, (H A ZRAFAE C M BRI, AT ABE AT 25 RIS 126 AN ] £ 77 =X

5.1.2 &K

2012 4F, Cheng % 1901 $i2HH T —FhEE T AR iR BRI 0 07 7%, ook 7 H Q2 i TAE, /£ 52
FESE LT T A A7 R S MR R, (R TR, MR iE T, G IASERR I — DA BRI,
153 Ja 15 B, AR 3L BRI 2 T, (HRIN B S 7 AR 2. i, /R T
— AR TR E A G T B, B T RABR ), BAERI R AR, 1 RN
T/ 1O J14H, FEREN WAF IS O0 S A IR T REK I 71, 28 2 JRO9 T8 CPU JTH4H, K236 1 =
HE R B R AR, 33— R ol — R AN T B HLSCI R, 120755 Eppstein 55 57
SEH TR LL, VR A ZN A, PERETS TH 2L EL Eppstein 18— MRS A,

52 F) Cheng TARRHISM, A — 2L TAEGE— D240 T 2400 L. 2016 4F, Conte 55 10 3R HH
T MG I TE. 1 BRI R A TR T AR TR R R, 5 2 JORK AR
1 B R AT — PR 7 BOR/NE A R (7 ) IR BN A MM R, o 1R
v BE T AR 73, ARG AR R BE T Rl ot 25 2 ), 1 L T ) BE B R FEARG,, 52 AT DA TR B
JEETG s 0 0 PR PRAT AR [R] SRS PR Kl 70 A 26, AN VA B B AR B SE T TRt BRIEZZ A, Conte & BLT
AR AR (B35 TR B 0% IBALRESE) 1EDuHN, AASIR] (0 A it 5 sURIAS IR SR 3 B M2
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I TR] 925 SRR T — A RSB DU B AN [ A 1 S e DL R A g SRR R Bk, kit — 20
HR BRI, LA R EIR T2 S 2 A 2.

[FIFEAE 2016 4F, Chen 55 102 FEH | — M R AR 7> OO BT S0k, LB, 1 56 LA
IR )ULAROE A T 7 B, KX a7 BN — AR BEBA A, SRR T Ia Mes i Re. Measid A,
RS AL EEBA S A R — A7 B, SR O A R /NI L, IR B D R R oy — 03
NZT BT u MBS 7B 580 8z B EE o Mo F2E RRE . T
55 1 &8>, Chen SCRHLM O 3 M OLEAT AR BE: 2 HOy— MRS, 475 i 2 A5 i T s £k
H/NT — AN BMERS, X BT B R, 35 AT 6 MR BN R AL BE RS R AR. X T3 A & 2y, U
2k sl e UM, o PR B/ ) i R I i 0 3k 2y, BRI IR IR, RIARER ORI et
UMKRE, BRI RO S5 (7)) 347 F 115

5.2 BI{TEMEM (runtime optimization)

2009 4, Schmidt %5 (63 $&H T —FhE TAE BRI MRV IEATIVE, &—DIATI BKpivor HIZE,
FHAEM T “TAEMHEL (work stealing)” HIZNAS A EINM 77k, FHATM T Bl g A2, i 2
IRFEIE ZORA (BK SRR BT 50 DLSRBUIFAT R B B2 AR ) HAR S it 5 R R 42
T LABEALEG 1 77 sUEE BB AR RO AR B — N B MR SN B C8T ORI AR, sk
KW, 1%07 NBEIE I - 56 £ M A BT, JF A B WA 9 etk (5l T B AR MBS b ok
W& FIAR B AE ) F4H, 12071 g 47 I 18] 7] G A 2EAR.

2017 4F, Lessley 4 (04 %38 317 15 (data-parallel primitives, DPPs) fEJL N AF . ZAZIEM T
LT Kose 55 B8] By, /EE LB hash BEAEINIE T HIBr A A2 B L Z TSR RE: ¥ k-cliques
GIER (k + 1)-cliques B, X k-cliques FIJG k — 1 AT hash i85, HFEME hash {HHH]
(%) PIRE L & — 1 ATV, SR AT Lk S0 9 BN 48 RGP £ 0Y hash BVEIR S
(F=HA 1 hash Rl ER/ D BET) 2 BESEWNZMZS T IERI I RE. BRIk 2 Ak, VEFERIH T GPU #E47niE
(EEE HEA S A GPU _ERMES -l 7 s BARSEI 778, 1IX— R A 515 BRI = T
Kose FIEMIMEE R, (BB il o T N A7 IO AR & 75 5K

2018 4F, Das %5 (051 2 7 — Pk T 3L W AE AT AR RIS 0735, X BKpivor HEAT T 4HRLSE
HATH. B BKpivor HATHAIEE 1 AN BEZIEHL pivot, 1X /N2 LU BRI, A PO A2 AR KT S5 q
BRI 118 v () SR e B ) S0 FE AN B, P I RO R 1, T DL BRI R T kAT IR AT
TR B 2 AR IR IFAT 1L, S5 A E AR O pivot A1 pivot HIAESR & EATYRE, JHIE]
SHEPRIGENEE LA, Ok HEIHAT. TSRS, B B BT AT, R —
T RS AL AR, IXAEAESY R FEANTI I, 50T LK P 5 Bz /N s B i e S5 8 N 25 1L
£, TR T IR HOBOR &, At AT LUK A PR R IT 23R4T 947 THEEL. XAERAS 2 T IFATH BKpivor. XEIL
DT AR T A 77 206 T I RAT AR I 520
5.3 SNEIR{EMIL (frequent operation optimization)

I AR R A 2 — AR B R OO RS, CEAOR BIMC2 1) R h e K Bl R S S is 5. R
T T I EHE G548 P LA AR Bia AR NS 5, e IR AL Saa S — Mo 20 B, LR R AE AR
2 1) .

2005 4F, Zhang 55 6] SR F A7 ) 2 (1 77 R s (41 J& AT A JL4R &, AL T Kose 55 138) Hi%
(R0, BT 5 i e A7 75 SR )
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% 3 WMAREAKEEmAE RN BIESE
Table 3 Commanly used graph datasets in the MCE problem

Graph # vertex # edge # MC Graph # vertex # edge # MC
com-Youtube 1134890 2987624 3265956 cit-Patents 3774768 16518947 14787032
web-Google 875713 4322051 1417580 wiki-talk 2294385 4659565 86333306
as-skitter 1696415 11095298 37322355 email-EuAll 265009 420045 377751
roadNet-CA 1965206 2766607 2537996

&4 RIEMBRFMR MCE FATER 3 FiFIBIEE LHTHERE (7))
Table 4 The computing time (s) of recent and typical methods for the MCE problem over the graphs in Table 3

Dataset PECO X [49] —ch) Hashing ParMCE CMC-bit MCEpybrid

Svendsen [5%] Lessley [64] Das [65] Yu 39 Li [50]

com-Youtube 7.02 982 58 3.34
cit-Patents 113 8.50 2868 3.27 133 17
web-Google 126 5.84 1178 32 1.90
wiki-talk >10000 219 >10000 62 241
as-skitter >8140 140 >10000 45 128
email-EuAll 2.24 4.24 0.23
roadNet-CA 0.27 17 0.59

2014 4, Dasari 55 67 ] Jay 3O STEEAE FEAR S AR, I8/ T TAEGEI KD, $em s Rk, I
B 7RG EEE. L BICEHTE, SRS o G p MRTERSE Nt () f oz A/
TEMARE N~ (v), HTARTE N~ (v) [WEELE R, MR AREEAERE KN N (p+ x)p £7. Bt
HMETREXS Nt (v) F N~ (v) HEITRT ST — R, 3 Nt (o) REIF S E] [0,p— 1], N~ (v)
TSR] [p,p+ 2 — 1], SRR, AEIEEBRER—A p AR, T P
b TAESER RN, 2 b S AN B0 S 128 A1 32 A (M ASZIRS A A ) I, 2L F 7 =X
TR A SR A AT B R

6 SESRE

FATERL 3 hai 7383 ORI M2 e s Y BN 2D, BATIT i ok B AS [R) Stk g 30
SEHE. & 4 A T IR ) B AR — SRR AE R 3 BB S B ROVERERIN, (B Tk
ZIFEWH, % 4 P& 5L (B T MCEnybria) FIEHEARIE T H ISR ST X T Li 52 1 MCEnybria 77
15, BATER] T HAUDD IAE— G CPU 254 Intel Xeon Processor E5-2680 v4. A7 250 G [ linux
5528 BT TIK. SR 4 FRT LR, B — 2/ NI B, W com-Youtube, web-Google %%,
WA EVECEAERIFRIRCR, BEMIR DA B b B Fr A SR . (B T KRB, G2
T REWKHEIR KB, 40 wiki-talk, as-skitter 55, DA 72475 1H 7 EARK A0S0 A], i B2 &
BIIA AT FEATREAE 1 LA T AT SRR R T S B E, H RR 2K I RO I EANEAR. T,
FRAEE5 5 H SCH A G0 3 B 0 WK [T M 28 Tl R B FE IR AT AR SR R e dEAT L S Al e 2.

1) https://snap.stanford.edu/data/.
2) https://github.com/CGCL-codes/BKred.
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DWIAT 8 LR K A M B0, R U AE R A G PR B0, (B se R4
RIBAEDL T ALZIER] BK RV EERIRINE I, 762 B4 380 1 00 T ikt BK R A1 5HER I
BEIRTS. Mx T Kose 55 B8] F2H ML, Lessley 55 64 iy cieidh B8 AR 43 FLACAS I [R145 21 T BRI
AR, AH 58 B R BLIE N T N AE R 7 3K, el 2 B BB I AN AR K, Iz Lk = A7
AT SEII, AT ) R AR BE R

S5 DA SRS iU R 3 SR BRI, AT, MCE i) i) & FEAFAE LA L AUk

(1) MK BARER RN DA CAE R DB 4R T AU — AN B 7T 2%, 10 Twitter 802
LT 512, Facebook B H YRR P T 10 12, B H P &R R4 B — AN TS, LA R L
1, JUHAZ Kose 55 B8 4R HITIE, IR T WAFTE K, ToRARGF AL B A A L S 18], Conte 4 [46]
PAJ% Cheng %5 601 ) T4 BARR R AN [E] (¥ 75 AR U 77 PO A2 PR AR 10 A, AELR — AN TN T BS o SF
B, —ANGIN T AR BRI T4, # LSS TR R AN 5.

(2) FHTHRIY RS, B RIFATEIEZ IR T ER) 7307 X Sl IT 8 . e TH40 . B )
%ﬂ%7 HAly EHE AT, Wu &5 B4 AL 20 4 reducers HTQ&H‘%T@EME%, Cheng 5 1601 73211
HATIRA HBEAE 4 GHLEZR LN SR L 4R 2R M N B, Svendsen %5 95) HEEFE 16 4 reducers LR
YERFL I I LS. ARSI ) IRAT S5 ANBE 78 20 M T B B 58 K 947 T B B UK

(3) tag e, AT IR, OB — AR H GBI R, SR T B K AR 28 £ 7 T e
TSR AR HE TS I W P . BT 1) AR B SR FH TS e T H e ) e S U 2, A7 I A e 4l
2R B BT TT 2, R AR i A P & RTINS, THAHERR Y, Eppstein
S B3l B NHR A BEHE T AR P RO T4, (B ARG B A s O BAEARORE, H ATE B NIRRT
IR B HE 5005, A I IFAT S — R 42 T R P 1 7 s B IR AL B HE . T 3N 28 11 )
i AR RE SN 578 22 I AR B B ROR,, (2 RAR KBS T4, BT BA, SRS 48 ) 301 2 4l K 4]
MO AT AR 76 A ke ) — A OB ) .

SEA MO AR ZS A TR BI0IR, DA S HE At A3 1) — SR T2 84 i, JRATDO T80 K TR 288 1) 4 T SR 1
KT, A UL — 8%

(1) BETFAABIRLEM. KH AL ABHAERE 66 547 & O7 fpiA~ TAEEIAS T A IROR,
[} Segundo %% 681 5 H | JEA B EHET M BK pivor FIEFEAREEE A I TSRS, fh
WRARGH T — AR T A, AL IANA F iRk 07 B B e AN F N EE, sefs A3
i G5 A6 PR AT ORI 7 o7 B4k 45 440 8 75 1 B T AE 20 A UFAEE T, DAI D Fd TR T B A 750 T4 2

2) #HEREHERS. J % - FE, GREZ KBS MR ETHE RS H ), Flin LIS
FRIL ) Pregel B9, PowerGraph B, DL BRI H O ) GoFFish 82 NScale 83] 2% ix 46 K 48 4E KT 1)
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Abstract In the era of big data, graph mining has become a popular research topic. The maximal clique
enumeration (MCE), as a basic problem in graph theory, has been widely used in different fields. However, con-
sidering the complexity of the MCE problem and the rapid growth in the scale of real-world graphs, enumerating
the maximal cliques in real-world graphs is time-consuming. A large number of researches have been performed to
improve the algorithm for the MCE problem and to reduce the execution time by applying various computational
optimizations. For the MCE problem, this survey has conducted the following works: existing research works
on the MCE problem are classified, the research status of the MCE problem is introduced in detail, and the
challenges and future directions of the MCE problem are discussed.

Keywords maximal clique enumeration, graph theory, graph mining, graph partition, parallel computing
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