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Constructing a m inim alvertex cover ofa graph can be seen as a prototype for a com binatorial

optim ization problem underhard constraints.In thispaper,wedevelop and analyzem essagepassing

techniques,nam ely warning and survey propagation,which servease�cientheuristicalgorithm sfor

solving these com putationalhard problem s. W e show also,how previously obtained resultson the

typical-casebehaviorofvertex coversofrandom graphscan berecovered starting from them essage

passing equations,and how they can be extended.

PACS num bers: 89.75.-k Com plex system s,02.10.O x Com binatorics,graph theory,75.10.N r Spin-glass and

other random m odels

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Them inim alvertex-cover(VC)problem belongstothem ostdi� cultclassofoptim ization problem sin graph theory

[1].Itasksto m ark a m inim alnum berofverticesofa graph,such thateach edgeofthe graph isincidentto atleast

oneoftheselected vertices.Thisproblem isknown to beNP-hard,which m eansin particularthatallcurrently known

algorithm sconstructm inim alvertex coversin a com putationaltim e which scalesexponentially with the size ofthe

graph. The applicability ofsuch exact algorithm sis therefore restricted to pretty sm allgraphs offew hundreds of

vertices.

There are,however,applicationsofthe vertex covering problem and other,closely related optim ization problem s

[2,3]to a huge num ber ofreal-world network problem s,exam ples are the m onitoring ofInternet tra� c [4], the

prevention ofdenial-of-service attacks [5]and im m unization strategies in networks [6]. Another technically related

network problem istheoneofcountingloopsin networks,recently analyzed on thebasisofstatistical-physicsm ethods

[7]. The dim ensions ofthe underlying networkseasily exceed the graph sizes treatable with exact algorithm s,and

heuristicm ethodsto constructassm allaspossiblesolutionsareneeded.

In thispaperwesetup two m essage-passing techniquesbased on the statistical-physicsapproach to com binatorial

optim ization problem s[8,9],m oreprecisely based on the cavity m ethod fordiluted system s[10]and itsalgorithm ic

interpretation [11,12]. The � rstofthe m essage passing-techniques,the so-called warning-propagation,isequivalent

to the Bethe-Peierlsiterative schem e and therefore related to the assum ption ofreplica sym m etry,the second one is

a survey propagation algorithm related to one-step replica sym m etry breaking. Both algorithm shave already been

form ulated forthe vertex coverproblem by one ofthe authorsin [8],here we go beyond thispresentation providing

both a m oreelegantsetting and a thorough analysisofthe algorithm icperform ance.

A naturaltestbed forthe proposed algorithm sisprovided by � nite-connectivity random graphs[13].The typical

properties ofVCs on such graphs have already been analyzed both with rigorous m athem aticaltools [14,15]and

with statistical-physics m ethods [16, 17,18, 19, 20]. W e therefore have a pretty com plete knowledge about the

phase diagram ofthisproblem ,and can system atically com parethe algorithm icperform ance ofthe m essage-passing

techniqueson single,� nite,random ly generated graphsto the averagebehaviorin the therm odynam ic lim it.

Itshould also be noted thatthe vertex coverproblem is closely related to a classoflattice glassm odels [21,22,

23,24,25]. In these m odels,hard particlesare to be positioned on a lattice under geom etricalpacking constraints

representing hard-coreinteractions.Thesem odelsareconsidered assim plelatticem odelsfortheglasstransition due

to geom etricfrustration,and theirclosestpacking correspond to m inim alVCs[16].

Thispaperisorganized asfollows:thevertex coverproblem isde� ned in Sec.IIand theconceptofcavity graph is

de� ned in Sec.III;Sec.IV focuseson thewarning propagation algorithm ,and itsperform anceand iterativestability

are analyzed;Sec.V focuses on the survey propagation algorithm ;and Sec.VIestim ates the m inim alvertex cover

sizefora random graph using statisticalphysicsm ethod;� nally in Sec.VIIweconclude thiswork.

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0605190v2
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II. T H E M O D EL

Letusstartwith the de� nition ofvertex covers.G iven isa graph G = (V;E )with N verticesi= 1;:::;N and M

undirected edgesfi;jg= fj;ig2 E connecting pairsofvertices.

D e�nitions:A vertex cover(VC)ofthe graph G isa subsetU � V ofverticessuch thatforalledgesfi;jg 2 E ,

atleastoneend vertex iselem entofU ,i.e.i2 U orj2 U .A m inim alvertex coverofG isa vertex coverofm inim al

cardinality.

W ealso denoteverticesin U ascovered,aswellastheirincidentedges:ThesetU isa VC i� alledgesarecovered.

Determ ining a m inim alvertex coverisone ofthe basic NP-hard com binatorialproblem s[1]. Itsworst-case solution

tim eisconsequentlyexpected togrow exponentially with thesizeoftheproblem instance,herem easured by thevertex

and edgenum bersN and M .Theproblem isequivalentto theproblem ofconstructing am axim um independentsetof

G ,and to the problem of� nding the m axim um clique in the com plem entary graph ofG (whereedgesand non-edges

areexchanged).

The exponentialrunning tim e ofalgorithm sconstructing m inim alvertex coversisa seriouslim itation to practical

applications: Exact algorithm s are able to treat only relatively sm allsam ple graphs. It is therefore interesting to

develop powerfulheuristic m ethods which are able to constructat leastclose-to-m inim alVCs,which m ay serve as

reasonablesolutionsin practicalproblem s.

In the context ofconstraint-satisfaction problem s (CSP),recently statistical-physics approaches have led to the

proposalofso-called survey propagation algorithm swhich aresophisticated m essage-passing proceduresbased on the

cavity m ethod ofstatisticalphysics. This type ofalgorithm was � rst proposed for the satis� ability problem [11],

and then extended to graph-coloring [26]and generalCSPs [27],and is one ofthe m ost e� cient algorithm s in the

hard-to-solvephaseofthese problem s.

The vertex coverproblem is structurally di� erent from CSPs. W hereas the com putationalproblem ofthe latter

results from the existence ofa large num ber ofconstraints being hard to satisfy sim ultaneously,the constraints in

vertex cover{ i.e.the need ofcovering each edge ofthe graph { can in principle be satis� ed very easily by covering

m any vertices.Thecom putationalhardnessstem sfrom theobjectiveof� nding a m inim alvertex cover,i.e.from the

interaction between a high num ber oflocalconstraints on one side,and the globalm inim ization condition on the

otherside.Thisleadsto a di� erence in the validation ofthe outputofa heuristic algorithm :W hereasa solution to

a CSP can be easily checked by testing allconstraints,and the problem consistsin � nding one,itisno problem at

allto constructa VC,butitsm inim ality can hardly be shown. O ne can say thatthe hardnessofsolving VC stem s

from thefactthatthelandscapeX (U )= jU jbecom escom plex overthesetofallVCsU (note:notoverthesetofall

vertex sub-sets).

The algorithm ic aim is therefore to construct a vertex cover as sm allas possible in polynom ialtim e for som e

given graph G = (V;E ). The centralstep in this contextwillbe the calculation (oratleastapproxim ation)ofthe

vertex-dependentnum ber

�i =
jfU � V jU ism in.VC; i2 U gj

jfU � V jU ism in.VCgj
(1)

which,forevery vertex i2 V ,equalsthe fraction ofm inim alvertex coverscontaining vertex i2 V . In probabilistic

term s,itcan be understood asthe probability thatiiscovered in a random ly selected m inim alvertex cover.

O nce we know these quantities,we can obviously exploit them algorithm ically. W e know,e.g.,that each vertex

with �i = 1 belongsto allm inim alVCs,and ithasto beincluded into theVC weareaim ing to construct.Contrarily,

vertices i2 V with �i = 0 do not appear in any m inim alVC,and they have to be excluded from the vertex set

we are building. The problem is slightly m ore involved for those vertices having �-values di� erent from zero and

one: They are contained in som e vertex covers,but notin others. Since �i givesonly a strictly localinform ation,

we do notknow any possible quantitative restriction to the sim ultaneousassignm entofpairsoreven largersubsets

ofvertices. Ifwe consider,e.g.,one edge fi;jg 2 E ,the jointprobability thatboth verticesare uncovered doesnot

equal(1� �i)(1� �j)asonem ightassum enaively by considering theverticesto beindependent.Itequalsobviously

zero dueto thevertex-coverconstraintfortheedge:Atleastoneoftheend-verticeshasto becovered.Thisproblem

can be resolved by an iterativedecim ation process.W eselect,e.g.,a vertex ofnon-zero � and add itto theVC U to

beconstructed,and deletethevertex aswellasallitsincidentedgesfrom thegraph.W ethan recom putethe� from

thedecim ated graph,add a new vertex to U and so on,untilalledgesofG arecovered:Thevertex setU now form s

a vertex coverofthe graph G .

There isan obviousalgorithm ic problem with evaluating the �i: A naive calculation according to theirde� nition

would requirethepriorknowledgeofallm inim alVCs-which wedo nothaveifwearetrying to develop an algorithm

� nding just a single one ofthem . The way out willbe a m essage passing procedure [12,28]which only exchanges
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localinform ation between neighboring vertex pairs,untilthese m essagesreach globally self-consistentvalues. Such

m essagepassing procedures� rstneed theintroduction ofthecavity graph,which willbedonein thefollowing section.

III. T H E C AV IT Y G R A P H

A sim ple idea could be to determ ine �i from allthe �j ofthe neighborsj 2 N (i)ofvertex i. Thisisnotdirectly

possible: As discussed above,the �j are single-site quantities and do not contain any inform ation ofvertex pairs.

Any two j 2 N (i)are,however{ via a path crossing i{ second neighborsofeach other,and thus they are highly

correlated. Im agine,e.g.,that vertex iis not covered,than allj 2 N (i) have to be sim ultaneously covered. The

knowledgeofthem arginalcoverprobabilities�j isobviously notsu� cientto determ inealso thecentral�i.Theway

outisto considernotthe fullgraph,butthe cavity graphs:

D e�nition: G iven a graph G = (V;E ),and a vertex i2 V ,the cavity graph G i isthe subgraph ofG induced by

the vertex setVi = V ni.

Said with sim pler words,the cavity graph is created from the fullgraph G by rem oving vertex i as wellas its

incident edges fi;jg for allj 2 N (i). O n a tree graph,the j 2 N (i) would belong to pairwise distinct connected

com ponents ofthe cavity graph,and they would be independent ofeach other. M ore generally,on a graph with

relatively long cycles,any two ofthe form erneighborsofvertex iwillbe distanton the cavity graph G i. The basic

approxim ation underlying m essagepassing algorithm sconsistsin assum ing statisticalindependence ofthese vertices

on the cavity graph (within onetherm odynam icstate,aswillbe explained in the caseofsurvey propagation).

Having de� ned the cavity graphsGi foreach vertex i,wealso de� ne the generalized probabilities

�jji =
jfU � Vi jU ism in.VC ofG i; j2 U gj

jfU � Vi jU ism in.VC ofG igj
(2)

m easuring the fraction ofm inim alvertex covers ofthe cavity graph G i containing vertex j 6= i. Even ifde� ned

form ally forany pairofverticesiand j,thesequantitieswillberelevantin particularforthoseverticesconnected by

an edgein the originalgraph G ,i.e.forfi;jg2 E .

A com m enton the statistical-independence assum ption hasto be included atthispoint: W e are constructing an

algorithm for real,i.e. � nite graphs. This m eans that graph loops have � nite length. The equations we are going

to presentin the following willtherefore be only approxim ationsto the exactvaluesofthe probabilities�i,and the

algorithm cannotguaranteeto constructa truem inim um vertex cover.So,even ifthepresented algorithm willscale

only quadratically in the graph order N ,it cannot be considered as an exact polynom ialalgorithm ,and therefore

doesnotcontribute to the solution ofthe P-NP problem . The im portance ofm essage passing algorithm sisrelated

to practicalapplicationson large graphs,where exactm ethods faildue to theirexponentialtim e requirem ents. As

wewillseebelow in num ericalsim ulations,theprocedurespresented herelargely outperform purely localalgorithm s,

and thereforeallow to constructbetterapproxim ationsto the exactsolution.

IV . W A R N IN G P R O PA G A T IO N (W P )

A . T he algorithm

Thevery � rstand sim plestm essagepassing procedurewearegoing to introduce,carriesthe nam ewarning propa-

gation (W P).In thiscase,wearegoing to calculateonly the reduced quantities

~�i =

8
<

:

0 if�i = 0

� if0 < �i < 1

1 if�i = 1

(3)

and analogously thecavity quantities~�jji.So thesequantitiesarenotm easuring theexactprobability fora vertex to

becovered in a random ly selected m inim alvertex cover.They only indicatewhetheritisalwayscovered (valueone),

never covered (value zero) or som etim es covered and som etim es uncovered. For this last case we have introduced

the unifying joker state � .Note thatalso thisinform ation issu� cientto be exploited algorithm ically:Ifa vertex is

assigned the jokerstate,itcan be chosen liberally to be covered orto be uncovered during graph decim ation.

Asa � rststep,we introduce an even sim plerm essage type,the so-called warning uj! i sentfrom a vertex j to a

neighbori. This warning incorporatesthe vertex coverconstraint: Ifthe vertex j isuncovered,itsendsa warning
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uj! i = 1 to vertex isignifying:\Attention,to coverourconnecting edge you should be covered,orIhaveto change

state." If,on theotherhand,vertex jisalready covered,itsendsthetrivialm essageuj! i = 0 saying:\Ihavealready

covered ourconnecting edge." M oreform ally,a setofwarningsisde� ned forevery vertex subsetU � V :

uj! i(U ):=

�
0 ifj2 U

1 ifj =2 U
(4)

with fi;jg 2 E being an arbitrary edge. Note thateach edge carriestwo m essages:O ne sentfrom ito j,the other

onefrom j to i.In a properVC,atleastoneofthe end-verticesofeach edge hasto be covered,so we� nd that

U � V isVC ofG $ 8fi;jg2 E : ui! j(U )� uj! i(U )= 0 ; (5)

i.e.each edgehasto carry atleastonetrivialwarning.Thede� nition ofthewarning can also beextended to setsM

ofvertex subsets.W e de� ne

uj! i(M ):= m in
U 2M

uj! i(U ); (6)

i.e.a non-trivialm essageissentifand only ifvertex j iselem entofno U 2 M .Thisde� nition obviously reproduces

the warning (4)ifM consistsofonly one vertex subset.The reason forselecting the m inim um in the lastde� nition

willbecom e clearbelow. Using the setSi ofallm inim alvertex coversofthe cavity graph G i asa specialcase,the

warning uj! i(Si)becom esa function of~�jji only.Foran arbitrary but� xed edgewe� nd

uj! i(Si)� uj! i(~�jji)=

8
<

:

1 if~�jji = 0

0 if~�jji = �

0 if~�jji = 1

: (7)

The required m inim ality ofthe vertex cover to be constructed leads to a sim ple propagation ofthese warnings,

or equivalently ofthe corresponding ~�jji. This can be achieved by considering how m inim alvertex covers can be

extended from the cavity graph to the fullgraph.There arethree cases,cf.Fig.1:

(a) Thereexistsatleastone m inim alvertex coverofthe cavity graph G i where allj2 N (i)(neighborsofiin the

fullgraph G )are sim ultaneously covered.These VCsare also m inim alVCsofthe fullgraph G since alledges

incidentto iare already covered,so ihasto be uncovered to guarantee m inim ality. The sizesofthe m inim al

VCs ofG i and those ofG thus coincide. In this case we � nd ~�i = 0,since there are no m inim alVCs ofG

containing i.

(b) Allm inim alvertex coversofG i leaveatleasttwo j2 N (i)uncovered.Sincealledgesincidentto vertex ihave

to becovered,wehaveto add ito theVC ofG i in orderto extend itto thefullgraph.TheVC ofthefullgraph

containsthusexactly onevertex m orethan thoseofthe cavity graph,and ~�i equalsone.

(c) In thelast,interm ediatecase,thereisatleastonem inim alVC ofG i containing allbutonej2 N (i),butthere

isnonecontaining allj2 N (i).Also in thiscase,wehaveto add exactly onevertex by going from a VC ofthe

cavity graph G i to one ofthe fullgraph G ,the VC size growsby one.Ifwe,however,use the VC leaving only

onej2 N (i)uncovered,thereexistsonly onesingleuncovered edgein G .To coverit,wecan selectany oneof

itstwo end vertices,i.e.eitherioritsneighbor.In thiscase,we therefore� nd ~�i = � ,i.e.vertex iisfound to

be in the jokerstate.

Atthispoint,theindependenceassum ption ofallj2 N (i)in thecavity graph entersinto thediscussion:W econsider

their joint probability ofsim ultaneously being covered in a m inim alVC ofthe cavity graph G i,and assum e this

quantity to factorize into
Q

j2N (i)
�jji.Underthisassum ption,case (a)happensifand only ifall~�jji 6= 0.Case (b)

happensifthere are atleasttwo vanishing ~�jji in between the j 2 N (i),and the third case appearsforexactly one

zero ~�jji. W e see that in this rule no di� erence between always covered and joker vertices j 2 N (i) exists,which

explainsthe useofthe m inim um warning in de� nition (6).W e conclude:

~�i =

8
<

:

0 if
P

j2N (i)
uj! i(~�jji)= 0

� if
P

j2N (i)
uj! i(~�jji)= 1

1 if
P

j2N (i)
uj! i(~�jji)> 1

: (8)

This rule is graphically represented in Fig.1. The cavity quantities ~�jji can now be calculated by considering the
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(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG .1:G raphicalrepresentation ofEq.(8),with vertex ibeing identi�ed with the lowervertex in each sub-�gure.The color

coding ofthe vertices corresponds to the values of~�i and the ~�jji: Value zero is represented by a white dot,value one by a

black dot,and the jokervalue � by a gray dot.In case (a),there are no white dotsbetween the j2 N (i),so the lowervertex

hasnotto be covered and getscolorwhite.Ifthere isexactly one white dotin the upperline,the lowervertex becom esgray,

cf. (b). Ifthere are two orm ore white dotsin the upperline,asin (c),the lowervertex isblack,corresponding to an always

covered vertex.

cavity graphsG j,and by disregarding in addition the in uence ofvertex i:

~�jji =

8
<

:

0 if
P

k2N (j)ni
uk! j(~�kjj)= 0

� if
P

k2N (j)ni
uk! j(~�kjj)= 1

1 if
P

k2N (j)ni
uk! j(~�kjj)> 1

: (9)

Eqs.(7-9)arecalled warning propagation.Thelastequation,togetherwith Eq.(7),describesa closed system of2jE j

equations:Twoforeach edgedueto thetwodi� erentpossibleorientationsofthem essages.NotethatEqs.(7)and (9)

can also be reform ulated forthe warningsuj! i itself,elim inating the cavity quantities ~�jji. The iterative equations

takethe particularly sim ple form

uj! i = �

0

@
X

k2N (j)ni

uk! j;0

1

A ; (10)

where,forbetterreadability,wehaveused the notation �(� ;� )forthe K roneckersym bol.

These equationshave to be solved and plugged into Eq.(8)in orderto calculate the valuesofall~�i. Even ifthis

inform ation isnotyetsu� cientto im m ediately solvethem inim alVC problem ,wecan already read o� a lotofuseful

inform ation aboutthe propertiesofallm inim alvertex covers. The m ostim portantquantity is an estim ate forthe

m inim alVC cardinality:

X =
X

i2V

�

�(~�i;1)+
1

2
�(~�i;� )

�

: (11)
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The prefactor1/2 in frontofthe num berofjokerverticesisnota directresultofW P.Itcan be justi� ed using the

m oredetailed beliefpropagation calculating the fullsinglesite probability �i [8],orvia the replica m ethod [16].

TheW P equationscan beused to constructa vertex cover,i.e.they can beexploited algorithm ically.Thisisdone

in the following way,starting with an initialgraph G = (V;E )and an em pty setU = ;:

1.The2jE jwarningsui! j areinitialized random ly.

2.Then,sequentially,edges are selected and the warnings are updated using Eq.(10). This update is iterated

untila solution ofthe warning-propagation equationsisfound.

3.The ~�i arecalculated from the warningsusing Eq.(8).

4.Allverticeswith ~�i = 1 areadded to U ,and deleted with theirincidentedgesfrom G .

5.Allverticeswith ~�i = 0 aredeleted from V ,withoutchanging U .Sincea vertex with ~�i = 0 hasonly neighbors

of~�i = 1,itwasalready isolated afterthe laststep.No edgeshavethereforeto be rem oved from E .

6.O nerem aining vertex i(~�i = � )isselected,and allitsneighborsj2 N (i)areadded to U .Verticesiand N (i)

arerem oved from V ,and alltheirincidentedgesaresubtracted from E .

7.Ifuncovered edgesare left,we go back to step 2,and recalculate the warningson the decim ated graph. Ifno

edgesareleft,the currentU isreturned asa solution.

O bviously,the constructed U form sa vertex cover,since only covered edgesare rem oved from the graph. Itisalso

a m inim alone,ifthe inform ation provided by the ~�i wascorrect. Due to the factorization hypothesisin W P,som e

ofthe ~�i m ay,however,be erroneous,resulting possibly in a non-m inim alcover. Itisworth to note thataftereach

graph decim ation step followed by a re-iteration oftheW P equations,a new estim ateoftheVC sizecan becalculated

according to Eq.(11).Thisestim ate isexpected to be stationary only in the casewherealready the initialwarnings

whereexact,and to changeunderthe algorithm ifthe latterwereonly approxim ations.

B . From single sam ples to average results on random graphs

Starting from Eqs.(10) and (8),we can easily reconstructthe replica-sym m etric typical-case results for random

graphsofaveragevertex degreec.W estartwith de� ning the globalhistogram ofwarnings,

Q (u)=
1

2jE j

X

(i;j)2E

[�(ui! j;u)+ �(uj! i;u)]: (12)

Due to the binary nature ofthe warnings,itcan be param etrized as

Q (u)= �0�(u;0)+ �1�(u;1) (13)

with �0 + �1 = 1. Considernow Eq.(10): A non-trivialwarning issentvia a link j ! ionly ifthe inputm essages

uk! j from allk 2 N (j)n iequalzero. This happens for allwarnings independently with probability �0,and the

num berd ofthese incom ing m essagesis,on a random graph,distributed according to a Poissonian ofm ean c. W e

thus� nd

�1 =

1X

d= 0

e
�c c

d

d!
�
d
0 = e

�c� 1 ; (14)

which,using the Lam bert-W function,issolved by

�1 =
W (c)

c
: (15)

Letusnow reconstructalso the histogram

P (~�)=
1

N

X

i2V

�(~�i;~�) (16)
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ofsingle-sitem arginals~�i.The latterarethree-valued,wethusparam etrizethe histogram as

P (~�)= �0�(~�;0)+ ���(~�;� )+ �1�(~�;1): (17)

Using Eq.(8)and the Poissonian degreedistribution,we� nd

�0 =

1X

d= 0

e
�c c

d

d!
�
d
0

= �1

�� =

1X

d= 0

e
�c c

d

d!
d�

d�1
0

�1

= c�
2

1

�1 = 1� �� � �0 (18)

Forthederivation ofthesecond expression wehaveused thatthesinglenon-zerowarningam ongthem essagesreaching

a jokervertex can be chosen liberally in between alld incom ing edges.Forthe VC sizewethus� nd

x(c)= lim
N ! 1

X

N
= 1�

W (c)

c
�
W (c)2

2c
(19)

which is identicalto the result ofa replica-sym m etric calculation [17]. For average degrees c < e,this result was

shown to beexact[18],and itcan in factalready beread o� from an olderresultby K arp and Sipser[29]on m axim al

m atchingsin random graphs,seealso [30,31]forrelated statistical-physicsapproaches.

C . B ug proliferation and the stability ofthe W P �xed point

Besidestheproblem thatthesolution oftheequationsofwarningpropagation m ay beim preciseduetotheexistence

ofshortloopsin thegraph,therecan beanotherproblem -theiteration ofthewarning updatem ay failto converge.

Thiscan happen again due to the existence ofshortloops,which m ay lead to attractive lim itcyclesin the iterative

warning dynam ics. Another problem can appear due to the existence ofm any solutions ofEqs.(9). In statistical

physicswesay thatthe replica sym m etry isbroken.

To be m ore quantitative,we study here the stability ofa W P solution with respectto the introduction ofa bug

[32]: O ne ofthe warnings uj! i is changed to its opposite value. After one iteration ofW P,the bug itselfwillbe

cured since itdependsonly on unchanged m essages.O n the otherhand,the warningsfrom vertex ito itsneighbors

k 2 N (i)njm ay bechanged,i.e.new bugsm ay appear.Thequestion isnow ifthesebugsproliferateand,aftersom e

iterations,changea � nite fraction ofallwarnings,or,ifthe bugsdie outaftera while.O nly in the second case,W P

isstable and can be usefully included into a decim ation procedure.

Here, we perform this analysis analytically for the case ofa random graph ofaverage degree c. In this case,

the num ber d ofneighbors k 2 N (i)n j receiving m essages depending on the bug is distributed according to the

Poissonian e�c cd=d!.They send them selveswarningsuk! i to vertex iwhich are,dueto thelocally tree-likestructure

ofa random graph,independent on uj! i,and can be considered to be random ly selected according to the global

histogram Q (u)= �0�(u;0)+ �1�(u;1)ofwarningsintroduced in Eq.(12).

W e haveto distinguish two casesforthe introduction ofa bug:

(i) W e changethe m essageuj! i from one to zero.

Priorto thischange,allout-m essagesui! k with k 2 N (i)nj wereequalto zero,cf.Eq.(10).Letusdenoteby

d = jN (i)njjthe num berofthe out-m essagesdepending on uj! i,i.e.,the degreeofvertex iequalsd+ 1.

Afterthe introduction ofthe bug,an out-m essage ui! k becom esone ifand only ifallotherin-m essagesul! i

with l2 N (i)nfj;kg arezero.Therearetwo sub-cases.First,with probability �d0,allm essagesuk! i equalzero.

In thiscase,alld out-m essageschange.Second,with probability d�
d�1
0

(1� �0),exactly one m essageuk! i has

valueone,allotherzero.In thiscase,only ui! k changesunderiteration.O n average,the bug introducesthus

X

d

e
�c c

d

d!

�
d�

d
0 + d�

d�1
0

(1� �0)
�
= ce

�c(1�� 0) = ce
�c� 1

new bugsinto the graph.These bugsareofthe second type.
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(ii) W e changethe m essageuj! i from zero to one.

Afterintroduction ofthe bug,allout-m essagesui! k with k 2 N (i)nj becom e zero underW P update. They

are bugs only if,in the initialW P solution,they had the value one. Using analogousargum ents to the � rst

case,we � nd that,with probability �d0,alld out-m essageswere one,and,with probability d�
d�1
0

(1� �0),only

onesinglem essagewasoneand becom esa new bug.Theexpected num berofnew bugscaused by thechanged

uj! i equalsagain ce
�c� 1.

W e now apply a sim ple percolation-typeargum ent:Ifthe averagenum berofnew bugsissm allerthan one,the bugs

are expected to be cured aftera few iterations,the W P solution is stable under bug introduction. If,on the other

hand,theaveragenum berofnew bugsislargerthan one,weexpectan exponentialincreasein thebug num ber.Bugs

proliferate and carry away the system from the W P � xed point. The latteristhusconcluded to be unstable. Note

thatthisargum entsholdsonly because we update out-m essageswhich,underiterated W P updates,do notinteract

becausethey allin uence disjointsetsoffurtherwarnings.

Thecriticalpointcan now bedeterm ined easily:Theaveragenum berofnew bugsissetto one,cW P e�c W P �1 = 1.

Com paring itto the self-consistentEq.(15),weim m ediately concludethe

cW P =
1

�1(cW P )
= e : (20)

W P convergesbelow thiscriticalconnectivity,i.e.in the fullregion where replica sym m etry isexact. Asone would

expectintuitively,it doesnot converge in the replica-sym m etry broken phase above average degree e,there survey

propagation asdiscussed in the following section ofthiswork hasto be applied.

D . B ug relaxation tim e ofW P

Even ifW P provides asym ptotically exact results in the fullreplica sym m etric phase in a running tim e scaling

quadratically with N , its convergence slows down if we approach the criticalaverage degree. This can be seen

analytically by calculating theevolution ofthenum beroferroneousm essages,orbugs,undervariousupdateschem es.

1. Parallelupdate

Letus startwith a parallelupdate schem e,where,in every iteration step,allm essagesare recalculated sim ulta-

neously from the old m essages. Assum e,that there are M 1 � 2M = 2jE jerroneous m essages. These are,up to

higher-ordere� ects,isolated from each other and act thus independently under W P iteration. Each ofthese bugs

becom esthuscorrected in a new W P step,butcauses,asseen in the lastsub-section,on averagece�c� 1 = c�1 new

wrong m essages. Again,up to higher order corrections,these m essages do not interact. For the expected num ber

M 1(t)wethus� nd

M 1(t)= (c�1)
t
M 1(0); (21)

i.e.,below cW P = e,thisnum berdecaysexponentially with a tim e scale

�par = �
1

ln(c�1)
: (22)

This relaxation tim e diverges is we approach c = e from below. To unveilthe criticalbehavior,we set c = e� "

(0 < "� 1).W ith �1 = 1=e+ � we � nd,using Eq.(15),

1

e
+ � = exp

n

� 1+
"

e
� e� + O ("�)

o

; (23)

i.e.� = "=(2e2),resulting in c�1 = 1� "=(2e)+ O ("2),and thusin

�par ’
2e

e� c
for 0 < e� c� 1 : (24)

The criticalexponentoneisexpected to resultfrom the m ean-� eld structureofthe underlying graph.
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2. Random update

The situation is slightly m ore involved in the case ofa random update,where in every tim e step one m essage is

selected random ly outofall2M warnings,and isupdated according to the W P equation.Letusdenote by pT (M 1)

the probability thatthereareM 1 erroneousm essagesafterT random update steps.Itsevolution underW P isgiven

by the rateequation

pT + 1(M 1)= pT (M 1)�
M 1

2M
pT (M 1)+

M 1 + 1

2M
pT (M 1 + 1)�

c�1M 1

2M
pT (M 1)+

c�1(M 1 � 1)

2M
pT (M 1 � 1): (25)

This is due to the fact,that,with probability M 1=(2M ) we pick a bug and correct it -changing M 1 7! M 1 � 1,

and with probability c�1M 1=(2M )we pick a \child" ofa bug which becom eschanged (rem em berthata bug hason

averagec children m essages,butonly a fraction �1 ofthese becom eschanged when updated underW P)-changing

M 1 7! M 1 + 1.

After 2M random updates,each m essage is,on average,visited once. To obtain tim e-scales com parable to the

parallelupdate, we therefore have to rescale tim e as t = T=(2M ),identifying a single random update with the

asym ptotically in� nitesim altim e step dt= 1=(2M ).In thislim it,Eqs.(25)can berewritten asa system ofordinary

di� erentialequations,

d

dt
pt(M 1)= � M 1pt(M 1)+ (M 1 + 1)pt(M 1 + 1)� c�1M 1pt(M 1)+ c�1(M 1 � 1)pt(M 1 � 1): (26)

Forthe tim e evolution ofthe averagenum berM 1(t)=
P

M 1
M 1pt(M 1)ofbugswe thus� nd

d

dt
M 1(t) = � M 2

1
+ M 1(M 1 � 1)� c�1M

2
1
+ c�1M 1(M 1 + 1)

= � (1� c�1)M 1(t): (27)

Itdecaysexponentially with

�rand =
1

1� c�1
(28)

and showsthusthe sam e criticalbehaviorasthe parallelupdate. The m ain di� erence appearsforc! 0: W hereas

the parallelrelaxation tim e goesto zero,�rand approachesone. Thisre ectsthe persistence tim e thata m essage is

notupdated atall:Thefraction ofvariableswhich arenotselected in N single-spin updatesise�1 .

Note thatthe algorithm aspresented in Sec.IV A usesa third update schem e,nam ely sequentialupdate,which is

asynchronousbutseesevery m essageexactly oncein 2M steps.Theanalyticaldescription ism oreinvolved than the

one ofa sim ple parallelorrandom update,butthe criticalbehaviorisexpected to rem ain unchanged. Forsm allc,

thebehaviorisfurtheron expected to bem oresim ilarto theoneoftheparallelupdateschem e:Sinceevery m essage

isseen exactly oncein 2M steps,thereareno persistence e� ects.

E. N um ericaltests

W e have perform ed num ericaltestsofW P on random ly generated instancesofrandom graphsatvariousconnec-

tivitiesc< e,forgraph sizesup to N = 105.

To verify the results,wehavealso applied theleaf-rem ovalalgorithm which wasshown [18]to outputexactresults

exactly in the sam e connectivity region,and which isthe basisofthe proofofcorrectnessofthe replica-sym m etric

result.Thealgorithm worksasfollows:In every step,a leaf(vertex ofdegreeone)isselected,itsneighboriscovered

and both verticesare rem oved from the graph,aswellasalltheirincidentedges. Ifthisalgorithm isable to cover

the fullgraph,the generated VC isa m inim um one,butthe algorithm failsif,possibly aftersom e decim ation steps,

a leaf-freesubgraph em erges.

W e have found thatboth algorithm sproduce in alm ostallcasesidenticalresults,i.e. the W P outputis thereby

shown to be exact. Also the initialestim ate ofthe VC size after the � rst convergesofW P,before starting graph

decim ation,wasfound to coincidein the m ostm ajority ofallcaseswith the� naloutput.Asdiscussed above,thisis

a signalthatalready the � rstconvergenceofW P leadsto exactm essages.

Theproblem ofW P is,asdiscussed before,theslowing down and � nalnon-convergenceifweapproach (orexceed)

an averagedegreec= e.In Fig.2,wehavequanti� ed thisphenom enon.W ehavem easured thefraction ofgraphsof
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FIG .2: Convergence probability ofW P asa function ofthe average degree,forgraph ofN = 250; 1000 resp. 4000 vertices.

The sym bols signify the fraction ofgraphs,where after 1000 sequentialupdates at least 99% ofthe warnings are converged,

m easured for 10000,3000 resp. 1000 sam ple graphs. The dashed verticalline is situated at c = e,where W P theoretically

ceasesto converge.

given averagedegree c (and given N )which,within 1000 sequentialW P updatesofall2M m essages,are converged

on m ore than 99% ofallm essages. In the � gure,we see a cleardrop ofthisprobability from alm ostone to zero in

a region concentrated close to c= e.Thisdrop sharpensconsiderably with growing graph size N ,and suggeststhus

theexistenceofa sharp transition in theW P behaviorin thetherm odynam iclim itN ! 1 .Notethat,in Fig.2,this

transition seem sto be ata graph degree being slightly largerthan c= e.Thisisa resultofthe m easured quantity:

Thetransition should befound exactly in c= ewhen foran arbitrarily large,but� nitenum berofupdatesalm ostall

m essagesareconverged { instead ofthe testvaluesused in the generation ofFig.2.

V . SU RV EY P R O PA G A T IO N (SP )

W e have already m entioned the possibility that the equations ofwarning propagation possess a high num ber of

solutions,andnonecanbefound usingalocaliterativeupdateschem e.Them essageswouldtrytoconvergetodi� erent,

con ictingsolutionsin di� erentregionsofthegraph,and globalconvergencecannotbeachieved.In physics’language,

thesedi� erentsolutionscorrespond to di� erenttherm odynam icstates{ to beunderstood asclustersofm inim alVCs.

Inside such a cluster,any two VCsare connected by atleastone path via other(alm ost)m inim alVCs,which di� er

stepwiseonly by asm allnum berofelem ents(thenum berofthesedi� erentelem entsstays� nitein thetherm odynam ic

lim it). For two m inim alVCs selected from two di� erent clusters,no such connecting paths exist,at least once an

extensivestep hasto beperform ed.Notethatthisdistinction is,from a m athem aticalpointofview,notwell-de� ned

for� nitegraphs-which aretheobjectsofouralgorithm s.Therecan be,however,a clearseparation ofdistancescales

which practically allowsforan identi� cation ofsolution clusters.

Asalready said,warning propagation workswellonly ifthereisa singlecluster(ora very sm allnum berofclusters)

{ corresponding to the replica sym m etric solution. A breaking ofthe replica sym m etry im plies the em ergence of

clustering in the solution space. Thise� ectistaken into accountby the survey propagation (SP)algorithm ,as� rst

proposed in [11,33]. Thisalgorithm isequivalentto the � rststep ofreplica sym m etry breaking,where the solution

clustersshow no furtherorganization.Ifthereareclustersofclustersetc.,onehasto go beyond survey propagation.
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FIG .3:Schem atic graphicalrepresentation oftheorganization ofoptim alsolutionsforwarning propagation (leftside)and for

survey propagation (right side). For the �rst case,allsolutions are collected in one large unstructured cluster (or in a very

sm allnum berofthese clusters,as in the case ofa ferrom agnet),corresponding to unbroken replica sym m etry. In the second

case,the setofsolutionsisclustered into a large num berofextensively separated subsets.Survey propagation correspondsto

one step ofreplica sym m etry breaking,where there isno furtherorganization ofthe clustersin largerclusters.

A . T he algorithm

Letus,however,assum ea clustering only on onelevel.Instead ofde� ning probabilitieslike�i overthefullsolution

space,we considerfora m om entonly one cluster. Inside such a clusterofm inim um VCs,a vertex im ay eitherbe

alwayscovered (state1),nevercovered (state0)orsom etim escovered and som etim esnot(jokerstate� ).Thism eans

that,forsingleclusters,wetreattheproblem on the sam elevelasW P.

However,theassignm entofthisthree-valued vertex statem ay vary from clusterto cluster.W enow denoteby �̂
(1)

i

thefraction ofclusterswherevertex itakesstateone,by �̂
(0)

i thefraction ofclusterswherevertex itakesstatezero,

and by �̂
(�)

i thefraction ofclusterswherevertex itakesthejokerstate� .Analogously wede� nethecavity quantities

�̂
(1)

jji
,�̂

(0)

jji
and �̂

(�)

jji
on thecavity graph G i.A crucialassum ption ofSP isthatclustersdo notchangedram atically by

elim inating onevertex from thegraph,i.e.,by going back and forth between thefullgraph and thecavity graphsfor

di� erentcavities.

Again,wecan distinguish thethreecasesin Fig.1 ofhow thevariablestatespropagateinsideeach solution cluster.

A vertex iofstate0 hasto haveallneighborsin states1 or� on thecavity graph Gi;a vertex iofstate� hasto have

exactly oneneighborofstate0 on the cavity graph;a vertex iofstate 1 hasatleasttwo neighborswhich havestate

0 on the cavity graph. The statisticsoverallclusterscan now be perform ed in a very sim ple way. The fraction of

clustershavingvertex iin state0 which by de� nition is�̂
(0)

i equalsthefraction ofsolution clustersofthecavity graph

G i whereallneighborsarein a statedi� erentfrom 0,and so on,fortheothertwo states.Thisprocedureguarantees

the m inim ization inside each cluster. Note,however,thatin clustersbelonging to the � rstcase no vertex hasto be

added to the m inim alVC by stepping from the cavity graph to the fullgraph,whereasthe VC size increasesby one

in the second and third case. The VCsofdi� erentclustersthusgrow di� erently. To optim ize between clusters,we

thereforeintroducea penalty e�y to the lasttwo cases.The resulting equationsare

�̂
(0)

i
= C

�1

i

Y

j2N (i)

(1� �̂
(0)

jji
)

�̂
(�)

i = C
�1

i e
�y

X

j2N (i)

�̂
(0)

jji

Y

j02N (i)nj

(1� �̂
(0)

j0ji
) (29)

�̂
(1)

i = C
�1
i e

�y

2

41�
Y

j2N (i)

(1� �̂
(0)

jji
)�

X

j2N (i)

�̂
(0)

jji

Y

j02N (i)nj

(1� �̂
(0)

j0ji
)

3

5 ;

and the norm alization constantisgiven by

Ci = e
�y

2

41� (1� e
y)

Y

j2N (i)

(1� �̂
(0)

jji
)

3

5 : (30)

Note thatwe have again m ade an assum ption ofstatisticalindependence ofthe verticesj on the cavity graph.This

assum ption enters on two levels: First inside the cluster,when we say that j vertices ofstate � can be covered

sim ultaneously in a m inim um VC ofthe cavity graph;and second in between clusters,when we factorize the joint

probabilitiesin the upperexpression.
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Analogousequationsarevalid forthe iteration ofthecavity quantities,whereagain thein uenceofthecavity site

hasto be taken out:

�̂
(0)

ijl
= C

�1

ijl

Y

j2N (i)nl

(1� �̂
(0)

jji
)

�̂
(�)

ijl
= C

�1

ijl
e
�y

X

j2N (i)nl

�̂
(0)

jji

Y

j02N (i)nfj;lg

(1� �̂
(0)

j0ji
)

�̂
(1)

ijl
= C

�1

ijl
e
�y

2

41�
Y

j2N (i)nl

(1� �̂
(0)

jji
)�

X

j2N (i)nl

�̂
(0)

jji

Y

j02N (i)nfj;lg

(1� �̂
(0)

j0ji
)

3

5

Cijl = e
�y

2

41� (1� e
y)

Y

j2N (i)nl

(1� �̂
(0)

jji
)

3

5 : (31)

Thesearetheequationsforsurveypropagation.Tosolvethem ,onehasto� rstinitializethecavityquantitiesarbitrarily

and update them iteratively according to the second setofequations. O nce convergence isreached,the �̂
(�)

i can be

sim ply evaluated from the� rstsetofequations.Notealso thattheSP equation forthecavity quantitiesclosein the

�̂
(0)

jji
alone:

�̂
(0)

ijl
=

Q

j2N (i)nl
(1� �̂

(0)

jji
)

e�y
h

1� (1� ey)
Q

j2N (i)nl
(1� �̂

(0)

jji
)

i : (32)

A noteon theselection ofthere-weightingparam etery isnecessary:Finitevaluesofy focuson localm inim a ofthe

com plex landscapeX (U )= jU jde� ned overallVCs,i.e.to VCsofcardinality which cannotbedecreased by changing

only a � nite partofU . O ne would thusexpectnaively thatm inim alVCsare obtained in the lim ity ! 1 . Aswe

willsee in the nextsection,the SP solution carries,however,sensible physicalinform ation only in a lim ited interval

y 2 [0;y�].Itisthereforenecessary to work directly with � nite y-values.

The knowledge ofall�̂
(�)

i doesnotallow usto directly create a (locally)m inim alvertex cover.Itisim possible to

deduce a jointprobability distribution ofallverticesfrom the knowledge ofthe m arginalsingle-vertex probabilities

only.Nevertheless,som eusefulknowledgecan bedrawn directly from thesequantities.In particularwem ay estim ate

the VC sizeby

X (y)=
X

i2V

�

�̂
(1)

i +
1

2
�̂
(�)

i

�

: (33)

Asin thereplica-sym m etriccaseofW P,wehaveassum ed thatverticescarrying value� are,on average,halfcovered

and halfuncovered.Atthispoint,thisisa pure conjecture which,however,willbe justi� ed in the nextsection [see

Eq.(60)].

To actually constructa m inim um vertex cover(or an approxim ation due to the non-exactnessofSP because of,

e.g.,a � nite value ofy,cycles in the graph or m ore levels ofcluster organization),we have to resort again to an

iterativedecim ation schem e.In every step,the �̂
(�)

i arecalculated,onevertex oflarge �̂
(1)

i isselected and covered.It

isrem oved from thegraph togetherwith allincidentedges,and the �̂
(�)

i arereiterated on thedecim ated graph.This

procedureisiterated untilnouncovered edgesareleft,i.e.,untilaproperVC isconstructed.Slightly di� erentschem es

ofselection heuristicscan be applied (selecta vertex ofhigh �̂
(0)

i
,uncoverit,coverallneighbors,and decim ate the

graph,ortake into accountalso the value of�̂
(�)

i ).Allthese heuristic rulesareequally valid in the sense that,ifSP

isexacton a graph,they allproduceone m inim um VC ofthe sam esize.Forrealgraphs,however,wherethe results

ofthe SP equationsareto be considered asapproxim ationsofthe actualquantitiesde� ned overthe setofsolutions,

di� erentheuristicchoicesm ay resultin VCsofdi� erentsizes.W ithin thenum ericalexperim entsdescribed below,we

have,however,found no preferableselection heuristic,and the  uctuationsfrom one heuristic to anotherwere sm all

com pared with the VC size.

B . T he com plexity ofclusters

Di� erentvaluesofthe re-weighting param etery lead to a concentration ofthe partition sum (or,equivalently,the

solution ofthe SP equations)to clustersofvertex coversofdi� erent(locally m inim al)size.Thecom plexity � (X ),or
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con�gurationalentropy,m easuresthe logarithm ofthe num berN cl(X )ofclustersofgiven VC size X .W e introduce

the generalized therm odynam icpotential� (y)asthe Legendretransform ofthe com plexity,

e
�y� (y) =

NX

X = 0

expf� yX + � (X )g : (34)

According to the generalprocedure ofthe cavity m ethod in diluted system s[10],this potentialcan be decom posed

into site and link contributions,

� (y)=
X

i2V

� �i(y)�
X

fi;jg2E

� �i;j(y): (35)

Thesecontributionscan be determ ined by adding a vertex / an edgeto the graph:

e
�y� � i(y) =

Y

j2N (i)

(1� �̂
(0)

jji
)+

0

@ 1�
Y

j2N (i)

(1� �̂
(0)

jji
)

1

A e
�y

= e
�y + (1� e

�y )
Y

j2N (i)

(1� �̂
(0)

jji
)

e
�y� � i;j(y) = 1� (1� e

�y )̂�
(0)

jji
�̂
(0)

ijj
(36)

where,as in the derivation ofthe SP equations,one has to take care separately ofthe cases where the VC size

rem ainsunchanged undervertex orlink addition,orincreasesby one. Having solved the SP equationsforthe �̂
(0)

ijj
,

the potentialbecom eseasy to calculate,

� y� (y)=
X

i2V

ln

0

@ e
�y + (1� e

�y )
Y

j2N (i)

(1� �̂
(0)

jji
)

1

A �
X

fi;jg2E

ln

�

1� (1� e
�y )̂�

(0)

jji
�̂
(0)

ijj

�

: (37)

Approxim ating thesum in Eq.(34)by thesaddlepointm ethod (valid forN � 1),weseethatthecom plexity can be

calculated via

� (y)= � (X (y))= y(X (y)� � (y)); (38)

whereX (y)isgiven in Eq.(33)in dependenceoftheSP solution.Thefunction X (y)can also bedeterm ined directly

from thepotential� (y)via X (y)= � (y)+ y�0(y).Thenum ericalobservation thatboth expressionsforX (y)coincide

isa strong justi� cation forthe ratio 2 used in Eq.(33)between the num berofallunfrozen verticesand the num ber

ofsim ultaneously covered unfrozen vertices.

Thecom plexity � isde� ned asthelogarithm oftheclusternum ber,i.e.in thepresenceofatleastoneclusterittakes

necessarily a non-negativevalue.Thisde� nesa rangey 2 (0;y�)wheretheSP equation providea potentially sensible

solution,with y� given by the m arginality condition � (y�) = 0. For higher y,the predicted com plexities becom e

negative { corresponding thusto un-physicalsolutionsofthe SP equations. W e see thatthe naive expectation that

y ! 1 leadsto m inim alVCsisthusinconsistent,the bestpossible estim ate forthe m inim alVC size we can obtain

atthe levelofSP (one-step replica sym m etry breaking)isthusgiven by X (y�)[19]. Note thatthisobservation,in

replica theory,correspondsto theusualoptim ization ofthereplicated freeenergy overthereplica sym m etry breaking

param eter[34,35].Notealso thattheexistenceofa � nitey� isa clearsignalfortheexistenceofm orethan onestep

ofreplica sym m etry breaking,and the SP resultscan only be expected to be approxim ationsto true m inim alVCs.

C . Stability ofthe �xed point under SP iteration

Itis,however,notclearifSP convergesatallin the replica-sym m etry broken phase.To investigatethisquestion,

weconsiderthebehaviorofthesolution ofEq.(32)undersm allperturbations.Notethatthesituation hereisdi� erent

from the bug proliferation picture used in orderto analyze the stability ofW P � xed points: The m essagesnow are

realnum bersand thussm allperturbationsarepossible even on the levelofa singlem essage.
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Letusthereforeim aginethatwe starta setofexperim ents,with initialconditions�
(0)

ijl
distributed around the SP

solution �̂
(0)

ijl
according to som enarrow distribution

fijl(�
(0)

ijl
)=

1
p
2�"ijl

exp

8
><

>:
�

h

�
(0)

ijl
� �̂

(0)

ijl

i2

2"2
ijl

9
>=

>;
(39)

oflink-dependentwidths"ijl� 1.Afteroneiteration ofSP,them essagesaredistributed according to (forsim plicity

wehaveskipped thesuperscript(0))

f
0
ijl(�ijl)=

Z
Y

j2N (i)nl

�
d�jjifjji(�jji)

�
�
�
�ijl� ~�ijl(f�jjig)

�
(40)

with the update rule ~� given by Eq.(32).W e expand thisupdate function around the SP � xed point,

~�ijl(f�jjig)= �̂
(0)

ijl
+

X

j2N (i)nl

@�̂
(0)

ijl

@�̂
(0)

jji

(�jji� �̂
(0)

jji
)+

1

2

X

k;j2N (i)nl

@2�̂
(0)

ijl

@�̂
(0)

kji
@�̂

(0)

jji

(�kji� �̂
(0)

kji
)(�jji� �̂

(0)

jji
)+ O ("3): (41)

The m ean ofthe updated m essageisgiven by

h�ijli
0 =

Z
Y

j2N (i)nl

�
d�jjifjji(�jji)

�
~�ijl(f�jjig)

= �̂
(0)

ijl
+
1

2

X

j2N (i)nl

@2�̂
(0)

ijl

(@�̂
(0)

jji
)2
"
2

jji ; (42)

and its change is negligible with respectto the width ofthe distribution. The second m om ent,on the otherhand,

behavesas

h�2ijli
0 =

Z
Y

j2N (i)nl

�
d�jjifjji(�jji)

�
~�2ijl(f�jjig)

= (̂�
(0)

ijl
)2 + �̂

(0)

ijl

X

j2N (i)nl

@2�̂
(0)

ijl

(@�̂
(0)

jji
)2
"
2

jji+
X

j2N (i)nl

0

@
@�̂

(0)

ijl

@�̂
(0)

jji

1

A

2

"
2

jji : (43)

W e � nd thusthatthe varianceofthe updated distribution behavesas

"
0
ijl

2
= h�2ijli

0� h�ijli
02 =

X

j2N (i)nl

Tijl;jji "
2

jji (44)

with

Tijl;jji =

0

@
@�̂

(0)

ijl

@�̂
(0)

jji

1

A

2

=

0

B
@

e�y
Q

k2N (i)nfj;lg
(1� �̂

(0)

kji
)

h

e�y + (1� e�y )
Q

k2N (i)nj
(1� �̂

(0)

kji
)

i2

1

C
A

2

: (45)

The (in)stability ofthis equation is related to the largest eigenvalue �m ax ofthe m atrix (Tijl;jji),only if�m ax is

sm allerthan one the perturbationsfijl(�
(0)

ijl
)ofthe SP solution contractexponentially.

Notethatthistypeofstability oftheSP � xed pointisknown in theliteratureunderthenam e\type-oneinstability"

[32,36]and can be related to the appearanceofm orethan onestep ofreplica sym m etry breaking,m oreprecisely to

thefragm entation ofthesolution clustersin sub-clusters.Itisnottheonly typeofinstability oftheone-step replica-

sym m etry-broken solution with respectto m ore steps,an alternative schem e would be the accum ulation ofclusters

into clustersofclusters(\type-two instability"). The latterinstability leads,however,notto an iterative instability

ofthe SP equationsitself,i.e.the latercan be used even ifnotbeing physically exact.Thisiswhathappensin the

caseofVC [19].
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D . N um ericaltests

1. The size ofthe constructed VC

In orderto check the perform anceofSP,wehavetested iton singlesam plesofrandom graphsofm edium to large

size.In Fig.4,weconcentrateon a singlegraph ofN = 50 000 verticesand averagedegreec= 10.Thedata reported

in Fig.4 are quantitatively com parable to othergraphswith the sam e param eters,and qualitatively with graphsof

othersizesand connectivities.W eshow trajectoriesoftheestim ated VC sizeduring graph reduction,asa function of

thenum berofverticeswhich arestillin thereduced graph,forvariousvaluesofthere-weightingparam etery.W esee

thatthe initialvariability ofthe estim atesism uch largerthan the di� erence in output. Even the worstperform ing

case,y = 0,outputsa VC of34 171 verticescom pared to the m inim alfound one with X = 34 104. Thissim ilarity

isdue to the factthatthe ranking ofthe verticeswith respectto the SP resultsdependsonly weakly on y,whereas

the m essagesitselfchange considerably -and thus the corresponding predictions ofthe VC size. Close to the end

ofthe curves,there are som e striking  uctuations in the VC size. In this region,SP was not able to converge to

a � xed point,and the non-converged solution wasused. This non-convergence ofSP m ay be related to the critical

slowing down ofSP atthephaseboundary when thesolution spaceofthem inim alVC problem transitsbetween the

two schem esofFig.3 (see Sec.VID). After an intervalofthese  uctuations,the SP solution collapsesto the W P

solution,i.e.we go from the replica-sym m etry broken,clustered phase to the replica-sym m etric,unclustered phase.

Notethattheperform anceofSP im proveswith increasing valuesofy,aslong asitconvergesin them ostm ajority of

the decim ation steps.The region ofnon-convergence,however,growswith y.

0 10000 20000 30000 40000 50000
N(t)

33600

33800

34000

34200

X
(t

)

y = 0.0

y = 0.5

y = 1.0

y = 1.5

y = 2.0

y = 2.5

FIG .4:Trajectoriesofgraph decim ation fora single graph with N = 50 000 and c= 10.W e plotthe VC size asestim ated by

SP,asa function ofthe vertex num berin the rem aining graph. The decim ation proceedsfrom the rightto the left,i.e.from

theinitialN = 50 000 toward zero.Thefactthattheestim ate changesunderapplication ofthereduction processresultsfrom

the approxim ate nature ofthe SP m essages.

To circum vent this problem ,we have introduced a version ofSP with adaptive y-values. W e start SP with a

relatively largey,and wheneverthe convergencetim e exceedsa certain threshold (we haveused,e.g.,100 sequential

updatesofallm essages),the value ofy isdecreased (we have,e.g.,m ultiplied itby 0.9). Asa result,the trajectory

ofpredicted VC sizesissm oothened,and the algorithm autom atically tendstoward the lowestfound VC sizes.

Asalreadym entioned,theoriginalestim ateforX variesalotwith y,itiseven non-m onotonous.W hereasthevalue

fory = 0 issubstantially sm allerthan the sm allestconstructed VCs,there isa localm axim um which islargerthan

theconstructed VCs.Itis,however,astonishing thattheextrapolated valueaty�,wherethe com plexity � vanishes,

isextrem ely close to the � nally constructed value: 34 090� 10 com pared to 34 104. Thisiseven m ore astonishing

sincewe do notreach convergenceofSP aty� forc= 10,see the discussion in the nextsub-section.

ToseethebehaviorofSP in thefullrangeofaveragedegrees,wehavesystem aticallyscanned thec-interval[10;400],

ascan be seen in Fig.5. The graph size forthese high connectivitiesrange up to N = 6400 (note thatin thiscase



16

0 0.1 0.2
ln (1+c) / c

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1

x

SP
generalized leaf removal
Gazmuri’s heuristic
1st-moment lower bound
algorithmic upper bound
large-c asymptotics

FIG .5: Num ericalresults ofSP run on graphs ofhigh,but �nite average degree c 2 [10;400]. As a com parison,we have

added the results oftwo localalgorithm s (G azm uri’s heuristic and G LR),and rigorous bounds on the asym ptotic average

behaviorforrandom graphsaswellasthe exactlarge-c asym ptotics. SP clearly outperform slocalalgorithm s,and isclose to

the asym ptotically exactvalue.

up to cN = 2 560 000 m essages have to be handled). The results for � xed c and various N were extrapolated to

their asym ptotic value atN ! 1 ,in orderto be com parable to analyticalresults and to the perform ance oflocal

algorithm s.W eseethatSP perform sm uch betterthan thelocalheuristics,and itsbehaviorisconsistentto theexact

large-cbehaviorfound by Frieze[14].Forthecom parison wehaveused two localalgorithm s:The� rstoneisa sim ple

heuristic by G azm uri[15],where in every step a vertex is selected random ly,allits neighborsare covered,and the

covered edgesarerem oved from the graph.The second heuristic isa generalization ofleafrem oval[37]working also

beyond averagedegreec= e,butnotguaranteeingm inim ality oftheconstructed VC any m ore.Thealgorithm selects

in every step a vertex ofm inim aldegree,coversitsneighborsand rem ovesallconsidered verticesand covered edges.

Ifthealgorithm neverneedsto selectverticesofdegreeexceeding one,itreducesto leafrem oval.Asalready said,SP

outperform sthe localalgorithm s.

A drawback for allc-values is,however,that the algorithm does not work at high values ofy,which,seen the

derivation ofthe SP equations,should bring usclosestto a m inim alVC.

2. O n the iterative stability ofSP

Running SP fordi� erentvaluesofthe re-weighting param etery,weobservethatitconvergesvery fastforsm ally

(and c6= e),butitdoesnotconvergeatallforlarge y.Asa � rstim pression,itseem stherefore uselessto check the

stability oftheSP solution viatheeigenvaluesofthestability m atrix (Tijl;jji).Thesolution itselfisfound viaiteration

ofEq.(32)startingfrom arandom initialcondition,i.e.ifthisiteration converges,thesolution isautom aticallystable.

O n theotherhand,itism uch harderto extrapolateprecisely thepointwheretheconvergencetim ediverges-instead

ofidentifying thispointby �m ax ! 1.

Technically the eigenvalue can be determ ined in a way inspired by the m essage-passing procedure itself: W e ran-

dom ly initializeall"ijj to non-negativevalues,and update itaccording to Eq.(44).Then,werenorm alizethevector

dividing it by
q P

(i;j)2E
("ijj

2 + "jji
2). This is repeated untilconvergence ofthe procedure is reached,and �m ax

equalsthe asym ptotic renorm alization factor,see [38]foran analogousapproach to testing the stability ofa replica

sym m etricsolution in the problem ofcounting graph loops.

Theresultsofthenum ericaltestsareshown in Fig.6.Forthec-valuesdisplayed there,we� nd thattheSP solution

isstableagainstsm allperturbationsin thevicinity ofy = 0,but�m ax startsto grow rightaway.Forallthedisplayed

values,we also � nd that�m ax approachesone atpositive com plexity,i.e.atvaluesy < y�.Atthe y-value which,in
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FIG .6: Stability ofthe SP solution: The com plexity � is plotted versusthe largest eigenvector � m ax ofthe stability m atrix

(Tijl;jji)de�ned in Eq.(45),forvariousvaluesoftheaveragegraph degreec.Alldataareproduced from graphswith N = 10000

vertices,averaged over10 sam ples.Errorbarsboth in � and � are sm allerthan the sym bolsize.

theensem bleaverage,the1RSB resultisexpected to bem ostprecisecom pared to theexactvalue,SP doesnoteven

convergeon the singlesam ple.

Thischangesforc> 20:4.Atthispoint,theinstability threshold coincidesprecisely with thezero-com plexity point

correspondingto m inim alVCs.Ateven highervalue,SP thusconvergesaty = y�.However,thisdoesnotnecessarily

m ean thatwecan do allthedecim ation processe� ciently attheinitialy�,afterdecim ation ofa c-dependentfraction

ofthe graph SP startsto divergeeven forlargec.

V I. FR O M SU RV EY P R O PA G A T IO N T O T Y P IC A L P R O P ER T IES O N R A N D O M G R A P H S

In Sec.IV B we have seen,thatitispossible to average the solution ofwarning propagation overrandom graphs

ofaverage vertex degree c, and to recover the replica-sym m etric results of[17]in the therm odynam ic lim it. In

analogy,the equationsofsurvey propagation can be used to reproduce and extend the resultsof[19]on the typical

propertiesofm inim alVCsunderthe assum ption ofone step ofreplica-sym m etry breaking (1RSB),i.e.,to translate

the probabilistic-algorithm ic approach on single graph instances to a statistical-physics approach with the graph

random nessplaying the roleofthe quenched disorder.

Asalready explained above,thecom putationalhardnessoftheVC problem resultsfrom thefactthatthelandscape

ofVC sizesoverthe spaceofallvertex coversm ay becom e rough.Itm ay contain,in particular,m any localm inim a:

A VC U isconsidered to belocally optim alifallVCsdi� ering only in a � nitenum berofverticesareasleastaslarge

asU .Such localm inim a areexpected to actastrapsform any localsearch algorithm s,which thereforeareunableto

� nd globally optim alVCs.If1RSB isconsidered,notonly them inim alVCsareassum ed to beclustered (cf.Fig.3),

butalso an exponentialnum berofclustersoflocally optim alVCsareexpected to appear.The totalnum berofsuch

VC clusters ofcardinality X = xN in a given graph G is denoted as 
G (X ). The com plexity ofgraph G at VC

density (or‘energy density’)x isde� ned as

�G (X )=
1

N
ln
G (X ); (46)

with respectto Sec.V B we have renorm alized the com plexity by a factor1=N to assure a sensible therm odynam ic

lim it.Thecom plexity �G (X )isexpected to beself-averaging[34]:W hen N isincreased,thecom plexity ofrandom ly

drawn graphsG approachesasym ptotically them ean valueaveraged overthewholegraph ensem ble.Technically,the
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interesting quantity isthus

� (c;x)= lim
N ! 1

1

N
hln
G (xN )iG ; (47)

whereh� � � iG denotesaverageoverallrandom graphsG of� xed param etersN and c,sincethisvalueisfound alm ost

surely also in very largerandom graphs.

The partialderivativeof� (c;x)with respectto x isdenoted as

y =
@� (c;x)

@x
: (48)

The aboveequation givesan im plicitrelationship between y and the VC density x.W e can de� ne a generalized free

energy density atgiven value ofy and cvia the Legendretransform

�(c;y)= x(c;y)�
�
�
c;x(c;y)

�

y
; (49)

in com pleteanalogy to the single-graph quantity � in Eq.(34).

The param etery form ally correspondsto an inversetem perature � in an ordinary statisticalphysicssystem ,with

thedi� erencethatm icroscopiccon� gurationsarereplaced by clustersoflocally optim alVCs.Itcan beused tocontrol

them ean VC density x ofourarti� cialstatistical-physicssystem .Thisisin factdonein theSP equations,aswewill

seebelow,y isexactly the re-weighting param eterintroduced before.

Allthisholdstrueaslong astherelativeVC sizex = X =N issuch that
G (xN )� 1 fora typicalrandom graph G ,

i.e.,� (c;x)� 0.W hen � (c;x)< 0,a typicalrandom graph G hasno optim alVC clustersofdensity x. The largest

allowablevalue y = y� isthuslocated atthe pointwhere �
�
c;x(c;y�)

�
= 0.Thispointalso correspondsto the best

1RSB estim ate ofthe globally m inim alVC size x(c;y�)ofa typicalrandom graph,cf. the discussion atthe end of

Sec.V B.

A . T he cavity equation

Asalready discussed,foreach clusterofVCs,verticescan be decorated by a three-state variable:Itassum esthe

value1,ifthevertex belongsto allVCsin the cluster,ittakesthevalue* ifitbelongsto som ebutnotallVCs,and

thevalue0 ifitbelongsto no VCsofthecluster.Letusalso recallthenotation �̂
(0)

i
,�̂

(�)

i
,and �̂

(1)

i
(= 1� �̂

(0)

i
� �̂

(�)

i
)

forthe probability thatvertex itakesthe corresponding value in a random ly selected locally optim alVC atgiven y.

Thevalues~�i = (̂�
(0)

i ;̂�
(�)

i ;̂�
(1)

i ) uctuatefrom vertex to vertex,and them ain aim ofthecavity m ethod isto describe

theirdistribution in a self-consistentway.

Supposeonealready knows~�i foreach vertex iofa random graph G with N vertices.Now add a new vertex (say

vertex 0)and connectitto k random ly chosen vertices(say j= 1;2;:::;k)ofgraph G .The integerk isdeterm ined

according to the Poisson distribution fc(k)= e�c ck=k!. After vertex 0 and the k edgesare added,a new graph G 0

ofN + 1 verticesisconstructed. Underthe assum ption ofstatisticalindependence ofthe verticesj = 1;2;:::;k in

graph G [cf.the com m entbelow Eq.(30)],onecan writedown the following equationsfor~�0:

�̂
(0)

0
=

kQ

j= 1

(1� �̂
(0)

j )

e�y + (1� e�y )
kQ

j= 1

(1� �̂
(0)

j )

; (50)

�̂
(�)

0
=

e�y
kP

j= 1

�̂
(0)

j

Q

l6= j

(1� �̂
(0)

l
)

e�y + (1� e�y )
kQ

j= 1

(1� �̂
(0)

j )

; (51)

�̂
(1)

0
= 1� �̂

(0)

0
� �̂

(�)

0
: (52)

Assum ing furtherm ore that the statisticalproperties ofthe ~� do not change drastically by adding the new vertex,
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Eq.(50)allowsusto writedown the following self-consistentequation governing theprobability distribution of�̂
(0)

0
:

P (̂�
(0)

0
)= fc(0)�̂�(0)

0
;1
+

1X

k= 1

fc(k)

kY
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(0)

l
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l
)
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0

B
B
B
@
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(0)

0
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kQ

l= 1
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(0)

l
)

e�y + (1� e�y )
kQ

l= 1

(1� �̂
(0)

l
)

1

C
C
C
A

: (53)

Thisequation can benum erically solved with very high precision using a standard algorithm ofpopulation dynam ics.

Note also the equivalence ofthe update rule in the Delta function to Eq.32. O ne can in factestim ate P (̂�
(0)

0
)also

by � rstgenerating a hugerandom graph,iterating SP on itand than calculating the histogram ofallm essages.

B . V C density and com plexity

Also theVC density isself-averaging.W hen thegraph sizeN issu� ciently large,theVC density ofa typicalgraph

G is alm ostindependent ofthe m icroscopic details ofG ;it only depends on the statisticalproperties ofthe graph

ensem blerepresented by them ean vertex degreec.At� xed valueofthere-weighting param etery,also thism ean VC

density x(c;y)can becalculated using thecavity m ethod.Thegraph G 0asgenerated in thepreceding subsection has

N + 1 verticesand m ean vertex degree c0 = 2(M + k)=(N + 1)= c+ (2k � c)=(N + 1). The expectation ofthe VC

density ofG 0 and thatofthe graph G arerelated by

(N + 1)x(c0;y)= N x(c;y)+ 1� �̂
(0)

0
: (54)

Expanding x(c;y)around c,and keeping only the non-vanishing term sin the therm odynam iclim it,weobtain

x(c;y)+ c
@x(c;y)

@c
= 1� ĥ�

(0)

0
iG 0 : (55)

To obtain an expression for@x(c;y)=@c,we add a new edge between two random ly chosen vertices(say vertex j

and l)oftheold graph G and thusconstructa new graph G 00.Thisnew graph hasm ean vertex degreec00= c+ 2=N .

Averaged overallthelocally optim alVC clustersat� xed re-weighting param etery,them ean increasein VC density

due to addition ofedge(j;l)is

e�y �̂
(0)

j �̂
(0)

l

1� (1� e�y )̂�
(0)

j
�̂
(0)

l

; (56)

since it results from the case that both end vertices j and lare uncovered in the corresponding cluster. In other

words,we have

N x(c00;y)= N x(c;y)+
e�y �̂

(0)

j �̂
(0)

l

1� (1� e�y )̂�
(0)

j
�̂
(0)

l

; (57)

which leadsto the expression
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Com bining Eq.(55)and Eq.(58)we� nally obtain that
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; (59)

where we have used another tim e the argum ent that the change in the histogram P (̂�(0)) due to vertex or edge

addition isneglectablein the therm odynam iclim it.



20

The � rstline ofEq.(59)isconsistentwith the analogueEq.(33)fora singlegraph.To seethis,wenotice that
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The m ean com plexity � (c;x) can be calculated analogously,cf.Ref.[19]and Eqs.(37,38). The � nalexpression

reads

� (c;x) = yx +
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C . O ptim alre-w eighting and m inim alV C density

Atgiven averagedegreec,Eq.(59)allowstocalculatethetypicalVC sizeasafunction ofthere-weightingparam eter

y. Itism onotonously decreasing with growing y,so naively one would expectthatthe m inim alVC size isfound in

thelim itofy ! 1 .Thereis,however,a problem :Thecom plexity � (c;y)reacheszero atsom e(a priori)c-dependent

valuey�,and becom esnegativeforlargery.Being de� ned asthelogarithm ofthenum berofcorresponding clusters,

negativecom plexitiescorrespond toVC sizestypically non-existingin random graphsofm ean degreec.Consequently,

we have to determ ine the size ofthe m inim alVC ofa typicalgraph by x(c;y�) from the zero-com plexity criterion

� (c;y�)= 0.

Figure 7 shows � (c;y) as a function ofy at various � xed c values. At given c value (c > e),the com plexity

� (c;y)� rstincreaseswith y asy increasesfrom zero.� (c;y)attainsitsm axim alvalue when y increasesto y � 1:5.

Afterwords,� (c;y) decreases with y and it reaches � = 0 when y = y� � 3:1. Upon further increase ofy,the

com plexity becom esnegative.Itisrem arkablethatthe � (c;y)curvesfordi� erentc valuesintersectat(alm ost)the

sam epointy�,which isjustthepointwherethecom plexity vanishes,� (c;y�)= 0.Atpresentwedo notunderstand

why the com plexitiesforsystem swith di� erentcvaluesshould approacheszero at(alm ost)thesam e point.

At each � xed c value,the optim aly� value can be determ ined from the point of� (c;y�) = 0. The optim aly�

value wascalculated num erically by population dynam ics and shown in Fig.8 asa function ofm ean vertex degree

c.Figure 8 indeed dem onstratesthatthe optim alre-weighting param etery� isinsensitiveto cand staysaty� � 3:1

overthewholerangeofinspected cvalues.Thisisalso in agreem entwith Ref.[19](notethaty� in thepresentarticle

correspondsto 2y� in [19]).Even when c= 2:8 (justslightly beyond e)wehavey� = 2:9� 1:2,which issigni� cantly

di� erent from zero,but consistent with a constant y�. From Fig.8 we thus get the im pression that,as the m ean

vertex degreecexceedse,the optim alre-weighting param eterjum psquickly to a value y� � 3:1.

The m inim um vertex cover size can also be obtained. In Fig.9 we show the relationship between the m inim al

vertex coversizeand them ean vertex degreec.Asa com parison,Fig.9 also includesthem ean m inim alvertex cover

size asestim ated by the SP algorithm ofthe lastsection (N = 5000;y = 2:0,each pointaveraged over20 sam ples).

The results obtained by SP and those obtained by the m ean-� eld statisticalphysics calculations are in very good

agreem ent. At given vertex degree c,the m inim alVC density estim ated by SP and the m ean-� eld theory is lower

than thecorrespondingvalueobtained through exactenum eration followed by extrapolation [17].Thereason forsuch
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FIG .8: Relationship between the optim alre-weighting param etery� and the m ean vertex degree c.

a discrepancy can beunderstood.According to Fig.7,atgiven m ean vertex degreec� 10,them axim um com plexity

ofthe system islessthan 5� 10�3 . Thisindicatesthatclustering ofm inim alVC solutionsinto distantly separated

dom ainswillonly occurforrandom graphswith size N � 103. Forsm allrandom graphsasused in Ref.[17],itis

very likely thatallthe m inim alVC solutionscan be grouped into a single cluster(butwith long-range frustrations

am ong thoseverticesdescribed by the jokerstate � [20]).

To sum m arizethissubsection,welistin TableIthevaluesofy� and them inim alenergy density atseveralcvalues.

Theoreticaland SP resultsareextrem ely closeto each other,even ifthelatteraresystem atically slightly larger.This

m ay be due to various reasons: SP uses � nite size and really constructs a { possibly non-optim al{ VC,whereas

the theory worksatthe 1RSB levelwhich again is notexactdue to higherRSB e� ects. W e expect,however,both

estim atesto be very close(butslightly di� erent)from the exactresult.
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TABLE I: Theoptim alre-weighting param etery
�
and them inim alVC density x asestim ated by the1RSB ansatz and by SP

(N = 5000).

c 2:8 3:0 4:0 5:0 6:0 7:0 8:0 9:0 10:0

y
�

3(1) 3(1) 3:1(1) 3:11(4) 3:10(2) 3:08(2) 3:07(1) 3:069(9) 3:068(8)

x (theory) 0:4536290(8) 0:46632(2) 0:51934(2) 0:56033(3) 0:59341(3) 0:62088(2) 0:64416(2) 0:66423(2) 0:68175(2)

x (SP) 0.4661(5) 0.52004(4) 0.5607(3) 0.5942(3) 0.6214(3) 0.6453(2) 0.6655(3) 0.6834(2)

D . R elaxation tim e ofthe population dynam ics

Let us � nally analyze the m ean-� eld population dynam ics which aim s at � nding a � xed-point distribution for

Eq.(53). In the population dynam ics, an array of N values �̂(0) is � rst initialized random ly (typically we use

N � 106,thisnum bershould notbeconfused with thevertex num berN in thesinglesam pleanalysisoftheprevious

sections). Then in each tim e step,corresponding to an interval� t= 1=N ,we perform the following update ofthe

population:

(1) A naturalnum berk isdrawn from the Poisson distribution fc(k).

(2) k elem ents �̂
(0)

i ; i= 1;:::;k;arerandom ly and independently chosen in the currentpopulation.

(3) A new �̂(0) iscalculated according to Eq.(50).

(4) A random ly selected elem entin the population isreplaced with thisnew �̂(0) value.

Thisiteration isrepeated m any tim es(typically oftheorderof104N ),untilthestatisticalpropertiesofthepopulation

approach stationary values. The histogram ofthe population isthen ourestim ate ofthe self-consistentdistribution

P (̂�0)in Eq.(53).

Suppose that,attim e t,the histogram of�̂(0) overthe whole population isgiven by

P (̂�(0);t)= p1(t)�(̂�
(0))+ p2(t)�(̂�

(0))+ p3(t)�(̂�
(0);t); (62)

with p3(t)= 1� p1(t)� p2(t),and with �(̂�
(0);t)satisfying the conditions

�(0;t)� 0 ; �(1;t)� 0 ;

Z 1

0

d�̂(0)�(̂�(0);t)� 1 : (63)
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Since the population of �̂(0) values at tim e t+ � t is obtained by replacing one random ly chosen elem ent ofthe

population oftim etwith thenewly calculated �̂(0),wecan writedown thefollowing two evolution equationsforp1(t)

and p2(t):

N p1(t+ � t) = N p1(t)+

1X

k= 1

fc(k)[1�
�
1� p2(t)

�k
]� p1(t) !

dp1(t)

dt
= 1� e

�cp 2(t)� p1(t) (64)

N p2(t+ � t) = N p2(t)+

1X

k= 1

fc(k)p
k
1 � p2(t) !

dp2(t)

dt
= e

�c[1�p 1(t)]� p2(t) (65)

M oreprecisely,theseequationsdescribetheaverageevolution overm any runsofthepopulation dynam ics.Forlarge

populations,N � 1,the true evolution ofone population is,however,expected to be closely concentrated around

its expectation value,with random  uctuations ofthe orderO (1=
p
N ). These equationscan be understood easily:

In Eq.(64),we describe the expected num berofzero-elem entsofthe population. Thisnum berisdecreased by one

with probability p1(t)by replacing an old zero elem ent,oritgrowsby one ifa new zero elem entisintroduced.The

latter case happens ifin between the k \parents" �̂
(0)

i ; i= 1;:::;k;selected before,there exists atleast one which

equalsone. Analogously,a new elem entequalto one isinserted in the population ifallparentswere equalto zero,

explaining the gain term in Eq.(65).

The � xed-pointsolution (p1;p2)ofEqs.(64)and (65)isdeterm ined by

p1 = 1� e
�cp 2 ; p2 = e

�c(1�p 1) : (66)

Notethatforc< e,only onesolution with p1+ p2 = 1exists.Thissolution correspondsto replica-sym m etry,only one

solution clusterexists,and consequently no cluster-to-cluster uctuationsexist.Abovec= e,also two othersolutions

with p1 + p2 6= 1 exist.O nly oneisiterationally stable,itful� llsp1 + p2 < 1 and allowsthereforeforcluster-to-cluster

variationsofthe valueof�̂
(0)

i forsom everticesi.

To study the convergencevelocity toward this� xed-pointsolution,we assum ethat

p1(t)= p1 + �1(t); p2(t)= p2 + �2(t); (67)

where�1(t)and �2(t)aresm allquantities.Linearizing the dynam icalequations,we � nd

d�1(t)

dt
= c(1� p1)�2(t)� �1(t);

d�2(t)

dt
= cp2�1(t)� �2(t); (68)

and the typicalrelaxation tim e forp1(t)and p2(t)is

�12 =
1

1� c
p
(1� p1)p2

: (69)

W hen the m ean vertex degreecapproachese from below,the param eterp2 approachese
�1 as

p2 ’
1

e
+
(e� c)

2e2
: (70)

Consequently,the typicalrelaxation tim e �12 divergesas

�12 �
2e

e� c
for c< e : (71)

Note thatthe sam ecriticalbehaviorwasfound forthe bug relaxation tim e in the purely replica-sym m etricwarning-

propagation equations.

O n the otherhand,when capproachese from above,

p2 ’
1

e
�
�6(c� e)

e3

�1=2
+
(c� e)

e2
; (72)

therefore�12 divergesas

�12 �
e

c� e
; for c> e : (73)
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Equation (71)and Eq.(73)were con� rm ed in single-graph m essage passing experim ent. Note thatthe only region

where this convergence slows down is close to the replica-sym m etry breaking transition at c = e,where also the

population dynam icsslowsdown critically.Note also,thatthisrelaxation tim e doesnotdepend on the re-weighting

param etery.

W e now study the evolution of�(̂�(0);t) in Eq.(62). For this purpose,in the population dynam ics we can set

p1(t) � p1,p2(t) � p2,p3(t) = p3 = 1 � p1 � p2 to their stationary values,and store only those �̂(0) values that

satisfy 0 < �̂(0) < 1 in thepopulation array.Thedistribution �(̂�(0);t+ � t)isrelated with �(̂�(0);t)by thefollowing

equation,describing the expected num berofpopulation entriesin the interval(̂�(0);̂�(0)+ � �̂(0)):

N �(̂�(0);t+ � t)� �̂(0) = N �(̂�(0);t)� �̂(0)� �(̂�(0);t)� �̂(0)

+

1X

m = 1

fcp3(m )

1� e�cp 3

mY

l= 1

Z 1

0

d�̂
(0)

l
�(̂�

(0)

l
;t)�

0

B
B
@ �̂

(0)�

mQ

l= 1

(1� �̂
(0)

l
)

e�y + (1� e�y )
mQ

l= 1

(1� �̂
(0)

l
)

1

C
C
A � �̂(0) :

(74)

From Eq.(74)we seethat

@�(̂�(0);t)

@t
= � �(̂�(0);t)+

1X

m = 1

fcp3(m )

1� e�cp 3

mY

l= 1

Z 1

0

d�̂
(0)

l
�(̂�

(0)

l
;t)�

0

B
B
@ �̂

(0)
�

mQ

l= 1

(1� �̂
(0)

l
)

e�y + (1� e�y )
mQ

l= 1

(1� �̂
(0)

l
)

1

C
C
A : (75)

The � xed-pointsolution ofEq.(75)is

�(̂�(0))=

1X

m = 1

fcp3(m )

1� e�cp 3

mY

l= 1

Z

d�̂
(0)

l
�(̂�

(0)

l
)�

�

�̂
(0)

�

mQ

l= 1

(1� �̂
(0)

l
)

e�y + (1� e�y )
mQ

l= 1

(1� �̂
(0)

l
)

�

; (76)

ascan be seen also directly from Eqs.(53)and (62).

Now letussupposethat,attim et,theactualdistribution �(̂�(0);t)deviatesfrom the� xed-pointdistribution only

slightly:

�(̂�(0);t)= �(̂�(0))+ �3(̂�
(0);t); (77)

with j�3(̂�
(0);t)j� 1 forall0< �̂(0) < 1 and

�3(0;t)= �3(1;t)� 0 ;

Z 1

0

d�̂(0)�3(̂�
(0);t)= 0 : (78)

The linearized evolution equation for�3(̂�
(0);t)is

@�3(̂�
(0);t)

@t
= � �3(̂�

(0);t)+ cp2
ey

(1+ (ey � 1)̂�(0))2
�3
� 1� �̂(0)

1+ (ey � 1)̂�(0)
;t
�

+ cp3

Z 1

0

d�̂
(0)

1
�3(̂�

(0)

1
;t)

Z 1

0

d�̂
(0)

2
�(̂�

(0)

2
)�

�

�̂
(0)� 1+

�̂
(0)

1
(1� �̂

(0)

2
)

1� (1� e�y )(1� �̂
(0)

1
)(1� �̂

(0)

2
)

�

: (79)

The stability ofEq.(79)can be analyzed by Fourier-expanding �3(̂�
(0);t)in the following way:

�3(̂�
(0);t)=

1X

m = 1

am (t)
p
2sin(�m �̂(0)); (80)

with coe� cientsam (t)satisfying the globalconstraint

1X

n= 0

a2n+ 1(t)

2n + 1
� 0 : (81)
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Based on Eq.(79)and Eq.(80),onecan writedown the evolution equation foram (t):

dam (t)

dt
=

1X

n= 1

�m nan(t); (82)

wherethe elem entsofthe m atrix � can be easily written down.

The task now is to identify the dom inant eigen m ode ofEq.(82) under the constraint ofEq.(81). W e have

perform ed such an analysisforvariousc valuesin the range 3 � c� 30 and variousy valuesranging from y = 0 to

y = 5.In allthe casesstudied,the dom inanteigen m ode ofEq.(82)decaysto zero very quickly,indicating thatthe

m ean-� eld population dynam ics is exponentially fast converging toward its � xed point. Com pared to the iterative

stability ofSP on single instances ofrandom graphs,we � nd that the m essages m ay converge in population even

ifthey do not converge on the single graph any m ore. This is interesting since it allowsto extend the typical-case

estim atesto a region,whereSP applied to singlesam plesfailsto predictanything.

V II. C O N C LU SIO N

In this paper,we have form ulated two m essage passing proceduresforsolving { orapproxim ating { the m inim al

vertex coverproblem ,nam ely warning propagation and survey propagation. W e have analyzed the perform ance of

both algorithm son the testbed of� nite-connectivity random graphs,where previousstatistical-physicsapproaches

based both on thereplica approach and on thecavity m ethod providean insighton thephasediagram .W ehavealso

discussed in detailhow the m essage-passing approach istechnically connected to these typical-casebased statistical-

physicsresults.

Forsm allaveragevertex degreesc< ereplica sym m etry isknown to hold in thespaceofallm inim alvertex covers.

Therefore the sim pler one ofthe two algorithm s { warning propagation,which is based on the replica-sym m etric

Bethe-Peierlsiterative approach { is applicable. Com paring it to the exact leaf-rem ovalalgorithm ,we have shown

thatitoutputstruem inim alvertex covers.Unfortunately theiterativesolution ofthewarning propagation equations

slowsdown critically ifwe approach c= e from below,and itdoesnotconvergeatallforhigheraveragedegrees.

In thishigher-degreeregion,replica sym m etry isknown to be broken. W e have therefore applied a survey propa-

gation algorithm which isbased on the� rststep ofreplica sym m etry breaking.W ehaveidenti� ed a param eterrange

where the m essage passing equationsconverge to a globally self-consistentsolution,which can be used to construct

sm allvertex covers.W ehavefound thattheprovided resultsnotonly outperform sim plelocal-search procedures,but

areconsistentto exactasym ptoticresultsforhigh but� niteaveragedegrees.Interestingly thevertex coversproduced

attheend arerelatively insensitiveto detailsofthealgorithm s(in particularto thesom ewhatheuristicchoiceofthe

re-weighting param etery).

In thecaseofvertex cover,replica sym m etry isknown to befully broken,i.e.theexactsolution forc> eisknown

to be m ore com plicated than the one described by one-step replica-sym m etry breaking.Intuitively the solutionsare

expected to be organized in clusters ofclusters ofclusters etc. So,even ifthe results ofthe application ofsurvey

propagation are very prom ising,itis expected to provide only a good approxim ation algorithm . It could therefore

be interesting to go beyond survey propagation and to form ulate an algorithm based on the second step ofreplica

sym m etry breaking (corresponding to two hierarchicalclustering levels),in orderto see ifthe highercom plexity of

the algorithm required isleading to even sm allervertex coversthan survey propagation.

Asa lastpoint,itcould be interesting to apply the algorithm to real-world covering problem s,possibly extending

itto thespeci� cnatureofthesetasks,which m ay besim ilarbutnotequalto theoriginalm inim alVC problem [2,6].

Theseproblem sarefrequently characterized by abroad degreedistribution oftheunderlyingnetworks.Theirextrem e

heterogeneity m ay resultin a betterperform ance ofsim ple heuristic algorithm sexploiting localnetwork structures.

O n theotherhand,itwasshown in [3]thatassortativedegreecorrelationsm ay forcereplica-sym m etry to break also

in scale-freenetworks,and algorithm slikesurvey propagation areexpected to becom ee� cient.A related interesting

question is the localnetwork structure beyond the vertex degrees,in particular sm allloops or other sm alldense

subgraphs.Itm ay bepractically necessary to coarsegrain thegraph considering such loopsassingleconstraints,and

by applying the factorization hypothesisonly to largerstructures. In the replica sym m etric case (warning orbelief

propagation),thiscorrespondsto theregion-graph m ethod proposed in [12],fortheone-step replicasym m etry broken

case(survey propagation)itisstillan open technicalchallenge.
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