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Low Autocorrelation Binary Sequences (LABS) is a particularly challenging binary optimization
problem which quickly becomes intractable in finding the global optimum for problem sizes beyond
66. This aspect makes LABS appealing to use as a test-bed for meta-heuristic optimization solvers
to target large problem sizes. In this work, we introduce a massively parallelized implementation
of the memetic tabu search algorithm to tackle LABS problem for sizes up to 120. By effectively
combining the block level and thread level parallelism framework within a single Nvidia-A100 GPU,
and creating hyper optimized binary-valued data structures for shared memory among the blocks,
we showcase up to 26 fold speedup compared to the analogous 16-core CPU implementation. Our
implementation has also enabled us to find new LABS merit factor values for twelve different problem
sizes between 92 and 118. Crucially, we also showcase improved values for two odd-sized problems
{99, 107} whose previous best known results coincided with the provably optimal skew-symmetric
search sequences. Consequently, our result highlights the importance of a focus on general-purpose
solver to tackle LABS, since leveraging its skew-symmetry could lead to sub-optimal solutions.

INTRODUCTION

Meta-heuristic methods, also known as local-
neighborhood search methods, have become pivotal
in the advancement of solving combinatorial opti-
mization problems [5]. Methods such as evolutionary
algorithms, simulated annealing, and tabu search,
offer flexible framework adaptable to a wide range of
problems, often providing near-optimal solutions with
reasonable computational time [2, 3, 20, 36]. Among
these meta-heuristics, the memetic tabu search has
shown remarkable efficacy in navigating large and com-
plex landscapes [34]. This hybrid approach combines
the global search capabilities inherent in the memetic
evolutionary algorithms with local stochastic search of
tabu search method equipped with adaptive memory, to
enhance solution quality and convergence speed. This
technique has been applied to a variety of problems
with great success; graph coloring [14], vehicle routing
problems [12], traveling salesman problems [15, 18],
quadratic assignment problems [11, 15, 25], large
optimization problems on hundreds of heterogeneous
machines [15, 35], and many other problems. A literature
survey on memetic tabu can be found in [37].

Meta-heuristics stand out from other optimization
techniques due to a plethora of reasons. First, they
are gradient-free methods and allow for moves based
on acceptance-rejection criteria, which particularly helps
avoid early-stopping to suboptimal solutions, as opposed
to gradient descent based methods [19]. Secondly they
balance the exploration and exploitation of the candi-
date solutions in the search landscape, thus allowing for
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a more thorough examination of the search landscape.
Finally, the parallelization of these techniques with ran-
dom initial starts further amplify their capability, en-
abling rapid search space exploration. By distribut-
ing the search mechanism across multiple processors or
cores, parallel meta-heuristics, in particular memetic-
tabu, efficiently explore diverse regions of the solution
space, thereby increasing the likelihood of identifying
high-quality solutions [13].

Similar to meta-heuristics, global optimization meth-
ods such as branch-and-bound can also be employed to
tackle these optimization problems with rigorous guaran-
tees of finding the optimal solutions [24, 27]. However, for
a variety of such large-scale problems, they can be com-
putationally prohibitive due to their exhaustive search
nature. In contrast, due to the versatility and paral-
lelization of meta-heuristics, they often rapidly converge
to high-quality solutions without the need for exhaus-
tive enumeration, outperforming global solvers in terms
of speed and scaling with the problem size.

In this work, we realize the massively parallelized
memetic tabu search algorithm to solve the Low Autocor-
relation Binary Sequence (LABS) problem [6]. Charac-
terized by long-range fourth-order spin interaction terms
within its objective function, LABS presents substantial
computational challenges in finding solutions with mini-
mal objective function values, even for relatively modest
problem sizes, due to its non-linear and non-convex na-
ture. Consequently, it serves as an excellent testbed for
evaluating the performance of optimization solvers, par-
ticularly those based on meta-heuristic approaches. The
LABS problem is significant in various fields, including
telecommunications and physics, where it is used to de-
sign sequences with minimal autocorrelation [4, 6, 22, 32].

Memetic tabu search is known to particularly exhibit
a competitive runtime scaling for LABS [19]. Our effi-
cient GPU parallelization builds upon this technique to
allow for finding best known LABS solutions upto prob-
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Figure 1: Improvements in the LABS merit factor objective value using our massively GPU parallelized memetic
tabu search for 12 new problem sizes between N = 92 to N = 118, improving the MF range from [7.95, 8.84] to
[8.36, 9.08]. The new sequences for odd N = 99, 107 improve the MF from optimal skew-symmetric sequences.

lem size 120 using a single Nvidia-A100 GPU with 6912
CUDA cores, 80 GB memory and 164 KB shared memory
per streaming processor, within 48 hours. Crucially, our
approach has enabled finding new LABS sequences for
twelve different problem sizes between 92 and 118 with
better objective value compared to any reported previ-
ous solutions [8]. Moreover, for two of these odd prob-
lem sizes, our improved objective values surpass those
achieved by the provably optimal skew-symmetric se-
quences, which were previously the best reported in the
literature [7]. Our findings suggest that relying solely on
the skew-symmetric property of LABS to constrain the
search space may result in sub-optimal solutions. Conse-
quently, this work highlights the importance of enhanc-
ing the general-purpose solvers to effectively address this
particularly challenging problem.

The following sections are structured as follows. Sec-
tion I provides a succinct summary of our key results. We
describe the LABS problem along with its hardness, un-
derlying symmetry, and existing methods in Section II.
The memetic tabu methodology followed by our GPU
parallelization technique is discussed in Section III and
IV. We detail our results, including the new MF values,
scaling, and deviation from skew-symmetry in Section V.
We conclude of our work in Section VI.

I. SUMMARY OF RESULTS

The primary contributions of our work are as follows,

1. A delicate design of a two-level (block and thread)
parallelism framework to allow for an optimized
implementation of memetic tabu search for LABS
problem, based on the embarrassing parallelization
framework on GPUs.

2. Exploitation of fast shared memory in the Nvidia-
A100 GPU by optimizing the algorithm’s data
structure storage into binary-value, enabling max-
imum GPU utility. This results in shared memory
size of 5 KB, sufficient to run LABS for problem
size up to 187.

3. Twelve new LABS merit factor values found
for both odd and even sequences N =
92, 98, 99, 104, 106, 107, 108, 110, 112, 114, 116, and
118 (see Figure 1 and Table II).

4. Analysis and evidence that our new sequences devi-
ate from skew symmetric sequence, thus not likely
to be found by first applying skew symmetric and
then unrestricted search.

5. GPU implementation achieving up to 26 fold
speedup in time-to-solution compared to 16 core
CPU implementation (Figure 4).

II. PROBLEM DESCRIPTION

We begin by formally describing the LABS problem.
Consider a binary sequence of length N , S = s1s2 · · · sN
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with spin variable si ∈ {−1, 1} for 1 ⩽ i ⩽ N . Define the
aperiodic autocorrelation of elements in sequence S with
distance k as,

Ck(S) =

N−k∑
i=1

sisi+k. (1)

The objective of LABS is to find the optimal assign-
ment of S which minimizes the corresponding energy
function, expressed as the quadratic sum of its correla-
tions,

S∗ = arg min
S∈{−1,1}N

EN (S) =

N−1∑
k=1

C2
k(S). (2)

or, equivalently, maximizes the merit factor (MF),

S∗ = arg max
S∈{−1,1}N

FN (S) =
N2

2EN (S)
(3)

A. Hardness of LABS and Existing Methods

As a binary combinatorial optimization problem,
LABS has a search space of 2N for a problem of size
N . The particular hardness of LABS comes due to
the fourth order dependency among the spin variables
{si, sj , sk, sl} ∈ S in the energy function, or, equiva-
lently, the MF expression. As highlighted by the authors
in [16], the LABS energy function objective (and equiva-
lently the MF) has O(N2) non-zero quadratic and O(N3)
non-zero fourth order spin interactions. This leads to
the search landscape of LABS being equivalent to a di-
lute 4-spin Ising glass model with exponentially (in N)
many local minimas, while the global minima becomes
extremely isolated deep and narrow resembling the shape
of “golf-holes”. We visually depict the spread of local and
global minima for N = 12, 15, 18 in Figure 2 to further
illustrate this point. This explains the inability of any
known method to reach the asymptotic merit factor of
FN ≈ 12.3248 as N → ∞ as proposed by Golay using
the ergodicity postulate [23] 1.

With regards to provably optimal sequences, branch-
and-bound technique has been employed to find and
prove the optimality of sequences for LABS with N ⩽ 66
[29]. While it is a promising result, the reported run
time scaling of the above global optimization method is
O(1.73N ) which quickly renders it infeasible for large N .
For context, the wallclock time, as reported by [29], to
solve N = 66 was roughly 55 days using the Linux cluster
comprising of a total of 248 (virtual) cores.

1 The largest known LABS experiments reported to date is for
N = 1010 with FN = 6.367 which is a significant departure from
Golay’s postulate for large N .

Simultaneously, a suite of mata-heuristic methods have
also been applied to solve LABS in the past decades.
While these methods do not provide theoretical guaran-
tees of the optimality of the reached solution, they usu-
ally yield faster runtime given the target objective func-
tion value. Among such known general purpose meta-
heuristics for LABS, Kernighan–Lin [10] exhibits a run-
time scaling of O(1.463N ), the evolutionary-strategies al-
gorithm [10] exhibits O(1.397N ), and memetic tabu [19]
exhibits O(1.34N ). In addition, the quantum approx-
imate optimization algorithm combined with quantum
minimum finding has been applied to solve LABS till
problem size 40 with a scaling O(1.21N ) to demonstrate
the evidence of scaling advantage for the quantum algo-
rithm [33].

B. Sequence Symmetries of LABS

A simple observation would reveal that LABS sequence
has two exact symmetries i.e., these operations on the se-
quences preserve the objective function value exactly [7],

1. complementation: si 7→ −si, ∀i ∈ [N ]

2. reversal : si 7→ sN+1−i, ∀i ∈ [N ]

Respecting these symmetries while performing the opti-
mization, results in a four fold reduction of the search
space. We note that a straightforward method to imple-
ment the complementation symmetry is by setting the
first spin variable in the sequence, s1 → 1 which reduces
the search space trivially by half.

C. Skew-Symmetry of LABS

Another class of restriction into the LABS sequence
structure is the presence of skew-symmetric sequences
for problem of odd length, as introduced by Golay [21].
Formally, for an odd length N = 2n+1, skew-symmetry
is defined as,

sn+i = (−1)isn−i, i ∈ [n] (4)

As shown by [17], sequences with this restriction result
in the aperiodic autocorrelation values Ck = 0 for all
even k. The restriction over searching for solution within
the skew-symmetric constraint significantly reduces the
computational complexity of solving LABS due to fact
that skew-symmetric subspace is of size 2(N+1)/2 as op-
posed to 2N for unrestricted search. This has been ex-
ploited to find the optimal skew-symmetric solutions for
odd N ⩽ 119 values using the branch-and-bound tech-
nique with a complexity O(1.34N ) [7], as opposed to
O(1.73N ) exhibited by the method using unrestricted
search [29]. Furthermore, the integration of this con-
straint into meta-heuristic search methods has signifi-
cantly enhanced their efficiency for odd N . Specifically,
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Figure 2: 2-D projections of the solution spaces of LABS problem for N = 12, 15, 18. All 2N sequences are mapped
by Uniform Manifold Approximation and Projection (UMAP) [28] algorithms, approximately depicting the locality
and global structure of the solution space. A sequence is marked a local optimum if its merit factor is strictly higher
than all its N neighbors. The number of local optima grows exponentially [16], surrounding a limited number of
isolated global optima, making LABS quickly intractable as N grows.

the memetic tabu search achieves a complexity scaling
of O(1.16N ), as opposed to O(1.34N ) for an unrestricted
search [7, 19]. Additionally, self-avoiding walks demon-
strate a scaling of O(1.15N ) [7], and the stochastic search
method xLastovka exhibits a scaling of O(1.18N ) [9]. In-
spired by this idea, efforts have also been directed to-
wards finding LABS sequences with improved objective
values for even N ≳ 150, thorough concepts of quasi-
skew symmetry and sequences operators [17], and dual-
step optimization that combines skew-symmetric search
with unrestricted search [31].

However, skew-symmetry is not necessarily an exact
symmetry for optimal solutions of odd N , i.e., for some
values of odd N , the optimal solutions do not exhibit this
property. This is evident from the fact out of the 32 odd
values of N within 3 ⩽ N ⩽ 66, as reported by[29], only
16 N values have skew-symmetric optimal solutions. Ad-
ditionally, 6 values of N have both skew-symmetric and
non-skew-symmetric optimal solutions. And, crucially,
10 values of N do not exhibit skew-symmetry in their
optimal solutions. Hence, restricting the search space to
incorporate this constraint, does not guarantee the opti-
mal solution for odd N values.

In this work, we showcase that without imposing the
skew-symmetry constraint, we find sequences for two
odd N = 99, 107 with objective value better than the
value obtained by optimal skew-symmetric sequences.
Further, we analyze the results from Ref. [31] to show
that their newly found even-N sequences using skew-
symmetry search followed by unrestricted search, are still
relatively close to a skew-symmetric sequence. This is in
contrast to the large deviation from skew-symmetry in
our new found sequences for even N ’s with the general
purpose memetic tabu solver. This may imply that using
skew-symmetric sequences neighborhoods might make
the search easier to be trapped, and a full-space search
may still be useful, especially given the search landscape
of the LABS problem.

III. METHODOLOGY

To make this paper self-contained, we revisit the
methodology of the memetic algorithm integrated with
tabu search for addressing the LABS problem, as pro-
posed in [19]. In this section, we extend this approach
by efficiently implementing the parallelization on GPUs.
This hybrid approach combines the global search capabil-
ities inherent in the memetic evolutionary algorithms [3]
with local stochastic search of tabu search. The memetic
algorithm operates by maintaining a population of binary
sequences that are initialized randomly. During each it-
eration, it generates a new sequence, referred to as a child
sequence, through probabilistic recombination and muta-
tion processes. This child sequence subsequently serves
as the initial point for the tabu search algorithm. Tabu
search equips the greedy local search method with a tabu
list to avoid flipping recently altered bits, thus facilitating
a more thorough exploration of the search space [20]. The
combination of memetic and tabu search allows for effec-
tive exploration and exploitation of the solution space,
balancing between diversification and intensification.

A. Memetic Algorithms

The pseudo code for the memetic tabu algorithm used
in this work is shown in Algorithm 1. The algorithm
starts by initializing the population of K random binary
sequences and creating a bestSeq register storing the
sequence with the lowest energy among the chosen K
sequences. Subsequently in each iteration, with proba-
bility pcomb, the algorithm selects two parent sequences
and recombines them to produce a child sequence. Next,
each bit of the child sequence is mutated with probability
pmutate. The resulting sequence is then sent to the tabu
local search algorithm for further exploration which out-
puts the new child sequence. If the energy corresponding
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Algorithm 1 Memetic-Tabu(N, targetE)
1: population ← K random binary sequences of length N
2: bestSeq← sequence with lowest energy from population

3: while E(bestSeq) > targetE do
4: if randReal(0, 1) < pcomb then
5: parent1, parent2 ← selectParents(population)
6: child← Combine(parent1, parent2)
7: else
8: child← Sample(population)
9: end if

10: Mutate(child, pmutate)
11: child← Tabu-Search(child)
12: update bestSeq to child if E(bestSeq) > E(child)
13: Replace a random individual in population by child
14: end while

to this new child sequence is lower than the bestSeq
energy, the bestSeq is updated. Finally, a random in-
dividual in the initial population is replaced by the new
child sequence returned by the local search solver. For
this work, we set memetic algorithm parameters to be
K = 100, pcomb = 0.9 and pmutate = 1

N which is consis-
tent with [19].

B. Tabu Search

Algorithm 2 Tabu-Search(seq)
1: Initialize tabuList[1, · · · , N ] = 0 and bestSeqTS=seq
2: pivot ← seq
3: for t = 1, 2, · · · , maxIter do
4: i← argmax

i=1,...,N,tabuList[i]<t

E(flip(pivot, i))

5: /* Evaluate energy of all N neighborhoods of pivot.
Randomly choose one if there are multiple */

6: pivot← flip(pivot,i)
7: tabuList[i] = t+ randomInt(minTabu, maxTabu)
8: Update tableC and vectorC
9: Update bestSeqTS to pivot if E(bestSeqTS) >

E(pivot)
10: end for
11: return bestSeqTS

Tabu search takes a sequence from the memetic al-
gorithm and runs a greedy local search on it with the
restrictions given by the tabu list. The tabu list maps
each coordinate to the future time represented as a num-
ber of iterations after which the coordinate would be al-
lowed to get flipped. In each iteration, the algorithm
checks the energy value of all N neighborhoods of the
current search pivot and greedily select the best bit to
flip unless it is forbidden by the tabu list in this iteration

2. After a flip is made, the bit is forbidden from get-
ting changed again for a random number of iterations.
The algorithm returns the sequence visited in all itera-
tions with lowest energy. The details of the tabu search
procedure is shown in Algorithm 2. The setting of hy-
perparameters in [19] are maxIter = randInt[N2 ,

3
2N ].

minTabu = ⌊0.1×maxIter⌋, maxTabu = ⌊0.12×maxIter⌋.

C. Data Structures for Efficient Energy Evaluation

Naively computing the energy function value of a se-
quence according to Eq. 2 takes O(N2) time and checking
all neighborhoods at a pivot would take O(N3), which
can be computationally prohibitive. Several data struc-
tures have been proposed to make each neighborhood en-
ergy evaluation in O(N) and checking all neighborhood
O(N2). We use the data structures proposed in [19],
named tableC and vectorC, as shown in Table I, in our
framework. By maintaining those data structures of the
pivot sequence in tabu search, the energy of each neigh-
borhood can be computed in linear time. Constructing
the structures takes O(N2) time while updating the them
after flipping a bit takes linear time as only one column
and row needs to be changed.

tableC(S) vectorC(S)

s1s2 s2s3 s3s4 s4s5 s1s2 + s2s3 + s3s4 + s4s5

s1s3 s2s4 s3s5 s1s3 + s2s4 + s3s5

s1s4 s2s5 s1s4 + s2s5

s1s5 s1s5

Table I: The binary, left upper triangle matrix tableC
and the integer vector vectorC.

IV. MASSIVE PARALLELISM WITH GPU

Although the memetic-tabu algorithm described in
Section III exhibits competitive exponential scaling [19],
previous implementations have been inefficient for two
reasons. First, the time needed to reach the target value
of a single run depends heavily on the initialization. To
reach the target value quickly, it is ideal to run a num-
ber of replicas with different random seeds simultane-
ously, which is challenging for CPU implementations due
to the limitations in the desired number of cores. Sec-
ond, previous implementations have not parallelized any

2 The jth neighborhood of a given sequence S is the new sequence
obtained by flipping the jth variable while the other variables
remain the same.



6

/ /  pr ocedur e on a t hr ead bl ock
For  i t er  = 1,  2,  ?,  K

chi l d = memet i cAl gor i t hm( popul at i on)
chi l d = par al l el TabuSear ch( chi l d)
Repl ace an i ndi v i dual  i n popul at i on 

by  chi l d.
I f  r each best  known ener gy,  set  GLF.
I f  GLF i s set ,  t er mi nat e.

1
2
3
4
5

6
7

Grid

Block 1 Block 2 Block 3 Block n

                   M emeticTabu - Thread Block

shared memory

T hread 
1

T hread 
2

T hread 
3

T hread 
k

Jobs of a thread

1. compute energy for a 
neighbor of search pivot.

2. update a part of the data 
structure.

3. initialize a part of 
population
... 

GPU Kernel

Memet i cTabu<#bl ocks = n,  #t hr eads = k>1

Best sequence & 
energy

global memory

kernel program

tabu list Table C population

global termination flag (GLF)global best sequence & energy

CPU Host

...

...

...

...

population

recombination

mutation
Tabu Search

replacement

Figure 3: Architecture of our Memetic Algorithm with Tabu Search approach on GPUs. The CPU host launches a
single kernel MemeticTabu once, avoiding data transportation and host-device switching. In the kernel, each thread
block runs a replica of memetic tabu search algorithm. The fast-but-small shared memory in each block, which can
be accessed by all threads, is fully exploited by storing data structures. In each block, the computationally heavy
steps are parallelized by multiple threads in a block. Early termination is enabled by storing the global termination
flag (GLF) as well as the best sequence and its energy, in the global memory of GPU.

part of the computationally expensive components, such
as neighborhood energy checks, and update of the data
structure.

In this work, we adapt the memetic-tabu algorithm to
be massively parallelized, fully executed on GPUs. The
parallelization is implemented at two distinct levels,

1. block-level parallelism, where multiple algorithm
replicas are executed concurrently, each initial-
ized with different random seeds, across the thread
blocks of a GPU;

2. thread-level parallelism, where computationally in-
tensive steps of the algorithm within each replica
are executed in parallel by multiple threads within
a single thread block.

We use compact data structures such as bit vectors to
fit all data structures in limited but fast shared mem-
ory to exploit its efficiency compared against GPU global
memory. A global termination flag is stored in the global
memory for early termination when any block reaches the
target value. By this architecture, thousands of thread
blocks can be activated simultaneously, quickly explor-
ing the search space with different initializations. Our
framework for parallelizing memetic-tabu algorithm on a
GPU is illustrated in Figure 3.

A. All-in-GPU: Block-level and Thread-Level
Parallelism

Algorithm 3 Memetic-Tabu-GPU⟨blocks,
threadsPerBlock⟩(N, targetE)

1: #For each block do in parallel
2: population ← K random binary sequences of length N
3: bestSeq← sequence with lowest energy from population

4: while E(bestSeq) > targetE do
5: if randReal(0, 1) < pcomb then
6: parent1, parent2 ← selectParents(population).
7: child← Combine(parent1, parent2)
8: else
9: child← a random individual from population

10: end if
11: Mutate(child, pmutate)
12: child← Tabu-Search(child)
13: update bestSeq to child if E(bestSeq) > E(child)
14: Replace a random individual in population by child
15: if E(child) ≤ targetE then GTF ← True
16: if GTF then return
17: end while

Most of the running time in Algorithm 3 is spent, how-
ever, in tabu search, where energy evaluations are fre-
quently needed. We parallelize tabu search by multiple
threads in a block as shown in Algorithm 4. Specifically,
the parallelization for neighborhood energy checking and
data structure updating theoretically reduce the running
time by a factor of threadsPerBlock. Our design of a
GPU implementation includes two levels of parallelism.
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Algorithm 4 Tabu-Search(seq)<threads>
1: Initialize tabuList[N ] = 0 and bestSeqTS=seq
2: maxIter ← randomInt(0, N) + ⌊N

2
⌋

3: pivot ← seq
4: for t = 1, 2, · · · ,maxIter do
5: #For each thread do in parallel{
6: i← argmax

i=1,...,N,tabuList[i]<t

E(flip(pivot, i))

7: /* Evaluate energy of all N neighborhoods of pivot.
Randomly choose one if there are multiple */ }

8: pivot← flip(pivot,i)
9: tabuList[i] = t+ randomInt(minTabu, maxTabu)

10: update bestSeqTS to pivot if E(bestSeqTS) > E(pivot)
11: end for
12: return bestSeqTS

In the block level, multiple replicas are run with different
random initializations in each thread block of a GPU to
increase the probability of reaching the target value. In
the thread level, several key steps in the algorithm are
parallelized by multiple threads in each replica. All the
computational work is done in GPU, which avoids the
overhead of frequent host-device switch and data trans-
portation.

Each block of the GPU runs a replica of memetic-tabu
algorithm, shown in Algorithm 3, independently with dif-
ferent random seed. Therefore, a large number of blocks
in GPUs can explore a diverse set of regions in the so-
lution space simultaneously. A global termination flag
(GTF) is placed in the global memory of GPU which can
be accessed by all blocks. When a block reaches the tar-
get value, it sets GTF so that all blocks can shut down
timely.

B. Shared Memory Exploitation and Compact
Data Structures

The shared memory of a GPU, accessible by all threads
of a block, can be 100+ times faster than the global mem-
ory though with considerably limited size [24]. To exploit
the efficiency of shared memory in our design, all data
used in the algorithm including population, tabulist,
vectorC and tableC are compactly stored in shared
memory. Nevertheless, to maximize the number of ac-
tive blocks running simultaneously, each replica can only
use a limited amount of shared memory. For instance, on
a Nvidia-A100 GPU, each block should use no more than
maxSharedMemPerSM/maxBlocksPerSM = 164KB/32 ≈ 5
KB shared memory, which makes fitting all data struc-
tures in the shared memory a challenging task.

Given the limited amount of memory, we optimize the
storage of all binary-valued data structures population
and tableC, by employing compact bit-vector representa-
tions implemented through integer arrays. This approach
results in an eightfold reduction in memory usage com-

pared to previous implementations, thereby significantly
enhancing the efficiency of data storage and management
within the algorithm. Moreover, the matrix tableC is
upper-left triangular so only the non-zero entries need to
be stored, saving another

(
N
2

)
bits. In our implementa-

tion, the shared memory size 5 KB suffices for N ⩽ 187
for population size K = 100, while directly adapting the
previous implementation makes the memory size of 5 KB
insufficient even for N ⩽ 11.

V. RESULTS

A. Experiment Setup

We implement our approach in C++ and CUDA. The
experiments are conducted in a single Nvidia-A100 GPU
with 6912 CUDA cores, 80 GB memory and 164 KB
shared memory per streaming processor (SM). We dy-
namically assign the number of blocks and number of
threads per block according to the problem size N . As it
is a common practice to set threadsPerBlock as a mul-
tiplier of number of threads in a GPU wrap (32), we set
threadsPerBlock to the smallest multiplier of 32 that is
larger than N . The number of blocks is set to

blocks = #SMs×min(maxBlocksperSM,
maxTreadsPerSM

threadsPerBlock
),

to maximize the number of active blocks under the
restrictions of the specific GPU configurations.

The stopping criterion is set to be reaching the previ-
ous best-known results. We also run the implementation
of [19] on an AWS c5.24xlarge CPU node with 48 physi-
cal cores at 3.056 GHZ for a comparison with multicore
CPU implementations.

B. Showcasing New MF Values

The optimal solution for the LABS problem with N >
66 has remained unknown, primarily due to the non-
scalability of the global branch-and-bound method [29].
Notably, the best-known solutions for problem sizes up
to N ⩽ 120, derived through meta-heuristic approaches,
have not seen improvements since 2020 [8]. However,
our implementation of a GPU-parallelized memetic-tabu
search has demonstrated advancements in this space for
92 ⩽ N ⩽ 118 by obtaining sequences with better merit
factors compared to the previously best-known results,
as detailed in Table II and Figure 1. These improved re-
sults were achieved by executing our implementation on
a single Nvidia-A100 GPU, with all considered problem
sizes completing within a runtime of less than 48 hours.

For even sequences within the range of N =
92 to N = 118, our study has yielded improved
results for ten problem sizes: specifically, N =
92, 98, 104, 106, 108, 110, 112, 114, 116, 118. For problem
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N Old E New E Old MF New MF New Sequences S d(S)

Even Sequences

92 498 490 8.50 8.64 EE01C0E77667DD34DAE94B5 12

BB5495B2233288618FBC1E0 9

98 545 529 8.81 9.08 993A76393CDB4BCF78FF00AA8 13

104 612 600 8.84 9.01 0F80F3C20AAB1844295B6ED666 12

106 701 645 8.01 8.71 696D27CA748C66071EAFDD1177C 14

108 702 670 8.31 8.70 F2401F3D9FF1CF46D58D96AA959 14

110 723 707 8.37 8.56 33F83762F128DF55064B5B7BE79C 16

112 788 728 7.96 8.62 A0496A493FAECCC8AFC3D50E738F 13

114 817 777 7.95 8.36 B6C3648DB19C8C387A9EAA8578000 15

116 814 802 8.27 8.39 52DF72096B92DCC87407044C8E1D5 14

118 847 807 8.22 8.63 E003FB9F87C674E5CD6D34CCB2AD54 15

Odd Sequences

99 577 553 8.49 8.86 0CF30C003783CBCC8DA92AAD4 15

107 677 673 8.45 8.51 A78785B8D72AEA6D99DECDFD004 17

Table II: New Results for the LABS Problem with old and new energy (E), Merit Factors (MF), sequences in
hexadecimal encoding (zeros are attached to the end of the sequence to make their lengths multipliers of 4) and
deviation from skew symmetry (d). All sequences we found are with high d(S)(≥ 9), indicating they are not likely to
be found by skew-symmetry-based methods. For N = 92 two non-equivalent sequences are discovered.

sizes N = 94, 96, 100, 102, the sequences generated by
our implementation exhibit MF values that are consis-
tent with the previously reported best-known results [8].
Additionally, our implementation has identified two novel
results for odd sequences at N = 99 and N = 107. No-
tably, while the prior best-known results for these se-
quences were associated with optimal skew-symmetric se-
quences, our findings indicate that the optimal objective
values for these problems do not coincide with the opti-
mal skew-symmetric values.

C. Scaling and Runtime

Our implementation of the memetic algorithm with
tabu search on a GPU was tested on LABS problem for
all problem sizes N ⩽ 120. As illustrated in Figure 5,
the GPU-based memetic tabu search maintains the same
scaling factor as its analogous CPU implementation. No-
tably, Figure 4 demonstrates the constant factor speedup
achieved by the GPU implementation. Specifically, our
approach delivers an 8- to 26-fold acceleration for prob-
lem sizes ranging from 55 to 83 when utilizing an Nvidia
A100 GPU, compared to the analogous implementation
on a 16-core CPU.

Figure 5 shows the time-to-solution (TTS) scaling of
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Figure 4: Acceleration of our GPU implementation
against previous version on multiple CPU cores for
time-to-solution (TTS). The most significant speed-up
is 26.5× on N = 68, where the GPU implementation
takes 5.15 seconds and the CPU version needs 136.64
and 45.43 seconds for 16 and 48 cores respectively.

our GPU implementation of the memetic-tabu algorithm
and comparing it with the analogous 16 core and 48 core
CPU implementation. Further, as a reference, we in-
clude the TTS scaling of Gurobi, the global optimization
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min = 50 for memetic-tabu GPU-A100, CPU-16cores,
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Figure 6: The scaling factor b from the a× bN fit with
the error band representing the 95% CI.

solver based on branch-and-bound [1]. The experiments
for Gurobi were conducted with Gurobi version 11.0.3
on 16 threads on a AMD CPU with 48 physical cores
and 96 logical cores. In Gurobi, the LABS problem is
encoded as a quadratic constrained binary optimization
problem with auxiliary variables [26]. Although Groubi
is a global optimization solver, in our experiments we
set the stopping criterion to reaching the previous best-
known energy, instead of proving the global optimality.

For the TTS scaling, we fit the median runtime by the
function a × bN for N in intervals [Nfit

min, N
fit
max] where

Nfit
min is the starting point in the fit as a variable. Nfit

max

is the end point in the fit, taken as 40 for Gurobi, 82 for
memetic-tabu CPU-16cores, 85 for CPU-64cores and 98
for GPU-A100. A linear fit is conducted with ordinary

Nfit
min a (95% CI) b (95% CI)

20 2.05e-05 (9.71e-06, 4.34e-05) 1.220 (1.205, 1.235)

25 8.22e-06 (3.86e-06, 1.75e-05) 1.235 (1.221, 1.250)

30 3.20e-06 (1.49e-06, 6.88e-06) 1.252 (1.237, 1.266)

35 1.22e-06 (5.59e-07, 2.65e-06) 1.268 (1.253, 1.283)

40 4.60e-07 (2.06e-07, 1.03e-06) 1.284 (1.269, 1.299)

45 1.56e-07 (7.01e-08, 3.49e-07) 1.302 (1.288, 1.317)

50 8.23e-08 (3.18e-08, 2.13e-07) 1.313 (1.296, 1.330)

55 5.24e-08 (1.61e-08, 1.71e-07) 1.320 (1.300, 1.341)

60 4.61e-08 (9.76e-09, 2.18e-07) 1.322 (1.296, 1.348)

65 9.37e-08 (1.18e-08, 7.42e-07) 1.311 (1.278, 1.345)

70 1.93e-07 (1.05e-08, 3.55e-06) 1.300 (1.255, 1.346)

Table III: Fit results with varying Nfit
min of the median

runtime with fit function a× bN (in seconds). Numbers
in parentheses are 95% confidence intervals.

least squares for the logarithm of median runtime ver-
sus N and then convert the logarithm back to times in
seconds. The fit function values a and b, along with the
range within 95% confidence interval (CI), for our GPU
parallelized memetic tabu implementation is reported in
Table III.

Figure 6 compares the scaling factor, b, for the three
implementations of memetic tabu and the Gurobi solver.
We note that memetic tabu implementation runtime for
N ≲ 40 is dominated by the kernel launching overhead
and problem instance construction, so the exponential
fit with these points may lead to artificially lower scaling
factors. Consequently, we report the TTS of memetic-
tabu with Nfit

min = 50 in Figure 5. Our GPU imple-
mentation scaling factor, as reported in Table III, aligns
with Ref. [19] with their reported scalings 1.34N , and
1.35N reported in Refs. [7, 33]. Further, the 95%-CI of
the Gurobi scaling has overlap with that of the time-to-
solution (TTS) scaling of Gurobi reported in Ref. [33].

D. Deviation from Skew-Symmetry

In Appendix A, we introduce d(S), the deviation from
skew symmetry for sequence S. The definition of d(S)
applies for both odd and even sequences. We calculate
d(S) for all our newly found sequences and show the re-
sults in Table II. The d(S) of our sequences is at least 9,
which are considerably greater than a typical sequence
found by the skew-symmetry-based method of Ref. [31],
giving evidence that our sequences are not likely to be
found by skew-symmetry-based methods. In Ref. [30] all
optimal skew-symmetric sequences for odd N ⩽ 119 are
found and proved optimal via branch-and-bound. The
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previous best results for N = 99, 107 are given by op-
timal skew-symmetric sequences before this work. Our
non-skew-symmetric results for N = 99, 107 further con-
firm the global sub-optimality of optimal skew-symmetric
sequences.

VI. DISCUSSION

In this work, we present a framework for the massive
parallelization of memetic algorithm with tabu search,
specifically tailored for the LABS problem on a single
Nvidia A100 GPU. Our implementation leverages a care-
fully crafted design of block-level and thread-level par-
allelism, further optimized by utilizing the fast shared
memory available among blocks. By encoding the al-
gorithm’s data storage in a binary-valued format, we
achieve optimal GPU utilization, thereby enhancing com-
putational efficiency.

Using LABS as a testbed, we showcase the efficacy
of our implementation in rapidly finding the best-known
solution up to problem size 120. This is illustrated by
up to a 26 fold speedup of our GPU implementation over
the analogous memetic tabu implementation on a 16 core
GPU. Additionally, Our implementation exhibits a con-
siderable scaling advantage over the global branch-and-
bound solver of Groubi for problem size N ⩽ 91. Fur-
ther, our optimized implementation has also allowed us
to improve upon the best-known LABS objective value
for twelve different problem sizes from 92 ⩽ N ⩽ 118.

Among the newly identified sequences that exhibit
improvements over previously established LABS objec-
tive values, two belong to odd problem sizes, specifi-
cally N = 99, and N = 107. This is of particular
importance, since odd-sized LABS problems exhibit the
skew-symmetry property which quadratically reduces the
search space. Historically, leveraging this property, prior
methods have reported optimal skew-symmetric LABS
objective values for these problem sizes, which were also
the best known LABS objective values. Our improved
results for these problem sizes highlights the potential
limitations of solely utilizing the skew-symmetry prop-
erty to constrain the search space since this approach
may inadvertently increase susceptibility to local optima.
This suggests that a general purpose methods perform-
ing unrestricted search across the entire space remains
advantageous, particularly for complex search landscape
of LABS.
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Appendix A: Analysis of deviation from skew
symmetry for solutions

For odd N = 2n− 1, skew symmetry is defined as the
condition sn+l = (−1)lsn−l for all possible pairs, i.e.,
l = 1, 2, · · · , n − 1. The number of pairs do not satisfy
the skew-symmetric condition can be used as a metric for
how distant a sequence is from skew symmetry. Formally,
the number of non-skew-symmetric pairs for a sequence
S = s1s2 · · · sN can be calculated as

nnon−skew(S) =
1

2

n−1∑
l=1

|sn+l − (−1)lsn−l|. (A1)

For even-length sequences, Ref. [17] introduces se-
quence operators that append or delete elements from the
beginning or the end of sequences, so that even-length so-
lutions can be built based on odd-length skew-symmetric
solutions, and the deviation from skew symmetry of an
even-length sequence can also be analyzed. Moreover,
Ref. [31] uses the sequence operators and also combines
with the rotation defines as

Rot(s1s2 · · · sN ; i) = si+1si+2 · · · sNs1 · · · si (A2)

which moves the first i elements to the end of the se-
quence.

“Compositions of sequence operators (appending and
deleting at the beginning and/or the end) and rotation”
are equivalent to the “compositions of insertion and dele-
tion at arbitrary locations and rotation”. Therefore, we
define the insertion and deletion operators at arbitrary
locations as

Ins(s1s2 · · · sN ; i, ξ) = s1s2 · · · siξsi+1 · · · sN , (A3)

Del(s1s2 · · · sN ; i) = s1s2 · · · si−1si+1 · · · sN , (A4)

where ξ ∈ {−1, 1}. Allowing one time of insertion and
deletion, we define the metric for the deviation of skew
symmetry as
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d(S) = min

{
min
i,r,ξ

nnon−skew(Ins(Rot(S; r); i, ξ)),min
i,r

nnon−skew(Del(Rot(S; r); i))

}
, (A5)

as the minimum number of non-symmetric pairs with ro-
tation and any insertion and deletion by one time. This
gives some demonstration that the sequence may be diffi-
cult to obtain under the operations used by Ref. [31]. In
principle, multiple times of insertion and deletion can be
allowed, but this would make the calculation of Eq. A5
very expensive and eventually become equivalent to a
complete search when the number of insertion/deletion
becomes O(N).

We list the values of nnon−skew for odd N and
nnon−skew,1−ins/del for even N with our newly found se-
quences in Table II. As a comparison, valid sequences
from Ref. [31] have nnon−skew ≤ 3 for all odd N ex-
cept for N = 463 and nnon−skew,1−ins/del ≤ 3 for all even
N . This indicates it may be difficult for skew-symmetry-
based methods to find better solutions, although we note
that Ref. [31] deals with N ≥ 450 much greater than the
regime we work with in this paper.
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