BB srshi®E R
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g /4
BI1E F & 4.1 Branching 3 NODE R®iRFz:
F2H MRS BE ) 4.2 FLOW CHART
2,1 HAES RE HO5®E BHAKR
2,2 mme F=R(t 5.1 £ &
$#8 3 % Branch and Bound 8% 5.2 Z9 yim
3.1 REA (P)9 ## 5.3 Out-of-Kilter ko) Fif
3.2 mERR{LBRI 5,4 EERRS ST
3.3 _HBR3 TR mowm K B
3.4 fisER{L BRI ‘<Bﬁ‘ &)
HAE BEEK CBEXBD
HIE F ®HK

A e 2 B MoEME (M) TRl RS AN Bl sl HEMn )
oA, fhiatehel Al gt THA FRol A& A wHBELS Aol e 2AZ 2
4oz ghe}

AR RERE ( WAREHOUSE LOCATION PROBLEM) + %248 e 477} 9o &%

o B LR PR (GRS IR TS BREMES ) ol RSl o 53]
TH# U RS E ARl Bshe MEE Ts) MRS thield 9 Loy Hmel
PEBASE 2 A MREE Fshe A9t Bedl 2w S Aol 1 oAl BhEkel
el A9 wHiRE] B PIEARE WHHE A0t 29 MEMEY B0 K M

CHSR gl ERY F Uk 58] 2 %A MEMSEAGIA THI B HREES B4 ¥

| *F BIRRT BIRA
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2 5 % B =R
B Figs KAUPMAN 5 (8] o] T, A 25 (el Hife] dv A8 &3l
oatele) 2wk HEEMENEH ) AMS] BUEMMREC A Figge D H,MARKS (14 ]Je £
o x-g Bl ol ek

MARKS<+ —f#ty BRANCH AND BOUND~| §i & Filffste] o] &alol BEifatslct 2 vbAl ¥
EEEAS AR  MEEMEA A 2 el LA thEak 3ol vE & Awk

1. —f&m RE BESBESY HA.

D.G, ELSON (2)& —##y BARBBGHEES 3 old st —& BAglE
Blrke) EFH S BAS FEshs oo Al ( FLEXIBILITY) & € o HE LA F
HEES e Mol Atk

2. BENDERS 9 %% ( BENDERS’'DECOMPOSITION) Q| FIf ;

L.B. ELLWEINs} P GRAY (3], AM, GEOFFRION 3 G,W, GRAVES (7])&
BENDERS 234 & Filffste] o] RfHel Gt 53] ¥ A+ 2aENRST T
she A SORE BES BE ARMo 2 Tk AUt

3. EBER (GROUP THEORY) 9| A ;

J.L. KENNINGTON3 V E.UNGER(9) 2 R.L, RARDINs} V E,L UNGER([13)
= FEael 43 PENALTY & #Iffisted BRANCH AND BOUND i@#2¢ &f7sH4 ok

4. —RRH90! EEM B4 #HRME (FIXED-CHARGE TRANSPORTATION PROBLEM) o
kol FIA ; | | |
M, MALECK-ZAVAREI ¢} I, T, FRISCH (11) + E##%4% (FIXED-CHARGE)

' TRANSSHIPMENT £ & BEZE&R4: RRMEL $5% 4+ J5S woln, —KH3
EeRRs BRMEY mke FIAT 4 322 W3loy #HimE ( COMPUTATIONAL EX-
PERIENCE )& #5RsH = &3kch |

A e By KAUFMAN § (8) o] shegll 2 %Al Himillitiel ) THa A 25
gaae o) #lfRol 9l A9 REE AEY fsehd fiRe] A= MIEE HEYE o B
#e e 7Y 5 A HEHA \ES Rl Aolth o) F HAsld & HA_xlAe,

(i) ELLWEIN=} GRAY(3) ¢ ##apk 2 ERLENKOTTER(4}¢ LEMMAE Flfshed,
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ZBR igRE MM 3
(i) KANFMAN (8] 5! AKINC ¢} KHUMAWALA (1) 9 MB{LEIES & B Mkl

BAs e, 1 <Al HEBMAERCl A 0 - Q9= AKINC of KHUMAWALA 9]  fies
@RS 2 Bl MlMEel BAE + Aol shslche Bl EEFES) 2 Al SE@ASEAS i
BEMES ML BAMLe 2 o} Aot}

HeE BHY BE

2.1 #a%o ®BE

AR AL 2 bl EMES REAT BOtsrl st T8 R AHS By B
Sol dvhd e 9 T 9 AME olu g frfel RyrY RQlst she TAS BEM BAO
2 FXAtshed A
BAe B okt
Bz, MR E—RBAY MEY WEMEAY HE: e
B 2. B H—EBIHRgo] o
fBE 3. BAEHRE ohe3t 2o] HEE + o
i) Cyls IHiolA AM j2 BE & 918 vule o= BA
i) Cu’ : AMEJolA BEM Lol WE T NS 2o == BA
i) f, @ T Re T BHA
iv) g : REJY Rzl == BA
4. THS Rzshs A SmsEhol = SBo] Aot
Bozs. A BAY + & BE fole BRAA 9o
BE6. BEHY BERS BEMol 25 MESooF st}

2.2 #E9 XA

2. 1604 M BETNA LA BOLsH] A% MES =Rbstoior gk o]
RN A REY BAE BRI G4 et go] A5 E kU
A THRmEHS] £4
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B | AMERMS KA
C.REme %4
Xijp s THBidA AR AX WM A fdsle A B
Ci's Tiiold M ol 1B vled S BA
Cji . RE/ A BEfhkol 1B Bulvo] == BH
fi s THY Rzl = BA
g A Ry =& BA
W; . AR/ 9 NEEERED
D, : BB ko HER
VIt E#Ee A
0 I8~ BERSA
Z; = (1 » RE S BREe A
0 A7 BARSA &
M =if 25

=
"
~

&2
4o dr
ol
o

fr
oX
4o

A HFAA M A S BHE FIAst skt o] EEEH o] F A P) et B
Linad

Minimize igéhkgc(cﬁWCn’) Xiikt Zd"A £+ ,%3 g;lj (1)
Swject  Zp Zoxir £ YM, ieA ' (2)
N R @
L, By X =Dy k&€ (4)
Y, Z;e {0, 1}, Xijp 20, for all ¢,/,k (5)

HHE1) & THa Ale Bz (Y Z;7h 19 38 2 A9 ) S BAN BEE 9
FA717) g8 Tl A AEE AR 24 BEMe] &3 o] = BAY 4 BRYt ik
Ri2)e o THHol Rz wHel A3 Agogle]l fikhol mIREHE KRsts 2A4 (3] jd A
b Bard el je AES 4 LRR7EA HEe] B FASE BT, A4 (e F
Bl BEE WRES oF & 2453 stk
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—B s BE N 5

debd K MEE Foldl AMS SARNHW T 2 BEMS) BEE UIsn, TH 9 Am

¥ HEshs EERS NARERE RV ke TH 9 AN ZE (Y, Z,) 9 olo] 42 &
BEE (X i) & BEshe Aol o

% 3% BRANCH AND BOUND Mk

¥ © RIS Rike #AMe 2 B & B (BRANCH AND BOUND ) Mg FIA%c. B&B
R BAFEL ol EAE RBA)E o Yol 2 F4¢) KITARLEM (Feasible Reg-
ion) & H#lste] BAR/L Ve + A AR " o] Sy 2 FRe B A&, BERIT
gl R Bl HERAA  RAANE @RS REsd BERE T3k Aot

B2l A REY BBPol| ©) HEE FHAA I oheab 2o 1

BABP A B Y€ {0,11(i€A) B 0<Y; <1, (icA)Y BHoEgER o 2 A5l
RHE A4 AYUY (LINEAR PROGRAMMING)Y RS Sol4 HAY %49 BEEe) TR Z,%
A& Ak WVF RE Vi (;2A)Y 3ol 0EE 1o]w o] ) AP BE R Aol Ak
o Ye(keA) o Fto] Holdd 94 Ye=1ojzkxy $x FHEEAY TR 2¢ Tz,
2 F Ye=0olohn $T SAU4AY £ o2 TR Z & 784 old Z =Min (21,22
7t Po] BHgt4z]9 Mg FRo] feh

olM7kx] o] @S Tree o] AEZ Jehuw, 1Y 3- 1o]4 Be u}e} ko] %-& NODEN,
2%#8 (N, Y«=1)¢l NODE N:3 (N,, Y,=0)q NODE N, & 4sjqc} o]= NODE
No& NODE N, 3 NODE N, 9] $f7NODE (PRECEDING - NODE )2} &} NODE N, 5
NODE N, & NODE N, 9] #i% NODE ( SUCCEEDING NODE) 2% %t}

(¥ 3-1) B&B TREE

B)Zj9 Y; AAE 2 HRo2 WHAAL I, wHe) FEE 94 Y9 Aenlez wmogsigc)
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6 B R B %=
ol M2 FRZEYH Y,&{0.11Q YV, ¢ Agdle Y, =1, dade Y, =
0 (8l 3+3& BRANCHING oleba iteh) o nHAA g TR Zs, Z.E T
geh o714 opA] A 2g FHR Z=Min (Zy,Z, 2)§ T3k 22 A& K@ zkeh ol
g BAol 4 BR=l+= TREEE B&B TREEzta et

B&B TREES & NODE+: Wziel 4| Po] ®7H8 Y, (icA)8 & 0 E& 12 EHEA
A ¥ £AF oujgict dele FAPo 2AYY; (feA) FE 0 EE 1R EEA 7
[S #M0E ( CANDIDATE PROBLEM) ehx get Lk PRl A+ NODE o} RN
ge 2e gnle @A

BRI B deae At 9o RIEP Y AT 4] A+t ZE dA7A Ty
BRES Boogegt R Btoletn skxt. Zx P9 Beyd4ael HRel ek weoF
NODE i 7} M2 BRH e =, = RAMNE: 7t 42 BRae o 2 KEME Brydrit
o LBZ; 7 Znoh o FRZE Z; 2 %#AAk weFold NODE oA 2E Y, (feh)
o) gl 0 =& 1o]al, ole}g NODE & #4sNODE (TERMINAL NODE) 2tz 3hx, 23
ore NODE & JE##: NODE ( NON- TERMINAL NODE) 2hi gke},

B&B@BL 9 2 Ko 7 wAldA P S LR TRE A zo] FE3t
o e old B Zuc 4o S Y4 FEE 2 FEkAE NODEZ g& = B&B
@R YA =9 Z& P BEMs A

& el B&B kLol A 4 e 2 REME(C.P)E %J_aﬂ-‘ll A (P)YAA Y, Z;
o] 0,19 Zre FET At Aok EES A Y. (Z;)9 o] 0 (FF), 1 (BEz), e
24 e AS (K)ol web &3 Zo] indexd] KAET R

Kol= "IYI--_-O} . ,Ko"={jlzj=0}
K ={i|lY;=1} K =1{jlZ;=1}
K,' = A_(KOIUKII) K, = B- (K UK,’)

. B&B mkel 98 @St B&B TREES 3us NODEE Ko =K =KJ/=K,’' =4 o]
o K,['=A K,'=Bql B#ME-} 9k # NODE«|4 Y, & #E, 0, 19 @& Branch-
ing s Bl A Y;=0 (EE Y; =1)Q % NODEe| 4 Ale) gt BEt 982 <L
4 gom Yi=1 (B Y;=0)Q %% NODEg} #@sx =22 B&B TREES =79 A4
& 3 29 40w o] MHtERe B Ak ( Z;9 ASE mhtA ) .
oot MMLEREE A4 A RAMES TR( lower bound)e] 9 a3l Ak
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g e RE M 4
3.1 HEX(P)A &
el R P oM THY AR RE/ HEd 3-8 BEstd BHR(RIE) B
AL o+&3 e Transshipment T3 2 RFEY 4 AoH,

Minimi ze l'EA an kéc (Cii*™*+Ci®) Xija
Subject to féAkéC Xijn ¢ Wi, JjeB

E X Xia=
Z L Xin=Di, keC

Xijk 20 , forall 7,/,k

Ellwein (3] &3t 914 EA€ o3t 2L &RME T(A,B) 2} @7} =}

z

Minimize ,EB kec Cix Xjn
-Subject to kEo Xix £ W;, jeB
T(A,B) 28 Xjy =Dy , keC
j

Xjp 20 , for all j, g

(Cj= Cj?+ T;-IA Cijt )

o] Bl AE 919 Bmsl BRRIES FUFshe MMLERC FIAY X BHslnA gt}
ole] gbA tHgel HrhA J3E wEstw, | kA HEAKES WMLEREY AN TBET K
EIT A9 Bipd RRMEAA & $ A5l THS MRAT (KAA )= Cjipol I8¢
nAE & 4 Aok @k TH R AMS) %o A, B (ASA ,BSB) o2 Rl g o B
#s BREMEE T (A, B skn Bi &430& V(A,, B,) 2 HRYr:

o2 7% o] ¢ WUl j =B BAHK Cj\ st THY HRESS MES BP9
BANEE BHY L) AEE RRSVIZ W '

Cre =Cjs® + rzng: Cif* , wk

flzA ACA, BEB, 4 o reBBiol a8l T(A, BiU{p}) & og3 2e REME

& #=RY
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8 B X #® =»
L z
Minimi ze je—B,ZU[r} keC Civ Xix
Subject to KZEI_C Xixr £ W , JeB Ul?}

T (A, Byu{?}) jeB.Zu{r} Xik =Dy , keC

Xjk20 , jeB,uhy}, keC
Cip= [ }2 +r?ér}\l Cifl ’ jEBl'kEC
jk

min . )
Co +iEA Cij' , j=r , keC

T(A,B)E MsifiEe skl ohest 2] A5 Ui(A,B), Vy(A,B) = T(A,B) 9
B E M8 (Optimal dual variable) & 34§t}

Maximi ze ]EB W, Uj(A, B) + k§C Dy V, (AB)
Subject to  V4(A,B)-U;(A,B) £Cj, ¥ (j, k)

B HRIES) BESHEN U;(A,B), Vk(AB) & A7 BEeEslel A« Bl Bftdl del B
%3 mRez WP ErlenKotter (4] o] HEE vH&3 22 Lemma 2 #iRst3ith

Lemma 1 (Erlenkotter ¢ lemma 2,3(4))
B SB,EB, o]z U;(A,B), V,(A,B) § T(A,B) o RFHHBE=I
T o ohgo] Rzt
U;(A,B,)xUj (A,B;) , j€B,

Vk (A)Bl) évk (A:Bz)- kEC
{8, T(A,B,) & jeB,-B, o] Z&sle A /9 Capacitys} 0] Ao
2 fBestd jeB,-B, o W Uj(A,B,) & EX%t)

419 lemma 5 o] &. Er"lenkottet{—;- 1 xbA] HEERRES %Wtﬁﬁb“. BEges 24 o
L3} 2L lemmad #REH o}
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TR sRE WA 9
Lemma 2 (Erlenkotter 2] lemma 2,5(4)

B,SB,&Boln T(A,B,) o] HfTAIAEY =} reB-B, o] wlslod c}go] Razitet
V(A,BJ -V(A,B, Uu{r}) s V(A,B,]-V(A,B,u{r}]

A9 e HEA(TITHY £B4) 7 Fed A fdal #fe afeste 2eld & #HXY
EBHFo] =l A THS AEY HE F4)d BEstrg o2 3 2 #ES | emmar}
4 g 3},

Lemma 3

ASACA, oo T(A,,B) 7t BITATAEY = oh&ol RRazgot
Uj;(A;,B) 2 Uj(A,,B) ¥ jeB-J*

Vﬁ (AI:B).} Vk (AI»B) V kGC

Where J*={j| ':'g}\l C,',"—’;“Sﬁz Ci* >0, jeB}

(39) WH2R

Lemma 4

B,£B,&B, A;cA,cA ols T(A1,B|) o] iﬁ’ﬂ'ﬁg‘ﬂ ], reB-B, ol o 5}
o] ool Bsriteh

V(A,, B,) - V(A,, Bu{7})

2 V(A,,B,)-V(A,,B, ujr})

(%) KM

3.2 fhwa{t AR I

N = '/:“erl!(;' {max (C4;-C;; , 0} elx,

. P _ max X )X
Q@ jeKy UK,! { PRAYIAA jW,-._ﬁ_kZE:“C D, }
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10 B O®x W %=
@Y= V(KK - VKK U (T 2 s,

i) ek, 'ol st @F (f; olwl TH & AAMS(Yi=0) Tk
i) jeK, ol sl Q¥ (gjold AN/ & AAMR(Z;=0) ¥tk

\ﬁmt§$ i) & Kaufman 5 (8)9) TpBIsmEMsl F—sln, &% i)e K', K7+ #&
@ nodeol A A& @mstee lemmado] o3 Q;%: AM/ S BRE AT BUR A5y
o Lol 519 Akinc$} Khumawala 7} 4H§% 074HE BT Bag/t 95D

3.3 SEHs,ud LR TR

3.3.1 S35 TR
o]®l JEfEs Node ol 49 BRFMEE *He3t 2ol AL + A=

minimize Z= iéKf fit+ jg(!j g;j+ ,'ZE"'sz fiv:+ EK:’ 8iZ;

z z z
+ i{eK,'UK] jeK, UK, keC (Cis* +Cj*) Xijk

Subject to jEKZIJ UKy leéc Xijns Y, M, €K UK,!

iéK,lLK,l jéK,JUK,’ Xijp£WiZj, jeKI UK

z D M L=
iEK,] UKzl jé{l! UKz’ xilk _Dk ’ keC
Xijg 0, ieK,! K,' , jeK/ UK,',. keC

Y: , Zje{0, 1} iek,!, jek,J

1) AKin o Khumawala® Q7|4 B HiXREE E4 ¥ Lagrangean BARA T FMsHI o}
ANANE 7L Hkoz Q% & T g Fo| ek
Q%= V&' K') - LK, K UGh
= max { % Wi XTe |%X?/¢ AV
0<£X7, £Dy _
5 ‘ Where W75, = Vi (K,1,KJ U{F})— Cfy
ai \ - 236 -



B wRE NN 1
oleitt RHERES Yi, 2,9 @RS BAsd S Y43 TRE d8 + o TR

o e CPo 43 — BBY CP' 9 Ao+ 2ok Y, o Smpss @Y = Mo

$E TH 7t B Node o4 #4484 At BAMES 817 BN TR ¢ 4
ez m § ohg3t o] EEL)
m; =min ( ,Z: W
je

= .
o 7 vkec Di), ieKy!

Whe re J*:{Jll’?iel;(l] C*j"C,‘,’)O}

°l€ ol CPY THE #ftshe CP’ & g3} o] TAY 4 9o}

N
e e Z f|'+ Z g;ji+ Z E E ('C',].
ize .
minimize oy 1 jeKyJ ieK,'UK,! jeK,JUK,) keC
+ C;k) Xijk
subject to Z 'Z' Xijn< Wy, JeK,J UK,!
reK,! UK,! JjeKJUK,J
Z z
CP’ Xiip— &
(erm) iKUK}  jeX,JUK, *#=Dr . keC
Xijkd 1eK,’UKJ, JeK,JUK,!, keC
where Cij = C: A+ Rid +. .58 feK,!. jeK.J
ij = "‘ g3} my W; ’ 2'y 7 "
1 f; ) )
Cij + m; , i€k, jeKd
i .
1
—C;; , i€k 1, jek

°sh Zol A A THRE LB,olehx stxh. = chE TR ME/LEREYA EmE o
T T AT TEol AME ARl BERSHA 4ls RBAL B so] 27 PAgkel w2
© BARS 5] 80 35 o] 8ste] g3} e TR LB, & 7¥ 49tk

LB,= r £tz gi+tVIKL K- 3 , (Q:F- £)- L, (Q%-g;)
ieK,! jekK, ! tek, JjeK,
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12 B X B 2
Qp-fi o Q%-g; & MELEEE ARone FFUT ¢ F Ak
o)4tel4 #% LB,, LB, & Ffl, 2 Nodeol4e TR LBE Eakided
LB = max(LB, , LB,)
o) & LB) Z gl Node = v} o]4 %lﬁﬂi‘l gotx "ok ( Zv B|EAA T RELET
A & HE o0,

3.3.2 Bydsd LR
2t Node ol 4 B:FERIES LBRS K, K & Yi, Z; Zkel &EE 0, 19 3T
wpe paEzA 7T 4 Aou. EmiEslel ot 22 Ko e FHe LR (UB,,UB, )

& 7¢ F A%

= 1 ]
UB! V(Kl ,Kl )+ ;'eK.' H ieKlJ

UB, & LB,g Foh& HHold o + Atk 3, @R Yi 9 Z;9 gl onet 24
EAAR 19 e F2 09 & M de 22 ogE oA ERE g 4 Ack

up,- & Gt L et . oL 2
iek, jekK,’ ieK,; UK,! 7eK,JUK,} k=C
(Y Z
! 2 . 'Y + i Z;
(Cij+Cix) Xyt ie%z' tI 'jéK,’ 8j &j
< if 2 .
where Y; =1 jeK UK, kéc Xin20
0 otherwise
Zi=1 if 5 r Xin>0

Y 'ieK,1 UK, pecC

0 otherwise

UB, & T(K:!, Ks0Jo] BITREEQ A4 T8 4 glome o] Aot UB, /b skl 2
Q. 7 Node 9| 4% UBE min (UB, , UB,) 2 Tk

3.4 Rt AR 1

b4 F§ LB, S} OF, Q¥ & o%, ohgat 2 TuA fEALEEE MY + A=
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ZRw aRE Mu 13
MRE{LEE 1

1) 7eK,'oll tal LB,+ (Q;*-f;) > Zol Y, =1 ( AABAR ) = Agc)
i) jeK o] of3] LB,+ (Q%~g;)> Zold Z;=1 ( AABK) 2 Fgc}

HAE MK O K

A HeA A ol 4 T3] WRALER R LB FIRE o] Late 24 Pl Ak HEEQ
B & Biif#& MMk o] & 918l Branching ik % NODE 252 45l B&Big
B 35x (FLOW (HART) & #Rsln=} ghc}

4.1 Branching % NODE R&#53%

Branching #tel @t Kol Kool 49 RRESMh ol FMo) 03 19 e 2
ol F7H¢] NODEg Branchingg ¥ R7HE sszshe Mok wWebd 4Eey Branch-
ing HEE AU BERE Tohedl St R HME Y + Aok & Fimeld BT
RALBES T(K, K') 7 RATAMEY A=t 488 42Uk weld Branchingd) s T
(Ki', K)o JATATHE BAol ek ohg5h o] Relala Hsks)oloh

[Branching % ]

() TG K A RfTFeold Wes Mox, Wiop Zeg Branchingaer T(x!, K1)
o RAR RES Ko #92 498 Adslne K of Yegone odrqe W, o
A998 Bl e,

M TORE K00 b el Po=Y8, a2, Wo=MeX qwg wa, P,
Y&, PeeWiroled Z,.2 Branching gt}

NODE ##tfsikelzt B&B Tree 4o14] thgol 4249 NODE (Z: RMEE)S st
€ &#o|%  NODERMAikol B2q B&B Treesl it WebdA deh NODE By
Bel A GASHIKS BEE A +AEAY] ATk EASMES A4 S Eop

NODE & fishe Aol S ¢4 EEMsL /b3 2 NODE§ Mae Hikad Ampe

Z$ 2 NODE of glo] 49 Hagess1e] Fiol o}
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14 E R W =R

o] A%§ %3] B/ FHRE(Least Lower Bound) olzbm ghel HAKMIEE FIRSHL Aolok

BREES Bot Ay s Fol W3e o) melo] AEE AA ASgche BBl Aot B&BE
B8] 248 HRRENge] AEEAv.0 2 A ch: BKilke) Ach el s/ FERIAL 48 RN S
Adciizkol vlsted AA ArESI, W o 2elo) ARG 2ok Kol At K PRl .
A+ NODE BiEhios BNTHRES AH&stdedl o o Uad HAMS AL Fol7

$13le] BEKRolA KA NODE S| w] 22| HiRe B/ R4+ NODEd #ste FHik

< fEAs A

4.2 \§'§E(FLOW CHART)
K Fi%el B & B MEAES He5h B& ZEEE RFY + 0%

FLOW CHART

Initialization

Ko! =K,! =¢

Ko =K/ = ¢
KJ=AK, =B
Z= 273

K,I,K/J
fealsiblle



®
l

ZRm aRE Na

NSS I fori

- 241 -

15



16 B R W R

(:Is)

Compute UB

&
N
&

update .
ko&k,y >0

update
ko l& k!
NewL.B Z optimal
Node L
open=1 STOP

updatek I &k,!
"k, & kI




ZRA i RE M 17

Campute Z
NO
YAYA
Yes Z=2
Delete current
node
NSS |
Any Yes | update
fixed k& k,!
open ko) &k,
NO
®
HEHE HEHEE

5.1 #&# =&

& %2 B & BB HAL HEES £ol7l 948 T4 WES Rl & mrme
Fifgstel Sample ¥A% HHY #EE HTstnA V). B&B@EE A =sinA Hiy B3
AL Zgl 4 0T 4+ A5 BEB Tree o 2519 & #Eol MESE BE 24 EHEY
4 A% =3 B&BYo| 4 b2 BRI ( Transportation Problem) —flz4 T (K,1,K 1)
S8 Folok hmz WA Kol HoAL o 2ME A T YA BE FT 4 g
Fikol alehdl |4l & FERIIS A BT + A0

5.2 Z9o #MM(Initial solution)
| 29 pHimEAE A9 RITTEEY Hnd<+s), 2o Gl = WITRIBERET %i/‘% ]
ol +oeo AY FRou, thgu FL HrEow AR HHESC] +oox o} HE VHES
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18 2 X B =R

2. A £ Ak -S4 Tl del4 RIS Tk Rl = BA By7t e T
He EEpch AWM ol At MERMe AL MUFe Rpsls & WEE EAR Sl
4o AMEC HES ARk ol o] oA HigSl MWl RITAMEME ke 3
on] o] MFTAIMEARE MR AT ol At 2 BEibe BR AME +4 FER
#Eshd Aok

5.8 Out-of-Kilter &2l £

& B&B 33& AxwA g3 22 o8 B &AMES ¥ e
(i) T(K,', Ki¥)
) T (K, KJU{TH)
@ CPp’

o 37b%) MRES TAISE & BREAZ St R ol oW B AZE Y4E she AAF
Holu K2 & BREAIS Baishe RIESS ool BilEel A3 HH( e ) o Bfbel .%EP
stk weld chee Qut-of-Kilter K-S FlAstd 2A HARME T T A=

Out-of-Kilter#e L.R, Ford, Jre} D.R, Fulkerson(5) ol 9t A¥sd “H—
M5 B/MEAES RIE ( Single Commodity Minimum Cost Flow Problem )" & ¥+
o ol s Aot B—sR RAMRASS MER & KRtz (arc)e LT
N sk gt 2 WEel oIt AtREE AEstH A & REBRAL 342 st M8t A4
S mRbskd o 2o

m m
Minimize Y X Cij Xij : (£ 5.1)
i=1 j=1-
s.t o Xk - p X =0 (& 5.2)
: k J
Lij £Xi5 2 Upj, £ =100 , m (% 5.3)
j:l’ ...... , m

ol m] Cyj: i—; olzelAY BuBA RERA
Lij: i—j ohzolA e &EA TR
U;j: i " BRELEB
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$9} e HAE WBHA (Circulation Form) oJebm gk Si R (KX5.1) ¢ o
S5k S5 (Dual Variable) ek 3. Out-of-Kilter kol & o] & NODEgL
(NODE PRICE)okkxn %t =3 h,; 5 f#R (X5.3) ol ¥l SHEHetn st

aeld R AolA Sigt hyje AE tHEsl el
’ h;; =Max (0, Si-S;+C,;;)
= Xij, Si» hij7b ohS& Sk FRIE 9 SHRIES) BERl o
He¢ i) (Xj ) oh ERARES ATAT AEAR
Bt i) {Sihij |7t SHRAEY BTATREAR
tRfF i) Si-S;+Cy;d 0 o Xy =Ly;
Si~S; +C;; <0 > Xij = Usj Vi,

Vi,

Out-of-Kilter fEL 19 th#re tFste RAEE In-Kilter )RR, 29 & 3$-E Out-
ofKilter #R8et sk Out-of-Kilter $RABS) Arcslt In-Kilter RREE7t HE% st B
BES Tobe HEkoleh ol2l®t Out-of-Kilter @rke B#FER (X5.2)8 WFA7le o
W g ol AE U 5 AT MBEAH (Sensitivity Analysis) o] HHstzz & ¥
29 % Bl A R4t RRMES HEWwez £ 5+ Ak Out-of-Kilter ke FA
37l flsted T (A,B)E 29 ( 5-1)3% 2L BRER.2 7% + At

a2y (5-1)

A  mE

29 (5-1)ell A 7 ok=2¢] Cij, Ly, Uy e E(5-1) 3 2o] BRT + Aok & Hgdld
BEe T(K,LKJ)E A 2 THY MRETH et 234 S5 waert 9o = ol
T Bt B RNEASE BMEAA CijLij, Uy o B2 RFT + 4
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#(5-1)
ok 2 (4,/) Cij L,; U;;
¢ — A/ Cy; 0 w;
AR — REMK Cis 0 min {W;, Dx }
REMK — ¢ 0 Dy D,

(Cg; =Teh Ci;)

S Bl T i< MEE Cy; o B4 RRE= A/ S Bfle ¢dld AWM/ 2 7
Eolae LRW,; S 002 $2oed HRY + Aok MELERAA Q7 & HAT o,
Qv= V(K,',KJ) V(K 1, KIUTH & ok shedl VKL KIU T € ool &3
Qe T(K, 1, K 1) 9 BERE olgstd 44 78 + A=k VELKIU{TH 9 &2 T (K,
K 7)ol shekshe W EYel4 ok ( g—j )¢ EfRe]l 0oldwl & W,z uiFm Coj 8 3k
& %3 Aol Out-of-Kilter kg o|&stad Mk F A8 Bt BAX A k2 (¢
7 )7F in-~Kilter #kAgd] o TX,LKTUTH Y 34 8= T(K, LK, ") 398
¢ AL o] Aol V=g A} 28 b=z ( $—J )7t Out-of-Kilter jRig7t =
w —ge] NODE zto] #(tvt 359 BT 58] otz ( ¢—/ ) E in-Kilter RAEE BLA)
7tk olw] o} olz5e in-KilterjkAgsl B4bstxl Jome HFHHR k2t k2 (4—/)
ol 47l V(K1 K UITH 9 &g 78 At

5.4 EEER 9

K Hike FIfste] Sample RIS HET AR E (5-2) o veht o —
%I BE ( Integer Programming ) o 2|3t SHEEASESH wlmalA NI E BeFT Avh

£(5-2)
MoE = 7 im0 MY (xs:x)
(THEX AE X BEMH) X BREE %o B
EX6X 7 2.117 8.754
5 X6 X 20 2.401 : 12. 326
6 X9X 2 4,201 - 17.243
6X9X 2 21.425 10020} 4}

* IBM 4341 CPU Azt
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HOE i

A WRAAE 2 B MEBEAA, ftamehe HRol gl TH3 HRol Ae BEY
SHEE S FRFo] oHE 4 v B &BEHNE #RsH o

Framel Al Bl XY | B B T %L HRd s Dol 2 B mmMEe) Y W
Rt HRGLE oFolx fow 53 NODE mm/Liiee o 83 HE:s A 3 T8 #ti
el #ifRe] gl A+ =HE KAUFMAN 5 (8) 9 Bigol 23sich ol2| & A3ke | oA
mmﬁf‘n‘lﬁoﬂﬁ #8384 4H-&=1x ERLENKOTTER (4)9 LEMMA>} 2%ta| Higsitol
A% = 997] AEoleh webA %k ERLENKOTTER LEMMA o] cl4 g @4 2
Bh MEAEEE oo B Bt BBE UYL R BV shdn Aol

K HigelA = AES $tHReN HIfRe] e A5 o+F494 ERLENKOTTERS LEMMA
< Blstd K W% B&BEE Mol Yutdo] i LEMAS A stqich wlebd 8% ER-
LENKOTTER ¢f LEMMAE o] 834 2 xbA] REAGEMES thos A% & WEs 580
E F AT A2 YA, FF DA B S0l A A0 BMAY Skl
AE Aol AR Pt ASEolor ¥ Ro g Y

CHMO#% D> — Lemma 3,49 meg

K A R Bl @A I8 % AEY si#oh FaA A-%o] Transshipmen tfg
A(RX1)9 Bmd REME(R2)E T(AB)2 Exsqt

[&1] Minimize igA jé_IB kéc (Cii* +Ci?) Xija

Subject to z L  XipsW;, jeB

ieA keC
L Xip=Dy , keC
teA jeB
Xi.ikéo A ¥ (i, /5, k)
[X2]) Minimize )IEEDN Cir Xja
jeB keC

Subject to Z Xjr £W; , jeB
keC

T(A,B
(A,B) L Xjy =Di , keC

7B
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22 B X B %R
Xix > 0 ¥(/,k)

(Cix =Cj* +?::_'X Cii*)

. min

(2 JolA & + 5ol Azd THasl A2le TIL Gt & B8 Cohol 98 F
o, 42$ AMbe) HEe AMbe Capacity s 04 Wy 2 Sfindte =2y FA Yol 4

38 Fx Aoz vebd £ 9t
(X2 )% U;(A,B), V,(AB) & 22 AM ) ¥ HEM ) SRl sidste BB

b ¥ o oo R WHMEE XRT Ao,

Maximize L UjaB- % V,(AB)
jeB k=C

Subject to -Uj(A,B) +V,(A,B) £Cj, ¥ (LA
U;(A,B)x 0 : ¥,

BERE o3 2L 22E BETT

(a) Xjx 0= Ci+Ui(AB)- VyAB) =0
X; =0 = Ciu+U;(AB)-Vi(AB) >0

(b} U;(A,B)>0 = kZEJC X =Wi
() Cja+Uj(AB)-Vi(A,B) > 0 forsomed

o4 Erlenkotter (4] lemma® Fifistel chest Z& HEE BT + A=

Lemma 3
A,CA,cA0ln T (A,,B) 7} BIFATAEY = =Hgo] Rardteh
U;(A,,B)x Uj(A,,B), jeB-J*
Vi(A,,B)x V4 (A,,B), keC

Where J+=

. min C;;*-min C;j*>0, jeB
{]I E=2V H i€A, Y ! }
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2R xR M 23
(%) T(A,B)% T(A,,B) o BAHME 22 Cji(A,B), Ci(A,,B), RS =7
X (AL, B), Xa(Aq, Blek BAsh7l2 Rk Cj (AL B), Cjp (A, Bl ohg3 e 34

P ATA 122}

Cix(A,B)=Cj(A;,B), ¥(j,k)e{(/, k)] jeB-]% keC)
[C;':. (A, BY-Cin (A B)=0;0, ¥(j, k) e {(j,k)]jel*, keC}
YL AA Jr={r}d FUE vole Aoz KHeih b4
Cix(A;,B)=Cj; (A,,B), ¥;eB-{r}, keC
[Ca(A“B)—Cn(AMB%=A,>0 ¥ keC
Ql A-¢uke 42t ,
T(A,,B) o BESAA 39 F 712 495 44F + Ao

5 Xa(AL,B)=W,
1) yec
iy I X (A,B) =W, (W,
rC
i) 9 A3+
Ui(AZ)B)) Vk(AZDB); Xjk (AZ)B)‘E‘ O]-E}]_Q_]’ 7é'°] 735’]-:&,
[U,-(Az,B)=U;(A,,B),jeB—{r} .......................................... (1)
UY(AZ’B) = Ur(A2 :B)+ Ar

Vi(A;,B) = V,(A;,B) , £ €C worremererimminnisinsiessnnniennees I 2)
Xjk(Az,B) =Xik (Al :B)’ jeB, keC

Uj(A;,B), Ve(A;,B) 7t #4274 (a) b) (c) & 25 w&slze U; (A,,B), V,(A,,B)
E HA2A2 953 o] Aol AdNe BahA etk = (1)(2) o)A 1emmarl graieh

i) 4 |

U (A2:B), Vi" (A,,B), Xj* (A,,B) & o83} o] 3geh

U} (A,,B) = Uj (A ,B), JEB={F} rreveererinns s i, (3)

U,*( A;,B)= U,(A,,B) +4, P N /1)

Vi*(A;,B)= V, (A;,B), A €C i (5)

%/t (Az,B)= Xj4(A,,B), jeB, keC
28 U, (A:,B) ) 0oln 2 Xrk (Wrolm® (b) o 248 25477 X3 A4
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24 ®E X B =®
ohyxk U, (A,,B), V' (A;,B), Xj'(A,;,B) & T(A,,B)old W, ol W,al ¢
o Bfgmol =2 Uj(A,,B), Vi(A,,B)s} chg3t 22 A2 Razdet

(Erlenkotter lemma 1 )

Uj(A“B)éU]-'(AZ,B) = U; (A,,B) JEB {7} oo {6)
U,(Az:B) éUr‘(Ale) = U) ( Al)B) + A'

V,,(Az,B) < Vk.(Az,B) - Vk ( AI,B) , REC e (7)
webA (6)(7) ol lemmazt ByzgE & § = (Q.E.D)

T(., )9 HA89 FAd43e V(. , )2k 845z jeBol dal G784 B
THATH WA THREMHLS AT MEAA 2 Y5 4o RACE #YE TAe &
BE ®RTta 3 &, Cj, = Cit+min Cjjloleh ol Afel ohg lemmast i
ek

Lemma 4

BEB,CB, A €A,cA0ln T (A,,B,)o] BfFAEEY =}, 7 €B-B, ol sldte] thiol
Bz et
V(Angx) 'V(AJ,BI U{?} )

EV(Azsz)— V(AZyBZU{r})

(mB) V(A;,B,)-V(A,,B,U{?}=1 "U}(A;,B,)dAW,
V(A,,Bi)- V(A,,B, U{7}=J, U7 (A,,B,)dAW,

238 lemma 39 28 U,(A,,B,)xU%(A,,B))

1, ; 2
C/,\k=C,k +,'nélxcrk,,;$.]+ ojlB 2

V(A1,By) - V(ALB, U7} V(A,, B, ) = V(A,,B,U {5} ) e 1)
23d Erlenkotter lemma 2 o] 93]
V(A;,B1)~V(A,,BU{7}) AV(A,,B,)-V(A,,B, U{F}) s eerrermnennnns (2)
22l A e ste
V(A,,BoUL7}) A VAL, By U 7)) rreereeermems e e e e e (3)

(i}2)(3) e} &JeHA lemma 47} 3z ( Q.E.D)
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