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HIH
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CLP i3, —i&ic NP-5EAMERMEO—>2TH
DPE ZOREELTR, Nv 2 b5y F v Rk
E LB S BEAERICE SRS, ThiRieviE
EREROA7 cv2 ) v RSB E S
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BB g, F39ET, MEREL0BICK LT
FTHEIS WA TRRATICSRY 5 LR, 475bh B, stfek
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TOHERT vT ) X LGRS, ¥4+Td
MAETR UL A S hic L, MESHRE
LD BB EFEARRET 3.

HEDEFZE ZDHFMKRR

2.1 CLP 0E#E

CLP i3, W24 (U, L, T,R) T5Aioh5. U=
{~uM}m1:vr%éf,%xﬁ(ﬁ;vbﬁ

IHROYRERICHICT 2. Lz ~vEAT, &
Eﬁ(i«wvm,lzvbwﬁiénéﬂﬁpw
HWoEd 2Ry, Tida=9 bOoBIFE (‘2= b
MEER) OEAT, 'z MEEMARGR SZEL
TREN D=y MEITH U T oS R RR s
R={Ry,- Rin} THZON3. || 3BEDHAX
TRT. F RO S MEEG EEIhS O
Zig, ¢(eT) i3, ZORS (2=9 +) BthHd3
MHEEOSLICHEELA-TNIZEEEL, 20
RRN7L 7 vl BHEEAI: R(ER) itk -TH
Aohs. L% Thoofl (4, R) & "HERMER
TUEMRR F, EIKFEERHERT 343D I
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U={1,..., 9}, L= {a’...,j}’
T={t, - ti},
6=(1,2,4), 2=(1,2,3), t=(2,3,4,5),
t4=(5,8), ts=(4,6,7), ts=(6,7,8),
t:=(17,8,9),

R={Rl,"',R7},

Ri={(a,b,¢), (b,a,c), (b,a,e),
Re={(b,a, b), (a,b,c), (ab,a),
Rs={(a,b,c,d), (a,b,e,d), (b,c,c d)},
Ri={(d, h), (e, 1},

Rs={(c,d, f), (d,c,e), (c,f,0},
Re={(f,0,h), d,f,h), (g.h. 0},
Ri={(f, h, 7). (g, h,h)}.

CLP %@ &3, &22=vt (1, M) iIKx4T 3
5 A=, -, lu) DS B, £ Ve(eTYAl)
ER)) BT LIB DORETRTRMAIUT LT
3. 2L, A2, 2D ticBEATAHNE, T8
B, AD05btDERI=y MCRIET B XNVDH
ZRMOMULIcbDTHB. LLORPOBD—D%RIC
Y.

(1 23 456 78 9)

(b a b cdd fh j)
CORIBBH LI ERLRD T, R TEZ Oh 5 HHEH
EHWELTHLS.

2.2 HERY b7 =L SHHERR

zZ T, CLP #%fi&&ET 2 ARrvy 7 -7
EEHTE HEXY 7 -2 G RESE (UL,
T,R) ZRWTRD LS5 K EAL N 2S5 7T
b5. 112U, V(G), EG) &, G DTHREXTLD
#WMAEET. LK/ 57 GHEEOL 213, B,
V.E BT &tddh5.

VG)= {(tl,Rl)ltlET, R{ER},
E(G)= {{vi, v)Is(t) N s(t)+,
vi=(t:, R:), v;=(25, Rs), vi,v;€ V(G)}
o2 U, t=(u - w) ETB L, s@)={uy, -, w}.

AEHTI, FHARHERRE~TERL, Q3K
DOEADVTNhO2=y MK bR TN EIFE L=
FOBEEERLTNS. —F, EROBEX » b7 —
2943, ChERRY, FEAR—DD2=9 P 2R
L, ARTHE (AF) BROFEEERLTH. &5
DERIZ, EBEO—BOSFEBERELBARICERERTS
DIHLTNS. FEAEHERSHERT LRI i
ISLTWBADT, YU BRIETICHNSC LN
»5.

((1,2,4),RY)

((1.2,3),R2)

Oct. 1986

(4,6, . Rs)

((7.8.9),R7)

((2.3,4,5), Ra) ((5.8), Ra)
1 HERXy P7—2GCOB (vi=(ti, Ri))

Fig. 1 Example of a constraint network, G.

1 4 1] o CLP 2% AR T 3HHEA » b
7 — 7 %RT.

2.3 CLP 0Tl

MligBNT, 2=y FPIRBEA v O1=y Ml
KOBBENTNE. ZDEI 2=y Mid, hDOTAA
LoDOEEE, 4=y MOfo2=9 } (ZC
TiRTE8) 2N LTOAMENKZEITHEEEL
3. bbb, 2=y 7, 8T B 5 AbRE
e, 2=vr9 D5 v BREENE TZDXD
i, ehiip—o02=y M EREFROAICEENS
a=y bRk "TE2=v b LS. TZOHT, 2=
v b 7,8, 9iICTHILS ~AOEE (5 <vHHE
&) 2RELTEHE, TE2=» biX CLP 5k
EF2cEBTEL ZORE 1] o CLP &
RDEIICIEB.

2] TEa=v 9%EKELK CLP

U=1{1,--,8, L={a, - j},

T ={t, -, ti},

t, o te 13 [B 1] AL, 6=(7,8),

R={Ry, -, Ry}, Ry, Re i3 [# 1] KHEL,

Ri={(f, h), (g. B}.

o kSic, WE2=v bid, CLP % & b fl§8i
PEBICHB X BDIREBIYD. £2AT, Rl
T, 2= F1RHEA v,v2 KDABEI TS b
L, THA v %, BFNICEEEED —DOES
KEEDBE, 2=9 P 1BARENZTHSD. K
Mook, EROHELACEEREL, —
SOEACHALTRRL=y P EREIHE, RAIC
5 CLP 0% 4 XENEL LT bDTH 5.

3. WEXRy bI—H DMEE invasion

3.1 TRABtAME
#EA*y t7—2 LT CLP 2@ HEELT, =

2l

e I
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DOWEAZ—DODOTHATEX#Z 2RIEZHRDEL,
xR, BEEOEEERDESETOLHEMEREID S
29 Tk o (HA) #HElEE —Ro¥
BUEOTHAOE A DPOTERTS. Aty F7—
7 GROTEMA vi, -, v O "BrAERYE (join)' 3, &
DESINE I T —2 G ICHBEIEINETHS.

W={vi, -, v} &3 5.
V(G =(V(G)— W)U {vi-j},

E(G")=(E(G)— {(v, v EE(G))| ;meWY})
U {(vi-j, v)] 3u(€ W) [(w, v) € E(G) D

v&W]

Zzie, HLLWEATH % vi-j i3, 2= v + B4
UuneW() hoiid1=y bl ti-j &, u=(ts, R)
(meW) Z2BRTELIN F~AE 2 (T2 B,
vo(eW) [As)ER] 2#icd A4 2.1 BigR) o
BA Rij LDOORBMHERBERT (tij, Rij) %
BT XL, HFEBRER, O LEOTHE,S
RAMWSF v b7 — 2%, CLP OfAREE LTHR

& —DORATHEBIIBETH 2.

R1ZB8OTIHA vt & v KHARELZRT &
B2a8Boh3. ABTRIcLIIE, 2=y b1
It ELI=y FERZOTHRLTENTES. C
iR BETHE, FA v & vnida=vt 1iZH

o oor—
oo N
Qoo
O 00 =

(+2
rollof
()

N 2 0 & oo OWHARDIHEEY V72
Fig. 2 The network after performing join on

and v, of G.
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a,b,e,d)
b.,c,c,d)
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H 3 2@mBottakomEry b7 -2
Fig. 3 Two example networks after performing join
operations on a) v, and o, and b) v and os.
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HHEHORELER L BRI <Y Y/ HIEOEE 929

TARFHEBEELR L THEEVZA 3B,

wic, K2ics8nC, JHE viz & vs 2HALKE
AE3(a)) &, THA vz & vs A LIBE (AN
(b)) LEHBULTHLS. BIH vis TiE, 2= b
2, 3 WTEI=w PER-TEY, BH v Tid
TEX=y FREELLL. Z0KE, SIBTRIET
Ba=y Mi32{8 (4L5), R&TIIEME 2 3 4,
6BITTOTRT) 733, ZhoDFEARLI=v
FREVOMOEALEERELA->TEY, B
BrABECEE T2 T LiciE 5.

2=y b uZDOVWTRO XS 2=y MARE o(u)
ZEHLLS.

t(u)= {te T|ucs(t)
(n) OEREZE—RO LT EHHEHE T O 24&H
SBOLNIFAHER Y FT -2, '2=vt u L
BT AMAME 2ELTWE. Lizdi->T, uHJT
Biti-fz& VW3 2 &3, ZOMHRIEOHANEDS
BT LIz E2EHT 3. 35K, HABOTEA (2
12—2) KBVWTRAE2=v P ERVWIED, T1b
BERE2= v F OE¥ESDRIVIEE, EEO (TR
2=y biclT3) BoREBEORFESEL- 2T L
ZRLTWVS. &g, ENE2=v P REO@ELER
5002, AR v 7 — 7 BEBOBERERS P 525
BA&TH 5.

ZoLS>—BOMHEIZ, JEEFIN (non-serial)
DP® BT, RFMNEOEREF % B#td3
BEEEHLT WV 5. AMoK B, CLP &S
Ry P72 OBEERITL, ZZiKAThER
FEEOEOEARIEEEL, EENICGARELET
WS HETH 3.

8.2 invasion & front 5%

BT, S RIEOBREFEY, TR =y Y ORE
BEFEERE LB R EEEZ 5T AR L.

TR, COABREDHEME

° FICHT BHEREEA 507,
- WEry P 7—-2 G O 'inva-

sion' &3, G}, i=1,--, | T|
° <5 K2l Gi ik VG

N i HOTHA» LR B3GOHRNE
G ° #4555 7 (induced subgraph)®
) ThHY, D VGISV(Gin) &

b

T5. Go i3%s 5 7. |V(G)|=
IT) THBH0, Gin=G. %
7\:) V(Gf)'— V(G“l) f:éﬁﬁ&.
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:

4 Rlo#g¥i v b7 —27 0 invasion OF)
Fig. 4 Example of the (optimal) invasion for constraint network G of Fig. 1.

G: O '"BEEA 0, vw THRT.

[(WE 1] AREZG<TOEREDLOIER (v, i=
1, | T| i3, invasion 2—RiICHRET 3. ¥,
WHIELW.

I Gi=(U fvbe EThE XL, [EF

L, (S 3G DERIHS 7 7¥%KT. $18b D,
SSVIG) &%, (S i, RAEAL S TELH
{(v, w)| (v, W)EE(G), v,weES} BEHWA/ 57 TH
3.1 ]

B4zR1oHE LAy F7—2 G O invasion D
—HTh 5.

—f#¢ic invasion DIF Gi i3, —E OB
PO TBY, €03 bO—2REFREALZELL
LicER H G OBEEAE G, -, G &F
3. ZHERERS GiP(1SjSc) KDVT,

AGeP)A( U (1))
v(=(¢, R)EV(Gi'})

N =t v viGin

A Gt © 'front' 1S, DL, Gi O front &
2, BrARRFCRENIL2=9 DB, G &
YBOBEETHEA 2%FD vasw, -, vard OWTHH
KHUBIW A bODEATHS. LT, Gi @
front {3, FDOARRHSOEY (c @) b, Thoid
HOi¥®TH3. front RRIGOIETE 2= v FBE
IS LTBY, Z20%4 XHUNENIZE ZDBRERK
AWEHREE UTORBEESEHNC L 2EKT 5.

4 @ invasion O G¢ ZHlicE 3 &, HRERD
BoMEbb, FheENno front {3 {4, 5 & {7, 8}
LI585,

T, Gi OEBEAE vio=(w, Rw) &L,
ZhRQUBRERAE G LLES. CoL &,
(o) — AGe?) %, G @ '"TEx2=v &' &
W, 7(Gi) THT. K40 Gy DR TR, vo=v2
ThHy, r(Gy)=11, 2, 38} £735%. r(G:) BETEL
L& HG 2 '"BAEA L. & Gi @ 'front
B8 ¢ 13, G OHEERSE GV, G0 & F
3L,

{ max |f(GiP)| : r(Gi)#¢ DL &,
pi={1545¢
0 : HGi)=¢ D& %,
TEHETZ. Txbb, G BHAAD & X, RME
B front OS5 bBKH A XERT. i, b
(11T © 5 bBEKME @ %, £ @ invasion D
front #8¥ LS.

RBTERZ X, SFEAICEOTR, k=
v PO L BZDT, BEEALSUEMERSICHAR
ERHEL, —D2OTEAKMEIEZLENTOIS.

R4 OBTIZ, HFAAR G Gy, Ge,Gr ODPUDT,
zh#h front BEAELEFOEFDL ST B,

Gs Gu Gs G

Eﬁ]ﬁk‘i V2 v7 Us V4
TEx=vt+ 11,23} {9} {4,671 {58
#£4 1G)
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front 4,6} {4,5},{7,8 {58 ¢
front B3 ¢: 2 2 2 0
3.3 m B A&

3.3.1 MYS7DERK (B1:E:R%2)

¥ty b7 —2% G EL, #® invasion {Gi},
i=1,, | T BB OO TVBEETSE. UTTR,
@ invasion OHFAHRIC B W THABREEZ L Sh
S, B3 7BERLTH L FHEIRDVWTRRS.
invasion Z&HAEOEEBTHN T3 &, —RicH
BE0EAFsELNE. KR, 202hTho
B EBIIHEDOENBAHELE 578 U TR
=, DR EZRS 5 7iI0EM - RELTYL.
—ic, ARG IKBWT, DD Ry +T—7
GRE/HARECIVHIBEMRELTHNS. T
TX o, G OEBEE v EZ2OBEEAIC (A
R) BEAEYE B1H %KL, T ORE v 2§
ATV (Gi @) BRERS Gi'” RB—EOTAAICHE
BT 3. COFEAR, ERUCEBSEBEORERT.
nB, COFEARKELS22=y M3, TR2=v b
B4 (G & front f(G:P) LIKHBTE 3, f#F
A%, r(G)) BXUZDBA5 <Y v idry b7 —
s LHBIRT 5. T, front 3, BADHHEEE
BAELD > THBEDT, BIBRTEL. TObbD,

procedure Forward;

HREUHORELERMLABEI Y Y ISHBEORE 931

#5712, Hiie, / — F (front f(Gi?) Dif
#}EHD) £T7—7 (TR2 =9 ' 84 7(G) O
B|ERD)* ZEBMU, FORETEIRTHL.

R 5 7ERODT VT Y X LOBELERS iTRT.
2T, /—F S EERGDESS 7hOHMREL, H
K, PFE A (merging-point) K BT, LIED X5
ICEARMEO R, Tsbb, (G) & AG) D
SRY v IERDIENS, S o E AT TERES
HTWL. KL, T—/7ORERBREDOF AL RY
KiE->Thh, 0k A FE—EERS G2 icH
LTZhE T2 5T/ —FTdh5B. £D&D
15/ —FEnE &R, 7 —F S 2KAETS.

nE, HEHAACENT, BHMMENEELIENE
X3, BRBLGELEZVWCERBLLEZOT, ED
B EITHE 5.

X4 @ invasion KX BONEHEI 5 7E2E6 I
AT JWy, GKL-1, ¢ 1 AR G it T
EREhBT7T—27&/ —FOET2= 9 FERT.
&L, Gs TR, ZODBERDH —2 OTHMICKE
BIBDT, /—F (d, h) dDoi32H#%E (2K/F
) OFT -7 BHTNB T LICER.

T MMA S L7— ) OB (A D) LOBALROIELD, W
S372TIR/—F, T—2%2R05.

initialize solution graph with only two nodes, S and E;

for every merging-point V(1) (eV(G‘)) do

begin

Join:find all locally consistent fabelings for

r(G,) and I(Gi(p)):

replace Gi(p) with a single vertex eliminating

T(Gi);

extend the solution graph by adding arcs (associated

with labelings for r(G‘)) and nodes (assocliated

with labelings for !(Gi(P))) {Notice:

it f(Gi(p))=¢. add only the arcs and comnect

them to node E}

end.

BlS MySI7ERTUTY XA
Fig. 5 Algorithm that produces a solution graph.
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Ga¢(1,2.3] . 4.5

G«[9]

Oct. 1986

Ge<[4.6.7) . (5.8 G¢[5.8] . (oD

7.8

6 M40 invasion iILX 2S5 7
Fig. 6 The solution graph derived by using the invasion of Fig. 4.

3.3.2 RYSIDEE (hiBR2)

B35 713, HEBECL-TELETE2L=9y }
EZhicE > BERERET 2 7 - 2 BEE BATO
3. BREER, /—VF E holhd T, BERET—2
OxHic o LRI RSHBEORE, 7 <rvOBAK
FBELEHNG, /—F SETEBTEICEDEBS
h3. $bb, /—FEH»S S~BEIRTOH
LORTE2=9 PDSRAY, TRTOBKBETD
3. 2L, /—FE,RDEdI, BEER¥EDT —
7BHTVIEAR, SRKEPOHLS ~vOob0%
—DF OO L, —FiETEET 3.

BZiZ, ReicBT,

/-(c, d)—[b,a,b]-S

N f, =[S
DI, / —FET—2%IE-THLE, RDK
S BBRKELB—DEBONS. L, [113T7—72
D, Ftz () B/ —FD3 it ehEhEd.
Unit (6 8 4 6 7 1 2 3 9)
W (dhcdfbalb j
Zhid, 2.1 ITRLUFIBEFALSDOTHS.

3.4 HRROFE :

FiCBR - F R, invasion A3, B & R NG
BAREEFEDICED KU, BB OEIMED
RAEEX 284K, HRERETE. COT LR
HEBOEITICL D BB,

7, 5 7 OoFE (BEAR) Kk Tk,
/—=F E®nS S ~DEEE B BENBKBICHS
LT3y, BRI, MEov 4 X—8D &
%, BoB¥ICHHITS. AR, HEKLEEEZIETN

E—[d, k1—(d, h)—[¢,d, f]

VDT, BIFOXNFRLOBRL.

wic, BJ 5 7 OEFER (FiE@R) >0 TE
Z5. AR Gty 08 ETR, BETHEAE
vir=(n, Rw) £T5L, TR2=v & G
i3 s(to) OPARAETH 395, r(G) KHLTH
BES 5 ~VOERIZ, 7 <VIEERBME R DK
IEMIBO. o, v ZAUHEERDE G &
T35 &, front fAIG?) izt UTHIHENL 5 )V D
fE¥2, (min{max r;, |L|})% ZBIIZ . CZiT,
max7: {3, G WOTRAA (RERHERT) OFD
TH5 7 <NVARRROBKRY 1 XEKT. ¢ 13 Gs
D front B T, BHD I, I ~ijRE
FROY A X2—EEK LB, FIEEETTF = v
7 EhBTE2L=y t & front DB 7 <V HOK
ROBKIER

EIK «(min{K;, | L|} ¥

&85, L, IRBEEDA V7 vy s AES. L
MoT, NEBICETIHABMEIURS 5 701D
DEREFERD K & S48 O 1| XK x(min{K, [L[})?)
THAOLNBCEMD,SB. 125U, @ i3 invasion
@ front ¥,

Z DOEHTHE BT, invasion O front ¥ @ H3FH
HRICEWEEABCLERT. ¥, ROYUMIE
KT HBE, £31=y MCELTERS 55 <10
W33, Ofmin (|L'WY |K|'T) &% 5. chicy
LU, LoKRiI, BAHECLOHABONTELC

* Thid, CLP B#SEAMMTAET25C L EMETE DT

iz, Reh, LK L4 BEhd, MER XU invasion
ICEBINBHTHS.
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LERTHDT, Chid DP KB 2HEATH 5.

4. invasion OEBILIZDIVT

B TR~ 7= X 5 ig, invasion & front ¥ ©
WhEVEWVWS T &R, BT OBERITRT 31,
front MEHEX 9 VT —7D/NEV Ay by PT
H-T, HHBEOKEERS RO TS RIE
BT EERT.

zZZTR, @ 2B/MET B oFRKIDNTR
~7.

4.1 % & R

HE1 (3.2 f)kD, invasion ETHA (HRSEH
~=7) O EERETRANVE L EMNTES.

(8 2] JAAS v,-,vm THEIN B invasion
BH->T, G ZEROHFABRL TS Tl v & D
HicH 200D BRLKICH 3 HEHDOTARE va
(m<n) &F3. 1212 L, va XDHIICHAEANELE
LIRS, m=0 LT3 Zo&& HHAP
Unmsl, », Un BAEBIZENPITH, TOBREDIH
va! =(ta', Ra') 35, r(Ga)Cs(t’) Zi#l-T 12 51E, &
{A® invasion O front 1E¥T, YD invasion O
ZhEFLL.

(ZEBR) HEDOTHARNB IV EHF vaer, o, v &
WMEBEF O K invasion % {Gi}, (Gi'},
i=1,-,|T| &35. &7, i=1L - mn -, |T|
BT, Gi=G' Th5 (HAEAPEFLWVWYZ)
DT, 3.2 HiIOEHELD, ThEND front IEH ¢:
& ¢ BELWL.

wiZ, m+1Sisn—1 338D 1 IKDOVWT, ¥
_RPAIBOE i FE vi/=@'R/) £95. LT,
Gy 13, £OEATEA v'=(/, R) BT SHIIE K
D, BAATHBZELICER. uest)ISBERD2

front

I
|

|
/

a) good

7 front O4X

BoME A B oFn, XY XbFEtEsEn.
Fig. 7 An image of fronts. Local problems A and
B bhave higher locality than X and Y.

b) bad

HAREHORELERLEBEAT~Y) Y HBORE 933

=y b uid, G/ DREI=y FFkiZ front ©
ERTHB. dblL, TR2I=v IS, u&s(t) T
5. ELCAHMHEIBRED, G ORLKE2r=v I
s(ta) KEENB »5, u i G @ front DERT
Rghidi sy, 2hid, ¢« B8 G/ ONEa=y
FCHBEOIREIRFE. Liehh-1T, st) BT
Ba=y 1 24FRVOT, G/ BBAATIWV. &
>T, E#ELD G O front 88 ¢ 130 £72D,

Gi=9/(=0) BEZ 5. 0

[% 31 EH2IBWT, WBAF vast, -, Va1 &
FERICHE~H»Z TDH, invasion @ front EFIIFRE
ThH5.

FE2BXUHR 3T front HEFICE LT, invasion
Ohbbic, XYBRETR2=y FEEAEZERT
bINT EEEHET S,

[ 4] HEry P 7—2% G, EED @) (te
T) @ (ETIEV) BWAEA%E 0 TERT. T, ['(0)
*

I'(o)= ea (¢, R)|tez(u), (¢, R

BREHRT}
SBTRRESRETS oL,
Pmia=min| K (0))6)]

DR ILD. 727U, Pumin i3, G D invasion OF
/N front &%

GrE) (o6 2 ¢ DBUF L DEEsS 57T
»5. EiEH, |fKT(e)e)l BEERDLIiL, (GO
(o) BT 2FEHE|WS 7 5 72)D front ¥4 X) %
BT 5. @ invasion (£ front 8 H Dwia)
KEBUIBRHAOHER%E Gi E L&D, E&HLD,
G: PRkiCid, n(Gi) 0EH (== ) ZEIZ.
Lieht-> T, r(Gi) OBRERSETE LI =y

FEIZTRT G RBhTWA. O
£H78a=y VAERS ETZMHESE
BT OLEA,

U {@&R)|ter(u), (¢, R:) T

uer(Gi)
HHERERT]

L85, 2T, o=r(Gi) £BL L,
rG)Cst)(t: 13 Gi DEFEAD2
=y M) THB. F, Oun it Gi
® front 44 XPYULDETH 005,
FHOREANHINS. 0

[E#E 51 MoHE4E o(CU) BT
o=y VEE LR BT,
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PR IUDEMNRETH 3.

(REBR) &

4.2 invasion OBHLT I TUX A

B invasion 2RO AHLHMISF IR, BE1L
&b, HIERHAERTOH 5W B EFEH, front 15
BBRNDbDERDZ BDTHB. LHL, ZOF
i3, invasion ZHA4AKTHNL THBO W 3885
ANT, ERICEEZEPAILODOSTNTERSELE
W REKE ST, EBIKE, EE2TRULEKIK,
BFAADOEMGE, TRbbTRa2=» FEGOERN
BIEFOH R/~ NI T5TH 5.
FRIBIUEESXFA LIRS invasion 7T
Ufk%ﬂsK%T-m¢,ﬂWU£fdﬂ,ﬁﬂ
o357 KV ngoz‘.&c @ front I8PEFET.
F#ha TRY B, 2= EHEA U(SU) B
UHARA V(SVG) Kkt LT, KEEH Min_
front O (ZHF TP~ /: invasion @ front 1§
BOB/NME) EO/MINSOERTHRNFHRETDH
5. EHERBAAREa =y FBRA 0 &2, O~B®DF

program OPTIMAL_INVASION;
procedure TRY(U'; V'; F);
begin
VrtaaV-vrs The={tl(t,R) eV')s
for each o (SU')[3 t (eT") (o Es(t))

Alulues(t), t.R) eV' = U tW)U"-0 @

veCO

A (U £u) < Min_front)] do

e o

begin
push o to Dummy_solution:
if U'-o=enpty then

begin
Solution:=Dummy_solution:
Rin_front:=F;

end

else
TRY(U'-03 V' = Uz o) max{d (V''U)zu) . F}:
ue o ue o
end:
end; {TRY)

begin{main)}
Min_front:=oo;
TRY(U: V; 0):
end. {wain}

8 & invasion ZRDBZTTY XA
Fig. 8 An algorithm for an optimal invasion.
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