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1. FADE  Sedlacek (1963) [1] A% magic graph 1]

Bz HEk U TR, Wallis % (2000) [2] @ Edge-Magic / \ / \
Total Labeling (EMTL) % Sugiyama (2014) [3] D — 6 5 5 6
f{t EMTL, Simanjuntak % (2000)[4] i2& 3 (a,d) / \ / \
Edge Antimagic Total Labeling (EATL) 7& &3t X @ @ @
NTE o, AFSCCTIRTHMA - S TERUE OB 2 FliE (a) )\ﬁa f]) EMTL AE18 11])
% —fkit EATL éfm%b%@'[i%‘i&i/\é [5].
2. Magic/Antimagic Graph 757 G ®H / \ / \
MV 2 E »oilfET 2 HARBOES {1,2,--- ,n} 4 5 1 3
DREADEF N VUE — 20027 n) (T L TR / \ / \
(1) O e = vv; TOEH N (ef) H2TOBL e, e B () (©
U T A (eg) = Smegie) 239, EMTL & & U, () Affjf]) (d) Ay
S(magic) %5 (magic sum) & &3 [6]. v=e=3my=me=1n=6

L ST (Cs) IR 2 BATL AT OB

A (er) = M) + Alee) + A(vj) (1)
4 N

R (1) OFH \*(cr) GORTEHET) O FUFAYSE 5051 (9] EIB 1 OO e 2B, 2 TOESOW d; %%
H: o, N7 0) LRDGH N % (o 5) EATL, €D 75 Bedd. UFEZTH, BATL I3FELR.
7 % antimagic graph & K38 THAC - QI iE < B O (1) e = 0(mod. 4),n = 2(mod. 4)
BOREK A — M my, me DIE, [y, me] ’jﬂé: U, (a,d) (2) e = 2(mod. 4)
BATL Q¥ o, A% 6 O BATL & X% v &7 § = 0(mod. 2),n = 2(mod. 4)
fEHT 28 FIE n = myv +mee (v=|V],e=|E|) T 0 = 1(mod. 2),n = 0(mod. 4)
bB. ANwD OFEA (2) MEENB. N /

- R (3) DD a DRk - BNIABAOE 1 THD A(v;) T
@@ 1 EATL A" ) O o, 8726 BEVFOARE  wexn, zomk- B/MIET 2 2 £2%h 5. EATL

REWRT ST =2mtme £ 5. DY - 37 & EMTL ORI L OBIFR (4) %5,
n'(n +1) .
a2z —— @ W3 V77 GIZBWTH—O Av;) (23 LT EMTL
5 < W —=2) +me(e—1)) CRZDGEDEME Stmeeic) L4 5 &K (4) DY VL.
- e—1 _ )
1 _ S(maglc) (4)

10 BATL AT 086, & (2) TR5H S HIHOD

TRIZ a>6, NEDLERIX I <45 THD. e )
EATL (@9 “C“ﬂiiﬂﬂ]ji*%:_& (3) AW VIO, 3. EMTL/EATL DEK EATL ) = A

[mv,me [moy,me]

T T4 VM f(x) = ax+b EDE fod & foA(z) =

8 2 EATL )\Eo“s) ERHUTHREBLd; ODTF77 GO {f(z) |z €A2)} (€ VUE) TEHT .
B v, ALY BB M) 124U TR B N )
% 5 SIS (3) % i & 4 BEATL A" | @ affine Z2# r(z) =n+1-z
, T EATLASD 2515,
€~a+5'@:Z(di*)k(v%”(n; SN0 a=(n+1)2m, +m) — (a+de—1), §=05 (5)

i=1

NS =008, R 3) KENABRII—HTE. & 54 A0 0O = mv+mPe &M : SO (i = 1,2))

RH2 5 EATL OIEEFEICHET 2 EH 1 5605, OE (F) A= XD e \® 2R (6) TEHT S [7].
® Properties of Generalized Anti Magic Graphs M. Sugiyama,
(The Univ. of Aizu) Az) = A () U (f,,» © A ))( ) (ze VUE) (6)
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ZIT fow =a+nW EROTT T GIZTHUMTE
D free (HHBELEHEZ) EMTL/EATL 2M74£9 5.

= (magic) y (magic)
@8 5 1. EMTL A 6 Agos ™

(1.1)
2. BATL Al

AMEE e = 2k +1 O, EATL AS(;H)&)

4. (2k+1) fAFGITH LT BATL A2

e i AXO A2 3 EMTL OFf EMTL, EMTL &
EATL O EATL (6 3£ ARL) L85, MEL
£ EATL OF, UM RO 20O %E2EHTE. 27U
MDA D —Fii% edge-free £ T 5.

3.1 align &8 (F1) Y OFMEHIFT S, 12 LT AP
OF%E TGS 5. 8 = at6(i—1),5 =d +
§'(i—1) DEBLH S; 1& & = a+a’ + (2m),+m)ny +
(6+8)(i—1), 6 = 6+ DHHEBHIT N\

[my+m! me+ml]
LB, SOk A=A a8 NG LR

3.2 reverse align &M% (1) A [@vféﬁﬂfﬁ]iﬂﬂ S;
R UTA® OIMEBIEICOEEIES. S, =a +
(e—1)0—08'(i—1) T, ABAM S; lda=a+ao +
2ml, +ml)ny + (6 — ) (i —1),6 =6 — & DXL
T, @) | EBB. 6=0 OBAS=0/b

[my+m! me+m/
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EMTL (magic) £ 2%. 0@z A= A" G
Moo &
2-(a), (b) D ATy ) R UB 2-(c), (d) 134
o (31 ME () ) e 3) A
2t >‘[1,0] ® /\[0,1] 7)‘[0,1] ® /\[1,o]a 2-(e), (f) 1&&
. (371) reverse (171) (111) reverse (371) -
BATo © Ao Aoa] © Ao ThB. fs

& RO AR E FWWT EMTL/EATL OfFAEIZBET %
L2 M5 NG, EH 2 (4) 1F Baca (2001)[8] [(a,d)
EAVL T super (a’,d +£1) EATL THd]1, (5)
i& Sugeng(2005) [9] T(a,1) EAVL THOEMEFEHTH
i super(a’,1) EATL THd ] O—M{LTH 5.
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® o
4/ \5 1/ \2
/ \ / N
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6/ \5 3/ \2

—@® O—1—©O
@ A2 (a=95=0 () A2 (a=12,6=0)

[1,1] [1,1]
v=e=3,mMy,=m.=1,n==06

2: ZMJF (C3) IZX9 2 EATL AREDH

4. LTV K@ TlE (b EATL 2 2% L 2 O
H %k X7z, antimagic graph D _FEFHD A %= AT
magic/antimagic graph Z K TE 5 I & 2R U 7.
HBiEF antmagic graph Z A ¥R T DY =7 N THRE
UTCTKNZZBETTH (RER) ITEH# U 7.
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