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W7 I 780, EX0NTEENOREET, 5
ZAONI B LORZEZ K5I/ A ATRERIDE
D3R % 8% B/ IMBIE/ X A BRE (Minimum Latency
Path problem, MLP) ¥\\5. T, BhA/ Sy =Y
JARRZ (Minimum Spanning Tree problem, MST),
Kt —)V A< [ (Traveling Salesman Problem,
TSP), BSINE > 1 # A F—RRIRE (Prize Collecting
Steiner Tree problem, PCST) & ZICIGHT 5 & H
TE5MET, NP-R#ETH B EMNHT N TN S.
Chaudhuri, Godfrey, Rao, Talwar [1] {& 2003 £E{Z&/)
B SAREICN Y 5, AN TS A <RIVT 27 I)Vik%E
RAWIGEMT7 VIY ALERE L. KB TRZOT
WAV X LEREL, FHEEEREE L TZ O LIEE
ZFHET 5. &5, iInUERERETERE 2 £ OBl
b X OB ET NI X LZHEEL, kEEEAS.
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BADEEN I 5T G = (V,E,c) IS UTISAP =
(V15 vn) BEZS. V IIRES, E GLEAR, c 30
APEEFNEFNRLTVWS. NAPRBIBHE v, €P
DIBE (latency) Ly, p &IE, R v; KEETBHETD
AP DAXN, §hbE 1, p=c((vr,...,v;)) &&
TEMNTES. MLP OB, 757 G IitBW\T,
%/ — R OBEDRMMB/INC/E 5 X 575/ R &R
5T L THb. ARTHS MEI, k-/SXFE (k-path
problem) EFEINZEDTH Y, A s HhORE t &
T, et kEULED/— RE@EZIADS B, &
BHOLDZRDBZMEETHS.

3 Chaudhuri 5O 7)VJU XA [1]

3.1 EEENME

Chaudhuri 5D 7)Y X i, Goemans and
Williamson @ PCST icxf§ 5 7)LdU XL [2] i
IREDTHB. 7VIAVXLIEX, s b t FTD k-
IS ARIEIC NS 2 BRIEAR IR & 2 DR REEZ v
TW%. DUNICHERRAIRRE (ERIE) 2897 .
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Ele, ERROERIETHT B ANRIEIE p, BRiv i
LT py, SCV\{s,t} LveSODEMHUT yy,s,
ZFLTteU hBE5HERERU C V\{s}icx
LTy EVIEBESTEDTHS.
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ABELTTS57 G = (V,E), thiis € V, &
te VRUNRS A= ANBEZENS. 7INVIV XL
Z2DD7 A X, REZBRDELLZEML THER
%3R8 % Growth Phase &AM SRNEDERET S
Delete Phase & DR E N T 5.

Growth Phase

TIWIVZALKIEBWT, 7773 EHES (active
component) A NEES (inactive component), &
EoNICHBIEN2DLTE. BRvIdIFADTFE
(budget) b, ZFH, v B ENREEDRRICHEST
3. EOTFEEROREEH, BhD s ZHERVES,
ELL Rt EBUCESHVEERESLKRD, IRNTDH
NFPHEO, LT s ZBEEEIRNER LTS, W
RECBWTR, SEEREZFNFThESEBRELTED,
sIEFEO, tIZFTHE oo, ZOMINTORIFTEN %
ZNENRD. 4B, By, s BER v BVES SIIH
FNTNWBREER, BN Fihoz] hEERELTE
D, ZOFAEZ 0 THS.
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2. e BTN TOED N ZROT.
e EF & vg IKHIST B Yu,S Y.

CDEE lIUTD 1 2 EBo0ERMIETED
ICBIENZEDET B,

KEENBEDTHED 1.25,1.5,1.75,2 %, Vp IcBE
NBEDTED 1/1.25,1/1.5,1/1.75,1/2 f&%, L\ oz
KT ENTNEREDT .
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1 by =0 LB EIIC e BB, EB, by =08
ol EiE, Db, >0DEve SHEIN
3. FOXS AR NE S IRERE LS.

2. Yu,s Hlec B (XS5 TLTEEC &
Co B TEBEIIC e BRR. TOLEWHE
LIEBIC s WEENS R OTERL LS.

Growth Phase I3 EDIEZRE DR L, RERETHE
BNT0%ERLUTEBE, INTOEEGHAEELZS
RRTRT T %.

Delete Phase

Growth Phase IC X DBONTz s ZRLHE/ZT &
T5. BohizTE3REKZ>TWVWSD. TT T, Growth
Phase DR TREREGEZER LI LDHBTNT
DEHARS CT\{s} ZBETS. RETHLTHED
NIRRTy, & yo,s ZIRUTHRT T 3.
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Chauduri 5D 7N IV X L& Goemans and
Williamson D7)V TV XLICEDWEEDTH BT
LIFBHCBANIZED 120, BE K EEREWIE Chauduri
ORFREEVIEZESZTCLICHB. 3.2BVT
i3, s Lt ADTARTORCH U T—RICACTFE N
BIRGA—RLLTEXTVS. ZC T, A 2—#TR
5L, Hlr P DRGEEEZLTEILEEB EICED
ROWER VT ERBORRLEZ R > 7.

5 RERRIMHEREFTAE
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RERICHH>T, AR TIEREFFEME (Vehicle
Routing Problem, VRP) I3 3 Z L FIETH 3,
Solomon DRV F—7* B ANT—2 L L THWE.
BEENBELTVWBEED C 247, S ALKEKEB
DREATD 224 TORERENETNASI L LIE
BziTolz.

iz, s RU t 5 HEHEHLUNDSES% near:
Vi, FNLt % far: Ve b I./'C, \%Y; & VEND A DL=3
ABCERED, FNFhOESOEEEE(LTEE
BERITV, RADOE S RUFHERMOFHIZIT- /2.
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£ 1BBRLABANT—2ICH LU THELNIADE
ILEERNAEE LOEEDTHSD. AHEATEN
VFI=IDRAT (CEAT REALT) BRLTY
%. Vy OER, Ve OEEEZNZNEROLELNE
1:1,2:8,8:2 8ix5K5ICs Lt hLDHEREEE X
2. £, \GAFE LTEZ TG A—=ZIZHL, Vy

*M. M. Solomon http://w.cba.neu.edu/ msolomon/home.htm

ADFLANDER_[VeD ADEZH [RRAOEE ] )
R Normal 2265.34839 5.83
R 22 76|n*2.0 f/1.0 | 2085.38564 10.14
R 22 76|n/1.25 #1.0 | 672.982677 5\5§|
R 55 43In*1.5 f%1.0 1785.0753 2.06
R 55 43|n/1.25 1.0 | 727.272013 5.2
R 85 13in*1.5 1.0 1848.83526 217
R 85 13jn/1.75 f1.75) 2039.21783 21.88
o} Normal 2543.78057 5.94
C 15 83|n*1.5 f1.0 | 2979.16091 6.33
[¢] 15 83|n/2.0 f+20 | 2212.24199 409
c 48 52|n*1.5 f«1.5 891.382133 22.78
C 48 52|n/1.25 f«1.0 | 1032.26941 5.74
C 81 17|n*2.0 /2.0 1569.57148 3.78
C 81 17|n/2.0 2.0 4510.77958 3.55
R4

R ZATDANCHNUTIE, Vv & Ve OFEELLH
1:1DFERNRADEE, FEREEBICEDL I &
BETLHEINTVB I EHEh o7 Viy DEED
ZNE IR NRADETOHEBZ RN IR TN
BN, BRSOV TS Vy DRICFEREZL G
2% L TRIBERENTE. HiC, Vp OBEBDE
WIBEIE Ve DRICBL FEES X5 L TRVWEN
BonTna.
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CEALTDANH U T, Vy & Ve OFEEZIE
BEOLE Vy DERICBNVAEEZDZCLICED, R
ADEECDVTRAESHETHILHTER. Vy
OEEEZL LIEAR, Vv DTFEDLREED S
ENNRADEETDOREICERSL, sTERMLERINT
W3, CHE R ZATTEEREED, Vy LB FTER
B22z2ET, s &t IOEVENEVEETRES L EE
E£HICEEN, TOBRELTTNIY ALHBRELET
TEHLEIONS. —F, Ve DEEREZL LoGE
W, Ve DERIREL AEEZB T ETRRAREL ko T,
6 iR

7\73‘?‘”95’47"&«25@%63‘, Vn & Vg, EB 5E
BOBNAHICTFENEZEZ B LHNRADETIZRD
TETREMTHS  ehhbholz. Eiz, WHDEE
EREBIC LEEAICEADEXDHBIIRIHNLT
W5, UEDT NS ADEXIHICL>TEHEOD
WEEREZL, BUTHELEVZS.

SHBOBELLUTIE, E5&5B3 NDEXAHADDH, £
UTABRE T — X TORE L EER, RUCZNhEERTS
7D T7NVIY XALDEELHBFENS.
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