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DENTATY ZLNELATREINR TR, $HE
70 —QFECHL, kv b7 —7 R ES DO
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W42 bDERES O, J5 TRHFHRICLIHR
DENT AT Y XAREONTE STREERIC/I:X
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t A Heuristic Algorithm for Solving Large Scale Multi-Con-
nection Assignment Problems by SaTosHI MARUMOTO,
Kazuo KisHiMoTo and KENJI ONAGA (Faculty of Engi-
neering, Hiroshima University).
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276 BB T35, BEHERRIZS KSHNRATL
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TRREREESRERLTEBONS Ay V7 —2 %4
vIrELTRY, BRBETINIHELRDFEY
1H 96% /T3, HRETRIBEOLIVAR,
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BIROBECIRET 37:0, BEOEMIMREEL
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T Y LR, BOMBEPHREET IREELTHE
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LT—RNEBDLNEbDED, =RT.

3.1 REAEMZNITYXA

HKEAPEROBEIEZRBT 5101k, K 28
MEFICBELPTOH Y by FTHRT 32 & 0E
BTHs. hybey POBEER, vy VEREZFC
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procedure MFW (m) ;
begin
for e E do w,: =0;
Vic# -0V —R v, ¥YV7 v XMAB;
for n: =1 to m do begin
nEDQY —A + ¥ v x0K%E PCai,
(f=1,2,+,4Cu) &T53;
for §: =1 to (Ca. do begin
rt: =0;
for (sj,t;) € PCxi do begin
&3 —Dk (vs,85), i) ZEIC
MAKERE © &T3;
rt. =ri+r;
end;
ve,v¢ BliCH K7 0 —2HL, BhH
K EBART7u—ll MF 2K$5;
for ¢ € K do w,: =w.+g(rt/MF);
&I —-DEERL
end;
end
end;
1 7Ty XA MFW
Fig. 1 Algorithm MFW.

¥ procedure SW;
begin
for v € V do begin
rii=p RV—X(+), ¥VI (-)ETB
ERoWM;
¥ =v OHE (+), AK (-)DAEROR
end;
for e=(u,v) € E do
we: =glrafes +riley
end;
2 TuTYXs SW
Fig. 2 Algorithm SW.
+3BAI v P T K EBR LTV S m BUTO
v—2 vV raoBsER, Cr1t+let o+ Cal
A BEETB7-D MFW OEERIZ O(A-MF) &
3. 727U MF BBRAK7 0 —OHERET Z. m
Rkl Ehid, MFW 3% K123 HRRMZLEE
LEZHTE OO TURELRIELLRVRY m
=1¢0L, X ARV —R+ YV IHOBN v }T
kT 5.

v b7 =70t Ro Y EEERS—RIEES, R
MA oy PRV —RAERY V7 ICERT ARES LR
RELYTVY, B2ioRkd O(E|) o7 ) X
2 SW (Simple Weighting) i, & < ic#I#KE#RIC
LCEHTH 5.

3.2 HEMRHTINTYXA

BEAEAER L%, REFERO— (100 a%)
Chi-aRBmEY —2 - Y/ EOBEEBICHR-T
BT BHBROBMESCRESY—R vV
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procedure NPFC (¢n, ¢r, 7);
begin
cr: =0; SP: =¢,;
while cn—er>0 do begin
for i: =1 to ¢ do begin
(si, t:) MOBRGER Si LER L %
X3,
if li<coo then SP: =SP U {Si};
end;
if SP=¢ then go to exit;
while cn—er>0 and SP¢ do
begin
Iw: =min {{;|S; € SP} ;
mcap: =min {c.|e € Sm} ;
if mcap>>0 then begin
4: =min (en—cr, [r %k mcapl);
k: =k+1; pr: =Sm;
npr: =d4; P: = PU {p4} ;
rm. =rm—d; cr: =cr+4;
for e € Sm do ce: =coe—4
end;
SP: =SP— {Sm}
end
end;
exit :
end;
3 7adY Xs NPFC
Fig. 3 Algorithm NPFC.

DRUF 3, EERBAREAREELATHIDER
DAETH . —RRICEROE MBI L hORRE
HET 3R D/NI VDT, B3IKRTTNHNTYX
2 NPFC (Nearest Pair First Connection) DIFEA &
73 %3. NPFC 34v —2* + ¥ ¥ 7 {HOBGEER
& SP poEVEREHICEATHERER D Y TE
FHEGBES PicamdT 3. on BRI REERK 7
REgEmo~R—2 2% LKXME (0, 11 RDEEL 5.
P IISEBER pi (1=1,2, -, k) OH4, HIST 5 np:
12 P ICEIDMTONIKROEARET B

NPFC 2O TEREYSEB LD KX en=aR
(R; MWERER) & LTHROELFUHEE I, &
BOBMSREREND cn>cr 51, BlE#kENT
EREREECbhiZE 55w, NPFC B&EOD
BA, 1XOEBRZHOYUTIOIKEY —R VYV T
AP OBRGEBERD DT OaR-q-ST) OHEE
e, 1L ST BBRERBOHARLT 5.

sEBEomnEEnETE, 5 vFAICRRU
toy —2 - v v 2 BEOREERICH » TRREMZ
#biEd 7Y X RC (Random Connection) A3
BETHE COBABOHERR O@R-ST) TH
5.



332 HHAEZ SR

procedure SRX (rn, rr, 8);
begin
Set: =¢; rr: =0;
while rn—7>0 do begin
for i: =1 to ¢ do begin
(si, ti) TR 2R LB AT
KRB E spi, TORBRAN %
sni, FENDZEAEME sei &7
% ; if se;>0 then Set: =Set U
{spi}
end;
if Set=¢ then go to exit;
while Set=¢ and rn—r>0 do
begin
Sem: =max {sex|spsr € Set} ;
4: =min ([3ksnm]1, rn—rr);
Shm: =SAw—d; rm: =rm+4;

. =mr+d;
for e € spw do ¢o: =c,+4;
Set: =Set— {spm} ;
if snm=0 then spm %% P
*EET 3
end
end;
exit :
end;

B4 Tagyxas SRX
Fig. 4 Algorithm SRX.

3.3 #EMEN7TITUXA
BRZINIREEBREOERAFROENSD,
WELNER v v 7 2 RARICHEN LiokR 2
BELTHWE36DTHS. LL, BOEEAN%E
WHT BcHici, RO ERRIEBRILELT
RESRBWEALDD, BOERMROPRISEESL
EHBZZERUBTHLL.

4T/ RT 7T ) X4 SRX (Saturation Relaxa-
tion) i3, MNMBESURRIZ L HOFRHRNEN

(a)ﬁﬁ:—g
e1 3
ez 3 :

(b) BANRLI-K

(10 11 ) - TIV T[RRIV K BAKL 2T

(s2, 22 :
(e) ?ﬂj—l‘
e e [KAIF
(d) gy 2 r
[ v1 | —] €1 €3
T —3—e] ]
RSs 7—2i%

Fig. 5 Data structures.
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SRX iCHWT, m BEMT KM, 0 EBER
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B, &/ —2 - Y/ MHOBREER LB Atk
BErnT 5.

SRX i3, &V —2X - ¥ v 7 NETHANBMKBRD
RERERDZDT O@-max(R| V], ¢?)) OHER %
D, 2L, 028R/qg & LT

—, BOERDBICHBESEENSTOLE, 5 v
FLREREBRLINZBRAT 2 RRX (Random
Relaxation) $#Z 5h 5. RRX |3, K&EBicsilL
BECBMOBLE 5L 56 DT, OBR|V]) DHHE
BLEbbEETH 3.

4. s> L0BH

4.1 F—5imE
BYTTNTY)ZLICHBETEF — 2413, v b
T—7, #BRER (V=R vV /b aDTER
3), EERERICABITES. h 513, ESicRT
SEEOLa-FEAL, /'3 7EBDEKYV A M
O REFEIN S,

HEIURBERLV -V, ST 388 &U
V=R v IRNBEICLOBREEINS. EBERL
I—-FHDR VLV y Fi3, BEERBSELETERDY —
AV VINBEERML, BB V2B NT
DNTVAREORBL 73— FORIEERT. &L
I-VFR, EEARIDERER BR) 24¢0
T, —REENPiIcEHEh, v—x.vvonce
B4 Y2k Y BLHic DT sh 5. E3
EWS 4271, BRI -BEREELCTRAD
ERRAKMER LI EORR, HEOK
#, BEBBRERINTIHDTSH 3.

4.2 wESW

7us AR, 2ETHRICERHEICH
STEYTTNT Y Xa A EDELE
KXOBEREh3. FIFATEYT Tz X
LDORBMERBICT B0, B 7ass5
LB OBREEER 6 ICRT & IcBkEt L.
BETRNIcbDIRT~T, K6 DB TLHS
EZFALABIERTE 3.

4.3 7054
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RERLT 3.
5. HREER

HEERIL, DUTIORT RENERLE
B 3EEOX v b7 —icxtl, AEE

X

6 Fnus 7 a0k

Fig. 6 Hierarchy of program units.

program MCA;
begin
i: =0; pen: =0; cen: =0; itr: =0;
repeat
SW;;
on: =[a,%R7; (R: PIREREREL
NPFC (cn, rn, 7); R: =R-mn
cen . =centrn; pen =ccn
until en>rn or R<=0;
while i<n and R>0 do begin
§: =i+1; rc: =[f%keen];
RRX (rc, rr, 3);
. =R+rr; cen: =cen—rr;
repeat
MFW (1);
en: =[dkR1;
NPFC (cn, rn, 7);
R: =R—rn; cen. =cen+rn
until en>rm or R<=0;
if pem<<cen then begin
pen: =cem; itr: =i end
end;
itr B OBRREBET S
end.
7 7Ty XA MCA
Fig. 7 Algorithm MCA.

1S OHSE RIS TR EED B, BOTER
BUFETEN - BRERETRIELUEREREROM L
2#N250TH 5. BRAYTOBRELEHIIZ, AN
N5 A—2aictDEAEIN S DT, PHERHAE
FHESAEXMLT a1, a2 &L, BEHK T LTY
% & MCA (Multi-Connection Algorithm) %[ 7 i
rY.

MCA BIURHTTATY XD 0T 5 Lk
11, FORTRAN77 %HF\ T HITAC M200H E
TEC 7. MCA ODKRXXiL 51 VEMY
1,500 /7, EFERT 171kB TH 5. SLBELTIE
MEBEA Y 770K EITERI, BIV][+
1BIE[+T7q+({+6)R LM ->TW3. 2L I R¥H

LD - KN

BLEEORMEENIHOTH 5.
GH) EHERMEOFHAR

mxn EHKETFI 7 7 LoEEOH Ao
Mick (Vv voBiEiES) %, 0%/
50% OBATHMT 3. ¢ R /%7 4 —
2EL, qHEDY =R+ YV I HOBRRE
WEEER R OSREF vFLRBTES. BER
121~5 %235 V& LB T 5.

AR) HMEOHARMI

Yy voBHRARTFS 57 GERAEL, ¢fF
DY —R Vv oit (i, ) 7 vELKERT B,
RIT si-t: BT i KORRERRL, SEHSRRIC
FERINEEE G OBRARET 5. BROBRKRY
HELTR, BOEXEF VA LKA L XDRHE
BYEERRATACELH S ARX Y P T7—JTH,
ZOVED T & D ERHS 100% EHRATETH 5.

HE) BEOHAMR L

Hu 0387 o— (fi, fo fo) METHER SO
By v 7—2iC, BR2OEMNELIBITIER
BEETETHETE, 2RBNOEREMTHSL
LpmohTna®. B8 iRy RAlicAR?2ZEM
Licdvy b 9—2 H (U Hu-%x» b7 =7 & 0F
3 13 HBROHEETESSELHELNEDDDEDT
5. HEAy }7—7 OHEHEELT, TV ¢ Y
SNEFEAETFA Y P T7—27 G LEEOX v T —
gy HAN A cBET 5. ki<, HOEHEA%:E G O
BEF VA ACHE STk, HOBEG LOBEH
BICHE S EEAREERE G LB LE AL 5. H
ik b7 —27 EOMBRERIIAERELD 100% EH

B8 v b7—2HIHRER
Fig. 8 Network H and multi-connection
requirements.
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%1 GRlxoy b7 -70HERR
Table 1 Computational experiments for G-networks.

5096 ¥+ v RAEFARY P T -2

D25 |man| g sy | ewx | 2R HE)T
G-1 96 258 30 150 | 140 4.7
G-2 187 519 60 500 | 352 14.8
G-3 384 1,092 | 150 600 | 440 69.5
G4 600 1,726 | 180 850 | 629 160.5
G-5 782 2,260 | 220 1,000 | 765 276.2

¥2 AR HERy b7-70HERKE
Table 2 Computational experiments for A-
and H-networks.

32w e x| gy ewx B UEF T
H-1| 100 210 | 120 | 160 | 158 | 98.7 10.8
H-2| 210 440 | 118 | 180 178 | 98.8 18.7
H-3 | 400 779 | 148 | 230 226 | 98.2| 46.0
H-4| 600, 1,231 | 173} 270 | 270 | 100.0 24.1
H-5| 812 1,615| 195/ 310 308 | 99.3| 120.2

H-1{ 179 293 42 98 97 | 98.9 5.3
H-2| 181 263 27 63 63 | 100.0 16
H-3| 189 287 33 77 74| 96.1 4.2
H-41 19 328 51| 121 117 | 96.6 7.0
H-5| 203 330 45| 107 | 106 | 99.0 6.9

HETH 5.
PUboHvyFuxk oy b7 —2icdd 2 MCA OF
BREREEZ L 21K ED5. HEA 52 —413,
ar=1.0, az=0.1, 8=0.8, y=06=0.5, n=5 %5
LT3,
HEEROFERRR, RO KT EDONE.
(1) *v F7—7 DR LFHERR

MCA OHERIL, &R OST-qlogR), B
8 O(MF+ST)qlog R) Th 5. 721°L, ai=1.0
ET B LRI O(STq) £73h MCA A%kD

F(s)
0.4}
0.3} S
50% 24 > kg
0.2 o

BErh T

0.1

T TTT

0.05 =

1 1

L
800
vl

9 GHivy b7—20CPUMIT=T/(glog R)
Fig. 9 CPU-time 9=T/(qlog R) for G-networks.

1 1 1 1 1
100 200 300 400 600

Mar. 1984

%0 — Bk70— A
20} -==- BAITEEE
A® 0%

A (ms)
W datn =3 ;

1 1 1 1 1

1
100 200 300 400 600 800

vl

10 BRK7o0-BLUREEROY S Vv—F V/IE
HU 1B D 0P EE
Fig. 10 Mean CPU-time per subroutine call of
maximum-flow and shortest-path.

® 3 BR7o-, BREEBOFHEEEHEMRS
Table 3 Computation time for maximum-flow and
shortest-path and total number of their
routine calls.

| BmAT e~ B EE K
O
7—-7 42 CPU - 4 CPU
PRI | epg () | TPHEEC | pg ()
G-1 790 1.9 616 2.0
G-2 1,227 4.3 1,332 6.8
G-3 2,238 11.6 3,215 41.0
G-4 2,943 21.3 4,633 103.6
G-5 3,698 32.3 5,944 183.9

HARIIER - BRSBTS N 3. G ®Mi v b
T =243 5 T2T/qlog R), (T: MCA 04K
R SHAKOBEERICRYT. /5 70ERK
D, 9 RY >y EOEHAIILLTHAKOK
L2FICHBT I Ebr5.

%313, G/MEyrT7 -2l MCA B8 Ak7
0—BLURERBV—F VERUH LzEKE Z0
LTHENMEE LD L0THS. B 10 3FEHL 1
&7 0 OFHFAKMEMEMOBRERLIEBDTH
5. FRALETAMT Y ZXLRZ, BA7 o — Dinic
%, BEERMELS Heap RXD—F5 N v 2 BH LI
Dijkstra % TH 5. R3BLUM10iz, MCA D4
AERHSREERBROHECLVXREIhTET E
ZRLTWS. BR7 o —HEKET 3RMSENE
DINDIE, B/hF oy b MY —RERR Y VAN
MERFEEL, flhA v b7 -2 BBRT 3 EEDUN
L BRAShBZ D EEDbN A,

(2) &R -BEROREREK

BN - B oORER 712, MCA o & #H KR
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MFW-+MFW

11 SW, MFW [ & 3 EBKBAROHES
Fig. 11 Change of realized connections by
SW and MFW.

PEBEATAEENRNTA—FTHE. BHEnD
ER, EEERCHESILNIACLIDELON
%. X 11 OEEIZ, MCA itB 1 3 n & EBRERAK
OHBEETHEGEHTS 5. 5~6 EOBN-F
MBUURRE LR B, ERNERARRRET S
K% H 2.

(3) HEmpiER

ABRBIUHBRy P72, EREIDEE
FA2100% EETETSHS. HBZ ABID BED
WEEL O FhThOFERRETRIZ AR
98%, H I 96% %7 LEMAL+AROEESHERT
7o, 71U, BPEBSRRHMT 22 o 7. 8 OF
25 2 — 2 DEENSSBET B ERIDEEDOR
FAERBENTES.

®4 HTTATY XLOEE
Table 4 Comparison of subalgorithms.

SW | MFW
v b
7= By m|cPu B |x: B |CPU B

2 omlm o @®ig e E ®
G- 6 96 89 2.1 92 3.4
G-7 | 187 | 201 175 | 22 23.7
G-8 | 384 | 301 335 | 311 60.5
G-9 | 600 | 421 82.6 | 423 | 120.0
G-10 | 782 | 404 99.7 | 406 | 161.4

RC NPFC
G-11 9 25 0.7 27 1.3
G-12 | 187 59 3.0 76 10.1
G-13 | 384 83 80 | 114 20, 4
G-14 | 600 96 16.3 | 140 64.8
G-15 | 782 | 116 28.0 | 164 | 124.5

s ‘ RRX SRX
G-16 96 49 2.4 50 2.5
G-17 | 187 83 9.5 83 14.4
G-18 | 384 | 105 208 | 108 42,6
G-19 | 600 | 140 64.8 | 139 95.8
G-20 | 782 | 149 | 1159 | 152 | 186.0

KBRS BRERERMBEO R ROIME 385

(4) BEIEREOLE :

GR*y T — amﬁb,m%ﬁﬁtxvﬁﬁﬁ&
LT, i)&bic MFW (B), i)&dic SW (—
ERE), i) £ Fh SW & MFW (E#) ZF
ALI:Zo0BEA0EEERARHEBO—FAZR 11
R, ERksric SW 2 AThIIRERETY
208, SERENTI) DBADKE0% TH-7c. B
gmosEEnid, MFW & SW 023 HBHYN
X< SW BHEEE (Z0BEA MFW ofy2.5%)
OET, TLIILRRESZ T3 RI4ERKC
i), i) OFRETLDS.

(5) #BIYTHEOLE

RC & NPFC #FUG®A v F7—7iIcERALK
ELE4hBICRT. RC 3, FERICAHETH S M
BEATREDDTEL.

(6) FEREMEOLE

RRX & SRX 2G®ix v b7 —7 @A LI—H
%% 4 TBICORT. BENEKICET 25 HRHEI,
BEAERDESREYIC k< TIEFI/MZ V. SRX
ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ&ﬂTW5#,MOXé¢®%§%E
ARRX FEEOH LG ICHNE ¥ 2. RRBE
245 BAOEDHIRENLS, BERRNICRIEERER
»ZEEEMEEEcnEBbhs. 7, SRX
R H B RO ISR AROREIN S L IBREET
3. chii, FA—REOERH - FElRLREINL.
HDTHAD.

6. & ¥ U

EREBEFR T VY XH MCA & Z OEFOK
A FE~F. MCA OHERMIZY » v/ BOHIAIKC
b 5T V| 2glog RiCHBIL TS, BKT7 7 —
OHEBRIRY » v B XD K& EMAT S
2, BEERBONERBEBNZEL TS, UK
3) Cit, MAOBK7 o —BXUBREEET v
oL, ERPRHICY - 7o ERIVSFREL L
BhhT3. MCA OEK7 o —8 XUREERRET
SEM LR S0 7 LOHERMIR, BFRY T
7 —7 OEL, Xk 3) ORRELIEFICL L —HT
3. LHL, Zhdd MCA OBBICMAIAANE
2 (X 10) i3, EHEHEESK 15 WETT 5. EE
&Lf,fnfaAwﬁﬁﬁiUﬁﬁf £ DEHK
XMt Lk, R—I VT ZOMDA =¥
y FOBKT BT EMBELOSNS.

BER, ASSA—2BEry 7 -7 DR
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VENRBECEELAS VRN ELERT. MCA
i, =10, y=8=0.5 &\ 5 HBHI¥ L RED
TTh, FHETEK 96% %R LUEANKCHIIL <
NIZELTWHA.

ABROBEERICE LD 5.

(1) BAJ5 4 — 2 LHEEE, MEOBE:
YHICT 5. L IOMBOHEZ, Hu 2y v —2
PACOBEEOE NS DEFIH LS LT 3.

(2) VLSIL, &fF - KERAOAHFTEL WIS A%
LT B0, MARR B/ x BEERE
‘R BE51CT 3. _

(3) ZEBMEBMBERSWAHYRFL%2ED L
5.
BRLIT 0I5 ARAFTHTS 5. HEET,

T724 REBHHERKEI TR

LEBRFTHRH2HR 7 o ITHERRTIRE
T THEEIL.
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