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Continuous Time/Cost Tradeoff Minimum Spanning Tree Problem
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Abstract: Given an undirected graph and a parameter such as time on each edge, the minimum spanning
tree problem is a problem of finding a spanning tree that minimizes total time. In this study, we consider
the case that the time on each edge can be reduced by throwing resource such as extra fare into the edge,
and find the minimum total time spanning tree within a total resource constraint. As for the reduction
of time for each edge, we assume that it can be continuously and linearly reduced. Therefore, we call the
problem the continuous time/cost tradeoff minimum spanning tree problem. This kind of continuous and
linear tradeoff relationship is often seen in the subject of project scheduling problems, which has been studied
before as CPM and is easily solvable. But in the case of the minimum spanning tree problem, even though
the tradeoff relationship is continuous and linear, the problem is known to be NP-hard. Also we prove that
the optimal solution has a characteristic structure. These proofs are different from those seen in the past
research. Based on our formulation, we show that the Lagrangian relaxation problem is divided into two
independent tractable problems. Hence, we succeed in obtaining upper and lower bounds efficiently. By ap-
plying these bounds into the pegging test, we show that in many cases optimal solutions are obtained before
going forward to the branch-and-bound algorithm. As the number of edges becomes large, the computational
burden increases, but our computational results are superior to the results in the past research, especially
when the graph is sparse.
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Fig. 1 The relationship of time/cost tradeoff.
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Table 1 The results of using Gurobi callback.
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Algorithm CalcUB(T)

Input: a set of edges T, which is expected to be a tree.
Return: the greedily assigned value, which gives an upper
Bound when T is a tree.
ce:=ci(e€T),UB:=3 pti,b:=B—3 ¢t
if (b < 0) then infeasible return // shortage of budget
Sort (t7 —t8)/(ct —¢g) (e € T') in non-decreasing order.
e:=1
while e < |T'| and (¢} — ¢ <b) do
Ce 1= cC,
UB:=UB + (t, —t£)
b:=b—(cl —cf)
e:=e+1
end while
if e < |T| then
fi=e cy ::cj-—i-b
UB:=UB+b(th —t3)/(c} — c)
end if
return UB
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Algorithm Lagrangian Dual

Algorithm Pegging Test

Input: Nothing

Return: lower bound BestL B, upper bound BestU B and
the optimal A%

0:=0,\ :=0(e€E),p:=15
while ¢ < 500 do

if (100[¢) then p := 1.5
Solve L, (X*) by Gurobi
Solve Ly (A) by Prim’s MST algorithm
LB := Ly(X%) + L,(\%);
if (LB > BestLB) then BestLB := LB and AL := \*
UB :=CalcUB(T) where T := {e|y’! = 1,e € E}
if (UB < BestUB) then BestUB := UB
if BestLB = BestUB then return //optimal solution
if BestUB — BestLB < 1.0 and ¢ > 70 then return
d':=—a' +y' // by (25)
if BestL B is not updated five times in a row
then p := 0.8p.
0 := p(BestUB — LB)/ Y, ,(d")* // by (26)
ML= A\ 0td’ // by (24)
=041

end while

Input: BestUB, AX
Return: Fy, Fy: the sets of edges fixed to 1, 0, respectively
for each e € E' do
solve LB, := L;(AF|zl = 0) and LB, := L,(AL|yl = 0)
if LB, + LB, > BestUB
then Edge e is included in the optimal tree.
solve LB, 1= Ly(A|zl = 1) and LBy := Ly( M|yl = 1)
if LB, + LB, > BestUB
then Edge e is excluded from the optimal tree.
else PegShortagele] := BestUB — (LB, + LBy)

end for
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A LTS - S B - REEZ RO L7217 T I,

7V T X L Pegging Test DA AL 13, 5750V a
BB & RN 7R, RKOTRE 5256777 >
VA Th b, xl, yb b 32 EFAKICERT L.

EBRICTRELXFIHEZ T2 L &1, 2L =00) DL &
D LA |zl = 0(1)) ® yL = 0(1) ® & & D LN |yt =
0(1)) kD BUTEE R, T7T Y 2 BOTHIE* <
BRI T/ LB, := L,(A\"), LB, = L,(\") Z1\ 5.
F72, 2L =100) D& ED Ly (A" |zl = 0(1)) &, Gurobi
DT 28+ 28 =0(1) ISFEE L TRD 5.

—J7, y* ARG T = {e\y(f =l,ec B} Rk L T
WBEDT, yb =00 L Z12 LAyl =1) 2k 270
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121d, TEU{e} TTELHBOMDPS e 2B CRAD AL
RO e REEL, AL - \L 2 THUEORG L § 5 2 LA
T&L., ¥z, gk =10 X2 LAyl =0) 2K 2D
72121, TE\{e} TEEIND N v M5 e &/
DN RFOR e AYEL, AL, -\ 2 THMEON L 5
CENTED. LLEds, 77 TOBEENEL L,
e BROTLFMOBHICRY, FHEAROHILT S
7o, b ECT/RTEIHMIERTIE N\, = 0o & LT Prim ®
TILITY) XL EHCTRNEEARZ RO TWAS,

Bie Z#4k5 LFEE L-MEEME, SITIRTERD -
7zt & BestUB — (LB, + LB,) Dfi% PegShortagele] &
LCRBELTBL, Tnidtie 2O RV EEET 5720
23, THEE LTORREAEZRL TS, ZOfEIZR
FI DO BRREEDOBRZ, AR OBYIEME L LTHW .

4. DRRERTEZE

DRBRE L, B R /RS VRS 2RI L 72
THEZREE NS, THREDOE T H\ CTREFOLF
ETHHAZREL, RENICRERZGLIETEHD
DTHb. 2T, HAHTHEICBNT, L LEEELL
BleEz Fy, MOBWERELIMESE Fy &35, £
7z, AREFFETH TV B EHAIRTEIE 2 508 S n - fhk %
LTBY, Fi, Fyb L) fillRoowzFREzZ ZhTh
L.(\Y|Fy, Fy), Ly |F, Fy) &5 5.

SRIREE TR ET R E WD 1 D7, SRR EIR
BThsb., M HIEEMEZ w5 & X123, 78R L
o 12 U SRR DR & § 5 2 LD, KSR
DYy, BHFED 2 D123 H S NTHBY, LAY Fy, Fy)
F—MRICEREE R L, L, |F, R) A 2 5ok
B o998

AW T, L, N Fy, Fo) RS 2 HoM % k4 2
LIHEHL, TOT ETFH Z2BABDY B, I T
A b OBIZFLE L T B\ 72 PegShortage[e] DED /N & \»
bOERBIRMNHHERE LTEINT L., 2OLV—L0D
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Algorithm BAB(F1, Fy)

Input: F; and Fp in the current subproblem

Return: Optimal solution. Optimal value is BestUB.
solve LB, := LI(AL|F1,F0) and LBy := Ly(AL\Fl,Fo)
if Lo(AF|Fy, Fo) or Ly(AF|F1, Fy) is infeasible then return
UB :=CalcUB(T) // T is the solution to L,(A'|F1, Fp).
if UB < BestUB
then BestUB := UB and update the current best solution.
if BestUB < LB, + LB, then return
if (|[F1] =n — 1) then return // completed under the set F
e = argmin{PegShortagele] |e € T'\ F1} // next branching
BAB(F; U {e}, Fo)
BAB(Fy, Fy U{e})

TOHBBREEDOEIRET VT X 451E, RO Algorithm
BAB(F), Fy) D& ) IZRiiBTE 5. 22T BestUB % AF,
n R I KBNFRICES SN Twbsbotd5, Tz,
R o T AHEEET DT, BRIFUHLO) B 1
2% BAB(Fy U{e}, Fy) ICA o7& &121E, LB, DfEidH
MELF Lz RS 720, OO0 THCBLET R,

5. ETEHEXER

5.1 Kataoka-Yamada & D EE#L

Z O TORIAMSFERR L, JeATiZECTH 5 KY (Kataoka-
Yamada [9]) & HET 5700, FHEIRESMEOARZEIX
bHAA, BLEBY—FFTHKY o7 M—I2LT
W5,

T T) ALIEANCI C SFECRik L, 777 vV 2k
HMED—ETH % Ly(A) ZEHHET 572012 Gurobi5.0.1
ERLAIAATWV S, FHHF%IL DELL Precision T7500 (Intel
Xeon X5680 (3.3GHz) x 2, RAM: 96 GB), OS % RedHat
Enterprise Linux v5.5 C Intel C++3 > /34 F % w7,

MEE SO n, HOBm OFE ST 7 P L s T
7 K™(m =n(n—1)/2) LIZBWTITV, BHOE ¢,
¢ d [1, R) O—kRE ST 2, ]GE (1) 25EE 0 o &
INCHEE L7z, —T7, PTERER ¢2(6 € {s,r}) 1&, BH
WG CTUT o 3MEHOMBEZ 52 5 & ) 1A L 7.
UNCOR : &40 2 M7 L7z [1, R] O — ML T

52 5.
WEAK : t} :=[0.8¢ 4 [1,R/5]]
STRONG : % := [0.8¢2 + 0.1R + [1, R/100]

WENOBAED, 8 BREAESEE, KE Q) BiET
LEIFEL, 5, 47 & Lie. 7, FHBOBED, KY
ICEDETB:=aRn &5, ZOa b THENRTA—F L
525NNl Al 58

FEEROM I, FEE/BHOME (R 2), SLERSEOH
PR (R3), BIOFHENTA—% o (R4) 22T
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V10 [ OFATOFEEE R, RIFETOT7 IV T X4
X, 777 Y 2 BUGRE, ST A L, SRREED
SEBTHBIEENTWAEDT, ZREFNIZOWVTEERK
FLETHRER 2 A D, WBICRIATR & LT, KifED
b L KY DR L ZHFLT 5.

#1, 2 312BVWT, 777 Y2 BHEIZOWT
#ite (37 77 ¥V 2 i E KD B L5 AR O LKL,
gap I E FHREOHM 2= TH L. F 7240 1E, 10 M OFER
DL, T7T YT aRMIPHET LI T gap €T,
DF ) ETHES B L TREMRSHFSN 20K TH Y,
ZZTHY Y P ENRBIEIZONTIE, UBEOFIETSH 5
T T A P RRIREDIAT o T v, Lepu id 77
T VY RN L £ () Th 5.

ST T A PIZDWTIE, #pegl 2R A L fEE S e
B, #pegl 2R 5 2\ EEIE SNTBHETH 5. #pegl
n— 11— L7228 212, RICLERTNTORAE
EINTz, DF ) EEHIHON/-DT, Hi { SRRz
13T o T\, Pepu 1T 7 A MIE L 72 FEATHFH
() Th5.

GREREZEIC DOV TIE, opt 2SaEETH O, 4 OFIE
FTARTICBWTKY &=Lz L 22 L TWwb. #bra
(L A%TE AT %L, BBepu (3 BRI E L 25T ©
Hb. 72720, SHEERERORIRER % 1,200 & LTw»
50T, —#B 1,200 LA T 0o 728D D 5.
2o ZMEEOBIZ OV T, RROTFICaxy el
TRLTWA. 1,200 B TR %0 o 728 & 13 R#EE I,
1,200 2558 L7 CORBETH 1, fead M L 0REE
ENTwRv, KD 1,200 AFHE L2 EOH DT
HA. F72BBepu id 1,200 & LT 10 M OFIHIZEHD T
WLOT, b Li#EEIRIES NS F TRME LR S &,
HOHMEL Y L RELRDDICR L. HKED 2T TRANE
TOMRETER (Tepu) & KY TOEFTIEM (KYcpu) %
L Twh,

SREBLT, I79 VBN b ETREDEIZ
FHNEL o TBY, MEOHEIZX > T EFED—
HTAHZETRBICHITITOALSEITETES (#g0 D
BrR k)., T/, 97550V aBMZITTImITRLT
b, MEFITTAPTELDOEDEEEINT VRS Z LA
BlEECTE 5., ETFRMEOESTI/NEL, $724 DD
SIS ENT VDL DT, HHREHEICA->TD, KiEfF
PEONDLETICO TP L AR I N T RWnT
LOHIETE S,

2 IHEOEH LR & OMBEDEVNE L DTH
L5, BRIFEWN R 7T 7T, T L R oM AR <
HbHEE, 5750 BBV ETRENX— T 5
fHASABND, E5HIZ, HOKA1,000112%->Td, 7
75 Y 2 FOSRIEIC B 5 %A RO LT 50
CHELT, ETREED 12U -sTwE, L2LEDD,
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2 BHLMOMBEEZEZ 724 R=1000, o =0.4
Table 2 The results for correlation of time and cost: R = 1000, o = 0.4.
Lagrangian Dual Pegging Test Branch-and-Bound CPU
cor. prob. #ite gap #g0 Lcpu #pegl #peg0 Pcpu opt #bra BBcpu Tecpu  KYcpu
PE9 272.3  2.69 3 0.06 96.6 158.7 0.06 20140.74 11.4 0.00 0.13 2.23
P9 321.8  1.80 2 0.16 195.5 357.6 0.28 37678.31 16.2 0.01 0.45 26.40
U P 1919 0.88 2 0.23 395.9 718.4 1.07 76099.86 12.8 0.01 1.31  180.53
N PSSY 1124 0.33 1 0.24 596.8  1078.3 2.59 113490.15 9.2 0.01 2.84  752.40
C  PZE4O 1243 040 3 0.38 795.3  1435.7 3.57 154109.80 16.4 0.03 3.98  1929.40
o P 67.6 0.18 1 037 996.4  1799.1 7.16 190702.76 8.0 0.02 7.55 —
R K3 3504 2.10 0 0.8 32.5 736.7 0.61 1136.40 38.8 0.02 0.80 0.39
K350 414.3 1.66 0 0.82 64.1  3068.6 9.18 1283.95 267.8 0.47 10.46 5.84
K730 3281 1.19 0 171 92.5  7008.1  48.79 1339.21 310.0 1.11 51.61 27.89
K210 266.8 0.82 0 273 130.3 12546.7 154.86 1373.43  1309.6 9.47 167.05 99.79
K39909  353.9 0.63 0 6.79 152.5 19682.3 387.13 1368.59 439.2 4.76 398.68  304.63
P9 121.2  0.70 8 0.04 98.0 159.5 0.02 25054.43 0.8 0.00 0.06 1.73
P9 46.4 0.16 6 0.15 197.5 359.5 0.15 45487.58 3.0 0.00 0.21 13.89
W Pjjeo 35.6  0.02 8 0.15 398.5 720.5 0.28 91612.93 0.1 0.00 0.42  134.22
E PO 50.6  0.09 7 0.31 597.7  1078.0 0.91 137051.04 1.5 0.00 1.22  636.71
A P20 44.8 0.15 7047 796.5  1436.0 1.08 183928.86 1.2 0.00 1.55 1039.86
K PR 37.7  0.00 9 0.71 999.0  1801.0 0.82 227619.05 0.0 0.00 1.53 —
K39 367.0 4.54 1 018 31.7 733.8 0.52 2628.55 95.4 0.09 0.78 0.12
K360 4571 2.63 0 0.86 67.2  3071.2 8.96 3696.54 155.0 0.65 10.47 2.56
K330 4142 2.09 0 214 103.5 70052  45.66 4688.30 262.8 2.41 50.21 14.81
K220 4165 1.64 0 3.46 138.2 12543.1 146.91 5320.90 389.8 17.55 167.91 49.83
K39999 3395 1.51 0 4.85 173.5 19679.5 376.54 6033.00 896.0 60.59 441.98  133.22
PEso 17.7 0.00 10 0.02 — — 0.00 28251.38 0.0 0.00 0.02 1.93
P5Y 23.6 0.00 10 0.06 — — 0.00 51495.75 0.0 0.00 0.06 61.04
S P 29.4  0.00 10 0.19 — — 0.00 103681.39 0.0 0.00 0.19  109.47
T PSSO 35.4 0.00 9 0.36 598.0  1080.0 0.33 155091.17 0.3 0.00 0.69 1734.38
R P& 34.5 0.10 9  0.60 792.0  1430.0 0.56 208458.51 1.7 0.00 1.16  1675.32
o PEY 42.6 0.04 8 0.93 997.5  1796.0 1.74 257683.67 0.3 0.00 2.67 —
N  K[3° 4146 3.05 0 020 29.4 732.2 0.60 4659.00 169.4 0.10 0.90 0.11
G K30 3384 1.09 0 0.66 63.9  3067.7 8.85 8821.20 275.4 0.63 10.13 2.53
K330 304.1 0.79 0 1.44 96.6  7000.7  43.61 12991.80 959.2 5.03 50.07 26.99
K210 143.8 0.48 0 1.60 132.3  12540.9 140.44 17128.10  2879.0 26.24 168.28  191.53
K999 1185 0.68 0 240 148.7 19664.1 383.52 21278.00 15728.2 1426.04 811.96 1703.53

1) 10 [ 3 25 1,200 BLUNIZHK THET, 20560 CPU i 1,200 & LTwa.

ST T TIIBWTIET VT VY BT TR, SR
FORR LI %A% < LThREFEIEONT, ST A

FE2LTOE L OBHPREEDEEFHE-TLEo> TS,
DR CTHRIREEICA->TH, RdFEZ155 T2,
HLREOGHEBRCFATHMAET 52 L5 h 5. FFIC
SRATEE DA 121 1,200 LA TRV 22 2 o 72 R b v <
DA O NI,

WETERERICE L <, FHN 7T 7128w TEARZE
TRETAHTLITY DD, KY TREENTWELT
NI ZALED) SEEMICECES S LICHI LT,
—F, BET T T TIIKY IZERL VL. LELEDS,
WTNOBED, ST A MBS AEMERE DY, BE
HEFEMOKEEZHEOTBY, BROLWEET T 7Tl
KEGAHIZHE > TWBE I EWGD5H.

© 2016 Information Processing Society of Japan

3 EEBOERTHEZ LR A0 TH L. Bl
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THFNIBEATR O N T2V T T 7 DT HETH 5.
FR210%2 205 103 12805 101550 b, 10° 205 10% 124
b5 10EOEEDTIRKEY, THEFRLT 105 TH-T
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IR DEDENSH D EEZLNL, FHMNT T 7T
1, GLBOSEHNLAS &, HIBEEE D &RmIckE <
HAHDT, 7777 aEMICBIT S gap (HixfiRzE)
KELWFB>TWED, 792V 2 BIHERZFTCET
FAEDSS 3 L Tl 3o N2 5Tz g ERkE %
HEI . ZOROETT T A MRS HREEICBWT
b, ALBOHAZILITA I LICEAHBIZITIEAEALR
o,
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F 3 HLHOHA R 24X 7284 I UNCOR, a=04
Table 3 The results for the range of random: UNCOR, a = 0.4.

Lagrangian Dual Pegging Test Branch-and-Bound CPU
L  prob. #ite gap #g0 Lcpu #pegl  #peg0  Pcpu opt #bra  BBcpu Tecpu KYcpu
P9 57.6  0.22 3 0.02 96.7 158.3 0.06 2048.66 9.8 0.00 0.08 0.96
P38y 50.7  0.04 5 0.04 197.4 359.8 0.17 3839.79 2.3 0.00 0.22 6.49
PLi3e 63.4  0.08 2 0.10 396.3 717.5 1.05 7752.10 23.9 0.02 1.18  41.28
Pjss0 60.5  0.04 3 018 596.7  1077.9 2.05 11560.10 8.5 0.01 2.24 17712
pzzio 55.5  0.16 5 0.25 785.6  1422.4 2.55 15689.80 42.6 0.07 2.87  387.66
102 PESY 65.1  0.09 2 0.38 991.9  1791.3 6.34 19422.69 45.2 0.10 6.82 —
K80 71.0 0.35 0 0.05 31.9 734.3 0.60 130.97 55.2 0.03 0.67 0.19
K360 737 0.39 0 0.19 51.9  3057.6 9.00 164.90  4456.2 8.17 17.36 3.74
K340 116.4  0.53 0 0.82 58.5  6956.6  45.88 191.08 13655.2 56.94 103.64 22.94
K{27%0 1539 041 0 208 78.3 12479.5 145.51 215.09 52894.8  428.56 576.16 85.49
K509 186.2  0.50 0 4.7 72.6 19528.5 390.94 238.65 55434.6 2)851.41 1246.51 2743.46
P26y 272.3  2.69 3 0.06 96.6 158.7 0.06 20140.74 11.4 0.00 0.13 2.23
P38Y 321.8  1.80 2 0.16 195.5 357.6 0.28 37678.31 16.2 0.01 0.45 26.40
Pij2° 1919 0.88 2 023 395.9 718.4 1.07 76099.86 12.8 0.01 1.31  180.53
PSSO 1124 033 1 024 596.8  1078.3 2.59 113490.15 9.2 0.01 2.84  752.40
P20 124.3 040 3 0.38 795.3  1435.7 3.57 154109.80 16.4 0.03 3.98 1929.40
103 P29 67.6  0.18 1 037 996.4  1799.1 7.16 190702.76 8.0 0.02 7.55 —
K7§8® 3504 2.10 0 0.8 32.5 736.7 0.61 1136.40 38.8 0.02 0.80 0.39
K300 4143  1.66 0 0.82 64.1  3068.6 9.18 1283.95 267.8 0.47 10.46 5.84
K730 3281 1.19 0 171 92.5  7008.1  48.79 1339.21 310.0 1.11 51.61 27.89
K12520 266.8 0.82 0 273 130.3 12546.7 154.86 1373.43  1309.6 9.47 167.05 99.79
K39900  353.9  0.63 0 6.79 152.5 19682.3 387.13 1368.59 439.2 4.76 398.68  304.63
PE9 323.8 26.29 4 0.08 96.3 158.8 0.05 201099.23 8.7 0.00 0.13 2.52
P9 324.3 17.30 2 0.16 196.1 357.4 0.28 376127.38 15.7 0.01 0.45 28.44
Pi3° 2757 9.56 3 0.29 395.3 717.0 0.93 759673.91 14.1 0.01 1.24  266.77
PSSO 2771 3.97 3 045 597.6  1079.4 2.04 1132909.67 5.5 0.01 2.50 1153.13
P2240 3216  2.50 2 0.68 796.4  1437.9 4.07 1538421.63 11.9 0.02 4.77 2989.04
104 PESY  379.5 2.63 1 1.05 996.7  1798.0 7.21 1903670.67 16.1 0.04 8.29 —
K80 500.0 22.02 0 0.24 32.8 736.5 0.60 11189.40 47.6 0.02 0.86 0.47
K360 500.0 13.59 0 0.94 64.8  3071.5 9.15 12482.59 161.8 0.27 10.37 8.64
K730 500.0 10.39 0 243 94.5  7009.7  47.18 12842.73 264.6 0.95 50.56 52.11
K{2i?0 500.0 7.01 0 5.0 131.8 12547.8 161.86 13011.32 308.4 2.12 169.48  181.27
K38800 4655  4.33 0 8.36 164.6 19688.2 424.93 12783.14 399.2 5.08 438.37 1639.51

2) 10 [ 7 855 1,200 LA TES, 204460 CPU & 1,200 & LTwa.

TR T TIIBWT, BUROHMSILSLE, 77T
VUKL B ETREDOZEIKE L R DD, FOHD
ST T A b ROHIEEICIZF NI EEBIZS R T\
V. L LADSS, BB R b L, STRIT T A
N OFERDEFIEL 2D, SEREEIZB VTS 1,200
BRI R WIBAP LI T &7z, TR OH Ak
e h b, BOBMRLEHIZFESO D 0D MR, RKiE#ED
ERUEDEE L S oo b2 B A,

KAFTENT A= OELZ AL EDTHL. HBTH
BAWNEL e b, INFTRIFER T T2 FIE 7
T 7IZBNT, BRI 2 R BEENHTL A, IS
F7T T A LT REOEDHI - TEL o T
5. IR, FRMEERSRAREYS, 777 2T a B E
ZBWTEARE S N L ETTRERFICKFE L T a b2
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SROWETIRENTITIC2WE T THNIT T A 247>
TY, ToaiErHmoNEnwI EbE4L LI WVBIERTE 5.
LT T 7 THRBOMENIED D SO0, BN/
SWEEDB L R DDT, BMBREHAKTH > THETTHE
V&R ARERIE . Lzh > CRHEW Y I 713 8F
BRT A= DPINEL otz b EOFEITHT. > TV,
KO TN T L2 - T, BICFHRNZ I 7128
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K4 TENITRA—F a 2274  UNCOR, R = 1000
Table 4 The results for the budget parameter a: UNCOR, R = 1000.

Lagrangian Dual Pegging Test Branch-and-Bound CPU
a  prob. #ite gap #g0 Lcpu #pegl  #pegl Pcpu opt #bra BBcpu Tcpu KYcpu
P 4842  8.15 0 0.16 93.1 158.2  0.08 39628.31 24.9 0.01 0.25 1.47
PiSY 4971 8.89 0 037 176.8 3535  0.33 76023.37 217.4 0.09 0.78  22.21
P20 4871 13.07 0 078 343.2 702.3 1.26 153959.10  2162.5 1.84 3.88  183.90
PSSY 500.0 20.46 0 130 485.1  1034.7  2.77 229814.34  23168.8 29.61 33.68  740.04
P29 500.0 20.83 0 179 645.8  1374.8  4.95 309795.34  26994.2 46.64 53.38 2784.88
0.2 PZY 4765 23.04 0 238 823.5 17178 7.77 384965.57 137220.7 3)316.62 326.76 —
Kj8° 4878  6.05 0 0.29 29.7 7356  0.67 3266.57 52.0 0.03 0.99 0.81
K360 4642  7.24 0 1.16 54.5  3067.4  10.10 3727.89 264.6 0.49 11.75 13.58
K730 4971 5.49 0 3.02 78.5  7001.6  49.61 4169.93 661.0 2.48 55.11 61.84
K121?0 500.0 7.82 0 5.87 88.0 12511.7 165.59 4522.27 4102.0 33.79 205.24  199.19
K39909 4971 9.30 0 10.07 99.2 19616.0 410.86 467759  9188.4  137.12 558.05  505.21
PEs9 272.3  2.69 3 0.06 96.6 158.7 0.06 20140.74 11.4 0.00 0.13 2.23
P3SY 321.8  1.80 2 0.6 1955  357.6  0.28 37678.31 16.2 0.01 0.45  26.40
P20 1919  0.88 2 0.23 395.9 718.4 1.07 76099.86 12.8 0.01 1.31  180.53
PSS 1124 033 1 024 596.8  1078.3  2.59 113490.15 9.2 0.01 2.84  752.40
P20 1243 0.40 3 0.38 795.3  1435.7  3.57 154109.80 16.4 0.03 3.98  1929.40
0.4 PZEY 67.6  0.18 1 037 996.4  1799.1 7.16 190702.76 8.0 0.02 7.55 —
KJ8° 3504  2.10 0 0.8 32.5 736.7  0.61 1136.40 38.8 0.02 0.80 0.39
K360 4143 1.66 0 0.82 64.1  3068.6  9.18 1283.95 267.8 0.47 10.46 5.84
K340 3281  1.19 0 17 92.5  7008.1  48.79 1339.21 310.0 1.11 51.61 27.89
K229 266.8  0.82 0 273 130.3 12546.7 154.86 1373.43 1309.6 9.47 167.05 99.79
K19809 3539  0.63 0 6.79 152.5 19682.3 387.13 1368.59 439.2 4.76 398.68  304.63
PO 2223 1.04 4 0.05 96.8 159.3  0.05 12517.86 6.2 0.00 0.10 0.20
Py 2437 083 2 0.2 196.5 3586  0.27 23363.35 9.6 0.01 0.40 1.96
P20 62.3  0.22 3 0.09 396.3  717.71 0.91 46975.47 14.2 0.01 1.01 23.13
PSS0 70.6  0.57 1 017 595.0  1076.9  2.58 69640.77 16.3 0.02 2.77  52.04
P20 62.8  0.06 4 0.22 797.8  1439.5  3.03 94517.33 1.6 0.00 3.25  140.81
0.6 PZ 1002 0.39 5 3.93 992.6  1791.6 3.93 117142.73 15.7 0.03 4.37 —
KJ8¢ 2329 131 2 011 32.3 735.9 048 646.43 66.3 0.05 0.64 0.07
K35 156.8 0.72 0 029 69.8  3073.2 8.91 711.02 141.7 0.34 9.54 2.22
K740 81.0  0.40 0 0.51 108.1  7010.8  46.43 722.35 118.2 0.63 47.57 14.05
K229 911 0.50 0 1.00 137.7 125404 146.53 735.80 955.8 8.52 156.04  255.68
K39800  71.0 0.33 0 1.38 176.6  19679.8 361.95 747.61 821.0 11.67 374.99  584.91

3) 10 frf 2 A% 1,200 LA TES, 204450 CPU & 1,200 & LTwa.

DEGEPTREVWEZZ 5NA, Hid b2/ T, Ebh5K
HEMEIZBWT, FICHEE 227256 L THb
FIDRE L WIBEEIZOWTEHLCTARDL Z L1275,

5.2 BEEOZE

MEI O EBFERICED &, RECTIRIEEES L P&
Ra AL S/ EREAT) . BHBEOMEL, &7 77
DEFIN L, ZORERLDPEP% 5 HEETHEL
TS 5. 7L ZI3HEOED200 D7 T 7 THEEN
5%& L7owWif, 527 7 7 % 85E L7z 200-199/2=19900
ROZEFNRT L, BRDOEETEBICIRS ZLICT 5. T4
bH, FIHIZ 0.05-19900=995 KD % EA TIEKT 5.
S RO T, 50 &EH HHY, R 5 T prob.
DFNZ G D& HIZEKFLT S, TOFEE 5, 10, 20%12
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DWTIERL L, 35 TI3F% % density & L7z, 72, 5.1
Wi R THENIRKED > 2 TFEAICOVWTD, HIgE
FEPLVLWIGEORBEE R L7290, anv0.2 L 0.4 0Y;
FIDOWTEREZIT) . HOBIIOWTYH, HEEIBT
oW 7T 7T 1000 FTRIT WAL L, B4
7 TIE200 L LVFEFTLARIF AN EEXEEL,
200, 400, 600, 800, 1000 2D\ THEET 5.
RHNOERIZ, 51 HOEICHN D EFELETH LD,
fhDHslv 1, 10 D) BAEREBICE VT 1,200 7
TR 72REE, 2% ) @D RAED D 2 R0 S5 7z
MEBTH A, FHERMICEL T, £5 OTHOEILH
L XN, ST T A NS LTI RIHIBR & 3% U9, 4
BT HETET L. 2T, RETTIIEEE DENIC
L0, ST A NOREBLOZOEBEEHLNICT S
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x5 BEELTHENTA—Y 522754  UNCOR, R = 1000
Table 5 The results for edge-density and budget parameter: UNCOR, R = 1000.
den- Lagrangian Dual Pegging Test Branch-and-Bound Total

sity «  prob. #ite gap Lcpu #pegl  #pegl Pcpu opt #bra  BBcpu Tcpu  #slv
G35 4259 239 047 188.2 789.9 0.91 51243.90 59.7 0.04 1.42 10
G339 500.0 471  2.04 354.8  3558.6 15.45 60669.93 299.6 0.65 18.15 10

0.2 G& 4771 712 5.09 496.6  8292.5 76.52 67394.44 20808.5  127.75 209.36

GL29%0 4882 859 10.76 635.3  15037.0 251.70 72352.70 22297.3  271.98 534.44

5 G297 499.4 413 19.42 857.6 23856.3 684.67 75985.71 12871.7  252.03 956.12
G333 3329 140 0.26 194.8 788.8 0.88 22877.61 21.5 0.01 1.16 10
G330 1441 053 0.50 391.5  3567.1 14.23 23743.57 56.7 0.13 14.85 10
0.4 G855 2007 130 1.75 575.1  8306.5 73.67 25034.56 206.6 1.01 76.43 10
Go%0 1293 077 2.72 769.7 15101.1 242.68 25394.90 393.8 4.03 249.43 10
G280 1717 1.07  5.81 944.2  23864.9 664.29 25658.58 633.8 10.52 680.62 10
G390 4442  3.04 0.86 181.3  1790.7 3.93 30044.37 145.5 0.16 4.95 10
G780 481.6 420 4.57 3459  7532.1 62.26 35479.53 490.6 2.03 68.87 10
0.2 G970 486.7  3.39 11.67 516.3 17226.9 347.07 39774.48  1268.6 15.16 373.90 10

G31959  497.0 576 23.52 624.0 30958.1  1208.76 41376.29 10562.3  281.72 1514.01

10 G{3330  500.0 24.04 40.47 414.5 48206.6  3254.81 42861.04 23853.0 1048.04 4343.32
G390 167.8 075 0.27 194.3  1793.3 3.38 11345.14 32.8 0.04 3.69 10
G780 180.6  0.61  1.54 386.7  7532.0 53.10 12521.47 104.1 0.47 55.11 10
0.4 G970 126.7 0.68  2.87 566.8 17240.9 318.90 13031.93 386.2 4.38 326.15 10
G330 1942  0.61  8.03 736.5 31022.8  1172.38 13366.73  1140.4 26.48 1206.89 10
G330 2539  0.69 15.36 016.3 48835.0  2922.58 13431.69 12574 44.32 2982.26 0
G380 4759 653 1.72 163.3  3771.6 15.97 17192.76 543.4 1.17 18.85 10
Gi3960 4971 1040  9.43 272.8 15452.1 273.20 20489.38 15693.8  178.68 461.31 9
0.2 G234 4953 16.46 26.26 326.0 34904.5  1599.42 21945.34 22986.1  736.49 2362.17 4

GS392° 500.0 35.06 51.95 272.4 61393.5  5398.44 22851.03 18571.9 1084.72 6535.11
20 G939%°  500.0 37.49 93.05 163.6 96248.4 13692.41 23781.87 12298.2 1200.00 14985.64 0
G380 3655 1.11  0.99 186.8  3774.4 13.97 6116.52 152.4 0.33 15.29 10
GL13960 1972 0.50  3.05 373.8 15524.3 245.37 6547.69 311.8 3.00 251.42 10
0.4 G 261.9 067 10.87 524.0 35171.5  1542.29 6801.54  1014.8 25.17 1578.33 10
G320 338.2  0.65 26.84 683.2 62944.4  5282.45 6979.04 22722 112.62 5421.91 10
G990 355.6  0.68 46.07 824.3 98670.1 13519.86 7155.97  5674.7  468.35 14034.28 7

1000

ST 7 A P OFTEREH Pepu (3, 75U 2 &2 CRERMINS £ THEITL .

72OTHAH., ST A MIGHERELELIIRLY, 72L&
R OMMEET L L LTHIRBNBEREERELZ L1
<, 1ZBEE LR CHREEICKT T 5.

F 79 Y a FETREICO W T, FEY A A0k E L
7B EHRR LR ERE I E N D I AT AL 00,
ERICEDLZAHOEGIINERDDOTHA. T2, TE
TR L b L, gap b RELHRDLIED I DD R5D.
72720, a=04<60n72E, HEFAARELLR-TY,
BEEAHIRRETH > TH, gap A% 1 KD BIF 2 fEH
HonsZEygnoi.

5750V a NI L - T, /N E 7 gap 1315
NTh, HLFHT T A MIBWTIE, oo
KeGHEL DL, FMEOY A XIPKELL DL, BE
BB TR, SIFTOREDHFY, SHICTFHE
HF2 a =02 D& X121E, KEWET 5DILELRED
FIID WM VEERDPBIE SN, 2D L) AR,

5
%
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SIFEREEIZA - TH 1,200 B TIERBEBELF S N Wl
ENIFEALTHA.

COEBRORETIL, HOEAH 1000 D4 TIIFEE
5% TH o> Th, BEITTFHMIZ 99,900 Kb H 5. 5.1
HiOFEBRTHW PRI 25 7 TD 2,800 K& 5 &
DNV, HOBNEL b b, HEE %L VI DIT,
IPEBETHDL. AR TRELLZT VT XL,
IZETRHT 7 A NI B OFEE Y KRE {255, HEICE
SHN 7R 7T 7 RIS T EATENUL, LAY
MR CERN R DEEZS.

6. &0

RIFFETIE, SBUEEERE & HEHE 25,  7-4RaRE
M EFEBEHPE- 26N T7712BWT, Ron/z7iE
HIRO P TR/ (KEH) &Rz RO LM -7, 2
O E®WFO ML — FF TR, 7027 N AT
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Va—) OB TREEL pOMESNTEZLDTH
LA, Ay M —ZEIHEFEICB VT, ik R/ AR
HETHo TOTho BN, T2, 7ol b RAF
2= T, BHOBSASEEN TS E ISR S
B, /INRRIETIE NP N8I 5.

FATHIZE L L CTlE, KY (Kataoka-Yamadal[9)) #°% %
B, o LIZF L0 T Fa—=F ST VT) XA L%
BELLZ., AEOT 70— F I LRI, M
MERHT L E &I, BEERHLFZEMN L OMES TR
L7zZ &l —l2Hb. ZOLH)IZERLTAHE, 97T
YV AREMUTE BB E SR BB L, BowRE%E
P BB 208N, 2 DD BEZ R 72
JTTHRESEONDE X1 % A, Lid EREAHIC
BONLAMADHELTE S,

FHEEERICXY, W ETROMEIRIFTHY, KY &
oK FAUEkE, FUGERESRETHELALEZ A, F
H 7% 75 7128 WTUE, 1,000 5L D msEIcEd 2 &
HTELBEAELBLEEINT. INOHOROERIE, T
FUED DN S W L, T T A POMRIZED LS
ABKEV, 72720, SMFTT A MNIBEN L kb ER
ISR E L)% 5., L Laeds, HENIZIE
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