BERIEF=EmEE Vol.55 No.2 575-586 (Feb. 2014)

B — P& BT AL F a7 7t oo 25740
SRS ZR/IMET A Ay =) v

SEH ALY BRE ML Pk LY

ZftH 2013F5R14H, #R*$%H 2013F10A9H

BE  RprClE, K58 — F2SY AV F a7 70y HThs LD WIS 27 A12BWT, F v
N — 2 OUEHEEEE L DD, v VFaT Sty Y OH—= RO OEREE RAMET 5 5 A7 A
T =N ITNIT) AL ERET L, IR EN Ty DI LALIRY VT AT THY, ¥
VF a7 Taty FHPEEE L2 EE, 2O ETEITENTWE Y A7 2 TRV ETLEIRET 5.
ZZTIE, VAN DEDIL, FRHE ) — RCRERTFEICEDSCF v 2 KA v 74 v 75479 L 2 IRE
T4, 120/ = FTHWIRGE LZEHE 2 BIEEIT) &, 2o7aty s Lz s 10, Rillfref
L7zF oy 2 BA Y DFbhbln, PRVHOF A7 POEE2RVETLEIEL L. IRETHET
BCDEI BT —ADPEL VLI BRI AT ATV a— VR ERT A, REFRZEHTLITY AL E LT
BEPENTBY, ANV A XDP+5RETNE, 7aEy Kl n DL EIZ, On) DAY Y 2 — VIEHE:
BOAE—F7 Y IHERTESL., YIal—YareERAG2M0HL-ERICEVIRETEO %
TV, BRBESSLEREIC & A 7 UBRIRE I % BEAF T & D e K TR S0NREREFEMEC & 2 T, MbEds5E L T
HTWEEDF =Ny FPEBRTHNZ WL ODOREICB T 3RREEICINE S Z & 2R L 7.

XF—TJ— RV AIAT Y a— ), wAFAT Tk v, Bk

Task Scheduling Algorithm to Minimize Recovery Time in Case of
Single Node Fault in Multicore Processor System
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Abstract: In this paper, we propose a task scheduling algorithm for a multicore processor system which
reduces the recovery time in case of a single fail-stop failure of a multicore processor. Many of recently
developed processors have multiple cores on a single die, and one failure of a computing node causes failure
of many processors. In case of a failure of a multicore processor, all tasks which have been executed on the
failed multicore processor have to be recovered at once. The proposed algorithm is based on an existing
checkpointing technique, and we assume that checkpoints are taken when a node sends a result to the next
node. If a series of computation that depends on former results is executed on a single multicore processor,
we need to execute all part of the series of computation again in case of failure of the processor. The proposed
scheduling algorithm tries to avoid generating a schedule that takes long recovery time. We designed our
algorithm as a parallel algorithm that achieves O(n) speedup if the input size is sufficiently large where n
is the number of processors. We evaluated our method using simulations and experiments with four PCs.
By comparing our method with existing scheduling method, we confirmed that the execution time including
recovery time in case of a node failure is reduced by 20 to 30% with a few percent of overhead in the execution
time in case of no failure.
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Fig. 1 (a) Example task graph, (b) Example processor graph.
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Fig. 2 (a) Schedule by existing method, (b) Recovery with ex-
isting method.
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Fig. 3 (a) Schedule by proposed method, (b) Recovery with
proposed method.
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Table 1 Symbols used in this paper.
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AT RGERESED L, MEPIEL TV RWwEDF —
NNy RPKEL L >TLED). —TF, 20T 4 HNVISA
LD R OFT, MEREOBEN KD KEVDIE—F T
CHbIA7THAL. ZIT, B“EFETIE, THLIHEIC
YA B BT ANBE LTV 2L THRBEDEEE /N
SLTHZL 2l AD. BETLHE—FTO 1H»S,
JEIZHER LT )T A BIVIRADY AT TTEFTRL,
FOFTROBVATZ V2= a7 LI XLOR DL L
THERT 5.

3.6 HHEMNLEUINRFI1-DT

HHMPR VA NAT V2= Y ZOT7VITY X L% Al
gorithm 1 |[Z/RF. VA MAT V2= Y 7T, YO
A7 a—VEORIWIEIIESY A7 /) —FEeTat v
J—FIZEI)V S TH, ¥ A7) —FPEY B TE5NE T
oW ) —FiE, FOYRA7 ) — FaxdRFATRTT
& 70ty ) —FThHAH, HMWEY) A NAY T a—
VY TRy VT — 7 OEEEYEE L 2.
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Algorithm 2 v N7 — 7 OWEEEZZE L/ AT YV 2 —

7
AN 22777 G = (V,Ejw,c), 70ty ¥ 7377
H=(P,R)

1 JATHIR & P L OBREICESE VD) — Fn &Y — |
L, VAL LIfUA.

2: for each n; € L do

3 findProcessor(P,n;) @ L T7 a0ty ¥ p 2 HOF5.

4:  for pred(n;) T n; do

5: if proc(n;) # p then

6 proc(n;) 76 p ~DV) ¥ 7 R=[Li,Lo,..., L] ZJ5E
T5.

7 R 2 e ATV a—)

8: end if

9:  end for

10 n; ZpllATrYa—

11: end for

12: return A7 Y 2 —)b

3.7 Xy hT—UDEEDEE

Sinnen 5D FHIE, FAZHZEHY U TLHL Ty HD
BN EMP ) A NAT V2= 7B % Sinnen
5 OFFE% Algorithm 2 T/RY. DU TIE, HATO®EIC
DWTHMHT 5.

17ETIE, A2 77 7ORATHNEICHESE, ¥R
J—FK%V—=RFLUAMLIAATAS.

2TED»S 11LTETIE, TOVANLIZETNTVAS,
K AL 7 — Ky ZEEPSIEICHY) LTI O Ly
ZEIDBTHZODON—TWHTHL. ZONHE Y A7
J—FZEICRRY RS EICEY, 2y P T—2OFAHE
ERE LAY a— VR END.
3TETIX, A7 /= FPEIhBToNLRETO LY
% BIN9 4 72912 findProcessor B3 (8R) % IFOH
F. INICEoTHIARAYZ /=P IZEIDETH Ty
YeRET 5.
ATENP S 9fTETI, Y A2/ —Fn; OBI AT /) —
FIZEYST L n, (CEYVSTOENRETOEy YRS, ¥R
7= Fn, IZHNHBTHTaty Y p~DEy bT—7
OB THA ThN L. T, U TL IOy H)
CINDY AT T DELTTHS.

1017BTIE, # A7 /= Fn; 370t v pIZE )BT
ENAEZEIZEY, Ay bI—2OFHEEB LIS Ay
J = Fn; OFLETHETT 5.

findProcessor %1%, Algorithm 1 @ 3 47 H 22 & fft
bol2bDTHD., ZOMKIE, Tty — FOES
LUy HICE Y YT nwY Ry ) — FEGIKE LT,
Losakyy ) — NI Ay ) —RFEEVSTHE, ¥
A7) = FOETHETIFROFELAKETTH08HEL, &
Oz 7at vy — FERTEBTHS. Algorithm 2
Tl findProcessor Fi%t & LT, Algorithm 3 & F-OVH 3.
Algorithm 3 T, WHHIIZR Y A MR T Y 2—1) ¥ 7T

580



BERIEF=EmEE Vol.55 No.2 575-586 (Feb. 2014)

Algorithm 3 BEff A Y2 =)y 7 Tco7utyH o
IR
AA:7utyH /) —FOEEP LIRAZ /) —Fn
1: return P #10& 70ty p Oty V=27 OFH%EE L,
n R HFELETTES p.

b s 7ut y FOE|RETELR Y, Algorithm 2 O 717
HCArVa—naEhiz7aty 4D s EOFIIRN A
SN, BELE % LEERM EFHEREMOMW L 2 L
T, ZOPTHIRY ) — FHPRLBLIHETTEL 70ty
Ha K g.

Algorithm 3 T, #ETx D LIELTVEY A
J=FnD@PY A7 7 — FOES pred(n) TEY B THR
TWwb 70ty &P HOpDET, FIHENE 70ty
TV VATV a—VENTY A ) Y ERIBL, @
BULEREME®RL. BMFEATY2—) 7 To7 0
Ly OBPULZ OBEREBSEEN, n 25RO FHT
T&bpxR¥720, AvbI—raryrriarsx¥E
L7z7aty HhEIREN S,

3.8 HEFEEELYILFATOERE

P-ET VT X L% Algorithm 4 (Z7R”F . LU CTIE&SAT
DI D WT T 5.

2fTEH» S 13TETIE, nmove 17 ) 7 4 HIVISZHFD
YAy ) — FaBEISELEHTHY, Thit 120
FAANSANEETND Y A7 J — P E CIEICZ LS
b, COLE, KY AT OFETHRICIED A LIS ED
AT a—VEERL, TNV RELELDIAT V-V
5. nmove EZALE /T, TOAT TV 2 —VHERE
ERBHDERDL. FITHIBT AMEE L TV iwnwk &
DAY 2= VRN NT5ILILoT, MERERKDZ
T2 VEPRBLELLIAT V- VELNA.
3fTE Tid, Algorithm 2 UM L, o/ AT V2 —
VW s L §54H. 22 TO Algorithm 2 F® findProcessor
B, REFEO—EHTH S Algorithm 5 2EUH S
ATV a—= VS E A, Algorithm 5 13 12D %5 112
FA7 )= FOEMTHRSL LWL HIZ, #YY¥TE 7o
oY EEIRT 5. FHICOWTIEZIRT 5.

57E»5 101T7ETIE, &% A2/ —F failtask \Zx L
T, failtask *EfTHICT 0Ly Ol FSEL - & &,
HEAIEE T ARNCFAT L TV A Vo — b L HER S
AAED 7= DNBEE 55 A r T a— )V i L7z b O & A
T 5.

7 fTB TIE, Algorithm 2 12X » THFEIREHD A7 ¥V 2 —
)Y R4S . 22 TO, Algorithm 2 H1® findProcessor
BRI R F D Algorithm 3 TH 5.

14fTE T, FORTAY Va—VEPSREBLELRLLD%
BUOHTIEICEST, ZUTAANVNRALEDY AT ) —
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Algorithm 4 2 E T

AN 222757 G = (V,Ejw,e), 70ty H 777
H=(P,R)

1. F=0

2: for (in parallel) nmove =1 ; nmove < 7 1) 7 14 71V /3 A
WEHEFENAEY A7 % do

3:  s1 = Algorithm 2 (KAXZM) ICL > TAT V2 — V& AHK

4 S=0

5: for (in parallel) failtask = 1 ; failtask < &% A7 ¥

do
6: failtask CTHEENISEL/-E &, RFEKBFIITSIND Y XY
T %KD 5.
7 so = T I1ZxF L T Algorithm 2 ZIFONH LTS N2 AT

Va—= (2720, A&7 aY v IR ERD—E
REHIIFIHC &9, ) 77— ME TRICHEFHTRIC R 2)

8: s = s1 DWMEH OHIT & so ZHEELTEHESNDL AT
Ta—)

9: S =5U{s}

10: end for

11:  f=SHORLATrVa—LVEOEVWLD

12: F=FU{f}

13: end for

14: FHORU ATV 2= VEDOHEWH DEEY, TORT T a—)b
BT 5, MESBELTVWRWVEEDAT V2 —VE s3 &
35

15: return s3

Algorithm 5 *FEFHETOT O£ v
Ah:7uty /) —FOEAEP LY A2/~ Fn % AJ),
nmove & Algorithm 4 1O nmove

1: if pred(n) # 0 then
20 if m AT VT A BN ADEREDS nmove BIZETNS

then
3: if Proc(pred(n)) &A—D ¥ 4|27 aty (LT
% then
4: return Proc(pred(n)) LR—D ¥ A |27 0ty
DHIBLAy T OFHEEZEEL, nokd T
T&5%p
5: else
6: return Proc(pred(n)) £ PHO p DA v b T =D
FHZZEEL, n PROFEETTES p.
7 end if
8: else
9: return Proc(pred(n)) & P 1D p D% v b7 —27 OF|
HeEEL, n PRIFPIETTEL p.
10: end if
11: end if

FOBEET BRI ND, HMERAERICAr V2 —)b
EVPREICGAATS T a—VOhys, A7rda— VEN
WKEDLDOVELNDL. BOENIZAT V2 — VOl L <
WHEWEEDLDN, A Va— sy kb,

F7-, 24TH2 5 134THE 54TH2 S 10/ 7THO V=7
PUEF N ENIN. L 72T 5 720, WHIZFETTH S
EDSHRETH 5.

|—ETNVT)ZALTOEN LR TE 7Oy HE2BHSE
BIE % Algorithm 5 IZ/RF. TOT NI XLDEATD
FHE LT IORT.
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2B T, BEISKEAEY A7 ) —Kah 2 1) 514 Hs
ZADEKEDS nmove [HICE TN TVEDIEPDS.
3ITE»S TTETIE, nDHY A2 /7 — K pred(n) 758
DBTHNTWE T TY v Proc(pred(n)) KD, 155
Ni7at vy ngEIns sy oy ficeas 7oty
TFOFDRLROFL YA n T TELT ULy Y p %
IR 5.
4 1TBTIE, Proc(pred(n)) Ao 5 A4 B3EOF 5585
HIZ, ENHOHDPLROFLI AT n R TTEL T 0
W p 2 BIRT 5.
6 TTETIE, Proc(pred(n)) UMD 54 D3H DT S
WAL, TRTOTatyFORP SRR Y AT ndt
WTTE s 70ty Y p #EIRNT 5.
9TETIE, AT nH7 ) T 4 HIVISADEKREH S nmove
B EHEN WIS, IXTOTaEy FOHh 5D
BLEA n T TEDL IOy p 2 BIRT 5.
PeFETHEL, Sinnen HOFEHEDOE, ¥RV ) — %
EOBTHTEIZ, FRAZ) Y IDAT Y 2=V htTbh
L7280, 2V NI = DIREELZEE LA ra—) 7
MRIEETH L. TLVIT)ALD247EBPS 13 FTHD L —
7, BLXUOEZIZHEENL 5TEH2S 10/ THETON —
TN, ADNER DT =8 & DATIZHEAT LRV — 7 D97
FRITELTB ST, Lz > THINICETT LI LD
WRECTH L. T2, MATHB L 4 4T7HIE, #hEh
IITHBL D 12 THTRE - REAT 2 — Vb~ DKA
VERRFELTBLLZ LKD), YUV AL Y FTHE
BRI CETTRETH A, L2 o T, ANTA XAh+47
KEL, 2oV —=TNES 7T a1y HHICRTTHRE
WIGEIE, TNODN— T RO T Ly TIHHNIIE
T¥A2 812k, 7aty FEICHEIT 5 EELA B
E k.
4. FH
RETHEIIBIFDLI A Ay V=) v 72k ->TF0
Yy OMEIEAERED ) HN)IHh 05 A DR
HFEINDD, BIOWEORAL TwEWwE EDy A7 4L
PR O F — NNy K&, v Ial—va v EERICKY
FEAM L 72,

4.1 HkEFE

FEERIZBWT, WEKLAFHERUTO32TH5.
Contention # v M7 — 7 Ol % #FE L 72 Sinnen 5
DIRELIZATr P a—=) v 7 T7VIT)ALTHD [4. &
WS U 72 OIRFEVIZ O W T, 7 at v FofgkkEsdss
DB EY, ¥ AT MERERIL DN, BRAESSLEIZ
Lol A7/ —FafithL, ooy A 7128 LT,
HOSimmen 5OT7NVITY) AL E>TATY a—1) 07
0. F72, MEFEEL TRV T Oy ¥ EICEHN)
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(a) (b)
4 (a) Sparse Matrix Solver D% A2 77 7, (b) Robot Control
DYAT T T 7T
Fig. 4 (a) Sparse Matrix Solver, (b) Task graph for Robot
Control.

BTONTWIYAZIEF v 2 RA VT4 271280,
¥ A7 AR L T b7, AL LIS, BAH
THLIENTETH .

Proposed RETFTHETH L. RETETHEIFSE L 72
Wity, WEHZO A7 Y 2 —1) » 7 Contention ET )L &
UL, MEORED /24 A 27 12%F LT Sinnen 5 D
TIVTNALZES>TAT V2= Y 7%,
Interleaved T XTCO7 Oty IZEFIZF A7 /=K
REI)LT, A1 O0T 0y FICETTLI L
i<y A7 Ay a—1) v 7FF: Sinnen b DFiEE N—
AL LTHHL, # A7 QELTh7Taty ¥ Ojuelik
DAIEREIT>TWA., ZOTETIE, ¥ A7) gD
T5H T L& o THEEFSERDO & X 7 JUEFEH 2588 N4
LW ZEIH LT, FAZMHEE SRS EL I LT,
WSRO ELZ /NS TELLHEELZDDTH .
LaL, MBEAFSELewne 1%, ¥ A7 E24T9) 70
Yy DB IE DL LI B0, BERMIZL > T
7 A7 LBRRE AT IS 5. & 7 BB Tl 2S5 A L
72 EDIRBEWIZOWTIX, EEL® Contention E 7V &
[ TH 5.

4.2 EBRIEE

¥ A2 7Z 7 & LT, Standard Task Graph Set [15], [16]
@ Robot Control & Sparse Matrix Solver, 3 & U8 18 1#4#
DieAa T v T Ly A0 7T 7%z (H4).

INSED3IDODDIAT AT V2= I T7NVIT) AL%
HWT, fy MI—=2raryryarBlOEIRRE %
ETLHIRNT, MEIRILL2VwEZDF— NNy &,
WS ERF IS BT A ) AN ) FEf &2 & A7 7 R 7 LRI
IZDoWTHBEZIT- 7.
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4.3 FERIRIE

PUF IR R 2 Vv CEFilisEBR 2 47 o 72,
FEHE S 27 RFATTARIEM I AT LALLT, PC4H
% Gigabit Ethernet I2 X D L72b D2 il L7z, PC
@ CPU i Intel Core i7 920 (2.67 GHz), Network Interface
Card (Z Intel Gigabit CT Desktop Adaptor EXPI9301CT
(PCI Express x1), AE') 6.0GB ### L, Windows 7
(64 bit) 1T Java(TM) SE Runtime Environment (build
1.6.0-21-b07, 64bit) (X WIEB L7270 7T L% w7z
PCH®D Ay b7 —23#td TCP V7 v MIEDiTo 7.
*y hT7—=7 TutyHrI7LLT, ERROYATA
R L7zb o vz, £7uky ¥ vy oie L
T, EBIZEFRED Y AT L4 TlIE %17 > TH72 450 Mbps
R L7
HEOCRE FILEREZOY 77— MCET DML L
T, VMware F® Ubuntu 10.04 Tty bKRZ » 2L
Te, OS VHEST 2 F COrRMEZERRGEHIL, Z
DFHETH S 25 EFF L7z, FEBRTIE, HbEidEm
WICHBEINTBY, oA Lz7 ot v 4 Tld 25
s A7 MBELBEAITORVEIBEEL, T0%, H
Oy A7 B FATHREIZ % ) BED 720D A ¥ 2 — )b
MBI NG & L7z, MBEORILFERIT 1 f L L7,
WEERED S A IV 7L LT, TNENOFEICBNT
AV a =V LI, K8 AZIIBWTHIEDSS A L
Ter—=2A095 %, ) AN RHPREICES DR AT

4.4 MEEEFHMEER

BEBROFERB L OEEZLTIORT.

%B% 1 : Sparse Matrix Solver = ®FEE T 272 Sparse
Matrix Solver D% X7 75 71, ¥ A7 %098, ¥ A7)
Y7867 THY, The OSCAR FORTRAN compiler T
AR E M A random sparse matrix solver of an electronic
circuit simulation # FKH L72b D% > T b (K 4(a)).
5(c), (d) &% A2 757 & LT Sparse Matrix Solver
2GR EOEROKERTH L. TNHONIE, v I
L—32a VICKAFATIFHIB L OERIC L 21-EB LT
BPEOFTHMEZRL VD, 72, M 5(a), (b) ik
Rab=YarORTHERLIEGEDHERIIGZ > TV,
VIalb =3y EERICX D RETHEOETHEMICIEE
TOENFDDH, HEEIZERICBNTEAY b7 =275
WP REL W EDENTH S,

B 5a)ldy Ial—va vk piBEREROLET
H5. £ U, Proposed & Contention, Interleaved & It
N, FABIh bS5 Ty A7 B EHE I L TWA
ZENGHMA. T, 5 (D) EHESEL TVuRvE
EDATTVa—VE (YIialb—varboy s FETE
M) Z7RLTWA., ZO4, Proposed IE, Contention &
NEERF O 7208 3% % A 7 AP A8 L T 5 28,
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Interleaved (ZHARTRIFIZEMG S LTV 5.

5 (c) (FFERRFERR T OIE R AR OFEATRER 278 L T
% . Proposed 1% Contention, Interleaved ®TlijJ7 & ) PC
O (THbb A8 2L 55 A7 WHKEEE L 2o
TBY, FIZF 15054 DL &, Proposed & Interleaved
13 Contention 2~ 26% DR fHE 2 LB L T 5,
5(d) 3L FEEL T ewnE X TH Y, Interleaved
128X, Proposed Tlx % A 7 JLEEEFE O I WL o
LETOIZ 5N TEY, Contention & 724 — /N v
FH|RRT R2% ISR 5N TWD.

Sparse Matrix Solver ® % A 7 77 713U HE 23 <,
Interleaved TH 71t v FHPHEMT212LbHoTH
A 7 MBEDONGFALAT 2 % & 9 127 0 WL A58 LT
we
*EE% 2 . Robot Control = ®%EE&TH 72 Robot Con-
trol % A7 75 71%, ¥ A2890, ¥ A7) 7135
T, Newton-Euler dynamic control calculation for the 6-
degrees-of-freedom Stanford manipulator (ZFJH &1 5 %
DTHA. WHIEIL Sparse Matrix Solver |2~ L, ¥
A7 B WHNZEN D BT WA S 5 .
LKA, WEOKEXR 5(e), (f)I12, EHMICBITLHE
RE2M 5(g), (h) ITRT.

K 5(e) i3> I al—a /K BMERAERO LTS
5. PR—EFFHETIE, WTFNOBEIZB W T D Contention,
Interleaved £ V) & A 7 WLHISAEMECETBY, ¥ 1%
4 DEFEITHR 30% D LS ER ST 5 . BIFTFIET,
FAOEDEIML TV 2I20 2hb 6T, ¥ A7 WLPLEEH
DHEI L TV BERIZOWTIE, YR 7T 7123 LTH
A DRHEMPAEL, LR RS A7 HETeiro72
FER, TSR ICEIERIC Y A 7 LB R A ER LT L
35 AL HRAT O L E L BNS. [ 5 (1) EHEEEOR
ELTVRWnE ZOFRERLTBY, RRlTh~xAzL)
WA FETR YA OBDEMT A2 L2k o TY A7
M AEMH SN TVWDE 2 EWT0 b, RETHETIE, B
HFFRELVDTICS A7 B AHIN L T 275, K
RS ERF QMR LT 5 /NS0 DTH 5.

5 (g) 1T EREER T ILMBERERFOIETH L. T
NTOHBEIIBWT, REFED IR D WEEH 2 Fl#E T &
TBY, BIZF¥ A x40 & &, Contention (2R % A 7
¥ 35%DEHEALHSEHRTETVS, M 5(c) BLU (g) 12
BWTC, ¥ A OEDENINT 5 IZHEV: Contention T DT
R 2S¢ % B L, #ebE % 48 %E L % «» Contention T
12054 LoTatyHIZy A7 2 EPSETLE D
EMAH 0, TELIEE LBy A 7 ORIFEIZIE- A5 H
ENHLTHA.

B 5 (h) IEHBEDSEE L TwawE EOHET, Con-
tention & H#E L T, Proposed ®F4 —/N v NI KTdH
F110%I2H 2 TV 4. Interleaved D 4 — /3~ Fid

vIiIal—T3
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Fig. 5 Results of evaluation.
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F30% Lo THY, MEFHEDOF =13~y FHPVIIWT
EGH A, Fi, REFEIRBEFEICEOQITNE
BT =Ny Rl o TWbh I e ghh.

Contention TI3, MENFLEL TV iRwE ZITHEF &
BBAT Y 2= NVatr) 20, MERERIZZ DY A
J— FORREEELELTLIV, OED 2O ICHEET
THEA7 = FPHEILTLE). 20720, 7o
Yoy FEAEIN L 72354512, Contention Tl 7 A 7 JLERREE
S KECHML T2,

WEESSEE L T &, REFRRMETELY Y
A 7 WU RIASEE I L T WA, ZRUE, F— FEERE 0B
BHELA7ZOTHL, Lo, BEAICTO Xy HERLT
O S B BTEICHN, RETHEDO F A 7 WL
DOWININE Vb DOTHY, T, MERERO S A 7L
PR S T, MATFEOWEF LR THEHSNT
W5,
¥E% 3 . Random Graphs ¥ A 72550 DT V¥ L7 T
TERMHLT, FHMliZ T-72. INbiE, 1205 A7 ) —
RO ENBE Y A7) v 2 BRERDY A2 ) v ¥
WEZY, WHEDEATHE, INEDT U TLTTT
ERHALT, FHOWMMEEMAFH L. /2, CCR %
0.1, 1, 101224k &w, ¥ X 7 MBI 2% L7-. CCR
X5 A7 7T 7HOBREREORMZEEEORITEH - 72
boOT, HEELIREDOEHEGEZERT. ZOERTIE, ¥
A 4 1ZHEE L7,

REFETIE, #HEEAR (K531) KRwTholgs
TOMFETEL D & A 7 I D SN AR & 7 o
TWwa, M5(G) IEIEEL TRV EEZDY AT
PR O EZ R L TWA,. CCR DBEMIZE 745 T,
R—EFLEOF =AY FPWMRKLTnD I D005, 2
W, BEENS R BIHE, Taty HOES TR 45
MEELDIZ, IVELOBEPLEIZLALIZDODTH
L. CCRP10DE EI2d, F =3~y Nid 35%FEE 2L
T, FoMERERIIIBEA TR LD QECEERTY 7
NWUDZETTHLIEDGTHh5.

EER 4 AT T —VERER M5 (k) 1, £YATTT
TDRT T 2—=") Y TN Ths. ¥1$4 T
FNEN, REFEOTVIT) AL EIVF ALY FTHE
TFLEWELY V7 IVAL Yy RTEIT LGSR HEL
TWa, BETLVITY A8, BHFMLICE Y wFho 27
Va—VOEBIZBWTYH, KIEICAE—-FT v 795% S
NTBY, WRKTHABEDOALE - K7 v THERL TV 5.

=A
5. n:l!l:EFFH

AL T, dy NI =7 OlFEIEEL, <VFa7T
Tty M EROFERN L LT v ¥ ERHE L
TRBREET, Tut oy HofEIRkESS 1 ERAT AHAIS,
WSS ERE D & A 7 [MAFALEE & & 72 AU Y & e/ IME 5
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LiEEZERML, COMEICHTLEIAIAr YV a—)
VTR REL.

WEFEOY AT ATV a—1) v 7OV E TS 572
DICHAEFEE LI IaL— g v L ERERTHEK
L7z, REFETEMESBEL T VWL ZODT L
F=NNy BT, MEIRERD & A 7 WLERFE [ % 5 C &
TWAIED, YIalb—Yary, EEHTORKERD?S
Mol T, BEFETEIRAI Ay Va—Y v 7 %24F
IS, WHVLERDSWEEIC R > THB N A7 ¥ 2 — VARG
DEME T ER L T 5.

SHOTEE LT, L) KRELEFERKRY AT A CTEHili %
192 &%, 7TNVT) XL E, COCRDFEWY A Y
757 TDY A7 MBI O S 5% 58055 IFHN5.
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