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Discrete Time/Cost Tradeoff Minimum Spanning Tree Problem
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Abstract: Consider an undirected graph. For each edge, a pair of parameters, time and cost, which we
call mode, is given. Normally there exist a number of modes on each edge, and these modes are on the
relationship of tradeoff, such that one mode is slow-time and low-cost, and another mode is rapid-time and
high-cost. By choosing at most one mode from each edge, we consider a problem of finding a spanning tree
that minimizes total time within budget constraint. As the useable modes are prescribed in advance, we call
this problem the discrete time/cost tradeoff minimum spanning tree problem. The relationship of time/cost
tradeoff is often seen in the subject of project scheduling problems and these problems have been studied
before. But in the subject of network programming problems, we seldom see studies that have this kind of
tradeoff relationship among modes. For this problem, we propose upper and lower bounds procedures based
on Lagrangian relaxation, and apply these bounds to the pegging test. The effectiveness of the pegging test
is so high that, by eliminating many fixed variables and reducing the size of problem, the branch-and-bound
algorithm succeeds in solving the problem quicker than the results of past research. Furthermore, we observe
several models with specific time/cost relationships, such as convex, concave and linear functions.

Keywords: time/cost tradeoff, project scheduling, minimum spanning tree, Lagrangian relaxation, pegging
test, branch-and-bound algorithm
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HoNEBE (ERYE) 1, RIEREICL >TSS
WCEEET A2 ESTEL. —RICAE LML T HMED
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PRETELLGEEERT LLENDH L. Fllec T O
TESREEIE, AQ)oRELY, BUEORIZHWL R
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Algorithm LocalSearch

Input: 7, initially the 7" is obtained through Lagrangian
dual algorithm.
Return: Inproved T
do
for each e € E do
if e ¢ T then
for k =1 to m. do
Try exchanging e of mode k and each edge
in C(T + e), if improved, keep the edge and mode.
end for
else if e € T' then
for k = k. +1 to m. do
Try exchanging e of mode k and ke, if improved,
keep the mode k.
end for
end if
end for
if The edge-and-mode that improves 1" most is found
then Exchange them and improve T'.
end if

while T is improved.

4. T TA R EZORR

ST A ME, AT FERSL RoHW) &
% L CRO 72 TIUEAE M (£ QR TOR B FFUH)
BestUB % 2 1L, ZOMHRE— FIIREFICB VTR
b ($f%) LHEL, MEEZHENTL20D0THL. 7
75 vY AN LA THMEORIRICE, 7TV a N
MEEE R E0 N BV, EHEOERE, 2 (8) I
fEoTw.(\) &L, 20k ZDRAEHALFECT %
FoREERkEIEL 35,

ST AN, FRICHEBEDOE— F25H 5 2 L2 ER
L, egdT OB ZEHFD LEET S E X, m E—FOZR
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FlhecT DL XL, BEOTIZBWTE— Kk, TH»®
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F ke A E— FEZMT DBEL, EOTE—FTLAR
WKALZWE ) ICEETA2HE60 28 H 5 EITFERT
b, FFlIZeDEDE—FTORIZALZWE ) ICHEET S
Bid, T\ {e} TERINBERS Y LY bDI B, K
IND w(N*) RO EBRTLEDSH LD, O L) 7Y
BlEn—1H7ZTFEOT, TLVIT) XLOHTIEFE e 2D
WTIEDE—- FTHRIZAL WV LI 12 L Ti/hallk
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Algorithm PeggingTest

Input: \*, T, BestUB
Return: Fy, Fy, p*Ve € E\ (F1 U Fp)
Fi=F=0
for each e € E do
if e ¢ T then
Wmax = MaXfeo(Tte)—e Wi (A™)
for k =1 to m. do
if L(A*) — wmax + (t5 + A*cF) > BestUB then
Fy = FyU{e*}
else
pF = BestUB — (L(A*) — Wmax + (& + X*cF))
end for
else if e € T then
for k =1 to me except k. do
if L(A*) — we(A*) + (tF 4+ A*ck) > BestUB then
Fy = Fo U {e*}
else
pF = BestUB — (L(\*) — we(\*) + (tF + A*cF))
end for
if MST(A\* : E\{e}) — A\*B > BestUB then
F = Fu{ef}
else
p¥ = BestUB — (MST(\* : E\ {e}) — \*B)
end if

end for

SR CETREEL 25D, 105, ZOLEDORESE
pk L L TRl L TB L. ZOMIEFHREER BT, &
B R e AR ORI ARAE & LTS 5.

ROT N T1) X L PeggingTest TlE, kA LEESIND
B ®—FESGEZ [, MOBWVERESINDLE - E— NE
Br R b3 5. BROZELEDDL, HEB e NE—FE
"5 LEE SN E, COMTIR EDAOE— FTIET
RTHEOEN G W EFTEEINS.

5. DIERE X

SrRERREDE, R & JARN 12V OO F-RTE 255
L, EFSMEDORHZE &2 FH L TR L 2 72\
FHET BB CTRY S Z L I12X D, Rz
RKOLIE VI LDTH L. HHREEEMET LI
&, SHV— VR OE S &, AR RIS
LRELEET LV ODDEIMEND 5.
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DE— FTEET AP0 T LHH, e #E— N1 T2, e
E—FN2THAS, -+, e ®E— Fm, TH5D, telix
INRDFE LTEDE—-RTHHESE Ve W) GHEIV— )b
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1 DDOTHED SWRIA T 5 2 L3, &bz &t kg
WD H 5 FRES M 2ENSH 5. D70, FIZERD
RE Lo TRIMEREH S BRS 2 Z LAY TR 7% F2B T o0
Motz L7zhoT, DS 208 —vid, 120
SRIEED? O, D5 exE—FE L LTHRSL /RO %
WEW) 2RIV VIZHED) SR L. 20 2 5K
&, By Sy ZREICB W T D s ST
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Hb., IND P EONSVHIE, BITIRFEETE 2T
b, HORRE- FOREERENELZLZEIZLD, Bw
BRECHREPRO O NI EEL EERONS.

F72, 6 EOFHEMERIE R TLRT VS, REETIEEH
7 A FORNEDS T E. L2225 o T, b EMEL
FES B8 £— FOBKR % FizedT (:= Y kcp tF),
CHH % FizedC(:= Y pcp ) ETHLE, 5 TFRIE
IZBWT FizedT D& 5%E{H BestUB %82 %, FivedC 7%
THBZBALEV)FHEZHMELZL EIX, THRER
EERRODDENCHYI L ZENTE S, 72, RO LWL -
E-FNFy R 2L, AREMCZ EDPETATRRIZ
BhltDr—2AbHTLA, ZOLELFEE RS,

S5, ZORYY EHemitT 572012, ) O%S
REFE2 S, FizedT R FivedC DiARR O % 5F
fids. &5FHBEICBWTHELRITFIUER S Rk
OBEEn —1— |F| ATHD. 22T, §IFF7A ME
RIZBWT, REETER-TWAHED I b th /s wiin
5 rest 5O % t.(rest), FFEIZ & /IS WD rest
TOM%Z cp(rest) & LTREgR L THB L. t,(rest), cp(rest)
1, Y rest 3O - E— FERO BT ME L S wnwE &
(2, [EE S A R R O T RIS % /”§ .

TSR IC & o THINE N2 7T 7 G(Fy, Fy), 2
) P OBUIHERN L, Fy OB - £— FIZBR<. £hLst
DFE N & T we (M) 1ZREE L7/ MR i < Z
ETHD. ERICE N BETFHETHTEDLY, &1
METT 77 v v 2 BudiE i d FRITEHTE T, £
72— MRTHa R TREL SR TETNEDT, Z
DEFNTHCLZ LWL, TR, Fy BEELS
7 7 DRIARD S THRE 2135 72012135 (10) D &9 12
tETE 5.

L(\*: Fy, Fy) = MST(\* : Fy, Fy)

. : (10)
+FizedT — \*(B — FizedC)
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Algorithm BAB(F1 5 Fo)

Input: F; and Fp in the current subproblem
Return: Optimal solution. Optimal value is BestUB.
rest =n—1—|F|
if FizedT + t,(rest) > BestUB then return
if FizedC + c,(rest) > B then return
Solve MST(\* : Fi, Fy)
if MST is feasible then
if Y icr ¢k < B then
if Y icrtF < BestUB then
BestUB =Y icpth
end if
end if
LB := MST(X* : I, Fy) + Fizedl — X\(B — FizedC)
if LB > BestUB then return
ek = argmin{pfle e T\ Fi,k=1,---,m.}
if no e® is found then return
BAB(F U {e*}, Fp)
BAB(F1, Fo U {eF})
end if

return

INSDOFBEEMAAAT, XOFRH 7V T) X4 BAB
ERY. WAD Fy, Fo 387 A N THRLNK R
HlE LTHRET S,

6. STEEXER

FHERRFERRIL, 2 E—NLLE-FD 2 ODHETIT.
6.1 TIXE— FZE LD D 2 ICREL, KY (Kataoka-
Yamada [13]) & [ UG - [ UFHERRERSE T & HE
L, 7VIT) X LOWRLEEIT) . FHOHER, 77
7 OB - AR - PEGIF O5RES - R /B D56
A ZLSHE, ST A bORYERFIERN 2 &% A
b, 62HilZZE— FEFVER, T— FRICX L EE
R -2 O BRI B MBS EOBRY D 5
BIZDOVWTERT S,

6.1 2E—KNEFIL:KY &DLE#E:
COBTOERETIE, T— FRIITRToORICBWT

me=2%%5. 2F— FIZRETIE, LITMHETH 2

KY & OB TE L. FIEOARED KY I26bHE,

#H k% [1,R] (R = 10210 10*) O—keEBE&ELETY

Z, PTERER & (k=1,2) &, BH &1L TRD 31

HoOMBEE5 25591275,

EARRE S th QPRI L 72 [1, R] O —REBEELE TS
5.

554888 @ ¢ .= 0.8¢F +[1,0.2R]]

BAMARE 1t = |0.8¢F + 0.1R/10 + [1,0.01R]]
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WINOHED, th AR SEE, KE (1) 2T
BEITCE, thRIENER, E-FESONIERLS. £

7z, TH B 3EADFHN 7 BB R(n—1)/2 &
Bal, N9 2=%aZHVTRK (11) L) ISHET 5.

B=aRn (a=0.204,0.6) (11)

X5 HEIE B DELL Precision T7500 (Intel Xeon
X5680 (3.3GHz) x 2) RELEH I — Fb KY L Eo7z<{ [
Cboxfvag.,

UToRIZBWT, graph 3505 n, Bom &35
LE, PPN R T T T, K, 3EE&T T 72 ERT
b. gap lZT 7T ¥ T afEMHIC L B T HUE & RFTIRZEEC
BWTELNZ FSYMEDOZETH Y, TOMEAT0I127% 5 L5
fFIF T A N2 ARTCROBICIRIT 722 & 2 BT 4. fix0,
fix], unfix (IZNLI 0 IZEE SN2, 1ICEE Sk
B, REZEOHOEE (%) Z/ART. unfix N0 2% 5 &,
SRREECALHNS, ST T A b & TTREREHIES
N7 L RBRT L. #subp [E9FRZETICBIT 2 58K
¥, cpu (IFHERE (B) TH 5. HHED KYcpu i KY O
FEATREBTH A, FRANOEMIIHKNT A —FHEILB
W 10 IRV 72 FETH 575, KY LidFE -7 <R UL
B —F2HNTWEDT, §XTOMEA4DOHEIZBWT
REEIE L2 e bFEL O TV D,

R 1LIETZTT7ORIR - B O#E W & B F-HEHEOMHEO
B RLIODEBERTH AL, 77707 2B MICL
HIESE S RFTERICE S EREE D gap iE, 757D
HEARKE L R ESEOWREEDHEE D, gap 7LD
NS BEmPBR OGN, K - LdHbDE, 77
VA BHIOEE T gap 7700 12> TLE o270, 20
BAHE CSTRNT 7 A M R BRI T A HAS T & 7
Molol L EBEW®RT A, £ LT gap DEA/NS W E S
T A N0 RS IIEETE S, EBIZEMHT T A FORhE
<, ST SNV unfix OEEITEIEN 2 T 7 T
=t U b, BETITITIEL = FE2YIEELSE
CHSNTz. 7272 LMD R b L E— FOEVIZLE S
SEHNBEDED R L b 120, FH T T 7 TEPRY
DA unfix & LT EINZZ, L2 Leer T 7 Tl
ZDLDPEZVENVE H T, BEE L TIEN-RKEHOM
FADBR S IZh0b b TLE L TEMHTICERI L TWw5b. &G
B AR L &, 2FH T T 7IEH L Tf->TWwb KY &
HE L TWINOBEEIZBNTH o 2R 5o N,

=z 2IEFEHY B OLEHIIHTLIRBEVE L7290
DLDOTH L. H-WEHEOMBEITIAHR, SO IX
R=103 &£ LTWwWA, Fy7Hvr ¥4 7OMETIE, F
FAEIEC w0 EE, ANE /AN WOBRIF A 2
L7208 L % AMEAPBGE SN D Z LD, RRTE
TIBEDOIIRPAKTH 5720, BITNDEOREITIF -
TWwb, LEF>TFRABFREVITL (aFKEVIE
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®1 SHBMICHT 2EBER (R=10° a=04)
Table 1 The results for correlations (R = 103, oo = 0.4).

FHRd graph gap fix0 fixl unfix  #subp
. PIT 56.3 74.2 142 12.0 446.4  0.00 0.01
P9 493 75.2 144 10.7 10552  0.02 0.02
P 206 79.8 158 4.5 1029.4  0.04 0.48
P20 19.2 80.3 16.0 3.9 20122  0.16 0.93
PSSO 111 81.1 16.8 2.1 2352.6  0.29 3.22
P29 17.6 80.4 16.1 3.5 3038.6  0.52 7.86
P29 10.6 81.1 16.9 2.1 5236.6  1.23  12.29
Ky 123 96.6 1.7 1.7 249.0 0.01 0.02
Kso 4.0 985 1.0 0.5 336.4  0.02 0.17
Kio 3.0 99.0 0.7 0.3 165.6  0.03 0.46
Kigo 1.9 99.3 0.6 0.1 92.6  0.03 1.12
Ksoo 1.4 995 0.5 0.0 130.3  0.06 4.07
§5 P27 419 72.0 12.1 16.3 863.4  0.01 0.03
PXY 307 73.7 13.3 132 17256  0.03 0.08
PJSY 294 78.7 146 6.8 1568.0  0.06 0.25
Pij2Y 123 79.9 157 4.4 25514 0.20 1.30
PESY 9.7 804 161 3.5 21179  0.26 5.25
P40 9.7 80.4 16.2 3.4 30643  0.51 4.23
P 89 80.5 16.3 3.2  2044.8  0.43 6.50
Ki 86 969 21 1.0 87.6  0.00 0.01
Kgo 1.4 986 1.1 0.2 129.4  0.01 0.08
Kio 39 991 0.7 0.2 180.3  0.03 0.20
Kigo 2.8 993 06 0.1 61.3  0.02 0.22
Ko 2.7 995 05 0.1 165.8  0.08 2.25
i P27 9.1 625 2.5 353  3648.6  0.03 1.04
P9 32 67.1 55 248 32759  0.06 1.93
PISY 4.1 669 3.0 302 8911.3 0.36 61.04
P33 2.2 675 3.2 294 3843.8 0.30 109.47
PSSY 101 67.0 3.9 29.1 15856.7  2.19 1734.38
P20 1.8 714 7.2 214 945974 15.73 1675.32
PO 28.6 60.9 0.0 39.1 678648.0 151.22 —

cpu KYcpu

Ky 2.0 973 23 05 41.3  0.00 0.01
Kgo 1.7 986 1.1 0.2 169.8  0.01 2.53
Kizo 1.8 99.1 0.8 0.1 83.0 0.01 26.99
Kieo 0.0 - - - - 0.00 191.80
Koo 1.2 995 05 0.0 68.0  0.03 1703.55

), RFHRFEIC L DEZBOMEATLAY , gap 13/ &<
7 DA A S 7.
BELAELDVRTY, FHERHEICE RS 2EVIZR LA
oz, £72KYcepu TIEFHEINT T 7 Ta=04D8 %
WCETRIERMZEL TWDED, TR REEVITZR V.
F72, TZTOHORMZECORERHOLPKY Y- T
W E W) FERDTES LT,

R IIEHABLUORHZ 5 2 285 OHA R 222 7:
LEDOWFNE RL-ODEFERTH L. BH-IFHD
AN EARR, FE ST A—Fda=04ELT05. &
B O & ZEDMEISN L gap /IS L, BT T T
T ETHRDP L T@IZEITTCLEIBSH - 72,
—J7, BR-FEMO L 2MEOMWEMBILAD L, BOT L gap b
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L2 LAaHs, ZofEmzznizs

® 2 THEIKZEICET L ERRR (IWHE, R=10%)
Table 2 The results for budget constraint (No correlation,
R =10%).

a graph gap fix0 fix]l unfix #subp cpu KYcpu
0.2 P 842 751 144 121 3108 0.00 0.01
P9 89.6 75.2 14.6 104 611.6 0.01 0.04
P9 332 795 154 5.1  759.2 0.03 0.57
Pid30 34.8 79.8 15.7 4.5 2137.0 0.17 0.99
PS80 278 80.3 16.1 3.6 1357.7 0.17 3.18
P20 239 804 16.2 3.4 3348.3 0.58 5.60
P9 16.5 81.0 16.7 2.3 5665.2 1.27 6.84
Ky 244 966 1.8 1.7 263.8 0.00 0.01
Kgo 125 984 1.0 0.7 360.3 0.02 0.20
Kio 7.2 99.0 0.7 0.3 2707 0.05 0.49
Kigo 3.4 993 06 0.1 157.7 0.05 1.30
Koo 3.6 994 04 0.1 1977 0.10 3.59
0.4 P 56.3 74.2 14.2 12.0 446.4 0.00 0.01
P9 493 752 14.4 10.7 1055.2 0.02 0.02
P9 20.6 79.8 158 4.5 1029.4 0.04 0.48
Pii3° 19.2 80.3 16.0 3.9 2012.2 0.16 0.93
PSSO 111 81.1 16.8 2.1 23526 0.29 3.22
P20 17.6 80.4 16.1 3.5 3038.6 0.52 7.86
P 106 81.1 16.9 2.1 5236.6 1.23 12.29
Ky 123 96.6 1.7 1.7 249.0 0.01 0.02
Kgo 4.0 985 1.0 0.5 3364 0.02 0.17
Kizo 3.0 99.0 0.7 0.3 165.6 0.03 0.46
Kigo 1.9 993 06 0.1 926 0.03 1.12
Kao 1.4 995 05 0.0 130.3 0.06 4.07
0.6 P 377 772 167 6.5 133.0 0.00 0.00
P 185 78.6 17.1 45 2992 0.01 0.02
P9 14.8 80.8 16.5 2.8 400.0 0.02 0.07
Pid3° 13.7 81.1 16.8 2.1 7864 0.06 0.34
PS80 76 815 171 14 3274 0.04 1.38
P40 68 742 172 1.3 8274 0.14 2.76
PR 6.7 83.0 17.0 1.6 4512 0.10 4.11
Ky 74 968 19 1.2 161.0 0.00 0.00
Kgo 1.8 98.7 1.2 0.2 41.1 0.00 0.06
Kip 1.3 991 0.8 0.1 924 0.02 0.28
Kigo 1.1 993 06 0.1 140 0.00 4.52
Koo 1.2 995 05 0.0 50.0 0.02 6.42

KEL L DMEMDH Y, gap BKEL %2 EEMFITFT A+
DORIFED THRENEBDONNHETHLE., LrLeds, E
R 2 WA L gap DWBIIIILALZITTES T, £4<
DFERE—FEZEET LI LI LTS, FORE,
SRREFIC B 505D, RIHERM L TN L RE
I TICEEICORER STV S. —TF, KY T, &
FA-HE D & BAEDWEAIE DS Bt o T A IZFHERN R AT
HAELLTWAZ EDBIEENS.

6.2 ZE—RKEFILOIEME

KETIEE— FEAT2 £ D S WETFIVIZOWT OFEERGE
RAEIRT. - FETIVCTIEIEH-EHoBIC MBS
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F 3 FLEHIPHICE T 5 EERKER (BB, a=04)
Table 3 The results for ranges of parameters (No correlation,
a=0.4).

R graph gap fix0 fixl unfix #subp cpu KYcpu
102 PE" 89 758 155 9.1 350.1 0.00 0.01
P9 51 759 15.0 9.3 2596.9 0.01 0.02
P9 4.0 80.0 16.0 4.2 449.6 0.02 0.05
P2 2.0 80.7 165 2.7 530.8 0.04 0.61
PSSY 1.4 81.8 174 09 190.2 0.02 1.52
P20 24 80.7 16.5 2.9 2579.7 0.42 1.57
PZEY 1.8 81.1 16.8 2.0 2558 0.06 1.81
Ky 41 970 20 1.0 640 0.00 0.00
Kgo 1.1 987 1.2 02 670 0.01 0.02
Kig 0.0 - - - - 0.00 0.01
Kigo 0.0 - - - - 0.00 1.02
Ksoo 1.1 994 04 0.1 4250 022 8.70
103 PY7 563 74.2 142 12.0 446.4 0.00 0.01
P29 493 752 14.4 10.7 10552 0.02 0.02
P9 206 79.8 158 4.5 1029.4 0.04 0.48
PiJ2% 19.2 80.3 16.0 3.9 20122 0.16 0.93
PSSO 111 811 16.8 2.1 2352.6 0.29 3.22
P20 176 80.4 16.1 3.5 3038.6 0.52 7.86
P9 106 81.1 16.9 2.1 5236.6 1.23 12.29
Ky 123 96.6 1.7 1.7 249.0 0.01 0.02
Kgo 40 985 1.0 0.5 3364 0.02 0.17
Kizo 3.0 99.0 0.7 0.3 1656 0.03 0.46
Kigo 1.9 993 06 0.1 926 0.03 1.12
Kapo 1.4 995 05 0.0 1303 0.06 4.07
10* PJZ7 5829 74.2 14.1 12.1 427.8 0.00 0.02
P9 446.8 75.6 14.7 9.9 704.0 0.01 0.06
Py 2292 79.4 155 5.2 22126 0.08 0.71
Pid3° 185.8 80.3 16.0 3.8 1709.0 0.14 3.96
Pi§80 155.8 80.6 16.3 3.2 3929.0 0.49 7.42
P20 114.0 81.0 16.7 2.4 2793.2 0.47 11.14
PZEY 93.6 81.1 16.9 2.1 4797.8 1.05 50.62
Ky 1421 965 1.6 0.2 300.8 0.01 0.02
Kgo 415 984 1.0 0.6 680.0 0.04 0.38
Kio 235 99.0 0.7 0.3 7556 0.13 226
Kigo 20.8 992 0.5 0.2 10494 0.34 7.82
Koo 3.6 994 04 0.1 570.3 0.29 6.60

MR EDBRY D BHAIZ oW TR L, X1 BRE
PRENTRENL e B, Lo L, AFICIET & 2 B o etrit
FERERDFAE LR\, L7z o T, EBRICHWAL 7T 73
KY IZebbdZ e, L) BlELHE> b DL LT,
TIITDOFREERBRECTESLLIICL, HEBEDENIZLS
IREVWLESRTEL L )IC L. Thidger s 728k
LT, Sz aE L2EEGTRSL /MRS VIR Y 4300
THEBLEbDOTH L. F/2, 6.1 HIOERTIIS PR
K, 3 1HETOTHY, N5 10 L T2 0 E
MTERHICE D 108D AR L TEBE T 72 FHTH
L. FIUSHT L, REOERTIE, SHBEEIHLTHA
HOZr I 7%ERL, TNSDET T 7100 L CTHM-2
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F 4 MEOBES L OE— FEIEINCRT 2 EBHER (R =103,
a=0.4)
Table 4 The results for sizes of problems and the number of
modes (R = 10, a = 0.4).

mode n den gap fix0 fixl unfix #subp cpu
2 200 5 21.7 87.08 860 2.96 960.4 0.04
10 14.2 93.62 4.35 1.40 990.4 0.06

20 9.9 96.59 2.14 0.75 664.5 0.07

400 5 11.1 93.99 4.48 1.08 1317.8 0.20
10 6.4 96.57 2.27 0.46 903.1 0.23

20 3.9 98.08 1.15 0.20 636.3 0.29

600 5 7.8 9593 3.04 0.60 1624.4 0.53
10 4.3 97.64 1.54 0.25 13456 0.77

20 2.8 9849 0.76 0.11 723.8 0.79

800 5 4.7 9697 2.34 0.31 1617.2 0.91
10 3.9 9826 1.16 0.19 1344.8 1.42

20 1.8 98.92 0.59 0.05 911.3 1.83

4 200 5 27.39 92.65 4.08 1.98 1518.8 0.07
10 10.59 96.44 2.22 0.73 863.6 0.05

20 8.9 9821 1.07 0.39 1158.6 0.12

400 5 10.3 96.63 2.16 0.71 2034.7 0.31
10 10.1 99.88 1.08 0.44 1692.4 0.44

20 5.4 98.73 0.55 0.14 1177.2 0.54

600 5 7.2 9771 1.49 0.37 1793.4 0.60
10 5.8 9850 0.74 0.18 1770.7 0.99

20 3.5 9895 0.38 0.71 1158.2 1.24

800 5 5.6 98.25 1.13 0.23 1885.2 1.07
10 3.3 9893 0.58 0.07 21094 2.12

20 3.4 99.26 0.28 0.05 889.8 1.81

8 200 5 17.34 95.18 1.84 1.57 2664.1 0.12
10 14.7 97.64 0.93 0.80 2161.3 0.14

20 9.0 98.71 0.50 0.26 1661.7 0.17

400 5 8.9 98.08 1.05 0.42 2326.0 0.35
10 7.7 9853 0.52 0.21 27059 0.69

20 7.4 99.05 0.25 0.12 2061.3 0.94

600 5 6.9 98.62 0.72 0.23 2460.1 0.81
10 5.8 9897 0.36 0.11 21919 1.23

20 5.0 98.97 0.18 0.05 1972.2 2.01

800 5 5.4 98.92 0.55 0.14 2371.6 1.33
10 4.9 99.21 0.27 0.70 2336.5 2.29

20 5.2 9940 0.13 0.04 4985.3 9.96

HOELCTEEIICLYD 1080 ER L TERE LTn5,
DFNFE 4, T 5 OKKUEIL, 50 MIFEEEE 1T - 72 FI5fE
27> TWwW5h, L2, fix0, fixl, unfix #5lE T4 & &
IZBWTIE, BMEIZER SN 7T 818 > TL
FI7-ONEEEE R, FIT, REBIIBWTIE, EE
AR SN TIE R, BEmNasE, 2% (B
FE/100)xn(n —1)/2 % 75 7 T &5 RHED LD > T
HHEL THWALAZLDTEL0HEE LTwa, Lzdts
T, fixO+fixl4unfix DEAHIPIZ 100 1272 > TV D
ONHLZ LR L TBL.

FA4lx, TE—FHE%2 4, SO3FHE, BLUrI7
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® 5 M EBEHOMEI T 2 EHHER (n =400, den =10, R =103, o =0.4)
Table 5 The results for time/cost relationships (n = 400, den = 10, R = 10%, a = 0.4).

s 72— F&S (%)

func gap fix0 fix]l wunfix #subp cpu trun 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
—k% 7.7 985 0.5 0.2 2705.9 069 0 0.6 29 6.3 132 195 23.5 22.6 11.5
" (5) 3.2 957 04 04 103541.7 2828 O 0.4 4.5 17.2 28.0 358 13.7 54 24
' (10) 3.4 958 0.5 0.4  68415.6 1744 0 0.0 3.7 17.3 30.5 27.7 13.0 4.1 1.2
™ (20) 4.1 99.0 0.5 0.6 25093.2 6.61 0 0.0 39 189 334 30.1 132 3.1 0.7
M(5) 28.3 983 04 0.6 227941.8 58.77 1 44.1 0.0 00 00 00 0.0 0.4 556
M (10) 275 98.3 04 0.6 4054634 10248 2 441 00 00 0.0 00 00 0.4 556
M (20) 27.7 983 04 05 1196623 30.17 3 441 00 00 0.0 00 00 0.3 556

I 94.2 97.8 0.4 1.1 722603.9 235.16

36 390 01 00 00 01 03 31 573

y="0"
ai |-
as|-
as| ~
/a4
-1 1

ay
1
as
1
as
1 as
1tas

1 LB OMEY Ty

Fig. 1 The way to make convex function.

DO (den) #5847 T 7126 LT 5, 10, 20% T4
B LM T RN RERTH L. BH-BEOEE ORI
R=10%, FPENRIFA—%lda=04ELTV5E. E—F
BoHimL Ty, KFEOTILVITY XLATIE, KY DL
ICEEALY T 7B ELTWwWinzn, E— P
X 2RERIROFIRITEAER SN, T AHE
OHENNIP B LB AR T L% DD, ST A bAS
BEICHEFEEL TV D720, EIEL L UIHHE S %
513E, BEALOENEESN TS &) KREIES
N7z, 2070, SR EHEREIIEREIC X 2280
2 EmE A S T, RfEo 7V T) ALFE—F
Bt U COHEEES W E W R 5.
INFTOLE— FRETI, H% RERHE K&K
HEETH & O O&E— Fi2iE, Bk (1) TRESNDIRE,
OF ) AEEICE, ML & o 22 REICKE— N
ERT L, SNOPHEFEICIHEATHLZITTH 7.
L»L, £E— FThIUL, INSICMBELMER, &
VI B OMGRE R85 L TE S,
ARWFFETIERD & 9 1B (MBI%) & AR L7z, Bl
TIEE— P 6 OBEIZOWTEHHT A, 9, K& b &
LBy =" 252, —1<z<1O—HEHIZX
D, 52 (ERLAZVWE-F6-1) OEXGTRENS
N5 al, as, as, a4, a5 £ $AH. TNHIE 1T EHOLICLE
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b5 1/b DfilZ o T 5., THHDEE VT, Kl
1, W&a (£=1,2,3,4,5) OEFEEEZ, KLEAT
DOTEEPET A L H12iExS (H1).

RIZ, 2EF=FET VO L & LFEFEIC [1,R] ©—FEfL
B2k, 6 20BHOfE 2 OO OfEE AR L,
A< <A<A<SAELSSE >0 LhBLHICEFETN
T35, 2LTC, M1 0L)ICENLELEEZELZEN
—c, -2 S - RET A, RFBICHOT A XD
th— O W FE S LIS 5. MEROEEIE, BFFE
DFEA T %W LT, [A CEHETHES.

COEHITERTAHIET, BEOK D OMHEIZE DY
(M) O ABREZREST LI ENTEL, W% b O
THAHD, M1 DEHI 4 TEPNRTNS, b=2TIIR
ZZHIZIZIEEALHEMTH Y, MOBEL AL SN
BEICL2ES W, Lzh> T, EEBTIEb=05,10,20
AWM L7z, F72, mo%id 400, HEEIX 10%, E—F
Bid 8, ELEO#HIPIZ [1,1000], FHEEIHIZ =048 L
7. EBRNEIE, £4DLEEFL, 52 5NHEEC
Mo TCH5MED ST 7, %27 712k L CH-& M%)
MCE 10 ERL, 50 MOFEEEFT- 72 3EEZ R L
TWwh,

£ 512BWT, func FNIFEHE HH OB ERL,
(b)) (M1 (b)) CTIKDEAFEIMOFIIRL TV 5, F72
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7212 trun &V EMMEE 2L TWA S, T 50
MDD 5, 1,200 BELNIZHRT S, FET2FTHY) o 72MEK
Thb. FIbWon-fEX, FHEEZIBTZOICHYS
NTVRW®D, trun 250 THRWREEIZOWTIE, b LiF
ARD BN D F TEITTIUL, #subp X cpu lFFRITREN
FHMEE DO REL R L, Kb SHNL, fdfifs LT
ffbN72BDE— FFEFOHEEG (%) ZRLTEBY, E—

F&ES 1 IIRE - RIE, T— FES8IIRE mEiTHhb.

BRAOOTIE, £ 1 THHVA—RELER ©, KERX (1)
EZWHELTWALEITOLOTHY, —FERHHIMIT N5,
EFE LTIRONTWAHEOE—- FIZIMEY VY, &
BTHITTFHREM Y, TRERRY KR O WE— %53
T ELTWBEZENSDsh,. Z LT func DEWIL, ¥
EUNp = N Y (A

BT ETF RO gap AVNE {0, BB R IR
AN TwEE—- FIPREFE) DEAPEONL. DD
E—FEFL 2L 00l PLFEENTLIETLY
BEOBNE—-FPLRIZTIEL, T—FEFT7, 8L\
DI, TNLLEFHEEZ D ZAATHFMEMHEICIEORAD
VO TEITH & L, ZOMEEIZMNONE S K BA DK
XL BB EHHETHS., LA2L, FIREBTIIE— FED
HERAUNES , AT E BB, BHERMEET L.

M Tl gap IFEHICKRELRY, REMICIRHAS
TV E— NI LR & IR T, Wi D € — RIZHEH
LCTwa. Zoffm b mifimsh oo 6 = % s
BTE, FHEMIIRNEHE, 2)Thuler 45
NLZLEDPBETEL., COZSMO-OICEHERR D X
DWELLBEELR D,

RIS EIL, gap ML & BRAL o TR E V. STfHT
T A MIH HIRERRE L TV A D, FHEEM o ks L O
1,200 BTH BYIS S5 5 2 o -MEBLHT->TH
D, B 2 DNEERREFETH L. IR OY
E, B ROBWIZLD2EHERRIZEN VDL TH
By, 122L, KEEE L TR OE—- FEFIE,
MEBDGEITETEY, KL KEDE— FdHDHWIdx
EREDE— FOWTRPIH > T b, ZHIEHIEE
BMTONBRMELE, HEHOE— FETIEI—ETHoT
b, BOMTIISEHMEDOENEL - RV &) DD
L7280, WEAROBAIE LTPFEEHAT LIS
TH»AH. 72770, MEKD L XIZL Tz <, Ik
PO HEDOE— FEFEZEATV S, ORI A I
HROBEEEFMGTWICHEIC L Twi b0t Ebhs,

7. FED

FFHLTIRY T 7 DRFNATHE A DR - AT b L —
K+ TOMRICE > TWAE— P52 51, Wbt
HO%DS, BN FEDNTRIFFM 2SR/ &gk =
koo HRHEAIRE L7, HR-BAS L — N+ 704G

© 2016 Information Processing Society of Japan

WCHLEEE, 70V VATV a—1) Y FO5E TR
HL L RSNBRMBEETIEDHBH, Fv T — 75
BBV CHMORELEALZMERIIEALAHS
W,

KIS L, T T 29 2B/ L 5 T HHE & BT
FHEICE B EREZ RO, COETREDOF ¥ v 71345
JERE L, $TANT 7 A ME TR R ICHEREL TB Y, #it
BB L o T R ITNIE R 5 VR EE DR %
- FIEITL DT AL T LTI L.

FIAEMFEER T, 1T & L T KY (Kataoka-
Yamada [13]) % BFGICL7z. KY 132 E— FOREIZ
FELTBY, 2B/ 7 7ICEBLT2L/->T0 D, —
i, AWETIILE— FOBATOLES T 7124 e Y
Y, 20FFOT T T THR->T0AE, TD720, 6.15i
TIEKY &£ E o7 FUHBNE - FHREREEIZB VT o 724
BRI, $72, - FEFILTIE, K- BHOBIC
MEE, MBI D 5 VISR e OB E R, X
DEEANCRIEB L7V T ALOHEER RS Z AT X
5. FHEMEROKERE T, KT E—- FEFATR
2, MK TIEE— FES MG IC 2 5 2 LA S
N7z, BRI AR RS AR WIRTER B { 2 & Aok
LWZ EDgdoie.

E— FEDP 0LV EEORIEREL, kL - KEHS
VIR - B &\ ) RO E— FOHM BT 28D
CLENTELEHRREEICEEIELI LN TEL. T
Ty NAF Y a—) Y OB, S HLC R
LIETH D I LHL VA 20, [22], BAEBARDEEIX
T WAV A=) v e, KEWICR RS, Z
DI LIZDVTIE, 57O THEROLENN D 5 [14].
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