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1 FCHIC

nxn OELRAEY K BIRET A8 T, ERLZEYERIET 0% RER2RRE (RAP: repeated
assignment problem)[12] £ FEE. RAP (Z XD K 5 7% 0-1 sHlif#i (9] & L TEMEE N 5.

RAP : minimize i Z i chxt; (1)

k=1 i=1 j=1

subjecttonfj= 1, Vik, 2
i=1
n
Z k=1, Vjk 3)
i=1
K
D1, Vi, )
k=1
K €{0,1}, Vi, j. k. (5)

<

TTT, &3 kBEIHDEETIZAMTHY, 4)BRICHHOEHERET HHIKZERL TS, RAP
T o, = ciy DHEEIRRIGE [10] IC K DTN D BN, ARG TIE—RDEEICDODWTRET . RAP I
n? K T, n? +2nK 9RO 0-1 BEGTHEMETH . n=1000, K = 10 DIFEE, 1| TAEH, 10275
R &R, kb KELY A XOMET, BETRINTHSEHAD MIP VIV N—THRERZ1S%
TEIFLV[6]. ORI L, ETFFREERAAUZE T X Mok bR NL, EheE<
TEILE > THEREIGD T7IIVT) A LZRET 5.

2 L+THRE

RAP O LRl & FTRIBICOWTIHERS. F9, ERMEIX 2.1 HiTRRNZRE/N\H)—FEICEDIEDS
N3, X, FREICOWTIESHEME S /S 1 BMAEEZ DD, fiE ISR HENE
BT EMNBODT, TNEMRWCEL 120, 17, FOBIERGAIREZIRRT 5.
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21 RENVH—%

Lﬁ@@ﬁ&&thf&@ﬂyﬁu—&%ﬁﬁvé.:hu:x%ﬁmckz@pwﬁg%%@
k=12, K DIRICERES LD TH2ZH, BrEBOELIcBNTIX, ZNLURE TORETEY
BEHOMUITELNRIEEI NG, BEINCIZRDOK SICHD. FC (G, ))|1 <i,j<n) ZERYHEE XN
N7 LTS, BREYITHIIEHRETHS. APYF) % nxn DELRIET, MG, ) DA RH

+ ={ & G eF ©

c;
! o, (Lj)eEF

DEDLTB. TTIT, Fid MRS THIER) ODEBTHD, k=1DLZRIF=0LF35. APIF)IC
IS B 28RS T % HN(F) & L, N A=K, 5]ICEDBOENBREIVF VIR MEF) £ 5.
MYF) DFUE F := FUMNF) LT 5T LICK D EDERS THRIE SN D, KENYHY—HEDT
WY ZXLIERDE S B.

Ve I
Algorithm K18/ 7Y —i&

Stepl. k:=0, F:=0 &3 5.
Step 2. AP¥(F) 2N\ AU —IETIRE, RETRSYF VT MEF) 2155,

Step3. k> K ALY, Z5THRINE k:=k+1andF:=FUM(F) & LT Step 2 \.

J
COTIIVIY XL K BIORETHRT LT RAP DETAREMRMNELNDS. CTOHEICELTXROE
=0l A RVASR

A1 TEDk<nIINLT, HYF) ORICEZET v F U A ELET 5.

DT EHNERMEBENS.
EE 1 RIENVHY—EIZEIC RAP OE/TOJAE A 52 5.
T DRITATHERR D B WIS RAP D—DD LFE LI ZDT, THE Z5,p L30T

2.2 EGHE
(5) % x}, > 0 ICE &2 7= RAP OEFHEMIEY C(RAP) £ 5. CHIid 2nK + n? HIKRX, K&

iy -

BowratE (LP) RIETH 3D, n, k OEDEINE & &ICRBICIIERAEL X5, 2T, <O
YA XDKE LP FIBICHULS B 7-dic, 1T, FUIDBERGAIKE [13] 212K T 5.

2.2.1 17, FOBERGARKE
XD LP REE&EZ 5.

P : maximize ¢” x subjectto Ax < b, x>0,

AP DT RT ORI E TN TORWROEEZZNETN, C, RLTH. POBRER x ICBVTx =0
DL Z{TH 4 OF jFIFERHTHZ V00, FiBEORMNXSES THRIL TVIE, 8 i1Td5E
HTHB VS,
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P EZENESRRCR CCCIREDRDESICTOY I DFLTEREL, R CICHIST 355
FIREPR,C) B®EZ 3.
C C" const
R | Ao Ao | bo
R | 4w An| b
obj| ¢§ | O

35L, PRC)IERDELSICEITS.

P(R,C) : maximize cJx subjectto Agox < by, x 2 0.
P(R,C) L ZDORMMBEOREMRE ETNETN "R, C), y'(R,C) LT 3 LRDEBEMNKD IID.
EE2 »(R,C), y'R,CO)N
(i) 410x*(R,C) < by (EEITOTHEN)
(i) y"(R,C) Aoy 2 eI (B FATAIHEME)

EiiteTe$ 3. b ¢, RISHHET BE5IC 0 B U MR x* = (x*(R, C),0), y* := (*(R, C),0)
FEREB L Z OB ORERTHS.

HOM UHIEMRITOES R LIEEOF|DES CHIEMHEICDY > TWEEEE, I N-EPR,C)
ZIRL T EICK > TRIBEDREMAMES NS, LA LAENS, REIIFIELVWE DI P BRSITH
CETIEDLISEV. FTT, UTIGERSBEEBGAHETIE, EETHIATEEENEVITOESR % R,,
LU THLREMNENFIDEER Cy L UTGEIRL, ThOMNEE 2 DKM (), (i) ZMETSLD
I, BREELTITL. BE 7 I3) XLIIRDE 51k 3.

~ N\
Algorithm 17, 3| DBIEELARE

Step 1. 47z Ry, Co DHEHD, (R,C):=(Ro,Co) LT 5.
Step 2. P(R,C) %#fRE, x* =x*(R,C), »' =y'(R,C) ZXR¥ 5.
Step 3. Ajox" < b ICRT B NERITI MdHNUE, ThHZRICMAS.
Step 4. y* 401 > ¢ ICRT B NERY BHhid, Thoz Cldmz 5.

Step 5. EIT, BRFIAZTNUT x*, y (CBEHICOKTE@M-TLD) D P OREMTHEDT,
k ThoZHALTRTY. £S5 TERVWEZIX Step2 NK 5.

/

222 RAP\MDHEHA

1T, FIDBIEEUAEZ C(RAP) ISEMAT 3B 8, BUID (R, Co) ZE S5 BINT Z31HRIELES. R
L LTREICENER ), B) DHIHIREBIEIV. —F, Co DFRIZNIEZEALHITIRRWVD, K
N A BT K BRITATHER T xf, = 1| Lo BB, RBRICEVTIFE O THSAREELEL
LEIONSE. FIT, TOEIBEBOESR C & LTHEIRT 5. C(RAP) RV THESNS FFYE
%z, LT TEEY.
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23. ST 3EEM
RAP I T, 4) Xz HHBEEEICE DAL S 55 FRARE [3] 13RO X DIk 5.

LRAP(y) : minimize Z Z Z(CU + yu)xu Z Z Vij

k=1 i=1 j=1 =l j=1
subject to (2), (3) and (5).

= (7)) BFWK (D ISHET B 5 TS50 D1 BB THS. y >0 FETTZ & LRAP(y) l$RD K @D
3@¢L7’;§Uéﬁu‘3%§k SRRENG.

AP‘(y): minimize ) Dk + vk, (7
i=1 j=1
subject to Zx’; =1, Vi ®)
Jj=1
D=1, v )
i=1
¥ e{0,1}, Vi, j. (10)
ij

LRAP(y), APX(y) DEEEMBIRIEE ZH TN 2(7), () LT 5. LRAP(y) D555 > 1 M ReE»
EABL,

minimize z(y) subject to y > 0.

T, CORMAOREHNBIRME 2, &, STSUY 1 BMICKS FRELLS.

555 //JiXﬁﬁ:ﬁ%E@ﬁﬁbiﬁ%ﬂ%*ﬂﬁ:m‘E:L,{"FODJ:76&“}2&5641% @' V', y") € RPE x R"K x R %
C(RAP) DXHMEDBER L §5. TTT, o'V, v ZENFN(Q2),3), (@) ICHIST B RNERTH
5. §HLRDODT OIS,

BE3 Y 35750 a NI OBERE 755, Thbb, z, =z(y"). EBIC, TSV EM
KRB TAMEL EFEMICK 3 TRIEIZ T3, D%, z, =2

LT TRINEDTREE z,,,, AP(') DESEEMIBIMIEE 2, APK(y") % AP L3209 5 L, RAP
DTFFMEIRD & 3 ICBIT 5.

n

K n
ERAPZZE’(—ZZ‘Y'TJ" (11)

k=1 i=1 j=1

3 #fFMFFFTREF
6€{0, 1}, gap := zpap—2z,,, L L, x¥ = 6 L[EE L% RAP(x!, = 6), T ORJED FFHEE 2(xf; = 6)

ij
TEY. &L z(x" = 6) 2 zgqp THNIL, xk =5 LEELTY, Zrap F D BUVRENE SNV &h_tt
BDT, xf;=6(8:=1-0) LIERTE 3. %c_'c 2(x}; = 6) DFHE%Z T % =8 ic AP BN Txf =6

&lﬁlibt%’]éfﬁ%AP"(ﬂ‘ =6 ZEAL, c_a)ﬁﬁ%ﬁa)%ﬁaﬂdﬁaﬁk{ﬁ& z"(x" =96) &£95%. (11) J: n
2xh =6) =z, P+ 20 =0 - ().

DT,
2, =68) -2 > gap (12)
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THNUL x|, Z & ICEETES.

0-1 FHEFGEIC NG 2 ETHF 7 A b [7, 14] IC I ROB IR [2, 8] ZFIM T 5. AMETIX, S5~
VaBRINC K o THRE NI BISRIEZ N A ) —EZRAWCTESD, —RISNHN T —RIC X 580
SIERBBEARIIEO IRV, FIT, NIAV KL BB SRBEARZEITT 20BN H DD,
fREoOMa £, FLIIIET S,

4 RFEETHIFITA b

T 7 A b ORYRIZ ETRYEDE (gap) ICKkIF T 5. L TRMEDENKETES &, FTIFIC KB/
B/ IIRITNE 725D, FHEOVEERTIEIRKENHTI —HICK S EHERZ NI ERVWEEIZE
A9, EFREDOENKEV. Z078, HFL TWIRBERIIRMEONZVn T eAEh T %
CTXOEVEERNIRZE S0, RIBEISI T AL ZRET 5.

4.1 [REE

FIFIF T A MG ETFREZAVTITI A, KBS T AT}, ROLFRE /e (2,2) EGITELH
) ZRWTENHI T A 2175, EITUREROERZ X = (xeRAx=b,x20} T 5. z L IZRALV
TEMFI T AR EITD &, WSO DOEH x; N0 £z 1ICEEEINS. LHL, HEEBFIC EREI
o TWAENIONSHVDT, TOEHIMEL IThNTWARIEE AV, T OREETFIFT A b
TO, | CEETNIEEBOEEEZTNETNF(), Fi() £T5L, ROMEMNMESNS.

NN Q(/): minimize ¢’ x subject to Ax = b, x > 0, and
x; = 1,if j € Fy(D), x; = 0,if j € Fo(l).

C OfE/INEREO RE HIBIEER 2 LR L, EITH IS 2RBE LS. Q) BWRITAAREDZE
dz =00 £ BHE, RDOEHEMNKDILD.

EHE4 [14]) EEORITHEI >z L ZORBEZ ISHLT,
(i) 12z =z =27,
(i) 1<z =z} > 2*,
(iii) 12z} =z} =z*.

Thabb, FITHEICH LU TERE; NENLUTTH B2 5, 2z I3FEEz & —E LT RAP AL
MEICEI NI kIc .

42 7Ib3dJU XL

(RAEE(SF 7 A % RAPICEAT BICHT2D, o <gap = zgap— 24, LB BREF Yy T o> 0%2H
B35, EEMITAFOTILIAY ALIEXRDESIES.
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( Procedure {RZEETFF A k.
APF(k=1,..., K) OFEHEAR.

Input: zp4p, Zpps
Parameter: {AEF vy 7 a.

Step 1. & AP ICa1TMl 2, , + ¢ ZAVTENIF T R L 21T 5.

Step 2. RAP M SEE S NI-EHER DR E, i Ehiz0-1 SHEMNERES.

Step 3. MIP V)L/N—TC, H/NENTz0-1 FHEIRIEZRE, RAP OEI/TATREM ¥ & 15od % BHYET
BEz 285, ThoBHEILTKT. )

2EETIB 2, + @ NS ZRBUECIE STV B. FEA KD, 25z, ,+a THIUL, BoN7-MIL
B THB. 2>z, ,,+a L5 TREMROFIANMES NEH > BAIE o BRIME LT, &5 —EK
REMFI T AL 21T, REMROFIAMIONZETINREDIBETA, ERICIBELRECAT (3
TbB, ELEER T HEZHBYsC L5 5.

5 HERER

AIEE TOT LT X% ANSI C 38 THEE L, Dell DIMENSION 8400 (CPU : Pentium(R)4 CPU
3.40GHz, A€ YU —:2.00GB) LT MIP VL N\—ILOG CPLEX 11.1 [4] Z WV TERZITo7-. FlsEIE N
D&M L7, HEHETR b & % [1,1000] D—HEBMTERL, kEEDIX + cj; i, [Floor, Ceil]
D—HRELBTEKT B. TT T,

Floor := max{C{; — 1000(1 - o), 1}, Ceil := min{c?; + 1000(1 - &), 1000}.

T, o IHBDEEVERT/INTA—2THSB. LUTTIE o= 0.0 DEMEBE, o =03 DFHEE, o =06
DSEFHBIDHr — RIS DN TERZT- I-.

51 RERFER

K1 ETREZRDIZFEMRRTH D, JI1T1E 10 FIEEOFERET. #eol, Hrow ISBIERGARIEIC
BITS, JI, TROBKMETHD, #cyclid Step2 -5 DREEREEDT. CPU, 13 LFHE T & FFRIE
z, TLUTgap:=z-z DFREICH D > FBRIOMNERTH S.

&21EFE1 LAUCHBIHL o = 5 TRIBETHF 7 X R 21TV, #/\EIE% CPLEX TR -8
TH%. 0, HCEESINIEBOBURHix0, #fix], /& NF-RIBEOTE, 1T F#col, #row TET.
Z* FEEHBEBMATH D, CPU IFMFHEREM (CPU, + i/ E NIzRIE & R B 2ER LT
W5, #int (BEEGAHRE GEFHEME 2BV T 0-1 AESNEEE (10 ) T, Z0E4aE
#fix1 = nK, #ix0 = n?K — nK, #col=#row=0 & U TTFHEEH LTS, Fz, #solved |ZEE M DIRE
(@>z2-z, ) MEoniEE (10 EH) THS.

INLDERNSRDTZENEZ B.

() K=4DLZRZFEAEDT — A TBIEBGAR I & B C(RAP) DESEEMN RAP DEEAR L 71 -
TWVW3.



£ 1. FFRME
o n K z #col #irow  #ceycl z gap CPU;
0.0 200 4 7054.4 1604.2 2471.1 43  7047.1 7.3 0.27
8 141996 32344 5001.7 5.6 14149.1 50.4 0.79
12 215049 4891.6 7697.3 7.3 21354.0 150.8 1.67
400 4 7430.6 3202.1 4882.4 4.3 7427.8 2.8 1.27
8 14859.6 6428.5 9903.3 5.8 14826.4 33.1 3.58
12 222827 9677.2 15013.8 6.3 221943 88.4 5.93
600 4 7772.8 4801.9 7350.2 44 7769.5 33 3.00
8 155894 9624.3  14806.8 5.8 15568.4 21.0 7.49
12 234557 14472.1 224084 7.0 233979 57.7 14.13
0.3 200 4 9042.2 1606 2481.2 4.2 9026.6 15.6 0.29
8 18187.2 3251.3 5108.1 6.3 18062.2 125.0 0.87
12 27709.4 4944.3 7874.8 8.0 27355.7 353.6 2.21
400 4 9477.5 3206.5 4951 4.6 9467.6 9.9 1.32
8 18995.3 6446.8 10034.2 6.1 18926.1 69.1 3.42
12 28593.8 9730.3 151973 7.5 28402.1 191.6 7.33
600 4 9815.4 4806 7323.1 4.9 9809.5 5.9 3.04
8 196744 9642.4 14976.3 6.2 19629.7 44.7 7.83
12 29699.1 145232 22654.5 7.5 29591.3 107.7 18.38
0.6 200 4 9842.4 1618.4 2521.2 5.0 9807.0 354 0.32
8 20135.7 33226 5292.1 8.1 198272 308.4 1.52
12 31137.1 5158.7 8209.3 8.8 302844 8526 8.05
400 4 10216.9 32164 5025.3 5.2 102014 15.5 1.45
8 207728 6509.6 10304.1 7.0 206132 159.5 5.30
12 31402.7 9899.5 15747.1 8.2 31003.3 399.3 18.61
600 4  10599.6 4814 7404.1 5.3 10585.6 14.0 3.13
8 21326.1 9700 15136.6 7.5 212340 920 11.14
12 32247.8 146724 23079.2 9.0 32006.2 241.5 29.84
7 2. MR/ R & BEREORR
o n K #int #£ix0 #fix1 #col #row z* CPU solved
0.0 200 4 10 159200.0 800.0 0.0 0.0 7047.1 0.2 10
8 7 317792.3 1246.9 960.8 1629.3 141494 1.1 10
12 5 476051.1 15074 2441.5 4087.8 213545 2.5 10
400 4 10 638400.0 1600.0 0.0 0.0 7427.8 1.2 10
8 7 1274708.0 2368.4 2923.7 4512.2 14826.5 4.5 10
12 9 19141320 43773 1491.2 22725 22194.3 6.5 10
600 4 10 1437600.0 2400.0 0.0 0.0 7769.5 3.0 10
8 9 2873661.0 43475 1991.6 2849.6 15568.4 8.2 10
12 8 4308131.0 5944.0 6024.9 8511.9 23398.0 18.2 10
0.3 200 4 9 159118.8 749.8 1344 238.0 9026.9 0.3 10
8 7 317902.4 12759 821.7 14309 18062.5 0.9 10
12 5 476232.3 1547.8 2219.9 3756.4 27356.2 4.1 10
400 4 10 638400.0 1600.0 0.0 0.0 9467.6 1.3 10
8 9 1276229.0 29348 836.7 1340.6 18926.2 3.6 10
12 6 1911771.0 3220.2 5009 79133 28402.4 12.3 10
600 4 10 1437600.0 2400.0 0.0 0.0 9809.5 3.0 1
8 9 2874012.0 4371.3 1616.3 2429.5 19629.7 8.7 10
12 4 4301969.0 33158 147153 21826.1 29591.5 30.3 10
0.6 200 4 9 159124.6 749.4 126 221.9 9807.0 0.3 10
8 2 316977.4 690.2 23324 3958.1 19829.1 15.0 10
12 0 474601.2 592.9 4805.9 77722 30303.4 726.8 0
400 4 9 638136.7 1471.6 391.7 6379 10201.4 1.4 10
8 2 12725160 11304 6353.2 10136.9 20613.5 7.9 10
12 0 1906622.0 809.9 12568.5 194379 31005.9 300.8 9
600 4 10 1437600.0 2400.0 0.0 0.0 10585.6 3.1 10
8 4 2868446.0 2251.0 9302.8 13956.6 212343 17.4 10
12 2 4299009.0 2069.6 18921.3 27765.2 32007.1 1393 10




(i) MY A X (n, K) LHHB o ARELIZBICONT EFUEE FRIEDEE KEL B 5. EEORE
HEJBIEUIL 2 (X FHHi 2, , ICIETNISEVMIIC > TR B T AWV, REETHIFF A M ET
N5 OB L THIRIIZ L DICE> TV 5.

(i) REF vy T a =5 TOREEFIFFT A Mic kb, jolIEIE CPLEX TR 2 REOY AL RIcET
IR NENT VS, W DOHODFIERRWT, 1 HURNICEEREEB TS, BEROFENES
NTWIEWIEETSE, RENVHY—RICXZHTAREMRE D 12 DICB VAL ER TV S.

6 LR

FRETIREHY THERZERNEL, BMERERDZ7NVI) A LEERLU. BEMICE, Lk
FEZRDZFEE LTRRRENH ) —h%, TREZEZAEE L TCBEERARER, 7 L THE
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YA XERNEEZ1DDHEL LT, KBTI F I FERR L. BEEROER, cofhEIcE

DEVRIERNIRNE SN, ZEALORIEEZTIRO MIP VL= > Th T ERE TR &
MTE. ZOWR, n=600, K=12FBEOY A XOMBICH L TLEEEDD ZEEET-.

BE
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