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1 F

Balas OME4E®D Rotterdam T® EURO Gold Medal 383 [1] icfkiuid, BeliatEiE
X, KBS B & &R S EIMIET S branch-and-bound ¥, EOMEE 2 EHEREM
%5 HET BEIREE £ 4R LTV cutting plane #. 0-1 #HE® disjunctive ¥ & B
DF 5 lift-and-project HEFIZKRHTE D,

BFfnEid L OH T branch-and-bound DA FED T REZRD 5 DI HFHIA
TEBMN, LVEENICY 2— Y AT 1y B LT, LREOMEMEOESEN ST
EEARRIEIC A L CREDBVIEEUE L LTO TRELE R 3 EANME L LTERD
HHbDTHY ., FREHECMFHEOBED G b BRKER,

575 Y a WL, Everett [3] 12k o TIRRLEEN O OFHE L L THERBIC
RREINHDTH S, Held and Karp [8] ITHFHKEE —N R < HiEE (TSP) iZ3f
T35 77 VaBsk/ 1 AREICR25Z L 2R, HK TREEDISRET %LU
NOBRERTREDRICES Z LITRD L, EIZ, Geoffrion [5] 13777V aR
xR & SERBEOBRICH LTRELORVWEREZEX TV S,

—7 ., A3 (surrogate) FAHBFIT 7T v ¥ xR & 1EiEKF %R L < LT Glover
[6] CREENAbDTHY, Greenberg and Pierskalla [7] 124> TRERH ¥ x> 78
575 CaRtEry TUTF TH B EBHLENTLUR, EOVWTREEXHBME
L LT EANEHM»SER &N TE T3, Karwan and Rardin [9] i3 ¥y 7 OB
IRORSMIL & RBITER> TREWNCH ) B2 27 = AT VT Y XRERR LI

REDHBROAZ 2B & LTI, Lorena and Lopes [13] 235 & HUHE

(SCP) minimize ¢’z
subject to Az > e,
z € {0,1}",

* RIS AT I SO R FE6 (2002)
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BL, cIFENZ MV, Ald mxn ® {0,1} BIFTFI. e=(1,---,1)T. BHY, KA
BABMOEHEEZ R LTVED, BREESERICZOMECERL SN BRELZ
VY, Galvao, Espejo, and Boffey [4] i35 R # T H#i= RE

(MCLP) maximize fTz
subject to yTA -2z >0,
yTe=p,

BL. fj iZAR, z; € {0,1}, j € J i38H, y; € {0,1}, i € I ITHERE®), e = (1,.--,1)T,
p ITHERBEEH., AW THRETHBMBES R LEZRLTWS, BETIE, %
TSP MBS D/ 77 - Xy FU—27 D NP BRIZBTAREIZH LT, /5002l
MRIMOFADARETE & # RER AR TH 9 Lagrangian/surrogate ¥ [16][14] DEMA
HRAMERREhOo0H 3,

& Z AT Ram and Karwan [19] ILBASEBEHEICR T 2RENAN ¥ vy 7200 TR
L7e B BEEITBEHE TIIX vy 7138V L Bo T, BEEHEIIZRA T 32 B/IERIT
ERHREINBEREZLIIELBLoTWVS,

AR TIIENHE TBEICREBIN X Yy THREETIZ LR2F0HAE LTRAESX
HEORBEIN X vy 72EINDZ LR, 7770 Va@me oBEKRERLIC, B
BENHEICR T BTN EEL MM T 52 & 2 ERICT 3,

2 BHEHEICHTIER
— R OEEBREH BERBEIIR ORISR 5N 5:

(P) minimize ¢’z

subject to Axr >b, z €S,
AL A X m xn FERESTFN. b, c ITELERRTOFEESZ bV, S={z>0|SC
Z",Gz <h POFR},BL G X kxn HBETH. h it kx1 HFHEEZ b, &
5,
(P) iCB8$+ 2575 Y 28 (Lagrangian relaxation) i A > 0 IZ® L T,
(Py) minimize ¢’z + AT (b — Ax)

subject to =z € S,



LEBEESN, MISTHIY T2V (Lagrangian dual) i3,

(D) max>o{v(Px)}-
k2%,
(P) \ZB87 B RESI4BH (surrogate constraint relaxation) i3 p > 0 I LT,
(PH*) minimize Iz

subject to pf(b— Az) <0, z€S.

EEHESh, #ETHREMH (surrogate dual) i,

(Ds)  maxu>o{v(P¥)}.

L3,
v(Dg) ERDBTATY XAD—2%FT (cf. [18])o

Ty XA
Step 0: k+1,0° « —oo &L, £EBD u! >0 2&8F,

Step 1 (RREBSEH) : REER (Prr) 2 &, & oF 2875, Azk > b 225X 2k 1%
(P) DfgL 729, T2k =v(Dg) =v(P) & LTHEL,

Step 2 (EEMEF) : TzF > oF ! BBIT oF « Tk, EBRITHE, of « oF !
ET3,

Step 3 (u OEE) : oF ¥EE X (BECERSHE o8 £7) C T KAFIMRS,
B E

minimize €

subject to e<uT(b— Az), z€X
p>0
efp<i

ORE (bt ek+l) LB, fHl =0 25T v(Ds) = of THELE, EbRITNE

k—k+1&ENT Step1 ~,
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: T
PN & min - Iz
v ) v( sub. to AT (b—Az)<0,z€ S

v min Tz + AT (b - Ax)
sub. to AT(b—Az)<0,z€ S

. ( min Tz +AT(b- Az) )

sub.to z €8

>

v(P)

#o T,
v(Dg) £ supv(Py) < supv(PH) £ v(Ds)
A>0 p>0
— Iz
v(Dr) < v(Ds) < v(P)

DBEIRAERILT D (Greenberg and Pierskalla [7])o

o1,

(P) maximize z; + 2z
subject to 3z + 222 <9,
1 + 429 < 8,
0<z,22 <5, =1,79€Z2%.
Bo#EfE : 2t ={(0,2)7,(2,1)7}, v(P) = 4,
REICHE © 2% = {(1,2)7,(3,1)7,(5,0)T}, v(P*) =5,
777V a WA o = {S NOBEKR Y, v(P)) =5.

Ram and Karwan [19] O#H L IZER Y, ZoFORCBEHERMEICRANTELXX
MYy THH D, FBITHEEEFEZ% L TiZBEIC Parker and Rardin [18], Example
5.16 I B HIBRI N TV,
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Sl T AN TR (P) O#BT4E (linear relaxation) %,
(P) minimize ¢’z

subject to Az >b, =z €S,

BL, S={zcR |Gz <hH»OHHR} TERL. ZO%E z LT,

EE 1 1¢bdryS BEETH, BB (P) LB (Ds) PRIZKMF ¥y 7, E_I”'o\
v(Ds) < v(P) (2.1)

LRBBEFSRMEIIMBELSC ={z| Tz <Te<Tz*, z€S}#¢. THHTIL
ThH D,

[#E B3]  F98E (P) i Kuhn-Tucker EZEHT 5,
c— ATp =0,

B>0, Az>b al(b— Az)=0.
£ DR,

Tz =pT Az = glb,
DBRLT Do .

RIfE (Dg) R LT pu# kit, k >0 &z € {z | pT(b- Az) = 0} EEWmBL, uTA
L aiTA OBMOBTA v 13 0<y<7m B30T, pfA L z-2 OEDBT AL
<G+ < LEBND, O L =aTAEPD, '

Te—cfz = plA(z—3)

= pTAlz - z| cos(% +7v) <0,

ERBPINIT z OBREERZTL TS,
7220, BRE (Ds) PRRT = #WmB L. T =pTA &Y, pT(b—Az) = Tz—-cTz
Ehrb, BB (Ds) IR OBEIZ L > TREIND,

(Ps) minimize ¢’z

subject to ¢’z —cfz <0, z €S,

63



C # ¢ 261X ¢ (3FE (Ds) CEITARERDOT, Lz <clz &5,
W, (Dg) PEATAEMN Tz < To* W TRbIZ. C+£¢ BRESHB. |

X1 e bdryS ORCIILE+SRHFICHBAY, BBESE D = {z| Tz <
Tr<clz*, pfT(b—Az) <0, p>0, u#0, €S} #¢. THHZ L THDH, FRT
IR <o

RIZT 7T vV a Wtk & TREOED B FIBEIKIE TRILT 5 BRE R T

TBH 2 [ME (P) LRE (D) OMICRRF ¥y 7, BIb,
v(Dr) < v(P) ' (2.2)

& 72 B NESREIIREETIAR £ BN TRV B, BEM (integrality property)
BRI L2W), T TH5D,

[RE B3]  Geoffrion [5] Xi¥ Nemhauser and Wolsey [17] ®.
v(Dr) = min{cTz | Az > b, z € conv S} (2.3)

NHE 255, RBICERIOFREALIT

FIRE (P) Of# 7 ¢ bdry S & LT, (P) I Kuhn-Tucker XHEEATHZ &iTXY,

c—ATX =0,

DURELRD, TORE, A R o(DL) =v(P5) = ATh 2% o ICEBRICRES N D,

FARE (P) Of z* ¢ bdry S IZH LT, (b— Az*), <0 &£725 k BFEET D, M =0
B v(Py) =clz), z* =) €bdry S, L RIBENIIFETHD. TNHIT X >0
k B

v(P) =cTa* > cTz* + AT (b — Az*) = v(Dy),

2R/5,

LA DR Y DI bdry § PRRICHT Z2EBTHS, 7 M

{c — AT \(z}) | x} € bdry S is a solution of (Py)}
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11 [21] ® Theorem 6.12 »HEHET —¢, £ € Ng(z}) KHELL, 25 TRRIGTATH .
R Az} 13 (D) PERETIZUY, |

RIS 7T 2P 2 Wt L RER RO B BSEIE CRALT 2 BRZ MM T 5.

SEHE 3 ¢ bdryS EEET S, FE (Ds) LRHE (D) PRZIAX vy 7, I,
v(Dr) < v(Ds) (2.4)
LRBUEFIEEIBEE H={z|cc=cz} B S ODREBERNILTH D,

[EH]  o(Dyp) i (23) 5. WBRTAE z TORNBEKEIZF LS, v(DL) = Tz
L72h, EB1OMER L AR, o(Ds) i pu=5 LWL, o = pTA L2y, RIE
(Ds) VXF9E (Ps) CREEND, o TEENRILT S, |

3 BEBMHEICHTIER
—R DR BRI H EREIROBRITE DN S :

(PM ) minimize ¢z

subject to Az >b, =z €T,

FORIEOEIREF T 3.

T = {.’BZOIQHEZ.{.,’iGIZ, $j€R+,j€IR;
Iz & Ip limfi-,GxShﬁVJTl‘lﬁﬂ }.

L, I;Ulg={l,..,n}, EEHTS,

(PM) (2B8$ %54 5> ¥ 18 (Lagrangian relaxation) iX ) > 0 I LT,
(PM) minimize Lz + AT (b — Axz)
subject to z €T,
LEBEEN, ®ETE5555 010N (Lagrangian dual) i,

(D¥) maxy>o{v(P)}.



(PM) (2B ¥ 2 R EBHHEEM (surrogate constraint relaxation) iX u > 0 IZxf

LT,

(PMH) minimize ¢z

subject to uT(b— Az) <0, z €T,
LEZBRSH, HETERERH (surrogate dual) i,
(D) maxyso{v(PM")},

S ETeRNC TRIE (PM) ORBMA (linear relaxation) %,
(PM) minimize ¢’z

subject to Az >b, z€T,

AL, T={z€R} |Gz < h »2OFH}
ZOfEE T LT D,

BE 1 JALZM X CRNT, TS K OREORESAETICRBERE V ¥
SHBETE H S EELRVCRE AL V 25 K OREONBE ST &L Th b,

[fE B9]  Hahn-Banach O¥MREHEOMEILEX 5, |

EH 4 T¢bdryT 2IRET D, ¢ #0 L7223 k€ Ip BHETDLRET S, D
’F, fEE (PM) & R (DY) OMICRX X vy 7HRFET S, Bb,

v(DY) < v(PM) (3.1)

ERBUEFDEMBII T ¢ T 2B LThH5B, ¢, =0,VkcIgr 20X, £ECy =
{z| Tz < Tz < cfahy, €T} # ¢ DRI EOREXDBRILT B,

EEW] MM RVT, p= g T = pTA BRI A0T, BHE1OER LA
BRI (DY) IIRORE

(P¥) minimize ¢’z

subject to Tz —cTz <0,

zeT,
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TERIND,

ek 20, kelg DBAIE, ¢ T RO EHEL»OBYE H = {z | Iz =clz} &
BB EREY = {2 | zp = 2,0, = o, k 21} £ET T2 =Tz ZWMRT DD
bdry T £&b5 V ETclz < cTa:g"’* <M < Tz, ZWRT D M e T BEE

¥ 3,
e, =0, Vk € I DBEAIT., EEIEE 1 ICREIND,

EE 5 RIE (PM) LEIE (DY) oI X vy 7, BIb,
v(DY) < v(PM)

MIFET D HLETIRBIIRBTMENR 2 ¢ T LRDIETHS,

BE B % 2v37 MEE T ECORBREOR/MEERPG,

: T T(p _
o(PM) = v min cl'z+ 2 (b- Ax)
sub. to z €conv T
Leb, - T,
sub. to z €convT

- v min Tz
sub. to Az >b, z €conv T

L2 REEAR Y M,

(DY) = (min cTw+XT(b—Am))
(D) = v

(3.2)

2% LEET B, — I (P) OMFRME {z| Az >b, £ 20} TA,b RO
BRICAERED b o0t L TR L 2 3 BOLE+HERMEIL A BRE2=FVa 71751

(totally unimodular matrix) T# 3 Z & B> T 5,

241 =F225175 (totally unimodular matrix) : A DR TO/MTHIRD £1 2

0 TH5,
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b BWER TR HIBRMRZRITIIE VEVWEREBTRY, A, b, c BEBEEORRIZ,

TV EHME (totally dual integer) : fil#I {z | Az > b, z > 0} THXIRIE (D) 23
EEDOEBY c o6 U TRERE y BEETH D,

EWVIRENREZLNTWVWAR, FiZ A, b BEELROITEANRERICRZ BV HEEER
H, vy FUIHESLOBEREZ LR TS,
#IZ &L, M. Conforti, G. Cornuéjols, and M.R. Rao (1999) .

NS5V A$TH] (balanced matrix) : 0,1 ITFIBITIZHFNTSH 20D 1 ZE LA EKRD
EHMTF S TRV NFT A& NS (balanced) &VVH,

EZ. ThEREITH A T 5B HE TIIBEBERO N, Ny /RHIME,
HENE L OBEMAE L DN TWS, "

4
EXHERCESEBEHEICHTA2HIERE L TROBEKBRILT S,
o BEGHAEIZRAWTERIZREI N X vy THREET HHPINEET S,

o BEGHE., EOBERMERICT VT PalRXry ZTREINE I DERET S
RIEEIZ 25 AP ICBRT B,

o BENFEORENNX vy 72 M~5MEIX NP BEITERT 505, BEEEHED
WA Ao, #0, k € Ipr DRIZIXZ Z AP IZBRT %,
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