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FRXTEIONINVE VEBE Y 7 — & LTEREDTH TSP TIRESERE 2 2 F ORAVEB/NTH 3
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={(148[2v.],1+ 8|8, ]): (vy,v,) €V} LT BV BEVADEED (1) & (3) 2WALTVRBD
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< & llo - wllg + 2l - wllp + 2( L)
= 6€4n”’U w||2 + 16.
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3 ZILTJYUXLICDOWT

AT EAEOWEEDX Yy 7 TSP ORVADEEE DA Y252V C[0,2V] x [0,2V] L HA
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(8)1<i<N-1&LLRB7YYF Gg“’b) D 1 DD r ICBAL T outer edge 2 S5 EEOBEMEO R~ 4
NWEES b LEERr CER o =t WEEL TR 3BAREMAICHET 2 EEAEROR— I N2 ER 2 = ¢
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THEIHLDERD DB, O L BEIEME IR ET 3.

(a) TEXONBZBUDTRTUCKHLT (b) OBEBERD S, CITROLBHELEML TBERDLA
NTEZDOEIREMEAT 5.(a) TAEMEDOE—FI L2 BALEE. BARE— IV LORLT S 7054
WYFUTRRDD. ZDTRTDT Yy F Y FIHLT (b) #Rd 3. (b) 2K 37 IC inner edges b S1F
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1.{0,2,...,2Y -2} 225 a £ b % TV FLIBE.
2.0 DHETREMAT 3. JhicE > TRON B BENE UBERT 5.Ry = {([0,2V] x [0,2V],V)} £ ¥ 5.
3Fori:=1to N —1do:
G R L R, =0 LT 3.
For |V,| > 2 27 9% (r,V,) € Ri_; do:
Gz(-a’b) DADDHFE 11,72, 73, ra(r1 Ure UrsUry = 7) 2R T 3.
(r1, Vo O 11), (re, Vi O 12), (73, Vi N73), (rg, Vi Og) 2 R, IINZ 3.
4.For i:= N —1 to 1 do:
For %%Hi% r € R; do:
rICNRET B MOREE T O & 512 LTHEL.
If |V.] <1 then T IiZfi@l} 5.
else T TICEHEL TV 3 4 DOBFERIC T 2 BOREOBRER LS .
5.Ry D42 DWAEBIINT 2 HAMEORERZACTVORBELRBVY 294 F—V 7P — %3
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mod 27), (2", (b + 2V~! mod 2V))] S EBOMEED X — & L %BE. b LEM [(0,0),(0,2V)] 25 &
(0,z) PHBITNBE N (t,2) DE—F L HBE, BOMEFHLTY P—% KD 3.
6.32F4F =Y T7—DL ¥4 F—BEBRELY 7%,

3.3 FREBRIOW\WT
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PEATOLD. 2NETNOERTRBIINLR—FNOEKE 4,5,k ET5. TBLER-ILDBUEHIZ
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— outer edge

--=--= inner edge
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8 HHOBMBEDOH.
7 outer edge & inner edge.

4
< (40):(0920 (f)P) :

= (4C)I(P + 1),

RIZIDOFEIBRERD DL BELHERERD S, £7 inner edge IKH 23 R —F VDBV HIXERIC
P+ HH 2. BAKER—INE2WHNBETXTORABELIEFIZE 4 (8C)! fd (inner edge 44 & outer
edge 4 BN SBIINI:R—FNVOMEF) 5. ULELH 1 DOFEHETTRTHIBERD 30 LBERFHEE
iFO((P+1)8C(C)(8C)) TH 3. RICFERDOEH % RD 3. Z 2 CHEEBHRD / — FOFBS—2UTOH
AIZEHNH TR RIEL R 2 OBEBED ) — PRFET 2FROB/HEERDSZ. 22 CHIDEIBE
MAAZEZS. BIZ R KHZERTHS. EEREr c R IBZOEHIB4MOFEHD.SEIDKRA DK
TAHOELZFLLTOLOLDDEAL TS, ThSDFERONFALIIEVCETH Y, HENDO/ —FD
BRIEUTICR2 ETOMERDIETOBE SOBTRIX /) — FEPLRL LD 2ZAEATRS, Ldio
TIS|S3TH2. CORADREI N THD ADBRBEND R LED 1ED S O#ELDT, ETlkw
FEHIE L N2 EERH ALY THL SNn BOFEBL 2%,

L ] - 2N
NIK

b oG B

ZHEELD

X9 HEAA D

N = O(logg) (ROADHE (2) XD TXTD/ — FHERS & 4 16 KX 6NBED) ,C =
0(2),P= O(% 1 HAHOHERIEMTOL S ik 3,

o(gNn(P +1)%(80)*°) = O(n(logn)*).
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ELe=01)ThH3. LEdtoTi ) ROMEB 1D e /A SRET 2 LHHRIEMT 2. COT N
TYRBRE 7 P L)y F‘(ﬁﬁi L7 a,b DT RTOHEAEERAT L TRENZAITYZLIZTE L

BTES. T HERE % O( )F?%@Tﬁﬁ&‘]kMT@#ﬁ%bﬁ%%h%

(0] (n3 (log n)°> .

4 FEHESEDOERE

FMXCREAFEOME EDA MYy 7 TSP OBHN%2Tor. 2—2 Y v F TSP @ PTAS & L THREX
NTV3 Arora D7 NV TY) ALIKEOPEESEEMA B Z L TPTAS 2 RT3 2 L8 CE . SHBOEE
ELTIRESFELEPRELD A FY v 2 TSP ® PTAS oStz fons.
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