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HBDT, \WE CKOEFEELRDA vF v 2
Aty bEEHRTD,

@11 K={{ED]ey>0

CCCRACHHET S s O BIE o, y*
ERED VTV y 2 A BT R —mBEEL
T

Pi0j0=Cos0™ +d 0y jo™ + Cio joTi0™y o™
(2.12) =max (¢;;=c* +dy f+ ey
yi¥ G HEK)
ARDD, L 0wp>0 b x0, ¥ DFH
CHLI2MRCBHLBCLE Y BT 5, 1
L 000<07¢B, FEA% locally maximum ver-
tex & H/DFCYIEPEE (cutting plane) #3
ATD,
b. Locally Maximum Vertex “ Cutting
Plane” @ A

D (&% 9*) »% c-optimal THB Z &4, ola*, ) >0
(z,¥)—eVzeX,. VyEY) NN TS Z & THD,
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W E I P D locally maximum Vertex
PR ERbDET D, ¢ & jHEHO loca-
lly maximum vertex T® BEFIBAKME & L

(2.18) @o=max{py, P, ==+ » 0P
HEHET D,

W, cutting plane #E AT 5 fodic, X,
Y, % Xo, Yo OB superset & LT, FEAH
D oext L CkoOBK Y(o) 2EHET S,

(2.14) ¥(o)=max{p(z,y)|g'z+hiy<o,

zeX,yeY,)
ZIZTN7 g, ik 0x(g, )20 % Hic
FTEBR 7T, WELLHLHEDER
o* IR LT

(2.15) ¥(o)<po—pp 0<o<o*
THhE,

(2.16) gtz+hly=o*
WERINI VAT ADFES (Blb (xr,y7))
ZEREL, 1D 0o IO KENBNEEEZS
%% &5 IRITARERYBREL RV, FENk
Ny bhEL2B,

CCTCHMBERBDX, BN BRI o
HETETED L5, Mok dRBE Iy b
ARBhBY5 g, b X, Yo% 2H80 ¢
THBN, TTTRRDO L 572 2o0L D% E
WELUTEIRT 2,

@® g>0, h>0; Xo=Rm,, Y,=R",

@—1 g¢g>0, h=0; X;=Rm,, Y=Y,

@—2 g=0, h>0; X=X,, Yo=R",

®—1 ¢>0, h=0; Xy=Rm™,,

Y= {yeRr,|&y<&o)
®—2 g=0, h>0: X,=[z€Rm, |&tz<
&), Yo=Rn,
Q@D X > BREFTR oL, V() 0
BRI e D 2RKRELTRED, * O
HEIEECERT S, LrLIhbIi—8

B HEERRE DS
TERGH y bREL, ELOTERINL S v
b oglythiy>o* REATS L, HIHRD X2
MY ZEAOSBEREL 85, —TiOIL
¥ HRDBIDE—FED A5 A MYy s LP
R ERMBELTHH, —RCOMERTRES
Bory bREL, WThoBED, olxy)
OB, BbzROYCELERETHS
ZrEFRTAE, V(o) o DHBRIEE
BA E LTRED Z EEBEBANCFIAT 5,
LT gtz=ox 7cdH v b, BiH @—1 IO
THFTH, COBE, EHE V(0 ZKROAT
TFHEIND :
(2.17) ¥ (o)=max{p(z,y)=c'z+d'Cy|

gix<o, z>0:yEY)

DAL TEHRINSHEL BLP TH DA,
YREIETH L BB e 0—KRBEETH S
T, BB, (gr<o, 20 DA TES
Ehd, Lo oomsao #4813, KRR L
{0, ++-eee ,0,0/9:,0, 00000 ,00 s B nHO RN DI
B, 2=0 Ok Xix ¢o(z,y)=dy<0 itOT T
(@) L0<po—0, L7cBmb, bhbhik kD
nED A5 ALY » 7 LP RBFIE ox* &3
HHIENTED,

max @;(0:y) =-Sto+ <d+—c—i¢7>ty
gi gi

(2.16)
s.t y€Y,

/%

0z,3 Or2 Ozl [

max{@i( 0, y)| yeYo}

X 2.4
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DED X 51 ox KD BIILNTH DER
PRDELIBH, oo—pp WHBR PX W & X
IR AR OWT 3 B @ pivot operation T
Ox, i BRED, ¥z go—pp NMAEWL & XL
KER oy NREDDLITTH DD, SPFE
RS TLTAHBEREL 1 T30 EE L
bha,

locally maximum
vertex pair™y

hy=ov
(l' X== Ox

Xo

X 25

PUHET L Z LI L » TROEENER
%,

EE 2.3 bL Yo AERTHIL,

ox2 (po—¢p)/dKx

Lich, ZIT d=max{e,ylyeY), Kxy=
max {c;;/g;|i=1, -+ ,mij=1, e n) TEH
IhLERTH %,

¢. Locally Maximum Vertex @ ZF&k &

& F it & DA R BEURH

2% B ® locally maximum vertex ##H L

DY AT AIRDE S EL TS ;

max o(x,y) =ctz+dy+z!Cy
st Ex<e, x>0 (1)
Fy<f, y=>0 (2)
Gz>t, (3)
(2.19) Hy>t, (4)
Gz+Hy>t (5)
gtxzoy (6)
hiy>ay (7
g'x+hty>0o (8)
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2T (1), (2) 1 Udhb o # K,
(8)~(5) ixB % p—1 @D locally maxi-
mum vartex 2R\ GBI &R HHK, (6)
~(8) i1 PFEBA®D locally maximum vertex
TERMINCHBRET S,
ZZTUTOFEERFET S,
dy=g'z" P =max {glx|z 1% (1)
& (3) BT}
dy=hty" prl=max {hly|y ¥ (2)
& (4) BT
d=g'z'+hty'=max {gtz+hly|z,y
i (1)~(5) &t

(2.20)

FEHE 2. 4 L (i) de<o,, (i) dy<oy,
(ili) d<o D\Fhi 12T, @l
e-optimal /@55 % %,

i D)

FID dy, dy, d B{E>S L RBEHED LR
BRO X SEZ BRI,

(2.21) ¢*<gpp+max

(0, min{kdod, —do—d,, JZ_de}j

I T k=max¢;/gih; TH5D,
CETHEDZ EFD ERLT, BERETERM
BestT 5 UWEE 7 0 T ) X A— TR A E
H7ATY) R A—REHR A TRTI LT
Bo
FBEGEE 7 L <) X A
ATy 71 (OIRERE)
po=gpy'=—00, p=+00, p=j=1 & T 5,
FFAKEE >0 LALDKEE 6>0 % HIcES,
BBEED 7 - — X2 X » T aP€ext X,
yP€EextY, ¥ED B, L, Xo, Yo THh
A REREEGTHNETEXYRT 5029
X BEEREE L], ShRThER 57
v 721574,
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A7y 72 (EhHEHEL)

wo (1) Fiowx (i) BRIET5 T2 10)
KOFT EHOARIT X » T attp, yith e &5
B3,

(i) (abr,yvr) ZiaE LT 5 HLERIHF
FELTEDOHART ¢(x,y) HEREn X
BHDHZENTE D,

(i) (aF*pp it p)=(akp,y0P)  HL
Ci) AT, BT #® T35 (L 3)
EERRAA B0, —Hb L (i) ARILT
g (=, y™ P)=(abth p,yktb v 2 LT
ATy 7 3ITL,

ATy 73 (EERRFR)

(x= 2, y= 7)) T 5 EERR (2.10) %
KdBH, bL CSO B KT T3
(= p,y>P) ik (2.9) OREME 72 ). &
DMDBEIEAT » 7 41247,

A7 v 74 (RFIRKEDTA )
(2.12) TEZHEIND 0w ZETET 5,
4.1 0upP>0 OBE
(2.12) TEEEND 5, v T zu,
Yo N Ee (AIbLBEETIma zP, 7
CBETE), A7y TRL ED,
4. 2 opaP<0 OBEH
(&7, 5°7) LRPFTRRHEAT HD 5]
(@, yP)= (™2, 5™ P), o,=¢ (27,37) &L
TAF v 75147 <,
AT v 75 (O PEO4ER)

po=max {pg, 0p} ET B, pd/=@e+s LT
# oy b (gRixzox, (W)Yo, (g)Px+
(hP)iy=0* ZHRL (ks OB oo OB DIZ
of XAWD), A5 76T,

ATy 76 (B#EMETA & EROGE

(2.20) TEHEEND ax?, ayP, a? & x% P,
et CREET S,

B R O
6. 1 (ax?, ay?, a?):>(ox*r, 0¥y, o*0) DL

loo EXhEHIGT 2/ (259 11 (2.9

O EHERFEICD), ATy T TRTL,
6. 2 (axP,ay?,a?)=(ox*, o™, a*0) D}

o (2.21) OFL @, % FHEL, ¢:i=min

(e, @) &T 5,

6.2.1 ¢<gote DHH (0o LXNEXIET
B (@y 0t (2.9 O —FEE
eI D]), AT v T T~NTL,

6.2.2 p>ppte DBE

Xpn={z|xE€X,, (gP)lxz=05"?}
Ypn={ylyeY?, (h?)ly=0y*?}
ELT, AT » 7 2~17<,
AT v 77 (EBIemmaBOER)

RO—HDFRE T iR

maximize {¢(x, yo) | € Xo}
maximize {¢(Zo, ¥) |yE Yo}
L LRI Y, mAemRRE (2% &
B, 22T DRI LHO LP O 5EE
THBH BHE, L o(@%5% =02 y%)
+e THIUE, (@55 1k (2.9) O BRBEM &
5, '

EW 2. 5 ERo7AIY AL, L X
Yo AR THOTNTCO PIZDOWT max ¢;P
F— AR T B, ARETRT 35,

FEE 2.6 L Xoxg, Yox¢ bIXER
2. 5 D&EDTT, Lo 74 7Y XA,
BREOFHE T e~ RBEIMRAEY ERT S,

I HDOEBOIHIC-OWLTIL (18] #BR
LTIEE 2,

SCTERE 2.5 XU 2 6 XKFDH D
L% PIH LT max c? H—HRIT HDEH
Tz b D7 &Lf;ﬂi@:ov@}wéshf
B, 5 i, j RHLT ¢f—0 LIgDHD
i, 2?2 (703 yP ¥ BE TAEEFIINERE
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z1 .
(&) x=023
(&) z=03?
(g) x=02
x2
x3 .Xo
24
2.2

TINCES & &, FRFDOLELTEEBED
EHbnb,

B2 63z0X>REo—0%FHL T
W5, L»L, L areextX, T yrcextY
THIE, BBICLD xr, yP THIETHEE
TFNIIEBEE DD €2 13TXTCD 4, jIERL
THHEH (Xo, Yo OMERRIETZTRT
DEEIZL > TEFIHER TH2LLhD L
wish, =7, xPegext X, THIT, — B
R ZERLIE (2P TEHERRT L - Tk
NTOLLEMEHRO S L 1o EL (2%
—FRCERTE eI h) 22 B L T
WIRWIEETH D ERILED b, xP CHE
T5mEAOWEELESL S v PN BEA EhBE
dicich (2.7, W 2.6 OX5cBHE&H
IEZhbZ bl ((BLIAET T, 0
—BRERMEOER E LTI+ TR, T,
g7, hr OFRBPA, Brlo0HETHS
T ES, chbiRbbhiivrX b ELSS
ENTEDDT, ThbhbZIVFALELSZ &
X maxgP—ooo DB R 1T
m?%:g%f%i5°L#L,::THEE
b, TRTCO PR LT max ¢, <M Li53
e M OBAERE L bl T 5,

(ZAD OAHL - Bl REHER)
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