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—&y &#UET#I( linear programming )Rl £} % 5] ( George B. Danzig ) elsf 1947

o g0 g 1 BRIl WA RS | simplex i Ve| s 5 ARl 19524
iE
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“f ey BT ek (National Burean of Standards 2] SEAC 7 382 WRIZ M

- ‘ TN TSNS SN SRR R ) I T3 9% Ie) s el o
g olw = rhal 30 R v s dalel qialEh

. po alasban A
gy FEE! §i( mathematical programming )o| s Epell A F 8L od ol AR sk A &

' el 4l 1 £ el o whubTha 8 o) Vi HfEo] ERsyAtg( inte-
o] =AUt #i-- BER S &iel] A1 T BT sif whubepan A L R Hire] g#irai(in

ger programming )-% L §FAF N JEERIER S e Al e A R R e shol ¥y

sieb a4 welebl YA S

W - FREEETAIS] wale] FasthL M

Mol e ofel ¥ el 4t o s —& A Aol o o] BSke] gt S
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I RIS &

BRIGTER- A L T FIHRCE o] £4] %] &= 2288 convex polytope )] ¥ E &
#i(extreme points ) & HEYEES] g sbab LA (3o T+ 3 42)50e A4S & 3l
ghal & glek D osle] kel oa AlgAH e ME Tt ¥ A A4 F R B
AEso] HHES oh A5 2 R0 7 REE s de|d, Bl 2 o) 4359 ®ot T

off wpetad<z UF A Addle cb5oed of @ b ek Ao) ek vkeF moje] HiMR (=

Fl)at nole] st ol A ge] -9 JEEM(basic solutions )] Wi (Wb <l
Loz ma no) A wef e #ob F55 ok o) alek

slo| FobA mgsG Wsgstol 43 Danzig o) e MRMNC = BED TIE Hi
BT B Tolol HMEMEHE FESHE Al YrMel Faeek: Wb & SAUFE

Rl she B HS 4 QI EE FEE HEel Aelch M, WELS ¢ 4 chE

I
J
N

T4 o EFAE Jimolwl ol HHardel gol Aa mAM FH v vy
1 T HA =8 TS I AN

SR st, FAgy] ol o of4f Lol 4 gy SA(BREW)A ol A Sl @
ek T gle HEsel Aejrh

HEBke] B AT 8 vhaloe] A Aal 4w 3= wbde] ofulnhar ¥l AL A spul g e
o] A S Ao s AR o] whel G| oF A T #as ebl R R TR
ob (EFEREE A3 el ol H Aol Lelaba Al 7be % Al ek4lo] el ulup Ao ¥

ZFrhskeban shup FoAlel wlebs g BRSO R Frbshas 39 ek (10))

WigEgkel] xlab vk ol b 9 el Tgstn M Als o 2 9.8 S (pivot
L= iteration )2 TFPREe| A& x| =l 7] o -Fo kel sl #FHIRs: pivot d ET

WE NG Folwis 4 Ml Felflon 2 fERe) shubsb 5 M (revised simplex
method )oj o},
of 7| A Akl B o] BF B s u ST ALEAIE TAe] 2k AdH ok BiED v

=1

s gheh A Al 2] ol el ghat AREEEel o T (HAEE ol sl o)l Au i ekel oo A

e

selel sobAlv v oW @ o) gt bR Eeel muxl sel wrl wuthe

1=

1) empty feasible set, multiple optima, unbounded solution % pathological cases & &

7hgh,
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4§ 2h=l ek,

19794 L. G. Khachivan & HE#(ellipoid ) HEEel s A18A L 245 % 5+ ¢
<& 290tk Khachiyan o RS F 93 &R+ 225k o] Roko B A¥AY #
&} BHHR S ( computational complexity )of gk oFF FA7 BiwHQl A MES Fo
she Aoloh & A¥A Y 2t SHESEFM( polynomial - time ) @] Fe o8 ¥ 5 9
€ A Eo WEoe AHolwh

THEAEEE dela S os F 4 sl AYAY FAE MBES ZHEAKIRER(poly-
nomially —bounded time)ol| %x %3ibc} Fili HHEfRES SR ue So) ok Wby
Ebgl Al iEo] iR ol $YSHL % £E Ao BEMS Eel A MEHE &
ekt ¥ o7& of ek

A2 epg Al o] Mt o o A Blifgel wel Wi geth 8BRS
PR (worst —case bound )&= HEfEZES] 79 HEES #HaEE el e o} F 42 58 S
€ bl BEBRAc HEAEY A9 ofF REIFS fétolet B RcH(2]). o4 Tk K
B F-(worst —case ) HiEl#fiEo] Y3t A5 ¢ (average—case ) S u| walH BBl
YU Eeste RS wol A FHA S i Lo ZR8ASey Adevauct SEEo
B ve Aolth EALZ A G Y2 4HAY A A2 e 4 2 (sparse-
ness )9 FUMEE @Il Fol A FEMASHA ke #olch webd ellAl ge] BEA LY K
@ (iteration )+ ME3 £ + Lo obF 23 47 AHAY A (FEwoen) 4
s o] A g¥ o T Fu odw A7 Arka el e HEfES 9o Y K’
A5 o] 9ol = MK (encoding )3 #13 HEES #HFsl=d <& EEHEY ( imple-
mentation ) 19| %x % 9jc}.

Heol A A L owbel o] HEIFTHIEA B8 /B 4 ZIANEERI( polynomially--bo-
unded time )ofl & T & FAll BT Rt dA LEAHQ Mk de| 293
Il M AYAE FAE FHEMEEMY F o drhe ol MdmeR 3+ 3
2v BE AV AT stEsRY] iR RE HEEd AR moloh(ay 1 2H).

simplex ellipsoid
( positively skewed )

ﬁ\
(g

Pr

solution time
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deoz Mfgike] AP pivot 357 wAl 2o FEASER RFE 4 v pivot o] B
Rl AV (ARTgEet 2102 Bopx|f o} #s| x| ¥F), HEMEEY 24y $HA+ &HE
gefdlel gk walo]l dv BB, AYAY o] AL WK AT Hmel pivot B A ARE

ﬂ[o

AWA TEHOR BITYE F AMErte BAEA ol v A¥A Y HEERE AL H
<& A ( transshipment problems )7} & &%l HE# 1 (basis updating )3} & o B
BRo R MBE2r 7t KAKY A5 E A Ao s 4 5 dos A3 kEE 2]
T3] 5 B B TA 7 AT ATl Hel &3] Sl (ERAIAA LA ofst
o rha of & RS Bl Al Ao B ] BB R FH2)) BMBA SHR K
Azbed Bbe FHHEE(S pivotol GLEIG AANZT Edoz Ay s Ank 1A E

T A EE shel e FEQ Aolch

ot

I % %

1. ¥

srell A ol Fgt whel o] pivot Bl & Folixt dh HHo. 249 crashing ol epE 7t E
A8 ( entering variable )& 4™ -2 Eo&f ¥} WHEMNOE EEMA =935+ multiple
pricing (== block pricing )5 # Al o] T8} «SB( trajectory )ol| =hgt of &f 7}x]
e 1 HE st o) EX 08 $ifb pricing HH:(most negative rule == first negative
rule Jol] wja) dupHo 2 UGS By F goni oA =2ehA] R ek

LEo A= BEGTE —Mol AH maAsl BE T ol esiop ¥ MESE Ald R
BEEsl Al shoh 2 TS JUOK MHSER( M) ##EEE)o] FUEE(column basis)E 4FE-3}
£ ol e fTEE(row basis )& 483 Graves o] ohue| 5% MMAdkeh AddAlde]  #
HE obE AL RE #A - UBRe] o WEry Mfsthe| ¥l o B& EM - muidlnz @
EES TS g sbuto] o] gt —FEe) EEB & Eolgl o of Graves o  FTHEE

22 g

P
T A

g ATL B8 Ry TR ey AojeR By Hmine AT Hikeletn
t} o] Graves & #E-S 7|22 sl #3El A= Blbel 23 ARV 2 FRE P+
gl uwbe rk-So] kel e ol FebwAlE EEE Tl AR MM s dx BE

thi Bhed s Al el 7buk FAloll whuba] k= scheduling ) of ¥ 3p-EAl mEAAA WA
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AR E T v g 55 gk
AEe9 G - o] gho] BiE 25~30 BBE R ViEstnu(15) Hirde 4% 9 &

Gre APl O wmANgheh e vh KAREEE A (o 7 2000 x 3000 o] 4 1% = i o

o

. 1

T BRR7E oo g fitiny di(data structure ) F oaFel S kel of of 2bx| @ 4 93k
F4 Wl A oleiah Wl 00 B opc ok B0 Eel A BRIGHED (e Euitt &
Mo s gk o] FEL Seorebaiap gheh & AHI0E] HIFMES A el ubs MEEE E

&
)
=

Belel S o EEtshelv @lElol A R =l 12t wiik(elastic programming jef

ol
Ot
(g

Zioloh 6 B2 HAIETE] 29 o]l KEMME A= wpeh REGEE W BEHAEREA 2 3

-5 c}Frh matrix generator, report writer 3 @iEEI( interactive ) ¥ A {ERIRE

2. Graves 2 #2:%
o‘” ’('I" prOt A4 nfﬁ% 7” j{)'oﬂ] /\‘ KA‘ 'E' :Efﬁo"] j‘}kaﬁ ’q E]""F 7] K 6&5}.

HWiftol A BEEMENES R wial g A& wolA Holal o] = & WEelA e SHOR
w4 7he ol WAzt i e s pricingo] e st BTG 17 9 AE(right—hand side)

Fol 2] B 48K (simplex tableau)xi#| 7} obizbi= ol RS Holc}, akel mo] Aok ] B E e}
ek shad (RS RS AT AL £ FRde T obat) BETHS 1 A
717h mxmoleh wjela) A B#iEel 4 ol HEo2E KEHWY 278 Folx ge

\=3

4 WARETE] A HASE SRS A dek4 250 # ¥R (binding )Ebe A ut F
gre) FAlel A A2 glan T % vk #e] Merslel “Felel’(redundant )o A%} ¥
kel oh, LAY MEE el 4] 1 3Lk ( colurn basis )& ARESIE R of fFwlv’R KK
F 5o} Fixs A7) v Aok} Hel Zorgl Aeolch wehbA mbok o] Hele] AUE: B
Fobi e MefAate s A s SRS #di(update )T 40 glebE Hoh Fwohs
b zhekal EBer ol el ob diAey WRir0 Wimks A2 o g (Ev WER) S
A RE A kS HBASed Mk 2715 A gl e glel ol s at B g W
chol 48] Graves 1= 17#J&( row basis )9F F&:U4 Tef i b gte}

chgell —Ax #BAIEHH] el sbal Graves 2| BvE-S- TRERS) chye] Eob(7) (PR [H

R ofael Gof #1 2M)
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Min wy

(P) )
Subject to Ay

INCIN

-1y 0,

g714 A mxn,

Graves o kel 4t nolo| BBl Aok o o) B

o
e mA e FIEE (column basis ) & A&¢) . THEES Bulx su IE(17) KE 2

Deja sty
Apn Ay ( -1 0
B = D - ] -
o I La, a,
EAH I
A Ay
O?} 7]/(-1 A = { ] Olr’]'
A‘Zl ‘EKZZ
(P)& #4& tableau 710 2 Fxaislal
An Ap i oty
<A2x Ay r2>
g e
r,
714 r= ( ) w= (W%, Ww,) o) ¢},

Ds}ol2] #jok4lo] Xpiguein] oluba © @ of L pivot thA| & o} 2}

pivot -& ctl<3] B9}

7ro] tableau & #EIY + 9tk
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(h) (n—h) (1)
(h) AH AH A Al_} I
(m—h)| —Ay Al Ay — Ay ATl Ay r, —Agy Ajlr,

(1) -w, a3 W, —W, AY] Ay, —%, Alr,

( Y =27& F#RE.
—-A} —Ad A -
2o tableau &= JHf##Ee| conjugate basis P = —B7l = =
(0] 1

post—multiply 3t} 1% % glcb (%= A, submatrix & pivot element & bplock pivot?’
3o & FE gUvh). $19 tableau o 4 M= whop o] MR (basis update )of] g 2

st fHae Aol 9 obel 47 Y A1 Hold I ute] tHEH: B HESNA %3 Uass
sboh AN ¥ BB YE RERF ArEslo] AREdteh ol FAl wo2M i) pivot ¥ FHE
o 4, Qi) ag A4y elme e ¥ qi) BT T A AETEE A4

H4E ol % F Aok 474 A Y Zrl+= hxh(h<m)ojx KE(iteration)sufrt 2
7] 7b Biegeh mER 2 A FEA oF4de] 25 ¥ (binding ) A h=mojy} 2 %
9 A% h<mo|=2 BEEfEI} o)ws] (h/mPo vg2 A4o] i ol 2470
%9 Al kalato] BEY A Tt gol wa e, 50 ) H-¥ 4w} wbEA AAE

'y

+ ook BB E 01 i8E @44H KFERE set packing 4 5 ukse{ Botx 90

LeA

%4 E 99 Mob4jnbol MRl ek I AHAY RS Y Qo e #e) A

26| redundant s}od(12) BEZEMA code = o] & A4 2] 23t FERE( preprocess ) s

A7Ee £Bsk, B3 BEEIT T2 B R 2 FREEAGHE red 9

2) LA A @E A%k piwt 3} Ze] in-place pivotel Bordering methodo] ¢
pivot . Kfgkel Fid B,

3) WEE 5~8%c|x 7] 50 X 5000 EHFTH 20 e A7 HIE.



B BIS BrEdl aale]  L1G
3. B 1t
HAET BEiRI Eie] Muddd UHEEE PHRel T dA 7 E g HHE oS

o] ;B{t( degeneracy ; blocking® ) F A& 4 ¥ 3 2

wakn ek, GBI 82 ofe 2
QA" ol AA ALY BEHELE "2 =ax 2 Al Aotk el ofF A
< Bzt @HEEE Azt A3 BHEolad s ol o)ig #lBEe) & 4+ il
T 2ok zeld @A AYAY e ol B FRE, BEEEH T mEY 9
ke —#aA A gs2r A4 Al Bt FAEA gevhe Y4 Subg el
ol =b. Fhdbel FERREE v BEEEH FAE £ 93 2F BTES RUESTE 7
HE Folok el dA HRe|l He AHEBEHT A HTEY O-18KE: =
ot ol g A EL AT EIM mHEste Ao gob ojeE AL o]EAH o2 &
Ex #H(cycling)® 4 Sl BREM Y KBS Birdtds 44¢ 25 #RsiA 4%
o]yt AS7t AAY FAHdANE doivk wene FTAREA oty A¥EY  H
olte]l FUAY TAEL Zob dojrt glEh ol ol R HECY BE = BT
pivot o] H & S FEFAAA BB HH W Ax v AFsF AR . dfFR
BAE Bx Fole o|f2 wtis MEBRZE (round-off error)eln ¥ wu Bfre @
giol sl Ay A3 FES 23 Yt el 2 Folrh. set partitioning (A 2 sche-
duling #A| £)9 FAHelA =g WESL A Ad9d ¢ Ao o FHME #
7l dM A S EEA s spREeor 8 Bt dast o

A o a Aol 4 FA3 AL o) A AU HFEolr. U LI ( perturba-
tion method ) =+ #REBIAF ¥ (lexicographic method) & chx| FEH2- Phikdted = At
ol 2 BEA}. o Jstwl o] ZERE dAHd e T8E WAY 5 slojokrt HEkHAl
HAslolo FHE 2 F U7 HFeld Aeirbx] BT L84 LAt AdY
Ag FTelA FER cbFolA de A o A A4S e g AFH LPE
=5 =3fel $Es) A WMKE AHEshA @ 2 EKel 2stA W, BB HKE
AAZ YJE ZoE A 25 E&Y A EFA 3teh wFH s WHeld EBES
apRE o] JEMEERMIel Zlnt dh AW Al FAE ARAC Fo odle T W

Bie B AR EAL S oleia EES MR MEFiEe] AT od WA A

4 ) degeneracy 2th blocking o] T xe EREG FHBelvh
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FERF A Aol 2] HKEA F 2ol T e e A K Rol LEN] B

Graves & ikl gt & A0 (7 ) b2 kel Aok 22 ERtEe]l dute A
of Ejolch Mmk vhebsl qokl wrl@ ghue, ubel EEH g1 2)ES xE 7L
BAL7E Felded WA Fo s A4 Fa, 2 WHPY E e Sy
glalb olof bl B ohuei o Folzby Foloh ejeppe] FH WK d:El &S

iz F#(original problem) o] gl subproblems) | ZE 2 H &3ty WIS 8 23 A o

of

B e g sl @A g ool o ruelEel 4 o B dmelEo g

Al upel §FAH S G54 (strict contraction)+ N AR T 2 o] gIfZEH HENE J e & )
WA darel G4 g8 A Eofoy fHEHRekAl o] 38 4 Al s Zojch, oj oL

Graves 2| kg dxpalor 1 &sl7] o A= BME due| o WS gL

ARV el AfEdle] AAl E #Y 4 2leok sich. olE 4l Graveso ofmelE 2

b

&% (basic tableau ) 3t} 2 TERHE L ¥ 52 EREES WEEA S R#Esin
et (dxel gk 24AlgE 32 Graves (7)) 2 )
4. KiR¥E MEAH &l Large - scale LP )

G AdEAlL FAz e owl gnuel K] del BAEE o ofdel o &

A 2,000 BB 3,000 EEoldor THSE A@AN S A

<
e {15 ).
Ag AL w2 ARl F 4 de guelgel EAFE E oA FHY KAL)

Alg el 2 b wTh of2 LR BFREE Folxml Bl E w2 A zte
I Fyr Hholelme & o G ou owci WS 2 O MuE S 4 95E sl u

Hojel mobof fhep. $o] Tzl T e e EAlQl T s e B Y =
(tine and space complexity ] 25 % cpfolol glog v]-& of &,

HA ke R oo ow it AFAlY FAY arle NS fiEs O EHE
BRI A & 4 gly Zobx Bd FAd dol Y EHEI TR dadAls g WEq
Bate TAE #FAEH A ddnel 4 E o gl

B ot 2 AddAla w47 sbxan e #zol gl i) 4 7)(sparseness ), i) — #1k -

BE#] k4] (generalized upper bound({ GUB ) constraints Yo &4 2 jii) A2 o &



MRBUE#IS] BEREol asted (21

K 2{ (unique real numbers ) 2 X GRS ®ot BES] dote A Sl

RO751 (problem matrix) 2! 47 R (sparseness)i= A Fa o T Bol W
JE% (non - zero) Lol ol WEE(density)® Jebe HEY AL (Hld  power
supply system) & A YstiE 1~ 5%nliglels aiF2 A AF 0.1~1% 7 =ksl
A5 daiHele (12). HFEAEAY FA«w od A7 el WE A (multi-
period ), odg] &% T+ el A Al =) ( muti - departmental ), == £ (multi
-stage ) #A Fo| TI¥HE R ztdd] 4zl wAYAE o Aok ol A2 dd
(supersparse matrix )& ©f-f BES oA rbAsb de (1) 39 7] FFT
% (non=~zero elements )9} zads fF#S Asing & - Z2FEA 5% HFHHE G
7% %o @mAmeRd EHEEERe 7HedtEE dte EREE(HIZ4 doubly—linked
lists ) & #AHal o gtcl. YuelG € AEH2E FYzlc o FHUEA Az B
e} o B ofgA KEES el update S}k 3l Biel o8 EEIIoh Gra-
ves o] T e|Eo4 kernel (AR )L 1 arlst KEB§c)ch Wl o2 kernel H8:
A (insertion) % KIBx (deletion)E FHA € 4 v ABTIEE ik T BE
slob el & ofd A TrE AH8dled kernel§ FoRstwrhel whel A taelE
of F&e] AAIchw Holrh

Yol A Aug ape} o] RHEFTANY FEFEERS AATGn F Az EAY
arzizt AAde wel SER e AR A AF LS e T E
= FIESE, pointer U TEH Ftoluh, o4 Ao R ol list HEE /A
Aqlzbel whe} W Q3% pointer o B, #rlFel FME T 1 F Fuule] Hagst
b A=Y ofn ASE mFE gel ad et We] gk 7R, SlE, &
= pointer & T.5 ##olz=g IBMS A% 2 bytesm] wEEY A nL26-1)F
B3 TEe o EE( floating point)o]= 2 Ho|l T 4 bytess} g stel o] ol
%Y 2o E$ pool(real numbers pool)olch. & EHel 4 HEsht MEE FA
9 HEE FEsld wol BT B (unigue real numbers )y WS HUBR H 4 B

(‘_A.

AdgA e 2Ae ALs PFE BE v ke Adele (8], wE KB
FM o] sol Atk Folvh. wepd o] BEFY EEmIC 2 E¥opool & abEL  w AT
Flo]  listol A& BEEH CHe] ol EH pooleilel pointerwhe HFFsiad 4 bytes? 7
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420 2 bytes® FHF o HEE HEMNLR Frg F drue ddelw. R K
#pool & wbE7] ¥ hasing gy B0l LI B, pointer A wHE dmEF T
HEF (48  addressingo| U QB RS 4| HHE%LS E%e) Yo Heg HESUS
9 4 Adotv B JHE AaAlg SR el e LA AFRel

R AAl A~ R 47 FAHTHE R 3 ] w W A
¥4} o] generalized upper bound (GUB  &lojej+ Bhelc}. GUBA =jok4 o] #eprAle
2 BEEE# A ¥ &SRB multiple choice ) k4o 2 f{FH Flolvh. GUBH
Ak e pmpor 23 Afslslrl = skx ofdel EHo] sl #& scaling ( row
and column scaling )= ©)ai BIgtEFE (preprocessing )5l 2Ky = M#AS 1T dhoh
olgl & GUBH sjeb4o] ASol wetde Fad4T Arbel sigsbrlxe s (§),
2h4 o|F GUBH #jpqo] gwol EAT-E o] §a) FHRA zlo] Graves o Mc Bride(9)
o BB HME( factorization) 5ol . o]+ Danzigel Van Slyke(4)x el Hubxg]
Aoy w8 GUBA k4 - BRfY (implicitly o2 o $ug HEk@Hed s
HEAREE 57 %ech. debAd GUBH Aok g ofbfe] wole AFH LWEEM
olub ETEBM] Aol G FAyol MEMeR gdFrdFAY EAE T 5 o
Al & F

HH B BEBHFEY BEAA kernel & A& slodsfol ¥ EHFES AL
T el W& AAES 740} of¥o] o FEAYAYY A wpE(iteration)s|Fst &
sbeell  wbet W Ele BIATKE(numerical instability ) £# & ch4 ol BERel FoL
SERIENS)  F455( periodic reinversion) & Fal7) st wel BHs. #HEe =z}
A Aol wel BERKEA g fill-in GRS wop Ax D weby A apgke] Frhgel
EE oF g},

5 #Ri% 1k (decomposition method el Hosl #%:3%+ 7% (subproblemso] trivial gk %)
S BAstae HES8EHEe] Ay Falel gt v —fveln gEHel &
EHEe g wolth, LS % (master problem) s} EIfSTHE( subproblems ) <lbo] |
St <= ( parameters ) o ®Eo] Rmpyelete dmelF kel el X alES L2
Eojob slv o4 2% s A=z AL FEgEM, 2y BAgEA 5% s

s A sl okn} ste AEEo] gk
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5. WHENZE
WE GRHE 53l 2t gulg Md4e] nFts YNl BHESs £ 5
T & 3l feasibility- optimality o] TERks Tws] £ 4= ol Z B|1RYel HE

( objective ) 7} A oFAl-g mlFdl Zoln P2/ BEY 24 43 ot F ( &Eit)
b 2749 BSME{L ( preemptive priority structure) & Zt3 9 & Salelm & 4 guh
d 714 1R@E% (priority level ome ) ql A <F4le) mt& 2 #4% EH A (absolute objective )
olo} A ERS HEA doe 2REEL stute] SHTFE oS (2 A (L) st Yol Fge
% EH# (nonabsolute objective ) o t},

Lol A BEEE Mol 25 BHEE] ITTHok syl =& 5o L4
9l ( priority level one ) ol F-3stA] # F=lojok slizrtell w3k PRokel KR kol 2
o 4ol o},

Al EHEAE Ut AdAY FHE gL g e HBEe 2 E Mokl e F—i
H (Y BREAN) 22 oL AokAx duslx Yv B (EHEE) E 7Y, 2
Bl BRAES ER T ool A RAERESE Al okalo] 2h7 5 sl Yol 2% 7
obg 7b weh A o L Ak (MR BN ) £ M4 mtEsjok sty KE
hE Ak (B BRAES BT )2 A AEe MBS A T
BEBEEC A el ole] gt Zzhe] A k4ol A HBEENAY RAREE E8YT &
ol ®iE7) vk slo] glxl gboh,

olel tlgh HEOE Wyt 45E AL L BRI N T4 (penalty ) & st

o

15 B A ¢ o MSlel trade - off & AlAbslmal Bl A BE= #ol BWHH
(elastic programming)el®h, F o] ch&E A& Aokale] MENMMF w2 ol ohy]
2} [E—IEAT RN A 2] EE (weighting factor ) off o &) KEIVER:ES o 4ol EEFSHH
Eoubolo B W A Al e Mggiiel shubel M ekle] Ao 2Fql Hubd AN w9l
2 ol o},

of BAEEEAA AgetE PEHS HANHBH (apriori dual value ) ot o)
o olo] HEME Ak ol & sk o] F#ElEEel ¢ hard’ % ‘soft’ A4S

BRlsted Beb el s7bE BB A4 UAl A Frkbe Held Aol "eh & A

[s3

12}

Al 4R gel oshe fEEl el gdke] wlzcol= M (KEERA 4 ) & 532 oy

BRrel a2 ok
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of BAFtEIE-T el BYSHEEE ( goal programming ) e 1 BBl e
slas] gobed %459 o otn Yo Ao ol —HmEFES
AREEE Helela 2 sk, W—@EM{To]me $4w9e Mo Loy BE X ok
A Aol bat A& Wo-obH 2 SRS 7 9lths (commensurable ) zio|th. Y
o] AYAH Y Fo B4l ABHS 23

sie=h

-IU
ot
ot
o
U
W
R
ol
4

6. RHWERALH

AMBEE 9 ububal A e R uksbel §lole] 20 4ERTS] 30 x 30 PR o] M
o]« A = 2000 x 8000 & Fxi-o wplz #FabAl =ldek(15).

FIEEZE KAl wlel #Aie] oF Shobx Mo Fel del WY nkbEe] W optimizer o
Al 2A-F optimizersl f &0 2 (3914 matrx generator, optimizer?2) H4S

= BHSIE A48 (DBMS) o) vl FastAl BBk o3 A4S MmHLEE &

®

et ghalstel MESIL #.00] thhol st RS, ool g GK - K

of 2#FIl FEE Eolebt Bl 4 #rRe WHMeln Mol Rk ol Frlbx] Bhel 4

Ao E 5+ glctn &

T

Fooi) oiE 43 o MERHEEY 99 L9s doFn B
HEEoe) AEAql FRMe] tool -3 iRftsl 1i) HHL Mimsch #l2 slo . el =

wHd 25— 30 % 3

>

Sl ol wlal MTRL] AfEHE BE 9%Y #mato (15 )&
Fholcoh ol s] 4 LP#HEN A2k Flais] F40 olnl gifale) 4] 489 A d &
e /rHrR ( management scientists ) °] AP S 22l b 98 Aols) otk B FRe
BAHoR ale] R Wb she zeleh ool olah RBRES 1) REBSEES AL (W
2 COBOL, FORTRAN. 3 PL I )=t ii) LPH 5% EE ( DATAFORM, CFMS, MGG,
GAMMA, ALPS, OMNI %) o #}&ejth, 4o REXSE Falk 20 Tumbusch [ 6 )= A
fHé& %, Hirshfeld, Orchard-Hays ¥ Halliburton [ 15 ]2 Bk HE SR A sl
of i= Ab-&apal #b dlol v}« A F2] s AR T e sle] AAsle] A MY A o) ek

v

I 8E ol 74 Fash 4fare ol L LPxiale 4 Aye] 7 optimizer 9 o ¥ A &

kel HrA el agrte Holrk
B A feipate] wheba pro wRG8 ) BITEEN R o) Zoixa ot 78 U

ddAE FAE KEMN WS ol Bobt Al 2 B B o o] wals

— WIS ( bateh process ) o] 4@k o] —gHIe| ok o]l KIBREEBREE 2 A o
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BRGEH TS std of % 2efsieh, el o] x| BB CEEE (optimizer ) ol

L5 FAl9 ¥olx matrix generation 3 report writingol® #FEs] o=

olel BlEsellA O'Neill (1412 R 42ty #fge] A} &3l §ER K% SE (PERUSE)
5 HE

GOoR olebzhy aelxto}l KEHEES interface & B3 T + U HE £

Aele] HEte] REAYA Ao #H{Le o) 2o ulekalsitty Mo}

V. & 0

# eSS} Graves o) kbl L Bl 4 BAAIS) Folsh sl o) ohvl T AHe)
®E o duad ke vl #RE EiEela ¥E o] Y Ea)ol,

HHERES Graves o] slo] ulsl shal 7.2 Bhol 4 4bo] sheh, 2 1) E (L F Aol
o & & F Mol e Ak, 2) HAW AokAlvl GHHE ( free variable ) o 2 I 44,
3) B - B - ATHRES e BAREL a3 A, 4) HITNE o iz £

B B8 A, 5) vk HFE s fe]l Mash A, B) ol FERAHAE FEad w3

s
et

X Bh 5ol of,
shel e hate) AR FilR-E dof RmA THAES AEa AeAs g 2
2 HN R ABA(S) 22 BRel: 21 o' vio] #Msiel, Bordering Htke]l 23
Pivot, Wi—Ikigie] o4l i - Aytae] 2 BEH, kerhel Ba S& i = @i
o M A S sued Lol HRshel o,
afEllRe] Hate] sl T2 3000 ~ 6000 182 Al 4L sbAl dubd HAH EAE WR
ool WHlE & & Al st dlebl e n AE HFHY Ao mbsT Feee

T Aol p#stel. AR o B 8PS T eHoR TaE v Sl

b Zejad et WML Pl el Lo ole wab P F FAE o A sk Hoh

Thel gleied soleh, obehE Al ST A vie] BERIBIA SE o[ %t FElvb olg] R

& EMOE o8 5 ol zf ol el Hofel AAE mifrsln wE e, T EEED A
A EAel WTsHE G gAal i he] Kk Hog 4ARd 2dd dFERAE 8

B (B, BHECAA ) o2 obE 5 e Ynelde) BEa B e fEe) aige 3

=8
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SHoz & FAe elsd g Y47l HEel H FHelth

GRS Azbx] otn EEE dnElge] TEHa Aol ¥ 4 gRo) ool HEEH
T Exe +uAdan HFeleale] BBRQ 7 ( interdisciplinary approach)o]
o] Zel Mot gioby foh, Aol Ay AP HFB % H0 ( hashing, #& T &, virtual
memory B, HEXSE 5) 3 ME T A dzelEel BT ( implementation )&

& 733 sl B o Rx] goron) o8 FEHL AF BfEo ¥ 2B £,
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ﬂxl R

(P) Subject to
J2 = 2
- ~Ys =2
- Y -3Ys< 1
Y. +Ys £-1
- < 0
~Y;, £ 0

min 641+ 3Y,+4Y;
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(P) ol w3t SHEEE

(D)

g

Subject to
—Xz " X3 =6
X1 -Xxse £33
~X2: - 3X3+Xe <4
X3 £0
Xy £0

may 2X1 ~2Xz2+X3z —Xa

(P) el oH&F primalstie] 52| fEolch

IR ( initial tableau)+

o 7] 4]

FV] \2 V3
0 1 0 2
~1 0 -1 -2
-1 0 -3 1
0 €D 1 -1
6 3 4 0
T
Fv;j.e free variable,
Vy & nonnegative variable,
E: & equation,
I/ & inequality & zt2F FEmgho)
FV] 14 V3
0 1 1 [ 1
-1 0 -1 i -2
-1 0 -3 | 1
0 -1 -1
6 3 7 -3

(& & % &)

E]l «

I3
14

El

I3
V2



BB MRkl s 129

14 FV1 V3
[

-1 ! 0 -1 1
r-—————l ——————————— o
@ 1 o0 1 1
o o -1 -2

l-y -3 1
I 7 -3
1 (B E 5 #®)

El FV1 V3
1 0 0 2
1 0 1 1
0 -1 -1 -2
0 -1 ~3 1
-3 6 4 -6
(F B 7 #)
E] FV] V3

[

1o 0 2

0 : €D -1 -2
|

1 10 1 1

t
N | -3 1

|

]

-3 1 6 4 -6

l

T
(/7 & M &)

V2

El «
E2
13

V2

14

I3

V2

E2
I4
I3
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