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A% 2001 12

B e B KIT AN B 55 E B

1. F

B HEETE (Mathematical Programming)
i3 Karush-Kuhn-Tucker [11]V &R ELL
kR - BEOHED S OMENER I - /2
SFTHD, TH B BEE~OLHMIE
B BEnTW3, HBicEEFeputyg, 3
7 o fFBREROB/ME « BRCEREE R S #F
STORBEEZ 260 TH D, EARENEHNG
oF H>MBERE KB T 3 Averch-
Johnson fih [1] OBHFOHITHERICE
oMM EEF VOB, BETIEH
Markowitz [14] OF— 7 5 Y FHHROR
B - ol EEHEFHEV S ATV
LD B, &HTNEBETEE L TRER
HOMNT LHEL SN WEEHEOEHEE
FIZBEMTIBIE V.

HEEE IR TR BEEEK © Hahn-
Banach F» 5 < 2 0BEEE 2 BB Lo
R AL TR A E L SNTL B, 5
75y Y HHENEL Sh Ty, BHE
RERE D EATEREBIC IS » TV HISRGHE RS X
BY L EDHEROBEOREB LT -T0E, L
B L7328 S IEFE MBIt L iR 38+ v
THELEL, TOBHORBIHKRT /7Y a
B R EZRI TRV A OO, KBHNEHE
FRICBET ARt b OHEBOBERAL L,
—HEROBROSE OBEETE T, BER

1) W. Karush @155 1930 ETRIIEHBEIC
H.W. Kuhn & T.W. Tucker WEERLTV3,
2) T OBAIEI Karush-Kuhn-Tucker &4F1272 %,

FHAE TS AT F » v THEEL T, BE
BBELNTOVHVOREIRTH 5,

&I ATHERITHEOREORERR, HRHET
12 IERBE o BBk (nonsmooth optimiza-
tion) ®MIEFEMEE (semidefinite program-
ming) F—RILOTGHICEATE TV B,
BAE I 3 2 2R Ok [10] [8]
DREINTLR, iR - BEOMES» 52K
OB, BEEOBRERALID ETHH
FEHADBERICIL > TETW5S,

—F, 37 ofFRFECHROTHIHRIRREY
P o—RoBR3, BREEEERHNEAT
H#Ee (h OB M TIRE) SERIL THIRRE
NTW2bDTHB0, RA]FMPHEL (oli-
gopoly) %% 5 O BRI P IEEREEIL
CHRmAEHT AHMBOFHS b bER
ENTVWTHA D,

MEEEEA L O BRI & O BB R E I
BV THRE (surrogate) IS 12 H.J.
Greenberg and W.P. Pierskalla [5] 12/ 3
RELK, BCOBREESFOREDORT v 7
T/ 5 Y2 WENML Y ESVTREERS
Z, #ERCBVEDBlETHRD S 7T v
U o WRHERD & RICBEE A S ITEER SN,
BRAWBRESOEBNBE~DIEH [3] &
REanTETH 3,

U L1828 5 REBRGHE M O BRI E 13 &
okl shTH 59, #lZ21E B Ram
and M.H. Karwan [19] 22 /B & HKEHHER
Bl AV THRH (surrogate) WHF v v 70
FEMRENIITBEL 0,

AR CREBHGTEICBHCREDOE F » » 78



136(408) " K

FETBHILEE, EHCRIRBIEF v v 7
RITIV W F v oy THEELITVED
DB+ DEAEOEY, RCBABHETE~OHL
EEERICO VTG, BRIC— R OBERGTE
X A ER AL E LR EOEEPE
Hiz oW TR 5,

2. % &

1982 LD ACM F = — U ¥ JEEHET,
S.A. Cook #H#d HEBERMH] (An
overview of computational complexity) &
S EHOBEATEY, FTERY OFEE, OB
T, 75 APENPHELLVIMAPEAS
NTLER, REROBEPERO 7V T Y X LB
AR L TRERIRE A5 2, ZhPURES
FEILEL o7V X LBERRIHHERD
BHEY, PENPOBETOERN T LT Y X
& (BZEHERT L TY X L) BV IZEEENIR
ORI CAERXEE P EBE SR ICRE
I TW3, L.G. Khachian [10] # N.
Karmarkar [8] O EHE O SHAH 7 v
TYRLbEI LFEhORTEENLZEDT
b0, 5 LIMHEELHEKOWHREREET
BHLTOHEATEREZH TR VAE TR
WHREET, ThEHEROBRERIEHIT
RETBVEShTOAEEHEER CBVEE
LEBZ, BED SMENEEEIGET 551
PHHGTEEAORBE LICbMVWEEEE5X T
W3,

WICFTEEL P, NP oS+ BB IcHE Y
5o

HEER: 77 ) XAV OHEEM kG &
3, FEOY A X nDEABADCH LTS

3) FEEEII, Hartmanis, Stearns [8] S0l -> TH
CEBMIORTO S,

4) Hilbert % 10 Ml (RicHEM BRI
BT T Y X b OBEILERED Turing i
fk->ThENT,

B % 513

MBTFZOT7NTY Zabk(n) BEDRICELR
T3, EWHTETH5B,

PS5 RP: k(n) BEELOT7 AT Y X80
FETA MBI A PIKBT S, ¢
9, 75 ANCEED,

95 ZNP : £ENEEH oK T4 2R EM
TNT) X APEET AEICHEIE 2 9 A NP
BT 3, EE5%, NPoFoMELEECG,
IR TRETRE LRI C) 13 NP 22
(NP Complete) TH 5, £EH, NP FHLNI
MR E Cook HETHK - CHFEH S i 88 Al HE
HRIEE IR,

» TR ATHEERIRE (SAT)

o F oy Yy 7R

« BEGTHERE

e N3V h VBHERIEIE

* %E%Fﬁﬁ%ﬁ

< IFERE

&k — o8
DY R MBBLNATL A,

9735 Z co-NP: 7 5 2 NP OHEHEORE
SOREN 7 5 A co-NP Th 3, PIZAIE TH
ERThn] CEEHET BB co-NP T
H 5,

2752P®2s 3 Z2NP 3L oERLIE
PSPACE it£TB7 %, P#NP LELU 6NT
BWa, FREHINTBLST, ZOFER
FEEoTARRECEY O 21 it icBiRahn 3
REMEO 1> LTERESHEITONATVEY,

5) Clay FHIEFiSOR7 v 4 L PHEEDH 75
OYFORMBHREEY 2 b &2 100F F LD
BEeERERL TV,
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3. BERTEHEREICXT 5 BRER

— R OB EEB R OBICRN LN
5.
(P) minimize ¢’z
subject to Ax>b, zES,
z= 7",
HU, A3mXnGEETH, b, c 3HEHY
WL DEBE A~ b v, S={&>01Gz=h,
SHER, TG RExXn BEEITH, h
REX1BER~I F v, &35, A RN
RENEBRAT 2BCABTREE (P 3%
ITRIRETH % L RET b0
u>0 BT 2HEEP OoRBHAUER
(surrogate constraint relaxation) I3,
(P*) minimize ¢’z
subject to pT(b—Az)<0, zES,
€7,

CEFEIN, WRT AREIX (surrogate
dual) 13,

(Ds) maxﬂzo {V(Pu)} »
B,
5% 00 1 8M (Lagrangian relaxation)
i,
(P) minimize c'z+21"(b—Ax)
subject to zE€S,
= 7",

EEHZsN, WETE555 0P W (La-
grangian dual) 13,

(D) max,.,{v(B)},

L85,
RIRE (PY) it T8 Mz, % 27,1, (3,

HEEEELICR T ABICER  Hd

137(409)

o 2, 131X 0) LEEOHET 2 B
WMIdrLry 7Yy /B0 T, BE
(P*) 12 NP 524 (NP-Complete) RHEEIZE
%o

L ORMEORICROBER (cf. [181) PERIL
T 5,

v(D,) <v(Dg) <v(P). (1)

ROBIEEEZL L Do

&y
(P) maximize z,+2x,
subject to  3x,+2x,<9,

x,+4r,<8§,

0<a, 1,<5, =, x, TBE.
BEAG={02", @D, v(P)=4THh
Bo —‘ZT’ R}E}X;@ﬁg& SIS Y Jﬂi’d‘ﬁg i
& % z={1, D76, D6,0TvP) =5 Kk
U= {SHOBEE, v(P) =5, TH b, B.
Ram and M.H. Karwan [19] OFiE & & -
T, BEGTEREBCR VLTI A F » v 708
HBEEFRLTL A,

SElCELEIC, BA GEE (P) oMIEEN
R %,

(P) minimize ¢’z
subject to Ax>b, xES,
z=R",

DT T B,

ROTEBEWILTE 5,
EE1 T&bdry SERET 5, TOH, M
& (P) LHIRE (D) ORI+ v v 7, B,

v(Dg) <wv(P) (2)

L3 B NBEFSEM LEERES D= {z|cT} <
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ik

B1: 80735 7%R

c'z<c’zx, zES} PIHEETHBE, ThH 5,

[3FHH] RHEE (P) iz Kuhn-Tucker & %
Hd 5%,
c—A"g=0,

=0, AT=b g (b—A7)=0.

%@H%’
=" AF=pu"b,
MR T %,
FHEE (Ds) ot U T u#ku, k>0 & € {z

yT(b—Az)=0} #H3 &, p'A & "4 oD
BIHrII0<y<ztBBDT, T'A & z—7

OREOAT I -§< 1%—71<§ LR B,
C@H%

clr—cT=p"A(x—%)

=g"A| ]x—f[cosllzr-—rl >0,

ERBBINETOREEERL TV S,
7o, B Ds) OTu=g%W5 &,
cT=g"A £, FTb—Ax)=cT—c"x
5, R (Ds) WROEEIC X » TREI N B,

(P®) minimize ¢’z
subject to ¢’ T—c"r<0, zES,
FASY A
D#¢ 12513 z [ ZRE (Ds) TEITHREL DT,
cTr<cTe* &1 B,
Wiz, (Ds) OETAEEE D cTx<cTx* %1%
23 oL, DE¢ HBFEE N5, ]

BHEE (P) OB R AE C 45, ZOHEC
DMBERICE - TVWAZ ERHOHTH 3,
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bdry C2 COEBREL, NJ(@) 2#CDx T
## (normal cone) (cf. [20]) &E 9,

i 1

v(Dy)=min{cx|Az>b, x&conv S} (3)

[2f BH] [17] Theorem 6.2 DR EE X
53— IREE % T,

wL(l)zmin(c—lA)x+Ab
= min (c—2A)z+2b

z€ECONV §

= min {cx+1(b—Ax)}
TECONV S

v(D,) =max w (A)

—r?gox _min {ex+2(b—Ax)}
S=¢ 155, min OHPHHBEED A
I B, kT, v(D)=0,
S#¢ 5 oiE, WA%E L*eRLkEK), BIE
(extreme rays) % {(ER"jE]} £33,

LT

mm {cx+l (b—Ax)}

eCONV

{ o 1f(c ).A)r<0 3j&7
cx®+2(b— A", Ik K otherwise.

iz,

v(D,) =max,{mine cx’+1(b— Az}
sub. to (c—24)r'=0, for jEJ,
A=0,

EZ2xHLT,

v(D,)=max, 7
sub. to p+A(Az"~b) <cz® for kEK,
AAr <cr, for jE],
A=0.
Bt L D,

BERRE LIS 25506 EE  Hd

139(41D)
v(D)=min; (T’ + ;877
sub. to Teexa*=1,
A Sk + 5,8

> bk,
af, B1>0 for kEK, jE],

=min {cx|Ax>b, < conv S}. 1

EE2 RRE (P) LR (D) ORNCICHF + v
7, Hb,

v(D)<v(P) (4)

ERBZMBBENEEIENRT BERETE
W (BB, B (integrality property ) H%
BRIALLIEW), 2&ETh B,

[GriA] @1 0REBEZL I MPH LT,
fiRE (P) Of# i bdry Citxf LT, (P) i
Kuhn-Tucker &2 @EHT 5 &Lick D,

c— AT =0,

BYRELL B, T, TRTvD)=v(P)
=7"b Mz ITERRICHES N B,

%8 (P) o x*& bdry CicxfL T, (b—
Az*) <0 BB EBERET 5, 1,=071851F
v(P)=c"z], z*=2Ebdry C, B 2N %I
BFETH B, T >0 &

v(P)=cTr*>cTz*+ 2" (b— Az*)=v(D,),

255,
HEHDEE D O bdry C ORRICK T 2%
BThHhb, N7+ IVE

{c—A"2(zP |z;Ebdry Cis a solution of (P}

{3 [20] @ Theorem 6.12 » SEEHET, —§ &
€ NAz) iwHELL, zp THAFE TS %,
R A(x) & (D) DIETIE W, 1
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(Dy) & (D) DRI DBRMEKILT 5 T
EREEBL L,

MmEE2 [9]

v(D,) <v(Dg) (5)
BLESNBHLT 3 BEEMEE us"(b—Ax))
=0, BL ug & (D) OETH 3, |

4. BAENREHEMECHT BRNEE

BE1 /NVLTEERXITRVWT, HYEEKD
FEONFEEZTIHELRE VESCH
BEESEELTVWSREFSRGR VEK O
FEOHMEEL L TH 5B,

[BfHR] +oHEEsbTth s, HVEHR
Hahn-Banach B (cf. [13]) OWEMSE
A5, _ i

— e ORAEHGTENE R OB ICRRL N
5

(PM) minimize ¢’z

subject to Az=b, z&S,

nEZ,, i€, 5ER,, €I,

BL, AdZmxn 75, z b, ¢ XBEMEKT
DRy MY, LUL=11,..,n &3,
L oMEOERHR %,

Y={eSIr,e€Z,, (€L, r,SR,, jE Iy

I & I, 35},

LEHET B,

BT, ZBHEHIC LTI E v+ v 7
DY, z, FBEEHE T RERNF v v 7
FHELAZEREELLS,

B8 (PY) @ p>0 icBd 5 REEFHGEIL

B % 51-3

(P"™) minimize ¢’z
subject to ' (b—Ax)<0, z€ES,

€ Z,, i€L, 1,ER,, jE€I,

sy, T 2B,
(DY) max,. v(P")},

1B,
575 Y8

(PM) minimize c¢"z+1"(b—Ax)
subject to zES,

€ 2., i€L, r,ER,, jEI
iy, WET 5575 vV W,
(D) max,. @M},

LB,

MEE (PY), (P oERAE, 1y, 18" &
T 5,

RIEE (PY) OB (L+¢) %,

(P") minimize ¢’z
subject to Az=b, €S,

r,€R,, i<l

EL, ZOBET, ET 5o

EH3 IyFbdry SERET 3, ¢#0&7
BhkeE L, WEET B EGIRET 5, ¥ D,
R (PY) &R (DY) ORJICIHF v » 78
FaET 5, Hib,

v(D¥)y <v(P™) (6)

LAV BEINENERT,EY EREIETH
3, FBOkE LIt L Te=01501E, 4
G={x|cF,<cz<cz), zE Y} BETI WV

Bric EOAFERNKILT %o
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(FBH] MR z¥* whuvwT, p=g =
—apTA, a>0 PRSI T 20T, EE 1 DI
L ER I (DY) 2 RORE

(PM%y  minimize ¢’z

subject to ¢'T, — ¢’ <0,

r<€y,

TEET 5,

kSl ¢ #OBEET IHEAE, TyEY I
SIIRE2 P OBPHEH={x|cz=cT} &
Rb2BEERE V= x|z, =z, x,=20, k# 1}
Frczdr =c"z, AR T B, bdry S &
2V ETCc T <cxd <cxy ABRET B
¥ AT 3,

FEOKEL KL Te=0 DFA/R, EHF
REHE L WRES NS, 1

BHEIEOWS X » v 72 A LHEER 2
2RDBZLENP ELHEICE-T0EY, B
AEBEHEFEHOWNFE v v 72 FANLHEE IR
F0, kEL OIFITE s 5 2P OMEHICE »
TWARZEREERELE S,

EE4  REE (PY) LREE (DY) ORICHEEF v v
7, Hib,

(D <v(PY) (1
PEET AV ETDRERT,EY BB L
TdH b,

(ZERH]  R9RE (P™) 1ch v T, z O EERSD

S % L=1{i, ..., i, } lcXIL T,
Ay, Tt Gy, z;,
A= x’=
i, Qi z;,
LS,

BEROSE LI R O 2R ERE Hip

141(413)
rvelo ettt —Q-)-—Az+1-
—Az,=—A{0-Dx+Xz,eT},A -z +
X2, €S DT, BET={-A zE S} &'
WK EDRPOMTH 5,
zO, PBEPEHDRISEMELETICESR
Bz Z2EABP Y HTHE (P KREshb,
HHOBE O O EE 2 LRETH S,

5. —ROBHEEICNT 5HAH

— OB LT, T uA P
E D BEES L Lovasz HITik - THH S I
shTuwiess, Boff SEEEGTEICR G 5 MBI
ELTEHR [16] Tk L MEEECS M 4B
KMOSEA XN, HEOD Fenchel 15 T3t E
AT 5 HECHRETPRES T
%,

f DR Fenchel Z#2 % EEZ 5D Fenchel
HES OfERE LT,

r@=supl{@p,—-flzez"}, pEZ",
FRARE%E,
(P) min f(zx) sub. tozES,

&Téo
Wiks 75 vy - BlCE,

F(x, uw)=f(x)+6,(x+u)+rw),

BLrR'—-RU{+%} % r(0)=0%19T M
A ESE Gl Y

o, (w) = inf F(z,w), ueZ’,
K(z,p)=inf F(z. w+u y, ,yEZ"

g,(y) = inf, Kz, y), yeZ
LEHTBET S5 VY 2 WRIEER,

(D) max g,(y),
=

6) Legendre ZHe & B NBLESE 5,
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LET 5o

&E3 [16] SEBEEEEAL, M5
EEEL, MBS (P) BEFIE» > TER
LIRET B, DR,

min (P) = ¢,(0)=¢, " (0)=max (D,),

g,(y") = —08,0,(0),
WAL T B, 1

LT O MMMERSEETH B,
—% [12] T, FEMETEMBECHLTE
FEIRE & PO BEE A o MEt B O Brkic o b
THRLSNh TV,

6. SHROBE

555092 WEEIC T A3 F v v 7
DEBPED DERET AR ENETE, B
BREGTEMEOm AL L T2 7 2 P (1.
(10D k723, REISRE DS LT
Foow THELIME D DERET ZBEIEK
HEKRY, 2TOIELM =01 3BEE
HETHERIEICH LT NP SERICR B L &2 FE
L&,

TH2FLHEET 20, —ic (P) 0%l
& (] Az=b, x>0} TA, b BEH O
FEEO D T L THAPBHE LI ADHME
FAEBRABREL=EY 2 FITH] (to-
tally unimodular matrix) T®» % I &4y »
TW3,

SELIAZFE Y 25175 (totally unimodular
matrix) : A DETO/NTHRS 1 H 0T
H 5,

bAEETH GBI EEICRLDBVERET
BU, A, b, c WEEKOBI,

2

L7 51—8
SEL W BE M (totally dual integer) :
Hil# (x| Az=b, =0} THXIRARE (D) HEE

DOEE ¢ ot U TREBPEETH 5,

EWVWIAREMNEZLSNTEY, v v F v /HE
LEDOESEL ON TV S, MICEE, M.
Conforti, G.Cornuéjols, and M.R.Raol 21"
i3,

NS5 AFT75 (balanced matrix) : 0,1 T
FIBTIC IS 2 2D 1 2B UEHKKROE
HIMTHIEEE B VERIC N5 v 258h 3 (bal-
anced) &\ 9,

REZ, FNEREITHA T AEEEET
HEMBAER-OEM S, Ny v SR B
BB OBEEREZ SNTV A,

sEXH
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