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EX 3

Hartigan, J.A,, ‘“‘Probabilistic Completion
of a Knochout Tournament,”” Annals of Ma-
thematical Statistics, 37, 2 (1966), 495—503.
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Y]

PIEET DL & a<lb THDHET 5.
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BFORSE, fa & An 225 29, 2041, 000 , 2n+1
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Fo5< BERIL A CHRIICIRE Y,

0 Pp,a(i|Tn)=2 jap=i1 Pr,a(p|Ts)*
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Wiz Pr(a<lb) iz2onwTHEs %5, 4L a b b
PFEIC A ZEHETRTEHIT
49 Pr(a<lb)=Pirla<b)
G, a, b BP0 Ay e i Ak, Ar, THRE

0 Pp(a<lb)=Tr<i Pri, a(DDPhysa(P)e

Uk, §rm1s ng
LED. BIBZ B a(@lTh) OWTIZIL L =0
THNE En, oGl T2)=1 k&Y, ac Ay TZ D
T p fiLchnikeh i

8 p+p(2r—2t—1) /(2 +1)+1
Rk %. 22 CHE2IET A—Ar— {0} OB#EC
Lo e a3 00, HI3EHT 0 L X
B, Thebd :

W Ep, ({Th)=

E(p+p(2r—2F—-1)[(2*+1)| Tk

@ En, (i1 Tr)=Ek, o (| T)2"/(2¥+1)+1
@) En, a(“Tu)"’
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€ En, o (G~ Tn)=Er, o GGE+1) | Ti)

n3=2k



X20(28 1) /(28 +1) (2% 4 2)
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Gilbert, J.P. and F. Mosteller, ‘‘Recogni-
zing the Maximum of a Sequence,” J. Ame-
rican Statistical Association, 61, 313 (1966), 35
—73.
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TEIMFHE-TH . player Xz DFEH, 51
o> random (IR E T b0k L, #L
5[ e xhE T whtlodcoRKE X OJEAL
PEID EH, FRICE > TEDHE L B0Thk &
WD LHTLIRDD LS —LGKRY, BROL
B ROPCERBOBEL N THHLE D A
BIhe 3 %.

COLEFIITAHRYERCT XS5 AmHD
FHEZE AR DD ? FThAEDOL ERIITH2HER
BEDLIH N ? ]

REIRD K 5 TH D RIAK (6—140 %

HTENWT (FRIETB) s WHMBIIZTRLET

DERABIVKRENLOBRHRLLL 2T EHE

LB HENL. 8 OKE XITER
Zlacy 1

ias~=1 ¢

FHeTHIOPFELL, COXS5A 8 bEh T
regsomns 21 Liscsnctns
n  k=s-1 k

(#%2),

n—>00 DL E 8 LK nje THERIE ¢! 2
-1,

2. RiAEZ—RELT, ACRROTCiLE
r LB LPHFINBEE (LG EIX r=1)
RESRDPERTVD. PRr WOFERED
Bt didmshe ¥ 5.

BlzX r=2 Ok &3, BROFHL» AL T
(81 #0) BligicEh T CcohCRAM D § 0 % &
A, 18BET N LD Lk 8:(5s) HETER T
i, ZOBLIOBEDISCENETHISLED
BIvIREAIOPHTEARLLELOIELBE
izt s, F3ZE r=8+1, s=g+1 L L TH
EOREAME v 8% PLUZTRKIEL TREIT 2
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ERPEZEDO n oW TH->Twa.

n—c0 DL ¥, r¥% s* 1 X*xhEh n/eg, nleiz
¥ &, BEhT 2R 0.5910 EEECH 5.

FACK r=2 Dk &, XVBMAFRELT, ¢
BECRRALTCEDHRER2HE L 22 W5
BELLND. nHREVE EEHE LIZK n/ev?
G, BINT ATERILK 0.5869 TH B, L LD
BEATBROBE ORI RITIA VDY, +FTw
ECH BT LIFEHTNETH5 5.

r>2 Ok E, HERMIEYERCADTRY b 5
AFE r=2 0L & LEKTD D,

3. BU»olEcd LR 24 player 254
EEIPNAETFOFAZOWTOEBT LD Th
EFBIIE - T 3. RAODIEIFEAE S S REE
FUCH LTI, EFFAOHEAED, HLoKF
GREHFTAP—RIHOL EDOKAE 0 DEE
BARLEZEZL T w. ¥— Xkl 25 rhicE
WTHIBEPES Ehb0LL, HLX1LE
BCLTRRALOEENC L HEL T2 0
1522 decision number (d. =.) L Th 3 B
DRI di, dgy oo » Ga(12d120) 2FHEDHT
»%, iOHOHHCdi LV REVLOBEH DA
bIENELDLLETHOBRWFRTHS. }
LrEEcizénd doan Lo/ »+1 @B
BUDT dryy 22t THIEEDHZEDT 2
ZhBDS, ok ERINT AR
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T dLZLTRER d.n. OFELLRTE,
FLUHIIT 3HRENER SN 2.

4. zofs, HPEHED - THOBEFE» X 52 X
SHEBERY —LDlEE L THRALB L, T8
DX 5 THFHEMBIT\~5 L &L payoff T4hb
LEEEFRACT 2FEFAPRDbA TS, &
#HrBUHRNHENERCHDL, ThaH D
MAFIEBRCL - THARWCIRIL> E Bb
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Thompson, G.L., F.M. Tonge and S. Zionts,
“Techniques for Removing Nonbinding Const-
raints and Extraneous Variables from Linear
Programming Problems,” Management Science,
12, 7 (1966), 588—608.
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LPofgEtERbT oL &, YofifnRkEH
W E VTV 2HPHECIIbRALAWDT, ERRC
BEHEEIC E W T A NHIREFL &0 TELTH
3. LPEHEZ2EF¥DOL 554,

(004

AX=B, X=0.

b HEHREY AX<h LckE, BbYoH
Bk AX<B", X20 T EiZT%.

F5. BlWSE AX<b B3 redundant & AX
<B, X=0 t#bIh 3 convex set t A°XZ
B, X=0 -c£b Eh 5 convex set 23F-— D I
DTHDHT ko

i BEACH5%%E T 5 non-redundant

maximize
subject to

(\) " ftit non-binding constraint t\»5,3% L
His: AX<b PEEA X° ¥ L T non-
binding ¢H ¥, AiX<biTh 5.

E3. B4 ¢ non-positive AE¥ % extra-
neous CHdr\n5.
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AL OER OB HEEBNT RS, SFCHEER
¥ TW &R non-binding AHKIRMES ext-
raneous AZEHE AW, HEhBx& matrix %#E
PLABLYY Ty 7 ZFHEELTO L FE kR
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DY /%}“ Ly 7 ZH) 35 80 74 9 32

BEHroMBE K & 2 15%24 44X70 32X64 7 X18 11x16

GRS

Rothkoph, Michael H. ‘Scheduling with
Random Service Times,”” Management Science,
12, 9, 1966, 707~T713.
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Bz LT\w2 (Management Sci., 12,5 (1966),
431—47). :
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BoBaTRELT REEFeRObhbC L,
PRYFEEEETANREEFE S T L 2R(*)
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HEH»ET T3 I BRI I TRz LCTR
i, BELEA C 1 BSIRCmIThD,

C=x 7 CtZi=1 Ty= Z%ZZL,- ¢ Ty
zOfEE, ¢ Ts DRPIEIFHEETFCH 5.
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LAhBd. coPE ()&, Pi(T) @ Laplace-

Stieltjes Z#achH 5. 22T P{ (r) &, C O
0 exp(—rTy) &%z hE, COBEOEEIEF
b, BEHOWLORILCD BHET, KDShs.

Bk, B YATCEREHBAICIRILN
Twnb,

FHLE ARG 2 & &1z, PRERriisgh
LEERSTFEE L Tnd e, FEOR~AREIEF
BETDC L%, BEF 183X VEREDL 2
DWTIHEHAL T 5. (ESHBEA D)

Soriano, A, “‘Comparison of Two Scheduling
Systems,”” Operations Research, 14, 3 (1966),
388—97.
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T, ZOoRBEREE T2 P EEAME
D12ThHY, kETCLY 3> - F7FF ¥ RKES
—ZALRREARED OR 7L~ 7D OME & #
HLTws. ZRXLCOBMOWRO—-HE2AET L
DT, YANLv—2FA (Wilmer Outpatient

Clinic) iz~ CHBEEM She 220 [{EEHEE -

BRI | 0 A HLC > TR B,
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(1) Pure Block Appointment System
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DA T RERZIE L TRET 23 0

(2) Individual Appointment System
EBECHOBERETRET 20T, HE
REIO BRI —ETH 5.
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DR LTHLLNE. (KL co=1, 20=0)
Bl oA % b Lz Borrough 220 12X 23HE
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Pritsker, A.A.B. and W.W. Happ, “‘GERT:
Graphical Evaluation and Review Technique,
Part 1. Fundamentals,” J. of Industrial
Engineering, 17, 5 (1966), 267—274, “Part IL
Probabilistic and Industridl Engineering
Applicatins,” 17,6 (1966), 293—301.
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+
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E MRo Y —~-FEAR
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Mason’s Rule #{# - ChREENB. we(s) 2%
kF 2L, Pr k Mg i3 pe=vwe (0), Mg (s)=
we(8)/we0) L TKDB N, Mez() LY mo-
ment, cumulant E3RKD LN 3.

RF oy 75 CIEL EORR L D, system Dk
Hi+ 2EHEE S, branch 025 X~ 5 Z{Liz
W s BEEERDT system OFEEF A S.

BEn5 27 v 7ick »T GERT OBEfTREC
Ebhadd, WEETCOLIAHEFEINIS TIWL
Dit Exclusive-or node DFPEHX T THY, 2D
DR node DHPETIXENLS THEH A
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tic ARE~? GERT DSATEEM: 23T T 5.
GERT FEL 3 ZHFEFR, FTEFHRSE & %
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%\~ G ')

Menon, V,V,, “The Minimal Cost Flow
Problem with Convex Cost,”” Naval Research
Logistics Quarterly, 12, 2 (1965), 163—172.

(ko v 7—=27 /B RO 7 a0~ /BiR)

Minimal cost flow &I W T, K arc O&g
REPTEIIC X - THL B T3 X b —iH%
BEOEEZ DA TR T\ 3. iR — KRB
52 LR BAEIZ DWW TL, primal-dualg:ik
lEmbh T3S, Cz-Cik primal algorithm
X - TREEERL T 5.

4 network = flow F={z;;](vi,vj;)E€a}
P54 b Tnws. &0 network HORFE ®
simple cycle C iz25nwT, &kDX 5% blow »
KEEHL D,

zij+e (vi,v5) > C ORI % arc

1 z*ij= {xij—‘é (vi,vy) 2> C D3E % arc

x5 (vg,v;) 5C D arcTh\n

F*={zi;) (v, v5)€a} P& arc OFEH N %
T aELE coT7u—0KEER

2 F*=T. (F)

L#&%, Te.. % valid transformation &I 3.
% arc BB fiy(ziy) HBE52 SR o B,
simple cycle C #¥2% flow o cost DTzl

LT,
&) ; Je5(@ip) S? Sig(x%ip)

DAL 27 B, flow FZfHL T cycle C 25 ad-
missible ¢ 2 LW, cycle ¢ o@EYh o flow
% ai, C O arc OYAE ¥, WAE arc
DEE% I bLkrE, ROX5k v BT 2
BT EA B, '
@) Cleyisl;z) =iEZII+f¢(az+a:)
tgl_fi(avi—x)

72720 &% Te.p valid 23CH 5 X 5 Rl7AT %
2.5zkiT%. F3E flow F 2L T cycle
7% admissible <G % 2 » OHLEHFEEE, @GR
DB =0 3\ T minimum 2k 5z LG
H5B. COFRM,
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2 fit(ai+s) =Y fir(aw), x>0
I+ iel-

ie

BT firatm<T fir(a), <0
tel+ tesl-

LY FEDLTCERTE B.
L 0% Lk ¢, minimal cost flow @

7=% @ criterion & L CROEEIFHE IS,
“flow F 7 optimal TP 2 e DL EAG5%4

13, F ©o3~<7T» simple cycle 2% admissible

LB L THB.

Loz L&, ko XS A algorithm 23

b 5.

1) arc 05z bh2FEHH © T -¢ maximal
flow %%, flow Fy %1e5,

2) network ¢ simple cycle % %23 %,

3) #% simple cycle C iZ2\w<T, admissible <«
BB TN,

4) % L admissible ¢k d, Tes (F) X
T C 7 admissible iz% 2 X 5% e %KD,
Teo(F) 2T 3) HT 2T

5) +T®» C 2 admissible =i, % 0B
@ flow (% minimal cost flow ©& 3.

0 R, flow KEBEESSL SRS,

2, 3 OMEAKCO o DHEBZOWT LA

3. (LUAIEHR)

Pontecorvo, A.B. ‘A Method of Predicting
Human Reliability*® Annals of Reliability and
Maintainability, Vol. 4 (Fourth Annual Relia-
bility and Maintainability Conference, July
1965), 337—342.

UEgEN: /BT /IS )

EEICEBL SR ZBEBRTH - T 2 0EES
ReEDDITMAL1OBE E CARMOFEEEG AL
CLREETCEANEETDHS. TOBPE, Reh
DEFEECREE 2 MET 22Dz Human
Factor #8HA 522213 CEAhn LU CHEL
Dk z o Factor % (37 DRSS OBIVRE L 3t

TEORECHRAL, RefofEECREECth

PHFETHIEACEBNCER T THD E
B EE I ARAL LEENERO AR D
b TR LDFTFICA R AN, AFiILE
DIRENEFHEIHEL LS L\ DR OHID
nPEVWTHB. HEOFIHEEL L6 BT T
HPEL s, T L BHO “BfesR” O X
5 1o0EELBIER B S b T e (task) %
B T2k, TOVEFEI—EOBRMEE (sub-
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task) 22b% 240 THBHC k. 2 VEEEHE(task
element) TAbbEMEETARCT e, ©
OBMVEEIIVEER T T T 5 A DCRLERTR AL
DTHY, ErOIEEC BT AIEEEETH B
Tk, 3 HHMEEOFITOEEE:XDHLLITRER
F— B FILANRD L, TOBE, (EERECE
ERBIIR OB “GFE” D e & LALELTH
22k, 4 BEEEDHEL X, Thbb, THA
WoRLLTE eI bb i RTASCE, Th
BEEAR 2B REROBEECE > T L {Mm
DK AT D NBECHIEL T 5 5 b0, “FEE”
BHMEEOML S OBREXTIHECEIATH
FIwa, 10850 scale ¢ Lwz k. 5 T&»3n

B ~OBEMEEIHLTLED 3. 0FbrnE

BCIHEORBF— b 4. OFEOT — 5 v 4#
¥, WEOBE%% regression line oJizd & b
L, BEEOMERTAS L. TORNIRIH
T EFC
Log E=—2.9174+0. 006122R

L sADBELR TS, i EEbdn %k
BRI HEHR (error rate), R 4. 0OfFsio&it%
Hbbd. COBRFREMHES LR -5 DhWH
WMHEEDERE 1—E % R ofirbifEcE s
& RIS 6. fEEOREEEE 5 oFECHEEL
e HBMEEOEEEORE LTHET 2. ©
DL, BERMHS o redundancy k [EREIZATFIC
L EETLRIAFTECHECOERC L - TER

Rating  Reliability
Task Element Mean S.D. Estimate

Read technical instruction 8.3 2.2 .9918

Re(a]grﬁlsrilleRecorder) 82 2.1 .9921
Rﬁgtg}’ectrical or flow 70 2.8 9945
In:gilctzlior;ploose bolts 64 19 .9955
P eiootrionl sy SiO% 6.3 2.4 9067

Mark position of

component 6.2 2.1 .9958
Install lockwire 6.0 2.3 .9961
Inspect for bellows

distortion 6.0 2.7 .9961
Install Marman clamp 6.0 1.8 .9961
Install gasket 6.0 2.1 .9962
Inspect for rust and

corrosion 59 2.1 .9963
Install “O” ring 57 2.2 .9965
Record reading 57 2.3 .9966

Inspect for dents, cracks
and scraches 56 2.4 .9967
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Van de Panne, C. ‘“Programming with a
Quadratic Constraint,”® Management Science,
12, 11 (1966), 798—815.
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