188 X B

X R

B o8 |

Rallis, T., ““Decision Models for Danish Trans-
port Network Design,”” IFORS CONFERENCE,
1969 (6/1).

(B35 v YV — 7 [IGE)

T DEE19705E A H20005E ¥ TD, Fv=—7
ORIFEEERC T 5 ¢ BOBEFR, Tihbb,
Y8, PN, B, MEOMBRENOLERRTHS.

FTF v~ — 7 OBRBEMBC X s, B
FirdbHADZ L, FEFD Great Belt Bridge

(Jutland 83 Zealand & %#5548) TR L

Th, RBAAR, I3V F, ¥ —-0EEEC
BT, BRTHH %, HHEERNIEEY
AWTHL N L.

Fv=— AL ERIMRCHE LT, L OHIRE
DBE (19684F) DEEAR, BYOHRE L v,
1970 F DEETFE & & O & HIBRI O FEEE, 20004ED
BWAFR T L OBMIRMEOBHERMS Hicz T, W
DA GHR TR 2t > T 5.

¥ 7 Copenhagen [k ffid 9 #K & DRIOKEH
oW Lill’s model #{E. #-.

5L I

TIZ =k d."

2T T 21, 2 MR o BAAT R b g
RENOBE, L, L 3EhFhfEo Aoy,
d; BHBEOEML DS L TWB. k&n ki
P HHARBICRDONBERTHS.

XBHIT Alborg & Copenhagen r DOfED#%EF
BRAD Y57 4 » 2120 C, Nyvig’s model %
ﬁfaf:.

1 1

Wa=k—5 g S

CZT Wa XS FR A o hERY, F, H,
SRENThBMETFEOESE, ZIEEGH, HEY
BHbLT5.

KT T7 49 7 ORERHET B, Bjgrk-
man’s model 5 REX A ALTHS.

dT=dP . dI - dS?

ZCC, dTL F 57 4 v 7 DEWIMEY, dP &
dl 3EhFh AR LBRENOMINEKE, 45 11+ 5
T4y 7 - ECRAODHERYTRCERTHLD
LTwb. Fv=—seBts&8mxK 4P, dI,

dS o FARALT, 1EMIC 3 En53.6
BOLT7 4y 7OHMBLHL, “hiRXoT
1970446 20004F ¥ CTD30EMIC, WI0fEoOMMm%E
BRLTW 5. OB L BAED & #sf i D 8%
B U CTRoBRgSR 2R, SHETE
OBEEZTHL w5,

Jo & 2 i¥etE o Great Belt Bridge 231 &¢
X 7-% LC, Copenhagen 556 D HE)HEBER tree
BB ZEDO R 100 BFEL FTH L LER
Bridge 0 FACI8EFE LT /r 5. F7- Zealand
& Jutland L iz 240 Bridge MTE 7t
hiE, BEEEE network X Zh Zh 10E{FLE
T5. Lo UEBZBOLENOBETS L, tree
D E10ERRI, network Dk 6 Higein .

%7- Copenhagen & Alborg DEICIZR2000%
ZHi#IE 5 passenger-hour (X, BEIGHD LR
P 100 OB LW DN, tree FTI2H GRS, net-
work BIT48FHFRRT e 5.

B OHER, & 8% Surface Effect
Aircraft LEEIFHEEEMREEBICTL THTE 5.
BE DRz capacity LERBITA - T 5.

(&R3LHED

Cassidy, R. G., A. Charnes, W. W. Cooper
and M. J. L. Kirby,
Competitive Transportation Models,”
CONFERENCE, 1969 (6/2).

(3% /BB HE & 7 v/ HERAY)

D EoORENMMOEELE L FHEFRBCDH D &
Fe, REMERLIIENEYRET B LDOET
NELETORLTRFLCEL. FORTLER
BOFERMIL B Y 2\ D, BRI EREE)
BEFAMLT S Z L ERAI. TOLRPBEREL
T, EFAEDLOORBLEINEFINEDE
D, BREROEEYELEIEEHTATITH-R
DT, SEORLTRIDHCERESV T 5.

EFARBORI L VWL b Bifici - it h
¥, BEEREFNHERLERRSh TS, AT
PHHE s ~OFIECH T 5 HERRTE 4 2T
BE pre OERFHEL, s 2 ROKRTERS
haLEETS.

¢Solution Theorems of
IFORS



x ®

Prs=0ps—bp 5Ty +8-5d,5

T, s REREESOER, 4 ABRPHR
BEOEZTHD, o b, & 1IZFEADOERTH
5., FLTEFUMIRDOI WIS,

TRCD (r,s) TRLT

P (js%”ijj.%drs) >.Br:
FTRTOJRALT X;j=20

FTRCD (rys) BHLT
_av5%#®Tf

E ( > ”rsdrs-zchj)
(r 9

Trs= 0

BRACTAE LY, Xj& 7 ERRDBMEET
HH., TTER X 3BEOL— b+ JRBEEZHh
teRkEX ki OFIEERTHY, k- JiDk
BREZ b O1F|ENETTOICET S 2 A b
HbbLTwA. Dy xFH (r,9) LD 1XMH
LLTELL L~ § 2EOEETHD. B
Lo E D LBWERY L EbbhT.

ZOEFABRROEED T T, BMEED X;
EDWTITRET, 7, T2 TUL 2R T, &R
i1 Xj monTh, 7, KOWTHBRHTH HIER
w31y 7OMEBCRETS.

ZhEwEnAREE (BEITNTETLOR
BRI EAIEBELYE LD LD TRV &V o T
%) BRI CTRCIER, Xj & oms ORERTHE
$EZ O 4., LT, ThEhBE clificX
Bcin sz bbbt

TR D7 5 AOKECHTHRMEELTRDIZ
LICL 2T, boltBEReFf L ThRER
W= REREROLDTHHHiITonT, BBl
RELRIC LEHIIV 5T 5. (& iRaLHE)

Morimura, Hidenori, ‘“‘An Evaluation Me-
thod of Railroad Capacity using a ‘Pseudo-
Diagram’ Model,”” IFORS CONFERENCE, 1969
(6/3).

(kB £ 1 Y5 A /LR

BAECL BT, BAOKREIIR B HCEEE
OIEE L T\w5. BHELENT 50K, FilEYy
BMRELLY, BREMBELALVT D LA TM
B DM, TODREERBOBELSLE
PELD. LHLEACEL 2BBEROESRPN
B/IX, ¥ TCEbOTRETH .

EEE, BRUABERXERHCTINE. Tihbbub
WAHARD GO T CIEERFIEET £ 1 v & T

©

W % 189

AHDNREBER b BFETH - T, BT
COMEYERE L CBARER—ERKOLT
ELRDH LD TELRRIIERE —2HETE
T2 LTh, FHRZDX D BN EBRCETILS 5
FREEIIE LD THEVWEBbh 5.

L LERN L HEORKOR AL, FIEETD
FA ¥ EFIKDIE, Whdd “TUR LEThs
BHEOBNEEL, HHEDEI p2BTLTHS.
I TEBIRRBRELYFEMT A0, “HlF
4% LT LB IR T ERRIEREA &
BRRI. FUIEF A YR BT AL, BRCX
S TnHNARR Y ERDBH, bibhOoBaL,
CERL” RELMNEREZLHELEY, ML
2, BELEEROL BT TOREIL LS L
CHEATAZ L. Licdis TEERFRIE
K EERLbTR, FFIECH L TERL OBy
BLEzThiZI W tind. $ETOEBTL,
BHROBIXIND I LEAERB AN IRTE
7oL 5 TH-T, ZOHEBNTYEEMCEHELR
WTTERBZ LN, BLoE 1R THS.

DERCTRCOFIEE, BR, BT, v ALK
EFES L OEBRYHIED 4 7 5 ACHTT, &7 7
AT L, WRRFC IS5 REELNETN S 2
bhb. Z ORHERFRIH & FUBHER & 28« Fl %
EBTHILN, TOREDE2OHHETHS.

ITEYP LA ¥ L5 DL, FIEBREANS
Fx CAIRERFIEL 1 v 2B THDIHETHH,
FOTATY) XA T CEHEHETERL TS, &
D7ATY XaBfANT, FAYEEDY 2V~
v a V31T, S bhioBRLEREO T TOEE
DRBAEELH - Thi. FOFRCIE, D
EFARE o CHEURERM R RATIBERE,
KEOFIEAMC +5EML T D 2 b a5, Bk
BOKRE—FHREBOFICOWTEITEI R =D
FEE, gl s iECd L CERTER
BREREZBIRTCRBETHA . (LRI

Branch, Melville C., “Goals and Objectives
in Comprehensive Planning,” /FORS CONFE-
RENCE, 1969 (2/2).

(RE /shm T —i / IEAKD

RAFEOBRER MR D R fedicix, 2
Fomt ko wEtE T & BT 5 AE v E
FLTELZENKRETHS.

(1) k>0, &% BEG BERFH

BEYBEHLL S & T58—HRIET.



190 x B # &

2 FHELWVS O, BREoBEREYRELT
FAMT I BEHL x5,

(8) FESH LS5 01, HECEFRTHER
O THILETHS.

@) faEHE, EBEORBEYENT AR
MEERAERE TS,

(5) MIHEZE &, BAFEO—MMEEET L0
LB FREE RS,

6) FtE e 734 kix, BRMOERICHELTT
HOFEXRLIODTHS.

HERYKRET 5L, ERolE: oY
HEL, BCARERE L OBEYBIRL, TFIA
L) 2 A REAFETS. FETELFEY
ROicBE, BIELeEkoLEFELIHVTARS.
X DFER, BREOTEEREYEIRTZ. LaLiE
BEA TR ST, RBBEL,
BECEREEOBECREETL LI RMERL
Tk,

FHE O BB OB OBREL 3725 D TH
A5, Ao LTEA TR B,
ZO%E, BNOEECEL CTMELRER &k
S TVDHEERIE, ThEBBELTRLTELZ
EiET B,

HEL R GWLEROZ L TH5H, FOK
BHEEE D T—HBITHOFEN LI DOTH T,
FDERIITREENDOECERDOZ LB THDT,
REHEO—FLELT, Fr 73 afbl o, B
AHEONFILECHA D, FRRRErbS
LD TAERE RS £ THEEIN T
Thiti by, BRcTioiete LTERHT
HELDLRDIBEORETEINERIRE. =D
RTRAHEIRS DEBEAYEULOTHS. Bk
T, HROBBLEMETS K, MHEETH
BEd, BRBESFTHE LD, REBNERTH
DEh, PREEOER HEErKFETL L
B\ S TREFEIRD - Tk, ARORADFE
ffi, 7, MEHESEIAMERATICR -TLAL,
Rz o s ot B b b T2 Ll
BTHAS.

RRE, —BCHEROENE VS ZEREHED
RIS AR, FERROSITCIL B YT
BLENHBETHAHEHRLELDTHS. 0D
Ba, BWEBELRRGIL, BRvE L CHRECH
ELZBEVI S HABOMREAELE LTRLTE
RZEiRED, HEFEEOBEGOEMHEYEL LS L
LchDTHD. COERMLTSE, BELILH

L oIRELDL L LTEL, BEFHLEE
BT sRIELEETBACEE LD
DLBhhb. (MR E#E)

Beer, Stafford, ‘Planning as a Process of
Adaption,” IFORS CONFERENCE, 1969 (2/1).
(a5, #IEE /G RED

chE ok, HBEYIETIHE, HHLEE
LTCERLDOTHBH, THEELFRCHLT D
BRI, FEOERL LICHBERLYELTREL,
HBEOERT X » TLESPBRBOECBGT
EHXOREEELXHEVEL TV o &ABER
5T B D Y, LEXHEELTCCARKLE
2T, BHBEAEAHTLOL L ThETHEHR
¥-+5 30 CEFCHBEREER L AT i d
WO TH L. DEARISEILERYFT TV LB
Biit, BB MLy 13327 4w 7 AL D
THHZELEBETL. Kk¥a, b, cOflHLER
InBVETCDY AT ANERTH B, KiEa 2
—DEROHIE T, bIXEEEBROFIE T, o
BEposich s, a, b, cHRESTYRAT A
12N ER 5. MIIEORBRLH AL ON R T
LA THAH. =D& EABITAEH S ORBHEIT
LTHERAMEFRLLIS 5. Zhihsa+AZy
b RS,

BREEEE I EED BITEERT 3 fobic i
BErFsy, ABROBEBECIELTHAXRAZ b
b tebTdicy A7 AMAME . F A mas
OB\ THEBXEELXT 584, Ao
BEAYEELLD LT AT ANAEL. SbR
gk oB) AR L TRRROFRERN I
BELTW L ediclE, v A7 A VOHEGBENE
HEIhB.

hHDWThOBESERWTYL, BEtREY
EUABOORKEREAL, ¥hava—2D
B aE0 5 b KETHB. TERVAT AV
DFBFETIL, FRENLBREZOREEZ 2 v~
EFHBVTY I a2~ LTART, BEENERC
BELTAHLEN, TOMBELERWTLIS B,
B LHTANTH L Z ENEER R » TV 5.

BENEHLORBTH BN, EHkifrichik
BOTHCELT, ©ETHEEMRL, hios
RO ERE B EG O BN BILREO R
ZANTEEL TS, 48, BETEciEd
BB EL ABACKERRERELBLDLE
bhs. (AR BEH)



X ®m

Martinoli, B., “The ‘SPARA’ Method for
the Solution of a Class of Linear Programs,”
IFORS CONFERENCE, 1969(12/11).

(R EHE ik bR+ S8k BE3RH)

SPARA R MEHEMEDO BELORETH Y,
Dantzig-Wolf D 4#IE B\ T BBk ic B & O
HBThHD. ZOFELA # Y 70 Italsider 3T
BaEiE, AL FRoFECERL V%
2, DX 5 IR 8 4 T OHKIGEEN 1 T
BHIETRTD 2 4 7 OFBHHEMBEFEL 5 ¢

—ERBE IO opOERORO L, TRO

kR,
FEHEHEC—EDLRHRIET 5 HIH.

— R O R OB,

SPARA HExAVW% &, chboflfikE, £0
Brsd th, 1 RKOHPHRCBERL DI LR X
>TH2 5.

ZOTATY Aok, EECRBLIELYLTE
b, TOGEBECIB L5 ELT L0y 7l
KT TWRWO T, FERRMNERTEY, X
Hiz SPARA iz, KEDOHTHI%ECHREIE
B AN TH L DT, FHCRE B REL
HTED. o ThRLBYEFEERHOT — 2D
HLARLESRT, HEOEEE S .

ZOFELECHRE TRV, ¥ g REOE:E
LCRERET 5.

19664ELIE SPARA it Italsider # ¢ AW S h
T H, BT AHEOKRTSHEHEFIA 6,000,
ZEH30,0000 % DTHAB. IBM 7090 % 8 BfsiEhs
LUHETEAEYBCCS. BRAHHIROY »
¥z« 754 ADERERER ROT 50 ETH#H S
BhHdB. Lrl, 20w /s 2 BERXMLT,
IBM360 CTHEHEL TV 5. (ESREEARER)

Serge, Riff,
D’un Algorithme de Calcul de Planning D’un

“Presentation et Application

Probleme D’Ordonnancement de Production,”
IFORS CONFERENCE, 1969 (10/5).

G- 2 g vy;ilio))

CDTALY RAR Ay FIREDREEELT
S HBETHOIRFSTHIETHS. Tihbb, —
EEOWMmEBALEL, tHABZENMMTEC
LTHB.

EBEORM  COTHHIIFMEBUCEAIREAY
—EROWREEET BN, EMHT L OEENL—
812 5 ~10%DIFIZA - T\ 5.

¥ # 191

EEHEEr AORLDREr+ 1 AOLER
L, Bn+ 2 AOEERBORAZNBREN S,

SR & T ot BRI OWT ¢

HEESTE 2080 B R Tc40G DAV ER X
s (BTErR1~5%8).

MRBUE L SNy FHEERLS m, my L5 28
TR TMIT5LE, ThEhOMIEEHR 4, &
dy DRPBERIDOGTEEL TS, 4y <d; 115
Womy CRABREAVCS RV, HEMENTE
TR TEMOR SR W5, d>d, 72613 my T
1% di—dy; ORFRIZFLAILITV5,

BT ORR © MM s8Ry 1 BT o,
Lind —EDIEF T Laad b Rity-.

Rk BT i oOmMIEFPEELTH25 0
&5, {HEMLE) I BRETOEFCI 5L DL,
OO RLEL L EDL DL THD. BELL
T,

(1) = TIREE OB RE LM 2 B/ME UEZER
TRLYEH R, (T#HEYe ONTIEF2ET.
ZHhITEARREE LT, Metrad branch-
and-bound X i\ o BEEOBEM 1 » AN LD
AR S h RN FEFE A #R 2R 50 - .

2) REOEM TERLIhIHMLERTI L
TZDFEDBIEN B, “hid, left-and-right
adjusted FEHHAVTEB/MEL I H#GY B s®
T ERLA.

Lo COREDRIL, a2 v e a—2%Hw
TAT7e 5 BBBRIIEN TN B L, £ EIEFYE
BAFCRETAMED 200015,

(% )

Almogy, Y. and O. Levin, Parametric Ana-
lysis of a Multi-Stage Stochastic Shipping Pro-
blem, IFORS CONFERENCE, 1969 (6/5).
(BOEEHE A Y A AT 1 v 2 Ii@TEHEL EHRRY)

1. BE harbB~<aRBMEt tERR
EELHEOHBELBETHS. E2bhiE
N EOEOFE T 5 MORERH LitETh
5. W MEN) B LI HBRELR, THhE
NOBMEIEDEVW G LI -EESERL T 5.
ZERC BT WRENRAE ORI, HR/sBRRE
AERMTEREO N ERERTH 5. BREIE m
(m=1,y M) REWCCHROEEDOTTo
BEL, MO~ VOB EE52 T, &
TEB IS D B BB 317 5 BALRE IOV T O
FRYBERCTEI5K, ZORBCET5E TR



192 X B ¥ g

XN AEAETOEE HWE E vERE S .
b7 B ABABU AR L AT ORI RE A AR IR
B3 2B SAEHCH L CHRBEE LR AT
AFr LS.
MBIRBEE <5 2 M)y 7 IS RIREER &
LTER IR, 125 2—x TRkt 38R
koL h s, EEOTHIEHOB A
T% Madansky &) > TRERADI DL D BHE
Biics TOMBORECHYTE A2 -5~
WREIDMEIT, _FA—F— X7 LOBTARAES
BOB—BTHDZ EREHELR TS, T
) XAOBBEAERCE b h, TONERRETS
LNz b T 5.

2. B KROEBHFEAIA TS

0;j MOBEOWFLLT, #Einb#Eic
EirhicBEOE. 0<0;<1(; =1,
...... ,N J =1 +l,""",N+l).

Sii MROBEOWMHLLT, Birb#Ejr
EiXh S ARRE R OR. 0 <5<
(vi, /).

T #%iBBT38EE2ELTHINBR LM
T3 ET52—~ERMOTST & LT,
BB THRc—HeBREL, i
BOTEThE AT LT 3T 55/,
T:5>0(vi, §).

Ri; i) ~EHOBMEEALELE
B RBFEE. Ri=>0(vi, D,

Cn BT DRMBEMCTIEAL, B
kst 5B L D%, C,>0(m=1,

...... , M),
THREFTS.
Q;QCQ;,,‘H, ------ , Qiyare); Qg(al, ...... ,
an)
S A=(Siy i1y Sjowar) 5 SACS,, -+, Sw)
Po={i i ZFFEDOm BHDESEY, m=1,,
M

Q"={(Q;|iePy} (ym)
Sm=(8;|ieP,} (ym)
BB L LT EEm e RTHG 2T T5 2
ki, TOERDEIOMPITILE-TDI L L
OO BRI T 5 FIEDEL LTRERS.
Tithb
_ i§m ]_);l_ TijR;jQij—Cn
S )= S e

iePm j>1

(vm) (1)

BIETALELLTL, ZECETSLDO (1a)

EXDTREGET A3 0 (1b) LThB.

2 Qi+ 2 Qpel (WD) (1a)
F>1 pPsig>i
0 <Q;i<S;; b))
RZ A MYy 2B TCUREL E
fm=2 Z.Tij(Rij_fm)Qii—'Cm @)
1ePm j>i
k.

3. B b @Bf=UnSu ) vl
ALT, QEBEELLAOBE Y EHET 5.

F(?):max{ = le(Rij°—J;:)Q1i
Q 'j>1

5[ & x nwrToes) @

p=1Yi=k j>i

DL EROEENEILT .

T F(FR@QPKMI—co< fr<max R,
t 7
= 0, 11 """ ’ k:’ '@%%K{ﬁd"; (b).?-,\:.—c@
FcHERThTS . CEEE)

Balas, Egon, ‘‘Duality in Discrete Program-
ming : I The Quadratic Case,”” Management
Science, 16, 1 (1969).
(BEE, 2 REHBEXURTE,/ G AR

ORI, DA CEELAB V- L ERERT
B B B SO D FE R & BPE 2 SGTEE O
PR Licd D Th 5. ILP w3 B8,
Benders #3{T7g - ZcB AT ILP RIBORxtaEhE
X R (dual decomposition method) ¥
2w RE S, min max HOIHEEE LT,
BAHE I UM ILP B0 TEE L TR
Dot b DTHolH, ZORITH ALY
RENEES R, Hrethb onBEx A TERE

2 weEtEE (IQP) ORE% M < 7o D Benders I
ORENRTENRD.
—fg o IQP R

(1) max ex +——;7xCx

Ax+y=4b
x, y=>0, % . B¥, jeN;CN
L&D, 22T C=(aj)  axXn O FERFS
ﬂﬁqﬁyuy M=(1,2, ...... s m}’ N=(1,2, ...... ’n}
LtnLx, c=(), A=), b=, iM,
JEN, THB. COMBEREL IO & —
freiE (P) #KRO Y DEERT .

ul  xu?

(P) min max f=cx+,,;- xCx +—;‘ uBu 4u' y!
FulAtig!



Ax+Eut+y =1
xleX1, utel
#z0, ©'E0, 20, »=0
LT X, U R h FRBaM n, my D7}
ADBHHHBEET, ThIRHELT =G, a?), u
=, u¥), e=(d, &), y=(y}, ), b=(b, &),
_ All A12 _ Cu CIZ EU El2
A= (A“ Azz)» C= (C“ sz); E= (E“ Ezz)
(mXm) 2¥5. ¥i E? 3FEEEFTOIHTF

ET%. LW E=0, m=0, X'=GEAEHE
D =G5~z ba) LT, PRI—FT3

kbbb ZorE
(D) max min g=ub— L uEu—fL xCx — pix?
xl 2%, u 2 2
Jul Atigt
uA—xC—u:c

ulel;, xleX!

w20, #E0, v'E0, '=0
IAHEEE PONMBELEETS. ¥4, 151
DOFORE (D7) %

(D)  max min g’=ub—%ﬂ uEu—~'1~ xCx — pls
s xu 2

+plAtg
uA—xC—v=¢
uleUl, seXt
w=0, x50, v'E0, 1¥=0
EThiX, ROX S BEENTEHEIRS.
(1) DOICHRIEL P L5 GIFHE).
2) E¥M=0T o i o RELTRGZ & ol
RIThBLE, PHGEMR (5, v) T,
(¥, @', @) MPLDORERT Ea=Ew
BB 5 NEEL

min max f = max min g
ul x,u? x! x2u

Lich, F(x, u):cx+%x0x+ub—*;4 uEu
—udx+utAlix! 11 (;c,/u\) BT
F(x, W)SF(F,i)<F(%,u)
Lien (.
@ (x,2) RPLDOBREMEDIE, ui=0,
TR= 0, Wb — A —EN @ —E% @) — (¢
— w24 2 C12 4 k2 O A= @
THo5 CHAEE).
@) CHIEEEFTEZLE D LDIXREETHS.
ThoDHERDS B, Lw@D D’ L DDOFHE
HRHELEEE A, D XHHROPCEEE
ER OO IEC I » TV bH 2 L IiEET

% # 193

HRENRDB.
D’ o BEEER Y X iz 1 DEHIcE &D 5,0
BT AREY D'(s), Q={k|s#X!, k=1,2,

Qu={k Q| D'(sH) : BIRIREREY & oBAY
Q={kQ I D(s*)  BRTRRVBE)
ETB XOrE, el (I%@E)
L,
K — —
(e —{gh T T
- Q,=¢
HELOL Db oL REID sheX
DT BZ L, T
Qix¢ Tobid (d—utAr4xbct) s > g¥—u*b

1 kot
G

Qoxg Tnb X —utAl= —ukb
Tt e Xt kd 5.
(I HFHL & wwindT s D)2 MRE, AR
I REEN RO NI D (gh>e*), gh=gt ¥
&, (1D Q'x¢ B,
BRTHER->15(1)D Q.:x¢ OBESCEY
B5.
D2EFEDOHEREDEVELIL L » TR Z &N T
x%. C=0DB4 (ILP) gowwtiahit, oh
1T Benders OTNGEEHMELTDOL DRI -T
WHZE MNP, B. (1) Benders OERIE
(master problem), (INXER4 I (subproblem)
ERBL T 5. (FBHERD)

Evans, J. P., “Duality in Markov Decision
Problems with Countable Action and State
Spaces,”” Management Science, 15, 11 (1969), 623—
638.

(== 7 @R HEE~ O ERL, FERED)
< b2 7 REEE Y R ED & R EEHEE
ERLL, %D FxHER Howard & Policy
Iteration Method t —F LT\ 5 &%, 1964%F
CHLDWEBALDHRECLI > THREL LT B
(1] [2]. UL, ZALHOHEE, WihbRE
(action) } L OVIREE (state) OEABROBARC
o T5B. ORI TR, REELTREOK
DT AT EERE G 1 5 FRIE O g
AT 2 — D=7 REREY, FEEEOM
Bl bL, EltRrEENOFRESREYRTLLE
LI E OB OBIFRER L T\ 5. Blackwell
i, BREZERMSER TRIThE, BREREERAOF



194 X B B &

FELRVWEIRE LTS, TR tiE, Charn-

es~Cooper-Kartanek R Lo TH % H e Haar

¢ semi-infinite dual program [3] w45 iR

ZELHMTEZ LRI - T, BEREENORE

BERREL TV 5.

BLRRDO X 5 250B8% BT %, T
RENL, RBERS VER, BB ANTEE,
Bk 2 7 REBBICH L TR, RB ciE
ERRo L ERFTWAHE r (i, H)BER|r
Cie k) I<M(>0) w3 EEDS 2T HRE
OIS & EREOEH % 3 > semi-infinite pro-
gram (Ie) B2 Bbhs. LT, OIS
(ML, F4F3,2 - FeyF3ivriv@uvie
ERXoT, BEFSRDLRSE. bk, BB
REFHESEYECS E, BE(DOTRIAERA
B, WE(I-) cREFTEESEEL LR S
2B kbbb, Liad Zhbiy Haar @ dual
program {Zig - T 5.

iz, RABZER] S HTEEIR T, BN A
RChrvr =7 REAENERIR TV, 0
BHHR, AR owTHBER URERYRIT S
wiot, SREOTHIHORLEELE in
finite-infinite program (N) Mz b hb. LT,
ME(D L OB RO L S REEY
v,

() MBI IIHE(IT, LbeFBEL

o,

‘2) FUECT) LRI s 5 R R
“+% dual function }I primal function X b
HoRE ke,

B RENRERNYSE5 X hEMEORE
RPFLETS.

PLEOER A BMARHMT 5 iz, #RRE

EHAR I OSFELLR TV 5.

BEIH)

{17 Wedekind, V. H., “Primal-und.-Dual-Al-
gorithmen zur Optimierung von Markov-
Prozessen,” Unternchmensfarschung, §(1964),
128-135.

121 Kislev, Y, and A. Amiad, *“Linear and
Dynamic Programming in Markov Chains,”
Amer. J. Agricultural Economics, 50 (1968),
111-129,

{37 Haar, A., “UJber Lineare Ungleichungen,”
Acta. Math,, 2 (1924), 1-14,

(HRERD

Sawaragi, Y. and T. Yoshikawa, “‘Discrete-
Time Markovian Decision Processes with In-
complete State Observation,” danals of Mathe-
matical Statistics, 41, 1 (1970).

(= a7 RERE /TR BN,/ ERe)

CORTREBATRRELC LBl cER L ¥
DA 7RERE MDP-T) 2HH-Tuw5.
Thi R LI LDORFEERXTRE L,
Blackwell (1965, Ann. Math. Statist., 36, 226-235)
LOWRLE, #EKOEFA (MDP-THL L
CRETED T LERT.

MDP-II OoEFL

§=1{1,2,3, -} REEH
M={1,2,3,} BHIh3EB0ES
A=Ev Ay hsEZERg

¢ eQ(S|s 4D REEOHEBER

¢t Q(MIS) BB o

poe P8 )= R ET A Y
r e F(S4) FligBI%

F22L, P(SY I § LOBRMEOLSE, Q
C ] ) AR OKE, F(SA) XS4k
DR—ABEROEEEERT S,

IOVATFAOEEFYBEERARS L, 2
BT, YATFABEORE . (Rxitv) ©b3
L, BREBE ¢ 28w BRES n ¥EBR
Xha. zom REORECBRF—~2rEER
Bty EWHFERIDE, HOREL ¢ wif-
Ty G ) RERFELIENS 50 BBD, mya B
BAXRhD, C0LE (s, o) RHFEENEL
hB 3 hdthHs (BUES m, KTERT,
a, E\BFEEIOOCE, Wik SFIEN Ens
OWLFETE W)

BEOBMT — & dy=(gps, a9, My, 0y, Mgyrenees »8p-1y
myy e D, (d, DAk, F-x2E) REVTCa %
BIEDFYBR LY, e={w,o, @} &
FbT. o EOSBEY Lo, 2T &
RF 2 d RBC, wn=w,(an]dy) s Q4] D)
CHES Fa 50l

B, FHIOBER ¢ 52T, #EBRE 8L
Lk o, BUSHE J(oXe) 2ERETS
LB BOR o ORBEYREBZLTHS.

COMDP-I#RDXHZLTMDP-1EoD=
FAMD P-1" T4, 5~ 2 dy Hibhhid
Bayes OFREIC X b, HOWRE 5. BT 5HEE
B gn=0,(8, 1dy) PHEZRhS. MDP-1" Tik
T & HIREBERLEL, nBIECORBe,



X ®

LT on=0.(i)=¢:(ilds) mBEEBERGFY
Erxsbzriets.

Bayes D FBEEXE I L LAVEZ it X b,
dy INBBETERDT by=(9, a0, 91,0y, - yPa) %
B, o b, REIEE © % - HE (informa-
tion policy, ¢, XV hITREBBET 51EHRTH )
ERES. MDP-17 #8855 &,

MDP-I' ®EFI

¢ =FvEs REBZER
A=FRvr®Es  REEM
greQ (P A RIEOHER 2RI
ree F(®A) FISBA%L

TET, ¢ P LEATED M, ¢ 9" 1b
REY, 712 r9(Pa,a,) =2‘_3 eaCi)r(i,a,) TH
5. tOBE, ExBABRIIMDP-UI DL ED
I1-Bok72T &7 5. BRI iBHREFIE (0
FRRCTS © OBEXTDLLTHS.
bicx ]

(1) MDP-IREWTI-BRIEETHS (B
it @ FRDBOCI-BEREFEL LI W
ZERFIET B).

2 MDP-I:MDP-IREEDQI-BK T
LT, J(@=1(7) InsEHCRME.

2 LTMDP-I %5 bicMDP-1' %
ErxhEtTaThs Lilbnh, COBR, FE
BCEDEER B LT Blackwell DiEEMNE
DFEF B LS. FHF L

Keilson, J., “On the Matrix Renewal Func-
tion for Markov Renewal Processes,”” Annals
of Mathematical Statistics, 40, 6 (1969).
(FEREE " HEEHE, /RN

~ a2 7 @@ (1] [2], [(M(D), No(O), - ,
Ne()] REFEBBROBETH»T, WALAlLs
Ho@EATETHS. 22T, &ERORE
Xohps~navBERRCOWTERTS. —&
NG st =ociRBirkrrE, [o,
t] OB T BB AR THREEREL
5. ZorE, Nj(t) OWRE H;j(0)=E[N;;
O] E—REXhBERRTHS. i, Hi ()
LY BRXRITHIX HE) LEHLLD. ofF
FIAATFIEERERE X 5.

L, R=1DBHGCIEERRLR Y, HO)
DXL XK @b R TVB. Tichy, FHHN
BEOIKBLIV2EDE—AV bty BLI W g %
b, ERPIRLE,

¥ # 195

1
H®= pi' ¢+ pi* (pa—2pD+ (0

tied,
t5.
FEABCHETsHROBULERLILT, <=2
2 7 AR LT, 2EDOTIEROEREY S
2T 5.
[(BE1] NOEHFROE: - =12 788L 0
5. @MEHYZETHHEBTIP = (p,} ¥
FRETTHET, bfFNTD i, j=R &R T

S e() RFRT, t50DL &L

[ wario<ooe, @t FuGy sig~os

BORMEFoETIE, TIBERRA
(&) o EOHFLR,

H(t)=ast+a,+ & (t)
O, 2T,

a;=m~-J,

71v
2

B, Z}{B—m'B.J,}
ThHDh, to0DLT e(D)—>0LTr5.
LDOEHEOTE T, (B(x))ij=pij Fij(x), By=

S xkdB(x), eiX Yej=14,7b X 57 By DE(E

B BEE~7 v, ([o)ij=ej, m=3;je¢ Bijj,
BIV Z=[I-B,+J, ] 2EHEY TR T HERT
FIThHhsHET5.

COHRLTIXZ DEBNFEHCIB LTSS, &
B, WAWALERHBRCOWTLHR LB, <
N2 7 BEBROBES £ DM OV TR 2R
It

ay=m I {—Bi+—-m By} + (Z—md,

X B
[1] Pyke, R., “Markov Renewal Processes :

Definitions and Preliminary Properties,”
Ann. Math. Statist., 32, 1231-1242,
ey —,
Finitely Many States,”” [6id.,32, 1243-1259,
(B &R

¢«“Markov Renewal Processes with

Vergin, R. C., “Optimal Renewal Policies
for Complex Systems,”’ Naval Research Logistics
Quarterly, 15, 4 (1968), 523-534.
(Re/#HIEE(D P),/HEiwiY)

1 BOHERMICHET 2 REORER L OE =
F L, J. J. McCall DD THe D BF
EhTwa., Lkl, 2hbDeF AL, Rl
5 20DRENRERFE-> TV D0, REOE



196 X B

FEBTE TR EAEHREREL T,

(1) zhboEF1i, 150BRYIREL,
Lind, FRAABE—DavE~—2v FabERIN
TWHEREL T, BEORMIER = v+ -
* v b+ (multi-component) CHERINTEhb,
D X5 R E = F T B iodit, favaE
—X3V } DHEERBEEERTALENDD. Ak
BICIiZ, W 2OhDa v - v + OWBES A’ S
UTHVEE (FEHREEK) ©, WonhD=v
R—2V bE—HBCRIBLD 2 A PGl ERD
BrraArioddiontE (BEVRBE
FavR—3v T ARBBECRM L ¢ i
B lEERTALNERDS.

2 zhbo=EFu, 1ROBEREXRELT
WY, RECAEETCRESEOBBIAFEL TV
o, (DERELZERCORABOEFUELEET
HLENRDL. Thbb, SEROBBCHT5xe
BIUEBREDIRHOLRMe b T2 kEs %4
HBHITTERCDD, HAEOERE 1 S2DRE7 L
—RH—EAZRSZ ENAUIELITRERC 5.
Z O, BROBEE X 15k L FHRECEBN
RETHEENET S, chiFL, HbTyIER
TIL, —ERERY L OEROERRLEBEH L5
LLTEDY, FHREFAEVILELZLRSHINT S
HWIERY $ EROBBICH THHREBR 2R %
LW EVOIRERD 5.

DT, EHEZ, RAQL, @Q&thFhas
LZADDPRIBEEETAN), QFREL, &
Bz, chbDEF A HELTET Fr~F2 R
ARLTW5. UF, Z2OREY I BRICENMTS
ZEieT 3.

=701 THE=vA—3 v BRIEO BB
Bk

UBE) QL@D2oDavHE~%Y thbich

1 50RAE 25, 2 vHE—F v F OMfELR
ML THBEN, 2 vE—FV FO—FNEEL
fok &, BRSRET S, avR—%v i
WA, BEVE—BCIIBLbNS.

R, Ry #avx—*v 1+ @ O@¥BRIBz5E
B, R 2—HBeBvB25BELTHLE, —
2, Rp<<R+R, ih5iE, BB sIT 5 HMEORE
WAERETS. CoMBERHT 5 —BAIEE LR
Wik &b, Radner ¢ Bouzitat )Y ¢, 29
DEFIIBEDOHF NI TVv 5. Radner D4
13, OOBEEBERIIBINL, OOHRER\—ETHB
(Th@z, @QREEKRATOZIRIBLLNRE)

v %

BEOBREBRHL TV 5.

Chic LT, EE2, O, @OBERIEINT
LBPEXEZT, Th, avHE—Fv rEEED
RBEH® b, FREERITTELRTS O £/
(EREEBRBROTELROBM L X T) LEKD
%4 2DPELT, 7+—3al~>av LT
5. bR, zOEFALRTARER KO F %
IBM 7094 i= L > TRD TR D, £ DR Radner
DER LI DEP LT3 2 EREH LT 5.

T2 TEEMBCR T 5 BBk

UEE) HLEETE-FE»SRs 250~

BRO, @%E25. BRO, @00REOE
ERIZ, FIZL>TREND, 1B GE+1)
4 ER A SIS O b S EE Xh, B
WLmEO A& ER B ¥ CIRETTRECEm i
BECEET L0 LTS,

o
®
o

BEOOEHE

®
®
B | ©)
® |

®O|ag~

DX REEDD L, EFIL, WH O
BE, —rBE LS MERE, —HaMEE S hit
FHBREL O 3BORBICH L TR EBEY
#%, DPLLT7 4—3al—va v LTW5.
LT, toEFARKNTHARBEBEOFAY I BM
70941 L o TRB TV B,

B, EE1Z, RO 290 F Y - T
Ul lRBBOROWMEN, Sz vaE—%v +, B
BROBEN L Ie 5 REOBEPERABL > 257 2108t
THRBRROEARY LB RL TS L, 21T,
DP77r —FILIBHELOHMICE bbb T,
Sy EFFTEIT5 “FLY” HBH VT SER
B BREBEZRERTSELGIHREL 0L
HHEL T 5. (ATHEX

Batty, M.,
oothing Forecasting System,’’ Operational Research
Quarterly, 20, 3 (1969), 319-325.

GV sE Y] Vet i:0)

Fy AT A, FOBREOBRTT ~ x DIEHIC
Lo TFETED v AT 22 BEET5 b,
WX T FHBREOKENLRIER I UREREOE

“Monitoring an Exponential Sm-



&

L BEacERNLT, FHeFr0BEELLDT 7
vavkEDBLELNRDB. KR, BEOTFAR
ZOEBRIND, TFA (BBWIEATF 2 —2)
YEETREFARECEFHBRAMEL VAR ET
NREMCBLTHRNS AR DTHS.

BRYOFEE B TE,  F#R{biR% (smoothed
error) DZE O TEIERI M T ibh T\ 5.
Tihebb it 7 4 X, FRERE LT 2HEK

DEFEOMZ X » TREh, FHBEEOMOSHIL,

R THL BHED 1 o4\ FiE{kEX O G
BERILEROEFETE - OREL V- EAGE
HBEhTwab.

1) Sha=0%/at

L oy BREW)OFRLBEOS

Svei: HHE (N+1) OoFHRZEORM
DI
a @ EEEERK
HECHREC LA TRV AT ADE=2) vV 7T
BgL iz, R. G. Brown ¢ D. W. Trigg © X »
THENREINTWA. Brown {tx=x9yv >
DD, RKARLL>TRIND VT o TV I v

FFADHEEREL, bR TLOBEBRALH
EL.
©Q FFeFvS v rFa=Yle,/ MAD

T2l & i HloTREE
MAD . E354ExHRE%E (Mean Abso-
lute Deviation)
¥ 7z Brown R FRIREOMOSHEY, KDL
T —7cBafR & LTERIEL,

8 FRREORMOHM=—— L
THL L TF-2REERTVE /A ADG
i
N B

5, MAD 1z 20/4/7(2—a) TRENDME
20 F=RRAERDOTLLBERDLTV 5.

12 197

R =

Trigg (% Brown OX%HEL, FRBEEOMNLY
THRLBRETE SR 2 2BRELBEY N, R
% o=1.2MAD s BBFREXFIHLC, KD2v 7
<RBALEEL.

B) *2.40/a/(2—a)

Trigg Lz h b OBSFELHEI, v iav—vaV
CXoT a=0.1, a=0.2 DPFTELTL T » +

7w ZrnOECRT 5 BEERERD TS
ZOLIRDIEERANR, 7877+ 7 (BY
TR EOERER) v A T AR BV TIRRFIHEE
OEN D DI, BERERTHECHERATEX
WEEBEND D, EECEWTERLORE (&
KEE) W EWBE, FhBEOBENDERTS
55 LTV A. LaLEER, FBRETOBIE
BEETHDL L L, Trigg R IMEL RECHE
2T\, a=0.1 OFET0%, a=0.2 ODFHET
2% DENAD D LRI TV 5.
Horom¥r, FRoBEGEROEFIALT, b3
p ¥V e v ZFADRERAEY, ERTMES
YOv i av—vavick>TRDTWS, BHEE
RueBfEdETRkD5HE, 2 20RFIHHELEE
BROLBRLI O 1odd, FEHERHELV. Lil
e a AP E W ERETHE, MADRER—
FBOECE S b ENT L 0D, 2 THE
(b BEEEE L THERFMCHK S LEETH
3, FF ek S e v S AU E PO E
LTCHRD L 5 inaBaFoEiafit e s,

N

O o 5 [ravss]

iy a=0.1 KL CERSAHELII I » ¥
v 7 v 7 ORMEYFEL, B a=0.1,
0.2, 0.3, 0.4, 0.5BALY § a2V —va vViZI-
CHFOEEBAELZRD TS, ZOFBE, v ia
V- s VIR BAREMERCKT A EERAMEL
BRBCEERN SRS RIE?, BE—-ETHL
HdHLRTW5. (REET)

=
=

gglz

TIB WE (ARL—-v 3V X
A AZEL, FRFN454E.
ZOERRCELRTWDHABL

U4 —F5E ]

1. #_v~—>rzgvX-
2. WEtERE
3. *v b7 -4k PERT

VY —F ki





