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ARPRAE: BUCHLALEE R -5 N

HRAT S 1AL B P SRS B B E . B A AU S AR 2R S A IR AT R, %0 B ECE R
(BFREE AL BRI RS T 2R PR TRA R R L AR RN (R A S R AR |
HAEMA VIS SR R4 ) SELMA S — RV ELRTHL . H € BBE LA LA A,
e R SR AN W B R B RTIR N R R, AR 1R B 1 22 S8 1T R S SR ) 8 B ) BR Al T, B s k]
DLET RS B T2 s SRS RS R [ P v, BI04 R RIS ) @ (CRe A2 AL s 2% 21) R B S AR
RO T B TT MNESE, R AT

TR B BEAE REARE A TR R A BR, He AL ERL 2 2% 2] vh 0 B B R )2 T
N, TAL#s 5 SO B A ok 1 3R BIPkiR. B 5, BEE A SRR () K e, T F Huts & A i
e, EARA SRR AN TR, WM S O SRR AN A K RER 2 1) ) B R B T SR S 2
CUBIE B, E IS v ) o) B A AN R S RS TR, 8 R B 2 I B A5 S RIS R 4 4, e AR B
ARG HR Y, — R L EAEANBTHT B BT A 0. PRI, B LS 5 ) SR AN BT 22 B, Bk 2 (1)
RGN FE B B R A, AEFTII SR ™A TR E . f)a, FLEs I 090 5 At 2 MR g AR
NE GG AR AL AR AR B D R AR LA, A ey BE A MO A AR AR Y
CLRCA— A B B L (PRI AL AR R, R P 22 D 255,

ASCHIE F 5 A 2 A GBI — L8 SRR BT R AAR SCBRE S TR TR AT RETES (1)
MER. S8 R 2 [ IACRAL RS 2R FEZ LA . AREAMERR L WL 7 =) . HE i B3
PSS, LS5 N FH &5 -& BINLHIAC T PR A RIS, a8 P S A0, 75 AR L 1) 7, A F 2 H
IR E RN BRI LRR, T2 5 A s 5 2 S L SIS ) E R TV AR S AT R, Rl
S T T e R LRI B IR R I, A5 EE A S| SR TR R R, ORIk e AT (1
FEATA B T

TESAERRII Ty, BRI e — L W N RA G IR, A8 N 0k BEEREEVE RN Ze MR i KB T

. FLIREEIR T X S E A2 AR 1) ) — 2 gt R SRS A LR LRI 198 S Markov BRIR
I (Markov decision process, MDP) Z [A][5¢ Z&. EULIEA 2 [ A SC SR i Se AR 28 4 LRI SR 7 R
fig MDP FE RS AR S 38 PN Bl & I BEVLIEZE (two-player turn-based stochastic game,
2-TBSG) LTI A,

FEAELMALES 73, B e BAELMALI — 288 SRR A S ARG I B O X ). AR5 %6 Ei)
WA A SRR P FE L ARAC I R, BLAERR T 0 R, 2208 2 PR In] AR AE ZR 2R PR AL 1] R, JHE %) 3 2 i)
BT 5t IR R AN 2 S5 R T 4.

FEAEZ MRS 53, E AN AR R B EE, GE &ML ekt B . =X IENIME Newton ¥
MUE I T VESE, AREAE R R s BE. SR G 1T —Leay S5 M R JE 2R PERRI 1) R, iy 2 1 24
WA R AT LR 1) 3 22 T A 1o RN 5K S0 1] R, 0] DAy 3k 28 i i i o skl A e v 1) B
5SS T A48,

TERLER 7 I8 78, E RN BN S i B RE, WA ISR R AIR KR 1% . Nesterov
HEEE . SRR VR . BENLOLAIE . ARARBR BEVE . ARIT mvE A I B, EE S AR b IX — ik
IR FE R GTR TR I, A EARRRHE R AL Bk ) i sSORNR B 2% S S5 9 [l R ) ik e

A ERAER 77, FEAN AL G ia) HAT — g e = SR SRR AR, DL SRH Y )
SR B AN — SO T O R I BN E T R A i TR RN BRI AR S 3 sy AT
LR MR RN 2 A 1) R0 R B0, 2T AR ER M R R 28 A R R B0, T B i R 4L A il i R SRV

TEREATR Sy, 15 5 [ R R ) 5 B B0, BG40 5 - @ AAEEARSF I k. 5 vHe
At AR A TP B LR ). B0 0-1 R BEHARAL el @, FRATTA 4R 1 SR FH 2 i R A i 2 U B
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RIS - AL AL, FERIEIEMRA S 0-1 AR R R, BAVENH T F BT s
LR L R B AL AR A o) BRI FERR . B35 A AR FANLES 2% 21 D7 iR R B A B Ve R (R i 9T
k.

TENLEETHER 4y, A ENLEE T BIRA T #E, DARFESASE . S A HE e HAth 28 5% 5 7 2 4 e
(PRI, ML A R 1 — A R B 552, i H S & RS R BT, AL BT ) 2
AN — ML R (— R T 75 4EZRME RN 14T SR A

TEPEAFE BB 77, B 54 Markov YRS FEAE a7 B () R . 3% — 28 o) R 2 T AL P26 A7 5 B
AN f A AT IR ) R, AR O AR A ) A 0] e AR B AT R G s A SR B s p it o . IR, R EAT
RGP T S04, A H IR U A B LSRR . INE, LRk SR
FEAFE B R RO B SCHR. B, I BAES % ) SO T VAR A7 B R R R .

FESC e B AR 47, S AU o 7 B ) 800 ) 7 5 B G v 2 A4 Il B, 0,55 B 2 B U 23 B AN E A i)
TR GBI T 5 Ay AR 12 i DR A T A8, o 3K S ) R B PRI A T v R S S A T R, R —
BEIT S F A ST AT 7 RHe. SAMER IR IR, ARG SR TR A 2
EPRLUBR (regret) AL BT R — LLift FUHE JE RN 45

2 LMK

LR ) REURT DA H RGO it B B H A KB ST Y — SR ). AT (a3 A
ZEVERURIAR DG R BB i e (1) RMERIEE; (i) e RURIA Markov $R RIS FE; (iii) 7TELRZR IR
R AT LB (1) A (i) PSSR Y] L8 LA BN A B, (ihi) SRR T — 1 i ig, A X
ST 18 BERUR BT A 3 R 1K Lo U AT B AT 7.

2.1 ZLMMREEL

AR, FATIAE 7 HEREZEPE K (linear programming, LP) 5TyA 1) —He4 Nk 1IekadE. 26 2.1.1
NIRRT LR B A AN g LP Bk Rl 28 2.2 AN HA R OCHIEL LP 18] @ AR
—EE AR AR TR FEAEE T LP W bR e

min ¢' x

st. Ax=b, x>0,
XH ceR”, beR™, AcR™" RIKLBERE ¢ e R

2.1.1 ETZHELNFAN

H 1984 4 Karmarkar HUF5 S R —UF B P s ml DLLE 22 0T (7] A A o 26 1 ) i 750 A
K, P s iE— BRI T 2R M AN AR LR P LR (7] R AR s AT T, Lee AT Sidford M #2H T — s s
BERFEDL, JEEW T EMIERIKEAE O(mL) 5 O(\/rank(A)L) Z I8, X B L ARRFENREE; B
PR, WA EIRR] € MR, A0A L = log(1/€). MATHTBAR R 45 X B A A 20 5| ANALE, Ffalid
T L VR A, SR N SO ISR K. WAL E B IR AT 1 a2 R IR, b T 2 HTIX
AR B IZ AT ], 2 )5, Lee A1 Sidford (2 i@ i iff 7815 47 7] # (inverse maintenance problem),
XF N s LT R DA T 1) R4S B TS S A AL, e 2B D 1A R RIS AT N T R
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FESI [ 55— 55 SCHR 1, Lamperski 45 B 801 77— Mgt SR EE (oblivious ellipsoid algorithm), 1X
ANEERRF SAE T E T BUEW] LP [0 @A AT VR N AEN L], TR Ok 1 1% GEER DT 15 ACVR SR E LP
ATAT LR L. Lee 5 W &% 8 TR AELR A0 b EAAFRK LP m@, $2H
TR AT D DX el J LA MR A 2, S LIS T — AR IR B i SRR R A 0% b AT

=
=P

2.1.2  KHEZLMERLK

REAACESE Vu 5501 5INT —FBENIR 0%, 18I 80 20 i A s Sk AUl b SR A7 RIS LP 1]
AT RS Z BT (S WOCHR [6,7]) JEE AR MDP R E AL LP a2 e 20 BRI T AE
FAL. WA, Va 55 B B2 LP i— BB, AT SCHEEA T Johnson-Lindenstrauss 5]
LR T LP FEFELE B AR R AR P R AR AT AT I A s I B DR

—PMr73E Wang Ml Shroff 8 ¥t T —Fhr 232 B 7 [n) e 11 (alternating direction method of
multipliers, ADMM) AR AR 0] B, 1% 505503 7 s LP m)dl (2.1) A&y
W BT IX M52, Wang Fl Shroff 8] %1+ 7 HA ISR 2- Bt (2-block) ADMM 5%, Lin %5 P R
F ADMM itk 1 N i oot BB A 28 511 1 - e @, AT S T — AT ADMM [ A s R SKR AR
FUREZR IR [ B Yen &5 101 25 18 1 Qe it R AR LP )RR (BRI (2.1) W sERE A RMELR) JFi
H T —Fh3E T4 Lagrange J7VERIALER T B 2H & HI 5.

5, SISCHR [11] w0k 45 X — 8 45:

SEAERIRIE — U R EOR Famtp i — &6 2. BAASEEE B O H AR, $1E PRI iTr &, ik
N RIS 7E THO B N 52 2% B SEBRIG TE B e ts <efd st Hps - TAMER %08 L O&ER
IR Bk E T X 7

2.2 ZMHXIF Markov RKTTE

ARFTHFE MDP HH (1 i 5 1) 18 A 2R R R R Hh (BRSNS T A0 MR Al MDP. 32 07
A RRARAS /BB TG BRI BT EL MDP, [FIES, ZEFRAT I8 it 2 A B 7E AR R (an~F 35 sl A FmT
HORAS 2 TRBIN ARG R. BRETEN S = {1,2,...,m}, k; RIERE i € S THIWATE)
YEBL no=ky+ -+ ko NERATEIEL 2 AL ={1,2,.. . k1), Ag = {k1 + L k1 +2,... k1 + Ko}, ...,
EIFRIE N

i—1
A= ko + {12, k}, WEAieS, H k=0
s=0
— (FER)) KIS A LA G REL 7 = {m}ies B, Hh m € Ay RORERTES ¢ FRIUWBIE. XF

T A FIIRAEE j, EIRE T i, € S ZIAFREME pi (i,4) MBI BRA ¢/ (i,7). MDP [ HAR
FEAR BN —ANFME m, Rdg/ MERFRIT A,

E™ {Z,ytcmt(it, it+1):| ,
t=0

XHH (ig, i1, ... ) /& Markov BEFESKIG = TR MR, EARIRX AN Ege T EEAE, v € (0,1)

REATILE.
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d’Epenoux 12l fil De Ghellinck 3] (53 7] 2 WLk [14-16]) R, Frol IR A Bt MDP (1] 8] LLi%
MEFRHETE A N s LP ()

min ¢' x
(2.2)
st. Ax=b, x>0,
B HIXHE A
max b’
Y (2.3)

s.t. s:c—ATyzo,

Horh A e Rmxn REERIRN m BISZAERE, b € R™, ¢ € R™ R4S EHISLH &, © € R?, y € R™, s € R",
x Je B JFRAS & (y, s) A2 ) A
BRI, MDP [ fn] LME A RECH (A, b,c) I LP M (2.2) F1 (2.3). %G, be R™ &—/ 4
—lE. B R e B § AN EAARINE § TUHR R AR, Wi ul, R j e A, WBE j
1ERAS @ FAAT, A RIER
;=Y _p(i,i")(i,i"),

Horp j WIBUERE R @ SRoE i, RN
jeAi={ki+ - F+kia+1,.. . ki+--+ki1+k}
%=, LP [ HERERA LU R
A=FE—~yPcR™",
5§ ANEIEILER, X P IS j SRR M AR A BRI, T EAEE j e A,
Pij =’ (i,7)
SFFi=1,...,m &AL,

s WA G e A,
Yo, A,

¥ i=1,...,m M j=1,... n K&IL.

DA EEIE) LP AXXEA LT JUM#ERE: &—nE b RRBVIETNRE T RE MR X T
j €A, R R o, RoRENE j BIBNESER, B UL MAEL THRES « FREBIE 5 1B I AE
PR R G E  HEFONREE R B, EIXFARE T, B RIEL LP M (2.2), Bhasgi
RAESFEEH Az = e, EFEBUEECAEM "o B/NIEIERER . SHIEZEHGE 73T
A, ENRE @ MEEEN IR E S T B RE « )M BENIMEIRE. 55—, & LP
i (2.3) 5 MDP [\ Bellman 2% UIAHIE, FF H AT EAA Bellman J7FEHE SIS H. X{EEE y
TR E] m MRS AR IMEIE, 29K ¢ > ATy ZIHE 7B 2] m SRS RCAE sk
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2.2.1 3Kf# MDP [afRIRERERE

#rE AL AR, TTLLE AR YO S LP [ (2.2) A1 (2.3) K3k E] MDP (g, Ba, —4
H AR VAL A0 25 B I FR ARt ik AR A B, RV B Al TR BN VR R OO0 JRE ) LP 1] jR T 75 1%k
RHL. AR U7 SR, B iR/ N R 5RO A A A 1 T8 T 75 4R 0
IAIAIEAR VRS, 7RI 1R IETH 45 B 2 B, B 5635 H, MDP f5RIE 5 56 i) LP il R 3 Al 47 R 2 1) A7
TE—— IR TR, LP I (2.2) AOAEANIE ATAT AR AR I — AN SE 1) MDP 005 . AT LUE L
THESHE: W TN ETTATE, AR & #A BACH —NMEEREFA A, i=1,...,m. LP 1
B (2.2) F1(2.3) 1055 — AN EZRME R LA HIERE A (1 Leontief 5 FESEH U8, IXPIANRRME R B THRI /04T
Tk MDP [9]f ) LP SR S,

BT LA EMFUEE, CARS R — BRI S R, Ye 1O 45 HH4L& P £UETT LATE O(n'+ (log(1/(1
— 7)) +logn)) YIEAR N MDP inl f. SCELH T MG LP W (2.2) B sRmm JUR A ik, £
FERAARI B FREEAAS & (T 5. Ak, SCREIEHR I T — AT rfrL R AT O 25 B I HERR RN, B 4
R B B O R A — T B Y, WS R AR AR AR B A B BRI
TR /AR IE  B4% /BREZ N SIEMSE & (2 TR [20]), KIZESRE OO0 (log(1/(1—~)) +logn)) XTI -
WIEFIEIEREHA 20— AR HERR, Kk, MDP W8 1] LL/E O(n'>(log(1/(1 — 7)) + logn))
UOER R

Xt FRAE T, Ye 2 $iHH, 5 Melekopoglou Fl Condon 71 45 3 1 47 [fi 45 FAH %, 1 F Dantzig
I B RAR T 2 FILIU) 1 iR 6y B A P VR AR R MIDIP ] 8 1) 3 2 T ) 7. Ye PY R 1 R4l TG
WA U AT, B IR =) log 2 YR L, IXAMBIEBEI T Leontief HFE 45 AT H {7
FERBLAE TR R A 2 1E H by b BUE _EIUS — AN DE (il Bk, 78 Al i R s AR,
MACIAIBE T — 2% (Hh ¥ K e # &, 2+ R EAE) KL 1 — 20 fEERECN. 454 (2.2) Pf
TR FHHE, Ye 2 43 E5L: AL R B LOET 202 og o YIRAR. XAMEHREY, AT
MDP [ fif 5L 5 gk %A QB 1% 2 5k 22 T3S [) B2t S AN IEARYEAE A VSR AR AR AR B 4l T 1 AR b 24t
Bt MDP SRR —/MIRAS, X 54 010 Howard SESIEAFIEAIRE, 53 v AEREIGE R A R I X 2
RS AT AR HAERNE, PR TAERSRNE RS L. MERD KRN
s, BTy W aEET 1L

JEELTAE (SR [22]) 5 5E T Dantzig MU M HRAEA R 006 @ M MDP WL 766 e v
MDP il i, dniReh e TARSFIBNE, MRS e M, fE56RE P & —5h, RE—NoEN 1,
HAh ooz 0. STk [22) R, RGP R — B0, WRATEELL O(nm?log® n) KIEAZ 1L, Gk
FEAEIE A AR FE TR, MEERRECN O(nPm3log? n). 1% SCHR T % RE IR R 52 1 1 B b 2 B
() TAEH 2 R BRG], HE TR B T — MR + RS AR HAEB BA G “BE
(¥ XU, T SCk [19,21) WEE 2 HURHT LP SIEM i@ T, R UL, A MDP SRS #R
BAA— A A, BN AR —ANIRES, I HAEAT S R — 5 R RS E I 48 ) FoA 4 A
HoMragEd T MDP SE0%AE st B AR ANEE.

2.2.2 HWAEBAFIFENEE

PN ELA I BEALIEZE (2-TBSG) Xt A —/ NS /R E 1 MDP W) . &) ZNHF
B8 BRI BR3P 51 (8 2. Shapley 231 k3R H 7 A ) 2-TBSG AR, REHE
THEARL: . 5 Mia 2440, 2-TBSG B R K —BWE R 5 5, H il T Sl 102 2 fefRom
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5 3 1240 FAR ORI 28 125261 ()35 URE O, ] DAZS 1K S8 AT B it BV AN R D TR S 7, ERLEe AT
AR B,

5 MDP 254, 2-TBSG ia) @b AR EE A R 2 PR, I HAR SRS H S5 A R B K3 EH
KUK, N2 58 2 — 186 G RS T RN s, I B PR 2 BT Markov
PEM). 2-TBSG 5 MDP il fix = ZE X HIET, 2-TBSG HEE—NS 551 H 25 R
KR, T ZANZ 5 E P B KR I B A R ME. PR RIRFIRF 52 Wk [27). A
[+ MDP [al/@, 2-TBSG [l @i & Jo ik F R IR AR W . Jurdzinski 1 Savani 281 & Gértner
A Riist 2 B T @i = N R0 T DA ZRORN (T B B AL 2R 4 Sl 2R e R FLAN R (linear
complementarity problem, LCP) A1) X LCP [n/. H4, HT 2-TBSG [H#2& MDP [n] e, #i
2-TBSG ME SRR AL RIFAFEE N T MDP i .

Hansen %5 271 KT, 2-TBSG v i I SR MG AR A E I £ O(1*% log(1%5)) POERJE 2k,
Howard B 5 IEAR S AT LAE/E R 2-TBSG M SmS LAV — R 1k, N, ©HkZ T
O({22 log(725)) VIEAHL AT LA T MDP [l SCR [27] 4] T RGER R ((2.2) H R R &
x) P E] 2-TBSG [, R3] 75 3CHR [19, 21) HREIE < = AR AR FEBR. 25 T Rk O = 1) 1
J, SCHR [27) 03 EEAR AR B SRR BE (strategy iteration method) 7E H b J7 TH HLEEARE
% (value iteration method) A S IR, [FE, RULLT MDP il @HEE R EIERIEE, 7T LLR 4R
(contraction) W ARAE 2-TBSG HMEIEARSFIE MU SICH 2. IXFE, w AT AAE (R ARG B B 70 #r o
WA SN Howard [ SRS IE VLA R A E. Scherrer B FEIX AU 4 AR 3601 |, #E—2D
O T IR E LR R, X — A MDP 1)@, Scherrer B ¥4 Hansen 25 27 (8 J4 45 s 7
O(logn) FIK/N. EARHLE, Scherrer BY 48 Hansen 27 [ 5 2% FE BT ) log(72) o 3| log(ﬁ). lig
4b, Scherrer BY #fii€ T (BSFEASW) SRR ] 7 FVEFUT R IRZS 7 HORZS 1 R 8] ) B
&, UL Mo Fon TR ERE. X T E M MDP MBS v BRMERESR (0
SCHR [22]).

2.2.3 IEAEHSHKR]

MDP [ B H PR EL m AW AT REI T8 K, X845 QIR LP in) @AE THE B HE DA o, il 72
—LNHES S, MRS i e S I IPREEREM M ER R, X, RETEKES m = |S| 25
ERSRBENEBCE K ZRH0G K. Bk, 7k e, — RIEPASIE ML (approximate
dynamic programming, ADP) JiEF i HEL. H, Schweitzer 1 Seidmann B2 $& H T i Ll 2k M ALK
(approximate linear programming, ALP) /57%; #R )5, de Farias Al Van Roy [*3], Hauskrecht 1 Kveton 34,
Veatch 25 35— B0l 7 ALP J7ik. ALP 7R AR UL E IR 61,..., dr (K < m) KR
R y. BMORUL, 1y = @0, it @ = (¢1,...,¢1) € R™*F A1 6 € RF. IXFE, Xl LP i il
(2.3) &BH

max b’ 00

(2.4)
st. c—AT®0 >0,

Hrh kAN 0 e RY. fEJR A (2.3) h, Abred sl (& y) LA B e, pril, e nr bl
fE s —FAES RS /£ ALP 230 (2.4) 1, AR R B S H i v 3 s AU e 41 572 2K BAE ADP
I 545 B2 WCHR [36], ZePERIS R KARG1Z WCHR [37).
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de Farias fl Van Roy 33 £ ALP M (2.4) MRS ERIEREL (01,. .., o) TNA XHE A B
(2.3) KRR v AL A G &R, Wk X A7 20, AATIE] T8 ok ALP i) (2.4) SKik
LA fiFE P MDP 7] UK SRR S 3. BRAN, AR, RAEERAR LP m# (2.3) kAR
FH b > 0 19 B R AHF AR, B R E L T Re A 2520 ALP J7 VARG b i) SR SE bRk
. Petrik F1 Zilberstein B8 w118 7 HHIEFE b SIRSAIRZE, JRFRAL T PRI ARRCRE . — b2 38 N 1 3
P ZHEAT, T3 NRAG L RSN Hdr ek B AT1FIIE ALP AR 1 (2.3) hikRE
R, AR IECE T RE AR K. T fR X /N )@, de Farias Al Van Roy [0 B f 82t T —Fp2y
FORAEER KA (2.4). Z2flHl, Lakshminarayanan %5 (71 F (2.4) A SR AR 20 R R IE 2804 20 A #4038 1)
LR T IRIRLIR. IAE, Desai 55 B9 $5H, BT ALP AXXA G R —Fa L, ArUVE (2.4) M0
B ZIREAF AT REFEA R A AR . R, Desai 5 B9 321 T 5 — Mot B RA, B e vrZ R &
ffe— AT®6 > 0 it fe, G T — AR R RINE b XGRS 75 de Farias
A1 Van Roy B3] AMARIE T LR, ¢ HAE L4 R P RIA LT, AT A8 ALP 15 B, T
[1)—4E TAE [40,41) BT ALP [0 Lagrange JEIN, HGLRAE NETI I H AR R Hh, X Ff
ALP HIRESLEAN (FE42) ML AL ) B, JRER M T 3B )i 5.

2.2.4 HbT1E

BT A8 70 vh 2 B0 By RARITBLNA H AR FRIRZS MDP /2-TBSG i@, 1% HL s — e f
A AR BCE R MDP S5 R. Lee 45 U2 8 7 HAATHORA K MDP [\, Jf it 7 — R
AAHTT 2 RFRATE LRI R LP [ fL — B A 0 A3 P AN EL AR sty P PR SR Al f 35 th il 2 48t
Tk, Ghate 1 Smith 431 ®F5L 17— N HERF 0 MDP Jal i (1X B AR 55 i 7 18 22 I B I [ A
1), % i R R 49 FA FTEOC 55 2 A SRS B AR LP AL 41 558 2.2.1 ANATAR IR 4
L MDP 78, Wang 44 FF R T —FBENL LP 5k, B, ZEyEAT DLEERIET LP i (2.2) fI
(2.3) ] Lagrange PRELIBENLER B T RS /£ MDP SR E T, IREHBMRZ DRI, 2R,
Wang 441 AR AN 75 EEARYE A ME 2 T A9 BRI BEALR AT, 1X 276 38105 2] (reinforcement learning,
RL) fr A1 B R, AU, 7RI AR 0 AR B P i o RL [ Rl MDP )8 O RE A 2 52 /7 5
SRR, CAA T — RINBHKREE. AR T XA RIUALE LP 6l VG A, PR 1 152
H RS WOCHR [45,46) B 225 S0k

F—REFEBEIRIELLYERK] (online linear programming, OLP) [ @, 3 [u] BUZ F5 /£ —Fh
FEL )y 5 poR gk LP 1. A2 00 20 F b, THEHLRL 2 AE 25 22 SRR 1Z R AT TATAE. &
JE T AL 2] (TELRIRSR) XU, R X AU — M T Z W R 1) . RIS e, Hdfs
HME BB IR EN ik, P RG2S T B 5l 1 A AN BT BEAT . 5 A 7 22 > Tl /AR B
OLP [l )RR Z AL AE TAFAE LI 26 A. OLP )i (i B 232, et i B B BRI 70 e, AFEZR
7 B, WAL B AR, AL E AT OLP 1@, JATPRAE T — e Lk it s H T
TEAIRIR.

3 TEEMILEIEI R A N R ST

FEARGE AL IR, — R NATMB e B AR 2 LR, TR H A2 3k 2125 8 Bdle AR A T~
IR AL, DR SR I TR B AR AP AR AR 5 b BIAEAE — S KDL A S )i, i an, 2
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W85 S AR FE 27 2350 N2 A Il A Gt AT T2 A i il ot 2 AR (D S ). X se sy
A RA DL UCHE (9040, 0 7 S Mg g 4 40 D s _ERfi2s S Bt ), vl DU e B2 S5
HERRIEHE (B140, AlphaGo Zero 5 H T 257 A2 18 ). i HL AR ) 77 203 (R 50X L 2 4fs 2
FTil “FEEH) (stationary)”. B, FEAB I SR AL R A NAR ], B Ui AR EE2E 45 R ) il A2
FRAE— AR RN T ). T e A I R ) A 4 B T SRR BRE T BRe d HO R 3R SRR AR AK 1
PrAE i A A A ).

BAEAR 22 S2BR )@ b, F S H 0L 1) R AN BE 58 2 2 B SEFR S . BAKT &, IRZ Ehrlp it =

AR P LB s (B, — ST R SRS AE I S B il R, B S HOH A E T,

FIR R R R A T BE 0 RR A TR SR BOR 7 A BORHIFEM (14, B8 1 — AN K Rt g
ZJA AT BE X B AT N AR ). S Ah, BEEAEAEANRERE A CRRENET HIER (B, T 9RE
i SR B 2 BN 8] 25028 ). FERX AR TE N, — AN SRBE R R U, anfrl BE 845 21— 3haS i e STy 248
F3HAT DUAE DR SR AR AR T AR R Ay FH it M T 0 B ) S 0 SETR I 1A, [R) I A2 A T A 3k
A A a4, I HLAT DAd S8 AN W AR k. 3R A i gl — AN A EL Pk A ) A B S B
i /.

IX 2 i R E AT A i A R R R R R T M AR A5 L. B R — 2R ) UM EZ AL (on-
line optimization) [F] &R, M) &b 3 IX — 2 a] @ ) S5V 08 W W IO AE 4R % 2] X ARAE (online learning and
optimization) Hik. X —REIEMRE R RLE A WAL S rh 57 20, AR5 31 p RS, R ST AR
I A2 LA I B 77 SR — 1, T A BPRAR B A R 1L

B 1A 2 A 1l BB b+ IR SRR ) (51 SCHR [47]).

RO, fAl A 41 LA 2 B R GALAL ] R R A SR ) 2518

3771 A WIRES

1 fRGHBEST + MILREIE

205k RHTT %
A

RSN

2 AELEMAEEREIE, BiRAKHANIK

AR
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3.1 TE&E&MAK

e b, OLP ) AR HEL AR AT 3, M0 2RO R il o 2 e o B ot 2 R 02 471
BN, AERENI R s, RS R R BUEARYE I RO e, O Hb s AL Hbs i KiE
FEH 8N CAAE LT ORI ZIR) HAME S EATC LT 70 TR 4R SRS 2R S Al < 18] i) 22 R
(hRHETE SN FE S EEFR BRI ) . =5 78 T T B e P i)

n
max E T4
j=1

n
s.t. Eaijxjgbi, i=1,...,m,
j=1

0<z; <1, j=1,...,n,

Hhr; €R, a; = (aij,...,amj) ER™, b= (b1,...,by) € R TERANEZ ¢, R (r, a4) B ERH
K, TEILAHE o WA, AFET LT WE, 2 ¢ 4, WA RERRIREER. —f
MRNTEL 2 AL AR BE O B A S, K 2 OUMERS K (GEE N RY R Eg— MRk Saie)
W e R B E U, RN ¢, B AR AR TR A E . B0 —4E OLP (3.1) SR KA
v, AT CAHE) T B 2 4B T (2 WOCHR [48,49)), Bt X HURE 32 2208 — 4k ] .

FERoR, BT MM 3 B RAL, EAT R X AIE T X R B (), a;) IR R AL b 1Y

.

3.1.1 BEHIRFIEE

BN A PR AR B R SRR B B e 0, HLAR S CARE R 203K, B (r;, ay) HIEIEIY AR
MILIRENLHEF? . BENURFF AR R ) SCHR 200 (3.1) PRAIRE b 52908 m Z I FI5E &R, OLP
e e AL A 2R ) AR I 2 a4 . BRI, —ANLE o 2 o SEFHPER, IR AL

E. [erxj} > c-OPT,
j=1
Forp, FEFFORAERE o AERR, XTI #5177 2R IR L HARE R EBUA IR, OPT R4
Tt HBRE. 8 LA S VR I B0 AV 1 B R R VT 2 1, a0 2 RS ) R 5051 | #E 2R ULRC AN
SRR [ i 5257 K A A A A e 1581, LA i — Se SR B U T AL TN S5 H R S
G P EIE (SR [54-57)). 7320 T e eq ) (i) OLP BIEAAEMEM KT b
A B FEEERAT . XA o) g 2 B3 LI AR ke RS BT (4, ), #F aq; € [0,1), IBAAFAE
= (1 —¢)- ZE4MM OLP Hik 4 HAY

i= €

B= min b > 0<1°g2m>. (3.2)
REAFAZNE [, BEE m IR, LRE B 70 BERAREE. TR, MRS n
R, X AR R E 1 n #RALE). Agrawal 5 B8 SR R BINIE R T @ BRI R 43 (BCTRR). 1
ST 7R, JUMETE (S WCHR [49,59,60)) EEBIER TR (3.2) FREIEE] e- s 5.

B oR, WS LA SR BE AU PR R 1) OLP 5k B HSe b 2o by, R B — KA %
FEXHRENEIF R LP 5 56 A Bt oA S SRR B U4 (1) BIE 08 . 1R FVRAE TR (50, 53]
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TS —IRFE . Agrawal 55 U481 gE—BHIARTT T AMEEEIF B T M S B s EIET LR
E JUART I 8] [8] B b SE e B A . X T SRR, #0 AR FIWI I 1T s2 5 B (915 &8 @dar—
A LP AR R T RHBRARAR. X354 Lo A H7 A BB HLHEF T RO Hocfiding
RS, FFRSLATN LP LS AR R RRIER. A, SO [61] F OLP [ BARRE A T 0t
XHEMAS I FI I E At 5325, BE G, T2 2N IELIER (probably approximately correct, PAC) %% ~]
MEZEEI R R, 3 — B EE (530K (48] J81Lh) #id .

HFFIX 3 AL T 264 (3.2) TR MERISRIE, Agrawal 25 48] Al Gupta F1 Molinaro P9 52 3|3
EBUE R (multiplicative weights update, MWU) LR &, BeitH 7 XHMBEE. A2 BRI A A
W, RET ) BIE B, ZIMREL (r;, a;) FTELRA—FOHi 77 ik £, NIX SORE, #EA 3L
R T VR 2 0 iR AE LR > ) MW U SR 2 i ik OLP [ /K — AN H AR A . 5 bR,
Kesselheim 55 491 it 7 —ANJo 7 F F B AN RS 35t T LAk o SR AR K 770, X T8 — /NI B/ 75
K, 2R R — A 18] R 4 TEUBAS 045 2 1) AR S B BEATLIURE DLSRAT — 20T 8/ /R SR I R AR
I3BC. oA 5 T AT I SRR A A A ALK AR 2 A AHSR I BEALAE &R A Chernoff 8 [ 4
R (Chernoff-type concentration bound).

3.1.2 PENHIANRE

B AT LA N A BB B2 41 I A2 ST [R) A (P BB AL AR B, 3 B0 30, IR (ry, @) BEARAA—A (250
BRI A6 P A, 5—ANE AR E — R T AN b MM K &M, b=nd >0, HH d
YRR ORI R, MV AR R — AN 2 g E Y R, KR PIHE (r,a;) RE—DF
PR, R R oy RE—AFE AL SR, X —F R R, T W ML [ A Bk
B2 ERN, I HR BB BN n 285 T HE BB T I8, 2 o BINmE, 2ok K 4 sk %
R/ FEAEACY b R ECR n B EMRRRE —AMEE AKCE. YRS —A OLP 53k o 72BN L A\ B

TR R L ) .
A(r) = E[Zrﬂnﬂ — E{erx]} )
j=1 J=1

Horh, R BUE S A0 P AR, 5 M — U2 AR R (3.1) ET e, 58 —mie e 4k
Bk FROHEME. BARRU, 28N i, AR T NEENUE ORI LP F& {r),a;}7_,, %6
WHHLRME o = (27, }), RIGEX Y7 ryay SRIPE. 85 B — AR P BUR IR HBR
AR N BIME TR ORIIE. FEBNE AR SCT, S0 n AR DN, 138U AR E B OLP Sk R il an
[T n 224K

TERENUE AR T 1) OLP BY5ES 70 B 8 2 5 T3 5 19 RUAD, 2 DX 2 A /7 28 i el € AT
i B B 2 BRI FUIH 9 B ATy DA S ARV BT X 2 2 (R I SEAT kAT & BRI E A R ) E B B OR
I B AR DAAEAR 22 1] 8 B AIT 081 B N 9 28 B AT Jy, TRESRF FE LA b HEATO0AL; TfE
SEBreb, W 2 AT T AEAEAE —JT AR /R AR I, TR SR e S — % N W) S B 4 T A4S . 1EIX
FER )RS, BIFE R B R AR AT B v — 280 RN SR, ] DL — 102 SV 2 14T O, — 1Bk AT TSR,
AR FVHE B oA, AU BT S IR 2 AT T, —LeM G AT 2 0L SR [62-65]. ™
28 ST 2t A B ) R AT 2 R S R S FH e AL i e (3.1) AARITE R, I BARGK (ry, a;) TRAA
—NEAABRBUE B EC AT P OKE s SCERE I RE R 12040 P S B BRI CAE (2 WOk [66-
68]) 1] 30 1) AR (A PR BB A IR A A, JF HLAR SR O(vn) HIEH TR, Reiman A1 Wang [69)
J Jasin Al Kumar 701 Buidk 7ix 268550 0 M3 H o(yv/n) A1 O(1) HIBUEFIR. AR F, ETHSC
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BRH B SRR D 234 P ENIR, FEREAN I TA] S TR B i 1 e M AUK 1) J (deterministic linear
programming, DLP). iI& £ FIHEH SIS HLIN DLP (Rralih, DLP A4 S /il R R e), HAR
KA RFET DLP . X NERES, P EBMhSEHNLHE 2SI O(1) MR, £
BEALIG T B AL ) Sk, DLP SEBR B 5467800 LP #3345 AR A M . 35 8] Bumpensanti A1 Wang (7%
[ TAESE— Dol 75k, FEUER T R MEAR DLP o] DASCEAG SR, A b i) TAE AR %
HEET P RS R, H Jasin "2 BHF0 T P IS ECR A A . AR T —Fp o, G 25 i &5 A
i% LP RAE DLP, JEIERH TiZEIEH —14 O(log®n) LIR.

P EE A0 ST A 0] RO B 20 e ie) 2, e 2N B W B ARG, & TR L AN
Rt

EA—FEMZ, T Li A Ye 7S] BEFL T —/ANBENLI B — . SR (73] e T X8 i
A AR A WS S, IR R I (3.1) S EENLILR ] BUAH SCER, UE B T ZEBI FUAE 4 B 1t AR 7] R
FHIRSCHR P BORAR SRR BB . B, 12 OCHON A QORI AE L 5 2] a) U S 1 s & o HE 2, [ it
32T —HIEAT OLP i@ stk iy bR 5. B Tax segh B % SCmk et 17— AN T s sk i 5
15, A1 AT LASEIL O(log nloglogn) ISR, 3 HAUERH 7% OLP HiESLMAIBEIEA 1T O(logn).

3.2 FPEIF (secretary problem)

AR Merrill M. Flood £ 1949 4F4 th, 38 % #\ 92 FE AL St 2 B i) [ il 2 —. B
] IR AR — DA EN N AR R o A — A N 4 R BEATL R I SR 2 n S
(B — N (R ] REPEER 2 AR R ). g — AN RIS 2 2 W) #8075 A a5 SZ R R E R 4B 4830 2 5%
H, — B e A REA R, SV I ST, 10— B e ta et — AN RO S AT DL
SHIXANHRE . X LAR I RE A — AN A& R, TIX AN 7] (1 B bR DL R n] REvE s T 8
W5 vh R g e o (R IS . n SR AT DA 38 i AT T K 2 S T 5 PR S, XA T R Al A%l T B 1 3 H
SRR ) 0] R EX A o] R PRI s, FEAURE — N USRI, TS A B R (A I Bz A4
IZIFME ), TARME BB E, Rtk T 2B AL C A RE B (A 1S 500 1
ARG R, LRE B EM R, MRIFRE R4 kIR,

EEXTRLFS iR, ANATE LR B BAR M5 (S WCHR [74,75)). FERARIIHES T, AA1E e g
N ASRIHEE R NP5, K% (exploration) #4r FIFIH (exploitation) #8745, FH R/ 5 A
HRNHEE PG 1/e GXANLEIR Y N 25 K B8 bedl). /£ Usng h, JE R R a1
Y P A 0SS AE S5 BRI S 4 — B B EEPR 2040 #0055 1) L 25 0 ST 20 s L (o SR T k3
B a— 2 N E N —E s ). AMTEEIER, XFERSEISE AT AL 1/e BIMEZ S BCE S 1 a2, I
LI S A I B 50k 1 ) e 1 ) S

il v R AR 22 AN TR 75 3R G Ao, 458 ke 5 AR B — 42 IO 3 S e B Y 22 44 T (761 DL K ke
9 H AR AL BUR A IE (B Be s G £ B HT LA MR 177, 25658 ZARF IR n] LE1E— R A BAZR
S IR ZR PR R R ) . 3% 1) R WY Kleinberg 59 A1 Babaioff 45 51 FIFHEALTT HAR R HEATHE 78, T,
Arlotto 1 Gurvich ("8 2% [T BEAH AR R (1 0] &1, R BRI E MR ILVPAL FBL. MAT 14 H 7 —
AT LA Bk, AR b5 D 28 WA o 7 8 1) R o P 3 25 4 HR WL AR B0k B0 vk - AR L. AT 53 — A
TR AR E A TSN BRI R A EEREE B E N RSB IR A 2T O(vn). — MR
ZETAE (ZICHR [79]) AL T — A B AR SRR A I IR R R 1A LI 1 3 R B

5522 MR B BRI 53 e 2R DA AN 22 R F I ) 22 29 RHE . — RSB 1) TAE (2 WoCHR (80—
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82]) WL 1 LA 4+ L 3 AE AR IVPAL B 10 B IF 2 th T A B HGE G LR I L. Jiang 55 B3] 52
T AN EIE R BRE R IR E] O(y/n) MBI, HEAh, Asadpour %5 B4 JGiE—28 K AE B TTHT AR HE 1 %%
JETTR I R, FRHRH T — ANl A B s ) 187 S AR

3.3 ZEEFEWNEE (multi-armed bandit problem)

FER IR S BIBON SE SR ME R UR, NSRRI R 22 e fifedn . K — A E 2
] e 2 B 22 PRI (AR 22 R TR AL vl ). 22 8 2 PR AL ) AL R T T30, [ 79 5t th L A
] 5 W3 A T PE, B E VLT REA A FRIE R (B — IR, AR NI RN
I AT A —FF). RIEHE A BB ARG, HARRAEIELERES) T RN, SRS ATREZ (1Al
. AERXAFEA, BT AFEZRIATASE KRR R A, RIAE RSO RE A, o5k 5 2 20
TG D s el ok T e T R SR, PRIk, I & SRR M <RIAT BB, — 7T, DR A
GRS RE M 08 I S P R AL PR (“RIE); (B 53— 5T, X — il e 2 il ) B =
BB R — BRI Z L, RFEE R RE DR E (BRI H AT — B, (HA7 AT Re /& RUARE L
JRBA, 5 S — PR A R B SRS AE R Il Rk RO Al LRI e R, XEE RN T2 Ja B
KA B Bh. PRI, TS DR S ) R AR A O AE T ST B T XA AR AT A5 754 ST 22 1 [ i i K.

BARTT S, %55 — M f R E. R N AN RSEI (CERPUAIFEE). BRIGERFES @ 8
B, BRI BN 1 19 Bernoulli 0 A {E g [aldR. £ LR i B, B BEAS B B [l 42 Ak
SERC, T B 2 0 E AR A B KA RT T AN AR R AR B0, ] W0 R S5 S e AT e 1
PEL (pg AU SCRIN), WA T NI IS R K B ORABA T - max; . PRI 5E S

T
R(T) =T - max p; — E{Zﬂi(t)}
t=1

R, B T H (5 B 7 S BN AR K. TR 1K H ARt T DUSE O 25 At 1 e /A LS 22
BEoxt 2B AL R, AANZE SR AT 7, RER T 2 M R toT ik, Hoh B &

(1) 945 0o B FL 5535 (upper confidence bound method, UCB &%) Fl Thompson fliF£ 5% (Thompson
sampling method). fEf5 0 b A G, RS FE & — MR E 10 )1 sL-F e A AN E v, DL AE
NREZHE. BN, /£— M2 UCB Sk (— MRy UCBL 5%k, 2 WCHR [85)), 28 ¢ I Z,
RFE I BEANREE @ TR LU b
2logt

ki
Horp 7 N5 o ARRE DI ERESIRER, k3P s BB R (RN R AN 1 TR
R). PREEFE IR bR B OR BOREE VR IR Z0 R DR 8. SCHR [85) HERH 1 2445 78 & —ME -1 25 o] i
(RPIX S 24y g, AE N 2 S H0)), UCB1 BETE T AN IR BE (B i) AR C [ BHK) 4 O(log T).
U R B2 R — AN T — AN (1 T 3 U e X e S B, U SCHR [85) WEBH T UCB1 &L
BHE (AT ML BR) y O(yNTlog N), et N OA#EE B9/ 40 SOk [86] 1R 1 1) U
KHEE O(log T) T4 J2 I 17) U S T dpe e RO A 284k, T ) 3 i A S FR) 5 T2, e D00 PR 0 3 ek
N O(WNT). XTixA OWNT) W&, SCik [87] #2th T —AMT UCBL BUEMBIEREE, EANE
P T E TR R AT T — @ IR, BSE AT LLUAS] O(VNT) gk, BRIbLAAh, AATE
PRt 7 ZFhEET UCB BERAR MR, ST X B R Sy, 7T 2 WOCHR (85,86, 88).

T; =T
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X 2 22 R LA R, S A — AN ML VR E Thompson fIFERYE. Thompson fIFEFVELE 1933
£ Thompson B9 & H . FEIXANELVER, BORAE ¢ %, 28 0 ANFRE CAguk i S, IR F; Ik,
RN EENEE PR CL R A B LA

€Ty ~ Beta(Si + ].,Fl + 1),

Hrp Beta(z,y) ARSEON o My 1 Beta 201, SRJE REEEHIIARE T o BKRREFE X
AN ZIF R, RIIEHL j = argmax x;. IXANFIRAESLBR @ WA RIF IR, EEMRK —BI N,
BoA NGy MBS RO PRIE. ITEE4E, SCHR (90] AEBY T IXAN SRR AHSG (AN EE— R ) S 22 1]
AN DEE) KIBIEY O(log T), W53THR [86] 4 HY T At — 2 XSG A ) UM AL 38 18
O(VNTlogN), 53CHR [86] AT A RAHZ O(vIog N).

FEVL B3R B, ANATARE 7RSS 2 B Z FE LR R A A Herp BUAREE 20— SR I 1 <2
TR 2B Z LA (contextual multi-armed bandit problems)”. 7EIXAN A] @ B | 45— [a] (1) [3]
B2 B LA AR (B0, £33 5| B, R DR /i R 5 20 1 ST fE
R FEIEE M R & B, B — RV R S RIRAAR), BRI, 7822 ST Rk St 2555 3 4
AN T BRSNS .. BRIERAAR, AATIE 2 %5 18 B8N A A A I A HAR A A 2 A (115 77
(Z WCHR [91,92]), 5 E& 270 A ] UL — DNEOS I UK 1. (2 WSCHR [93]). 3 4NEAT 5 [EIE S
[) (71 TR SR 2 IO TR PR T 2 A2 RS T L)) B i 4% 8] b (R RS R e 6 fe A2 R
A BRI EE AR T RU) 1028 2 PR ML IR RS, SR, AT XA U AT SR AE R T FE 2, b3 1]
FERUHT SR IR R — B RR SR .

B2 LR 3 AN RBIIELALAL IR L, IEAT IR 2 SR AE R AL 1R FRLE 1L 25 0 T4 LA 21 7 AT
HAL, RTAELAAEIRANN — L8 45, Tt — D2 MR [94,95] F )AL,

FESERRA, X LeAE LA I SR AEAR 2 S0 IR RN, JUH R A BB 22 75 T % e
TARZ IS 1A, R, AR 2 A SRAAE 22 AN U™ A 1 AR 22 LT K37 57 ik L (R R, (i S
B R0 2 WAt B L R A, P BRGNP

(1) PEAF L. A7 ) A T B (Y e i () —. DU BT FE 38 3 2 2 QU7 SR I 7 At
TCPEAF RN . AESERR L, F5 R0 {5 BAEAE AR UA 2 RN, A& 7 Bl R AT (1 R HOR 272 > 1,
T A R DR A FT RE 2 3 B0 ST 05 B RIANR] (7 S5 % OB B 2 e A7 TR SRR 2 AN B 7). PRtk
FEXFERIIE TG Tt~ 2 T AR ST RO, B TR B RO BT — RPN S, — 02 217 SR 2>
A, —IHHAT SR, R T IX SR, RIS U I AT AT, — SR SC A A R 2 ISR [96,97].
R EAF R — PR T A S 2 Jn SO R 5.

(2) DLFC T . AR 22 55 B AP D0 A 1] e 2 1 mT AR AL B — SR MOV S L. il n, fe e S AR 5%
VLRSI &, L 2e i B ke 5 R sRINUL D, RSB & i 5 OB VL AC. AE1R 2 Sepr i i
, VRECHI T A5 B AT UL O B 02 5 ZEANWTAE 222 ST 1. DRI 2 T — R A XX — il R it
FC. RFRXATTH FIWETT, — L8 5 7] 2 WLSCHR [98-100].

MULERHE AT DU Y, AEAEL AU U, KRR CARMEG 17— 24501, 5L, 721Xk
B, AR A A T B . R, R ) T

(1) SRR MM EE L — B (8] 4 BRI AT I, — NSRRI S BN SE A SEmd 1), JF H— i
() B AR B 15 AT RE A2 EH 25/ 1) B B DR SR O TE 1) SRR AR 37 37 AE — SR M4 B R g )
s, ARONHL, BN, AR BT IR R AT N R BT — B[R] 4 fE S B R B (e B R (13K
R, AR GRS AT IR A BB I AR 22 ST 7 AT BT B D (10 SROMS . O 19 1) L5 DA AR 2 AR AL e
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M —EZT, 5 R AT k. o — 228 ) 2uln] A2 TR 101, 102], HIEHR
2 1) R R

(2) HcHfs b TR B R AR AR A B AEAE R AR AL 10 i R, AT AATIAEAR Y g e Al —
Sefiise, filtn, Hods R RIRZRENLE (WP EREALAYT), s Le Ty i b AR —E IR, fE1R 2 SEpr3f
Birp, AR HIA ST & 2 8 AN T-IE, Wn— e W B R, XS T2 T
FOIIERE, 51— 5 T AR R SRS T BE R I, PRI, — MBI A R A B LT R SRR T DA E
BRI EHENE (robustness), RI4HN I REB B — 2 T8 (HRAIRKTH) W, tEEIE REfRIE
ARAFIIRI. X7 A D EITT (SCHk (103, 104]), {HA 2 1 [0 AR AT LB THRER.

(3) gk ARLANEIAET N MDA —Z BT ANATTZE K 2 HORHE 22 ST ORI FURRER A AE — R MR (13458
T, R R R RImR R 2 PR R 8 (B0, B — R EHRAAR 72— RN, BAERZ Y
PR A H AR R ECE — NIRRT R A (B, EF S, DR REERES TR IHEY
DU R A, DR Dy 27 2R 3 ) 3 B 38 ), [ ik SR ) BE A AR e E (X R SR (Bl dn, B> P 4
B AR AERHERE BN AVE BRI, X EL SRR RS 2ok I <5230 B RHE, RO SRS
ALK ARAFARK TR I AR 28 Pt iy SRAR K ), TR DAy 2 ST I 2 B0 =5 18 B A 52 (17 AN RE a7 H3th
BEAT AR, FIAEHE, X —HRAEE R R AH /DBHTFL (1SCHR [105]), (EATHIRA R ) RS54 45 1

PAE RPN i 1 AR LR AL 0 — SR AFR 23, EAT DA M, XN USAE I 25 (X S 4R A R
PO K&, AR MRS TR 2T E R H 6. BB AR, KRS A EEZH K
0 I RS A T T k.

4 FELMMAER
ARLPEACHT FCRAT T FIHE IR AR ) L

Hor B AR s B2 o # W] LR AR ME R e 2, IF B WA rT k. R MRIZE TR E 3. &
55 BHIFRN ZE 3545 5 Tt [R5 202 i S . 1951 4, Kuhn A1 Tucker 1061 35748 1 b3k a) 858 1) B A0
PEZ&AT (WAERRA Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) 254%F). ISR N A2 AELAE R 1 203 A 1 — A
FIERE. XSG, MTRE TR VER Newton LI Z AR (SHilik . 2287 k1. R4l
TR A Y SRS SRR AR, RIS 1RO BRI . 2 AR A SR B A A 2 M R R
SER AR LA RAL I . AR I B SRR AT IR — 4.

4.1 FHRIMALEREEE

4.1.1 —MEZE

— B BEyR R B AR BB — I S8 (BA ) BT B, S — ISR R BT 2R 5 SE B AL AL
VR AT — MR, BRIE R R 5 T OB RRAT R, L s AT LUE I 3] Cauchy 1E
1847 EFEH 5O TR, M HARREUN RN, Akaike MO7) UE B 1 S5 3d T B = A 16 bR BB T 41
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& Q- RIS, M BARRBUNIMT, Nesterov 1081 XS BEVEREAT T Inid, 15280 T &M i — M &k
Barzilai Al Borwein 109 7£ 1988 4E$2H T —F W fUDKBRSE VL, B BB (Barzilai-Borwein) 2, b
KARYE AT 5 P AN O B A5 BE 5, IF HAE S/ 3R BN 29 Newton J7#2. BB )
THE R PR T fodl N Bk, (RN RIS i 45 R D SRR VR R A TR EEVE S Newton £
AV — R, e BB 7 18] N WIAR 7 1), 2 Ja B CGEAR ASAORE B2 7 ) AR — A7 o) B 2t 4 &
NIEARTT ). BISHFTfa A4k /b, TR BEER, 1 3% 2 )5 AR SR RS 17 8 A %7 VR 2
—. JEHIRL R TVEE 4 DN ERAAEF: HS (Hestenes-Stiefel) 772 FR (Fletcher-Reeves) J/7i%. PRP
(Polak-Ribiere-Polyak) 775 DY (Dai-Yuan) J77%. ' DY 7575 Dai Al Yuan M0 78 1999 ££§2
B TR Wolfe #%, RIRTRIERED 742 T B J7 0], IF H ARk

4.1.2 ZMHE%E

Newton % (XN Newton-Raphson J57%) #& i NI /i 592, 7373 il Newton H1 Raphson
P8 17 MUK AT RE RO AR I BT Az 52 e, PRI Py 50 f R [ 22 B N KA. Newton V1R
FRUS AU B 2 B Kantorovich MY - 1948 445 1K), FHAT HE— B B SE PRIV R S SAOs e, H 2 45
WIEATE E T Hessian FE PR, AR, 10 HA K H PR R Hessian 55 FECIERFFIEE, M
T #15 Newton ¥EZRZL. AT FRIXFH A&, Davidon F 1959 FEHEH T L Newton ¥, HFEERN
Fletcher F1 Powell [ LAEfE#F X NEIEIFEIMATEL R, HARAEAE ) AR vk S 20m A4 iE 3wy BA
MTfLh Hessian # [ (BG Hessian #EFERUI0T) 9 1EE XSRS, AR BHRE 592807 42 1 AN AL Newton
v, Hrp ) OB R H, Newton 742 B Broyden. Fletcher. Goldfarb Fll Shanno £ 1970 443 7l it
MR BFGS (Broyden-Fletcher-Goldfarb-Shanno) J7ig: 112-115] A BRGS Y, FREMR N N W
FERE, 2 N ARKI, fE X AN FER AR BT AL R. Oy 1 AR A 1), izl BFGS 540
BT R N A T4, Liu 1 Nocedal M6 2 H T L-BFGS (limited-memory BFGS) J5i%.

75, Newton ¥EI A B 4 /S 14: J5, Nesterov Al Polyak 117 $2H1 7 3 YRIENE Newton
2, JFEM T E ARSI, Cartis 45 11819 S84 T HIERM 3 IRIEMME Newton ¥, FHF5T
IS R ) R RAOR A, A 431207 VR O SRARTC Ly AR i) R R T VA —. 2 H AR R EON I,
Nesterov 1200 3k —DXHZHEIEHAT 7 s, —AMR B SRR I 2 IE 5 11 3 R IERI{E Newton /2
TR — N B I 5. Monteiro Al Svaiter 121 5 H T B2 FIE K. AWATIRH T —/MInigtiE 440k
AN E T2 (accelerated hybrid proximal extra-gradient method), FHiEBH T FHXF B FI A A Fh B A
SERRIU SR FE. 5T, Arjevani 55 122 @i #)iE — R 41 <M BRECES T AR TR, b
TS CHR [112) T RE R SOE B — 2, ATHIEY] T Monteiro Ml Svaiter FSRLERZ A —Fir Fik.

F R T VA SRR AR 2R A ) R — SR BT, 5 HAR S e B Se i e # R 7 R 28 e
PG 2 B KA, A5 M7 122 Ja i S A5 BB AR K ORVN, SRJE A8 DA TS A Dy v 45 #E
o F R R TR . Powell 123] (1022 WSOk [124])) T 1970 £EXF 5L USSR 7 — 22 0t i T
YE. Yuan 120 558 T ARG IR BB ST 2. FEAS MU VA, A5 M1 1) R A ROR i 22 K B 22
— L 5 [ RUAE KA DG R AT 5T AR I (2 WOCHR [126-128]), FH48 ] T-7 1] R bR SR A 00

4.1.3 =EMEZ

T SR A H AR s B S BUE BT AR Bk, BB B A
bt BT R B R 0 S B A AR 2 AR R s, ANTIPR 51 1 ORI 2 35 1) H okt Fe i AR 2
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B 2R 5 0] B S BN E0h & EFERIRER O R, 24 HARRECA M, Baes[129) fl Nesterov 130 14 ik =
UIENIAE Newton J7¥EHE) N — BRI TE X, Bk N nidsk & 77 %, H 2Bk SIOE FE = T
EA WRER T 5 122181 FE R ¥ 3 AL TAEH, Gasnikov % 1921 Jiang %5 193] il Bubeck % [134]
$J7E Monteiro F Svaiter 121 BBVEMESL FHEH T AR Ml 52, HEs 7 HIERE RS TR —
B, DR A = B B

7, 2 HRRECNAEN I, AT IR, BIESE T 5l N @b 2 8UE SR T LU
PR ILIER T L. Birgin % 13°) $8H T 2T p I 345 2% ARp (adaptive regularized p-th order)
PR F IR ARE AL Cartis 45 [136) X ARp BVERHT T80k, 3 AR B — A A i i A /2 —
BRI B s A SR A RS . 0 T AR AR TR R A, B BV ) 5 — AN R AT DA SRR B —
A CpTE” BEAFRIME. BARORUG, AR AR E R LR 1R R L R A, ISR L B
297 AR 1) R R R AILER S 2T, Rl SR R 5 ST AN RO AT RO, (E 2 AR, R 2 Bk
) R, p B 2 B ) R (1 1 K R AR Y K. Anandkumar 1 Ge 137 [ Cartis 55 138] Tt
Ft T AE AR [a) R e B B D0 1 2% A 3 R X S SR A I SR R A B ARE A, RERE R AR IR R — BIK
(8% 55, Anandkumar 1 Ge 137 2 HH 7 —FJEF Newton 3 IENL A BARREL 3 IS HUE
BEE, HAZ Bk nT RIS R i Y 3 AR s Cartis 55 138 $& W TATE R H0RR 2 O R 1Y)
Il FH4EAR, IR TR MU RRIR T — DM RE T4k p Bl e M 5.

4.2 FHARBMALEIE

4.2.1 TH—RRIEL M AR B

JF5) IR K (sequential quadratic programming) 757542 H BT AR AR R ™ £ A Fe AR Ak in) @ i A7
R TiEZ —, ‘B 5t Wilson 139 7 1963 4F42H, 485 1 Han (140 £ Powell 1411421 7 20 {140 70
ERME T EERERE, BT LZ 520 RN Han-Powell-Wilson J77%. JLFEA B & H Newton 2
FRIE—B KKT 24 Frxt B AE LR FRA R fE. 7R/ OB, B f ZsRk g — M e M4 —
AL ] . TN Newton £HHIEAL Hessian FEFEMEIAR (W1 BFGS J5i%) W a] DLH RIS B DA
HH IR L AR I 5V AT R S 80™ R AT T 6k S TE Powell M43 (135U S 06 oA BT 2
Fo. FH IR T 95 UL R KR RS R B, Fletcher A1 Leyffer 1441 3 Q1 i) 3 1 7 V2 AE AR I Hb ke
BEWIUE ST 2 BN SE I B2 4 R Ueet. Gould A1 Toint 143 £F 2010 4% &5 2 o S AL Ak il 4R
T AN T R R TR S ET B ORI Tk, RS T A RIS MR e 7R b
Liu F1 Yuan 101 gE—2B4 H T 85 A A8 R I T 51 R 5 15 8 7 3 A J= A= 3 Ae St 21 1

4.2.2 HMARBMILERR
N LR A AE R ANE LT A AL ) R

min f(z)
s.t. Az =0,

HXF R4 Lagrange BAECA

Ly(x,)) = f(z) + AT (Az — b) + <’2’> | Az — b|)2.
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REALEE — AR LN L A 3R TIEAE 20 HHEAD 60 SEARAR 23 BT Hestenes 1470 A1 Powell 1481 $i2HY, )8
P T 2 2 A 1] i, HC B Ak A% =

k+1

xh T = argmin, £, (x, \¥),

)\k+1 _ )\lc + p(A:EkJrl _ b)l)
IR AT RE M SAE TR R I ) R LR SR A SR AR ) 1) AL AT R Ay e

min  f(z) + g(y)
s.t. Az + By = ¢,

SEXREHH Lagrange HRHCE
Lol 0) = () + ) + ¥4+ By = 0+ (5 ) o + By — .

WA o Heaity, PRI AT g sofe 73k s AR 2015 2 an R

k+1

z = argminxﬁp(xaykvAk)a

Yt = argminyﬁp(gck“7 y, AF),

Ak—i—l _ Ak +p(Al'k+1 +Byk+l _ C).

X e B A T g1 (ADMM). == B EAR AR T4 58 37 5 46 748 58 110 1 v sl SR At 20 e Fs 1 1
AHXT 28 5 10 Ta) . A8 % 5 )3l T8 Bl Glowinski A1 Marroco (1491 2 Gabay Fll Mercier 120 $2H1. &
SRS T LA H2 B Douglas-Rachford 517 2435 e Stk 15 21 (1511520 R @ St SI0ek B A i il
JUSEA Bl g vy (193, 194) H A3 A2, Chen 55 11551 i I @b #a it S B U8 B 1 2428 5 U7 ) 3fe 323 .
BN =5 Pl BN A A R R B TR, RZ S EAN R MIFRE T B T7 e Tk 2 AN, b
WA & 7 e ik FHATAL R J7 e TIERMITEL AL & 77 M e 755, Hong 45 1561 [ Li F Pong [1°7)
WA A 7 1) e 132 25 SR AR — e 1 e @R B 1 el St

4.2.3 FHREARMKILE)E
AR E T8 T P L0 R A AR LA DT A [

min f(z)
s.t. x e M,

He M ZEF Riemann . IEZHFEA N Stiefel MIEEL Grassmann i JE & — i UL I A RS
W, EFERNATRILTHE AR FHECE  HLE 2T BB A0 L) 2% S5 A0k P 1 22 88282 ) R
Bose-Einstein %5 7] #8 « RIR T 200088 . MO L IR EES: > L RRAE AR A v SE0RT R S5 R T SRS 1)
TSR] LA IR Dy — AT LR AR A T 8, 81T 32 )32 1 SGE.

MR AR B A FE ARG, 22 3R A S MO0 A B AT LSRR AU B0 Ak T e, 2 P A 4 25 v 1)
Euclid 7% [A] Hp £ 47 BEHTIEAR. AHR XA I E AR R N FESE K, RCREA G, T & [ TEERHRTE R

1) tWSEF ) Lagrange 77V IR T p TR — DB, BIA1, pF 1 = max{tph, |+ |17} B phtl =
min{tp*, pmax}, HH 7> 0, t > 1 NSE, pmax NHEHILF
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WAL ARUESE — 2 RO IEAC S AR AL 4EBCRIRHOR T b, T SEPR P AR BE A AL, Absil 45 98] $2
T A AR S ST A M I E S S S N B SR ROR, BRSO TR BRI R Ty
%+ Newton EMEHURFIEE T i, LR, BT —PIRR T — R HmARRB IR 3
Bk [159] A Cayley Ae#ed thl 7 ORIEAZ LR A S A% 2K, 49 3 — Rl AT R S0E. (ERX —RaRIE AR,
PG FL T IR PEAME— PR AN REAS B CRAE. SCHR [160] UER 1 4 R S It BN, R 512 Ja il
AAAER), FHR IR R B ST o — il i 1. 250k, STk [161] $2H T —Miiie B A&
RIRRREVE. 4 HARBRECR G, SCHR [162] & T2 ERSRIEFEEE . SCIR [163] 45 TR LK
TSRS FE 2 MR R R T A 2. Zhang %5 104 W50 T FH ADMM 8% 23R g i 1
ZYR PR IR £ B BILT5 T, Riemann (SRS AERE — AN B, SO, SCHR [161] 52 7
T LB EE N IENIE Newton 5032, SR [165,166] K 3 IIENALTT E 2 TRBALL T, SCHR [167]
XA LR A B T — RS Newton 5%

4.3 $HF A BOIEL MR )

4.3.1 ZIAMk
Z AR T B AR B S 2R B o8 2 D et a @, — 2 e ik 2 B Ron 8

> fam®,

Horpr g = 200w, RPN B SRBULRT . AR R PG S5 A0 U — RO, HN 6
T WUR AWK I e R e | AR IR 38 e A BB BT RRE MR i S I RG
FR T 7K (93 28 e 4 1 1] A 2 45 1)

ST (sum of squares, SOS) Z WA SH A2 LG N Z AL T 75 Z K 2 0K, /& 2
P 5 Rk AR SOS 2 IS k6 2 TR B AHDE, MENTZ A 06 R IR R S - G £ 1888
. Hilbert BFFE 7 n 4ES2A0] 2d RAERZIAE d Ik SOS LI AHIR R, HEW T HHRE
fE(n=1),(d=1), (n=3,d=2) 3% 3 FHE] FHHZFO. IR0 8 @257 2 15 A ke
HE AT FAE 2O (B2 0 EL) B9~ J7 M, X2 44 1 Hilbert 23 /Nl @ )25 17 A [ .
ST e R 7 sk &V L Reznick 2000 4F[LEIA [168)].

1E 2 WA SR AR JTTHD, 2001 4F, Lasserre 169 $2 H THIfEMFR N Lasserre JEZ (Lasserre’s
hierarchies) SOS A5t 752, BRI, 125 E B KA — F 514 5 ML 1] R 32 22 T X A 1) i
s AR, T HE A 2 LA Il RS SR AR TR R — AN R 5, B 1 LR ARSI RO, 1% T
Sk B 2 A A P B E. Nie 55 179 7£ 2006 FA43E T Hi ) SOS #AShIENT 7575, H7EJHE 2 i
I 2l fj DICAE T DABR R BB i S AE B 138 7 3 SRR, 5 it n SRk — 2D b B P AR R AR PR
18, Nie ZHIEH] T2 BIERA R ZAETE. BRI 2 1% U B SRR AR

57, 3R 2 BEARAR AR A SR A2 — I FE AR, E TR — 8 B R IR 2 SR 5 IR
Z e IS EAER] — S5 UL LE. 2010 4F, Luo Al Zhang 171 518 7 ZAMEERZI TN 4 k2 TR
AT A, R st s — YR e i R ] R e 2 1 A D v ST T AR 2010 4R, He 55 172 XAy 2
A RGP R IRGT IR 2 A AL AL T T ok s d 7 vE I U . 2011 4 So 731 SR
JUAT 5k RA AR 25 G 1R 735, TR — ial AR T T i ek AR (B R, He 46 174 - 2014 AR TR
RAERIR T A5 TSe B RS,
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4.3.2 sKEMfK

gk B 4R 4R I — MRS DT X, S IR AR REAET. AR B m B naxno o xny,
Pk BT RINN H = (hiyiy.in ), Vij €{1,2,...,n}, Vi € {1,2,...,m}. FAERO UL T~ SAHXT £
SN D) 2 AN A4 ) 7 S AT BN . B R B R, oK — M AT R R G ) R B9,
Rl A2 3] 7 BRI 2 1 5GTE. TR B4R LLIK & 70 M Sy B A 7t TR RO In) @, 605 1 sk &0l
sk SR AEACROE LT« R EACRR RS L 5K & 8] o RN 5K S AR A AL 5.

5K B 7 i B Hitcheock 17°) $2 HH, %7 fRILTERE FRy CANDECOMP /PARAFAC (CP) 43-fift.
20 2 60 FAX, Tucker 1761 FEH T 33— AR IR S, BLAERRN “Tucker 2 i#”. Kolda 1 Bader 177
VAN TSk E S RI R R B 557k, T RE CP RS Tucker 20, FATTAT LLE L H
FASFE 5K ER, SN0 BIFRAE CP A Tucker #k. 5K A AR PRI A 0% 10 in 85 A 45 50 2ot
A%, M) 2 MRS TR AR 2 S BRI KRR e . BE T~ CP RRIG SRR -r 18T A2 SAT A
2, FEHh, e = 1B, ZARA LS YRR -1 BT, AR A T B R R B — 2R AR I )
B g ik U SR ARIX R I ) R Bk —, B REFIIEUERCR. 5T Tucker 73 fif ¥ (£ 5k
(P1, 72y ) TEITSE 5 ANRAT IR AY ) B T ik D78 W SRR IX AR F 7 —. Ji4h,
FEPEAICRE (FR) VKSR 1A 1) R4 AR SAE T B 1 Sk B TR (2 WK [179)), IR ik AR IR R
7] . Hermite FEFEHAR B 1 ik & IEHE (S W3R [180]), Hxt SR RRANRR -1 18I A 2 & AT
TSR (Z WOCHR [181]).

TEGETHH, 5 S REAR SR BB . DAORE A0 [m] U R 30, e 2 A% e 0 o) A 8 40 ok R I
Zhou %5 1821 $2 W T 5K & [l AR . 2SR g 28 B IR 28 [ A FH G B (] VI S AR TR B 1 T G — OAE 2L, L
BAT N2 B SEbrR 1 5% sk ERMEE B B Qi3] Al Lim U84 & gt . fEd 21 +2
R EL SRERFIEME A« SRR AR B 1 RO R, VG AT 2 W OCHR [185,186).

5 HRFIFHMUEZE

Plas 212 — T TR A, ERGE S HeA U A 7. iR R Rumelhart 55 157 J]
S AL R P 2%, SIS R ) S B PP A1) B /M ik (188189 B3 2 i — B S0 48 N TR e oh
AHTBRIIALE (S WK [190-192]), — MHLAS 22 > B AR se it — bl &84 2] S B i e e B
S BEE REAR AR RIR, PO B R i R s ML 2 ST e 75 48 28 7 SR R i b i — Ok
PRIE. AT B AbLEs 22 ) U SRR, B AR AN AR Y LA i — e E BEAER, SRR 5
TRR SR

5.1 BEESRBEE

B, DHLESZ )R R B % 2] (supervised learning) A ML M EERE, ol ORI E %]
AR s T D RS B3 /N T . 32 ] i EL AR X

min f(@) = > Ugs) +lo). (5.1)

fE B, {6} NINGREEE, « AR IR S AL, S (%) BRI (¢, =) RIORATEA R LFIR. 4l
n, AELAERNAREIL N 1((a,b), 2) = $[|b—aTa||?. FESCFFAIENUER S, 1((a,b), 2) = max{1—b(a, z),0}.
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w(z) AR T BRI % B AET sR 2 (IEI0). 4, R0 AR o SR w(z) = §|w|)3; 7E Lasso £
b B w(z) = Mwlr. 24 w(z) =0 B, MR (5.1) — BRI 2850 KU /ML il f5.
YR HAREREL f () YEIERT, ML ST i B T R B B T B (gradient descent) 2, 6
BT B —Fh e AR ARIE AN
P = ok - LV F)

Horb Lo f(z) BT BB B e R T B — S8 PR 45 . 0 T — R e i R B4k i, B
FEFEFFARE AR REIZACA P SIS 2 f () REOGHT N eR B, FRATTAT DA R 5018 1R 22 oK 20 i 5K
FREIREIE. 2 f* NEUE, FTLGIEWDN TIB3] f(aF) — f* < e BIRZE, B T REIEITHR E B
BN K = O(L/e). # f(x) B&SRNER, & p 04 fx) I5EMNAREL, BREIRRIEANR 2% B mT DLkt
£ O((L/p)log(1/e)). # f(z) ARMREL, —BEE T IEERUENSL B R A & 2, R AERIE— 2200
BRPEFA (W Vf(z) = 0), P ZER A HAR bRz m AR L R 22 — MR BRI
RERE AR BT S ||V f () |12 REE B R —Frfa e SRR ZE. WTRUIER, N TR e
FasE mi (B AL ming, ||V f(2%)]12 < e), BREE T FBRERIEAE RN O(L/e).

B (5.1) BA G AN, EURBRAL g(x) = £ Y00 (&, o) 6T RN 111 B 4L w(a)
NS5 R T FR ARG BB, AR SE N — A A RIE AR A 2R AR 22T = prox, (aF — yVg(2F)), FE
, BTG E SN

. 1
pro (o) = anganin, 1y ol + ) .

AP IE Ao FEE % 1 JE AR Sl 4% HEUB FE 0 TR R V% 5 2F — Vg (%), FEMAZ ST SEAT I W 15 3 2R+ 7E
IRZ LR )i, RS w(z) 618, (5 2GR e v IR B . Bl n, EM B2 2
R w(z) = Azl HABBE AT LA BIE (soft thresholding) PRELES . (EF— 4K, £
I BA EEEA IR B RISRETT, B, & w(z) NES C M REREL w(z) = dc(x) 2. AWITHEEEIE IR
M LARIRDY o* Tt = argmin, celly — (2% — yVg(a?)) |, ZITEMPFOABEEH L. Bk (Z
DLSCHR [193]), @Ik BEVE I 5% BE 5406 R T B[R

5.1.1 REBEE

TERLAS S ST LR SR e 50K PR KO AR T 5, 30— SRR (. 0 D0 9 4 R ¥
VRIS R TR, OB Ik 194 195] S ARG A0 AL Il B I — R W7k, AR A, T 36
M B BRI P, R FE VMBI o — AR PO VA 248 i T — R Lipschitz ™ B8 4K, VoA REVEIA

FPEN O(M?/e%) (Z Wk [193]), Hrd M SN HFRERER Lipschitz 2% 4 HERRECH p- 5810
B A (10> 0), SCHR [196] S IBCT S AIHAR T LIS 54 B0 2 O (M2 (pee)).

JRUEE A I8 1 B P 0 B SR T 92 32 B, VOB B LE Al Bt BTG R, R
AR AR (197199 GEHI T UOBBREVELEBCAT 2 (AR IS ((ORERLE RIZE) REHTIE ISR 2
R FERHUBEAE IR FE AR, SR [200] ZEATIE R0 LIRS (BEAL) ARG VOB B LR AR T
R, B T AR - H8 U ERE IO T R IS A 2 JE SRR [201] B IAL T T,
UE] T ECHAE R (BEHL) JOBR ISt R 7 2 A9 B RV RE R S 4. (A EERINL , FE 5007 5 A e

— =3V ) *r C,
2) HREECE LR se@) =" TO€
+oo, FiAft.
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RWIT AR LI AN AR L A SIHE A . b T BRI AT, R B AN REPRIEIE A 2 T U
5E A, A BEDRUEIEAC S SR B3 ABAAG 58 s ATk A s 8.

5.1.2 Nesterov TNREX

BAVB AR, BEEE RS R R —IE? R, IR T ELH—M S, LK
BARIIEACE 44 2 2 /07 22k, Nesterov [108:2021 JRGIPE AR HY T s FE sk, FHIER 1 HAE
FETE ) AR E AT R O(VL/e), ARSI R IR 24 E N O(/L/ulog(1/¢)). 1EIXH
i@, Nesterov MUIEFIVEEGIAR] T £ [203] FEH N —M EAER G TSR E TR, Fik
WA A AR ) — SR . BN 21 405, Nesterov ITE B R A £ KT, X
Wk [204] 75245 S5 FRFAE I AR 6T ) B T 3R T I S A e s T SR, 193 T LR
AL ISR FE . 1E—2D 3, SCRik [205,206) IR ZEHBETEW f(2) = g(x) + w(z) FEEREUL
il @ b, o g(x) 9GRS, w(z) 0 TR B 04 T eR 2, Bl FH A o ) A 1) B ek . 45
U, TENLES 2% SR 5 A B AR B R 5 5 S R R 4 I N SR B T 1 Y 11 e 4

SR Nesterov NUIEFEIRMG T ERIIRTS, EAEIRK— Bt a1 Py, FLR R MLER AR 4t A s 48
DR ST SR AN D TAE R B g 5L 45 T 38 B MR 4 HE ot I TAR 3G 2 12 IE e
R IR % 120700 S TUAAT 7 v s S vk (208) | T — WG I O IS By 12090 | i B U E 825
BRGIIE E 210.200) T B oy 75 R LI AR R 2 i vk 212

TEAEMLAL R, STk [213] ¥ Nesterov B S VLR & B A I BENUANE & in) @ L, B8E, 3
Wk (214] K AT BB IR R A R A A R . PR, W B R A I R, BRI R
F P ) A TS — bR VR R 2 P FIBY, PR S (RO R A R . an SR — PR T SRR R R,
A e T B A UE 2 45015 B, ST IX— 05, 78 G ORI M A2 B 2 50T

5.2 FHHEEE

FAFRR L, XAR Frank-Wolfe 5575, 7 20 40 50 FEACH Frank A1 Wolfe 2151 $ 1 5 T 3R fit
TR 2 SE R HET B — M AR AR AL S mingee f(2). XBARE f(x) N—HIE
MY, ATATIR ¢ A —F T, SRR R R IERE R R

yk = argmin, . <Vf(:1:k), x), (5.2)

xk:-&-l — (1 _ 'Yk)l'k + ’kak (53)

SR VAR, SRR S EE D IR (5.2) B R — NP W L TR R Tk
BEIRGFA R EEERIERE IR O(L/e) FHAR MM, (A EHA A DR . R, S0 REEE
FH T —Se 2R AR A T BB B v B R 0 ). o, 7E— 2RO TAERE AR & X b im b, 2934
NRTRIGEIBRAHR C = (X« || X < k). BOERES ¢ TEMGERME RES R, MTEZES L
SRR ) X TR B B KT AR RIOGS B (1 A A S ), MR T SR KOKsb. Rk, S Aph
TEAH P B R SR UIE AT I 18] T LUK R FRAR. Bhah, 25 PRR6 P vh B B AR M I R B P, e 0l S 7E T AT
B mgE A RER (C = conv(A)) B—RARMAH. XA, L+ 8 (5.2) FIfER] Lo
TEMELI T s Al (BY A ) B, kAR oF AT DAE BURWIGE A 20 5 A ik n Rk LA A. #lin,
LEATIHN 0 LR, ¢ = {||z], < 7}, ATE A 15N Buclid 25 [AARAEIE S FE AL EE S, HIk,
ok AR oF 2 R —ANER T, W20 AFME, &3 O(1/e) WA G, FAH R R 2L
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WRZEA O(e) MR EEHITE O(1/e) MBES. KT %ML E L2 HERERAMN AR, &
WLSCHR [216).

BT RV JTE R, S A0 VR CAMLES 23 IR A i — AN B LR, Sk (217) $R T R AERR
T BIE, FI SR B 25 SR s BB (0 7 1), nT DAFECRUFIEARIE A FE S O(1/e) IR B4 BE vt
HEFZE O(1/Ve). (B—BRUL, SR BRI SR R — 032 T, RAE— SRRk T,
A REIR BN LMEESE (S WSCHR [218]). SCHR [219] $&H T 4445 Frank-Wolfe 535, H TSR 45 4 L HEIA)
SIS AR, B R S A S RN B R, (R BRDDAT DU AL, SEPRBUR b T e 3. 3C
Wik [220] TEBA T 2% AR B VA5 OB VAT — S B — MR 5T S A I R S . AR, SRR
D HE T BIRE ML AR A R (2 0LOCHR [83,221-223)).

5.3 FEALILIIE

PR (deterministic) S04 (HUBBFERE) F 0 ALALER2E S BT, 46 IKHH4E — WM B B BT A5
AR, ST I AR R BV A A B 2 B A RN MR o, BHL () BB REVEA it
S PR AL AR 22 i () BRRE, AT IR I ATARER, RALER ACHUMLAR A i R 5 P 77
. BRI AR FLZE 20 4D 50 4RA% (200 SOk [224]) D2, 17 B BCRURIT A, 4312
B2 SR K (07 D4, 3o S LR /2 Nemirovski 250 T [225]. % SCHIRH T BEHLES T
W36 95 T M0 A OB B8 B A

min f(z) = EeF(z,€), (5.4)

[AS

Horr ¢ ZBELIF &, M T4 €M & F(x, &) KT o MR 002 [FEHR 2 AR e, /53] 7
Ptk S5 HLEs 2 S AU IO S3E . & 2020 4F 1 A 10 H, ZSCHRTE SIAM Journal on Optimization +
FN T HEHMTE —. B, B R RO HL a7 21 5 I8 AU — KB FE A mi. TR [226]
¥4 Nesterov ML BTN FHFE S G A 6T W 38 20 1) 2 & s DAL o K BT 212 1) B2 % P it
N O(L/e+ (M +0)?/e?), Hort L J6EE5 K6 B8, M OB 73 Lipschitz 2%, o HFE
BUBEEER 7 2. FERREAE G iR @, SCER [196] K BENLIUBE FEE M B AR B R O(M + 0)?/ (pe)).
TER A b, TR [227) 1381 T BB AE O(/L/plog(L/e) + (M + )2/ (ue)). HTIEARET [/
THBEEVE, R, BEALERREVE AT MR PRSI e Ve, (H i LU RS S5 R ] LUE Y, SIRETE T hE
BUEE B SSd BE N IR B . T SR AR ) 2 A IR R ) 3, DU s Y SREVEAE R 8 K I AT I ) 2 JE AR AT
RE2x LU BT BIRS 2 50 47 1) i

AR, VF 2 HLEe 5 ST A 70 AR el 3 AT A BRAE R (5.1) FFoF 58 sm 2 20 B AR
K. SCHR [228] LEBEAUR EEVEARAR AN SRR B B0 At T, T DAAE SR b SRAG G2 A S0 2 ) [R] IR
UEBE MU BE I PRs kAR, SCHR [229] $EH T BENL T Z 480806 S (stochastic variance reduction gradient,
SVRG) %, TERIALER B SR BERE — BUN A THS — X e RIRR L G, JF FHIZANB R 18 77 22 BE /N
BENLEREE G* = Vi, (2F1) — Vi, (2) + G. A0SR BENIEE FE IR T S OB E A LU R 1, SVRG 153 T
O((n + L/u)log(1/e)) MR B, W FEEEEF LR O((nL/w)log(1/e)), Hr n BINZFEA AN 3
—DHh, il S RS, BELEEE EVE R R AT LA 2 O((n + /nL/u)log(1/¢)). Bk, 24 n
AEXY L/ BN, I SRE AR I S — @ L H (S W0k [230,231)). B, SCik [232] B 5T
TR — 1IN BENL T ZE 46V (variance-reduced accelerated gradient, VARAG), £ n 5 L/u ANFIH)
FEXS RN HREUAS 1 e RS, I HA 7 2 5 g5 i o I MR 4
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FEAE 8 b, SOk [213] B IR AT T BENUBE FER ISR BT, FHIE N T ik BIE Rl o ST flfa e
RO ZEIERIERE RN O(0?/e?). 1EAEM A BRATR & L, STk [233,234] 20 54T H3EY SVRG
B, RAF T LURREE T A AR R A . TR AR AR A b, 58 TR [235-237) SRt — D%
I T BRI S SR A4

5.4 MFRTEEE

ARHR T BRI B AR AR AL BRHRI 23, B B0 AR AR I 77 1) BE . AR B v A A
Fnoh B2 A0 SR BRI, FRAT TR X A 75 VR RRAE AL BR AR BEVE . HH T I () AT A AR /N, O
RIS, AAAR T PR RENS ST TRHBIEAR, 2 51 — PSR AARAL a) R AT RT3, FEk) iz i FIHE St
FIMLES 2% 2T (A0 SCHR [238,239]). 4% HB AR KR 7 BT, AT AAAR T BRI 73 A PR AR AR LA B LA AR
%, B A IR S 8 B G0 SR AL &, 1S S A R BT s DU S AT S . R AR R %
VRS A, F I FUE 2 3 BTG AR AR S LTI WS PE (1 SCik [240-242)), B 21 AL, AR
NEEER SRR A TR B E M. — D EE R Z Nesterov 2431 Fl Strohmer Fl Vershynin [244]
R FEIBANLALBRER BEVE. FRECTIRFRALbRIE, BENLALARIR BEVE I B A 25 5 i, B R A G4k
J&. TEMZ )5, Richtarik Fl Takéc [245:246) [{)— R 51 TARR BEHLALAR T B0 e 312 & AL 0] AT 3F4T
THE . SCHR (247, 248) K AR FRMH BE I AE XU e MU BT 2 E, BUS 1 4F T BEHLER BEVE R . ik
TR, TR ALRR T BEIE R T A AN D gk R, STk [249] UEBA T PG AAHR T FEVEII R 24 FE -3 H T ik
PEIRALTRE, RAELEZIIL TR ARARE B R E AL AL FRIE, (H S250 B R P A 75 7 SE PR PE R AR 4%
. T —IUTAE [250) A9 tH T IR KB, UESE T AERIAE TR T, TEIA AL BRI EE LU B AL AL bR
& O(d?) &, Hr d AR HL

EAF— 42142, Nesterov 243 7EH TAER WAL TN RUA I BENLAA RS, R 1Z T IR 2%
JEE B — AL BR AR BEVEAT TSt (R IR AN A A LE S bR N A AR AR 3, 3 2 [ Rl i Ik 2 s YR ik
REFEE AR, (HEEd K. 2 J5H AR [251) W& S n] DL i A48 518 4k S — IR BT T A A4
B, AT I3 A B FE VR IS AT IS TR R R i ik, A AESEBR A 2. STk [252] BT 1 s I AT AR5
FEVEAE S G in) @ B, SOk [253] R AL brph R R R B B A R B 2 E— &R T
E [254-256] B0k 1 RAETT 20, B IR0N 1 s ALFRBE FEIE X T Lipschitz 5.

AR, MBI 5 ) BN AR R A — AN FE N g 5. SR [257-259] 25— R A1 TAER A4
br I BEEE FTER R 2] FEPREAISK B 0 i — RV ZEIHLE 5 ) i 8 F. SCHR [260-262) 437
FU T AR BENL Ry 2 2 g AR e A EE D ARG 1) R AR T BRI S R IR R E RIS
REIRE. FEEERR, — BRIt 22 R REE AR 2 st w218 314 751 1)
WS, 75 A B — 5B/ 6, W Kurdyka-Lojasiewicz YE (S WSCHR [258,263)).

5.5 4SPiLEEL

LB UYL (proximal point method) J& 55 —FP SR g R FUABLHLAS 22 IR AG ) 8 BB 2077, 540
IR EEEAR L, &8I sE B R AN R 2 B A BRI H B AR R 3L f () BOBEEE(E S, T2 18 i — ik
T, 4 S5 0] R A R — R In) 22 R M. 2558 R o, AT RE 8 L Rt Y DU AR 1 o) R A

, 1
min f(x)+5llx—ffk|\§a (5.5)

3) WAL V(@) <e, H @ MR BRI A BEH L UK 7 ik A
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Horb v > 0 AFE IS EL R T2 CRIATIE M, RPR AR mVE RIS AEUE N 2F 4 = prox,, , («).
HLEEARARAL f(2), TR (5.5) HEHN A — R TG AL F AR R Bt v S8 5, 25 PFECE DS, AT SEA R
TG ORI R, SR [230,264] 73 Bi3R 1 HEALRNVE R DS AL SR T 2 25 5K Al
R (5.1). 3R AT5 9T A% IR 7 22 6 D ofs FEE VR A AA B B JRE 1k 85— i B0 21 il R e 2 SR A 43
TR, I REIE RIS AR A . HORBEFRAE AR IE VAR BE R E2R AT Nesterov JHIE AT
BEERT R BREAE E, TR B IRTH A RISIGE L.

77, AR RO AR A SR A TR PR SCER [265]) 3R TR SEERIHELE, KR
RS AR D R L, I RE B S N R AR AR . 2R e TR B T IR
IR, DY TR R L, AT () RO REIEIE. WRAEAE 1> 0 15

(@) > f) + (VF@).x—y) = Sl -yl

WIFR f(x) 2 p- SRR, T o NG REL B BIRE CAER ), AR f(2) 2 L- CHE R, WE
DLIRA IR L. — DEABII SRR p /N TR RS o< L, BNFRREL f(z) —AER.
AR R EOE A B QAR BOE N R, RS B B R UL 8T Nesterov MEESA ] LAk
B IMREENCE. B, SCHR [266] R QR I 5% SN g EATURS B2V 45 & KA BRAT i &, 20 SRH B
BUBE TS BUE bR ite, IR T O(u(n + /nL/p)/e?) KIRARE, 1R A L 47T Bl
T ZARREVE R IRE O(n¥/3L) /%), M ENELR AN 8 8L, SCHR [267] $2HE T 3T Ik R
T SCIERS A AR i, RIINTER 52 & S0 26 SR ety 311 R B8P Q13 7 0 R SR [262] R s A B
JEE 5 AR RURE S & R AR AR MG AR A R R, AR SRR 1) AS R T AR BRI B A
e SAGER . H A BB AU AT AFE H, R AR I i 52545 I S 4 5 T AR R PR — 83 T i 3 SR A

5.6 HNE3EF Newton 3%

T LT R ER AN R G, RO AE TR WL R RS ) AR
P THARFET —Fr &k, SRMAE— L 858 (19 10 4, Newton VEMIA SUESE I RE WA BN
FW 73, SCHR [268] 4387 T Newton VALEE & A @ ERIWCEME, HI0IUE T Newton VALE—SEHL2% 5 )
) R — B A A L. SCHR [269] B SCHF I EALEE BON B TE X IE A RS SR . fEN RUEER
Newton ¥%H!, #4i& IEM 7 A2 EGTHEL Hessian FEFERAREN O(nd?), MR ITRRAKERE N O(d?).
LI B K THRHELEER (n > d), FUERE IR O(nd?), Bk, THERSE TG 2t R4t
AT RMZ R G 25 A DB T LA B e — > i SRk i i 1], — 3 2 i) SR 2 0
BENLT AL T B B, EASUR 2R E R AT IR N FEARIE AT [A). 9140, 7E Newton V29 AT LIS
BEALEE S BN LR AT (2 WSk [270,271)) B95 XAl 5 Hessian R

5.7 —&LIRMfiLialRR

5.7.1 {RFREEFEMAL
[E—RHE MR A 1) R, Ay B\ — A I A AN 56 4 UL I b R AR AE . 1) R 2n
min  f(M)
Ml ( (5.6)
s.t. rank(M) < r,
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Hodpor /T m A RERR, F(M) ARSI b5 2k pR B ARRR DA 10 2 FH 60 465 40 P b 4
MK . B RGN EE LD 5. HTRRARENA BT, 22 g — Db, 5
— PR TTIE A A S AR KRR L) AR A% Y B 2 AR B T I, A BT, TR st g 1) A R
WG ER, anEeetE, el s AR A FE, T HL o] DR FH B B e A SR 2 0E T e A
(Z WICHR [272,273]). SRAFAZIGER) 1) RS 0 75 BB R0 ROV Bl A AR RV (2 ILSTHR (274, 275)),
B T 5E#E 1) SVD (singular value decomposition) 73 fif, AR i) U R IS UC SR #2212, 5
— TR R SCHR B SR B vk RTO JER SR A LR M TR oK EE S SEHE SVD A, SR, R R
W TTEA ARG IR BT, AR AR AR — 5 A R Z A, — AN KR R A 5t ) R i i 75
Yy e RN AEFE R, DR, SRR AR S R B R 5 K. MR IR AN ME AU — AN R ) S B
KA BENLE ] (sketch) F2AMAR PIECRRITAL, @i — e A FE R B T B3R (S WGk [277)).

T — P RR )8 7k BT AR AL, IR — KU A 2 T ESCR R . i, Ak
RAR B WONKTEERE M R P M= XYT, X e RV, Y € R™*7, g i ia) @i % A8 A xf [ 1-
ARG . BT X Y AN, THER AR e R R Y 2 B2 R R 07
1, RE SRR 2 NP A, HI0 S b 5 — A e gi v M ghi kg (3 B a AR, £ 45 0 @A 41
ATy RAEE. —Fh ot S S IR B e @ ) R e . SCER [278-281] UER T AE—E IR T, LAY )
2 R B AR B I AR AE — A R KR 5135k, R W46 s i BB X3, 35 AU T LA e WS B i i
e, 5 —Fwit 70 JEL g B T4 2% sR B 4 SR M T 0 A, BRAR A TRV B s R 2 N VE 22 SR i IX 3, (HLAE
—UEGRR (WR 2 AR, P LUIEW] R LA SR 2 R R L (2 0K [282-284]). K THIREE
i 2 A Y AR B, AT 2 LI R 250 SRR [285).

5.7.2 RS

TR 2 BB AR ) R A A AE BRI R T i DU, R B R AE DAL e b R B

Lee %5 [286] JIF 0 T #F — 285692 (AR, KRRRESL . ARFRBREETE . ARIT sUEFNEE T BRESS— M Sk
Ui, JUT-BTA BTG s BB AE PR AR 5. 2 5 BT AR [287) 4E3R™ 3k vl L AiERE 1 S Bk AN
s v B DA LG B V0 T R T8 R b B o IR AN, — S TR T — I BB B S B 4. X
R [288] T, TERINEIE T, Bh R SR 5 EAR O 7] 4 BE b B 8% 5. SCHR [289,290) A TR R fi il R
R T7 ), FERAEE AN T BEALRE RS TS 5t e 28 7 ¥ . SRR, — L T AR B @ R
FA =P A5 B AT DAL — B B9 B8 A R S B — B AR i, S AT DOE T RS E . it STk [291]
FH— B S AL SR A — 2 TE U Ak vk A7) )7 ) 8, 3 4 1 #A) 3 Hessian R FEANEFERY. SOk [292] 78
P P I Ao 2 A7 R S T R BRI o R B R P AT A SRV R e AR I R UL 8

5.7.3 REZIHHML

TR PESE 2] Fe AT LA o ) SR B BT FO R T, IRBERIZE P 28— S N R R IR BAR . SR R4
AT AL M2, Hinton 2981 J] OREE IX—FRIEKR DO TAL G “H 2 B, T 5 & W f AN LA S
FRA BN ARG, E TV, ANATTEH BB B ROR A 22 M 25 A58 DR OB AL
B EEERF UGS RIS AT R, AR RO, M T, RAE RIS (075 Z A R ik el —
Br5i%) BEARYEREAL, (B SERRRCRA fr EIR A BB FE. 32T ARG B QR R B 22 2] T A Sk
HERE.
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— FRCRI AT P2 V2 ORI D 2w B2 45 5 R B, IR 28 52 B N R B e DL A . St BEATL A2 ) B —
TR ER 2 I NS, SEEEEAR R, ShEEEARA T SRR EAE R, BN B R
RSB, %K Hinton BIBNHLAE [204] 4347 ELAL T AL SEBENLER LV . Bl &5 Nesterov M
AL, R IEEE e — MmN TR IER FRIB . 0T — SeR T B g ht) &8 AL ) ph 22
WA 2% ()45 7~ IR S T BB A R S Nesterov SLIE T ECRILS.

PRI GRI 55— R B G N EVEI N . iGN BRE YL (adaptive gradient, AdaGrad) HH
SCHR [205]) 1, T EEAL I — LU AR AP BE AL, AdaGrad VAR H FH P sE kB2 1) — fy
A, S ARSEIREARR P (5 2%), Wi A Rt A O R 0 R 3 R-E. AdaGrad 1
AN Z AL T2 7 52 AR FE R AR [R], Tt T 39E AR, AR AT Re AR IL R A E R 2, TR H 2 RE.
G I B AR R FUIMACE S5 1) Bod NG, I T SRR L 27 SI A (2 SR [296-299)). REE
SEBRA T SZ MG, H 1S RO IEARAS B S B0E 8. SR [300] 7828 UK n) @ rhouliig B 5 i R
ZARE ) B 55 T RENUER S, W BEROGE A A IR 55— J7 T8, A TAE (4n3C8R [301,302])
i th 3 B A — e b (nsEAL A ) L AR RO BTN E% ) LEBEATURE ORI IR S AR R
I, FERIVEREA Z RIS B0 B2, 5 BRI A8 5C. anqer 22~ Pt R 1 2 =) SRk e ATy
e MR AR ) (2 WOCHR (303, 304)).

SE BEHLRR BEVE R #2228 A0 AR 1) i 32 a8 8, (AT AN 2D At B SR FAt 505 5 1 R 22
2. SCHR [305] K AR ALFRIR V220 2 VISR 42 X 45 | 12 002 LU BB HLAE B2 Re SR TR B 5 T 384T, (H
R 2 B2 A AA g AR . SR [306] 4 4 B bR REGH 0 R FIH Frank-
Wolfe V223K i1 17, HHT Frank-Wolfe 552K v LB BN, DRI, 2777 LU BEN LB FE 1/ 2 5
TR, AE NGRS 7] SERE 15 TR T UG 1 S5 RS B2 e i A RBOR

TREE 5 2 A — N BB R W FE s, B 1 BA B4R R SRR R, A AN/ B T 50
Je&, Aot Ao X 2 1) 4 e WA L A3 AT B0T) R S AU b 22 I 246 1308, 3091 £ [T R, AR T0VERS AR
JE2 S BRI SN JT L. R TR EE 2 I A SE 2 gk f, m DA W K 250 SCHR [310].

5.8 IhgE

ARFTAE T — L FEHL A8 27 > 1 5 B AL SR A0 5 B 7 v R B R AN LA RE AR A 2]
K, BEACLENLER 52 2] R I N R B T2 TR N, T HLAS 22 ST oA s A ok 7 SR BBk AR, S0
A, BATIONIE R 2 2T h B R K A TUANRr R B e, RER 2 10) R S SR 17 T B0
SRR O, (H IS P i ) AT AT FEA R e NG %, dl il R B 2 i8S SRR AL 4544, =L
EEAR W, — @R E AR T i 2 BT AL, T BE G HLEs 22 ] 5L AR W A8 L, sk ik
Z WL G R BB R A, FERTII R A TR E S IR, MLES 5 I 0T 98 B n p 2 MY
AN E A AR, T ) B B AR A A N B R B 2R B AR A, B R %43 F Yann LeCun 1
ZAEFT S MO RS “Who is afraid of non-convex loss functions?”, A M AR BEARIR IFHLAL, (HAE Y45
RIFESChRrh B A . DAL, Al s 2R 2 I 22 SN ZEARE NP A (] @, 22250 R AR (1 Hk k.
W4y, ey SE A AR AL AR M ABE A O RSO — A B FE B B TR AR R I 2 R Ak )

6 (AAEEFPIMHEE

FEARGE AL TR AT FE T, AT I I IR el i Ry o, ettt BT X Ve I 5 Sk, AR TT
SN AL A B A, A IR e f D22 KRR I R k. Bl 2 1 R S5 An LA AR
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SRARFEIE R RIS FE I R, 2 0 TU 8 T a6 22l A B R AN Sk i o 2 45 1, JF R i T
—EE RGN T R ARG B AR S R AT ERLA 1, BN AT A Y 32 T VA A T
FI 4. H TR R A BT HLAL & i R AR R A Oy =2 5, PRI % A 2 ) HLAR A, DA R
R BT AR AN A8 SR 2 VA AMBUR T

6.1 ETZ&MMXIAEERRRLEE

KERIHE AT LLFROR & (TR ) BRI 1), JF 7T LSRR 20 30 5 - F1F iS5 7 ikt
AT SRAE, 5 A 5 25 0 s Xk CAEAT B 0. AR 3 B9 S n g B e e P el i Rt e ) B A 4 SRR
SR TELI TR, I KA S [ (2 PR g AR S L I . e 3 s it R SEL T4 i) 7
FRIG5HE), B PR UL 5 5 BORKE SR BT S IR AT I AR R B 70 AT ARSI EZ N ES LR [311]
SRR L.

6.1.1 ET MMt REMNE L

FE 2 R B R o VL IE IR 85\ 38 i ) BRI e RO UL ) R o, R S50l P e M A8 st o) AR B — S A7
FE 9 2 SR R I B UM, TR, 3 it 1) R0 PR e D0 PR 00 i i de D A Rl b, J I
FAE SR AL AR 5t 17 80— 5 W] DAAS B RE A e e, DA KB MG il RN 81, 483 5 T ) ) B 1 19X 2%
G=(V,E), = v AR T RS, E AR RILNES. Al e = (i — j) KIERE XN ofe) =i,
LR NN d(e) = j. B X ze NEIATL e LHVHUE, RS IUNAR BB H AT S S KRR .. K
NPEATATHIA (i — j) ¢ B (BFEEMIL (i — i) ERRRRER ¢; = 0. BAMER O 3% N
D 1y B R BRI B n] ASRIE g BB 2 1 ) T

max Z Toj
JjeEV
s.t. Z -rfuj = Zmiqn Xﬂ‘ﬁﬁﬁﬁg v e V/{O,D},
jev i€V (6.1)
0 < 745 < ¢y, XETER i,j €V,
rij € Z, XA i,5 € V.
T AN 5 0]
max Z Zoj
JjeV
st > @y — Y ww =0, MAK veV/H{O,D}, (6.2)
JEV 1%
0 < @y < ¢y, YR i,5 € V.

AR A E A BL R vy BT ESMW EFRLARZAIN, &2 HBIAE @« F j RIS
2 AR RN 1A 1. #E—2P i AT DOIE B 4 R i R PR R AN A LR RE (totally
unimodular matrix), BPAEFERAER DT REFHFERATAIACN 1. —1 80 0. BHZe MR B Atk v] 47 i
SCATENT THI ) E B

EIE 6.1 FRAEL MR A

max{c'x | Az < b,z > 0}
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HRERE A IR A KB RE, HARAR & b 2R, IR A A B At w AT A RO R,
AR TSRS A AR (BRAE TG 5 ) — 5 2 B

A RE A AR () 790 23 WLOCHR [312). Bodc i, o i K BE RO 1] R ] ) FH DL S0 T

EIE 6.2 (Ghouila-Houri) R —" n x m FIHE A = (A;;) FHRIEHIGER A; #2041 5
—1, JFHAFE—MT B) £EHHE] R = Ry U Ry fERXHEM—4T 4, A

Z A5 — Z ai; € {—1,0,+1},

1€ERy 1€R>
B TZ A — 5 S A K ARAE .

B0 Iy — G ) 5, R AR LA R I 8 ) R B B AN A A KB B, {H L e s ot ) R ) e A7
TERIBR AR, — RIS, R RIR T B 5 1T R R hBUE P Mok P, A
LR 2 MU B AR R, 250010 &, PR 55 0 A, RE R RN B FH TS SR, DR IE
PN ERDE AT AR, W e AT i BRI, AR 2 =1 (0) AR (AHIEH)
T 4. FCREESCI R (v L ) 2 1 A it ) 850y

min Z CiT;
=%

st @ +x; > 1, XTETER (i, ) € E, (6:3)
0<z; <1, XFrAMicV.

Xt T IR AR R AR N RN AT, B RS AR U AR ES By MR ARES Vs
(zi =0 F z; = 1 AFTRERINS R IL). MRIX LD Eg MM G, AU MR z; + 25 = 1. %
JEE G HYIEE 7 S, BEANIEE Y SO, WERAFAE AN TSN BL A A NTE, AT @7 10 B4
Koy +x; =1, WS LA @ #7 2 = 0 8w, = 1. WEARENER 7 SR AMEAERAN T
RS L AR HE NS, A A IR ARRE, RAE m DR m DL, IXANEA m kil — N
BT TR B B Aoy <O, Fob g AN B — 2630, JF HAE— R — . dT
(R RO ZE M TG OG, At LA R (K R 0 s R 2 . AT K BE I B, BT 9 o = 1/2 A BRARIEIL 23R
zi +x; =1 BRL. L, XA EE D AR o #55 T 1/2.

EIR 6.3 LMEMRIE (6.3) HAEMTRA T ATAE T 2 —EBUA 0. 1 8 1/2.

Aol 5 FEIERPAT HUHE P I /N K AR BRI (8] ) B (makespan). 1 N MLEE M AMES, 1
55 i fENLAS § B TARERSE] py; AR 5 200 E TAR K 2k LORIERMESS I 2RI R G L as
FrER DR — NN AR T, (3 5  HLAR 35 v LAZERS 8] T P4 58 B A, XA 1) 83 1) B 4500 k)
A, AR B B R 2 WA 20T, BRI R 3 SR AT A A S A AR . A T AT M v 2
AR B ARG o0 ) A AE SR ABA R D AR AR A ) (B T3 70 SO AR B D). Lenstra 55 8131 FIHJIX
OISR, TERTRTAT A HH A, A5 ] 0 ) R SR 0ORE S SR A AR D B, PRIEAERE B LA 1
POESER 2 TAF— AT A,

EIR 6.4 WIRTAR i fEHLE j BRI TAERAS py ARG — E5F ¢, IF HZ M) 1)t

N
inj‘ :1,3320}

j=1

M
min {T ‘ BRI § 8 S pyey < T, RPHRTIE i
=1

R RAE A T, BAAFAE— TAR AR A HLEEIILE T + ¢ I Ta) 4 58 438 LA
FAREE R oy Tl 19w 2 D3GR (311, 313).
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6.1.2 ETZ&MMotEAREEL

FH B2 P St iR A SR AR ) o LB BER A, R e e A st ) 1 32 88 e ) DU R SR VR BT LA 3 AN
AT RENLFENE. R, o (6 2) SKARIRIEHY ] R IR B Ad FH I 2R k.

YT (L) ML, FRATLAZ B[ B KT 2 1% (maximum satisfiability) [ ZEA). 1
) B 5 2L F-4K Bool & by,... b, KRMKE, 15 TH)ES C PGl LR TR ER K. 476
¢ =Vest 0i)V (Vg bi) Bl R AHICEN T i € ST, H by = 1; KA i e 57, H b = 0. 3
LR St 7] RNy

max E WeYe

ceC

st Y @it Yy (I—2) >y, WHHM ceC, (6.4)
iest i€ss
0<z, y <1, SRR i eN, ceC.

S5 E MR AR M (2, y), B b; NIMHE z; WPRSZ Bernoulli 736, W 741 ¢ € C i 2 IR A

- J -2y x [Laiz1—e st 2ess 090 51 _ove > (1 -0y
ieST ieSs

PR, 2 T AR B SZ LS T IS 1 — et (IR A, SCHR (314, 315) KUk E 5 & M A,
B, RO R AL PE ] E R ST A 3/4.
EAEPIRIRA R R (WPPATHLHRR R, HARIRAAFME 3, 2y = 1, @ > 0 RIRXMSREFE

PUFRIRSENG, B TAE ¢ DUBEER oy HRRINLES § b R & TAEZ AR B ST BEHL SN, 2L
& j _ERENLSE RN R EAECN Y0, pijmy, W72

\/Zp?jﬂfij(l —xij) < \/Zp?jxij~
i i

N LR SRR TR AR KA A R e o 2 itk B RHEZY SR, R AN S S ORIEZI SR (AnbLas Y
K TARI) ORISR AE A Markov AN (— M RAZ il 20 AR A st A
#), Chebyshev AFF3 (— BUHISRFL H o — HE R &) 1 Hoeffding ANAEZ (— B FH RAL 5t B 1 il At
FEORUERBER T R LI BEsh, 3T H AR s BN R0, He 58 1B16) 4EB T BEHLAS B AE 918 —
R 22

1 1

Horb we REBENLIER ¢ MIESE (kurtosis), ke XS0 & — MBIV AL

X R8N T 5, AT BEML A SRR E AR S st R R SR i, R A TR IR A, —
Hneh T (BN RAE ) [TEWPES —HS 58 N. 5% « KHREZ Vi(S) BukT
HprfRd e S, HARRALEZ N A . W e =1 (32 = 0) RFKYR j $RIR (8L
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ARIR) 55 54 i, TEM(E BRI 500 B AP T, i) R T DA SEASE I it e DA ek LK) 1)

max Y Vi(S)yi(S)

iEN,SC27

st x> yi(S), MAMieN, jeScC2/,
iji =1, XTI jeJ,
1EN

z;; >0, XMNPAEKIieN, jed

(6.5)

FEIX S o) @ b 75 B Al — 2 BEAL R R I A B, TR 75 SR FH AR SRSZ BEAL . Kleinberg M1
Tardos P17 7| F G MR R 0 AR 100 K/ K R v R BEATL S v, R0k v A ) 00 ot A B AT 22 1 281 ) — A
Z 5% F PR ARG, Ge 45 B18] S8 I 48 YR 24 TR R G SR A Hh 1) — A a5, I s i s Ay
BENLUIRIESE 1 UL, St m] DLBR AR BSOS R E A i 8O A e, RIEXHMR 2 B8 B 4%
HIBEHLZE A AT LGS Hh T B R 3R 20 A JUATREHLSEVE A Kleinberg 45 HOAH S REATLSRLIAE 48 K 22 H i)
i@ AR —EL

IEAh, Ageev Fl Sviridenko B9 #1177 Pipage Rounding 57k,  BEBIEER X — M B % n) it
max{L(z) | x € X}, {7 X RRBIES, L(r) && NAEREBES LT AR E (it
). RJE, FOEER AT X7 N TR BARRREL L(z) HIRASBIRALAE oF, RGN oF HRE DA
B BRHUE BE 47 5 HLREH0 BN RO 2 S W AT R, R ORIEREAS L B0t (B d, J7 ) B9
B F BRI, BRI, f BT AR o KRB AT dy, (81 @ + td, 1IEF K
A S TR — AN o BHO B 2 (Fa i) ATAT AL F(a + tdy) X ¢ BN PELRIE TP
MPZEDF =AW o B (B EEZHE F NEAZE). BERAE oALC HREERET 1L,
H F(@ALC) > F(2b). 1T F 2 L BB g, JAVRIIE T 2ALC & L s —> e TR I L.
Pipage Rounding SLiZ7E—MRFR VR 7] & 13200, 7ty 2 FH BR ] (1 5 K 78 o 321 4508 22 jUr P LA 1 AR 0F
HIROR. e, 7RO, T 2 AT KR BUR RARMIEIT R F, ZANREC AR
BHNMFEREEZ — (W0 [322,323)).

6.1.3 XHMBEFREX

oy R BEE ) B A A il e 850 G A I @ PR 5 ), AN st i) R ) — 2 = o) R R B ()
AAT - WM& (ATAT) AT R, B R —2H 3 () BRI AT - X ATAT AR, BRSS9 008 e 22, %t
AR ATAT AR X AR E A B A i v A A B ) 5, DRIt IR B0 b A ¢ 3 ) U 5 mT A7 A A A8 T AT i
2 [B)F Ee A5 B AT 75 3 S R A L. & 85478 76 1) A, Goemans A Williamson 324 25 H 7 FE - GHE
T FVE R FE N L T HAMA S S A . SRR & i B B & TR — A H B RS E
mITARICER. B XES S FIHN Cs, WL E 25 =1 (8 25 = 0) FERER (BAER) £46 S.
FLRHORRI T A it SRR

min Z 051‘5'
SCS

s.t. Z rg > 1, XTARIILE 4, (6.6)
S:es

xg >0, XA S CS.
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FOXH A 7 FL
max Z Yi
i€EN
st. Y yi<Cs, WHAHM SCS, (6.7)
i:i€S
yi =0, XA BITEE i

Bt S BAEAIRN Cs M T, y 1 I TP XA AT FE (R ], I FL AT IR o6 0 HOTF%, LA
ST L4 BT S 1K (B0 g, LARDREROATHUBEK). M o = 0 Al y = 0 JFI, BrE3T FFIFE I
TRk, KIS FTH i BT K. AT S A RIETIG, ST i € S BIF%, 34 zg = L.
AT T SRR, B 1. BEVRARE T X BAR y BORTAR e, bbb, SRR (S (A
A% P P A S T, B g £ 0 AL Yo gwn = O IERBIEAIFK 0 A5 RE AR
AN FHET T, FTBL, Y g,eqs > 1, BIXANIEE ¢ W BRI B . b4, X8
AT RBE L, (R e £ 0, M Sgusms < fi < f, KH fi BILE ¢ MHUE (HBLNSES K
0, T f = max fi B SRS A BEROBIE. AR AT R 50, SL BRI R R £
I 6.5 IR B 1

OPT = min{ch | Az > b,z > 0}
S FRHE )
OPT = max{bTy | ATy < ¢,y >0}

FEAE—H TR (2, y) IR R W T 264
(1) EEAMAGEIE. 25 > 0 HHALH

¢ <o i Aijyis
=1
(2) B EAMATSEAE. v > 0 2 HAY

pb; = Z Aijz;,
j=1

M apbTy > Tz, 7 H
1
Tz <aBOPT, bly> @OPT.

AR IE 78 S B ALk b v LR FH B i 1) 2 4 s e MR K (factor-revealing LP) AT A, il
n, Jain & (325:3261 Jeas 7 gkl (] B 0 0P AR S SR A A B B 5. BT V0 R R — Le 2 B
SRV P A AR AR B RO AR E S AL, R SR BRI A 2 H ) 5% R e A 9 I e A TE SRR 20 TR, T Ak
EU U A 2t 00 H e Ve B AR B BT 4 7. DRI, e R ALA B i) A 2 A R — S e MR ) R, T
DA% 368 1 B SR AR 2 R ] RS 2] il AU AL LE L 5. S B o e M AR 3 T i SR 78 SRR AN
RERIRUFEE R AR HAT A BB/ TR, £ 2 MU N4 2 B H.
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6.2 ETHIEEMRMMENBIESRILEE

b 1 I RIS HE AT R R R, R I UG Sl X e R 2R MR A A Y 244 5t 2H & i) R (1) 8
AR, Goemans Fl Williamson 3271 & 2 1] FH 2= 1E 72 FURIAR 5t R M ckedk 1 Axds 3 At 40 (1 e K &
] BTG, ST Feige M1 Goemans 3281 25 FH SR o it T 85 K35 2 10 A (Max-SAT) Al KA 1
PR PN e

B G = (V, E) HIEERIA (i,7) € B AAETAE Wy, sk 0] H bR 254 B T s 4
EV NP I B KA 3 B AL MR E . Goemans A1 Williamson 327 K 2; =1 80 z; = —1,
FIET R @ o BBy, FFEA R IR AL:

Wy = max Z wijl _;ixj

(i.j)€EE (6.8)

st 2? =1, MA@

IR AT A B LA PRORA st RS~ I W el ]

1- X
SD __ . 1)
W3+ = max Z Wi 5
(i,5)eE
st X, =1, WETEN (6.9)
X > 0.

(6.9) & ) 1R BRI ), w] DASKRfR e i X, KR IR AR R X B B NS & B T 25
B, A AR BB AR & ¢ ~ N (0, X), 854 x; = sign(&;). Goemans Fl Williamson (327 SIERH Y R Y
7€ H:

EE 6.6 (FEFEE o, X TAERERL (4,5) € B, MRS 2

E(l _;ixj> = %arccos(Xij) > al — Xij,
X HEIERLIN o ~ 0.878577.

IIEALEEAE UGC (unique game conjecture) JEA8 Y FLIN & R 1. MEIEM S IRAAAE — D B I3
fif. HITRERE X GREIEERRE, FAAAESSHERE U 15 X = UTU. & M U K% i 508 w;, |
T oufu = X = 1, BIULPITA B w;, #ORRALFE. K o, BHHREEALER ERAE, & ATUE RS (BRI
BRI BEHLITIE o A wg KIAR, T @ AR DTT R o VIR R RIMES. A RA N
0;; = arccos(u; - u;) = arccos(X;;) KA BB VIFIFIMAEN L arccos(X;;).

RARFI— M ik K, AR B FI s K U R FL R SRR, 3Tk K
e, FTLCRA K — 1 4B E) rp DUSUSO S K ASTIS R B AE T R T R 9 70 BB IR AE, 15
U o ) 7L

WP = max Z wij%(l — Xij)
(.9)eE

st. Xy =1, XPAM (6.10)

Xy > e, B R,

X >0.
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AT BUR I BOE AT B, i, K =3 TN 5 BB BAES ke M HALY 2 = 327 FIANTIAY
i MG AR VIEI R E G, W 2 - 2, = 1; B Rez; = — 3. DRI, o] AT DAARAR

(i.J)€E (6.11)
s.t. z; € {17e§”7e%7”'}7 XA .

SR JFAA st - I R i

2
WéSD = Imax Z wwg(l - ReZZ-j)
(i,j)eE

ReZy > —3, MBI i 1

Z =0, B Z J& Hermite 45 [%.

MR IEE AR ReZ WA RCSEEBENLAZ & ¢ ~ N (0, 2), SR MBENLUIE] (8O 2 =401 m i 451
&) 3291 BT 193] 0.836 HIMTILALL:

E(1 — 2%;) > 0.836008(1 — Zy;).

D, 7R RKE 5% (max-bisection) Al KFA7#] (max-balanced-cut) [ @, Xf VJE|EA
)R INAFAE — 5 P2 0K, SRS Frieze A1 Jerrum (B30 FEZIH RN B (eT2)? < ¢ LAFEHIDIE]
G RN, N RLAERA iR SR A e Xe < o BI]. BER i e AP IR @ FBEfE X Al — MR
LF ), SRS IE BENL RS (B IR SRS PRI BIE AR/, 25, Ye B3U 45 T 43 M Pt
JTABL B B2 i () 485 BRI U A0l b B ) 0.699, Raghavendra Al Tan 3321 1] F S I 26 14 21 20 o1 ) 1
T4 (Lasserre lift-and-project system) ¥ UTAEL 203t 2 0.85, Austrin Z5 8331 3 — 25 Mol U oL kb st 2]
0.8776. MLIUTAALLTE UGC & AN B 2 K11

AR, Bl A 1R A E B AT VR RIS, I A A T4 2R AT B AU B AL (Favith) A%
BEARR SR AR, FE BT AN B9, B0, Natarajan &5 334 5 —JSBEATLAE A in) UFE A0 R 42 1E 2 fL A )
Kong %5 [335) | FI Hip 1F 78 A R AL A0 BR BE AL TR 1] 338, S50 07 T RAFI AR

6.3 RARMMALRIAEM L

FEAEGEE R, AR 8 IRE 2 ik AN FI B AR 5 B B IRIE A S Pk i e A
SN DN EL F(S). —ANEMRE R B80T HEOH B, B 5 e g il ik i et
B NGRS AESEER AR, KR AN 8 AR BCRAT AL 22 00 B R R E S, XS bR A R O AR B
B FAATE S AT ™ R K, 7 1 R FERRH I B X B HIOE SO (1% B2 )+ IR A R 0k
AL (ZWCHR [336]), H Lovasz 3 3KEE M g5k, BRI AT DUR AT M A0 75 3235 B R A e 2 H A ok £k
fRrsse /M TR, BeAl, L2 o3 B 5 SO T U1 pR 5 ) R 28, BRI X e A Il AR AT mT AR Y e
P o P 3 ey o R (A Ak B DL B2 A Bl A PR SR AT 1 P A AR, A T DL VTSI Y A0 fEL B
B A AT OB BT 5, O HL DA 9 A 7T BLRSIE HY R R Bl A iR HEARL I Vondrdk B37] §7
AL R B O A R 2 5 SR I 58, Topkis 1338) 25 7 R B 1) IS Y il R0 (OORBE AR A B A 7 Sz e
f¥IREH, Murota (3361 A48 7 8 AR B 0™ B8 BUME 5T SO L 0 BV Al 5 Sk 0 Jod b A 21 R o B
HEANE 5T LA RS
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6.3.1 RIREEE X KX EAM R

BEE (AREKE): MNTEAPERERDA o Ay, € <80 F <57 185, 7 iR 6]
FEAYEEUR K (/) 1A

(xVy); =max{z;, v}, (xAy); =min{z,;,y;}.

MR N — MRS X, B35S X AW <80 M <5 BHERIEEES X A, —KIEETR%E
JER RS NI B HUN UG R . R RS, SRR RS (4R S) AR HES.
KT REGH N EEES: 2 S ESINEE Cartesian BUL R HES, T RAEEERMN
RS X BAAE— DK T M— bR o, ZREE {(2,y) ax — by > ¢} 1E o F b 52
RS

EfReRE CRAERE): 7R U X X W, B EE SN 2,y € X, A

f@)+ fly) = flzVy) + flzry).
WAT RN 264, R w0 >0, FFH v 5 v MHEEE, B4
fl@x+u) = flz) = flz+u+v) = f(z+0).

X T RERBON S, RSN T Hessian 4505 A AUAERH A JC R A EBIEIE.

Lovész 1 3: RIBLREL f(x) : {0, 1} — R 1) Lovasz ¥5K¥ fL(x) = Bef({i : 2 > &}) BREM
BIRUE {0, 1} Sh R BFEZE € SOk [0, 1), ot & 4 [0, 1] Z I8 )35 70 A . A2 B HUE K {0, 1Y
b, fE=f. HT Lovasz §7 5K I E X730 GHEEE), Hods/ME A i ORAE — € 7T LE R A7 [0, 1)V (1)L
it ERE]. — /MBS Lovéasz ¥ ik iax Ao, B

min{f(z) | z € {0,1}} = min{fL(z) | = € [0,1]"V}.

AN, SHERRILE v € [0,1)V, H Lovész ¥ ik R B HERBERZ N + 1 MES LRIUE (1%
x; WR/NEEATHER) RIAT.
SEEMY I KR f(2): {0,1}Y - R ZELWY KA

My =37 £ [Ta: [T -2,

SCN i€S ¢S

WA N RS S M RBEHEHIEE R 16, Bk, nTRLR R F SMFEHOEGREL £ XK
BAERFNYE S R 2R (an SR e oA e AR &), T 2 HEAMY skie O (M), Hig/h
(B AN RAE — € vl PAZE R AT 3 [0, Y BUih 5t EHCE, — M KA R 2 4 v sk X Ao, B

max{fM(z) | z € [0,1]V} = max{f(x) | = € {0,1}V}.

X R A, A DL B

(1) (Lovész 3 Ik MM IE) RAEEEEL f(x) - {0,131 — R ) Lovész F7 k2 ok (8 B e S
{0, 13N EAEIE f s ERE).

(2) (OrEtEe ) RWE f g B SES X = {0,1}Y ERREEREL FHMMIEE v e X, H
f(z) = —g(), WAFAEDT S B 1t bR 2 L(2) (1S XMER 2 € X, B f(2) > L(z) > —g(2).

933



ARPRAE: BUCHLALEE R -5 N

(3) (FRMIEIRNE) WAL f(z,t) 0 S — R BT XAEMBES S C X x T ERRBLREL, HH X
AT H#R & RUER, AR TR E ¢, BIUHES X*(t) = argmin{f(z,t) : (z,t) € S} M HE
A, HEHRRKT ¢ A, W H F(t) = min{f(z,t) : (z,t) € S} ~WAES {3 (x,t) € S} EHIK
TR AL

6.3.2 RIEESRBRIMEFIRAIL

PARE G RBRME: XN T URESRE f(2) - {0, 1}V = R, HTH Lovédsz 75K f& & [0,1]V
R e K, PR ET PR ILAE [0, 1Y _ERJER/ME. B Lovész §75KET

min{f(z) [z € {0,1}"} = min{f*(z) | = € [0,1]"},

B IME R SRR AL £ AR {0, 1} _ERYEME. [EAERRE, R P AN, R R E AR
AR TT ARG 45 B ) R S S (OB B, DRI G AT DA 22 MR P S0 BE VR RO SR A I B /M.
SR ARG R AR IME e R AL AR TR X6 B A AR X, Schirijver 339 25 YRS TR SLIE TR 2 O(n®) AR, O(n7)
RERBSEA On®) RIUNizE Bl 7 51 Twata-Fleischeer-Fugishige 5% B4 gt ] O(n” Inn)
DR BB S DU MIE 5. Hochbaum (3420 3F— 30 M & QiR aTAT3802& {0, 13N W7 S E &, B R
Hts M I JEAFAE 58 2 TR TR) R0

RIREESRBBARML: — NIBF SR K K B (max-K-cover) [, 45E 24 S fl—4
BB {S1,..., Sn}, FHRIAH K MEBESKTCE MRS, K 2, =1 B2, =0 RBES S,
PR AR, W E RS F o (0,1)Y — R NG A P RITEE N F(A) = U, S
EER F KRS HEH A R ). X T8k R B KA R max{f(A) | |A| < K, A C N},
B TR (B ININTTER KGR IR (B W0k 343]) & 1- (1 - 2)F > 1- 1. Bk
P = NP, EAMERIEE 1 - 2 ZEK (A0 [344]). WREE F 2 E A% (H2 3R 580),
Buchbinder 45 B4} BUHIIHT A - J5 MGG REVETTA ] L in b, I Bax AN a2 51 (2
DLk [346]). B8 — MBI B2 HUFE (matroid) ZY3R IR SR KA IR RE max{f(S) : S € I}. #FF I
EXNEES N K TEMBREG TR JRSLE), T2 2 R & (1) SENMILLE; (2) Mg
[ FEENBSLEE,; (3) §ikPER (WAL A WHNIEE B uRZ, WAFAE A I —A oo ®, KL
% B BEERIMAIE). MR f RFRERET, Vondrak P37 g SR AR VL (R R Rh
%) 133 f K2 B RRE M A1 - L — e IR, AR )EX M 34T Pipage Rounding
CSCSE A ) B T AT A 380 [RIRE R ABh B AR 22 20 G )RR W] DA e A 9 UL R 240 TR 1) 0ASE B R Ak )
AR N, () BRI E R R, A m AIEK (S P) M T Frgtls (M —, BIEES
AN L). i i RERIRES S MUt Wi(S;) ks Hir2F 8t ala Y, wi(sh)
RN R UG 7 BC T 2. AL TR TR 5 3 m D& (6, 4), MR SR E T &
{81,802, .., Sm} BB RIEES M(S) = U {(5,4) | j € Si}. B M FIEREEN X = P x L, MOLEN
I={SCX||SN{Px{j}} <1,j€L}. FKpHh, —BABIR B 7] LA SALTT AL R T
R B i KA ) R R, R B Y B e AR T RN — AR IR I A7 AE 1 — L I Rh b, iR R
HF W (v, B)- P ECALH, B R & e KA AP AE 1_317/8 WALAEE (2 WOCHR [347)).

aRE: SRV R B B F] DL SUFE— s e b, (HRAEH SIS — U UEH TG
FHRHIH B R (E ST {0, 13Y). ) BREU p R b f5 E S sm B Hu N M, 4o L8
48 D WRON Li- MY HAUKES L(D) = {(z,t) |z —tee Dt € Z,} RFGSES, XH e 411
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B OEXAE L WES D BB f ROy L B HALY g(a,t) = f(x —te) /& L(D) EHIIK
BERRHL. R, 2 D = ZN A5 T

f(@)+ () >f<r;yJ> +f<[x;yD

L (YR E fAE LA RS D IR R ME R R B R/ME. Lovasz 375K 2 S5 T e B
5K, ILAERES L2 W3S D P IECIME €5 TE D BB Lovdsz 375K 1 MiR/ME. E308E
by

Vi(z,y) = min{F(z,y) + aVipa(y) | (z,y) € X}

L WERRE F(z,y) & LA~ KA, X 2 L WS, MM LSRR Vi(x) 52 LA "MEREL. PR
TEBNZS PEAFE BRSE 2/ B AR 2 T 2 OCEZRER.

BEAk, — AT BRI 4 X I 7 7 ) 2 Onn B8] S FA &M MRIE R 51 T, H—BE%E
BIMES £ B d SRERE W, BESHTERE S MR ¢ - RYT — R, HHE iR
max{> .. C(W(e)) | F € S}. MATIEM TAELERE d BUNIEE T, IBELYHR T 4 E DR i
FB) 2 it 22 TN [R) AT AR ), ELAA SR, AR 22 701 in) R0 (v 43 ) 1) D)« BRE 2R 1m) R A o™ 1) — ¥k Fa
VR I 45 S 7 22 TGS ) P g ).

7 BERMHEESEZX

B (RS BEIR) MAZ IR AL R R AR B (R SRR ) R AR SE Ltk ]
A BE AR R SN KRR T 1 B R e, e AT B B TR A AE
FLH] (2 WLCHR [349-352]). Biltn, FEGR R, 0-1 ZYHE B0 5 m] DURIAR 2 75 R IBCE R SR, — R
BB T W] AR A AR 7 SR VE R R SRR R AESRTHEARE T (RN, B R 1 ST AR 7]
SR AR oK ORI Pk, 5 I I A I AN (), B 2 g =l 15 B P 2 e R O R i) L ] e
NP Xt fE B Ve B AR AR A 1) A A 20 22 U TR SR A S5, DR, SR SR Rt AL v
RO PR SRR VT R SR AR A3 5 B A I L R R 45 A S DD AR K.

7.1 REBEHRMLEEN—REE

SRAAEEE AR 1) AR W A ) — SR VE SVAME 2R 1 B AR 95 28 i (B ¢ - e A RiE A RE K
F3%%) FE T2 AT X RS (RS S MR I EEAM AL AT R EE) MRS (B4
Jif+ Lagrange 7} fi#f1 Benders 73 i), Bk 1 i3 FHra IR SE5Sb, i0A — RSRFEERE T 204
) Grobner 3 2 T ORI B ACEAL IR R SR ARSI (WnSCHR [353]). AR/ BT x He il i
prpes AEE-SE

732 BT DL DR SR BV RO AL 1) AL ) 2 SR e I . Eh T 55 3R IR T SRR AR AR, AR DS
A SE N DI SERTAT KRR A FRAE “0 32 - 5 Bkl F5 24 59 (branch and bound algorithm). 7}
S - R G HERESRARAT AT B RO A [ UK B Ak 1) — MU SRI2AE R (2 ILSCRR [351]). e ZE B ARZ AR
A LR AT AT XARIE AL S /N 5 (3 30), RJG 73 BISR X 28 148 B2 id b it (7 D, SR A
st ) RS At 1A SO _E SR e TR A Sl FUBOAS R 7 SR B SR B T SR RN SR P R 1
PR IRHAT O3 E], TR T S5 AT, DO BIINEESR AR RCR. AN et B AL )
ming{cTx | Az < b,z € Z"} R E YRR, H Zr RoRBEES. fEILn@d, 2L R
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JE R st ) B ming {cTa | Aw < 0}, ARATREIET, SRAFAL i 17 LS A R T SR K — AN R 5. fBei
SRARFA 5 1 RS A3 B R SE R 20 = (29,29, ..., af); W RAEEEH A — N ARREHR & o) 17030 5
JEORBTFIATRRIX IO A o < (2] My > |20 +1, o |y| R TET y MIBOREBEL ikl
X BEAST ) P BEATHA 5t ) ISR AR, 100, 2032 @ < |2 ] XERLHS T RO {ca | Aw < b,z < [29]).
FERFANIR] - [ A 5t ) AR SR A R P, A RS S A5 28— N RO &, WIS TAT A e 7 B )
FAR R B 5 T, 8 Hoth 7y SRR St i R AR SR AR R r, G SRS 7 SR ot 170 LR 1o FR) B AR 188 09
T, HEWRE L Tz > Ta, AR SORPHEIE T XA Mg oy <308, i 87 had
FETT DA RO R R AR PE. 703 - A5 A2 — MESRIE R S, FORMRCRIE I T LA
DIE: (i) RS DA ot ) R AR I () B, BIOEL T R S AR A o . o st ) LR R 1)
IR T R R BT T eSS BT R, MR AN AR A2 3L, (i) AR ot )R AR K L AR
st ] R SR AR AR DR AE T SR A RN 18] Y AT AR R 20 32 (19 ) WO, R SR oth i R, A8
RN AR B Jrik: ST s AAR S RN - [ ot R SR AR R R
FAEAE AT JE 0, SR A e (0 RA 5t 75 9208 % 75 2 I TS IR, (i) B 4% 5 200 ST AR B AR
PSR AEHETE BT RE, 228 170 ST AR R 70 SR X BE AR SR R AT AR R .
I EITRZR 73 SRS A R LRSI R ) BRSBTS R EETE. L3 [349-351] X33 - &
T LR AT IR . Achterberg 55 354 Xf LG T &0/ SR e i1, IR T AT SEI 20 ST
J5i%. Morrison % B%°1 BN eI S5 T 732 - RE Fr A% AR 7 SCHENE L2 R IR 28 SRS A I 5 5
Ostrowski 55 1396 £ B A X FR i 1 OV & BE B2 MEAL AL IR R HE T B 20 3 - e SRS T
BRI RACR. SCHR [357) A28 1 R M B B R SRAR S AE BT 0 3 - 8 B PR T A A
T

Z 1 BEHOTAT il SR 5 TF B B R 2 M BE R AL ] B o — KRB, e, #1°F T (cutting
plane method) SVEFE SR AR LL e E BB L i FU b s AT 28 1T v i) 2 BB AR A, A T ) it
I AN ANSE LT, A AL ot ) ) e D AR BE K. 11 I BRI A AN A 5, oA
Joi s 2 R BT AT AL R B, B RS A 0-1 A TR R AT X A

{z €{0,1}5 | 221 — bag + 3 — 324 + x5 < —3}.

Moy =0 M ay =0 B, INAERELDAERN 201 + 23 + a5, HFLEHN -3, B, EXFEEL FA
FAEFATRE, BRI DUMAARZE R 20 + 24 > 1 AERFPPI (ABAER) RIRIE 20 A1 2y AS[FIETEL
0. BIFFEQR] [ 317 Az E1 S T 1) 7 v 2 B BRI 000 — AN B2 0y 5. e rp = A P T e AR 7 9
/& Chvétal-Gomory (CG) 7% (ZW.3CHR [350]). HE—NMEHES (v € 27 | Y1 iz = b}, HH
a; € R F b e R #RZALE. FH CG INETT MG EIFIAER Y0 Las)z < b)), EADFFIHIAERAE
Gomory HIFFIHI. S5 & ALK Y1 | azx; = b, TS EIAZE

n

D (ai = lai))ws = b — [bil,

i=1
AN EXWPEFRN Gomory M EHIFTH. T Bk = A ISP /7%, Gomory fi7 tH, 7E A i ] &
AW CG FIFIH, H Fk WS REUR (2 WOCHR [351]). X TR G B IR, 1 CG
TIEA—E R B BAEA. FFHEEE S — RPFRAER S H P (mixed-integer rounding cut)
W75, A —4e a1, BIEES A = {(z,y) e RL X Z | y+z > b} MEESR B = {(z,y) €
Ry XZ|y—ao<b} IR f=0b—[b] >0, MAERX x> f([b] —y) £ES A WARAZENL, AEX
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y < [b] + 125 REG B AN RGBT I A 7kl DAES 85— B n 4E s [E]
(ZWL3CHR [(351]). DUARESE T S HE T 2 T AR A A RO 5 R, Jiinger 55 3581 48 7 mT LA %1
STV 2 ROR M VR B SO RIS 1)~ 18 550025 N At 432 375 W] AR KR T 7 V2 ) R
(ISR [359)). EIAK MR T2, B — MR 4 & 3170 3CE S E SR E 23 3 - RI°F
Bk RIS N 2 — JE Be A BCR MR IRAT 7 5] @ (traveling salesman problem). Grotschel Fll
Holland B0 45 7 4332 - BV BAAE SR RAT 7 ) R ) & R RLA . 72493 - BIPP I, R
B E S A BRI EF I (lifting cut) AHTHCESFI (disjunctive cutting plane). $EFE]FH#)
T ) 2 AR, A S v 4 P I (A DR s BB AR IR B, AR5 SR RS AN ZR AL 1 77 U
I (2 WOCHR [361]). &R EIFIHIM A STE 0-1 R4k @b ) 2 HAR MR R G BV KR (B
WICHR [362]). Gu &% 3631 B 5E T Kt Fp F 42 A B0°F I 777%. Chen 1 Dai B4 W53 7 41 5 51 $2 F+
| PIHIELS € B/ NE T 5 N RS E 2 B ) L, E A T iZ ) @98 02 NP R, Ceria 25369 518 T
PRI I AL — BB e b RN A SERME FZEERS, T oA 1 24 EF AN X
J Ie] R R 2 A8 K, A W TR H AT BAZS & N s B I DR SR A . (n STk [366)). 72487 FH 1~ THI B
TSP 2N ZIR R, Wik A IS B SRR A IR &, Dey 1 Molinaro [267]
ECAL T 25 B ~F- TR BT 0 AN [ e ) 3, T8 1 e g3~ T 7 77 A — e g 45 L
BRRE, BRrxtdt: GRA M) BERALKB 7T MM O T a2, EES 5, R B
& m (lattice) Fi& . BEOMAZ#ACESE TR C& R HLBURZIM 456 T HR A AR I 1) TAE 2
Lenstra (308) i tH #1757, UEBH T 45515 7 0 22 RS B0 R vl R 22 Tt (] T SR AR 1. B E AL
RER) KOS T, BEG T 2 MR HOM I SR P SR A 25 SR AR IR R AT T Ol R . b i A AR
17 GUROBI. CPLEX #l FICO XPRESS S5 ISR ds. WAL AE SR ] oh JCidhAE A 20 8] 3SR )
BAAY IILAE AT ALE & 3 [R] YR AR (S ILSCHR [369] X & P LA SR A48 IR BE X EE). 5 b IRI R, Ay
TR HT AR RN 52 bR 2 B 75 2R 4 SRARE R RS BB e A I At 9 Bk, e RS F) B o &l
) (BUAEMTE R TR ) FIFELR AR TR K (SRS AR, FERORLIN 8] P SR i A8 b A
BENLZHG AL AR 2 AR RS ). X S8 TR SR AP B A FEh2 Ak 1 3 1 U R 7 ).

7.2 AREMEHMML

FELMEREEAUAL 10 2 45 H b bR Bl 2 R0 15 AR B R R SR AL 1) . AR 2 BRI 1)
TR 5T 32 B A A SRS IR B, FEA LA 70 T ARt HUBIE . Dol A 7= iRl 2B R
e R A 7= i 3 S5 AR PR 1 22 I FH R T DA AR 2 M S AR A T U SR SR (40 STk 352, 370]). %
IS ] B P FOME A T T Lagrange MHMBEL R FIRERE R E L AMEEE L. T X Bender 43
LA FI T SRR AN S A A SRR R K R (S W0 [370-372]). A1, AR R AL R 1) R Gt
e SN S S BRI B AT R0 5 A B A A ) R AT AR R Z2 . AR 2 B0 A i) R AT 9 S AR
HCT 1) A B RV RFR S5 4, B0 AN R ) R, R AR S AN [F). RS 70 3 - 78 S SVEHE SR TS ARE
T AR BRI 0, A0S AN [ F e AR R A st 1) R ) SR AN ). g, =l DI A 1) R ) e 5
P it [ REATS SR S — AN e S AR o @, A By gl & — N HE LUK AR K 1) R SCRR [373]) AR St B ik il
BT RS RB. 7EFE IR R T, Hemmecke S5 HIZ5ARSCHR [374) X IEL i BB I ZEREFR IR T RSt
B R, A5 0 [F R YRR HOR R BT SR A T R Gy, SOk [375) B AN B UL kA
()07 R AR B A R A TR R, TR T B FE T B ST [352,370] RN 1 SRAFIELR It BEEOI R 1 %
FRSRLIEANH T, 20 A8 90 FAX, HEVLAL B AN PY R BEVE R A e 0 A1 2 RS 0 S Ay SR T ) S8 B AT
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Jiidi. AR/INAT B[ L2 AT DR O Ak AR 3 SR )RR R ) AR 2R M ALK 1) R
PR E R 0-1 BURECR & 1) IR Ak ) 2 B AT e T B 5 A T A e 1 RE R AL )/, e ARV 2
SURA T VZ R (2 WOCHR [352,370]). BRI 0-1 IR AEAL 1A @A) LR IR

(01QP) myin{yTQy |y € {0,1}"},

e @ &—MXHRHMEME. EVZRAHS, RERRERERN {(-1,1}, /TRUEEER ¢ = (2 + 1),
x; € {—1,1}, B B 0-1 R EVR AL i) B AEAN AR Ry

(BQP) min{zTQz + Tz |z e {-1,1}"},

Hp ce R R 0-1 B RIRAL IR AR NP SER, 240005 Q BRI, i L
Tt A [R) 52 4 FE (R SR AR, i, 24 @ mIAE X Moc#l R AR IR sedl, 8l Q MRk e E, Bl
FE Q & =X A FERERT, XTI 0-1 TELI R IR LA IR R o] AR B R M. Li 55 B76 Bgs 7arbl
TS (B SR A (1) (BQP) 0] 7. 388 5 S 50O I i ) e DA 12 S A A2 M A 1, {HL 2 55 ) /8 (BQP),
Beck Fl Teboulle 3771 £ 4 7 Z1f i J 5 LA 1R 70 23 b B4 AF. 6T — R 0-1 IR ARk 1), 22354114
T SRIRE TR G 2 A ik, BT . Ak i BT SN S RS, X
Bk [370,378] XX ELT7EM T ARG, 1R 3 - @ SRS T 7R B G At 1) R LK AR R A &
XA (BQP), -1 Mkl (F1 B ) fAsth iz in) @44t Tt Seba it (ESAATHRIE 2; € {—1,1}
AN x; € [—1,1]) BEHIFATL T v (2 0L 3CHR [362,379,380]). 1918 (BQP) 112} & BRI FA 5t AT Ll
i Z My AR, BEFOERE (BQP) M (A% —ME, 7T LLRBSENEIN), K 2, € {—1,1} F
By 22 =1, W8 (BQP) 7] LAE Mg — AN A IR BT AR A I . & e @ i g (e
HEFRVE Shor #asth), P LA Lagrange % B 15 2.

max{e'y | Q — diag(y) = 0,y € R"},
yeR”
Hrdr diag(y) R AILRNHE y B AHERE, e R4 1 MR, Ll 2w BRI = r e i) @t 2&
I)r(l'gsl{XoQ | Xiu=1,i=1,...,n; X = 0}.

WS X =22, WHA 2 € {0, 1} HMT X =0, Xy =1 H X BIFRN 1. ATEUE H_Eid 2 I
TSR T RN 1 ESR. EH AN C 43R K Goemans A1 Williamson 327 i F iR 2 52 Mk
st H e RE ) 0.8756 FATA SR, R s RH il @b, 3 A AR 2 AR, BT DA, SR 1n] R LG
FR (BQP) TR K. ST — R PER (BQP) 7], Nesterov B8U 45 HH T 2 ~ 0.637 WIS, 7ESE
B . FH 2 BRI vk e SR (379 A9F 78T A stk 1) RN 5 i) 0T 1 1) BT A0 U1 ) . Sun 55 1380) 42 H 3@
I B TCALZS (cell enumeration) F5EVE T DAYRR/IN ¥ 58 FURI =28 BOGHE TATBR, AT T HR ¥ FLRI45 20 mT
FTARIFUE:. M1 SR R AR B R, Kim AT Kojima 382 #F 78 7 48 F —BMAEAC AL R (BQP)
I (PR RL. TE SR ARRE B A ) S5 1501 |, Helmberg Fi1 Rendl B33 B K Rendl %5 334 {§i ] Bundle J5
VESRAEY g RIRA st 1) J H85 670 3 - @ SRR 1 SRS (BQP) 1) &) s 2. R Ti%
BT KR R 45 Big-Mac & H TSR AR 1228 1] 8 55 A 800 SR s

EA 42 0-1 IRBUALA ) 8 mT 8 gk 51 N B A0 5 o ) R 55 A A i Ry 2 M VR B B R 1
. RS FIR 0-1 ZIRAALIAE (01QP), SI NFHBIR AR & i = viy; (i # 5) My = y2 = y;. %I
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FIAT ASE A AR

n n
min E E Qijyij
Yij < N

1=1 j=1

st vig <Yis Yij SYj Yty — 1<y, ViFEg,
0<yy; <1, ywe{0,1}, i=1,...,n

XMAR i AR Fes AR, (EREGIN O(n?) BUE R BIR AR BN O(n?) BEKIZHR. FILAESE
RS A, TR IR AN . SR [(385] R T — R A A A T k. TR R SR E SN
O(n) BUE MBI SEAZ B O(n) BUEMENELIR, I VEBOIE IR 0-1 Z XA i N A 4L dF
.

BEXT 0-1 OB R 53— SR SR A I RS W IE A S T AR Burer (386
FE A AT LSS e e oy — Sk 1 P IR HERI AL TR, HR T TR A T A D B AR
NC,={QeS|2TQx >0,Vz e RT}. FJEUWIT 0-1 BE AL v -

min{z"Qz + 2¢ x| Ax = b,z > 0,2 € {0,1}"},

Hh, A = (a1,a2,...,am), b = (b1,...,by). Burer 386 35 HiZ W M) e UM SE A T 20 T B IESESR AL

i) 7
€ CZ} ,

Herp, ¢ REVPIEHE C, B AE. RO P IEHERAL & — AN I A i R, P I 4R O R TR aQ A e SR i
5L PR S P, LA (R RGBT O R BB & T AR it 1 R W IR SR A ) R R e R E
TS IEHER 2. — BRI GEFR4ERE KT 5) FIRIE—MERE R 75 8 T 1 IR B e X e A
W)@ T A IEHER: NP- SEa e, oy 1 Z0m by IR 4, SCHR (387, 388] A ARG 2 B -1 J7 Ak stk i
I iy R 1) 2 R R R I . A7 O Bl I HEE T (Rt — 25 TARIE A5 SR [389]. RVEATIR 2 B0
Rl i R T EASEAN 2R O B IEHEAIC A 1P AL, AELRE of Bip I 5 A D0 A0 O S0 FUAR AR AE A SR B BL, Bomze (388]
ST PR IEAEDR AL 3t

A SR AL AR — A [ 5 — SR A SC B rh A S BN R i g ar
HEBAELGIEHERMER R T A “BE”, R 2 e RIHLE 2 = 0 3 |, < 2 < w,
0 <l <u BEHARRIBREAE 2 WARFTTRONEEZ BRG], ZRARBPARNEMTRLIR. 1L
RARAL ) FURT AR IR

12T

Ax:b,ajTXaj :bj,(Ej :ij7j:].7...,n,

min{ Qe X +2¢x
X z X

min{ f(z) | z; € {0} U [li,wi),i =1,...,n, [lzflo < K,z € XY},

Hrb o= (21,...,2,)7, flo) 2 DOBREL (20 # o WARED BN, K BT n B, 208
HHAZER ER, X For o M7 R EE TSR R RS, B,
AL R H R, WK B A XU BE 7 5 2 5 5 M (B ISR [390]). 8 HL AT L, 24 HpL
A BT, 75 ERIMREE AN 2 (% ARy AL 3% ] (unit commitment) 7]/, 2 WCHR [391]).
R a R IUME, ATAEZ RGN 0-1 BBHARR 2 € {0,1}, i = 1,...,n, FREHLAREHN
—zily < i < zwg, Yopy 2z < K JRIAEEEN AN — MR G BB R L RUE f(2) LR HEE
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M IR R, BRI RS NP HMERARAL ) R SR A ESERASAN 73 3 - 8 FEIE R 2R & B AL
) B RCR LA (2 WL SCHR (390, 392]). Frangioni 45 B9U $2 H A FliEMAA L (perspective relaxation)
1) 5 4 R M A7 s s it ) R )3 1 AR R AE ) R AAL RS B L. STk (393, 394] 1% 071280
FHTASR] a) 3, E54E S50 36 BRI N I R ot mT DL 25 42 FHR & B AU AL B AL ) SR A 240, M AR Rk
f(@) AWM R, Bienstock B2 4 H 1 3T & FhESF I BVA R SRAFAESE. xR A AR
F, SCHR [390] FH ™ =k bR E i JUART PR BUAGDE 1A R e R — B I AT %, IRRZ T 1A A
GRS - R EIE . HUE S R X TR0 A S A AL SR AR 8 AL T 7 T B A SR A
2. W] Kim 55 B9 BT T 5 A A AR 2R AL AK 1n) 8, 5K FH B T R e 1 T 80N
AREE. A AR B AR A TR B AR A 18] REE T A P i G B IZ SR (W STk [352]).
H AT BV B 7T 00 SRR 7925 32 BEET R TR LR B [l @, Wi E B SR A A K B AR G Mt 2 AT AR 4L
AR i (RS S AR 87 P 7R LA 1 ] R

7.3 HSRFEISEHKMKL

BEA LS 2 I B2 N, 1855 5L SO IR st A8 B 27 21 B THE B AR SR
AR (Z WOCHR [396)). Hlas 7 IR REREEILAL (TR & BA M4l & k) mFE 250 9
Ji: I3, AT RAR B R A SRR B SR R SR, BN, AR 5 - R AR T DA B oK g
SRRy SRR ST I, A AR AL 3] B SE T VA T AR T 22 i B (0 2% AH 5% ] R
IR RS IR R, SRR R B I AR 2 BE TR, 050 - 5 AR T SRR SRR
BRI . JUF BT BB A SR AR 25 2 i T ERE SR, IR 0N 1 0 A0 R B2 55 FL At D5 3 T
BE. FERT S DRI 7> 3 - B R FEFRCE AR, G0 SR BRINNFF 8 Fa st i B
HeFE (cheap or tight bound) MHRZ 7> SCHIMFF U FE4E. XL HA 1R IR BER M R, RIS
o AERR N TR S H 7 AR SARHARTS . B U, BEE DL S SR AW, F 5%
WL 2 T 1003 - 8 FHEE T ) &b SR (112645 17 AL Khalil 45 BO7) I H) o SRR vt 1 — M
WLER 27 ST B0 20 03 SR SR, LR BB I 7 SR s BRI, Alvarez 55 981 3R 1 T LA
SRSy SGEIT. IARTY S - FIP T A IE A AL b 2= A R BN R RS R FF 1. ESE A
R ZH 1 BRI T FHAEHOUT IR, R R 2 PR A R 1 B2 . LA 2% ) ST LA L
fipppR BT B 26 # 17) RE. Tang 45 990 ¥eit 7 — ANEREESRAL S IHELE, T Re s U0 RF 1. BR T
Gy SCRVEF DGR, LA 2 2 B0 a] DA R B AL 45 4 3R 4T 1245 Bonami 55 1001 BF 58 1 #E VR G 8
HARACTE A SOE B TR H bR ok B e AL A B 0 i R A A T4 s o) R 4 Sy — A 4 R L 48
o SERREER I ZRIG, HARIEAL T H TS s R A SRAR 2. Kruber 45 1O i B AH F IR B AR, BT T
B AR SLIR L B R R 5 TR LA 2 X S 7 s R R AR — A 2R B P A, A
TR FH 5 A 257 ST SRR T SR AR RS 3 T IR A HEZR B0 ) R4 7 L 2K 2 [ B (knapsack-like) B &
AT AT 2 B BEO SR M 246 [0 B SCHR [402] 323 722 FH T2 %08, 1Z0CHRGS & s A6 = >R ik
NJ7 gk 2 s AR RS RE, DU B2 AN R Li 55 1031 JIIgR T — AN BB
25 LA T B Tt IAE S R A IR P REME . DA ESX SSRIF SO R AR S iR e, IF BAFA 2 ik thidl
g SR AT R B T B U RO A SRR R AL (supporting vector machine, SVM)+ TR BE N 2%
(deep network) BLF G2~ 2] (reinforcement learning) &5 7 V2N AR Y 1) 77 5 SR AR 504 i LA 3T, A
TV 2R B X 3 B A SR S BT SN (0 R BE R 3. TS 39 ) I A, R e 0 T LA B s ARl I
U2 R 3005 3L Rty e 7y o, Bk 7 R A NS 22 2 SRR R R U
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W IR TEAb, A 2 ELER AR LA o7 ST P i T 5 T 1) 3fe 13 SR A B e A i) L i S v A
TXREBTIRAE — Lef R IR G5 AL A B DU AL i) R R B T B B PE (Z SR (404, 405]). KEpLER o
SVEE PR RE T R FUL AR IR R BT B, B AT SRR S B ROEIE A IR R IR R 2 H. 5
— 51, LR S ST BOR 2 0 e s Kl (1, BF T e X sl 7 AR TR A SR A
BB A I Y ) L

8 MLHNZIT

WSR2 3F 54 BT 7T B — A EERE S U, FmE 7T H R it M B R 4, 15
Ir U ANAR SN TR SRR S LI BTE I BN, B R AT Tk B T2 5 b i A AL EE,
FE i (W) - BACHH) Fisher T4, LLAYIVIZZ A Arrow-Debreu %) HAAAERRIEHIT (T
R 51 ST MRS 5 # AL 5, AR R AR AL TR B AL B A AR —
fEcd Sk SRR, R B /WL 51 M OSR, E 3 (GEA) BoR Ak FR e 0 B A B G
WA RGN, L2 E BRI B AL O S HOR ME PSRN S AL %5 BINHR SR AN, wL
e LY KT 1) g B I S AV T A B A 2R (incentive compatibility), B/ 212 18 B & BSE I i 50
e, AN T SRICE KA ot i e 41 i 75 B RS A A5 R IR KR TR AR HME B e & L, B SR A I
] 5% (ex-post or ex-ante), WA 734 G RBUMAEE (dominant-strategy incentive-compatible, DSIC)
1 Bayes BWilHH% (Bayesian incentive-compatible, BIC) P AR, HILEHEE 2R B MR
S E PR HOE G OU SRS, Bl HAb SER i tir, B AR AR B SR ESEOME, B, 55 s
FASEAURE X R DL Bayes SRR A — MK SANKITE HAt S5 1 {8 R £, (R RGE f AT B — A4
S8 73 A I T DUAR S 24 B Al O M1 S 5670 A 6 HA SE SR M8 e B0EAT Bayes HEWT. WRAEE —A 3%
SR R A SE 5 BRI B 4% O B SN s B AT 1A, WIALHIBAR N Bayes WURNHH 2.

FEARZ W FU, S B AT DL A 25 8 LA R 70 M SRR T4 1) e A o A A2 — A3
By RS R AR, B, RS2 E R o FISEHT b AEN TR, R RE R EL (b, v)
(IMEDY v BEGY b IER) (SR, BERNZ T 55 e VERLR] )R, s 26 AR AR SR AL, 1
BT R — A TTAT AL, 10 AE SO0 AT AT AR T 45 L SR 0L 5, JF et e BT AL Y GERL) A
A RE.

8.1 HZEAHHINFILIT

EEE IR PRy IR N S R UIe S I E SRR e M E By RN E R i Pt S FN 22N AR W= EES
AT BURLAL) B KA (ALY, M R BRI B A B, St 4 sE b 2 — miirdn
S AR A BB, 6 — ) 2P i 2 A S, B A A SRR B Vickrey-Clarke-Groves
(VCG) FASEHLH 1064081 MLl Ak b S ISR (MRS ST ZE RGuIE V2R 1F 208
PRI, LABSCRAMRIAT A, AT RO ORAE T AR 28 5 B AR 2 1) — Bt IR Ok U A A . B
SRICHLHIR SRR AR 1, (ER AL SE it T 5220, tHE M. Rl VCG BLHIAN 2 3% F -
P (balanced budget), EAR 2 I i+ 28 75 Z40 32 77 #-AT KMEAM A 7] LLSAT, PLIAEIR S P AR — 8
(FI SR AE. Pekee A1 Rothkopf 409 S 2H & 411 S5 ) U 75 2258 FE ) 5 A 1] SR 1t 1 2 I 2704

Mt KA S NSRS IR # B, Myerson TE3R# DUR 55542 (0 e R H 2 AL e vk 8 (4100 o 4
BT ELWERIEN (the revealing principle), YT & LA ERAFE— ANl 4T B ML, Wi 4k
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NEEE A LR IR s A2 — R, P R 7 2 Hr B i B 1) T AT B 2 AL X Tl 47
FASZHLE, F032 N P B9 5 73 BB R SE SR I 22 2 P SE X SE M IR & b = (by, ..., by,) BUATAT 25 [H]
MR R L P, SRS A AU 0 S N s e R b FIBRSR @ ERE. K E o RIS
W o BAEIRIR, Py(v,b) BIES&E, ML AN LKA EW G A S S & P &R E, Kk DUH
SRR MR, K 1) LA — AN TE 55 42 M LRI iR . Miyerson FH MEAE T M S SR MU A 3] B 5K
W SR, ST T B R EURN AR S R S e A SE AL 40 SR SE S A AT S ML R IR (B 2R )
o3, BEHLEI S T2 R B A B0 58 i Ta 4. Vohra 411 2 2388 3o 440 72 A S 5% Y 41 1) 3 S48 FA) ke
0¥, BESL T B Bayes WUBIAH ARSI, 10 2 77 dh U AR B HLEI R S 2%, SR [412]) 5 bt
FOFAT TN TEHBHILRR. Cai 55 B13-415] F FARAGHE RS OB BB 25 T S AL A 4 21 ).

BT AL S FR MBS S0, £ RZHUETE T R BeF R Bl AT L. Sk [416] IF
AR T HREAUNE S FTAT VR BRI, Al B8 H P AT M 5 e D S EL R IS a4 K. L AU £
AT 2 WCHR [417). AR, BEXT SEBEH S BAS e MERUANER E VE, BIF AR T 625 I SRR LA, JF
TE R AT ) — AT AT RS B4, Carroll H18] BFFT T AH PR &M, 45 SR 5 % Gravin A1
Lu 419 gk, Chen %5 4200 JEBH T AFHE— /N5 70 A ORI HA LA LHI 56 4 L2 2.42, IABIL RTINS b
G, SEAMRY T XA 2 ISR SCER [421,422] BFFE T B S A S I 40 AR TG SR I L A G
ZRIR W] 2 WOCHR [423).

8.2 B H M EIR ) AR T

TEAC M 2%, RIS 538 H HIL R 208 R SBAT AR T B, Papadimitriou 424 $2H 7
A Z I B HRR A T RGCR I, Roughgarden 425 2 JE N T @ 4% H AR 1O B 4.
Papadimitriou Fl Valiant 4261 iiF B 0] L@ — MM SRS HLHIE RS E S 58 A RIEF R G m bk
W&, B — b, Sandholm 270 5 H BT (N DR T LS — M A& SRS AL A — AN T A 2 5
H R H AR AT (potential game).

7F HARE FRATEE, SCRik [428,429] B0 T UCHC m) @A AL e, SCRik [430,431) 89S T & [ ) 8
FHLEI T, B3GR R E I, He %5 (4920 R 00 BR800 SR 8 B 28 FH RO R e b (s I
F (A BRI RZE (e r Bl Vinn), (HES REIF S 5% RSB ERL K, 7F
BRI RE R, KR BT TR B BOR BoR, TERONSERR S EOR B &0 T, ML 4t
LM SR BEMAIET )L (RELSE AT 1%).

9 MUFEEEGFEEPHINA

JEAT A B A LB i R T S8 rh i BB R — B AR AR P A RSO (R DL R A R
BAEM. B 20 W25, TR GBI GR] T Z RN, A B IR R AT DL
WE] Harris 433 75 1913 F42H L 55T 84L& (economic order quantity, EOQ) #A! JFH 1950 4F
BT JE TR TR IBUR . AT A8 PR AR B A i) i B A 0 i b A g B 25 37 5, DR SEi A 7o ot o 75 7 4
Be. AhBRE D, RISATRERs ILE AR AT GR B2 . 7 7 — O 1z ) U ROy /M (18R 1T 5% A7t ANk
TR RUAS, RIS 5 0 A2 AH SV 25 L0 R AL o R, e aad o3 Afr AR AR I A I A LR A S ) P A7 3L 55
W, AR K 32 BN TR SR AN & FREE T 1 A7 B ) i

BEATL I A7 B e AR R O R BB ) Arrow 55 434) 7F 1051 fFRH. BACRUL, R
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PR 2 F8  fE — MRFE AR R ZE R 2 D R AORSZ I IR U SRABBEA LR AL 6 2 IR AR, — 8>
B2 SRAN B AR, R A2 R X AR B B T REHOR AN, ez, dniR Atk 1 2 AR, T
R IRAE IR AR X, M HREE O AR ARSI X TR, R DA ST R I EeA AL
A

m>igcq +E[h(¢g— D) + p(D — ¢)7],
>

Sofr g RIS D R R TR, BRI B ¢ AT SR b R ARG
Rrag A (BRI A p BB (BURROIFI); o — max (2,0}, 76 LALLM
th, cq RETHRE, THHISAT B bt o AR D, MRG0 S 0 RS P2 h IR, 2t
RARE D TR o, WA p (BRI, AR, 6 T %0, L ok
A ATER S A, S5 P, T4 W BIIOAR Q7 WA F(QF) = B55, BNLORTT S iRILE (6 7
SRl R T 1t

B A2 R 0 A b DR A A, 0t S P 245 28 T RETET 644 Pl 45 57 5,
R T 4 SARALBIR. B R, AT R LA A BB A7 B0 ) — B 5 T 1

(1) Markov e B (6 B A7 o (0 8 F. 350K A2 WL P 175 T TR S 9 92 0 L, %
et 2 0 20 FOE A7 8 6 0 W 2

(2) FAi RGBS AL

(3) M LR AL LE Pl A7 B O .

(4) T2y ) AT HE A R L

9.1 MDP EEHFEEHHNA

FEAR AR o — AR ES R B 2 R IR AR R AE 2 R A, AL FE 2 S T R A AR . (H
FERS T RAR I T Al T 5, FLEAF B AT A, B 5 0035 A B L 2 O i m] DAAE S — R s . o
DA, A B I REAE AT R 5 25 ) 22 T SR SR ) e, 00— BRI 1] ) A7 TR SR A ke R AL Ak R, MDP
— LA AT ST R A B e ) B BTV BRI A Lo 2 1) i I ) R M o B S5 M ME S E MDP (13
RAARA IS AR 0] DIOR B, M1 HH 55 R AE B 2L (optimal value function) HJFEFPEEFIVET, 21 Z) i
HBAIE 1T B 56 s 1 5 ) P o (structural properties). %?%%%%E’]%Mﬁﬁ, PEAT SRS A A i
AR N HME S HUIAL, 3K AT LR K v A7 SR A AL FO R

Scarf M HAVEFALE 1960 AR PR SCZK MDP B 2 PEA7 4 BE ) /8 b 10T 8L AR (3
JLSCHR [435,436]). EAIFEREHL A7 PR JTSUS AAT B2 L. Scarf 4391 BIF ST A2 A 8] 7€ 1T B2 A
(fixed order cost) FJZ2 i IR e A7 PILIF) . 5541 28 1r) UAH B, 20 TR AR 180 224 ST ) R A7 AE R SR [
W, I HAT Bt A — A 5T SRACE o R M E A, AnAT BUE LA A I oy i 72 v f AR B 2 P 4%
) R ) ARt A R IXRE I BB T B A7 vH R A . 56 ¢ 130040, ke Sk AR 24 i v vl A
R BER qp, I g PTULEDIY 2IT%; AR5, PSR MR T oK (FEHIRIT TR0, e bl A&,
A Dy), I LB AR R 2 T 7 oK SR FE SRANBER 8 &0 2 (R Rl 1] I EEAF ), IR
0 2 B 75 SR P AR BT p FRIBR B AR I 45455 i B2 ) BE A7 K /2 (backorder); 2, MR IR A
RIEAE, WEA TR AR RAL b BIRFDT A, REEFH I HAr g i MER G T BB SRR

T
min E[Z[Klth + e+ h(ze +q, — D)™+ p(Dy — 2 — q1)7]

q1,--,q7 20 paet

943



ARPRAE: BUCHLALEE R -5 N

s.t. xt+1:xt+qt_Dtv t:].,...,T—].,

Hrf, KRB EIT TR, 1,50 RIRREEC ¢ > 0 BN 1, BUHEAESR 0; 2, £RH ¢ JIAVIM
W AR, X BAIIE AT oy 22, W T ¢ > 1, oy T2 R L R 3807 18, HAh S5
AN & (A SCE R R, (H 2L R AR AE B AL bR, o A1 D, #EEAHEHLIE.

FTR, ASCEH MDP FIHERON R b il B AT . 52 U MME R F () Oh: 4858 24 TiTAE
55 ¢ WIIAHREEAE N « BTETE N, WS ¢ WSS T IR/ N E B A, e 2 i s fi o e

Fi(z) = —cx +min{Gt(x),rrl>in[K+ Gt(y)]}, t=1,...,T -1,
y>x

Fr(z) = —cuz,

|

Gi(y) = cy + E[h(y — D)* + p(D —y)" + Fi1a(y — D)].

T FIRBAR G AR E eI A K =0, AN TAERER t = 1,..., T, UERE F(x) &
R, RN AT Fr(x) 2k, 37 B YELE b st 7 R s AR v DL— B R IR . BT
Fy(z) B e, o] BLUE B TAE R A ¢, #AFE N HARAKF Sy, SALIIAT B SRS At 2, W R IHwImy
FEEAFART Sy, WIVT BRALAR ZEAF K F- 2L Sy, 5 WIATT 1], SR 0E — AR PR RS A7 SIS (base-stock
policy). RTM, G [ EIT B RAA N 0, WA] LLIE R RE R 2L Fy(z) AF2 MR N T Fi(2)
S5 R, Scarf 4351 52 SUT7 — BT () b ™ bR B — A R BNE & — K ™ (K-convex) BR#R, Hop
K > 0 /28 LREMER N — S5 R, —MONRECB AR K RE, R AR WSGE T K
M P IR S LT RIS A AT DL OR B, BDOHE = A ¢, SUE R Fy(x) & K R
Ve S T 2 A AT PR SRR SR 26 (s, S) WM ST TATREEM ¢, £AE— NN s, A BREARK
Sy, SIZIIWIAE AT AR T AN A s, I, T SRR AR KPR T 2 H AR EEAE K Sy, B MEANT
1. (s,5) HEMg LRV AR B )2 I AT SR 2 —.

Clark 1 Scarf 4361 7E 1960 4 & K 1 53 4 — i SCHRAF 7T (KR BN 75 R IAIE T 2 ek SR A7 R 5t
(multi-echelon serial inventory system) FJE 1T B2 HEME. Z RS & — A N REEXNERF RS & -
IO e N ZR G A B A (A I R ¢ B, o 18] 6 P A B 06 A B 100 2 R RO ERI R oK, BN
PG P D00 i) S92 T 7 ) BEATL 75 K. P 1) )3 i e 2 — o IR 8] (BT IT), 7o i 7 %% A0 P R A7 i
PR LA AR, Fe I 20 G SR AN B S I ¥ A 5 1 5 SRR 7 A A L IR R B AR ] R ) A
1 AR E RGO A AR ST TR i /ME R G — B R R S lAs. 1%00E H
MDP S 1% a] @7 @A, 78 LT ZFE A7 /KF (echelon inventory position) IR, MR A ] @47
Ir i, AE— AN SRR I B Ay — R PR E R — 4EOUAL )R A A, R ZAIE] T R Gem) sAiah
BERME S - FEPEAF RN (echelon-base-stock policy). 1S —FEHIAE, 1ZCHRTE 2004 S8 Management
Science VFRBIT 50 JAE LK 10 KA MBI —.

B Scarf [Pk SCERZ G, RZ % E TG MDP N ) Hofth — Se A7 4 B8 ) f e ol XC
Wik [437,438] WFE 1 XUEAN BT (dual-sourcing) HIEAE iA) @, GEBH 7 24PN SEE A SR 3R I R 22 1 A
I, G ) B A SR A 7 R 0 F S A BR A7 7K Y- R E R RE R A SREmE . SCR [439-441) BFFL 1A [EE A
i 5 WA ) 5 JE5 A2 85 - (perishable products) AR BR A, BT AN AT B2 bk BE A7 i B H AN R, AH
N MDP AR PR AS AR TR w4800, BRI, SCRR R 2 87 Mz ) 1 S D0 PEAF SRS IR S5 A PR BT, SCRiR [442,
443] FEAHLEIT BT (batch ordering) 2T ) 2 L BENL A7 S BE 0] &, ZH T 2R 58 1) e 0 e A7 90 . ST
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Wk [444-448] BFTT 1 BEAFS5 € M ORISR ) AL AE SR SRR R, RN S8 & AMEST €, T 32 21k
FAZ MR, BT KA RR K UTR0 pR B M R, I Le Rt T 20 T e I S O S R PR S
Bk [449] BT FT T 5 1) 32 2 A I R ) B (10 A SRS O A A PR . B0 — LB A N MDP SRR 2548 8 4 T
B30 i PR A TP L, STHR [450-453] FIHT L#- (A0 22 A58 bR B & 2 I 1 eI T B X AN [ 4 B AS AR
E R RBUZ. SCHR [454) 5 A RS EEAF R L, 25 T e TR AE R EO2 L#- s, Al
PR A B 2 R ) D5 3245 17 T 79 288 P20 A7 [t A B SRt

9.2 EHRZRGHIEREIZITSMK

— R, BE 88 T AT 221 1) L e DAL SR ) P BT ) AT i) R 5 AH S MIDP AR [RIR 28 7 [|) 4 B2
AR e PT DA B 4 1750 T TS SR 285 7 1) A 8 vy 10 T L, 7 220 L e 0 S % 100 25 A 1 Joi 2 EL L
PRIAERY. —Lbgp BURPIRAS 23 (B 2 = 4E MDP A8 B A7 ) 45 A AN 2T (positive lead time)
I HEk B2 E K (lost sales) FPEAF )R, L owb B2 $2 B 146 1T D% 15 3 5% 2 1) A ek ) 19 B, R 0% 25 2K 46 24
i SR AT FH RN, R L R 5 SRORE 252K — MR DR BT 3R (R U B A ) 8 — A i R
Ty B PR A i () PEAT e et (HE N BT BEATLME (BEATL H AN P2 BE AR B AT ) jAs . b T 3h A0
I AEEL R HE (curse of dimensionality) [F] @, 1550 IX L6 v @ Iy g fI0 7 A7 SREMG AR5 RE. (R A IR 2 3
BT I RE— B AR AR 7 18] HLIG VR PR 4 1) A7 ) R BT 5 1 St HLA AR A s g . X 77 T
BT FE RS T2 SFRE . 2ROk, AR AP J LA 2 EE ORI AT LA SR Mg . 2 — 2R HEmg 2~
75 0% (balancing policy), 5 MM 2 B 1T HT 3K M& (constant ordering policy).

ST SRS B L Levi 55 4950 7E 2006 EA H, 5 HEIR I — AN 22 JE JIBR BT 00 M 1K) AR 1) L. 5 1 4,
REAY e (R 75 SRR AT DU — DT AE (nis 18] 52 41)), AN /5 BEARAEAS ) J&] 391 ) 5 SR 2 A7 7] A ).
P AN LT S T — R B PR A ROAR SR 505, A2 AR 0 22 ) 391 P A 8 B ) SCRR v, AR
Fe LA 8] & 91y B SRAZ SR B — RS A AR SR 5 EAT IS, TSR [455] $2 H AR 3 Br A %
HINEVL R IO, B A 518 B A SRR SRR, BRI &, X THERE AN AW, 4 400
HIEEARRAS, 2T B X AL P 320 o e e A R B B3 AR 7 ol 2 e A1 T 380 5 Jo) 300 B 2 Ji o 93 T e 7™ A
O A B ST R R 3 D7 S ) T R SR DR AR YA SR A — A YIS D N A A 4 3 o A AR R
B AR S5 BT B SR BEATHMN T, X2 A2 FEE PR g1 S R B R 3X A S A A AE T,
JE SR 1) e e SR AR M 20 1 R B, R T DRI b iF B SRS [ SR 22 A 2l i AR S (1) 2
i, JF HITHSRC T B f T SR BT R Rl PR G ORAIE, Bl i, — S8 2 0~ 1 S g 11 S AR
JS2F B T HAth— S FEAF 1) . Levi 45 196] 167 SR I FH 38047 b BT i30T A R 0 25 2 1) PE A7 i) L
W, Levi £ W57 5] N7 — Mgl B 08 sl A (forced backlogging cost) FIMES:, A& 1E BT i 5w 7 FH 21
THAEELWRAEEAE R B, Levi A1 Shi B8 P67 S5 0% B 3147 [ 78 17 5% AR 1) BEAE 9] #. Tao A1
Zhou 14591 Y4 P17 S I FH 3] P 5136 1) PEA7 I R R . Lewvi 45 14601 Y~ S s 7 FH 1) 22 2 % =X 1) e A7 1)
8. Chao %5 461 BF 57 5) Ji§ A 6 5l 1) E A8 3L ) R, 3@ HH 7 PSS L 91 P87 SR (proportional-balancing
policy), JFZIH T W& 1B IR GRUARIUE. Chao 55 14620 — Pt L 51 P47 SR S FH 314 b B2 52 517 301 A0
VI B B LI 5 J A 0 o A )

AT BRI 3 — T WIE BEAL A7 BT 70 U LU B 32 S O S . i4g [ L, W R 1R
W4 A — ) ST VT A R C  BR4). IX — SEmE TR aUE R R AR T 5, (EA = R 2 I IE W T
— AT I PEAT ) R T 5L, Goldberg 5 H631 15 e BRI FAIF B T %5 S 1T B2 SRME X T #h D
RT3 EL R BT 25 R A0 A 1) e, A b BR BT S AH IO It LR . AN AT IR, A b B i 9] HLsh B
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SRR PEAF 0 2 — A~ ML 2R B B O A7 SRS, OB T 4IRS & HAN G THE R AR R, JF HoAb o2
PEATIHBRAS, 1] R APIRAS 2 AV 4 RO bk vy, HLdR I SRmG B k. (HOCHR [463) U2 RANKR B, A Be 4 ni
HRA T, SR FH S5 7 B PR 0 1T B SRS 3 v LUk B P S AR AR B B2, Xin A Goldberg 1464
HE—DUE B 7 B RSB AT IR RGN, BT T SRS I S0 DAFR B ) P W SR B e R SR S,
W 2 PN SR PR AT AN TR KK, BT B SRS I S R0t v DA e I 1, X RORIE 0 1 1% SR w7 5K
B 1] R (138 VG L Xin R Goldberg H6°) H4 ALl AR L B FH 21— M B A1 11 A XGERI B [l e, 25
F& T —2% TBS (tailored base-surge) ZH&: XFFHEaT AR K A 02K, KA W &7 02060, X FHEar i
R R BRUR, SR IR PE A7 SR ABATTUE BH 112 SR 1R S 208015 Bt A 1 P B 5 1) b B 2 117 3 140 22 | 389 mnfie 8
F 5 SRS IS, Bu 55 H06) N8 1T B S S 21 T A R EAT B AL 1) 22 A7 [ R IE B T S 1)
i E A

9.3 E#MI (robust optimization) EEFEIRFHIN A

FE_EIR PSS R, AR A 75 5K — od i b A A BE ML AL B ol BEA LI R 2, P A7 P SR A
FEI> TIEARR T RIIBENL AN 45 00, SR, X ANE 52 P AT TN — LS (At e B v 1) —
Blan, X+ — AR, HARK B2 i s AR B R R i (TR ULah), BRI 2 B A
FRTRE . R Tt ) 7 SR 00— L PR A 2 5 Aol P e AL 6F - TS 6 TN v i M e DA i v O T o,
AR LEAR A SRR BE ML 0 A7 SR 2 1 L 5 SR B IR T i, — S22 R B PR DAL (K VR L B e A7
B, MECTRENUICARR R, AL RS AL T AR A ANH R 4 125 18 fe 22 H A sk B e L
fige, SXATAE T LAKORIR TR AL ) H SRR, R  BE DRAIE 2R SR A A 12

Scarf 167 BFFE 1T THI R B PR AL AR Y

' Er[h(q— D)t +p(D —¢)*
Iggp’en(lz%,fo){chr rlh(g )"+ p( )"},

Hrr,
Qu,0) = {F : Ep[D] = p, Er[D?] = 1 + 0%}.

AR R B CURN 75 SR AT BB AN T 22, DR SRR FR 2 de /MUl 2 45 7€ BB 5 22 IR B 22 00 A1 T 1939
PR, T RO, AR T8 BRI IR E ¢, ORI A (RZER) &R AN
O — AN AT, BETAR T s ARIT SRR AT R A A

IR B LR A B e 22 A AT AL, SR TR I T ORSE, Yue 5 1681 BT R /MUK
BRI R AR, 2 [ 45 ARSI IREEIE T, F5 KA fE B s R UHE, Blgs & F KA —. —Fir
TS SN IR T R A TR A S CAN 5 KA ) 5 245 B TR s MR K Z2; 104 i T 5
MUK T SRS BANERIT BB TR %, Zhu 55 B0 MG K <8 @ U & 7 R AisE
5 R B VB G 5 BN B R 75 SR A R B AR 5 E N SR 20 58 25 B 1 /N T AR
bE, JRE T BAMEROR <R T SRR ITHEL A S Delage 1 Ye 4700 g BIR C1 7 R A0 4015
B He b dy 2 8 0 i S LAL (distributionally robust optimization) #EAY, Jfift— D fE R
28 R T SR A A AR B AN E . Han 55 U7 K SCHR [467) BORCRLHE 3 1 XU AIEE A4k B AR Y.

5 BRG], — RS EE A B 2% fE AT B A S AT RE X TA) (AN E 4R
WARIERTAT 1%, iR AME R ZETEIE T AT RERLAS. (R R FIEA € S48 0 HIBUE T, S
e I AL

mzinmaﬁ( f(z,0).

oc
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Bertsimas Fl Thiele 472 57 7 — AN 2 J& H A7 3 ) 0] R ) S AR R A RE B, E B T s I 6 4 e s
AT S e B AL SR — i P A7 SR R 3 R U4 R, Bienstock A Ozbay M731 Sy 58 — i AN & 42
TR AR TR MESE. Adida A1 Perakis 474 #F 78 1 64 0 h 25 58 U A A7 42 1 ) . See 1
Sim 17 5 F T — 2 BE T R 7R SRS SR 220 1 75 SR R AR A R PR AR A, Rl SR g —
AN E AL ) R I HER A TE 2, 1531 T AN IR SREBE IS4 Solyal 5 4761 g HAT ] 5€ 11 1% AR 1) E
A7 W) FERIESL | — T oy T SERt R B A 3, 18 HAER BN (8] &N 15 R 07 VE HE R AE & A AR
RCRELGF. Mamani 55 477 g5 AR IR E B4R H T —FRRRR 19 AN E 48— CLT (center limit theorem)
ANHTE LR, A I N Y B R A7 B ) ey, 2 R8T S MRS Bl I IR T A SR B A ), R4 T
T B2 5. Sun AT Van Mieghem 781 B AATT TAEHE 2R A SRR ATIA R XOR AN 8 I, 45
7 BT S AN e R R B PR 2B XU YR SR

9.4 7EZ&M1L (online optimization) FEEFEIEFHINA

FESERRH, 2H—ANHrin BT, BT D SR R, IR SR A A A R AR AN, PRI R
Ik AN BT R AR UL 380 PR B 1 O SR AN BT kb 2 ) R R 75 SR A AEBR BRI R RIS R, — B4
BRI, B E ST RERAFMW, 780 HRIFEAEHE PRI, B, W00 r 4 240k e b b
FER BT I KRB (censored demand data). —E2E35 7 28 5% ST RIICAL B 77 V5 N B 1 IX R — Le e
A TR b AT AR R A% oo 1) R BT e v — 302 ST SR A . — I BEAT AR SR B
AR EIE M SUAE A In) AT (B TR SRR ) R 2 i s AT .

Burnetas 1 Smith 470 B 78 75 5K 43 A7 A KIE T T 10 50 J85 7= it 6 8 A 5 /b 0% Il R, 2248 5 7 AR 4fs
e AT 1) 5 SR BB AT DL, FR T 0l S I AN AN DR SR, FE] 1 3P SR U A
1 W83 S 75 SR AT N A {E. Huh 1 Rusmevichientong 480 BJF 5 75 3R 43 A0 A K% T 1) Bk
B 2 S RTEI IS D 57 1) PE A B 1) . R v — R JUMCEE T g sE A R il (Rl 1) 75 SRl ) i s
AR, VR R AL T PR SLAIR I AR BN B & B PR A7 NG, JFIER] 1 T JA 3P 2 1 8 Ak
5O RASAEE T RRACTUH A Z BT RE (45 T BTE5) 228 O(1/T%5). Besbes
F1 Muharremoglu 481 [ B T 78 41 75 RAE T T T RS T2 S FIE IR R - RIBUET A R, 78
B SRS T AEERARNAE, MAEE—FEE T, FIRREE TINEZEN MG, Huh & 452
RIS 291 Kaplan-Meier 5 1F 24 H 7 — 285 3RS0 5 & R PE /75 PRI . Shi 45 483) gL T
PEAT S B 32 IR 22 77 b A7 B ), DR TAEZRRR R N R 4R T — MRS MU S . Zhang
S 1T S S IREL BRI S S PEAE RGBT R T — AN AESHCE I . WEGHTR, X5 T 5 J6 b P A7 2 i)
R, s A A AN BAT TR B 2, DRI B0 T8t — M 25 20 002 2308 1T S A0 1Y) 22 P A SRS
Zhang %5 6] BF 50 T A R ATIARIER 0T R EAE R 48, R T — M AES BEE, ROV
B, RN TSR T A AR

10 MHFEEERGmEERIINA

SR 2R A7 A B LASE, e e B e o T A T A RO FRARR Y — A 70 32, WL B T
i B B R g S, R RE A 45 T 0 10 7 T8 LA R AT 1) DU A PR AR A 3 (L LE R R 78 o, e Ak 3
ZETH P R PR AT IR AR 55 A TR A 2 il SR i R W . BB (5 JE AR (1 v i P A St (R AN AR R,
Ae 2t B B [ 4 S B o A (B ORBR K, IS P A ARl AR 25 il #  BER F Wie a  BEL A) J7 R 9 L

947



ARPRAE: BUCHLALEE R -5 N

BN 2 Rt AL T VA AR A B ) R PR R AR L R, W B B R g
TS 2R SR 221 1V 2 5 R SEAT O, ARG TR e L — MRS Y A 2% 18N 2 5 A7 07 SR AT H N ik 4%
RECRIRAIE — H A (EH R L N B FIE). RS SR, il 2 AU 77, A
AR LA R B L AR X — S v i 2

10.1  EhESFHIRSBECAE is] R

AT A T i 48 LR ) ORI T A W B Bh A e A T L A SO B, I AR AR TR 63 T
e B B T TR (2 WK [484-486)). FEBNAEN M b, fi 2 A T H S RINLEE S N LA F )
MRERSIR (fare class). BZ 4 REIEFHBEHL 7 BIR, A2 2 = AR 48 56l 4 I 1) R % R A o e T I /9%
PR LLAN A O, NGEIR B R AL MBS @ . 0T 3 A 1) R gk o 10 77 QP A7 7 38 ) R
BA—RT ELEAE JUAMI A AL IR ) PEAF o) B, e 2% 38 BE AL AR 1) 77 XA 21 e A SR, IS SRR AE IR K —
FBCIST (] P A2 A P OG5S ) ) 422 LS (23 ISR (487, 488)).

TESERRH, W SR B BhA 1) . SERFY, JF HLBRR O S 4E ). B S B HAR KR, ka4
RS MBI A RBAT RIF D EAE M. Bk, AR A 1 K& R T 3ha oo in) @ gy . —
ol b 25 FH P 2 1 5k 28 1] R X

s —3A m MR (AR R m MR, BAEE @ KSEN G0 B n M/,
B AR R IRN A S Ay (A AR, R j RAIR - Ay B SE I B R4
&), HHIBEESAT py s, TEF—Z) ¢, Z77 5 MBIEMERR ¢; (BF 1-Y ¢ MMREEE
FUEIR), e B YRR AN 2, IRAE R R BRI @, B WIR AN § RAVR Bk, A
FEZ XA (R T BRI PP AL ) 75 SR TBO RN A B 5R). WA Vi) RoRTE ¢ I 2 B2 IR
EF A o TS TS RS, F ui(t, ) € {0,1} RoRIE ¢ NZEFEIER A = MER FEE
R §RBR T, I m] DLRE XA 1) S R — N B RUR )78 2

n

Vi) = o |3 aua) + Ve — Ayt )) + (1= Y )it
@)eU(@) [ =1

Hrp
Ulx) ={u: Aju; <z, Vj},

I ELm RS 82 )3 5 2% A

TXAN S A TR 10 4 A, TSR A L TR o, DR, AT T KR AR X — 2K )
RIS, AR LR R EY.

(1) SRS TRAL AL —Pf@ e DL b el B 5 i 2 5 R BT iE B A X R (deterministic coun-
terpart) )@, B A TR (B SR LU 7 B8 BN 52 1, I8 I SR A A4S ) RESK 3RAF — X Bl
7] R FR) SRS, 04525 TR SR AL T SR — e MOA, B SR IR A R 30 L. — A M HES
AR T 3K A LA 1v) R e 5 2 DL SR (66,67, 489-491].

(2) LA A HIRISK A, SHAS I AM I 78 AR TR o, (BRI R B A R S AR AR, AT HE
L b S 1 RREEAT 23 b, AATIHR T P B &S BRI 2ok . FEAUZh SRR 1 7 ik, AATTH
— /N AE AR R RR R (G O T BE VRTINS R) 2R R K ek KR SR AN B RR B Vv, IR XA
ERECRTE . — L I BRI 7SR LB ] BRI 2 2 WSOk [492-494].
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B 1 LA B SRR ) RASR, AATTBIE 508 1R 2 USRI R A2 Ak, B4 2% RE VH B T LAAE 2 M
YEZ [A) i L HE (S ISR [494-496]), 30 ELH5 25 18 247 9% 7 SR SE IR AU AE 2R 22 5T TRl AL (2 ILAE R
DAL —11). 1K — R BRI T IR AE W 2 B U 70 K.

10.2 EEFEREBTENIZSRMELEIRRE

I T e R S S B BT MO, e, O B TG AR R (LA
P A AN TR R ) B, 220 L G e {0 R N 3R A AR TR R O R . AE UL, — R A A
(R FRABE A e PRAST AL 1) H )2 220 1) 24 905 9l 358 TR 1 2 o J2 436 PO B B 28 I B8 — I T 2. M
TV B AR BER o, e B A v] DU DA I 2R R

qi(p7 5)7

Horb p FORFTA R BN, S RGBT EIRBEWES, ¢:(p, S) RonTH e FELLOAS AR S 4R T ik
PERi o 0 € S MM, filan, R &M 2B ZEBA (multi-nomial logit model, 185 A MNL A
Z W CHR [497)) 1, qi(p, S) B AT AR L AR

- exp(a; — bip;)
L1+ csexp(a; — bjp;)

ql(pas) ) VZ€S7
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