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TEZ A (online problem) & 20 tHZD 80 FAREL BT B — A8 A 7T 77 11, W] TSR ARAE 4
i) @ ) VAR ORAE L 5% (online algorithm). 7E£& AN AFAE A S (5 I BE S A T i A2 T 4
#a v LASSRR e AN T TR 5 2 R B R SR T B . A S, SRR SRR SRR EIAT 4 R 0 e R
NE LR (offline problem). £ I @ K B AT #h GONAE BRI T AN T+ (adversary) Z [AIHEAT ()
— AR - RIBIHIE (request-answer game). X FEELE H AN TR, BIEARHE I HTOUT 0RO Hi
i SRR E AT R, TN T FRAR S 28 H AT X007 B RO 25 R — AN K. BER) B bR v RE R
FTRELF, TR T H A5 S 4 A

Rt ME LB R ARAE L 1) R A VEREAE L 8 B VEAL, SRR IE 0 LU A% A 21 78 4 0] 3 O IE 7 o,
FHaE A HARG SRR N TE G Tl (competitive ratio). FR

p=inf{r >1|CAI) <rC*(I),YI} (p=inf{r>1]|C*(I)<rC*(I),VI})
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N— AWM (BRAK) FEL AR50 A I3a4 L, KB ¢A(T) M C* (1) 0 ml e A SRig sl
I B HAREASE) T Bt HARE. i T e n] 8 Se )45 BORAE SRR AT BT B 4, mrae thIl
FEATE L FE, AN (8] 52 2% ], #AN e sk AT S e (8 3L 28 56 4 LU TG /N T AN BUE IS . FR
TEZFE T Ft (lower bound) N p, HAEELEL B RMZ T LR p. B — AT N
p, H A JERMZIETE Sy p EE, AR A NERAF (optimal BY best possible) 52

BOHELSRIFE W a4 b, SR ) J T 77— A B T R 2 o) @EURIE 2 i) B AR T 0, RO 6 4
HEAMHT (competitive ratio analysis). T8 72k B RLEF B REDFIC 1 AR, 8 7 BB
THELEAE ] FE W 7 )L R S5 ). 5a 5 A i £ ZEHEZRAE Sleator 1 Tarjan F7EZL ] @l L1
R (1) he&g i, RIS AR E. KT B L E MEgiR v 2 W0 [2,3).

HEF (scheduling) 7] 82 2H A AR A0 HP 1) 32 B2 () {2 — . IR R 2 F TR — e BN 22 HE
fE— &% Gilas LR LR R BN N L, FE— AT THEF (feasible schedule), FHAEZHEF I FEA
HARREUA B, L8 — S5, M S5HPERIRERG . fEEHT BN HEF B — N EE 3,
HEFP AR I R 1 5 RO AN 2. AE LR P A A ROl () 91 R AE 2K (online over list) 4, i&4
MR HEF R R SER PEZL (online over time). FIFFE [UARF s TARE BARIEAFIRIT B4 H, Fik
FELZFEFA LA A EAR SN R AL T2 LA S5 B LA RE B J5 5 R S B LA — AN
] (release time), “LAH A5 SAE FLAE A% I 7] 23k )5 45

HEFEXHELR 1A U FE B 55— DTk 2 22 B 1 B AELR (semi-online) 1X —Fr W SR BTl AR 2R
N THEL S BB ERA. DR E, 83 CaE 2 LA a5 R, sl fifEL
SRR 53 5 2 T AR R TR SR A ZRAE IS T Bl AE E, 2 RN I ARIE 5, Xof AH N £ i it B A
A FH 20 2 e 8 P SRR SRR, P AE 2SRV SR AR SUT e 2k £ AAME B BRI s R () 2 4b. ~PAEZHITFT
W NS EAR R AE LR I A MR« 7R B 2 2 A] AR AR AN TR RS AL TR i LG . AR A T
FPIEAMERSR, X S5HEF £ 8 R AR AT AR R A TTI. BT, BRI O 2 HAh
GARAL R R, AR T AT I B (PELEE 4 1) SRR

=+ Z RN A ATV LA EAEL TP TR AR 2 . R . STk [4,5) —AEZLHT
RIBYIAR) P B LKA, Tan M Zhang 885 LR SCHR (6] H BN B840 7 248 1~ AE 200
TR AR, FEEMEEL AT A XIS TR 2 2, A AT %, PR TR, AR
I TAT UGN RAE LA T A OCEE . XS0k [6] RO RN E, EBEN IR, A0 T 3
RARAECHR [6] A, FERAELHR 3 BT T7 )7 PR A 4.

KXW T = {1, Jny BoRTHE, M = {M,...,M,} TrPLaE T J; £ M EW
ILEIEEA pjiy 5 = 1,000ny i = 1,..oome BAFE p; (G = 1,...,n) M s, (i = 1,...,m), {13
Dji = %, FRAH R FIHL 2S5 A R ZEHL (uniform machine), p; #ONTAF J; BII0TEAE], s; FRONHLES
M; WP, Hit—0F s, = 1,0 = 1,...,m, WA IHLERIAELNFEIZHL (identical machine). A
F2 [F B HLAN R AL L 88 PR ON AN R 28 ML (unrelated machine). 00 TAURKSPATHL 79 & —3%
FRRIASEI AL, AR R B AE &S 7 HLa% En L, AR RS RUIR AL b T i [A) AH 45 sl s el #H
I3 3 Sl PR D9 A7 I A PR 8 [E BEATUAAT In AR (4 [ 2RAL. R & [FI2E0L, F s Som i & HLas 1 &
EC. FRia) @B AT AL T (unit job) HRAE, & FTA LA T [E1 08 1. & AR, TAFAH
PRAL, WNERZIAT G L. LA (preemption) #&¥8 LAF AT 75— G LA L0 L — B[] j5
Wi L, JEEZ RN THARE . LA /3% (fractional) &8 LA AR /3R Z A, H
AN ER 73 AT R AEA AL BT, X =T HE o, F Cj(0) RoamTAF J; 1E o Y 5E TN,
Li(o) FoRsblds M; 1E o PRITE (load). FIRAELHF A WL H bR ek O TAF oK 56 L[]
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Crax(0) = max;—; m Li(o) FINLER /N Crnin(0) = ming—1,__n Li(0).

AU SCHR [10] 42 =S 8H 7% (three-field notation) «| 8|y F13C#R [6] RISk
TR —MHEF AL A I &N B L S W T B

o a: P ([FAIZAHL), Q (FIZEHL), R (AIFRIZEML);

e 3: pmpt (FIHH), frac (AT 73#), g = k (LA & DARSER), sum (SFTAF L0 T E]),
opt (CHISEBIEARAR), decr (CVH1 TAFIN LB (A1), max (81 TAF AN TH H]), UB&LB (LA
AR TR B 5 T 5Y), buffer (Z&44), parallel (3£47);

e v Crnax (LAFRRGELINTE]), Crin (WLESER/NER), LP (WA Lr J64Y).

AT G X SRS LB LA S . 35—, =S8RBT, o Bh Pm Rom m &
R, Hor m A EE, P WERRMEE SR & — MNMELBEIERE P8y M55t r, WIXT
EREER m & FEBHARN R Pm|Bly, BiERFESF AL r. ELIRB P8y BT F R
N Pm|Bly TF pm BIEHAF sup,,51 pm. B, 35 PBly THA p, WXFEABEZE R m, Pm|8ly AT
REAAAE SRS LN T p BGEE. S, S HE T R R A — AN A28, WESEALR ., A TR
T E) E SRS R SRR AR LR A AR, ) S EE SR G LU AT SOOI S SR R AL R RS
ENSE uy, . ug, RN plug, .. un), —ERFIERIZEGES N r(uy, ... ug). HXEED
u, g, A op(ug, - ug) = r(u, . we), WAREVERSEURIFI. 73 5FK r = sup,, ., 7(u,. .. up)
M p=sup,, . put,. .. u) NEIEREBEES O BE R BN B 25 r = p, WIBRELZE W Bun i
(). BRI SRR AR D R SRR ). B8 =, B AFAE S S0 T TR EL o, (153 CA(1) < rC*(I) +c
MRS T 38T, WK r NIELREE A BIEE et & — R N AT m LN T p
MTEZRIRE, IR p JyMTE ™ . W B AR S DHE Y ) @, Wil se 4 bt (B R 5Y) mlRe ™ k& T
gt (FAL).

AR T ARGEHWT. 5 2 WERENAFR YL FSEPFE FHPATHAES . LT 0] 7
Rt . 58 3 WA E LA Ll dE 4 HLES v 3G AN B bR i MU 53 Lr Y640 3 SRAEL
HEF il . 55 4 WA ETEF T R BRI BE L R 2R ENEVE R TR AR S 3 MELHT
ETHIWEFLTT ). 56 5 A A SO R A A T )L

,,,,,

2 KRR IEE A BRI ELHF R
2.1 [EEALFE S E A LHE R B

VENFATHIAELRHE 7 P (G SERtE 19), Pm|Crnax — BELZ BIBFFEE IR E AL 1966 4, Graham 1 42
i TAELHE R P AE UM LS (list scheduling) 5035, JHIEW] 7524 oy 2 — L. LS Sk TAF
ZHAEREM K e TRNLS EINT. BEE 248 )E, LIRS RGHRT, T4 ot Bt dnEa
e, 2 FHAIR R LS BER — MBI MAE L, Hoy m = 2,3 INIEAFSENE 12 = HAETAIE, LS
FAEIZ Pml|Crax 250 RE APE— QORI BGFHVE. B 1989 LK, S A T A WS 204
BE. 2 om NEREEN, H ORI RE T AR ERIETE S0y 1.85358 181 A1 1.9201 141, 248
PIE (8] A AN ZERR, (AR LTEHERE. T F S50 R e T SR 2 DR DN i 75 A0 3 A S A e
PR GRS INAR 2%, T S0t SR 3 4 LU IRUE I AR T RE VO A & ZHEAH AL 1) SR
TVEG AR R R B IR SR E DL b, I8 A ReRs R I/ H 7 (1 H ARE S sede(Em —
ANTRI (BRI 2 B I CALCARL. AR AR 0 N TS S B A S AAAE BRI 2, W REIEAS
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() e PR AR L B B3 4 Ll 2 B 35 KT HL S Albers 191 AEBH TR Pm||Crax B ETEHTH 3 A
FARAEE RS £ oy A1 max,_y s ) SR oy, MIBBIEARISEHE S RN T 1917, i
P =" pj, piy ST TEE MR BN &5 5 ALH TAFR TR AL X — 855 H Al fcES
R SE S LU AR R, UK H B SE 4 B2 1) 5 IR B 22 M AE T oV A B e B RS B R il o

SCHR [16] WX FERIEUEFR A T A (pseudo lower bound). £ F FEAN T F[EIRE f& 78 £k ol 23t ) [ 47
JENE, EFTE AARIL 1 SRR B R A, 38 S 1 T S FU R A Hh R R O T AR T B )
BARAE AN TE. Tan A1 Li 061 25 1 T HLES G 808 e b 2 Tk 3 MeMRE T AT 2 m = 4,5,6
B, HAUMEYS Chen 55 M7 45 I BRAEBIE RS LUARIE. 48R, TENLES S HUSU/ DB, 0 v] B R EUE =
B BRI T B AR BN T SRR B2 H AT, MARE R RR R, LA & BUEUD I, BT
A AR RS R BE IR 1 Pios.

X Qml|Crax, ILHHK, Ebenlendr Al Sgall 19, Jez 5 P 325 H T m ALEM m BN S
TR L. XN FRARAG AT NN L A) 2 U AT GO AR AR (R AE A BRI L g
BB EHERNMEL Qm||Crax MIFEBIHEL — HENBERZZ. HAT m AR MR EREFE SN
3+ 2v/2 ~ 5.828 221 M m BN AR LS 3K B 1978 4F Cho A1 Sahni 29 %) LS 59555 4+ b 48 .
M1 s BB T LAE 3, e SR e 4 L Z2 BT SR OR T R YL, (455 R A 1] e 7]
ik gh O i LB A R SR 52 (0 5 A T 1)

—EEEREE AL T om BUNNISECN R AR, DUACRRANLEE T L RO, LS FiLR
RIFE Q2||Cruaxe KIS BRI FIE, HFEHHN roa(s) = min{sE2, <1} B8] X2 BT Qml|Crax &
A1) 1) B M — AN S ORI . AR IR A FE Y, Dolgui 55 29 ZR T k SHLEEEEAN s
(1<s<2)m—k GYEHEEN 1 R, Wit 7 AR 2.618 BIFE. 5T RIBUHLA [F 2541
22 AT SHE P I FLABAH S 25 R T 2 W SR [6).

2.2 BEHEBIMEERFELHF R

CAEME B2 & FRNEE LT PO UL RIS 7 — 2R, 2015 4F, Kellerer 55 B9 45
HT Plsum|Crax 56N o =~ 1.585 ML, 2 o NITRE 42% — 822 + 22 +1 = 0 FIIEMR. X—AML
fE5 %11 Albers Fl Hellwig B 45 HIF) T FAHSE, 10 O 0 AR S0 B ) B Ay [ 256 ol 8 ep 35— 459
PR B R BRI SRR Plopt|Crax MEENE T T 2 Rk (2 WCHR [32-34]), H
AR RVETE A LN 3. S0 — e SCRRG AL 3% & 200D ) (0 ) 3R SOV AT T 1018, A4S R0
R 2. TEREHE IR, FEBHNE KRG I Pmlopt|Cra KT & T I, I HIETHENLAH

® 1 LUSATIHIERBIRHELHF D BHEXER

m = 2 3 4 5 6 7

Al AL T 18535813 302 s 308 17aeltT 177307 1791 117)
AT 5 1.917[15] - — % [16] % [16] % (16] 1.815 [16]
ﬁ%th 1.9201 [14] % [11] % [11] %g [17] % [17] % [17] % [17]
EES) TH 2564090 151200 91200 914112 2314021 2439[21 2,439 (2]
4L 342v20220  LEV5[200 9201 99250200 24141200 25811200 2732 (20]

HRWEIK TR el23] S2425)  o[26]
ﬁ%ﬁ@@*ﬂ ﬁ%tt e+ 1 [23] g [24, 25] 9 [26] 2.294 [27] 2.502 [27] % [26] % [26]
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* 2 ZARENMAFRER UG AT TEEN BARE AL HEF BRI X 4R

m sum opt max decr sum, max
A B A A S it A A o T4 A EH TR S
FRHL AER 158501 1.585030] 334 5 [33]
3 M129-3[36] 7 [37] 15 [38] 11 [38] 1+4/37 [39] 1++/37 [35]
6 5 11 8 6 6
VI0— V33 V5
4 2 130 2 [37] % (37] % [40] 1 469 [41] 3+6 33 [37] 1+2 5 [37]
5 V193-5[37] 3 [37] 3[41]  3+v33[37] 5 [37]
6 2 2 6 3
SpRE T 3 g [42] g [42] g [42] g [42] % [42] 1+:l/H [42] g [42] % [42]
7 7 7 7 3417
4 7 [42] 9M42) TR THA  qgy55M2 gl T [42) 34VIT [42)

B RSRAG TUESE (2 W 3CHR [38,40)), T P3|decr|Crax & H AT m > 2 H Jy[H & S M —15 21 fe 47 55002
TR, 7 65 (R AL A 2 i REUSCR BE N F 5, B K2 OAS BB 5%, A oR4EE vl 2 WK [6).
X 65 (R ZEALAAE 2 i B, 5 S LA L b s FROEDGS 1) U ST AR KRR . TR G 28 H I 2
BOR AEILE NS HEE S L, S RIS 8RS0 57 7 . Dosa 45 1244 3 Q2/opt|Crax 773 s
BUE T FORGEAR T oo, MRS BRI VAR s BXIANCRE, Sa4+ b5 R AR Z Bt — 2D 4
N ERE 1), WNIESERKE, RIFFEENSEEES AR E 0, RIVITEBZ . 20R L B0
B REUE A Z R, AR T 2 G FEZHL. Cao Al Liul #1787 Q2|UB&LB|Crnax, 1[I 12
P B LA LU AN T (8] BN FLE AN S5 LS AR Z MBS M & R IF %, B4
MASHANET, AT LS MSE. HAhpy & [FIZRHLE R LR R B BT 7T 45 R w] 2 WKk [6).

2.3 $FRINTHLEI T B9 HEF o)

AN 2 HE N T 5 BEA 22 HEAS o] B SR B R AE LR M A BRFE 2 — (HILSE R i R Goxd
TR AT B AN Wt A T R ARER I AL, BT REJR AT RE LT (M BA IR B X — 2R A )
FAELR I AT 2 A, HZ2H0 A 25 S50 T e B A 2L B B 2k i R 2. S EU A7 (e Rk
DNAE SRR RN 2% B A 35 2 [R) 3 SRSP TR T RTRE, AR S Sk T BkR. ARSI AL i) B AR
R, ARERIRT 3 94T SR E =28, (B 5T 45 SR R R o A R S B 2 B A N AEBR &R

AT SCITAE, 2058 LU ARIE, B384 b, )8R FUR R G St ) 2 S50 . @Rl g — A
S5, 0 BUNEEETELL M, 6 BOCHERT B4R . B SRS HON o B, FIESE AN », WIRR
IS4t (r,0). HEMBSEEL N 6 I, RIEETESNT r FITELRTE, WIFR ] B
ZRRN (r,0). HREIETSHEWN (r,0), BIHMERAMKI T SLBINFEL 6 > 6, (r,6") N1 H
[ 2 R A, WIFRZEIE R Sl 2.

HAT I TR i R AR AL 2 — (S ILSCHR [60]). fEZAAYH, Al 6 € Z NANFIITEL
AR TR TR — 52, DA A e 45 SRR N R . Kellerer 55 601 25 H4 T & [RI BUAL A
Z3RA N (3,2) WIS ERIFEIE, WEZER—EHAH Z UG, B2 2017 4F, Albers Al
Hellwig 01 73545 H T Pm||Crax 5565 N

2

4 1 O(log 1) 9 fm-\
Gee(E) ) @ (a5 ™)
3 5 €

MEL SR, RIS T WBIAMAES T I (4,12 W (e, (T 21, Hob o <2 <

=
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3.0
. N
1.34 2.5
< 1.32+ 920 P
/8 //
//
1.30 <
15} L
///
1.28 L7
1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2.0 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5
s UB/LB
(b)
1.7¢
I e
15F
1AF~<_
1.3F T
0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2.0

B 1 (NERKE) BEESHTAMEESHRRLERER. (a) Q2|sum|Crax EERESHTASHE
EAeHES (B0t (43, 44]); (b) SETEMIAE_ LR T REFEALEE N THE E TR RS
MEHRFEEESL (% BLEET, P2|g = 2, UB&LB|Cax 1), P2|UB&LB|Cmax 4% 5 P2|g = 2,
sum, UB&LB|Chax 7% (FEEZESLAER]), P2|decr, UB&LB|Cmax *%; E%: BLET, P2|g = 2,
UB&LB|Cimin %, P2|UB&LB|Cmin °Y 5 P2|g=2, sum, UB&LB|Cmin ° (BEIEZSLEHEE)); (c) B
BESREANAELSEAZOBRIFELZS (4% BLEET, Q2|9 =2|Cmax 2, Q2|g=2, pmpt|Crmax
(BICEE [53]), Q2|g = 2, frac|Cmax °4; E4: BLEET, Q2|g = 2, max |Cmax %, Q2|9 = 2, opt|Cmax
5 Q2|g = 2, sum|Cuax °® (FEIMEELLIER)); (d) FARENTIERALSEELOT TASEEEStt
(% BLNTRESHTRSREEASHESL %57, B%: 5 EET, WP 5%, ST # BT 5%,
BT T FIETHEIRBIRF A B AT h iy 58] = e R Bk tl)

et (buffer) RIBERFPHFAENERN 6 € Z WEMX. THREEDEEZANL,
WA DUBRAE SR XY . IR 22 XA 2 6 A>T, WRE SLRUIN T2z X A RIS T (B0
Bk [60,62]). IZARY AT A T HOARRE. BUA KON 6 + 1 BORFIRIASY, A% 5 A I 1242 A B,
Bt 5 BAB ) A AR HESBY. 2BAFh AR EOE R 6 + 1 J5, 75 ekt HEAE ASI TR i) AR B
CHEIN L, FHESEH I TS, AE v, ATTHE

m—1

m | Ym 1
m——|—+ (ym —1 -=1
’V 'Ym-‘ m ( )i_[mz_m}

m

1R/ ERR. X RE ) m, yp PHBEEBETI AR, Wy = 2, 0 = & ATBAEW], limp, 00 ym FFFE
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HIMPR voo &~ 1.4659 NITTE Yooe?= = — % HIER/DNIEMR. EFEIHK Pm|buffer|Crax HI 3 MELH
ERIRZ TSN (Y, [(5 = vm)m] +1)5 (3, [(2;:13;7”1 +1) Al (14 22 m)[63.64 Englert %5 (64
AR T 5 G KK BT A IR A, WA RN Ty, RIFELSER, B, v, ATRAE—1
Wi S E. %R S WA S RN (G, 13 D M (1 + 5, 18] = 1), HAEHEDE m > 8 I AL
XS FIZEHL AT e WAl DAL /N S B H AR B Z2 R R S A 2 I e 1) RBURH O 45 3 mT 2 ISR [6].

HAR SRR TS, RV 210N T A% — @ NS i TALES. SCERP R 1 2 b
P SE VA R A EEHER N 3 ek A ph Fo 1 B HE A I H LA XS B HE T A B BR ) 2R AR T e

o IZLHEA - LR M (reassignSP) (%) &EAN T BIA RS v] 8 HER N TR R 217 2
FIE TAF D0 T[] 6 F5% (0 A

o IZWEHE - NIIRHI (reassignSQ) 106): FEAN TAFRE K v EHEA KL 6 A T

o B EAE - NEURF (reassignFA) 67 AT T4+ 215 5 ] EHEAELL 6 /\Iﬁ:

o FoJE A - HLAIR] (reassignFE) 67 FiAT TARSIAJE AT E G G HLES (50— LA 08) L
MR RNIK 1) 6 A TAF.

Xt Pm|reassignSP|Ciay, Sanders 5§ [65] 458 TS a4t N (1+e, 90(% log” £ ) MTEZ 5. [
MU SH T £ ERIE EOMFEESCIN (D). (2 R (D5
Hi, X m =2, WS TN (2,1) Bl SRR X PmreassignSP|Croi, Galvez 55 691 45 1
TSR AN (322 4+ O(e)- O(Hlog L)) M (3 +,0(1)) MAELSF; RINHEY] 747 6 N
PR H, MIAFAE T LN T 1T PR

%t PmjreassignFA|Chayx, Albers 1 Hellwig [ it TS 54+ N (4m, ([ﬁ] 4ym) HIALE
LEIL, FFEWT (v, o(n)) B—MHS TR, XHE n AT REXEN 5, H5SZMER R
Il FAEAH [R], H PSS 2 [] 2 15 A7 AE SR ZN R AR AN T A (2 SR [71]). STHR [70) 3845 H T
BIAHARN (3, 4m) B (3, Sm) MTELSIHE, (8 RILEE m — 2 M, 881 T #5350 (4,1)
(15 S A 52 7). Englert 45 U —DAG A FTHET 2] QmlreassignFA|Crax, %A THS TGN
(v + 3,0(m)) KIFELS, KHL v 2& m GG EERREDNRE, 1 < v < yoo. 3 —T7H, FFAEH
oy = 0(1), HIESF o(n) MLAF, MAFETEFHN v + 10 MELRFEE. SEE v € (1,2),
(v, [ %] -1) B—MHS TR, Kb c= (M] < /m. FAREHERUU R R AH 45 SR AT 2 ISR [6).

M ELE SRR N AL 5E A 28T LU B, 6 2 AR, sk ] DLS 3B 56 4 LU AR i T 1 B8R
T FUA AR, IR EVEAAAE AR R IR L, X RG WA IR m R ZR, RDdE R T I
SEFRR. J3 7, B AN E E AL A B EE AR E S H AL R AE R k=, SRS HCR
WAy SR EE, T2 E B T SEOS BRI R, 2 E A PR TAE.

2.4 BERHELIFELHFEM

A LER AT HIAE LA AL S HE o) U R BN IR, AR 1% 8, B4 TAEE S L Es
WEH X HIMNEN (hierarchy), — MO8 —I1IEEEL. T RS RA R T HEHBILEE Bm L. ks
A7V H R 5% T 1R IR S5 0 BRIK) 73 R CE =2 H IR I S S 5, 398 e RTRAE R (38) WS AR
LA B — Mo RS AR PATHLR A I TR AT HLE — MR RS T, B o5 i B AR 1,
BRI .

WL 5 2 0 B Bk BT R AT BB, 6 m & RIUHL, SR MRS 4 B A DA R P

EHRWE T (g =m): NEEMTAIA m DMER, & EVEEERISAME;
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LRWE 1T (g = 2): NG TAIEEPDER, 2506 k(1 <k <m) M m—k SHLEEFEFZAHE.
X om =2 B, IR E RSN, PG FESIL, BT ENEERAR, PSS EEL s 7]
JMERIER. SFHRE T FIIEL M B R R 1. WERRE 11, A wd AT

m? —m 7
mZ—km+ k2 3
MTELR L 72 S5y STk [73,74) R8T F PR A MBI TA4F, R B0 TARE —ANE
SE LA T AR AT AL T, I TR A SRR TR ANHLES T AR rT Re R . R 2 A& A I TALR
(FPATHLHET, SR E 11T AUR I — PRS2, (HIA TR, SRR T 152 b f IR X (1) 1
. AN B R R o255 I

BERR AT AL AN AT MFE. G, X &6 S ERNL, B A K5E T (E.
A ORGSR 1 MGGy 2 (DA N T ), MR SE e oy 4. AN E RSN 1 1
TAFR N E ], S Sk e g o 3. AN E MG 2 I AR C 8], e Sk e 4 bl
oy 201757612 HER ML N SIS, A O A R ORI LI ), AR AE 58 5 LU B AR A B
(5 I CL% T4 (0 TR AR (R DA S BA ) 8 200h 1, IIFEETE A O 1 4 32, BRI C
NZ TSN 2, lr HIEsE A I 2.4814 77,

Chen %5 "8 51T P2|g = 2, buffer|Cpax Fl P2|g = 2, reassignFA|Chay 555 LN % i 5.
8 Q2|g = 2, UB&LB|Crax ¥ X G HLASH B LA T A n i 8] B R AL PAN S5 Lu 1 Liu ()
BT SEERITE. KRBT E NS R TR, B 1 Al T A FIZRPIE LR 2
v {1 S B A e A LU EME, LR S UB&LB A S AR 220 [ RN L S H R i Sk e 4 L
EUR. 55 R E B Al - AE L 45 2 WAk 2 AR [6).

A 2 R BN LA 2 R0 P75 4% I 0 1A AN D o5 0] R B A k. — RAE I PR S OR E T, ARk B
2 om NEA KT 3 B EBUN PR KT 2 RS 2R Pmjopt, g = m|Crax FAEFEFHE N 2 - L
5L A2 4h FA PR R R TEAT R S AL 85 R, = R Bk BB B —, IR B A
BLSPATHL I BRI R H 2 FEAL I A T

TENLAR AN TAFA SR E LR, — Lo 5 KRk i 1 A, Rl 2 28 S5 e A T DAAE 22 T U (] Py sk
13, HAELREE MBS i AR SOPATHUIRFE R B, 38— 2 A . 4 BAR RN T
P K 58 T T, X488 5 B T1, Chen 2% 801 Shabtay M1 Karhi BU 23545 H 7 554+ L AT T 35 4+
PR SR RIS, EIRER AT R M R A R B 1T AR S e, HL 5 L AT S L 4y o 2

2

A O(k,m), IXH O(k,m) = -2 Luo 5¥ B2) WAL T SRR I RPN SR ] L P

1+

m2—km
(lookahead) FIZEyH. AT AR TS TSRS 2 G BIEI 6 € Z AN TR B STk [82] A ldh i 1 oe 4
LAy (O(k,m), 5t — k) BT (O(k,m),m — s tiry) M SBAFHIE. M m = 2 B, S S5 5
EEHIR O R (5,1), BN SRR, 2 B bR B0y TR 58 LI a9 & R AU, Hu &5 B3,
Shabtay Fl Karhi B4 43545 T 564+ oy 18 MR 5a 4 Ly 1.1573 M IFSE. X & [F 6L,
Zhou %5 195 45 T 4T FURIH BRI BIVE.

T M T A E N L AT B TR R U S SR I — R E R R AE R RHLIAEE T, S50 ]
IR FEINLASE AT LA A o — G B PO B LS. (R 2 S50 B 11 14 ) B sl R L mT 54k
G H S F ML, AR TE 2SRRI, X ERRE T L, Bar-Noy 55 23 45
THIBBUTER 24 N e HIBIFHEIE. Tan M Zhang 26) & Zhang 186 @it 2 7 BUFMRAH T m
(5] 5 B} ) e 0 B3 e He 354+ LY. Chassid A Epstein P4, Lu 1 Liu 87 Liu A1 Zhan 88 AHZEHF 5T T .
= V& FEZRYLIAH R 8, a5 T SR I Rk I SE 4 .
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3 ERERERBTHAELHF R
3.1 THAIERELHARF B

ANV AE ZHEAE = TR, — AR BT i A SRR 2, 256 5 EE A NI S, A ik PRt 52
TRz HEAE ™. 2000 47, Bartal 45 B9 DUHONT S48 T TR Tl a6 HE 7 7@ (scheduling with
rejection). FEAN TAFA AR RL N T () A4, TAFRT DL2eHEn T, B rT DR 2800 T2, H b AATa B
a4 AR THE S I T AR — /N AT HE T PSRN BOE IR b 2 R W I TR AR A AR 5K 58 TR [A]
AT AR R 58 TS TS A B Ok, ansCik [90), K Fabn U MLAS e/ 8k, R 1] R i Al /I ) A
DRRAR R R, 1 AE AR AR B B 45 2 T AR (U as . mTHE 2 HE 7 0] (7 25 B9 4% . SR {EZR AN 31 3R
TERSEZ PR W R Z AT & H bR, DAR B AR U, A48 08 LT A5 oK 58 TR ] 5
SHE Z AN HARFISPAT AL AT 46 48 51 R A L HE T .

Bartal %5 89 % £ & [F AUEL W AT TREFE, X m G, 4h i T 56 4r iy Sme2tvome—smid
IR WG HL, Al T AP oy 155 ML, 505, A BEE T4 m &
BL, WRE T RA By, Hodt B L 2™ — 2™t —am=2 — ... — 1 =0 IR, TIXHMEZE S L, FEE R R
35 RPN RN AL TR — AR AT RO, 23 W7 T IS5 5, P S LR m AR
WEEEOER, H m KT 2 MENETIE 3 QU R BEE A  ATF L VR N vix
— ] @52 77, Epstein 1 Zebedat-Haider PY #5017 3 SHLRAL TAHIX —ReiktE 2, it 7 sa 4 Lbih
N Bs BIERIFHE. Epstein Al Zebedat-Haider 92 &5t € %0 T 2§77 48 AF8 B8 AR a0 5 2134 5 Fib A [7]
i, AR TAFRE n CAECRFIHFAFRIRGE, 38T 4 BRI 72 m SHLRAL TAFE T,
Byt BT Bt W AN TR BAH KT, Seiden 1930 iF B T XHMEE G AL, R Ay 2.12457, Hikit
TG AR A0 R Y m BE, TEAS B/ NSRS H, HRFERGE] m > 2 I
(1 fo by B

XHH & RIZEHLAT T 7, Dosa 1 He P9 45 T35 40 A L + \/F S HUE . A
AT T, B 5L 5657 78 s > 1.3852 B2 S HUR U1 (S 0LKE 1). Epstein 1 Zebedat-Haider 8]
ST 6 AL BRAL AR AT sR I TR 40 th T 36 4 Ll oy MO0ttt L gy sl iR i B, it — 208
BN AR S ARG 255, W2 B b SR8 40 LU AT ey /5L B R0 A4 S AE AR U
7 EIE, SHIRIF SRS S LA S8/,

— BB SCHRIIE AL T B RN AL B rT R L HE T 10 R, R O s VA TR R4 SR b B TR 4
HeF B T RoR, Z2H0E00T, TR 45 15 (0 PSR BE M R I 52 ma oK T 0 L CARENLAS B2
He s R sz . X3 B FU AL T, KA BRAEE A RF R AL B AT £33 5 4 LL 25 T A R AN AT 45 44
TE 2% 10 30 B BRI 5 4 LU PR 2R R0 R RIHRTH T TR 28 06 S92 vy SR (1 IR M. Epstein A1 Zebedat-
Haider 9 2 H T IE44 AR B, 76 BT TN Toe s, ATEHnT 6 € 2 NS HEL4aR T4 4
P E RN, RTMEZEZ 1 AT, IR R5EF N roa(s) MEVE. HT RN Q2||Cuax BUF
Sk se g b, IR EPAE S Vel 3 22 TAF AR T BRI/ 5 4 bl 2 E R AR 26 1) RN A 5 i
R X m GRANL, MEEZ m— 1 AL, TRBSES N 2 - L WEE RERSIE S
AR LS SVEAIE], (H M RIRE] m > 4 BRI SR EE. BRI RO R B B AR B B AR
NHLES /N R SR A T AR SHE Z AT HE 7 9 8 . e 2 m & RIRHLIE 2 & [F 2801,
USRAS R VFRLE], WAE R R S8 4 LU AN A BR B, (R R v, RO R &2 2 — A T,
AT P33 5 AN T HE A I i U B2 AR [F) S 4 LU IR AE 2R B0, Miin 55 991 MR H T 5 2 MK RS Y BRV7E i
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AT TG, v BgE4as T Gz i T s & R AL, RFEFHEL S 2 — T,
R A3 30554t 2 Ml k. MATIETE] 7 A TR — NS &N 1 X, RIA 1530 & [F 24
BLFEGHEE Ny 2 IR IF 5%, Epstein il Zebedat-Haider OO NI T m & [FRIHLEAAT TAH B AR S ) 3,
RBEEN m— 1 WX, Tl H ARy TR 58 T [ 5340 246 TS SHE M, 18218 5/
TSR TR TE A, SReA e F LA 1 R 5%, (B R /N X U ek i 21X
— ;i Min %5 060 2558 7 AT IN TR AT AR ZaHE T 8L X & 2N, R BRI TR AT 13 305
G roo(s) BIRIFEIE, I HIXIAS I AR AE TR 4 5w B B AR, I L CAR5R A LS ik
Hen L.

Min 25 070 BF50 T W G 255 RIZEHLAT T AT IR (e 6, 28 B2 s € (0,1] U [2555, 00)
I 2 S5 i 1.

3.2 HERFEINAFELHEF B

FEL AT LRy 1) b, DL aS AR S N Foe 4 2 I B, A2 AN Tl i th AN A A4k, i
R SEBR I DL A 77 BORHREAS A5 77 A 55 I 1S 22 18UV B WL, Tmreh 1 Noga 181 - 1999 44 H T
B AT 3G I HE R ) . HLERECRE NI ZWEm, B ERR. WK ¢ FLE AN o, EIY
FH i EHLERHIZIN ¢ — cimy, He co = 0. HARBRBON TAF iR 58 I (BRI SEATLAS 2 T A, otk
) AR AT RO R A P FHHEF 19 (scheduling with machine cost). fE Imreh 1 Noga ##]4#E H 1
BRI ¢; = . AT DA AN I0 T TR /N B A D9 AR R S4], GIE R 1 il fU T S 2220 0
3. FELE, IZEEIBER TR R SR T AR T [RS8 2 A R, I B 2 R ) — LR R
DLERAEAE SR ) R, A AT AT In e TR AN I B 5 L% 9, 0 20 A2 0m T I ) AR 38/ IR 2138
2 WONRIF LSS . Désa A Tan 99 —fRIBE T F oty v2, IFER T & ICRH

P -

pay+—, Hpy =VP,

P1)
2V/P, Hopth

TENBARM T, WIS — FAM G LN T 3. B AT R EESE P H oy 2577 ~ 1.5486
(Z WSCHR 990). 12 ) REUAT v BT AT B 7 AR R B O I U 45 R 2 LR 3.

Imreh 104 ¥ SR 0] FUE T AR ALES B P AOTE L, (B4 G Y T P A0 i (e AN AR
B HLES B X — BRSO T 3E 4 oy 2 I . BRI, Akaria Al Epstein 1% g5 i 17— 7
THAMFE S LR BRAF 5%, Jiang 58 1061 BTIC T ¢; MR BUFRR IR TE, MIOREE R IR 3.

£ ¢ = i R, Csirik 55 D7 R HARBUN & G HLas TR 0PI MG LSS BUe A, SR 138
$HOy § IImIF 5. Nagy-Gyorgy Al Tmreh MOS0 BT 7 AR R HE 2800 T AL &% AT 389 I He e 1 L, 45
H T SEg N 255 INTELREIL. Dosa Ml He 109 e 7 3 il AT AR RS RN F 1 (0REpk RS
B, st T34 o 2 MR 5.

3.3 BirAtRRain L SeHAELHF R

Bop>1, B (0™, L (o)) ANUES AT LP W55 5 W AR5 TR EI R Lo fi%k —H
NN, p BB, LP JuETEARILAS & HLAS 5 BRI M 1 5 TR T At o5 K 5 TR 1) 5 A7 i A R = vH
FESE— LUy N I B AR R AL, RN L2 BOLAEE (S WSCHR [110,111]). 2023 (greedy) HIETE
HARN LP JuEAE 26 HE 7 A L E AL, 75 LP (p < oo) VUBTELSE T, M 2eHE— A TAF,
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&k 3 HISRAIEMAELMEELHFDBEXER

R AT AT
A T i e
ci=i o7 /2 199] 2+Tﬁ [99] % [98] % [100]
TE2%, p; <1 % [98] % [101] % [98] % [101]
L L 0 T ] Shwozp L /phos 1.0957 (1021 § o2
EATAHR AT 4 ghon 4008 4 oo
LR A T ) 38 9 4 (o8] 4 [100] 3 o8l 3 (ool
¢ > i1 L o [104] o [105] o [104] o [108]
TEZR, p; < ming{c; —c;—1} 20104 2[104]
ci NIMEREL £ % [106] %Tm [106] % [106] 1.5654 [106]

HARME I 21N, BTl s 28 Sk 2 4800 A e HEAE nT (58 B AR B 3 I e b pLas _Bn T %R, B¢
AEEVERIN LS Hik
Xt Pm||LP, Avidor 5 112 4F B 1 S0 3R 5LV SE S EL oA

@n—nu+xw+z>§

Sup max ((m ) Py

ex11=1,.,
Fe BB, IHERNLERL, $E 5 H g 2 O(1R). g L3R EE IR T T PRI BRI, HEmIt 44 )
HR S, WIS B S LSRR P2||LP 3540 sup,so (S50 )5 RT3, ki Prml|L2
(m = 2,3,4) WERIRAFEE, Se Ll Y3S | 28 g VOHVE ) LsRek BT DL ], Pon||L2
B UFSIL I SE G LU IE AR m BRI, U BUAE SE At 1 R 9 0 L. 3 e > 4, ATR7R
Pm||L2 —F 509 VY6 — 10120 % Q|ILP, Tm 25 131 45 4h T — A 354 AR RET p 104 IR
BUTE R,

P R||LP [WFFCE T SCHR [114]. Caragiannis M9 S ZEB] T 9T VAR R||LP w4 LR
o BRI ST, SO RO AT I ARG FALBL AR, SR (116, 117) BF 5T T 49 I LA BRAG VA7
Bl BB TR E bR A L2 SRR LR HEFE 1 R 0T FE W) 00 E HE P 128, % T AR IR 2 30
VIR0, XM G A I AR ML, S HIASE S LAy Y21, XM B & A N AU [ 2L,
FAREEFHELZ ([23V20+1, BN 2,

M g = 2 B, Du 45 180 Rl Shuai 45 (191 FIZKZS 7[5 RWLRN R AL AT Hh 07 i R0 A1 25 076 42 5
v, KB LN S ORI, Lin 25 1200 ) 7 $038 5032 P2|decr| L2 HIRUIFSHVE, H3E4 N
max; <o (CHHEET )0 Qi Rl Yuan 1211220 45 14T P A4 SRRV RHL 4 A2 b A A .
5 I AR OA 1 (0 TR 2 (9 T S TR 1A, R4 Loy (Z4)5 . 3 LA A A4
UL IE) L AR B - ANHORG 3 A EAERBI, HEE S B maxs o (it oays,

4 TELHFRIRAFR

FELLHEFPRTFUM 20 tHEAD 80 AU, WG] T AR AF IR, 4 T KR MR, FEHFITT
A E BRI BEA 21 L DOR, R SO BL T HE R SRRE AT N 70 3, (BAELRHEFP I T %R
8 FEARBATE B S AT SR L. BUTT 128 80 0 34 R AR 2R U B 0 3 R AL
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4.1 FTHHAMUAR

2013 4F, Gunther %5 1231 7E%F SERFFEZRHE T 1] @ AR 78, $H T 56 4 LLIE U7 %€ (competitive
ratio approximate scheme, CRAS) ML, TELRFILIE (AL} FRONTEL M8 1) 56 4 L BlU7 &, #5%HE
B e >0, 5k A KIEFHEZ N (1+e)pr, Hh p* ARAEL R @I FIE R TE 4 . BEED Chen
25 124 Megow Fll Wiese 1291 JUA7 45 H T HIZRAELL Pm||Chax B CRAS, 0 HIHET 2 Rm||Crax A1
Qm||Cruax 55 1 L.

MGE SR, AL A Y CRAS 5 B 2k 0] it 1) 22 T (] A 7 SR, FE e TP AE RV M AR 3R
fRRTEDL T, RS BI5E L 5 AR IR SR, AN RN — R (e P (HIX LT S8 IR 6]
SARVERERELS, BIH01, Pm||Cun B4 CRAS WIS AN m2” =" 7 (B 0L30HK [124)). FIAT,
WA — M % CRAS IR S W] S T SEBn R AE 2 5002, A 418 11045 31— A i SR AN
FELR )RR PR e I SR e S LU RO (R, CRAS Jfidf ok PR AEAE 2 ] i 42 18 138 i) R, (R IR R DAL ¢
TEL GRS 73 M 7R b 24

4.2 FERWUNELER

RIS (online algorithm with advice) 7E 2010 7647 B FEIRHT & FE. BTl 2 U0E
FRETE R LB AT AT BT Y, T2 B Sl B AN AAME B IR 2 M 2 FF, T LLZ IEH
LN AR B R B SEE B, SRR s L s a5, @T DL MR Rt es Bk, — K
UL N A ki s I DA FEAE R I R BE R P &, R Tl @ I I AE R BBE I — e 4 ]
Z WOCHR [126).

W L S ARG ARG AL AL, R 2 PAELAB AT 1 S B FE L5 B, X EERAME S
BT E AR A PAT R, — SR BRI AR BIIME B, W7, & 54 I AE 2R
B XONET A FATBAT 2P, V= AN 2 A H T R s E A EE R . X — 7%
AT R B AR S B S . R R R P AR s R HE T 1 I AR B S AR A s IR s B, HE
IS AT %I FE B A SRAFAH [ F R TR [61] IS5 RT %, 5F Pm|Crax FIEESEH], HEE RN
O(Llog Llog ™) AT AT M ()0 log 2) AFid FE AP ifiide th— AN, FFLAIN T T4, B ar45 505
W TEF LN 1+ e MTELREE. A — SRR AY, ngzph, B ik AR E FH A s i L Se
[1i&4% (2 WOCHR [126]). 24988, A — L@ OB TETEDNA IR ZRHELE T iR

7AW IR ARt T e B AR A EE M R SRUAME B R Z WX RN RE. 75 BAELW 7T,
WA LR FAEBEME . Z2PE B E R ST —FE SR (2 W0 [6]), H AR E &
AT EA. FL b MAEARRENE B2 2D, WP b 5 1F o g bR b ah B2, AT A i 23
AT M. WA — M BERE, Al LUE B &R 2/ A RS B BN BAE briE, F—Lers @il A
MG AR LA TR A D) S I S SRR A A

Xf P||LP, Renault & 127 25ty 7 2 AT KEN O(Llog L) KIHKITESEL 1+ 1)
TELRFVL. AL Boyar &6 28] Wit Sk, ik 8] iR s g bl fER ks rid i e A R iua Ko
O(L1og” n) MIEELL. X Rm||Crax 8L Rm||LP, SR EEFRIEMNE] O(ZL log™ ' n). 55—, Renault
SN2 HEH T X Pm||Cax~ Pm||Crin 8% Pml||LP, ARRISES LN 1 A, EREREDTFELK
N (n —2m)logm AT
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4.3 SRALBEIRMREIER

555 LR VP AIE A AR RE IO IR AR AR, (B AFAE — e B sk . Bilan, A LB 7, FE A
LSRN, SIS FIEARTSE, TE 5 AR A e A LR B0 I SRR I SR e RE 4. AL,
AW 2B MASFE A B R, SR T 2RI TERIFRAR (W1SCHR [129,130]). 498, IX LE4RHR R AL 1T
FELESELEAN R, BRI 1 Te vk AR S 4 L B AT, ABAE AR AN A3 HT . B b A B PR Re (1) T B AN = HoAR
. PATR XS ER 73 SRS ie) A DG I 45 SR BT DAL 4.

P HNRAE LA 0 R, Fkeh M HET 5 T2 IR 0%, Wil M @sed] 1 1 TR
T = {J1, .. dn}, Jp EIES §ONEHEM TR 2 S, NFTE n MBS, TR 7 e S,
VR Toays s Toqy BN Z2HE T ARRESZBIE 0 (1), T Se AR — it 55 T PRI 65,
CH (D)) = C*(I).

BEHLFFEL (random order ratio) FH Kenyon 31 FERF 705846 Il I $2 H . vk A PIBENLE e SCN

()

BEMLF EL AT A E —Fh P25 5040 M. Osborn A1 Torng 132 {ER T LS S93R A Pm)|Crax HIBEALF L
i¥lE m KT 2.

AT IR LG (relative worst order ratio) AT EUEIMIANE L BILI R RE. Bk A XFSEH] 1 (1)
BB E XN maxqeg, CA(m(I)). XF[F—ANSER], PIAN LR SAMES RL B #e 7 A REANF]. & 5T
BB I, maxges, CA(n(I)) > maxges, CB(n(I)), MFK A F1 B WLL, Bt

sup oXres, CA(r(I))

1 maxges, CB(m(I))
A AN B AR BR R E. SR RATE X R AT L. X Q2(|Crnax, %4 5 > 1575 B,
LS FEHIZES Loy st (BRI AR 2 HHEEE N s BBl BN TR 50% Fast B5E5 ity
sl AR N TE S A FE IR T ZE ), (H R DAE X AN SVE AT LG H. Fast X LS BIAHXS S8 5 LA

=L U8 B LS HVEMR T Fast H0%, IXRMEG EAARR.

TELAMRLL (online-bounded ratio) H1 Boyar 55 1341 $2 Hi, B0l 56 4 LU i@ SO ISR ARAE 17 B
XSG T WHERETATHET o, 18 o NEE o HIMETAE T, ..o, T JERTRIER 0. 3k sl
SR o WIEMMEILH f(0). BRI BK—ANAATHER o4 AN T80 A 4 T o4 B9 R
filt, 45

A
Supi' Z c (W(I)).
7 n:
TES,

FE) = min{f(0) | £(75) < f(o2)i =L,
Bk A WMAEZA R E A sup; %ﬁg A PR g A A ox] iR SeAgl T 5 R b 2 e AR ), PRk, SRV AR 2
AR 22/ N T34 L. Boyar 55 B34 JEB] Tt Pm||Crax, LS FIEMEL AR N 2 - L, H

X m > 3 AMEEELARWLNT & MIELREE. X Q2||Crax A1 Pm|Cruin, LS HIEMIELLA IR
N1

5 4518

ARSOHEIR T AELR AN AR LG HE PP A IE AL, (RIS 1 LASR K 58 T 18] 0 H AR AL 2R AT A8 2 HE P 1]
FRRHTBEIE, S5 T B2k HAR R BAE P B0 R, N4 1 TAE LA AT FU RGBT R 7 2 A%
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TR, OO TS BAR AT REL T R A T A LR R B3 R AR A SIS .

(1) 23Rl foe PO ARt THULF- O AR 22 48 2 IR U 72 (ST . el R ) T AT (0 e D AELA T
RETHIERI 2 108 T 5, AL A0y SR O T F B BR A IE I Sk i 2 4 LU

(2) OFF LRI TR B4 AR R IR S S R B TSR R A S A SE S LEIAIE
R BE 15 7 R SRR T, TR BERE 0 e m AN T BEFOR ) R R AE 22 KA L L XE 4 11 el
WEFe = AR s

(3) AR 2 AR LR RO AE 2K i R 838 BB S M Bk FR AN A, ORI 15 5 AT A T A2
I ATAR 2 Rl S5 4 LU AGAE WY R 1 R 2% 0 XA o T A5 21, 2 15 A7 AE AR SR I DT iR AN R RE
A 28T ST B n DA g e

B R ORMEBAS ARG E R E L.

&2 Hk
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new results on online over list scheduling problems on parallel machines, including problems with an objective to
minimize the makespan and the L” norm of machine loads, semi-online scheduling problems on identical, uniform
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