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1. fTTEIET IILESTE (B BBIREHIID)

Prato(2009)lc K B RRMGL E 2 —

Garlo Giacomo Prato: Route choice modeling; past, present and future research
directions, Journal of Choice Modelling, Vol.2(1), pp.65-100, 2009.

«EFV>VT (HHEBE)

« ODYM: ODYRETLER—RITRBOAEBELZEHTRE
=C-Logit. Path Size Logit. Path Size Correction Loigt

« GEVE! IREBIC—MREEM S M EAL TRIBOMEREBEEZRE

=Paired Combinatorial Logit. Cross Nestd Logit. Generalized Nested Logit

o JEGEVE!.GEVET IR REIFRLGLST7TA—F
=Probit model, Mixed Logit
(Random Coefficientsd & UM Factor Analytic Approach)

Closed-formETFILDHETH > TCHH Y T VT ROAENEEL T
HOEFHESIFEKR Open-formTIEER{ILH A



1. fTTEIET IILESTE (B BBIREHIID)

<+ BIRRES

HEMREZRRICEIKFE RERRICEDVWTERESZARK
=KZ B FEIER. Labelingi%. Link eliminationj%. Link penalty;&
(SPH—FOEFERIL: T—218&, 7ITIVX L, TYT7HED

HENRERRERICED(FE BEEMKLIEL—)RT1H
S>EUTHILA-D2alb—2aViE EEREMERBERZFIRALEAE
(BRTEHDEERLER:GPGPUIZLSHEEIT TOS)

FHISEHE DT HNEE SERF S P EIE FEITEDNTHIZE
=branch and bound. Path-based algorithms

(MlEHBF . T —3H & ex: ZDD, KIRIEA5)

BEERMFL EERICEODVWTEIRFESZERTHF X
=>ManskiD 2EXBEEIRET L. Random walkiIZE DS TS

v GPSERAIT—5 ZRAWTKREZERNICERNT BFE (network-
free. DDR. sub-networkZ) NN&h—EBEE

o BRIEBIRREGNEEEL>TED, FT—FYICEDCHEEXRNFELATH
IMCHAZEDNES SNTWS

SFEOBEL, NROAPELICETILTY XL ELIHEOHA
MSHSH B




2. AADEDIE )

> BEEREER
RE HBEETOEVRETIVL(EH, B8, Fith 1997)
1E L : Sub-Network (Frejinger and Bierlaire 2007)
12X : Hyperpath (Spiess and Florian 1989)
MACMLHE %€ i% (Bhat 2011)
MCMC7 7' 0—F (Flétterdd and Bierlaire 2013)

> ST EBAM
Wy HEHSE
FIE(ZHIT55E




3-1. &t 7OEYcETIL(D)

ZIEOY Y ETIL(MNL) ZIE70EY b ETIL(MNP)

P(;) = eXp(/,(tVi) ) P(i):.[g::;_ 1,..L=m....gji=; J¢(8)dgj de,
D expluV, He)= 1 expl - L gz_lg,j
jeC ( ) (\/ﬂ)’_l‘x‘m X 7
Luce(1959), McFadden(1974) Thurstone(1927)
Closed-form Open-form

FE R A DHEE = FAR (IIA) “EIREXE DEEZRIT
BEORBEL7ILTYXLT | [BEREE-1DZEEDH D
INTA—FHENTRETHD, [BTHD. NTA-FHEIF
Y —XA1—RDORAEVEZ FE ICEAE

>BRNICEDTTFICE R =>ETENHREETH D2
ITEFE R TEHONKS -




3-1. &It 7OEYRETIL(2)
HACBISLE CIIREBEENFRET D0, IAZ{REL O

Yy b TIIEmETRIR ICRENRE

EX RV IS
7Oy kAEH 2= g

0 M) a 0

B (c)
« ODBICREBEBIREGNELR D26, EEDERETEHRL
SIRIRRICHKTFET 238E S BRIRER DRECHHE

SFEIAMDIFERICEV EBREE-10ZEED)
=Y 31 L—Y3VRGHK)ICKDEER

U, =,
ﬁD ff‘%/ﬁ%ﬁ':1§ﬁj_énn%

_ Length Route
L& TS ~ EZAIEMXLEBL !

%%E% E ﬁd)gﬁ% Uin = ‘/m +[’7in + gin]
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3-1. # &1Lt TOEYRETIL(3)

aR=H & Z DHDE

RIRRICIKTFIT HRE

Er =€rl +gr0 /%:%E%EI%O)E/%% (Ll le . Lm\
£=3' +1° B b I
_ U'm LZR LR
BREICKET 2392 /
CRBEENE NE E WAL | saeenm
Var(8,|)=L,0'2 (77[1"'] nlL, T /) Ay A
- BEEXENIRWT E 2R BB ORI K oo nhy Tl +1 - nly,
SHEDBUSEEERODEICE L W ~% Do
Cov(e' e") =L o Mg g lp +])
r>*%g rq 2 .
(3>
R IREE DIaE . o “
RIS (H458=0) DELOHEHET DI
. TEW I
Cov(e,o,eq°)=o-°2, g=r L AEeR
, IhE ro)ﬁﬂ%ﬁ
= 0, q*r qu ﬁﬂ%rtQGDE@{ﬁ%%E

o BipBEH-YDHER



1. #&ie7aEYcETIL(4)
EHRRISEESHICESE(L7OE Y hZEA(E&2010)

. — < '
fl - RKE—#HBETDHIR (1 O
(1) Omiya (2) Akabane (3) Ueno (4) Tokyo z. R . L
- “(3)

O: Shonan-Shinjuku line [ : Keihin-Tohoku line [ : Yamanote line 5'. e 8 (4) }. 8

[7]: Takasaki line []: Utsunomiya line / ‘

o = |—l—| ‘i’ >
IS A= 5 TR 2 ﬁs

BENE 1 | %/
ERBAZE# H#EEE tiE ' § ff..,
RERE (7)) -0.0943 -8.09 N +
TR A5 L REER (5) -0.127 -11.7 BB ER MNPSC
VAN — —

RERREG) 0112 07 "amiR SEBRORRERE KM BOEEEE  MIEHE
E5(F) ~0002 398 KER | F—LF 33% 28% 27%
RMIER -0.00869 -3.34 ' . } 48% } 52% } 47%
B $SA—4 0.436 271 = JRAE—-RUREAL 15% 24% 20%
KR 0.39 MHR k FURRAE 53% 47% 52%
ST IV 1218 EIREELN 100% 100% 100%

EREEDOENICE D EWTFAREZXR
(ZERERTE OB E S ERED+10%)




3-1. #BETOEYrDEED

- BEFBEOHEEEFTHTIE, BVWRREHZET IHEE
7Oy kD L\bnn\% ih WY TE )L
HREIR P B EXEIRIC A g

« MXL&EDHENTS? (/I%7J<] 999)

n-l_% H# Fﬁﬁ 75\ 4 {

HL G EREOZEFIET/ 10N DHEE/NTA—Y

DEBNRILHMXLEK D/JvE L

« i, Open-f
L—>3 vk

OrMABDTHEIZMNEIEWDS, V=2

[C KD EE{EHYFIEE

=ITF TIEFCGHKPMCMCED > I 2 L—Y 3 VITMAT,
MACMLZFDEIMELFES H D

» BiEfbic L BDE

EEEERTE B0 SRIGRIRAS

1T
o

(REEST) DRETENRE.



3-2. MNP HETE A&
BRI D S SBESDEAR Y 7 &0, &

S
gk
s

J%?»:uxAéh
ES

ER AR E
1970

j a o RBCERLA AR B3 151

e Clark®ix{tlixetc...

3~10 e 3L —1gvik EL&uE el

o NRAXHERE

v 10k Lk
2010
* MACML
Bhat, C.R.: The maximum approximate composite marginal likelihood

(MACML) estimation of multinomial probit-based unordered response choice
models, Transportation Research Part B: Methodological, Vol.45, No.7, pp.
923-939, 2011.



3-2. MACMLOD &

(1) Maximum Approximate Composite Marginal Likelihood
(MACML) estimation DI =E

v’ Open-from7EBEBEIRET JL(c.f. MNP,MXL D /NTA—42%
MENDSETHTEIT OIFEZESE
v MACMLEEE X2 DD T =y I KUER
D2 ZEERBELT RS % (MYNCDX1) DR AL FE %
Q&R EDALE(CMLX2)E ALV =/ A5 A—2EF
(2) &-*%& (Mixed) ProbitET IL~NDER A EDIET

v’ Cross-section, Panel, Spatial Correlation etc...
(3) MEEERICKHBENEDHESE
vV BEOHTEFEAMSLELERLT, FTERMBIEXHI38{5FE<
(66.09->1.96), HEFEED /AT RIE7.3 KA MELY(9.8%>2.5%).

21 MVNCD: Multi-Variate standard Normal Cumulative Distribution
P¢2CML: Composite Marginal Likelihood



3-2. MACML7 7 O0—F(1)

2.1 MVNCD(Z R ERIGFEIER 7 M) DAEHTRINT L
SEZESERNPMEELZENMDIETIEL
[BREL: P D7 EE]
Pr(W < w) =Pr(W; <w;, Wy <wy, W3 <ws,..., W, <w)). W: S EEREERDT
FIRERZ TRED LI DRI
Pr(W <w) =Pr(W; <w;, W, <wy) x ﬁPr(Wi <Wi|Wy <wy, Wy <wy, W3 <ws,... ., Wi 1 <wjq).
—EERIASH  BEREHEOSHE(53)
[(BRE2: AT 7T —ITHHHHE TR ]
i4={ 1 W<w E(l) = &(w))
0 otherwise INHFEZEEZERBIFLELER 7 MO TLE

Cov(I;, I;) = Var(I;) = d(w;) — &*(w;) = d(w;)[1 — d(w;)],
Cov(li, j) = E(Iil;) — EI)E() = P2 (wi, wj, py) — P(wi) (W), i # j

I— LEREHRE

Pr(W; <wi|lW; <wy, Wy <wy, W3 <ws, ..., Wiii<wiq)=Elilh=1,L=113=1,..., Iy =1).




3-2. MACML7 7 O0—F(2)

[{EF2ERET ILTORM]
o Pr(W,- < W,"W1 <W1,W2 < Wz,W3 <W3,...,Wi_1 < Wi_1) =E(1i|I1 = 1,12 = 1,[3 = 1,...,],'_1 = 1)

) Lol (L) Hn,/uA%E )

>< I<l = (117]2a"'1i—1)

..................... ol 0 BIN"EEZK

[ Cov(l,I;) ]

" Cov(l;,I;) Cov(l,I,) Cov(l,I;) --- Cov(ly,Iiq)
Cov(l,,I;) Cov(ly,I,) Cov(l,,I5) --- Cov(l,Iiy) Cov(l;, 1)
Q. =Cov(l,I;) = | Cov(l3,Iy) Cov(l3,L) Cov(ls,I5) --- Cov(l3,]i 1) |, Q; i = Cov(l_i, I;) = | Cov(li,I5)
L Cov(li_1,I;) Cov(iy,I) Cov(li_i,I5) --- Cov(iq,Iiq). L Cov(l;, I 1)

[BR=EIERSTHTOUM]

- 2Pr(W; < wilW; <wi, Wy <wy, ... . Wi <wiq)|= (W) + (Q;} -Q,-7<,-)’(1 —P(wq),1—d(wy)...1— cl)(w,-,l))’

ZREERIMERKB-1OBEEER M TRIE
=5 EEEKREICHIBND !



3-2. BUEEERIZ KA REET

YERETIL

Cross-section random coefficients model (Mixed MNP)

Ugi = ByXgi + &gi  Bq ~ MVN(b, Q).

L, = /ﬂ :O { / :O (H o{[-V2(Bzum)| + z}})ww}ﬂﬂb, Q)dp,

i#=m

g: BN

where Zgim = Xgi — Xgm. PRI
e IREIF IDAUANIL

E{EDRE
1 ~050 025 075 O
~050 1 025 —-0.50 0
b=(15-1,2,1,-2) Q=1 025 025 1 033 0
075 -050 033 1 0
0 0 0 0o 1

5000 A DR T—2%ZE#HEFRA 20y D EBRT—3F1ERL



3-2. MERELLERFE R MSL vs MACML(1)

Cross-sectional random coefficients model

[Diagonal case]

- TEIEDEBITI DN BRI DHEHTE

- ST ERE  FHTH34E RS N OREISNTYERIEN(RER)
INATR: FHTIIRAVMES B D T ONWTH RS

Table 1a
Evaluation of the ability to recover true parameters for the cross-sectional diagonal case.
Parameter True MSL method MACML method
value Parameter estimates Standard error estimates Parameter estimates Standard error estimates
Mean Absolute Asymptotic  Simulation  Simulation adjusted = Mean Absolute Asymptotic  Approximation Approximation
estimate percentage standard standard asymptotic standard  estimate percentage standard standard error  adjusted asymptotic
bias (%) error error error bias (%) error standard error
Mean values of the 8 vector
b1 1.500 1.366 9.0 0.129 0.050 0.139 1.472 1.9 0.167 0.022 0.169
b2 —1.000 -0.906 9.4 0.089 0.033 0.095 -0976 24 0.113 0.014 0.114
b3 2.000 1.801 10.0 0.167 0.066 0.180 1.940 3.0 0.218 0.028 0.219
b4 1.000 0.906 9.4 0.089 0.034 0.095 0.977 23 0.114 0.014 0.114
b5 —2.000 -1.820 9.0 0.170 0.067 0.182 -1.960 2.0 0.220 0.028 0.222
Standard deviations of the f vector
al 1.000 0.885 115 0.111 0.038 0.117 0.958 4.2 0.135 0.017 0.137
a2 1.000 0.906 9.4 0.111 0.040 0.118 0.984 1.6 0.136 0.016 0.137
a3 1.000 0.867 133 0.112 0.041 0.119 0.941 5.9 0.135 0.017 0.136
g4 1.000 0.904 9.6 0.111 0.040 0.118 0.982 1.8 0.136 0.017 0.137
a5 1.000 0.927 73 0.117 0.041 0.124 1.002 0.2 0.140 0.016 0.141
Overall mean value across parameters - 9.8% 0.121 0.045 0.129 - 2.5 0.151 0.019 0.153
Mean time 66.09 1.96
Std. dev. of time 10.87 042

% of Runs converged 100% 100%




3-2. M BELE BREE BR MSL vs MACML(2)

Cross-sectional random coefficients model

[Non Diagonal case] . _
- PRESEITIIO T =ZAZIHETE by L
- Diagonal case&ERBIFRIZHIZIE RN UNA T RI[F2.17R1M1 k) Lol o L

2 53 54 55

O
I
=~
~ o~ g~
~

~
o~
~
~
~

Table 1b ) .
Evaluation of the ability to recover true parameters for the cross—sectional non-diagonal case.
Parameter True MSL method MACML method
value Parameter estimates Standard error estimates Parameter estimates Standard error estimates
Mean Absolute Asymptotic  Simulation  Simulation adjusted Mean Absolute Asymptotic  Approximation Approximation
estimate percentage standard standard asymptotic standard estimate percentage standard standard error  adjusted asymptotic
bias (%) error error error bias (%) error standard error
Mean values of the  vector
b1 1.500 1.374 8.4 0.133 0.049 0.142 1.443 3.8 0.147 0.022 0.148
b2 -1.000 -0.912 8.8 0.093 0.037 0.100 —0.959 4.1 0.102 0.014 0.103
b3 2.000 1.830 8.5 0.174 0.068 0.187 1.923 3.8 0.191 0.029 0.193
b4 1.000 0914 8.6 0.092 0.032 0.097 0.958 4.2 0.101 0.014 0.102
b5 -2.000 -1.849 7.6 0.176 0.068 0.189 -1.941 3.0 0.194 0.028 0.196
Cholesky parameters characterizing the covariance matrix of the B vector
ni 1.000 0.909 9.1 0.112 0.040 0.119 0.959 4.1 0.119 0.017 0.120
n2 -0.500 -0.463 7.3 0.085 0.029 0.090 -0.472 5.6 0.085 0.010 0.085
n3 0.250 0.231 7.5 0.089 0.036 0.096 0.233 6.7 0.087 0.009 0.088
n4 0.750 0.689 8.2 0.092 0.028 0.097 0.707 5.7 0.095 0.013 0.096
n5 0.000 0.006 0.6 0.086 0.040 0.095 0.015 1.5 0.088 0.008 0.089
122 0.866 0.756  12.7 0.109 0.043 0.117 0.809 6.5 0.116 0.017 0.117
123 0.433 0.431 0.5 0.105 0.050 0.117 0.436 0.6 0.100 0.012 0.101
24 —0.144 -0.149 3.6 0.101 0.041 0.109 —-0.170 17.8 0.093 0.010 0.094
125 0.000 -0.021 2.1 0.101 0.055 0.115 -0.019 1.9 0.098 0.010 0.099
133 0.866 0.750 134 0.130 0.073 0.149 0.812 6.3 0.131 0.019 0.132
134 0.237 0.242 2.0 0.112 0.055 0.125 0.259 9.3 0.106 0.011 0.106
135 0.000 -0.031 3.1 0.120 0.081 0.145 —-0.029 29 0.116 0.011 0.117
144 0.601 0464 229 0.126 0.085 0.152 0.531 11.6 0.125 0.015 0.126
145 0.000 -0.053 53 0.168 0.134 0.214 —0.053 53 0.171 0.017 0.172
155 1.000 0885 115 0.125 0.089 0.153 0.956 4.4 0.136 0.018 0.137
Overall mean value across parameters - 7.6 0.116 0.057 0.130 - 5.5 0.120 0.015 0.121
Mean time 174.32 5.19
Std. dev. of time 28.13 0.84

% of Runs converged 100 100




3-2. MACMLDEESD

. TF1B %% D0pen- formf&:ET)L(M|xed Probit) Z %1%
ELIFT-HEFE(MACMLIERE) ZIRE

o NARILPERMEEZZELI-HRETILIZHLTE
MACMLIEENBHAIEETH S EF IR

« BEERLIYESENDIENAT RGNS A—FHETFEENF
bhé—agﬁﬁmb\

[&&5K]

In closing, the MACML inference approach has the potential to dramatically
influence the use of the mixed multinomial probit model in practice, and should
facilitate the practical application of rich model structures for unordered-
response discrete choice modeling.



4-1. Sub-Networks (1)

G, Flotterod., M, Bierlaire. : Capturing correlation with subnetworks in route
choice models, Transportation Research Part B, Vol.41, pp.363-378, 2007.

s ETFIZEMICTZIERL, BREREEBE (=KIKOHEE) =
>y 7)VICEKRR

« Sub-networksTld, XY NT—VDBKRELDY VU LINEH]
BRUTERRD Y 2 7%= 1BEL, MEBNLGEEOEEICEADLSIRE
MO =HEBULEBEICIEMEELTWS ERE

Path 3
....... Path 2
-==== Path 1




4-1. Sub-Networks (2)

- mixed logit D—#& T3 %Error Component Loigt% F\\ Tk

- BHDOETIL (MNL, PSL. BHEODEC) DB UHER. BiE
ETIERFOLELNFEON., THBREGEZFOEIMER

U1=/3TX1+\/EGa§a+ llbabgb-l_gl
...................... U2=ﬁTX2+\,lzaO‘a§a+g2

U =B"X.+.l. 0 & +¢
Path 3 3 [)’ 3 \/: aga 3

....... Path 2 e
--—--Path 1 ﬁT RHENT A—4 X RN L g, FREIH '
F : Error Component@giﬁﬂ IXQ)

Sy A TA (QXQ) I: subnetworkiZd5 1T DR EME R
J ﬁﬁ%& O : Subnetwork#{ ¢&: FEEE%EEL%IN(O 1)

[ o’ +1.0; \/7\/70 \/7\/:%
FIT'F =| i L, 0> 1,0
Jio, 0 nga;




4-2. MHZ RN I8 Y2725 (1)

E, Frejinger., M, Bierlaire.: Metropolis-Hastings sampling of paths,
Transportation Research Part B, Vol.48, pp53-66, 2013.

FEERKRERITERROEGERICITFR

SHET D EFRETH D, IR ZR DD ICIFHERRNEY
VTV T HEDE

EXENLGREERBRESDHEAELE LT RAXEEICEDL

Wlcl 7 70—F =i2s

ROt Z MEROHRSm NOXRTIHBOT, YILI7

Fr—> - EVFTHILAZE (MCMC) O— ET%%Metropohs—

Hasting (MH) ZJL3YU XAZIGHUL iSRS DEFIC
D, RHBEABREOSWERZT > TU VT

MCMC D4



4-2. MHZ R WY T2 T (2)

AIEFIROBIE

. EEORE (B IFTHRODRFEORERE) 2EEE LT,
[EE R & € 6 Tilkig e 2 S B 5 XE%Z RE

i. KEANS 1y FIOBERZREL T ILDLSICHIDME
ICEM S B TRBEER. BAMEERY NT—7 EICH]R

i. MHICK 2 7 VT LARHEZIRT 2 X TRDIERT

EE DR (KRR



4-2. MHZ L= 7105 (3)

e« A XAZII)LDTel-AvivDEEEXRY NT7—7ICERUEER. 5&
TRBERBESZIZEOETH S I ENHER
e INTA—HIELT(EIETDZETERICETNIAIREBD LT

destination

' Y 2\ < ! /“
o
; / origin
Sl
1 5

destination 7
<, origin TR
& (b) ;t = 0.02

+ JONIT
/ origin
=
‘ =
=t £ : -
/
. J



4-3. Hyperpath (1)

X /.l}, ~§iﬁmmmﬁ%?jb(8piess and Florian 1989)

HEN—XATETINS N E R EHEZ X RIZ, Common line problem
[ZED<Hyperpath#l Z Tk > THFL M ZARMICEEL-BESETIL

Hyperpath: REAZEDHASHE (FEEREE)

Origin Line a Stop A Stop B

Hyperpath 1 \

Hyperpath 2 _'“ Destination
Hyperpath 3 N\

REIX—HRIEE AL m/INELSHyperpathZEIRT S EM &S
B IR = BRI 1LY, TNICEDODOWTREENER L SINDS




4-3. Hyperpath (2)

» Hyperpath p QAF—H{LE R

p,
g, = ¢;p a,t, +¢2 Sy 5;}) a,CDU, + a)a; i,

1. U2 DaD A5 R E R[]

> SREUERE:
B TRECHEHCEERE F, = E;szw
a 10)
.. s34 4 <> 2y ;i: =
2. J—Rid i 5 B R AR .
EMEEE LT3R IR /LI LR (. ,
BEIZEAFEBBOELET R Wiy | Fip Cap, )

¢ 0, & 0 INDA—B, q, fBEIBEBHER, x: )UK EBE



4-3. Hyperpath (3)

» Hyperpath p QAF—H{LE R

By |
g, = ¢;p a,lt, +¢2 F.p +§a;p a,CDU |+ wa;? i,

3. /—F iDIEHAT A

REMNEMICIYRLLITFAZE
CEHMER T ZRAVTRIER

FIENEMICHES

4.1)2aM 3" Z B (BRAR)
BHICHLTAETHAEERTE

BROFEEERTHHEICE HAZND
O BRERVTEREHETS

B REERE -

Ep = ﬁ(a)’

acOUT

<> AR

1| x, )
Jiwr = w F ¥ Ca ] ’
I(a) ip P ()
> BHAA: y
X
CDU, =t, 4 .
Capl(a)

¢ 0, & 0 INDA—B, q, fBEIBEBHER, x: )UK EBE



4-3. Hyperpath (4)

/ M \—7 \ /X_f UL
< e\ >“ No.15 is Optimal
\ /\_/ \_@ Hyperpath
Ty LM sy

Ty gy T




5-1. W HIETE

> NENATEEY
BHOPCHEHRLI-IDRI—EER (MP1E)
[EFT] EHPCHZEIEOTITERFETTEINAIEE
[ET] YL URBITOEEEERELI-RE, HEROHITEE

> 3 ;ﬁ AE A
7)b9’-:7CPU’€°GPGPU (OpenMP, TBB, CUDA%ZE)
[KFr] %zr‘ IFAPCTEEAIRE, EEMNLLEBIMIRT B

[}Zfr] T 93()‘%')3)‘@15']&&(37 2 IZHIRAHS.

| 3 <A NVIDIA.
CUDA.

ﬂ TSUBAME 2.0



5-1. W HIETE

> T3 5l
ANT—REERDT—RZHEIL TREZITS

> ZARY S
T HNBEERDNEZHEILTETT .
e T — nE

O@@ Ff=, MBAZHAEDHED

T—% 5 2R i

é?é?é? ETTANEDHEEIZLY
WHEF L5 ERT S,

N S




5-1. W HIETE

> BN FICHITHIFE
e ¥AHALIAL—La IV MO RIEME S EL 1= 5 TR
° &ﬁ%@ﬂﬁj\ : E%%Eﬁﬂ%*%% (Hribar et al.,2001) , ZEEE'E'“ZFI:IEJEE(Chen and Meyer,

1988) 2= Xt 2 L 1= aifi 51| AL 38

ZLOMEET—RAHZEDNEEFE A
> T—Ux U MIVUTIVEARIBETHSE DR A DA
> RERRIERITBRIVGHEETIHIEAEE
=B RHTWIBMN L, 2O XA FIHAHELLY

¢ %:%\E-l-ﬁ H% Fﬁﬁ 0) 90% l;Js J: 75§hyperpath:*‘5'_'|'€ % ': % "b émé(Yaginuma etal)

D R RIEREH D3

SEAIEETTS...

(e.g. EXFEFFIRIER : O(n?), hyperpathiE R : O(m?) DFEEA—F —) X n/—F% mUr %

HEAEVEOHERETT —2MSIZEA
“TILFATCPUZRAWTECPUIZARVZEIY B TH " FEERE




5-1. it B EH &
o WHUEIZE DL —TEHED B

STEP 0. #¥1#A1t
SET: Iteration n=0,

Link flow: x,=0, CDU=0 L
............................................................................................................................................................. S
......................................................... @ | CPU 1

STEP 1-1. /> % Fihyperpath iR i [Hwaﬂﬁ%% ] ....... { By perpah R

“SEHhm” Z &(ZhyperpathZzE H. i A 1 HHAN
|| B s
v REDER —| EHEH
STEP 1-2. 35 @ E DE 5
Y DEITHEEICE DUVTSTEPI-1DFER ®T
ML MR CEICRBEEO—T A2

et ér@ﬁﬂt@:m’ﬂﬁ %ijf;hypemath*%%(:ﬁ
: LT, BEEICCPUaTE

STEP 2. |)>7*~%§, %W’ﬁQE%ﬁ = N —
o S BEEMSAI £SO TR - BlYEATSHT A5 2

Update :EF, CDU. n+1 - EEHE

WREHZm=T A, FTE YUY ERRICEE
............................. sy g




5-1.

it 51| 5+

> EITIRIED LB
OVUNASB LU EEIEA T a0 =59 8 E% i

« AN

vVgce: ZY—THIFATESa /(5.
vIntel : intel#t DA /NS

« RBEEA T3y

> Fll,

vV 17 (gecDH): MIBExBEIEZHEL TULVELY  sinel 277400802
v 02 (gce , intel): NI UL ZFITOWVERITREZ L5

v 03 (gec, intel) : 02+ AEOT—27 VX & &L

v fast (intel D &) : O3+NEF THRIASNSEMBE M FZmEL

ERC R

Apple iMac, CPU :1intel core 17 mrsim<iisar) Memory : 8GB
FE(XCEFELOpenMPTA T —F ALV -



5-1. W HIETE

o JU)YNDRBRINT—DETF LIZER
v 10x10D YT —DZ LT DM TER
=hypergraphZ 2 £ (X F 1/ —F5:897, U2 O#1:2687
v il HIERERE R IR (R K108 #R)
vV BEWVERTEREIO RS E SRR
v EODRT NI F LIT50NT i

t
1

Kl 5| BRHR 2R —FRELEK 1~10
)2 S B —FRELER 8~12
) EITHRE —FEL3 5~20
ODAR7 —FRELE 507
"SI0 5| EA1DIHEIZ

10%DENE TR LIZTER

NnoZE10EyhAEEL, aVN(SERBEIEAT a0
HAEHEDT CEtERRB AL



5-1. W HIETE

{f 514k 1 {511k 2

1000 1000
——gcc
\ -
gce 02
\ ——gcc O3
0 \ —<intel (02)
\\ —=intel O3
-®—intel fast

CPU1 CPU2 CPU3 CPU4 CPUS CPU6 CPU7 CPUS8 CPU1 CPU2 CPU3 CPU4 CPUS CPUB CPU7 CPUS
Numbar of CPU Numbar of CPU

o 2DMIiF{LFETEDNGETHLEITHRBICENR oNLZ0N.
= “MEOERHLEENERE(Om)) .
ODRT7MNZWNGEEIZIIERIENEATFINS.
o OAVINASDEWNTILIIE, FiBEIEIZKY2.13EDEREENELD
=Intel [(KCPUMEFDATOLIRADFHIEHIL AL THEELTLNS.
o WHEALL L THEEREMNEIZICEY, 6715 THEEELD.
=7 LA —)LAIZEDGEFE D KRR
CPUD4FME UNA/IR—RLyTa T DEE)ICKYEIL.



5-2. B Lh

o BERIIZFEERICDOYET !




