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Abstract: Finding two link-disjoint QoS paths (primary and backup) between source-destination pairs is one of
the most significant schemes to provide reliable QoS routing. Current algorithms for seeking multi-constrained
link-disjoint path pair (MCLPP) can not always make sure to find the feasible solutions in networks. To solve this
problem, this paper analyzes the properties of the optimal solution of MCLPP problem, and then proposes a design
principle for the exact algorithm. Based on the design principle, an exact algorithm called link-disjoint optimal
multi-constrained paths algorithm (LIDOMPA) is presented, which is able to find multi-constrained shortest
link-disjoint path pair for arbitrary networks. To reduce the complexity, this paper introduces three key concepts:
The candidate optimal solution, the constricted constraint vector and the structure-aware non-dominance, which
effectively reduce the search space of LIDOMPA without loss of exactness. Extensive experiments show that
LIDOMPA outperforms the existing algorithms in terms of the ability of obtaining solutions and achieves acceptable

running time overhead.
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#H OB ABENRABGNFRAL(ENFER )RS B QoS BARRMTE QoS BwtyE Lz,
WA RIE % 29 RA4E54 45 B 34425t (multi-constrained link-disjoint path pair, 8 #& MCLPP)#4 5% X vAPRE R 45 74
B TAEE WG F 6y TAT R Ao RAAME. A R X — 94, 547 T MCLPP P AR AR 69 bR 4 h T M Bk 6991
TR ek E 4k T KA MCLPP 19 2 6945 #% F2 % (link-disjoint optimal multi-constrained paths algorithm,
& #k LIDOMPA J %), 7T *HE & F % RIF EA L6 % 9 R R A4k 560 B 54235 h T AR ik 09 B 20 51N
THRERKME. EHOAH RO EREMLRZ LI 3 AR ik ARE LR E A BOLEKT
LIDOMPA #)3% % % 18] K & #9 52 3o 45 R & 9, LIDOMPA #9 K f# 4% 7 4 F IUA ik, 7] B =T w4 52 BLAR MK 49 JE ok
AT B 8] 44

KEIR:  RFSA B MA T S B 3513, % 4 R RSB

HEE S ES: TP393 SCERFRIRED: A

B 55 22 I A SI2 N M 55 TR AN 7 2 R 0 5 e, IO 2 P ] S P i) 000 R T 45 JB 2 (Qo S) PR it 1] R 20 8 il S A 4% I 4%
TR 2 199 208 A9F 5 3 (] S 1) B s R A s U4 A (0 — AN I BRI L QoS 23R M1 4% ik i 7 B I 4%, — 4¢
VB =, 53— 4 A 4 T, 24 2 T B A0 g i i, D 55 S o0 3 ) 48 380 6 T 8 A A i, o A R o [ I sy I 8% T
SEPERN QoS B iy B 5 kU T Ak, AL QoS LR HBE I 4 B B AR th L S M AR U R TR S Ek
I 2 3 G 1) BT B

SIS 0 22 20 TR 14 23 5 146 4% 6 (mlti-constrained link-disjoint path pair &% MCLPP)[a] 85, F 5t &
FELE AT R H 2 18 T 3L 24 QoS 2 I B I 43 B9 B AT 0T 214 JIT S A % 0 20 I A 0 A i PR 4% R AR
I, MCLPP [a) @ gt 3B Ak A 8 i 1) 2 2 3K 6 42 (multi-constrained path {8 #% MCP)H 1 n) @ 4% 177, MCLPP |r) 8l 22 tb,
MCP i) 5 2419 2 J5 X /& MCLPP 7] JBR T 2% B B4R 11 QoS LI LM BB B B (R I 45 M X R X AL,
2 A TR N E LA RN TE QoS MR (AN SEAF )« IR U ZE N L SE IR B A5 R e it (i LR 553 PR
W N ) A B R e Ry SR 2 A I A R AN UK T 1 IE,QoS B s AR B T NP ) )

VL4 R, QoS LA I B B 43 135 B A% ) L2 3] T WF 90 ()32 it T8ROk 22 OWF T L LR A QoS &
R——3E I (delay) & T 1), 15 76 5 AT B 16 R) 3 H — X i 20 120 B A% 2R A2 delay 24 5RH) [R) IO 81 A 45 B 2 8 1)
16 9% (cost) Je /N . 45 5E 11 delay 24 & % P 4% B A% 1) i B siig 4E W) A5 RIS, 1) R 4% #% 9 DCLDOP-1(delay
constrained link disjoint optimal paths), 145 & ) delay £ A&l 5% 1% 15 %% v 43 4% 6 78 10) i 21 iy S8 15 1T, [7] 45 K Ay
DCLDOP-IL 3 #k[1]% DCLDOP-I #1 DCLDOP-II il # 147 1 A5, E B 13X P9 P ) 81 [) &8 T NP 58 4% i) 8. SCHk
[415 60 DCLDOP-I ji] 4t 1 Pl e AR A 5005 SCHR[STRIT 9 T A AE I 52 B 4 K 4% cost dic/NRE K 73 25 K A2
I 7. SCHR[6]142 tH T Min-Min i) 18, 15 75 3K A% 79 4% 16 A2 QoS 24 A F) 4 185 it A FLIBG AL B8LJEL F) K 4 cost B /N SCHIR[ 7]
TH S SR AR A A g I P i I 4 T B AT R Mg v B B R S (1) i e Dk 5T )

SR (A 20k RORS T Pk T 9 e s A5 T 5 QoS % HH I 2 JR RIS AR 10 BT 2% T MCLPP fi S8 F) S v P o
B0 AN a3t M LLORAIE 3K 45 P 4% oh ZO0LA7 75 1R T AT At S5 1 i) R0, A SC XS MCLPP i) 50z A1 i 11 12k it
FIGIETE X T NTF T h TR 0323, ] DA LRAIE SRATAT = 4% 1 B AETE 1Y) MCLPP 1] 8 1) g AL i

CFER ETETTIRW N 1) RN T 2 20 RE % 70 25 Il 5 U0 A8 1) 2 SO RN A 3 6 X 70 B 2 il B4R 8 T4
WAL BT :2) AKHE DRSS, 32 W 78X MCLPP i) 55 65 1l 292 LIDOMPA(link-disjoint optimal
multi-constrained paths algorithm);3) A4k 53 PE B8, 72 LIDOMPA (¥ 5evt i 72 v AR IR T oL AR
SRR E H R R T I S DO AR B4R 1 2 AR ) 2 R 6 A Ak TR B A2 ST 3 b g v SR BRI A vk 1 5 R 5 ) A
SIS 4) B A HTIFIER] T LIDOMPA JysRfE MCLPP [l 8 K 0 592;5) 8 U6 MCLPP [ 8 (1 BLAT 5795
DIMCRAPHEAT T 512 9, 30 ik K ik 51256 6 DIMCRA FIAS SC7 42 532: LIDOMPA 4T T Lb#%, )i+ i T LIDOMPA
TE S PR AR B0 I B AT IR [ S 56 5 SR 36 W AR SC BT HR vk LI A 55092 LA W0 e 1Y) SR A B8 0, 75 B () T
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A

ARSCE 1145 Y MCLPP i) 2 ) 807 8 AU ¢ TAE. 28 2 5515 18 MCLPP S LAk (10 1 R ) 3 T8 58, JF 47
LR A SR K B Jst UL 55 3 95 /21 LIDOMPA S35 (¥ 20 BRI OC B Ak BB R 55 4 3573 T LIDOMPA J& i i 1 [
AR 22 225 ) 14 [ BN CRUE SRS A PR 1.5 5 719 T 1 S 0 o SR PR REEAT LRI 23T .58 6 10 4 SCEAT .
1 [e)REk R ARX TAE

K 199 2% 2 BT 1] 181 G(V,E),V AU G by sl & E AR LA u—»v oK% G P s u B v iy —
S 1. W(U —> V) =Wy (U —> V), Wy (U —> V), Wy (U —> V)] 10 u—v FTA5 (K1 m 4 AL s Ft 40 54

TV H AT 2 PACEIN s B t 19— 48845, P R AR T4 P EEEIRIEE A V(P) R R 12 P L3 AR 4E
B P EIRLI S WP) = [W,(P), W, (P),..., W, (P)] , 2t wi(P) 7 P B4 i i

wi(P)zz(u_N)EPwi(u Sv), I<i<m (1)
HER% 4> B2 (link-disjoint paths). # P, "B, =@ ,UFK Py 5 Py 4L 7> 125 Bk 1%,
FEZ M4 B (non-linear length)™. G 2 m 4 iAo 17 81,45 & LK 71 & C =[C,,Cs,....Cn],G 42 P (1
AL kK e SOl
I(P) = max [Lép)] @)

Q@) ALK E 2 — ML & CH LI 4R K I(P)>1.0 R 48 P 2 /045 1 4ERUTE AN AL

C M2 A ST H RS T4k ol A 20 200 SR IR B 1 20 33 60 4, M U 6 B A% P T Py, (1K S N Hy
I(R)+1(R) (3)

E AR 5 HIEXF(MCLPP) &R, 4 m 4EIBAT HE G M m 4E4)3 )i & C =[C,,C,,...,C] (M=
2),MCLPP [ @8\ HMWZAEIE s MEM t ZHFHL - SBE{PP}LERPAP = HwP)<C,
w(PY<C (1<i<m).

5 /& MCLPP ] BUZESK 1) e 425 {P,P"} Bk Ay MCLPP [ ) nI AT fiff 7 5 B P 45 v s 1t 22 [i) ] R[] A A 71
2 A VAT AT AE B AR IR BE I A1 1 A B IR EN IR A2 i K d /DI — 4.2 (PP v AT i b S /N B (PP R
MCLPP 1] 78 1) 5 L i, R 22 240 o e o 0 B 90 5 B A2 5

MCLPP il {8t GuoPV4 A2 H A/ #UE W] 742 il fL g NP 58 4 ) J3, 23 B ot VA T 6 40 25 e A i el 1 4
LR 2 YE LR R IGAE LIRSS T kAR MCLPP ) 8 1) J5 & 305 7% DIMCRA(link-disjoint multiple
constraints routing algorithm)™. 2 H &7 1F,5¢ T MCLPP [ 85 9 457 41 %5 45 2, — F J& RF(remove-find) 535,
75 —Fh & DIMCRA #iZ.

RF 5942 3K i MCLPP ({85 H AL, S B 025 1 705 G AR st a3 e C MRk & P 2 8
MG B2 Py BT BRI AR EE IE I G5 3 b AE G LAk st AW A C BB IR A% Py Py £27E, (PP A
RF S50 fe &8, 75 W JE AR RF 09 AR BB TR AIE BT SR A% — 5 N BE I 43 128 B 428, B0 3 DU CRAIE SR AF AT = M 4% h &

WAL WIAT a1 s, B L(a)oh 20 dE RO | M
% C=[7,7] RF % 1 B4 E 1(a) b iH & 1 5 442k sabt, I
A BTN (5,4), AR PER BE N 5/7.56 2 20 A 1(a) 1M 2 sabt
OV O s 50 1) TS E P55 3 5 B 1(5) EsK
@ ® s B0 Py B2 BEVR 2 1 R A S5 L B v 2 C

Fig.1 A failed ‘e)‘(amp‘le O\f RF alAgorithm {7 LA S 7770 £, 10 (sat bt} i RF &5V 67 Ak ety sk .
Bl 1 RE R DIMCRA 35t 205 0 53 B 72 12 LBA(link-
disjoint version of Bhandariis algorithm)P s b 1 3K % RE S35 T — 52 1 Bk 45 2 A 17 1B G(V,E) 2 3k
il C ,DIMCRA 2558 55 1 54T SAMCRA (self-adaptive multi-constrained routing algorithm)!" V&L 7F G
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R BN L C MR P LAY PyARARAE, A5 2 25K Py I 7 1R B, I L I 1 B B AT A 0, B
Wi(vouw)=0,1<i<m,V(u-v)eP B2 BIEK G;% 3 P& G L#MIT SAMCRA T il 2 4R
o) 5 2C HISAL AR Py, A5 Py ANIFAE, VR L0 5 4 SHL PRI Py (IR B O Py MR I 25 I i) B 6 HR BILAE Py
I Py EE R RN R M) BE S ILAE Py B Py BEER KGR T BB AL 4 B4R (P P) 5 S R (PP TR
SR BB P (=L)AL AN Gl 2 PP — (P A P 84 I BE %, 73 205 A& 1IE IR RT 28 3 28,
5 D) A A

H+ DIMCRA 58 2 2R T I AR B (777 T RE 26 2 20 10 BE I SR8 4 4 — e RS I
PRIE T W 4% 100 T8 M, BT T A 9% 5 4 A e MCLPP i)
AR E DIMCRA [RIFEAS RE LR UE XA 5 5 460 1 o0 28 3K i
BAFAEW T AT 2 FroR, B 2 8 R4S G240 I
i) 4 C =[6,6.5] DIMCRA £ 1 2575 K 2(a) L3R 15 #5 Ji %
7 Pi=sbct. 5 2 B¥ Py S R AJFENE N 0,753
20 EIEELE 3 SFEE 2(b) L IRIZIT SAMCRA (a) Step 1 (b) Step 2, Step 3
KRB BRFLERAT Py=scet. -1 T R NP, =@ 5 4 PRk %
4 B B4Ry (shet,scet). 5 5 25, IR scet [ AR A IR =
(8,8) Nl AL C i scet — {scet M sbet} b FI 4 & 4 ) 25,43

U & 2(c) s B E LR R IR 126 3 28 71 2(c) LK i :
TG B R K 4% sabt. P ~vsabt = @ BT LLSR 4 25 BT 1S 65 , @ R0
43 B 1A N {sbet,sabt) 2B 5 25, IK sabt [ AR AU & (c) Step 5, Step 3 (d) Step 5, Step 3
(1, )AN AL C i 2 sabt— {sabt ~ shet} L 14 % 75 51 Fig.2 A failed example of DIMCRA
wWmE 2(d)FrR g E R ARG R B 3 P T RiEEE K2 DIMCRA JoiFK i ) 5451

2(d) Lk £ s B t R AR, SR 2k IR [P TG iR S B L, s 43l
bl 2 C B A AR A7 5, B {sbt,sct}, 1] DIMCRA JF & fig B Th R .

25 L BTIR MCLPP [a] 8 1) BRAT 52 HR A 6 AR XA T P 28 SR A5 35 AT 78 1R AT AT A8, JR DR e AT D 7 SR i ol 2
HR B N R B A () RF S0 19 56 2 20 F DIMCRA 5L RIS 5 50), 2 Bl R TR W9 24 1) 32 8 M, AT 5 BUrT AT AR 19
TR KK B 1A 8L A SR MCLPP ) JUEAT T IR AR ST, 38 H T SR s D0 A 1O RG i B0

2 MCLPP B @& B A9t RN

AR AW 5T MCLPP ) 85 A0 A R a8 T 2, 918 Itk 105 98 K5 6 SR (0 BT D ).
21 XHFTATSEX
EX 1P, B&1R). Py RRRLAIME G LR s 1 H AT A5t Z ik /£ 20K C 1 e i 15
EX 2(1EIEE G). Gk G L Py BERK I [ I B R [0 BE AL Ny 0 J5 G IE .
EX 3(P B&Z). B Kok Py BRI B4R, Py AR 1) 2R B I 4L K
EX AFE P, FEHKR). HEVP)NV(P) =0 " FRkE P hE P, Itk iz,
EX 5(E P $EIEER1Z). # PP =0 WHkie P T P B 1%
BRUUF S50 r:a) V(P)=V(P);b) RNR =D ;c) &P BT EP 1tk P 0BT P Hlkkiz.
EX 6(P, B1R). P, BB IEE G’ LM s H| t (112
EX TEAREEBES). RUP, =R AP)UPAR) AP, b Py R #12.
EN S(EAHEEAKTAES). V(P NR) BRSES P, AR, P IHE R BRI RS
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FEX 9( p, FEEEF p, FEER). p. Fn P AR L s BIE M KT 1 A5 s e P, TR, p,
RKon Py AR FEE t BRI R T 1 I s 2 t Z (81 Py B 42.

4k 3 fror,Pi=sabcxyzt, p, =sabc, p, = yzt .

EX 10(FFFREFHEIE SDSP:symmetric difference sub-paths). P, fl Py ok G'_LUE s F A [E])H1 44 j 1\
RIS 46 442 N R 2245 P, @Ry = (P — RB) U (R, — P) L T 58 R R — AN 99 38 40 S0, AR T P.@Py L R4E
P I S B/ 72 P, = P, (P, @ R) A B, =B, N (P, ® R,) i P, il Py I FR 22 T 14 4%

i 4 w1 TR, 4k TR P, U R, K 4(b) T P.@®P,.P, Al Py 1) SDSP(symmetric difference sub-paths)

P, =cdt, P, =cet .
Ons002205:0220 Go

—> Rlink (O PR node p, =sabc p, =yzt

Fig.3 Anexample of p, and p, subpaths
K3 p, 7igieS p, TER RSB

P, =sbcdt _(d) (d)

® Q30
R, =sbcet (e) P,OR O,
(a) (b)

Fig.4 An example of symmetric difference sub-paths

4 WPRE T AR

2.2 MCLPPELMREVIER . MiER X RFEMHEZHRITEREN

TEIR 1. 45 IBCE 1R B G253 AT (s,t) 18] MCLPP )@ i e il (P, Ry A24E, U {R" UP' )P =@

(R B (R UPRYNR =@ R "R =C M P "nR=@ % 7. P AP =0 R, P HI
P, IWHERR 20 85 T Py W B4R, 1T (P +I(R) < (R + (R =1,2) Bior. X 5 (R, R,y R Ai 7 &,
M BEAS BT, E 1 A3HIE. O

#i2 1. A B K G ST (s,HIE MCLPP W i (R, P} 775, B "R =@, HA Y
P =R I MOL( P AP, T LI ).

IEH (BRI B AP =@ BB P = B R BE 5 40 B B AR 0 O (PRI S (R R SR AL R T
JE LR A AL B AP B, L IR AR W AT ST, T B AR

(RAMEEDE A P AR =@ % P =R, P AP, =@ & r 44 P A1 P B4, B3kl B4, ko7, 7840 1k
FHIE SR 1 BT O

SEPE 1 RIS 1 W] T MCLPP (AR (B, Py MR 4R & AR B 5 Py HIHE 23 o 4 T 1%

E X 11(1& % & fi# COS:candidate optimal solution). Z5ZAA [[& G, {P',P,} i /i s £ t [a] MCLPP
i) R T AT R A (R O PRy P = @ IFR (P, Py} iy MCLPP ] 8 1) 15 3% Jgc {10 A

CAEIE T ARIREE BN Seoss ATIREE DN Steasibles B IR ScosCSteasible- 25 07 & X 11, 1 AR 1 LRl H T
N COS A ATREMA MCLPP i) 51 ) 5 P A 48 7 15 U, B 3 B I A0 A, S 0 38 R BT A AT AT AR, I e My 3 52 3 )
COS A R AT R bk, 1] LU o SR COS 1 77 15k PR AR e AL A 1) 48 2R 2% [R).E T COS b AR 75 Py %, i vl
P, B 42F1 Py Sk IE COS, NI fE A o i e 2 2 45 1.

ER 2. 4 BCE R B G, P, i[5 P, #)i& MCLPP ) COS,P, 5 P, Db8R¥H 2 LL K 4 Fpgs ) K R —

@: PP, =@ HV((P)NV(R)=0; @: PP, =@ HV((P)NV(P) =D ;

®: PR =@ HV(P)AV(P)=V(PNPR); @: BB =3 HVP)AVP)=V([P NP).

SE B 2 (WUF B AR SCR 5% 18] S(a)~F 5(d)Z3 T4 T e BE 2 o 4 iS5G 2 I e 167 PR 5 A8 9] ] S (a) T,
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ORISR E, Py B TR e — X4 1% 25 25 15 4%, IR T B 22 A2 78 1 41 COSTE@MI 45 b, P, U B b B4k K ] ) i
2% LA T (B 20 2 A DR T B 2 AP AE 29 20 COS, e q = |V (R) NV (Py)| - FR 7R B A< e (R o0 3 . 1

S5O)FTAR,V(R) NV (Py) = b}, AT F Rk 21 Z1%8E i 43 25 #% 42 %), B {sabct,sbt} Al {sabt,sbct}. /£ @ M 454 N A
P U P, Tk = B SRS R ITR, (B i, B I T R i — 4B B A B R AR A @ A R U PR, |
MR P LTP, A % it e 46 by 5 M) @R AT AR B 4 s B8 2 S 45 T MCLPP [] S A1 A BT A 1T R i A =X

s t St
(a) (b)
Sy et
(©) (d)

t S
—> P, —> P, @ Common node

S

Fig.5 Examples of the possible structure relation between P, and P,
5 Py 5 Py BRARTTRER) 4 Fh & k5% 2 7Rl

IR 3. A P, g Py A COS, U Py B AR B kil A w(P,) < 2C —[w(p,.) +W(p.)].

B 3 UERE WA SO s @ BE 3 Sibr B4 T W Py BEERALIGE L COS 1) P, MR AR WAL ) & b 5L 2
Ui, XA EF) Py ANTTHEAN Py AL AR th T4k BT 1K) COS IR R B A%, M COS X 1 Py Al P,
PR R, R 3 Py R AT S Py AL COS [ Py #6428, (8 ] 15 31 B R A o 7 T2 0, Mk f& SO B B Py
WA Py COS 1A%, L Py il A2 a) /2 G L s,t M A2 H. b) w(P,) < 2C —[w(p, )+ W(p,)] .

H AT 43 I 45 MCLPP R il S35 i i o B U0 2 i 58 N v S i B 1% P AR JE R BIRE S Py ML COS
HIITE Py AR AR & P % e B 2 iYL O AL 3 T VA IE P LT COS, B i A COS Hh ik MR i
) — 2 i, ) MCLPP fii] 5 () S {0 i

3 LIDOMPA &%

AL H LIDOMPA HEM D 5 oD IR i 2R P, B AR R FRAK P, 8 R S (A 1 R R K.
3.1 LIDOMPARYH &

258 m YEINAUA 7 B G(V,E)FI m 4EZ 3 1) 5 C ,LIDOMPA $7i4 05 Bl R

%5125, 1817 SAMCRA 7218 G L33k s ) t i & C MIE B4R P45 Py ANFELE, IR 4L,

25, % Py I R I R ) R A Y 0,13 BB IEIE G

%34, 78 G LiB4T M-SAMCRA (modified-SAMCRA), 5. (s,t) I 3 2 "B 4 i 29 o 1) 4 C' = 2C —[w, (p.) +

Wi (p)] FRIFTE K SAND SRCHE 1) P, 545 A0 IX 28 Py A4 B R B0 S8 S s ks 1™,

S,={PIPAP =@ andV(P)NV(P)=@, PeS}

a5 ¥ S BRIk | S0 = (P PGE:Q and V(P)nV (R) =D, Pef}
S,={P|PAP 2P and V(P)NV(R)=V(PNPR), PeS}
Ss  others

95550, 1 FIRABCDF I B LR S,.55S M1 Ssd MRS BRI EARMR R KB JE N — A AE

JJ MCLPP [n) /8 1) 5 4 it
A1) BHRS, FK RN AR P 42) B PR E DT P L H C (PPN S, IR, K 2.8,

ss (D M-SAMCRA 15 1E ] SAMCRA 5535, /& A SCHE #i LIDOMPA 5590 1) 77 35, 1l SAMCRA 543046 s imi e /E HY J& 38 % P, %643,
3.2 WA 4@ B4R L 1) 5 (constricted constraint vector, fRi FR CCV) ¥ 1F FI & M4 2 21 3 MBS ALK S8 J7 T X P B4%:
I 48 2% 28 () BEAT FR AR 45 M4 4K 1) % 4% 32 iR (structure-aware non-dominance, fil /i SAND)# 1 ] & 83— D BRAK P, (2R 28 ).
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I,
B 1) MHERE PreSu R B U P, it Ll it 2 ™ Ol s g 4 i g 0 A T B/ ELV 240
W C I — 41N Pl P I B AR 2) BT Pty Py A i i B DA b 3 6 i KK B o /N — 414 Dy
Sp L IR R ARARE
C 1) WAER PeS, Wik RUP, JFARUP, Tl LES RLIP, LI, H (R UP,)-(RIIP,) IR T
e ) X B 0 B AR (P P 3 4T P ol P T C I (P P L N #42 P Y Py 4RI
COS;2) MATH P,5 Py KIEU COS ik 8 MK JE /N — 4 R S, LI et A
D 1) WTE PseSsitAT (B U Py) — (P LIPy) HIALER, HI A R A4 i 4 e 5 rp 1) G ) (BT 52 B 2@ P T &5
), HUR B TT 1 5 6 T DAFIARF2) IWITH Psh Py MY COS k£ K 8 s /N — 4LAE A S
I AR AR
R D R AR AL 2 T T RS A R N T R L 3L R (K DGR AL 5 3 08 Py R AR I T, Y L BE S
FBNFITAT Py P 35 IR IORE b, ) — D5 LI R Py IR 2 Py (R 450t B B2 R 5 SV I S 6 vk ol T 58 0Kk
fift Py BRI AR I AR R 25 0], A1 7S 0 FH T SAMCRA B3 [(9HF 15 A1 % 4% 57 it (non-dominance) B A i
TAE58 1) SAMCRA F1 non-dominance Jf /4~ fi§ B #2128 FH T LIDOMPA Sk A SCST SAMCRA 3T T &2, 38
H T Modified-SAMCRA, i #k M-SAMCRA, %t non-dominance #F4T T & 1EHE H T 45 M4k %42 32 it SAND. N
TR PE4H A 24 M-SAMCRA F1 SAND F 4 H it [K] J JFUEE.

3.2 M-SAMCRA

M-SAMCRA 4 MCP ) 75 )% s 59 SAMCRA S9445 4 ifi 5K . SAMCRA 534 1 Mieghem 25 AU
P15 SCHR[12] 3@ i 51CHT 1) 289 (look-ahead) J7 726 SAMCRA #EAT T 44k R B5tidk. SAMCRA 17 LLF LA
fia) FET AR MR, LA 15 H 0 20(2);b) k-shortest path 45 11, BRI 7E K i £ 58 46 4% 10 38 2% 3 B2 R AN AT DAAS
Pl R AT DA B2 2 MR, 5 k % 12;b) KM non-dominance 7775 FEAIGHE 2 25 (AL RISV 54 4 S
IXLERE S HIRATHE R P, AR E R M AL, EZ,1) SAMCRA H fiE iR [l f 56 % 42;2) SAMCRA X1
non-dominance H ] B3 2 25 8] (H & 512 P, B A2 11 %5 5%;3) SAMCRA 1748 11 45 15 2 iy A 51 A B 1 4 i
ST B Y AU R 20l B B i R s AR S vk st 42 AL T SAMCRA ANBE E 4% A T LIDOMPA 53k 1156 3 20,
9 AR S SAMCRA AE 756 M IR 3 4018 50 1 58,18 50 T Ji H 485 58 Ao L0 MU B A1 35 2 BRI Py B AR 4R
R T SR Y AR S IR (SAND) K B AL 48 ) non-dominance, Bf (R 71 [ AR B0E B2 24 FE 1 [R) I (RAIE P, %
R E R 5 = g R R £ B 41 Queue!' ™Dk 28 B AL & UL
3.3 ZEHRIEREESAND

TE3 3.2 11 M-SAMCRA 8.3 %7 SAMCRA JIT H¥) non-dominance 77 BT T 18 IE AT 420 #7 6
Zi1& IF. non-dominance 1 J50 5,45 HAZ 15 Ji5 1 45 K 40 2% 42 3CTC 7772 SAND, IRl i 72 21 4 1iE W SAND A 23520
LIDOMPA S 1P RS PE. B 2645 AL 4E 1) non-dominance 1) 7 7%,

%12 3Bt (non-dominance) ™. % 5E MU s B YT 5 j Z MBI ER AR PR Py, 15 wi(Py) <wi(Py) X it
AW 1<i<sm B8, 0 Py o] LU Py 32 Bl

Non-Dominance & SAMCRA 7E 14 & 2 £ R fiz k6 M 42 R 148 R S ) B vk an i 6 il 7 Hh il -+
Ji7R, 45 %% non-dominance iz | T- LIDOMPA 57,4538 X P, #4281 MCLPP 1] COS 12 J¢ B U8 S35 RO RS B 12k
Kl 6(a) J 54 M 44, C = [6,6] i 1% sabt 4 s 21 t (56 445 P11 6(b) M B 6(a) KIS IE B G' .15 P, HI4E 2k Fe o,
72 6(b) Y A a b, M s £ a 1542 sca I R) & (3,2),sba A 7] 2 (4,3).45 % ] non-dominance,sba ¥ ¢ sca
YR, A a EATHRIESRIE shaiXx & G5 P, #4% sbat UL 1 sbat A1 P, #J COS {sat,sbt} 1) F 5%, ifij
{sat,sbt} e 46 4 &l 6 4 it s AL AR R 18 7 BT 1, 45 K F non-dominance, 7518 IE € ¥ 7(b) -, 7 B 4% shac &
B s S, M T 530 P, % 4% sbact % H sbact Fil sat 44) i ) 55 AL fif {sact,sbat} #5451 26 .

IR AN A5 U 1 ,non-dominance 2 i il MCLPP AL fift 1) 5 K, AN BE B3 H T LIDOMPA 535 JR K &A%
4L non-dominance % 8 T A% H] 1AL TE K /N G R, IR 2 18 % AR 1] 1) 45 74 56 R T /2 MCLPP il {8 4% [1)
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B 45 A6 5 B R I TR R TR 36 0 528 LIDOMPA. FAS i 12, A SCH non-dominance F8 FH 454 8E4T T B4,
P T g AL 42 S RE T 1 SAND.

Dominater#

Fig.6 Non-Dominance causes the loss of optimal solution of MCLPP, example-1
Kl 6 Non-Dominance i% % MCLPP fAffif 2 ok (1) 5411

Dominated

() (b)
Fig.7 Non-Dominance causes the loss of optimal solution of MCLPP, example-2

7 Non-Dominance &% MCLPP It il = 2k 1) 5461 -2

LA LRI ER 12 SLEC SAND. 45 8 MRS 3 s B rh B 55 j 2 (B TP 45 B A Py FH Py, W1 3% wi(Py) S wi(Py) X i
A 1<i<m ¥RAL, LWL PRI Py X FRE 745 P o E B BE IR, B, 0E P YT SR, 4 Py T LA
Py SCTiC .

EIR 4. SAND ALK LIDOMPA IR #f Pk

SEHL 4 [RYIE I UL B S U D S 2 [R] B I SAND 8 3o AN W7 <8 37 (0 BE AL 38 TR DR A 1) 1 B A% oK AR Py 1998
2 [ AN H H ).

4 LIDOMPA B X8 R = (8 RS IERIEA 247

AL H B B MCLPP ) 85 1) RS B 50005 S00RG 0 1k 00 AR 2 1 2 A, 1T BV A A P 2 e ST ik
THRMC IR B R 32— 17 .45t LIDOMPA 11920 B8, A K BRI 43 B A1 18 LIDOMPA J2& Qi ] 7 PRI 48 R
25 [w] 1) [7) I 52 B0 R 7 P (K. LIDOMPA 45 1 25 R[] SAMCRA 32 3K fift 5 46 46 4% P28 2 B3R IE KL 3 5
SRARFTAT A SAND B[l P, #1250 4 25 25 5 0FIH P, 1 Py /15 DL IE COS IR B AR MR, X ELFF A 56 2
K A 32 1 e R U 7E LIDOMPA #3538 1 5 TN BAR 3 AL AT RO ARAIE T 28 AN 450405 5509205 0 o 1 i 42
R4 2 A I (R BRI

1) COS. 2L 1 fdfEie | ORI, E COS A A ] Re ik st fig. IR LIDOMPA R H T A fyi& COS 1y
1030 T A R AEAS AT R A IR 46N T AR AR A8 R HL.COS MR I B H R SR ), SE B b M e A1 A 11 &5 44
BRI 4 A (R DL e B 4 5 0 P BE BN T 0 B LA 2 T BB AT T 3 30U 47

2) CCV. 7 LIDOMPA % 3 3% Tt DIMCRA #5 3 35 2C B S HIZ W i i 2C —[w (p,) + W, (p.)] .5
3 ERW CCV AT R P, AR M 2 KM CCV 41 7E P, ¥ 2 FE b 8 ) CCV 2R I T 4 12
AR I XL R R IR I TG BPRR T P, B4R R AN 75 ]

3) SAND. FH SAND )58 SCHT 511, SAND szt it iak 8% 17 45 #4) FHA 2 5 7 1 B ol 7] B 30— 25 B A Po 48 2 2 8] 1.
SEHL 4 CAUEW] T SAND ALHEIE LIDOMPA fRS 1.

FEFR 5. LIDOMPA &K fift MCLPP i 5 (1 4% #ff 5792

IE BRI BV R SRR TR UL KT R 48 R S IR B AR T VAR UE T LIDOMPA RS ff IR
LIDOMPA 2 5K f# MCLPP 1) £ ()RS i 5792, O

RIS LAFE 2(2) BT 99 % b 5] 35 ] LIDOMPA. 38 4745 B8 B 45 SR 3 43 W 48 % 24 1) PR ) el F. 49 3 C AR
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H[6.5,6], H IEAE s Rt 2 [8] - 3R38 2 C HORE RS 4> B8 ft M 42 0 451217 LIDOMPA,H5 1 AU ISR 2 S 45 R 1y
DIMCRA A8 [, 41 & 2(a)F1 & 2(b) 7. [l 8(a)~Kl 8(1)45 i T LIDOMPA 55 3 W74 Ab B 72 & 8 v s Bt
T 1) /N T HEAR 28 A7 it 8 150 10 BA 97 HE 1A BB AR 3R B 42 I IE e K BB 1 4% ph pR B EXTRACT_MIN I BA 5]
(1 €0 /N HE 2 7 ) HP B I HH A ATE 24 iy Ak 38 865 A58 BT, S I /I sl 0 4 K €0 AT 2K 1 2 4% R T I A 0 /N HE Ay Y i 3
MR AR 2K 60 i S £ 4% 0 7 2 TS R R0 B T R TR R AR AT L AR AR B R e ) AR £ /DN AR 3 4 4 3 L 1) i
2 LIDOMPA #H 7%k % 3 2 it & 15 3
C’ = 2C —[w(sh)+ w(ct)] =[10,10].7E &l 8(b)
b a s BlIE A AR sa WA
A b A ECA I(saf)=1.1>1.0,% saf #47/4 f
S AR FIAEE 8D b k.
K 8O, IE N I(sabt)>1.0,sabt #4775 K
8(c).-,scb AL [ F /N T sab, fEL X sch & 4 P, 4
#,sch IR HE sab ST (35 K H AR 4
non-dominance,sch 2 # sab 32 fit #). 7 I 8(d)
b, b K oscb WS4 s, KL TR
i#%,scbs B L. [ 2EL & 8(f) FfY sabs a4
4k Fi .75 B 8(e) L, KA w(sde) = (8,6),
w(sce) = (7,5) HEAMT 25 T #45 sde 4%
P, kTR sce AE B HERR MR, B sde %
sce YRLPE T AR S 8G)H, Kb 24T
PRI R AR A0 H 071 5 B S 12 scet A
scht BB B RS S b AE K 8() A B 1k
PN =5 (BD BT A /MHESY B3 ), i P, 1%
8% 58 ¥ LIDOMPA 5 4 35 scet XI5 31+
4 Spr ¥ sebt Rl 4y 274 S, 8 5 B
Spscet L Py 1% shet ml ) s ot it 43 1
2 X {shct,scet} A {sbcet,sct}. i1 T+ scet Fl
sheet il A 21 K C |, {shct,scet} Fl {sbcet,sct}
AN COS, ikt Sy LM %+ S,
1y scht, (scbt L P) — (scbt LT P) 44 1E J& il 4%
) % % F) B — X 40 B i 4% X {sbt,sct), & 4G
%y, st £ sct #4935 /£ C BT LA {sbt,sct} Ny S, -1
FARAR, MO FE {sbt,sct} &y LIDOMPA [ %%
fift. .28 LIDOMPA  FIT K [ {sbt,sct} A% & 5t &
K 2(a) P25 _E AR

EFRE IR AN A KT il 2 Bl AT,
DIMCRA T 4 ¥k SAMCRA Skt A fig
SKAF W AT R % 54 2% B LIDOMPA  BE &
DIMCRA  JoiZ2 SR fif B8 0 N SR 45 B L okt
MG E st [HEMAETE 5 4 4%, LIDOMPA
28 3 Dl Ak AR B T 2 4% P, B AR R

(@) Step 3 ()) Step 4 and Step 5 g BeAR A PR Bk, 1% S B JE /R T LIDOMPA
Fig.8 An example of LIDOMPA Wit CCV 1 SAND %/ VE AP T P,
K8 LIDOMPA &4 19 2% 25 () FAC H T AS I S0 AR i 1
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5 KWERSNIN

5.1 T KR S X LIDOMPA fil DIMCRA 1E#E—35 L. 26 5.2 F76 1418 LIDOMPA HL{E IR
T UL BIPAT I T 48, 55 5.3 7154030 0 S 56 560 UF S92 i SR P 1 B AT 4 2% 2 1) 7 vk AT 3800 AR 0 s 38 ¥ b 4
H R SCHR[ 141/ RGU #5884 %, RGU(random graph with uniformly distributed link weight) &l )% S #0H N %
71 B B R pUUAEL A 0.2, 40 b R A 4 B B A AT m 4 00 0 M AU, A E A A MR A0, 1] F1RI38 750 43 A S 50 B
WHEHL CPU 418 1.9GHZ, W TEA 1G.
5.1 LIDOMPASDIMCRA EH L

BN 2 10,25,50,100,150,200,250,300,350,400,450,500,550,600,700,800,900 F1 1000,Ci=1(1<i<<m) 7 m=2
A m=3 4AE T 2 DIEAT 28 A4 N 2B 10° 4 RGU.AF4 RGU _1iZ4T LIDOMPA 1 DIMCRA #% 1 iX.
B9 4 T MR SVEEREA N BB SR AR KB 45 T R, 618 m=2 5 m=3,LIDOMPA [fJ 3K fift jl 2 Z #8112
15T DIMCRA. G T LIDOMPA [P i P C 28 1 i #1987 201800 RS ff 5072502 38 B LR R WA 70 it T SRk 43
AR BE WA BE B RGU AR 245 W R A S B A AEAE MCLPP T AT AR, M 9 o B9 sk A i Th 2 3F R S 100%.
B10 45 T R EVEAE RS N LR 10* AN RGU i BT sRAR (K37 35 B A B 45 L 51 LIDOMPA. BT R Aif (111 34)
K W] /N T DIMCRA BT sR A 10 F 24 5K B2 BT LIDOMPA IR fi# £ T DIMCRALE 11 45 7 Wi &322 11 2
WIFAT IS 8] 8. 45 SR SR 7R LIDOMPA. [¥) 1] [) 45 1 12 1 DIMCRA. I 2 [R] Ay 2 55 0 S vk (9 RS ke, 1 1R 75 2 L
BN — & (B 2Rt AR

L0 ———r—r—pr—e—s—v—s—v——v——v——v—p 1.8
e 2 —©-LIDOMPA, m=2|
PP —E—LIDOMPA, m=3| |
0.8 —&—DIMCRA, m=2
1.4 —¥—DIMCRA, m=3
-2 < =
£ 0.6 S
—_— 0
2 =
1] <
§ 0.4 § 1.0
3 —6—DIMCRA, m=2 2
7] d —&—LIDOMPA, m=2| =
0.2 —o—DIMCRA, m=3 > 061
b —9—LIDOMPA, m=3 < v
10 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1 000 10 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000
N N
Fig.9 Comparison of the success ratio Fig.10 Comparison of the average length
of obtaining solutions of the obtained solutions
B9 HORME IR LA K10 SR Pk i) T B K
g
()
£
w0
=)
‘s
g {
2 10 PP ¥ —©-DIMCRA, m=2

—&—DIMCRA, m=3
—E-LIDOMPA, m=2|
—V~LIDOMPA, m=3 |

0 200 400 600 800 1000
N
Fig.11 Comparison of running time

11 SRR ARIE AT I [R] s
5.2 FBIFERT,LIDOMPAE BT R [E)
LR sz % E C=N, I<isSm BT = RGU R H B 18 BT A SR AR 90 R 410 C 0 N G [
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(K905 16D D) Jr A 6 B 20t 0 A €7 3 bl 0 0 W L S A6 00 T 4 S 60 K 4 VB AE S A 5 B LIDOMPA
AT TITABE N AT m 28 4k (05 0.
5.2.1 N RPEVEPAT ) 1) 52

12 45 THA N _E LIDOMPA [~ 35 3K figt i [0 FF44 . 45 SR 587, S0k 38 47 I [ B 19X 4% 74 s 550 N g 88 o v

FRT IR 5] Tt AR L 1.5s.

1500
7 ——m=2 ’
£ - g
3 1000 2ms ///r
=
£ 500 ]
=
0 ——
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N

Fig.12  Variation of the running time with N
12 PRI TEEE N A2 O
522 m R EEATIN (] 50
13 45 T AN m | LIDOMPA ({1232 17 I ) JT 4. 45 2R s AEAH [A) NI m O S5 R AT I 1) 9 52 0 -
ATEAR K AE m=20,N=500 FJ 411 F SEVER TS AR 1.8s.
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£ 1000 |—{-=8N=500 P
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Fig.13 Variation of the running time with m
13 PR RIBE m AR 10 4 b

53 BiAFTARREE R EAERNE IR IE

SCHR[15]45 T s At 22 ] s 42 8 b A gLe(N-2)1 L2 rh e = 2.718 8] 14(a) M1 & 14(b) 7> IS5t T m=2 Fl m=3
%A F ,LIDOMPA 7EA [ N _Eff) 10* 4 RGU H A4 SAND $5i (1) Py #4250 H 055 KK Kona FFIIAE Koy 7T LA
B Kenax A1 Koy F5 B N AR 18K 52 2R R 1 KB 15(a) A1 P 15(0) 20 I Ge 3 T 76 m M 2 389K 51 20 (915 40 F ,LIDOMPA
FEARF N Ef 1004 RGU 1 Ji K13 Py #4250 H (5 KA Kanax FPFIIE Kavgo 1T A HEN SRR Koy 1 Koy
K ARAEAH R N LB m (01K Kinax AT Koy FF3E B B A AR ok (AR A 345 58 5.2 719 I i) 49
()38 K AR L IX R I3 UE T P, BRI H BB LIDOMPA Rk & 224518 18 14 FIE 15 45 R
LW Knax<<Le(N-2)! LRI KB SAND J5 ¥ P, 4% 198 H 3z /) TLe(N-2)! LIX B AiF T A S04 %) LIDOMPA 5
VBT H (5 5% 7 ) AR 20 A0 B0 R B IR BRI AR A 2 i &5 s
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Fig.14 (a) Variation of Ky, with N, (b) Variation of K,,, with N
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Fig.15 (a) Variation of K, with m, (b) Variation of k,,, with m
K15 (a) Konax BE N BIAZ LA B, (D) Kaye B m HIAZAL 1 50

IR B S 3 B LIDOMPA. - 5092 3K fift 1Pk RO T~ IR AT S50k, L4500k P SR 44 2% 245 () B A1 1y 1257 23t S IR

TR B B AR HE SCBR [ 16 AT 3 6 458 T A5 A2 v ) 8% v F T30 QoS 4 P ) B U7 2 A 1 1) S e 4

RALW), B AE BN DL, LIDOMPA 5535 (R IR 5] JT 45 th BE % i AL i 42 TUH SRR 265K F k. LIDOMPA. S35 5K
BT TR ISR — T AT AT (T 5E QoS Bx th VA

500

kmax
kavg

6 B &

ALK MCLPP 0] fEAT T 15T, &1 4 BILAT S35 AN B 0T 755 190 48 SR A5 2 A7 (60 1T AT Atk 10 i 0, 388 1 T8
fiffi K fig 555 LIDOMPA. A SC 3 1 T MCLPP i) 388 5 {0 8 1 02k 00 45 A 3 5 vk 4 th T i s LA SR I 20 S 1)
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2R ATY G BN s Bt 19— 440 PP FI R ) B 45 K 55 BT Hi To N JLBE I R 8 I K &
TRLASY 2,50 200 25 BT B 16 70 (K2 U4 ) 8 7m ARA 5E S P, B T P ISR 45, P, A P IR 6 Rt i SR g T
16 7 4 R oL K V(R) =V (B) 1T 1 5 P4 2845 1 21 2 vh i 4 B 28 e B 2 T O

Structural relation between P and P

A
e N

PAR=0 PAR=@
N A
' Y ~ ™
V(P)AV(R) =D V(P)AV(P)=@ V(P)NV(R)=V(PAR) V(P)AV(P)=V(PNP)

0 (i) (iii) (iv)

Fig.16 Possible structure relation between P and El
Kl 16 P AP [AJW] AEM45 06 R
SEF 3RV Py 5 Py AL R RIE T2 B 2 Tk 4 M2 — ORI N —4LM P NP, =0 ¥
@M@ITH —4LE R AP =@ % {B,R} A P, 5 P4l COS M wR)<C,WwP)<C.4PnNP=0

i, (P, PR) Py 5 P, AR EE UL B R =R UP,.I,
W (R) + W, (P) =W (R) + W () < 2C, (1s<k<m) 4)
[l Bk,
W (P) < 2C, —w, (R) (%)
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B AP, =@ I, (PP} (P UP)—(PLIP) 24 LI e 4, i T
RUP,=(RUP)URILIP)=(RUP)UP NP)URNP),

T LLR(6) AT
W, (R) + W (P,) = W (B) + W, (P) + W (B N P) + W (R N Py) (6)
HHE G Al P, 52 ST 5w (B A Py) =0 AR S(6)
W (R) + W () = Wi (B) + W, (P}) + W (R N P,) @)
PRSI EES
Wy (P) = W (R) + W, (P) + W, (R N Py) =W (R) < 2C + W, (R N P,) - w, (P) (®)
g5 G)FNE) IR, Tk Py 5 Py A SR WA Py AES Py iiE COS,P, % 2 B ) 2 s 9 AL :
W, (P) <2C + W (R NP)-w (R) )

2PN P 5 pa ) Py TERARU R = po + P, + P PTEL, W (R) = Wi (P.) + Wi (D) + Wi (P2) -HTT po 55 pa 1
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