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SOFHAEIZRLZETHHAT 5. £/, O,
FRICHTS 0 WIRD k() =2 EREL THAT 5.

T 2.2 (BOEQE[13]) o kAN ET 5. £,
Jo(z) = a0 ® (bo ® @ o), fi(z) = a1 ® (b1 Dz D cy),
fo(@) =as @ (b Dz @) T 5. ZODIKF, ANMHEICK
5 9 E BRI TR T AR 22 B o1, po, p3 DTFEEL, (T



EzE s

]

’ Sl LA A

/

b=p, (b()’c()’al’bl’cl’a2

F(x)=a®(b,®x®c,

a= pl(bo’co’al’bl’cl’az)

fo(x)=a0®(b0®x®co)

fl(x)=a, ®(bl®x®cl)

fHi(x¥)=a,®(h,®x®c,)

F(x)=a,®(b®x®c)

)
)

c= p}(bO’CO’al’bl’cl’aZ)

10 HoriEfIHl & Tree reduction & DWIGERER (h(z) = 2 D
)

?':E'ﬁxo) ao,bo,CO,al,bl,cl,ag,bQ,CQ C:i‘:’rtl«){_FfPﬁJi DfLOH§
®, & FH T HER 2725 & v ) |
foo fio fa(x) = Fio Fy(x)
Fiz) =a®@b@rdc)
Fry(z) = a® (by ®xdcs)

a = pi(bo,co,a1,b1,¢1,0az)
b= pQ(bOaCOaalabhchaQ)

¢ = p3(bo,co,a1,b1,c1,a2)

]
TR HERIH] & Tree reduction & DX % X 10 IR 7,
g, 3O DB DERZ 2 D DRI D AR THEY
L0 ZERERTS, L, MR T ag, by, co D
EBEDb-> Tkl L, BXY, B p1, p2, ps DEIELIC
ag, by, co MEFNTVLRWI LICHERESIBHETH S, I
XD, WIHLRESIC% 5, B2, K118 T
IR E 72 A, X &Y Ok E TN 5 2
EWTED,
® DHHEAINT, @ 25 ITxf L TRl 272 3R, @,
R 22 3. Z DR, a,b,c ZMIT D X 9 I12E
HTE&5.

a = a1 ®ag

b= bo@(CLl@bl)

) D& &)

OOfO PO

&N EN|E\ &)

S\
o4

11 WA HR o HERIH 2 E % 6

¢c=(a1®c1)®co

2, K10 ERICB VT, o ZERTZZETHEON
5. XZbQ@I@CQ 513‘;3< (1:,

foofiofa(z) = ap® (by & (a1 @ (b1 & (a2 ® X) ® c1))
@ co)
ao ® (bo @ (a1 ®b1) ® (a1 @ az @ X)

® (a1 ®c1) ®co)

aw @b (a®X)®c)
aw®@bD(a® (b2 ®xdcr)) Be)
= F o Fy(x)

2.2 i1, .2, #1.3 1%

Bl.1 (sum)

a,bcZEUTDXIICEDL I EDTES, (FHFITZ o
Z A7 DT ¢ 1 IAE)

Ryl 2 72 LT %,

a = ay + asg
b="by+ b

c=c+C

#1.2 (max path weight)

@M@ I L TR 272 L T 20T, LEddfin
Z#ZOFFWMHLTabc2EDDI EWTES, (FEE
IZi3 @ 13 WHaZE DT c 13 AE)

a = a1+ az
b= max(bo,al ® bl)
¢ = max(a; ® ¢1,¢)

#1.3 (max subtree)
PREMEDT, £7, @ OWHEZFIALTY & oo




MRS DTS, JHR b ETHM ¢ EAD; S c; D
ERICEEEZ, CThE2ERD £T5. Hi o ZHIKRT
5., Fl, SO —ATIE h(z) =2 1 ZEY 72, (8]
BRI BT 213 bo, by FPATD L) iz K> T3
&9 5,

bo = (Mg, v, )

by = (M, Sp,)

ZOWf, a, b ZUTOIIICEDL I ENTE S,

a = max (a; + Sp, + a2, as)

b= (maX (mbmmbl) » Sby + a1 + Sby +as — a)

3. ERMbH&CREFILTU XA
3.1 EXML

AGPU(p, b, M, w) % T, BFOAND S Fo
ZEET 5,
input Win]: n/2 THE 25 7 2 KD XML #£3
output f(r,®,®,h): Tree reduction B D KD r 12

w95 HfE
AN 7a =L X e RICEPNTE D, Hb7u—
AL AEVICELS, W OKELZDOY A X3 AGPU D7 —
FRw E—HLTW2b5DLT 5,

72120, B 0 3 TOFMEEZRLTwEbDL
5.

o BBl ®, @, h IFATMEIC X 5 I EEIR R TRIME T RE

Th 5
A E Iz w7

o ®,® IFIormRI Iz i 7 9

R AN THR T XK,
b kv,

%8B, @,0 I FHMNILER>TVRL ERETE I ENT
5. bL, Fo TR WEARIBEMTEI LT3, M
%, @ £ ® DHMILE XTI T EFEC, 2HEERICE
WTHIBD =D T DR IREHE 2 Tbabd, $IRTD
fE%RYT, WA I DORHE T #iBT

7, ®,6 1 FATHRLT

3.2 BPUKEIBRIAR

FT, BETLIT)ALIBNWTF— LR 57— RS
TH BELR EMFRRICOWTHIT 5, AHEFNI R
% (HfET 2 index 206 7% %) FATEIS % FEEIR & 5
FlE LT, K40 XML ZHIRY 25555 W(3..20] 2
EZ5H. ZORINOEBEDKRFERRT %5 LXK 12 D LX
DEHID, BRICBEL TG T % index 23FE L 72\
DT, MBTRHEML TH2 (EEHERTREICNIET 2

Index 3145167891011 [I12[13(14[15[16(17 18|19

20

WI[3..20] 479/ (/|10 /)8 /| |-16)-11) /| /| 17[14] 6

12 4 D W[3..20] IZHET 2 HELIAR

JHRIIRRTH 5 T LITHER). 2D &9 Mz B
EESZ LT 2 (Tabb, RODEOMEICH 2GS
% index 23 WIEKHDEEMR TH %), TXTOR, HELIK
WA LT, BPRZR > TV LIRETEIEDVTE S,
F 72, —HOTERICOWTIFEADMEZ > TR d
ZOHaOEAT ) EEV, K12 ERICEWT, 2THR
23 & D 2 RO TEH LS TV 2556, ZOBROX
7 % paired-edge & MUY, FTM DT L 28 S LT
b D% solo-edge EWERZ EICT 5, BHRUKRD &I
preorder DFEFIZHIG L T2 % DT, solo-edge I HELIA
DEFEPABRIC L DFEL 2\, B0 Z UL, solo-edge
I3 left-visible b L < I right-visible Td 5.

Tree reduction Z 55§ 2554, HLIKRICHL TS, —
BRDTHRIC DWW TEHBEAZIT) L3 TE S, K121 LT
#5311 max path weight BEHD 72 & D tree reduction %
To7fiR 2K 13 1R T, ZORZHERIAR LR LI
T3, MARZEET 27 L3Y) AL 20 TIEBT 5.
fafIARDEE E LT, £7, HBEIKDTXTD solo-edge
ERARICb &S, £, paired-edge 1T TEED
eI (29 ThiFhudd 5 & contraction TE
%), FIEMIZE 4 1O paired-edge & L 2 RS N2 \0»
(& 7?3 assosiative TH B EREL L LITKD, BEDVAD
sibling IZR LT, #IC @ IS X BHHEZITH T L3 TES).

M EDEZIZED, MfIREZHRRET 272012, YT
EEZRETINE T TH L LD0D 5.

e F71 A: right-visible 7 solo-edge (X XIGT 2 THAR D E

Az KM % LS
o M7 B: BLFl A DA TERIC paired-edge CTHE S 117
EDQHRAZ IS 2 ELS1
e %I C: left-visible % solo-edge X IGd 2 THM E &
OHHURIC paired-edge CTHE S L7z 2D EH A % 1£HH
ERAYw]
o Ny: Bidll A DYFE




rllc
a éé;j
[-27

[/ T]]s

i
o
]

w o[/ [/ I8/ T/ T

13 12 128 L C max path weight B D72 % ® contraction
AT THER (MR & 15

14 FEIREGRRET 220D 7 — ¥ i

o Nc: Bi%l C DEFHEH

INSDfEZ M, 5 oMM LIcT 5, K141
BS A, B,C 2§ 5. WS B DEELBII NAs TH 2.
F 72, left-visible % edge (Z WG T % JE M IZEADEZ Ff
Tehwnid, IN6DDDOEINEAETH L. ki,
right-visible ¥ 7z X left-visible 7% JH 523 paired-edge 12 #%
fit & N R R Bty (B ZI3IK 13 DEA 17 DIE),
HAJLDEAZFFOFELEHT 22 LICT 5. 2DL)
12§ % Z & T right-visible F 71X left-visible 22 TH AL HIC
paired-edge ICEERE S N BERFFOZ LI %, BME N3
ERIEEL nflTh b, ZDLIHIZLTDH Tree reduction
DFEREZL Z 7%\, BLEX D, right-visible 7 edge DEIE
Ny THY, left-visible % edge DEIE N — 1 TH 5,

¥ 72, WAl A, BIZBH LTI EDEED 6 HIZHFE 2 R4l
L, B4 C Bl T T oREFEL S NHICEZE 2 &NT 5.

F7, EEoT—IHEE XML REGHEAICESICE

3.3 REZILITVILOHE
AGPU(p,b, M,w) D=3 )VF 70ty J Oz k &L,
Thbb, k=p/bTHs. BETNLITYALIEFILUTD4
DD FMET Tree reduction 275§ %, K15 RT3,
(1) ADESIZ kBOBBIARIZAEL, k~LF7aty
VB S A HEBIAIT S U TR 2 17\, MiFIAR 2 2B
$%. (Local Tree Contraction for Pseudo Trees) £
< F Tty FIRHMIIARDWERE LT 5 DMz )

Divide input
ninput | NI N | [ | Into k pseudo trees

Elements (k: #multiprocessors (k=p/b))
Step 1: Local Tree Contraction
k Contracted Trees \ 1 for Pseudo Trees
Step 2: Global Parentheses Matching
Tree of O(k) Elements Step 3: Local Tree Contraction

for Contracted Trees

Output D Step 4: Global Tree Contraction

15 BE7LITY XL

5. 2FLLT, COAT Y 7 TR EMD 5 Ol
Bons,

(2) kD 5 >fflz e, kHDfEFIARICK§ 2 paren-
theses matching % 1T 9 (solo-edge 2% L CTxEd %
edge ). OB, OF) HORXMEZMHWTAHy a
DXIGRAR % RBIT E 5 (Global Parentheses Match-
ing). Z4UE, =TT ATLITYRLEHANT
O(k)time TR TE 5,

(3) & LT 70y i, FIEHCH D YT 5 ff A
DR E D> TITH LT, REED parentheses matching
DfEHE WL 225 2 oER (BRI, gl o
DfE) 2135, Z LT, otz feT, #iifzqT
9. ZORE, i N ORDIHEBUILE % Ok) I
7% %. (Local Tree Contraction for Contracted Trees)

() o= vy 7T VTY RLZHGT, KRokIHHD
9% fT9 . Zdud O(k)time TFHHETE %, (Global
Tree Contraction)

DT, ZRFNDATF v 7Ico0nT, iz 5,

3.4 Local Tree Contraction for Pseudo Trees

AGPU &= VT 7aty ¥i3E4 [n/k] HOEED
SRR S LB BHIARICH L, iRz AT %,

9, BLURLSHENARZERT 270D vy
ATV ZLzHIL, Z20%, 207V ALz H
WTGPURF 7NV T AL Z/ETT A LTS, > —
FUT LTI Y A L% Algorithm 3.1 1R, T,
XML BN T 5> —7 ¥ v L7 Tree reduction 54
TN RLZRPRIKZ 2 L IICKRLADDTH 5,
AJNZ XML KRB GEAEFI TRV D) & ANTEAEIE,
Ne=1,Ny =0 &7 D, Tree reduction fidid C[0] IZH&
MmNz,

Kz, ZhzHWT, GPU LT 7aty Fi)7La
VALZFEET S, £, MWHOMELZK 16 12737, A
HOBRIARIZ V2 BEOY 77wy Zicpg#Elsh, +77
Ty 7 ZEIMIRELTY . Y7 7Ry ZICT 2 g
FLDBEUTDEI RS,

(1) P HOEHEE 7 a— )L X T 251G X E Y ICHA



Algorithm 3.1 fEIRFEHD DD —r vy 2 L 7L
=
1: procedure GENERATECONTRACTEDTREE(W, n)
> Wn]: pseudo tree

2: Na <+ 0 > Size of arrays A and B
3: Cl0] «+ I

4: Ng +1 > Size of array C
5: for i< 0ton do

6: if Wi] # ¢/’ then

7 A[N4] < Wi

8: B[Na]+ I

9: Ny <+ Na+1

10: else

11: if Ny == 0 then

12: C[Nc])+ I

13: Nc < N¢g +1

14: else if Ny == 1 then

15: NA «— NA -1

16: C[Nc] — C[Nc] D (A[NA} ® B[NAD

17: else

18: Njg<+ Ng—1

19: B[NA—l](—B[NA—I]@(A[NA]®B[NA])

20: end if

21: end if

22: end for

23: return A, B,C,Na, N¢
24: end procedure

b 5 . b?

Pseudo Tree | | | |

[ new ]l

|
]

[processed] [ new ] | |

\
[ processed ] [ new ]|
v
[ processed ] [ new
v
[ processed ]

16 GPU < F7uty HHE; 7N XLDOWE

Age

HARALE T —=F1Z bx b DAl & LTHEB S, <

VFTaeyFHNDbaTIE 170 b EHERHYLT 2,

Fa7iF1fTOF =R L, Algorithm 3.1 2\ T

AR ZAERT 2. 75 & b HOMFIARIERS NS,

(3) ERlo b HOFEIARICKT L, LIRS & I LB
HADMIARL D=L %179, 2 OB, ot
ZRVE 2 ETH a7 CUHHNHERIAIEZ T .
DT, &£AT v 7OFMICOWTHAT 5.

3.4.1 JO—NILXEUDSDT—F AR

B HoEEL2 7o — VAT 5 HHE X ) ICHEAA

(2

~—

b banks R
1 3
7
9 10 11
12 13 14 15

(@) HBEAEYTFLR

b banks

1[0]] [wlO][1]| |w[O][2]] |w[O][3]
w(1][3]| [w1I[O]| [wIlI[1]] [wl1][2]
]
]

(21} |wI21[3]] |wl2][0]| |wl2][1]
w31[L]] |wI31[2]] |wI31(3]] |wI3][0]

(b) BHw[b][P]DEHEFAE)~DEEHE

17 BiFl wb][b] DIE XV NDOBE S (b =4 DEE)

IO WT, FEMZFAT 2, B2 HOEEL b 1T b7
D 2 KICEF wb]|[b] £ AT LTS, SHD b EHRIZ
117H, X0 b EEIZ 2fFHIKEBINTWS, 21T, 7
N ZLF 1270 =L AT hoEXEYIC
av—92%. KL, a€-E7FLAKELT, ol
2B T HDICTRT S, HEXAERYVDAEY TR
LA (w[0][0] D7 F L 26 DHXE) 1I2DovTIE 17(a)
D&Y H>TRS, ZOK, M17(b) Iind k)i, &
Fwli|[j] 1E7 FLV A bi+ ((i +5)%b) KREI NS, 0
PR 72— SV A B VI L THICAT VAT 72 A%
fToTEH, £, EXEVIINTEZINY 72790
MEFEEL 2\,
3.4.2 FEHIARERD T8 DIMFIIE

X 17(b) IR T & H A X'V ICHRAA F N b2 A
DBEHFIZH L, b a7 zHNT, WHNTHHRIAL AL %
f19. ~VvF7reyyHoa7 i idifTHEHYL, <
VT T aty 2T HEOMNIAREZERT S, K2 7ix
Algorithm 3.1 2 FNCEITT 5, 72720, XEYT 7R
2w, ATEBESLETHS. 7, > —Frixy
LTV TY R WG ICT 72 AT 5, 27 013 wli][j]
772 AT 5. Lo, wo][j],w][],---,wb—1][j] »
WHNe7 7 A3 N 2 L1225, K17(b) DX €V HEL
B2k, Nvrav7 )7 bBRELRG, RIZ, 20D
D RAEVIZOWTIE, a7 i DEODRAEYIFI NV
IZHEMR T B, BAEBIZK 18 ICHITB, = vy L7
VI RXLDIN AB) 2R 2K, 27 0 IZFC1 A;[b]
EHMT2H0ET2. 2L T, A OTRTOEHRIF
N7 P ICRRBEING, NI a 7 T EIcRiE 3
index IC7 78 ATEZIENHLY, TDEI ATV
BICTAZET, ZRNHEDAEY TV RAICK BNV 72
Y7V b EEETS I ENTE S,

10



b banks

S

Al01 || 4,001 | | 4,007 | | Ayf0]
Al || A || A || Al
A2l || A1 || A2 || As2]
AJ31 || A3 || AM3T | | A3

B 18 FLSl Aglb], A1[b],- - -, Ap_1[b] DG AT Y ~NDELIETT
(b =4 DHH)

b banks

Al01 || 4,001 | | 4,007 | | Ayf0]
AT | [ AT | [ A1 | | Al
AR || A2 ] Ag21 | | A2
A || A3 || AB] | | A3

X 19 B4l Ao[b], A1[b],- - -, Ap_1[b] DA X TV EEDOZER (fi
FIREREE 5 b =4 DBE)

3.4.3 MIBEHDOFENARE DY —IIE

9, XEVREICOWTHRET 5. LI A DA
TiE7a— L 2 ) IRFES N, QWEHF O b EOHFFIAR
t; (0<i<b) BHHEXEVIHFEINTOS, to, -ty
ZMIZTIZe—F32, ¢, 2 TIWCw—Y T 50881%, T
BT 20T =% 70— XE YDA, v —
PUFEL Db, FOMEERE S —o L X e IcEE
Atr, =BT EAARINIZIE, t; D left-visible edge &
WIS % T @ right-visible edge L, RO o kg&
i, BLFl A, B OfEZEUR L, s il % HvCliglic
Mik24T9 (BLF A, B, C e U, B p1, p2, p3 ZEHIL
THEFHZRS LT ]),
FEOWHIEMBIZ BT, Ny 7ary 797 2
WT 270, HorLOIFXAEY Lo X E Y EEE £
T2, WEiOMIEIGET L&, K17(b) IKRT LI
t, DT —F 1T XT bank i IKKHINT S, =T
HEZTIHIRNS, Znz2XK19D L) ICEHRT 2, EiEIC
AlG] 37 RV R bj+ ((i + 5)%b) ICHES NS X )1 §
5, ZOMRIZ 1792782 EEEL T ZLick
DIFH. XkoT, ZOMHIZ 2 EOEEXEY 77 R A
WKEDITH) T ENTES, BH Ay b, C; DT RTUITHL
T, ZOWNIEZITH . ZOEHIC KD, B A OBk S
index IR L, a7 WHT7 7R ATESLL)ITRS,

22T, T 5 2 DOfERIARICEE T 2 R Do TR
RT3, 1 2DDHFLRITH U TEEZIT - 7 BED R H
BEEME 200 DEMUUARICE T 2 EEHBESIZ KT
3. E1, MRARICBLTS IR s DIEEMEII NS 2
3w, XoT, #EET 2 2 20HURICEBYTENE
TRIARZERT 2 L, 1 ODDMFIRDRATEE L 2
O DMRIARD LTRSS —HT 5. ZORILOHI%Z K 20
WCRT. F77, LR — MFIZ B VT, ATH b

Processed New
#elements is at most b

X 20 LR ADHERIAR & QWE T OMEKIARD v — A D ]

HELhe—Y3nnnid, T ORATEND S RIS
K b # D right-visible edge DIF#HZ BGF T 4UI 0 TH
5, £oTC, 1HOe—=YEFE70 =L RAEYT 71
ZADMEIF A, B ZnFucxf LT 2RT>THITH S
RIZ, 2 —VHROEZIAAICOVTHHAT S, t;, ®
right-visible edge % T IZ3BMT % £ &, T DI NG
12> e A TR DSRICEE S 315, right-visible edge IC
SwTE, B M) 25T ) AT -8
TWw37d, TOT—FZBIET S Lk, Hi 20D
TR—=NVRAEY T IELAT, EERABPETTE. ;D
left-visible edge % T IZEMT % £ &, T OELURD Lic
B XN 5, left-visible edge I2DW T, T (3) »5 k
() KA T =B ESNT 0B, TOTF—F%
BIET 22 L%, B42BlO7a— "L XEY T 7 XA
T, HERABDVETT 5,

3.5 Global Parentheses Matching

it & TOMIT, k HOMFIRDG SN S, kB DMK
RIZHHET 5 2 DDHMERIARDIER LIRR 2 Bt d 5 2 LI
ED, 1 ODRELFMARTHL LEZDH I LWTED. %
2T, RICZOFBIARICH L TE HILMENEITI 2 &2 %F
A%, kB, INDEDO 7L Y R L Kakehi 5 [19] D7
NITY XL EFERDT7AT7 2L TW5, FififIARI
NI B Ny Ne ZAF ¥ §52 8T, right-visible edge
& left-visible edge DXL ZFIHT 2 2 LN TE S (K
FIARIZHT 2 Na, No 20T 200510 % Nalk], No[k] &
%). Z DM % AT Parentheses matching & FE&
ZEIZT B (RIS T % BP KBl L TO Parentheses
matching 1272 > TV 57%®). k=4 DGO BMA&:H] %
21(a) 1273 T, right-visible edge & left-visible edge D% Jis
DVEOD 5 7284, right-visible edge 27 left-visible edge @
HHRZIGT 2 2Lk, K21(b) D& ) BIIRDAKE
%%, ZOWTITNLT, Motz e T 2179
ZEWTESL, BLAROWFHICZD &) isE&End o7 b
LT, MfDTIRETH 5 2 LICHERET 5. B, £33

11



A

(a) k contracted trees

B[]V v C[]
(b) right-visible edge&left-visible edge DS

A and B of @ @

1st tree

C of
3rd tree

[T

() E3DDBWHADIESED
(0,427 B DADEURIH 5T 5)

21 k HOFEFIARICHTT 2 Parentheses matching (k = 4)

DIFFIARDIEEGTIZ 21(c) D&Y IR >TW 5, [HM ay
122 HHOBLARDEBMBIZWIEL T3, £, 12D
DFFIAR & 2 5 D DIEFIARDHERIFTE by 12 FFRZFF> T
W3, E£7, 3DDDMKIRD cp LD BHROWIELIZ, 2D
O DHFRIRICTEAAEN S,

Parentheses matching Dl 2R 21, 3, {#H
ToMEZEIT 2, KROWS 2 1 D0 DFfif IR DU
THED O DN LRES TEET 5. 1 20 DIEHIARDIR
REAOWEIZ0LL, ZOTHF LD RIch 2THADE
SWFEDEE LD, I A6 (RS H)ITBWVT, il
A i @ right-visible edge (IZRIGT 2 TEM) EMEFIAR G D
left-visible edge (\ZWHF 2IHM) ICHIBVH 2 L &, %
x4 OMEHCT (bt i,5) ERT S LSRRI R
o TORVEAIE, (h({i¢)* (h{ ¢, £HLIL
9%, ¥, SRR @ 13 EEE right-visible edge D RIG
B2 R EET 2 - D DELS R;[b], & X ORIGBIRD 7\
left-visible edge DX M2 RFFT 5 7DD L; = F5D.
Parentheses matching D72 D> —7 v )L 7)Y X
L% Algorithm 3.2 1T/, R;[b] (&P XRIIZ & HTICHEAN
INBZEICHEET S, £/, MCBRERT 4 ok

Algorithm 3.2 Parentheses matching D789 D> —77

DRI %= ) B VN
1: procedure MATCHPARENTHESES(N 4, N¢, k)

> NA[]C}, Nc[k]
2: Ngry, Nr,, -+, NRr,_, < 0 > Size of arrays Ro, -, Rx—1
3: Nr <+ 0 > Size of arrays R
4: d<+ 0 > Current depth
5: Lo,Ly,---,Li_1 < NULL
6: for i< 0tok—1 do
7 d<+d—(Nc[i] —1)
8: while Nr # 0 do
9: Nr < Nr—1
10: (h,¢,p,q) < R[NR]
> R stores unmatched right-visible edges
11: if h > d then > h is deeper than d
12: Ry[Ngr,] - (h,£,p,1)
13: NR]. — NR]. +1
14: if Np == 0and h > d+ 1 then
15: L+ (d+1,h—1,9¢,%)
16: end if
17: else
18: Rp[Ng,] < (d+1,£,p,1)
19: NRP < NRP +1
20: R[NR] « (h,d,p, p)
21: Nr +— Nr—+1
22: Break (exit While loop)
23: end if
24: end while
25: if N4[i] > 0 then
26: R[Ng] < (d+ 1,d+ Nali], i, ¢)
27: NR «— NR +1
28: d <+ d+ Nali]
29: end if

30: end for
31: while N # 0 do

32: NR < NR -1

33: (h,¢,p,q) < R[NRg]
34: Rp[Nr,] + (h,£,p, })
35: NRp — NRp +1

36: end while
37: return Ro, -+, Rrx_1,NRy, -, Nr,_,, Lo, -+, L1
38: end procedure

BiE Ok) Tb 5.

3.6 Local Tree Contraction for Contracted Trees

Hiffi TR 7z Ry, -+, Ry DIERICIEDE, kDO~
F 7' ut v YA right-visible edge 1259 % left-
visible edge D HUS & E i AIIC X 2 MgfI LB 247 9 |
Rif0] CElinsiicd 2 KH) CREBIEKRE D, Zhi
- (NEBIXRED) T, 328 (a,b,c) 25K E 2 (K10 2H).
Tibb, Ok) HMoXHDZNZIIL, EEMEOBEEET
KB SINZMERIARICHTI S NS, FEMIZHKRT 5.

3.7 Global Tree Contraction

XHEDEZ O(k) flTH D, HXEIIATEIOLBIZ LD,
EBMEDOMEICHFIS NS, RIEICL a72li>T, ho

12



DODRHzE~>—Y L, 120t IKR%2E 5. FEMIZENKT 2,

3.8 EEEDRET

n > p? OLGORITRERZENITT 2, £7, KGRI
DWTHHTT %, Local Tree Contraction for Pseudo Trees
WBIL T, b2 BEHRITHT 2 08E O(blog b)time TITZ %
(R AAIFIAR N D = — P AL O(blog b)time 72221,
fl1ld O(blogb)time TTE %), k>T, ZORTv 74
KTl O(2E)=0 (%)time L% 5, %7, Local Tree
Contraction for Contracted Trees IZBJ L TiZk, FETJHLHE
T2 & % Reduction & L CTHETE 52D T, Koike 5 [3]
X DREIN TR T Iy 7T ) AL 2T
B2 Eicky, FHERREZ O(f) = O(2)time £ &%, %
DD O(k)time THETE 2, ko T, WHEIE
qe O(%)time L35,

RIZT/O FHREICOWTIE, EOHEFICHELAEHMIL
BT I7RART, 1 77 ATRNLT b EEZHFUSL T
B, XoT, O(2) Ehd, £f, FO—rLXE i
®IEOM) 7—F, EXAEVHHREIZ OW?}) 7—FTdH
5, $oTHEEIZO (M) L3,

4. 5w

AL TIE, Tree reduction D7D GPU 713 Y X
L%EPEZE L 72, Tree reduction I RICNT 2% Dy
D—Mfic e > T 5, [T 2 RT3 HEF B 2 5
7IRED, B, HLOMEBAN—INS. AL TIE
MG 2SS AR R 2 3 72 §IRF D GPU 1A 7L 3 R 4
ZREL, JOFIREI REL %5 I L2m LT, 587K,
FETHi 2T -7 Db, RED Y —v =y F v FOMER
B EORRA REANREAISL, #E7 LIV X
LB L 720,
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