Bipartite graph 2| 212|= §4A A3t

ojga -UelE -AZ0l
ATt QHHA A5 FE

1. ME

1.1 eitel uiEd 2 55

ol| system? AIFEE BB Ysldde BRFEE A|2PL graph' PPy
FT(fault tree)”, network”, 412 % block diagram5 o2 AEe] EHL A Fo
A EE AL

AG7HA BE =750 AlA9E graphZ2 H&sl, FHE grapholA] minimal
cutset ©]Y minimal pathg % i, °]& ¢]&35le] N T A4S = WHd dsto
B2 d77 AYHUG o] F oA domination ©] E& o] &3t} wWE AL A4S 3}
nAetE o] dlon o]FoA A. Satyanarayana®t F&5E-S[5-12]914 minimal
pathE o] &3 A+ E 313, mcutsetS )& WHATNE [1-4]7} Ut

AT A2 A A Al “of A" Boe ‘Y ZAAA?I BA O
del 9 o] A% mecutsetS o8& Alito] FARA A H ] BosA Ho

mpathE 7|2 & 3 79 A. SatyanarayanaZl [5]9]1A4 #gSo] &3 o] ofF
44 && +

d(G, P(G)) = [ (-1)"™": G7} p-graph &1 7%
0 : G7t p-graph 7} ofd 7% (1)

AT meutsetE 7122 ¢ ZAoE o MHAAE A(1) F o] FHEm YA &

33 o 2 =%oAM e meutsetE 7122 & 2% domination < o) 4A ZAT

T 9EA 2 35S el dde AAstnA o

2]

[»

—

12 ol =5 vl &

2 =8dA AT glE aHE o] £olEL FTEY (12094 498 RAE
< Y2 AHgstmzat 3,

Bipartite graphv t&3 2ol A&, oju =X G=(V, E)ollA 4o i A
A FEAY X & Y(& XNY=0) EA3t3, e edge E 9] FEAFo|H ed] £3le
EE edge 5° WHAH XA E9wste] URAHH Yol =28+ 4 bipartite 722
ZtE graph 2 A9 IcH(2Pl F=).

-366-
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Fig. 3 ' First example of elimination of bipartite structure
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Fig. 4 : Second example of elimination of bipartite structure
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Fig. 5 : Third example of elimination of bipartite structure
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