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A New Method of Minimum Cost Maximum Flow Realized by Lingo
LIU Lin
(Fujian Chuanzhen Communication Vocational College Fujian, Fuzhou 350007 ,China)

Abstract ; This paper gives a new method to solve network minimum cost maximum flow with Matrix. First,

the smallest chain of unit cost as the first initial stream is chosen. Then , according to the principle of minimum

cost, the chain from the starting point to the ending point is constantly in creased. It is the resulting flow of mini-

mum cost maximum flow until the flow cannot be increased. It introduces the application of the method through

examples ,which is easy to understand. At the same time, it gives a Lingo code to verify its accuracy. The study

of this paper plays a promoting role in network achieving the macimum flow with minimum cost.
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