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Fig. 7 — Traffic pattern: entire
network ovoilable
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Figure 10.1. Harris and Ross's anp&of the Warsaw Pact rail network. (See Image Credits at the end of
the book.)
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An (s, t)-flow with value 10. Each edge is labeled with its flow/capacity.
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Figure 10.7. Edmonds and Karp's bad example for the Ford-Fulkerson algorithm.
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