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The Solution Algorithm for Network Design

Student: Che-Wei Hsu Advisor: Hsun-Jung Cho
Department of Transportation and Logistics Management
National Chiao Tung University

Abstract

Bi-level network design problem can be formulated as a nonlinear optimization problems with
variational inequality (VI) constraints. It’s a mathematical programming problem with equilibrium
constraints, which belongs to the Stackelberg game. The solution process must have reaction function
of follower to the leader. But, it’s difficult to find the reaction function in the network. Cho (1988)
used a first-order Taylor expansion to approximate the reaction function. The coefficient value was
obtained by network sensitivity analysis. Tobin and Friesz (1988) relaxed Tobin (1986) VI sensitivity
analysis condition. The solution must be unique. They used linear programming to solve a non-
degenerate path flow solution such that sensitivity analysis can be applied to the network, but the
non-degenerate conditions are too stringent. The general network can’t be directly applied. Cho et al.
(2000) proposed the reduction method and relaxed non-degenerate condition. The method converts
path-flow solution set to link-flow solution set and avoid the situation that the path-flow was not
unique. This study discusses the limitations of the three sensitivity analysis methods by Tobin (1986),
Tobin and Friesz (1988) and Cho et al.(2000), and the sensitivity analysis used the Tobin and Friesz
(1988) method but doesn’t meet the conditions of the example. We apply the method of Cho
(1988)(2000) to these examples that are not available for Tobin and Friesz.

The sensitivity information of this study is applied to bi-level network design problem. In the
past, network design problem was solved by using Tobin and Friesz (1988) sensitivity analysis, but it
was limited to the small network. Friesz et al. (1990) pointed out that Jacobian maybe encountered
as a singular matrix while the network is large, so that the initial solution maybe an non-differentiable
point. In this study, the first-order Taylor expansion equation is used to approximate the reaction
function according to Cho (1988), and it is obtained by the sensitivity analysis of Cho et al. (2000).
The reaction function coefficient avoids non-differentiable problem that the large network may not
be able to obtain the sensitivity information, and quotes the different examples in the network design
literature of Friesz et al. (1990), as well as the solution to the method of its use. This study adds a
linear approximation method and observes difference solutions. We find the solution obtained by the
linear approximation method is better than other methods when the number of link increases. Finally,
this study applies the linear approximation method to a large network with 76 link and 552 OD. The
process of solving the sensitivity information cannot encounter non-differentiate problem, and the

solution obtained by LA is better than other method in the literature.

Keyword: variantional inequality, sensitivity analysis, network design, linear approximation
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Feodx  eKH®r 2 N E - wfza ¥ hg(x) = 0B Vg () fr i B Vh (x*) 3R
Babs > 2 =1, .0p 0 Bl 44 € RUNUE RPEE T3] &2k & 20

F(x*)=Vgx)TA —Vh(x*)Tu =10 (2.2-1)
Agx)=0,2=0 (2.2-2)
FIL 222 (RA4F BT R A GEHE)

()T hSdkn "X EK~AER™2 UERP{ERL 7 5\ Plx* I A 25—

iz B2éi=1,..,m
IR 223 (% Fri- fRnc A ixid)

FoHEEIL 2.2. 1 2R iEiE S FE - ¥ icSidic® y'VE(x)y > 0 #0955 y = 02 @
;

SREEE R

Vgi(x)y =0 4> & 7 g,(x*) = 0084 i (2.2-3)
Vgi(x?)y = 0% i (82, > 04 (2.2-4)
Vh;(x*)y=0,i=1,..,p (2.2-5)

XA 3 SN D H - f2 o A 2ILS A Tobin(1986)2 TIL 2.3 M o

TF:R"XRT >R "t (x, &)t # - =t §+ #e~ ~g:R"XRY > RM™Aax "t hEH? A
(x’g)j Ao FPFRF Y E iR" XRY1 > RP fix LM $ed - i BT feeh o {F@

BAHENVI(E) FxTeK(e)R BT NL 2

F(x*,e)(x —x*) = 0,Vx € K(¢) (2.2-6)



He o K(e) ={x|g(x,&) = 0,h(x, &) =0}

* 2 12 Tobin(1986)¥-aTf B ~ 47 e * A 2 82 2 F§ ¥ 2 @b+ KEP R

o fRA A R B R THA RS R PR AK()hT

5x; + (1 + &)x% + x, + 3x3
F(x,€) =|5x; + 10x, + (3 + £,)x2 + 2x4 (2.2-7)
10x2 + 8x2 + 4x3 + (3 + &5)x2

(2.2-8)

(2.2-9)

2.2-10)

(2.2-11)

(2.2-12)
V1

Vg (x)y=1[1 1 1]|Y2[=y1+y2+y;=0, 2?5, =177/4>0  (22-13)
V3

d P AV Ty +y, =0%y; =0 #H & yTVF(xY)y > 08 (731

10



14 1 3Ty,
v, v» v]5 13 0fy,

90 24 4|y,
2.2-14
=14y} +6y,y, +93y,y, +13y; + 24y,y, +4y; ( )
=14y; +6y,y, +13y;

=3(y, +Y,)" +11y; +10y; >0

Flpe o Adpd %IL 2237 U@t L R BrE- f# o

238 2.2.4 (€S k2 I2)

EZVI(0)i% & &32 2.2.3 7 eniz 2 a VI0)Y F(x™)~gx™)~h(x* )>A~us w2 F(x*,0) -
g(x*,0)~h(x*, 0)~A s B> o g;(x*,0) = 0FF 2 - & Vg;(x*,0)feVh;(x*,0)i=1,..,p>
SAMp o TR E A T A ER ) g;(x5,0) =0F > B XA >0 BT ERT S
B
(1) Ajepiiri-

(2) te=0:0- 4839 o 3 - vi— gl 7 fesidic[x(0)T, 1(0)T, u(0)7] » # ¢ x(e)EVI(e)
- f& > A(e)fru(e) 5 > x(e) 3k B (multipliers ) > % X_¥32 2.2.3 «hif 2

(05,2007, u(0)T] = [, 2T, p*7]

3

ﬂ‘\

5

5
o
|

(3) fe=0murE Y &3 &3 (binding inequalities ) # % » Bt I A Rse b~ = 7 &
i% i _(binding constraint ) & & ax(e) = MIEH = -
Fe=0 2040 = (" A% 0)  PWp 3L 2.2.1 & FParriEds]:
F(x,0) — Vg(x,0)"TA = Vh(x,0)Tu =0 (2.2-15)
2,9:(x,0)=0,i=1,..,m (2.2-16)
h(x,0)=0,i=1,..,p (2.2-17)

S0(22-15) ~ 38(2.2-16) % 54(2.2-17 )y = (x, 4, p) et et Jacobian <B4 %) 12Ji4cf;
47 o d 44y 0] (chainrule) ™ > 5(2.2-15) ~ £(2.2-16)% £(2.2-17 )%+ 18 ch » Hc(total

derivatives)

Jy(@Vey(e) +J:(e) =0 (2.2-18)

11



1
FAIL 224 HEGR A 2 0 T A (x5, W) e ks
Vex"(e) .
Vey(e) = [VA (@) | = [ ()] [/ ()] (2.2-19)
Vep'(e)
THC(BPHBEIRGEE) BRRBREOER LR EL ~ Bilhk | 2 A By Fh) >
0,Vp € By > Rlep(h™) =y Fhy =0,Y¥p €ER, > Rlcy(h) Z gy, 77 2 57 5

/ ‘ (2.2-20)

12



2.3 SR T BN 2 R R A AT
" % 313 Tobin ¥ Friesz(1988)iE 2 %4 7 % ;N [P35 » %4 7 5 ;8 18 3 e & 5
FIogFR R - BN K- ffEQ RET A
c(fIf—-f)=0vVfeQ (23-1)
#4 Q= {flah=f, AR =T,h2 0}~ c(f) s Bt B 3 e
Pofr e n B o BT RE- o MR ORI E T B AT IR 2 £ RE- e
BT A

c(fIf =f)=0Vfeq (23-2)
He Q={f|Ah=fS,Ah=T,h >0}

AP EREFEARRBRAITL TR - Baged ¢ RS
dzbei— 0 RACR B T A A TR S b kR 2 532 221 2
ZEUFTAZERE L FIAPREZ e E@Er 412 221 2 BEEFARPREAS o L
LB IS o B 2 e — M Tobin &2 Friesz(1988) B3k £ fic i 3 e /i & f# 5 2533 it & B 8o
WO iR 2 2L R R R 2 B R B R R R B2 R BN [AT AT ek o @
4ﬂqﬂAﬁﬁﬁ;ii%&ﬁﬁmii%&ﬁi%ﬁ%ﬁﬁi%&oiuﬁﬁ%a*ééﬁ
? e £b € RIM R 17— o 239 i 4B B f2R" -

minbh s.t h € T*(g) (2.3-3)
HY T*(e) ={h|Ah = f*;Ah =T(e),h = 0}

(LT R)E REE LR AR S0 w o IR L R B o o RN 5T
P

PRI R 1R B g el [AT AT engk o R R T

SR E_HQ0)¢ ch— iRt REE > TRt he =0 eh- e fE o eI 2.2.1

ARG R BfERE TN

c'(h*,0)—mr—ATu=0 (2.3-4)
TR =0 (23-5)

Ah* —T(0) = 0 (23-6)
>0 (23-7)

Fla AP B Y M- RZOREIT RS R ® @cp(h,0) = p, 2 7=0-
BORRTP SRR R AR XA SR B At BT AR R A i h T g

13



¢'(h°,0) —ATu=0 (2.3-8)

A°h%* —T(0) =0 (2.3-9)
AT g b g MAT A2 o @ 2 E rr - e stk 038 (2.3-8)% 34(2.399)
VOR R EIE 224 hif 2o hO e E T T 3 E o it k St he = 0PF > #4(h°, ) ¢ Jacobian

v

B~ ¥tedf Jacobian 4B A W G

(2.3-10)

c®(h*(0),0)

4 v,
J(0)] =[ —V,T(0)

(2.3-11)

A ¢

(2.3-13)

E )

V,0¢®(h*(0), 0) —AOT]

1 o) = " . (2.3-14)
ceen _ [Vec®(h*(0),0)
THOI R RsSoa
V.f°(0) = A°V.h°(0) (23-15)

14



2.4 BN 2
Tobin £ Friesz(1988)> i# {35 "E T2+ P Z R B X FAri— 4 ZHa 3 > AP 3
BB B R AN RL TR - B EBR A LRI R & f
dOAEARRE R L B R R B[AT AT % 0 e TR A LR R T F DR R
T B A SRR ARE B REE > R TF 2 ¥ % e DB o
Cho(1988) % Cho ~ Smith {r Friesz(2000)= =5 § 125 Bhei@ #iy = & L& o5 > RIS 2 2]
ZRRRETE ALY Y 2 R BT R e - BE RS RS R H Ry
BTR ROV Gk e W3T@mw FiEk e e g BRARELP > dopt - ko ¥ i TF 2
POtk R BT 1 B ER S ONAT AT 2 B o VERBFAR RS ITLILE
BOEpRAES 2 AR ¢ v B R E R fRh 2 h(e) b AR KR T Vg

BAT

Ui || h*l|> = (h(e) = R)"(h(e) — hY)
&€
(2.4-1)
s.t [ h(e) = [T()
Hod o A F R B S e AE 2T ;n]d»‘[ﬁl] i 18 [6\1]1 7 #% (full row rank)2_ <" > @
2
fRIRAPEIE T, 2 B2+ GER
S
A, U f2

A PO ST - B [M, M) @

- A,
Ap= [M; Mp] [A] (24-2)
fe 72 i w0 e fF
o = Boh(@) = My M) [ 7L (243)
a5 [ mprs w2 B A - e
e AT [ALAT AlAT] <[ A1 ) 2.4-4
h(e, fi, ) = h +[A] ] Ure [ (24-4)

15



AN

AlAI AlAT]_l _ M11 MlZ] (24_5 )
AT ANTL T My My,
I AR (2.4-4)0F
h(e, fi, h*) = Noh™ + Ny fy + N, T (e) (2.4-6)
Ho
£ 378
(2.4-7)
T
24-8)
£
(2.4-9)
it ¥

Bf + A,N,T(e) = 0 (2.4-10)
BisVET FRETF
2.4-11)
Q(e) = {f|L (
HfzZ7 B & Tobin #13% ) 2 AT B A 17 & ) T8 3
—B1 '[- 0) ]
[Vsu(O) B [ ! B 0 ] [—AZNZVT(O)
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25 BFFaTp R AT

Cho £ Huang(2014)3% 91 397k e = PAATR B - 802550 3 gl ST M g % 30 = p
?ﬁﬁwiﬁWF@m&’ﬁ1é$iﬂ%%%%%ﬁﬂ?%’&@imﬁﬁﬁﬁWﬁE%
G FpECE R E fojtatid R Bjracd R B - AR R o B C AR R T AT

Z % 2.5.1 (Kronecker Product)
¥ zU e R™M"&V € RPXY > p|U4-V2Z Kronecker Product %

u11V e uan
TR B T —— ‘ (2.5-1)
UpV o UV
Z_#% 2.5. 2 (Vector operator)
%¥U€eR™M2U; % Um% )i {7 » & (column vector) » R & % vecl € R™™ M4
vecU = {U;," U;T ..U (2.52)
€% 2.5.3 BrUi- Bpxqf FHsELamXno PUSHEES
dvecU
R - — 2.5-3
s d(vecs)T ( )

732 2.5.1
L2 U:S > R™T8aV:P 5> R ARPIeqnE ES F B ¥ fre s PJUVASE 2 7 feenn®
Jacobian 4E " 5
dvecUV

P = Gwecs)t -

= W' ®L,)D,U+ (I, @ U)D;V (2.5-4)

232 2.5.2
CRfiS o RTSSERM T LS B2 B(so,7) 5 St ORI E SR - BE A

v sl <rit ¥sy+ s € B(So, 1) Ffiesgt = [EF Heo PIf fesg + st ez F’g“f%ﬁ*f% B i
1
f(so +5) = f(so) + Dsf(s=sp) + E((S B So)T Q L)Hsf (50)(s — sp) (2.5-5)
I T BRI R PR R A
H
[Hzﬂ = (VT @ luxa,)DsU + (I @ U)DV

g ’U(f(s),s)z[foU;V(IS)'S) —10\4]
—Dst(f(s),5)

V(f(s),s) = AyN,DGT(s)

17



FZE RBRROFERTRERATLERHF
AE L FIEARGRALY o IS EE PR S A L G S RE R K2
St KEF oo - Fp Sl T S AR S AT IR - fRNT 2 B )
(TRBRFR) AW &bk d 35 Gmi@%@?iﬁ:%%ﬁégﬁﬂﬁéﬁfa
BN ERE 2 £0-3 E LAY R SRR o E= SRl
Tt s SN o R ARSI R A Sl R R B B b BRI
Frn B R RS RIS SR A R R R AR R - A
3.1 &% 34 &2 ;231 p Cho % £ (2000)

3.1 ﬁa’(% ,:‘i o

B E R A S g e £ X T - £ 5 VAR hEHOER S B A A
Slc B B Ko B Tolh M B0 I > 7 oo Tok Bl Blic @ 7 s P € B %880,
2O R EHNE - BOEOTE - B Re=0—0, 2> - BiEr £k L
D={c€R¥0,+c€0} 1 ? E L4 & 5 BME>T0ED  H T4 4sm i 5t B

000

AT SR 580, 0 BRR HT G A Ml AR R AT T e 50 R Rk TR -
BxERME FBS >0 - BELEB)={yER™|lx—yl| <8}5R" erusifis » Pl 1
%ﬁD&Nﬁé?—%?*ﬁBm%%&iﬂ’%*%+%%$ﬂi@$ﬁ’&$i%€D{
FREHFORE -
iﬁ3m1&”i@1’—%&gé%@%%fé%ﬁﬁgﬁ—éﬂiﬁﬁ
ii&mi—%é%?%i%@%ngﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiiﬁo

LERMPETEPD H R RE - BeeDr F ¢ Bjh s LR S & Sidc(, )83k g R
v BT(e)F ME > 29 co=c(,0)Tp=T(0) - Flo* » $43+ 5 - Bec € D& f € R* % T AR #:

sz o4k EL
A5 - &g:r'ﬂ

H(f,&) ={h € RY:Ah = f, AR = T (&)} (3.1-1)
TERET FORENEEE
Q(e) = {f € R H(f,¢) + 0} (3.1-2)

#¢ > H(f,0) =H(f,To) ~ Q(0) =T,
RlEEc(,e) "T(e)TRIDWR P HBFHRETEEEENT d 4572 PR
B AR L e
18



VI(c(,€), Q) = {f € Q(e):c(f,&)" (g — f) 2 0,Vg € Q(e)} (3.1-3)
FI& 3 h AR R A AR E e B 0 AR e R A - B K
BRER AR AN o M- g T2 B AEE R

2k 313 LEFCR'™fERYEB.(HNF—{f}# 0 Vr>0 RIfitfLs Fofa ' Ig 8 &
% _2k(cluster point) e
¥4k 3.14 LEFCR" F ={f|f €R" 5 Fefa 'R} 5 %= R 2L & (derived set) °
& 3.1.5 cl(F) =FUF'# 5 F &8¢ (closure)
T 3.0.6 3t T IR B BD @ F e R¥XD > RYT ' D—RY, &% EF CRY>
T ABELEDFT OB KR 2 EF B PIEERE 53047 Ml £e€D
[VI(c(e),Q(e)) nF| =1 = |[VI(c(,€), Q)N cl(F) (3.1-4)

P2 B rE - P N E B RN B RS E e € D 2 (303 )2 4 3
2R el ra- faf(e)eQE)NFE =+ 7 % ad 2% &) Ncl(F) > E?r'}‘f;'f; 4
Qe)NFE R A3 bR EVI(c(,8),0() —F#0 Rif()p B EF L % B
~ (locally unique) » * & VI(c(,e),2(e))~F =0 * T Eh 2 BRI -84 3 %522
& & RIf(e) Q(e) ¥ & 2ari— (globally unique) ° 75 fFmt - #$> B EF C R 3% &
fe) %k frii— dofFRpin E Slief 1D > Fo i & PEE 0 j3ip0t S erngh il ) BRE kb
PR PRI R E 0 T B R R s

B 301 %47 $RjEE L2 B ErE- 1
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2 3
Hj&l (fm gz d F1)
o iﬁjﬂﬁjﬁ " K el
7 ,J‘E ‘?VJE;(D, F'T
[C) B AR B o i B
R e I N ﬁr;@;f :
1D - FLi

fA

\
Ps'

B 3.1-2 Mg ie b € 2

F g L

0 % ,i.—‘- R
A N
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3.2 Hipi*

Dafermos & Nagurney(1984)4 1 % = & e 7 Bt H 3 > Pl H
g EF > ARE ’I"‘E‘Lw e A R RN E DA s § iR d &
RirfAi B34 LEAA - BEe FREGAE2ZT A28 )

EXT R TR LT FREAS K ARSRE T B TECEIERE |
& - BHEFRENE > ()2 RFE- RSN E
ﬁﬁgbwﬂééﬁ%bziﬁﬁﬁémﬂ&@o

Bk i SR s (3 12)7 FREGZFEQE) R DEESCQE)E Y ¢ ZfRf(e)
4 REGRE R R E4 G BVI(e(E),S) o R f(e)F it 3 A g MAL G- 2 o 50 ik fRan
vE— o R f B A H B iR s & R G ek 2 fe(n,e) b o MR A 3L(D,F, T, )% R
T B R e

\f:t
2]
2
(\x
=
Yo
A&
IR
et
Ee)
T

e
et
I
=
{
=
.
x>
{w
)
o
=y
o
e

Cl. % Bcte B 38 i
AT e € Bty - BR AR~ B C DR fRc(ye) 2Q(e) Nel(F) A Bt H -

t t

> >

Bl 3.2-1 S0 Bofied A
5132 3.2.1
E(D,F,T,c)5 - M B 8 R FRLENEE > PIH 74 e€B, ~SCRYE
f(e) eSS RY>
VI(c(,e),2()) N F = {f(e)} (3.2-1)

A F
FerumARIT R R 0 R EQ(e) i ARHER TP P B EQo(e) 0 B Y 2 7 RISHER R
g E o N(2.1-4)#% % @® * 'fqzigfi?ﬁ'%mﬁ)é.,{;“_‘}yl‘u o REMIEEIRT (e F ) §4p

v

PPAIz? Z BTy RS2 & A FARRITZ R AT LB R AP PR RS G
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Bing o Jﬂazw&wﬁm (eABIT 5 F ) BERIL AT € 7 H OGRS FHE S T

B N (212)HE BT TR S A AR T £ T 2o (f(e),€) = AL (f(e), €)

cy,(e) = min{cp(f(e), £):p € PW} (3.2-2)
BB BS A AR, 0 Bl S ARER, TR E G
P,(e) = {p € B,:c,(f(e),e) = cw(e)} (3.2-3)
BRI R EREDER ] S AR E S
P(e) =Uyew By () (3.2-4)

7132 3.2.2
i - Hedg A (D F,T,c) > - BEAHMBB S DR FTF Va2
P(e) € P(0) #* %73 & € B (3.2-5)
BEFRO B2 R g () T po = [P(O) < p ~ A HN 2 5] 5 AZAR]
f«rﬁ“ﬁih&p 7 (column)® ¥ B I /Sp € P = P(0)2 4B > Q¥ 5 - BeeDef € Q)R
FIFV(3.0-1) > Sgigtiz 2 pcdfieisin g & & 5

Ho(f,&) = {h € RY*: A°h = f A°h = T(e)} (3.2-6)
FBTISN(3.1-2)7 Q)R ) s ASi B2 £
Qo () = {f € R* Hy(f, ) #+ B} (3.2-7)

Hod o ATy L S AT R o

513 3.2.3

30T - Hedg (D F,Tc) B FRRERREAED S $204914 c€B; - B3 MR
BcDi#®

VI(e(, €),20(e)) N F = {f ()} (3.2-8)

59(323)P 5B EEP,(0) mikipenfiin T A2 T 80 F - BRSp €PR,F E e
ZRwrORHEIAHEF R EER R DR SRRSO ELS JWERARBHS e £
Ft i B 4B L% £ (full row rank) 4B o R FHACER SR LTINS R EN G - B
ﬁ%“«i[ﬁé] BB NRA AN ¥ AL 2 R A S GREGRACY B - BT LIS
A0#r4 2 (A% = span(A®)) > P ¢ 5 - BAEEMO@ FAC = MOAD » dpt B %4 » 0(3.2-6)%
KHy(f,e) 20 & MT(e) = f» 73 1E N (32-7)EF T rt— chA EMOT(e) > * d 3132 3,2.2
Hf(e) € Qule) » 2 ¥ 73

f(e) = M°T(e) (3.2-9)
22



Flet o AT B IRT  BFRRE R A FTREGE ()7 Mg F KT ()& 7 o ¥ ¢
- FBHFRRE AR 2 AR A F BT AFRT > BAOL A S

A0 = [ l (3.2-10)

o 5 WSS YL IV [A] - e > B9 g A2 5B P T Eay

A% A2 FIFIARAG 2 T Rl > Fe NPT U T]A BAELM, My TSN 2

a2 A ) Ak Tk A PR BRI B € Qo(e) A B2 5 (3.2-10 Yin $
B2 g j]}] » AP RN (3.2-6 )% 54 (3.2-11 )iE LB Eh e Hy(f,e) it @ik
2
E2HLEAET(E)Z M R34
fo = A5h = MyASh + My A°h (3.2-12)

=M, f; + M,T(¢)
PR RGN AR I EE  APRAEY gHNE- Fleie€D - f; ERM
% hy € RPo » % & 5| BEHLE® 47 :
min|lh — ko> = (h — ho)"(h — hy)

3.2-13
s.t h € RPo ‘ )

8,2 [ 5 G214)

0
d A[IA\(l’] B o ALAEE s AR - B E Ba(e, fy,he) w6 ForE— fRh(e, f1, ho) T Bt

(3.2-13)(32:14)2 FP4E - £ F 4 HE | FERR AL 7 1f2 > §¥ LEEWLFEPP 55750

0
L=(h—h0)T(h—h0)+ﬁ([T’é) _ /A\g]h) (32-15)
PRTRCICA S e S E"FaL—O\ a’[:—()
"‘]!éul',‘h”‘ﬁ'/?v Iiﬁ*,‘a— aﬁ_
L A" )
Z=0=2h—hy) - [ 1] p=0 (3.2:16)
oL fi A, _
55=0= T(E)]_ A(l)]h—o (3.2-17)
&5 (3.2-16)% [ﬁﬁ{]ﬂ &
0 0 01T
[A](h he) = [A] IA\é] 8 (3.2-18)
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0
X F A [IA\ ] = i % (full row rank) - gV ORELAT SN

g = ( ) ](h ho)
f1 _[a?
< ) T(¢) AO] h°>
B R B2 % F v (3.2-16)7 7
o [09]7[A2A9" aga" )
ile fi o) = ho + AO] L\OAQT A0n°" ([T (&) AO] )
SN, £

T 7771
lAgAg Angl _ My M12]

AOAgT AOAOT a M21 M22
He
T T el ] g
My, = [A?Ag’ — A9A°T (A°°T) A0S ]
1 -1 v
My, = — (A989") " a9n°" [AOAOT — 489" (A9n9") A?AOT]
27| -1 -1
o | [AOAOT — A" (A‘{A?T) A‘l’AOT] AOA9T (AS’A?T)
= -1
M,, = [AOAOT S A‘l’AOT]
0 b Fgn o N3N (13.2-20 ) BEIE 4 F
A1 [M. M
h g, ,h =] - 1] [ 11 12] h
(& f1,ho) < Aol My, My, 0
T T T T
+ (A(f Myy+A° M21) fit+ (A(1) My, + A° Mzz) T(e)
£
Ny=1- A?]T M, Mlz] A(f]
A0 Mz My] A0

N, = A9 M, + A M,,
Ny = A" My, + A" My,
T LM 3.2-26)f 1 5 TR
h(e, f1, ho) = Noho + N1fy + NoT(e)
o R-%1 ﬁ@i[ﬁg]ié@ﬁ( 3.2-11)% £(3.2:21 ) &f2M, - M,

24

(3.2-19)

(3.2-20)

(3.2-21)

(3.2-22)

(3.2-23)

(3.2-24)

(3.2-25)

(3.2-26)

(3.2-27)

(3.2-28)
(3.2-29)

(3.2-30)



0
AY = MyAS + MyA® = [M, My] /A\(l)]

A]
e =0 3 o

AO T AO AO T

0211 — 1 1

a9 AO] =M, M,] AO] AO]
AO T AOAOT AOAOT

= aa[§f] = ow wa [ 0
A A°AY"  ACA

-4 (1)

AO AO AO
— A0 A?]T M, M12]
Zlp0] My My,
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YueQVyeyY (5.2-8)

Q= {f|[Ah = f*,Ah =T, h = 0}

Ric(f,y)s in ok BRfO)I- BRI HES - By >0F > RIH»E -
By =0 - - f2f(y) > Flt 7 0B B A R ER AT

minZ(f,) = . 6a(FG1faly) (52:9)
s.t c(f,y)(u—f)=0 (5.2-10)
Vu EQVy EY (5.2-11)

Q={f|Ah =", Ah'=T,h'> 0}

Allsop(1974) > Steenbrink(1974) %5 & Jfis * & & i (v 4 ji e g 5 3 i & i (Iterative
Optimization assignment, [OA) » & & 2 &% T deFH &R E fenfiin ™ RiZp Rty &
FA KRN F 2y KRR A B E =

B P AT RE 2 PR yEjcars ko T
HOR g R(IOA)F & i a3t B 2R S d {514 o Hig b 2 AR 4T !

s T

Step0 &%e>0~k=0%%%4 4502 &
Step 1 H3 A B+ X AL A r fOF L@ FTime2 gl
Step 2 #gWfE x i ® XofRs - fm fE

Step3 #||g*t —g®|| <e- mlmt g ® o F 20 Lk=k+ 18 L Step | H ~iE

AE o
1935 Allsop(1974) % 4 > Maher % (1975):8 — # chdF 33 538 41 % 1+ (& & 4] ‘ﬂk/j—ﬁif)‘zﬂi:
) AL DR TR 20tk BB T AT R TR TR SR GG
P a6 FIRA SR BT LA R AR o M R TR FR ] 4
B

T REAE L RS S EERT A HNE - jRP AT AERT - FRPAE
T K REEF AR - P AT - FRF AR AT BT L A PTIEA

~AE D Prac A A E T HP 2 Cournot #-73] 0 4ok 1950 & Nash 3% ) chip 353557
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BE 5 FBEFHAREORGFEDN B GRE  PEIEH 4 ,T.%{';‘i»]’«:%’(%é o R F 2
Cournot f& % — & Nash 52 » 7 % [0A ¥ 52 fi02 27 i 2 2L (K B 3K 34 B AL 2
Stackelberg f# > Fisk(1984)~ & 12— j& 4 b|F P f2 77z ac 2 Nash f# o

B 46

wxe=0~45k=0
% A7 46 L f O

L J

FORANLE B X
RAF F A g FHY)

L 4

Y

# gt AT R B AR
B AR O

L 4

N
g6 <2

Y
i

B 5.2-1 IOA R fz w4218
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5.3 B BRI AT 01 A5

%‘}é, PRk 3 AL AL B0 6T S PSS i AR R AL 0 $0 Stackelberg F & 2 K fEE 2
Feim % 5P 5 ek frdidico d Cho(1988)2r Cho ¥2 Huang(2014)# 12 5T & 7
%W%q*%“ﬁx BB RE-H ’zfg&:%;&g@fﬁﬁﬁﬁr TR F 2 F il AR
BT AR N R RS B R 1T RS G BER N TN F ik

&t ﬁ]’ﬂ?‘—%'ﬁé P BB BE RN R T AR ERI I - AT
% /ﬁ—rf E AT Ao

Step0 %%e>0k=0%sq4itg®2 &

Step | Ffiz Ao FKR AL > 2 rgWx g 4 fFW g

Step 2 1% Cho %(2000)2 . 505 A& = i 3+ B 5 B 7y, f®

Step 3 & * V, (O FBEELL S AP T2 fED T @ X

FOFD — o (e ng(k)(g(kﬂ) > g(k))
gt fR) g(")'frvgf(k) » @A pEE g S D = 4 4 pgktD)
Step4 € ATE I H P RN E

min Yata(A+Bg¥*D g)(A+ BgtY, g)

s.tg=0
Step 5 ffi# Step 4 7 S i jrglt e F|lgttD —g®|| <en pl r st o F 2 Lh=k+
15 K w Step 1 #5412 N4z o
Cho(1988)3 I B A s 438 35 R AL 2. 13T b 8 72 Jedc > PR AL <hjz ¢ Jc acT] critical
point  f F] 5 B B 43K 3 RATEATR R £ S AMB & - dam ik R facl » R 0 AF
B E ) ar R E f2EF > 2 Armijo-like rule K jrgFtD e E fiziEAR Y 2 ak ) S F L
gEDenda= w2 ffRH IF R FIED 0 € foic e

45



5.4 Armijo-like rule
A F &2 3 2 %911t Bertsekas(1982)3 ¢ % 76 F o
T R- B
min Z(y)
ssty=0 (5.4-1)
HY Z:R" > R5: - @ ¥ frd e

13 KKT & B 5 > 4ok o £y° > 0% T

0Z(y*

(5.4-2)

(5.4-3)

EFRH ATV EPE(10), o€

I ={ijo <y (5.4-9)
P, = VZ(y") (5.4-10)

y¥(a) = [y* — aP,]",Va =0 (5.4-11)

ak = pmk (5.4-12)

Ho >omy - B2Lf BHomi @ N(54-13)% =
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ay; 2y,

d ky . 0 k
Z(y")—Z(y"(ﬂ"‘))Za{Bmz 2o )P,z+ZLy_)[yz‘—y{‘(ﬁm)]} (5.4-13)

A

ey E€nf

o ERHLIRERE

>

az(y®) ; z(y®) 1 ) _ k)
_J[“Zieﬂk 3y P + Lier, ay; [yi — Y (“)]

(2(6@)-2m)
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55 BT EE

B T '% % (steepest descent method) £_1847 # d ;2 W #F R _Cauchy g L3k 11 » 114~ 45 8L
BRGFE 3o Tib P22 TH 2 ed 3 22 2 R @ T2 AR gl
HRJREFLY o BT T RRLEF S e o E - BRI F B A E e KT A
EHEENH RERGMRLY > BRI EIF P FESR N w7 R LBE I &

TR R 0 B - ey B R 4o

Stepl Kfj#4 418

Step2 R4 4 BRinth R F

Step3 -z £ = ]

Stepd ¥ E F 2B i3 FAA G PlERE - o

Fr] 4

FEHFTG
d) = _vf(x(h})

%
‘W b

N

& () in £ 1 20 g0
F.4 argliggf(x + Atk g k)

x K+ — (k) 4 () (k)

B 5.5-1 BT "% 2 AR R

BT Cho(1988)#-1 s * ¢ A fid B B 930 3- AT H i B i i s p 4R 5
® 12 Armijo-like rule i % KfEH 15 L i - EAcdir Bg@ 20 FRET ERREAL O,
b et N RREARY 0§ BT %S % 0 i53F Armijo-likerule 3t E B # < o) Lakz H g

SRS POREE RN S S S CL S BT L ARRE RN T3
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BN A(52-4)2 B T2 e VAERE R AT RE > REFE 2 40T
Step0 £%e>0~k=0544-1 g2 &

Step 1 Hf% A i *&ﬂ%¢@»¢“jéﬁﬁwﬁﬁ@giﬂ@@

Step2 1% Cho % 2 Bt B > #3 B agg B Fav,

Step 3 3+ & 4(5.2-9)2VZ(f®, gk)

Step4 41* Armijo-rule 3+ & d ;%(5.4-12):+ 5 # tg = /]

Step 5 2+ & gk*D(a) = [g(k) . avz(g(k))]"'

Step 6 % Step 5 18 & i f2g*+D <
15 i w Step 1 #8412 Mgz o

Fi] 45

S EHAEER,fE

SHEHF T
77z (g{k},f[k}(g{k}})

N

i#% i@ Armijo-like ruleik £ # 15
k) = arg Ir?;ilé‘z(gm _ a(k}pz(kj)

gD — g _ gz
it RABFEHD

B 5.5-2 BT %02 K fE R B R T AT T
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56 M * Armijo-like rule F 2421 i iF ¥ 2

R B R R 0 G R R Y EJ‘F GECRE VeRURURER LS J gl E LS

Critical point » 12 % & 343 B A B ek 3- SUMT 00w B 2 2 KRB ac » wE #8 & KRB
A7 Stepd TATEILIE kP RN RIRERE P T 0 TR G A fcace b AT

R B ek 3 RY RE 2 AUMIT 2 3% ROF B 2 2 Armijo-like rule AT % S v forg Tt 2 K fE S 2

St

t5 E RfREAME e > BT 31~ Armmijo-like rule fRfE S b forg R tEL S E 0 B
%“*%%%$%?W%@ﬁﬁwﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬂ’%ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁWEﬁgmw4ﬁ%§g@
BB RSP B Rt ¢ R fEgRTD g qe ¢ el ~ Ammijo-like rule # 1923 Y § e

o AFTF Bt P ENPF > 12 Armijo-like rule - 2k fEH tea® (0(54-12)) FH
# tga® % T8 (5.4-13) > Bl e

g gl - 400 Vz(k)r (5.6-1)
FgWr R je a0 plg D e g e ek A L R A TR 4 T F s
oo F o kAP RSV 7 Armijo-like rule FfF 0 £ 45 NiEARE PR A o
Step0 “%e>0-k=0441t g2 &
Step 1oafof® B A& B 3k WAL or g 2 4 fO G
Step2 1% Cho % 2 po it B & #3* Barg & FaV,f®
Step 3 & * Vg f( FPER A A g T2 fRED T T
fO+D = £ 4 ng(k)(g(kﬂ) - g(k))
g 3 f0 g(k)frvgf(k) s A e g & D) — g4 gt

Step4 & ATHIZE kg N

min Z(g("“)) =3, ta(A ¥ Bg(k+1)’g(k+1))(A + Bg(k+1))
g

s.t gkt >0
Step 5 #4 {7 Armijo-like rule 3+ & ¢+ 12 Step 4 17 g+ D »
g(k+1) — g(k) — qpz
Step 6 %||g**V) —g®||<e-plBr o F2 s bk=k+15Ew Step | #H iF

12 o
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B 45

L

e>04k=0
wainmg® ~ gAfFO

L J

L

s+ RO R 3R, )

L J

4 ith 4 9 B B R i o f ()
f[;r+1;. _ f[k} + p-gfik}(gikﬂl _ g(kil)

h J

158 2 4B 4 K

minz(gfk+l)} = Z ta(A + Bg{k-'-:J, g(k+1))(A T Bg.[.l.'+1}| )
g
a

v

i i@ Armijo-like rule % gz g%+ 1
Q'U“'l] — g{kj _ g® gz

ﬁ :i#%f[k+l:l

L

ot — g <

Y
h 4
3 i

B 5.6-1 & * Armijo-like rule f #2702 ;% & % in 42 B
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2 F WELF

AERR R R YRR T ORFRR B ERP 2 b T RR S FHT R b R

i

FiEFIL 0 6.1.1 &€ * Fisk(1984) %]+ 4 IOA ~ Linear Approximation ~ Decent 14 2 Armijo
-Linear Approximation(ALA)® #;# & /# & f#{- Nash £ Stackelberg +* #2>6.1.2 & 1 6.1.5 &R
g1 }Ek:}i Atz b+ i {7 o f2 > ¥ LR Linear Approximation £2 < )}?% BT 2 KR e E2

RS

A RT kil KiE S A BT A T

45 R s * i

IOA | Iterative Optimization-Assignment algorithm Allsop (1974)

H-J Hooke-Jeeves algorithm Abdulaal and LeBlanc (1979)
EDO | Equilibrium Decomposed Optimization Suwansirikul et al. (1987)

SDAA | Sensitivity Descent algorithm with Armijo rule

SDAP | Sensitivity Descent algorithm — predetermined
NSDAP | Normalized SDAP

SDAP1~3 ~ NSDAPI1~3 i Ffz# tg % F& Friesz et al. (1990)
1. a,=8/k+1)
2. ap=[/2*
3. a,=pB/(k+1)>
SA Simulated Annealing algorithm Friesz et al. (1992)
LA Linear Approximation Cho(1988), Cho and L0(1999)
Cho and Huang (2014)
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6.1 #HciE &+

6.1.1 |3 — Fisk(1984)
BESmap+ 14k 0 265 5 Fisk(1984)2 b+ » H g2 BE S & Sk 5 %

Ci=—+2-(;=2 yCy = —
o z f2 > Cs 7

RO FLRERRA TR X0l gi  AFEE L SEET A A BT 2 ¥

BRI 5 g+ g3 =200 B UL SREE L S AR el st B AR B PET 11350120 —

g1 7343 0 0 536 Cho(1988)3 2 KiF@2 ST B A 47 E A4 T ¢

c

2
B 6.1-1 Fisk #& % A » [§]
[Vf(g)] > [Vfc(f(g)'g) _MT]_l —V,c(f(9), 9)
= i 2

vu(g) —A,N,Y,T(g)
P 1 1 N
— 0 0 1 0 f_12
g1 g1
0 2 0 1 0 0
™, 6f.2 _6F.3
0 0 % 0 1 #4
(20 — g1) (20— g1)
-1 -1 0 0 0 0
L0 0 -1 0 ol L 0
g1 —01 0 —201 0
91291 +1) g:(29, +1) 9:(29: +1) I fi
—01 g1 0 -1 0 g12
9129, +1) 9,29, +1) (29, +1) 0
= 0 0 0 0 -1 —6f33
201 1 2 Yoy SV
0 — 0 (20 — g4)
(29, +1) (29: + 1) (29: +1) 0
—6f.,>2 |
0 0 1 0 #3 0
(20 — g4)31
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fi
91(2g: + 1)
—fi
91(2g,+ 1)
= 0
—2f
91291+ 1)
—6f;°
| (20 — g4)? |

REREF AT

fi
|g1 (2g: + 1)}
Vef(g) = —f1 (6.1-1)

)

% F AR LT g R ST 3 R i & % ~ Decent 7§ 5 ;2 11 2 AFT 3 #- Armijo-
likerule Jig * B2 T2 3 2 E 3 E2 SR A R{F2 2 Fitgn B P AR R
Ve o Foebs B8 2 % 5% ¥ 7 Nash £2 Stackelberg f# ~ i ik it 1n P (IOA)iF & i i {714

B PR R AT 4 6.1-1

F 6.1-1 7 8 iE 2 5tk

fi f2 f3 91 93 Z
NASH 8.4356 1.5644 10 7.4725 12.5275 | 47.2536
I0A 8.4355 1.5645 10 74725 12.5275 | 47.2538
Linear Approximation | 8.4533 1.5467 10 7.7304 12.2696 | 47.2354
Decent 8.4536 1.5464 10 7.7358 12.2641 47.2357
ALA 8.4532 1.5468 10 7.7303 12.2697 | 47.2356
Stackelberg 8.4533 1.5467 10 7.7306 12.2694 | 47.2354
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6.1.2 5]+ — Suwansirikul (1987)
* ]+ 513t Suwansirikul % £ (1987)F7 7 ¢ 4% 1 6]+ F 47 f& 7 4 » Linear Approximation
R TN PARZRI RS ) HRES PR B S A S EE R R

4o B ~ & AT

Bl 6.1-2 § 4 B

% 6.1-2 BT

4
Cofa,Va) = Aq + B ((K C‘iy )) Z(y) = Zaca(fa'ya)fa 7 1-5daya2
i fa A, B, K, dg
1 4.0 0.60 40.0 2.0
2 6.0 0.90 40.0 2.0
3 2.0 0.30 60.0 1.0
4 5.0 0.75 40.0 2.0
5 3.0 0.45 40.0 2.0

% 6.1-3 £z %%

flow Minos H-J EDO LA
Vi 1.34 1.25 1.31 1.35
Vo 1.21 1.20 1.19 1.22

100 V3 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Va 0.97 0.95 0.94 0.95
Vs 1.10 0.10 1.06 1.08
Z | 1200.58 | 1200.61 | 1200.64 | 1200.58
Vi 6.05 5.95 5.98 6.00
Vo 5.47 5.65 5.52 5.51

150 V3 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Va 4.64 4.60 4.61 4.68
Vs 5.27 5.20 5.27 5.23
Z | 3156.21 | 3156.38 | 3156.24 | 3156.23

*EDO : Equilibrium decomposed algorithm.
*H-J : Hooke-Jeeves algorithm.

*LA : Linear Approximation
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06144 fjz %
Minos H-J EDO LA
yi | 1298 | 13.00 | 1286 | 1293
Y. | 1173 | 1175 | 1202 | 1175
ys | 000 | 0.0 0.02 0.00
ya | 1034 | 1025 | 1033 | 1034
ys | 1174 | 1175 | 1177 | 1174
7086.12 | 708621 | 7086.45 | 7086.13

2845 | 284 8.11 | 284l
2573 | 25750 |26 25.62
0.00 0.00 | 00L | 000
ve | 2340 | 2344 | 2339 | 16
2 2 6.58 ‘\ 6.5
212099 91| 21210.54 | 21216

200

’A
»
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6.1.3 &+ -Tanetal.(1979)
e S m 2 B, s B A Sl e F FAo T B~ & AT

B 6.1-3 5 % B
(example in Tan et al.(1979))

C, =15+ 2f;
C,=10+f, +w
C; =15 +2f;
C,=50+f,
Cs =50+ f;
T,y = 10

AP N ZW) = Y.C,fs
%18 LA~ ALA 22 JOA $f28 % 4o 4 #f7 :

% 6.1-5 Kjzig %t

H-J EDO LA ALA I0A
A7 4 1B 10 0 30 30
w 20 22.9 25 19.74 0
g pREZ 800.00 800.00 799.99 800.00 840.00

*EDO : Equilibrium decomposed algorithm.
*H-J : Hooke-Jeeves algorithm.
*LA : Linear Approximation

*ALA : Armijo Linear Approximation

*IOA : Iterative Optimization-Assignment algorithm
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6.1.4 5]+ - Harker ¥ Friesz(1984)
]+ 12 Harker ¥ Friesz(1984)F 1 ® & J12_ 5| F i (7 > T 7 ARz 30 =0 i 17 f

o B Sz BA) B Ao licE Rk g Ko T B~ A 4R

12

8
B] 6.1-4 § 4 B
% 6.1-6 B =3 20

Calfar Ya) = Aa + Balfa/ (Ka ¥ ¥2))'
25) = ). Colfovoa + o
B fa A, B, K, d,
1 1.0 10.0 3.0 2.0
% 2.0 5.0 10.0 3.0
3 3.0 3.0 9.0 5.0
4 4.0 20.0 4.0 4.0
5 5.0 50.0 3.0 9.0
6 2.0 20.0 2.0 1.0
7 1.0 10.0 1.0 4.0
8 1.0 1.0 10.0 3.0
9 2.0 8.0 45.0 2.0
10 3.0 3.0 3.0 5.0
11 9.0 2.0 2.0 6.0
12 4.0 10.0 6.0 8.0
13 4.0 25.0 44.0 5.0
14 2.0 33.0 20.0 3.0
15 5.0 5.0 1.0 6.0
16 6.0 1.0 4.5 1.0
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# 6.1-7 £jrg %t 1

Case 1
Tie =25 Ty =5

MINOS H-J EDO SDAA GEDO SDAP1 SDAP2 SDAP3 NSDAP1 NSDAP2 NSDAP3 LA I0A
V1 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.36 0.22 0.36 0.49 0.85 0.87 0.00 0.00
Vo 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.54 0.54 0.00 0.00
V3 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
V4 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.20 0.21 0.00 0.00
Vs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Ve 5.00 0.30 1.84 2.32 0.00 1.12 1.13 1.17 2.01 1.31 1.30 0.00 0.00
Vs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vg 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.53 0.54 0.00 0.00
Vo 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.36 0.22 0.36 0.49 0.85 0.86 0.00 0.00
V1o 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vi1 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vi2 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vi3 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vis 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.53 0.54 0.00 0.00
Vis 1.33 0.10 0.02 1.33 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.40 0.05 0.02 0.00 4.44
Vie 0.00 0.30 1.84 0.78 0.75 1.19 1.13 1.16 1.07 1.26 1.27 1.06 0.00
V4 92.10 90.10 9241 96.52 90.58 92.92 92.30 92.96 99.30 102.05 102.13 90.42 100.25

*EDO : Equilibrium decomposed algorithm.

*H-J : Hooke-Jeeves algorithm.

*SDAA : Sensitivity Descent algorithm with Armijo rule
*SDAP : Sensitivity Descent algorithm — predetermined
*NSDAP : Normalized SDAP

*SA : Simulated Annealing algorithm

*LA : Linear Approximation

*IOA : Iterative Optimization-Assignment algorithm
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% 6.1-8 RfRi % R

Case 2
Tie=5~T¢; =10

MINOS H-J EDO SDAA GEDO SDAP1 SDAP2 SDAP3 NSDAP1 NSDAP2 NSDAP3 SA LA I0A
V1 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.60 0.51 2.48 2.78 2.73 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vo 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.42 1.82 1.75 0.00 0.00 0.00
V3 0.00 1.20 0.16 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.35 0.34 0.00 0.00 0.00
V4 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.56 0.46 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Ve 6.58 3.00 6.26 4.97 5.00 4.85 4.75 4.76 4.62 4.61 4.60 3.16 8.00 6.95
Vs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.56 0.46 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vg 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.26 1.70 1.62 0.00 0.00 0.00
Yo 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.59 0.51 2.48 2.78 2.73 0.00 0.00 0.00
V10| 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
V11| 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vi2| 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vi3| 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
V14| 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.30 1.73 1.66 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vi5| 7.01 3.00 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.66 0.55 0.00 0.00 5.66
Vie| 022 2.80 6.26 6.69 5.00 6.48 6.24 6.20 5.25 4.83 4.95 6.72 7.35 1.79
Z | 21125 | 215.08 | 201.84 199.84 | 202.30 199.94 | 20250 | 202.21 224.43 235.51 233.56 198.10 | 200.89 | 210.86

*EDO : Equilibrium decomposed algorithm.

*H-J : Hooke-Jeeves algorithm.

*SDAA : Sensitivity Descent algorithm with Armijo rule

*SDAP : Sensitivity Descent algorithm — predetermined

*NSDAP : Normalized SDAP

*SA : Simulated Annealing algorithm

*LA : Linear Approximation

*IOA : Iterative Optimization-Assignment algorithm
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% 6.1-9 RfRi % R

Case 3
Ti6 =10 ~Tg; = 20

MINOS H-J EDO SDAA GEDO SDAP1 SDAP2 SDAP3 NSDAP1 NSDAP2 NSDAP3 SA LA I0A
V1 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.04 0.00 3.27 4.99 4.89 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vo 4.61 5.40 4.88 4.61 4.62 4.63 4.66 4.62 5.06 5.43 5.48 0.00 4.61 4.55
V3 9.86 8.18 8.59 9.79 6.24 7.80 8.46 7.42 7.09 6.66 6.72 10.17 9.07 10.65
V4 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Ve 7.71 8.10 7.48 8.39 15.63 12.72 14.24 13.75 13.42 13.49 13.39 5.78 9.63 6.43
Vs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vg 0.59 0.90 0.85 0.59 0.60 0.65 0.59 0.64 1.89 3.29 325 0.00 0.59 0.59
Yo 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.20 0.11 3.37 5.03 4.95 0.00 0.00 0.00
V10| 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
V11| 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vi2| 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.76 1.81 4.18 2.19 2.60 2.90 2.96 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vi3| 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vig| 132 3.90 1.54 1.43 1.62 1.85 1.69 1.84 3.51 4.56 4.56 0.00 1.32 1.32
Vis| 19.14 8.10 0.26 0.00 14.99 16.96 15.88 16.70 16.20 16.13 15.87 0.00 2.15 19.36
Vie| 0.85 8.40 12.52 18.38 5.01 6.21 6.85 6.66 7.52 8.45 8.34 17.28 17.7 0.78
Z | 557.14 | 55722 | 540.74 | 52345 | 566.61 563.64 | 570.46 | 565.02 581.23 593.29 592.71 528.50 | 531.20 | 556.61

*EDO : Equilibrium decomposed algorithm.

*H-J : Hooke-Jeeves algorithm.

*SDAA : Sensitivity Descent algorithm with Armijo rule

*SDAP : Sensitivity Descent algorithm — predetermined

*NSDAP : Normalized SDAP

*SA : Simulated Annealing algorithm

*LA : Linear Approximation

*IOA : Iterative Optimization-Assignment algorithm
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6.1.5 %]+ - Sioux Falls city
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% 6.1-10 Sioux Falls 3% 7 4235 % =%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24
| 0 | o1t | o1 | 055 | 022|033 | 055 |08 | 055 | 143 | 055 | 022 | 055 | 033 | 055 | 055 | 044 [ 0.1 | 033 | 033 | 0.11 | 044 | 033 | 011
2 0.11 0 0.11 0.22 0.11 0.44 0.22 0.44 0.22 0.66 0.22 0.11 0.33 0.11 0.11 0.44 0.22 0.00 0.11 0.11 0.00 0.11 0.00 0.00
3| o Joar | o |02 | o1 | 033 | o1 | 022 | or1 | 033 ] 033|022 | o011 | o1t | o1 [ 022 | 011 | 000 | 000 | 0.00 | 000 | 011 | 0.1 | 0.00
4 0.55 0.22 0.22 0 0.55 0.44 0.44 0.77 0.77 1.32 1.54 0.66 0.66 0.55 0.55 0.88 0.55 0.11 0.22 0.33 0.22 0.44 0.55 0.22
5 0.22 0.11 0.11 0.55 0 0.22 0.22 0.55 0.88 1.10 0.55 0.22 0.22 0.11 0.22 0.55 0.22 0.00 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.22 0.11 0.00
6 0.33 0.44 0.33 0.44 0.22 0 0.44 0.88 0.44 0.88 0.44 0.22 0.22 0.11 0.22 0.99 0.55 0.11 0.22 0.33 0.11 0.22 0.11 0.11
7 0.55 0.22 0.11 0.44 0.22 0.44 0 1.10 0.66 2.09 0.55 0.77 0.44 0.22 0.55 1.54 1.10 0.22 0.44 0.55 0.22 0.55 0.22 0.11
8 0.88 0.44 0.22 0.77 0.55 0.88 1.10 0 0.88 1.76 0.88 0.66 0.66 0.44 0.66 242 1.54 0.33 0.77 0.99 0.44 0.55 0.33 0.22
9 0.55 0.22 0.11 0.77 0.88 0.44 0.66 0.88 0 3.08 1.54 0.66 0.66 0.66 0.99 1.54 0.99 0.22 0.44 0.66 0.33 0.77 0.55 0.22
10 1.43 0.66 0.33 1.32 1.10 0.88 2.09 1.76 3.08 0 4.40 2.20 2.09 2.31 4.40 4.84 4.29 0.77 1.98 2.75 1.32 2.86 1.98 0.88
11 0.55 0.22 0.33 1.65 0.55 0.44 0.55 0.88 1.54 4.29 0 1.54 1.10 1.76 1.54 1.54 1.10 0.11 0.44 0.66 0.44 1.21 1.43 0.66
12 0.22 0.11 0.22 0.66 0.22 0.22 0.77 0.66 0.66 220 1.54 0 1.43 0.77 0.77 0.77 0.66 0.22 0.33 0.44 0.33 0.77 0.77 0.55
13 | 055 | 033 | o011 | 066 | 022 | 022 | 044 | 0.66 | 0.66 | 209 | 110 | 143 | 0 | 0.66 | 077 | 0.66 | 055 | 0.11 | 033 | 066 | 0.66 | 143 | 0.88 | 0.88
14 | 033 | o1t | oar | 055 | a1 | o1 | 022 [ 044 | 066 | 231 | 1.76 | 077 | 066 | o | 143 | 077 | 077 [ 041 | 033 | 055 | 044 | 132 | 121 | 044
15 | 055 | o1t | oar | 055 | 022 | 022 | 055 | 0.66 | 110 | 440 | 1.54 | 077 | 077 | 143 | o | 132 | 165 | 022 | 088 | 121 | 0.88 | 286 | 1.10 | 0.44
16 0.55 0.44 0.22 0.88 0.55 0.99 1.54 2.42 1.64 4.84 1.54 0.77 0.66 0.77 1.32 0 3.08 0.55 1.43 1.76 0.66 1.32 0.55 0.33
17 0.44 0.22 0.11 0.55 0.22 0.55 1.10 1.54 0.99 4.29 1.10 0.66 0.55 0.77 1.65 3.08 0 0.66 1.87 1.87 0.66 1.87 0.66 0.33
18 0.11 0.00 0.00 0.11 0.00 0.11 0.22 0.33 0.22 0.77 0.22 0.22 0.11 0.11 0.22 0.55 0.66 0 0.33 0.44 0.11 0.33 0.11 0.00
19 0.33 0.11 0.00 0.22 0.11 0.22 0.44 0.77 0.44 1.98 0.44 0.33 0.33 0.33 0.88 1.43 1.87 0.33 0 1.32 0.44 1.32 0.33 0.11
20 0.33 0.11 0.00 0.33 0.11 0.33 0.55 0.99 0.66 2.75 0.66 0.55 0.66 0.55 1.21 1.76 1.87 0.44 1.32 0 1.32 2.64 0.77 0.44
21 0.11 0.00 0.00 0.22 0.11 0.11 0.22 0.44 0.33 1.32 0.44 0.33 0.66 0.44 0.88 0.66 0.66 0.11 0.44 112 0 1.98 0.77 0.55
22 0.44 0.11 0.11 0.44 0.22 0.22 0.55 0.55 0.77 2.86. 1.21 0.77 1.43 132 2.86 1.32 1.87 0.33 1.38 2.64 1.98 0 2.31 1.21
23 | 033 | 0.00 | 01 | 055 [ 0.1 | 011 | 022 | 033 [ 055 | 198 | 143 | 077 | 088 | 121 [ 110 | 055 | 066 [ 01 [ 033 | 077 | 077 | 231 | o | 077
24 | 0.1 | 0.00 | 0:00 | 022 | 0.00 | 011 | 011 | 022 | 0.22 | 0.88 | 0.66 | 0.55 | 077 | 044 | 044 | 033 | 033 [ 0.00 | 0.11 | 044 | 055 | 121 | 077 | o0
% 6.1-11 Sioux Falls 33 7 & % 7 31
Calfuy) = Aat B ) 20) =3 Calfuryf + 000143,
(Ko + ¥2) a
o Aa Ba Ka da = Aa Ba Ka da
Bia (hours) (hours) (thotfsand (thousand BEoa (hours) (hours) (thoqsand (thousand
vehicles) dollars) vehicles) dollars)
1£3 0.06 0.0090 25.9002 33 £ 36 0.06 0.0090 4.9088
285 0.04 0.0060 23.4035 34 £ 40 0.04 0.0060 4.8765
4214 0.05 0.0075 4.9582 37 £ 38 0.03 0.0045 25.9002
648 0.04 0.0060 17.1105 39 £ 74 0.04 0.0060 5.0913 34.00
7% 35 0.04 0.0060 23.4035 41 & 44 0.05 0.0075 5.1275
92 11 0.02 0.0030 17.7828 42 & 71 0.04 0.0060 4.9248
10 £ 31 0.06 0.0090 4.9088 45 &2 57 0.04 0.0060 15.6508
12 22 15 0.04 0.0060 4.9480 46 22 67 0.04 0.0060 10.3150
13 £ 23 0.05 0.0075 10.0000 49 £ 52 0.02 0.0030 5.2299
16 £ 19 0.02 0.0030 4.8986 26.00 50 £ 55 0.03 0.0045 19.6799
17 £ 20 0.03 0.0045 7.8418 40.00 53 & 58 0.02 0.0030 4.8240
18 ¥ 54 0.02 0.0030 23.4035 56 £ 60 0.04 0.0060 23.4035
21 8224 0.10 0.0150 5.0502 59 £ 61 0.04 0.0060 5.0026
22 82 47 0.05 0.0075 5.0458 62 £2 64 0.06 0.0090 5.0599
25 22 26 0.03 0.0045 13.9158 25.00 63 &1 68 0.05 0.0075 5.0757
27 22 32 0.05 0.0075 10.0000 65 £ 69 0.02 0.0030 5.2299
28 £2 43 0.06 0.0090 13.5120 66 & 75 0.03 0.0045 4.8854
29 £2 48 0.05 0.0075 5.1335 48.00 70 &2 72 0.04 0.0060 5.0000
30 & 51 0.08 0.0120 4.9935 73 &2 76 0.02 0.0030 5.0785
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# 6.1-12 Sioux Falls $f2 1t #

H-J | EDO | GEDO | SDAPI | SDAP2 | SDAP3 | NSDAPI | NSDAP2 | NSDAP3 | SA | LA
Vie | 38 | 459 | 50 5.55 6.17 6.16 5.14 7.49 628 | 538 | 525
v | 36 | 152 | 15 2.26 3.06 3.14 1.66 5.08 345 | 226 | 140
v | 38 | 545 | 50 5.55 6.17 6.18 5.12 7.50 631 | 550 | 528
veo | 24 | 233 | 15 225 3.08 3.14 1.61 5.07 345 | 201 | 137
ves | 28 | 127 | 25 4.53 581 5.72 2.86 7.45 589 | 264 | 276
Voo | 14 | 233 | 25 4.56 5.82 5.74 2.86 7.46 590 | 247 | 281
Voo | 32 | 041 | 45 4.74 4 8 472 573 508 | 454 | 464
yeo | 40 | 459 | 486 | 493 | 6.31 515 | 445 | 437
Ves | 40 | 271 }= 510 | 421 | 470
Y7a | 4.0 5.14 467 | 435
7 | 81.77 8621 | 80.87 | 81.30

*EDO : Equilibrium deco

*H-J : Hooke-. es al
*SDAA  Sensitivi
*SDAP : Sensitivi

*NSDAP : Norm
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