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ABSTRACT

The split-delivery vehicle routing problem (SDVRP), in which the demand of a customer
can be split and delivered by several vehicles, would result in less cost than the conventional
vehicle routing problem. However, split deliveries also incur extra work for logistics operations
and undesirable distractions to customers. How to tradeoff cost efficiency and customer service
in the split-delivery related problems thus is an important issue. Recently, Gulczynski et al. [29]
proposed a variant of the SDVRP called the SDVRP-MDA, in which the customers each require
aminimum delivery amount (MDA) every time they are visited. In this dissertation, we propose
a new variant of the SDVRP, i.e., the spit-delivery VRP with limited number of deliveries
(SDVRP-LND), which considers-the number of deliveries for each customer is restrained to
kmax.

We propose a unified multi-start heuristic method, i.e., SRC+IMP (Split-delivery Route
Construction + solution IMProvement), to solve the SDVRP and its variants of the SDVRP-
MDA and the SDVRP-LND. The initial-solution generator SRC adaptively applies either node-
insertion or route-addition procedures, which were designed specifically for the SDVRP and its
variants, to generate an initial solution. The IMP conducts local search with multiple
neighborhoods for solution improvement, in which we developed a novel node ejection-chain
operator for the split-delivery related problems. The overall SRC+IMP combines the SRC and
the IMP modules to implement a multi-start solution procedure with a single parameter to
control the restart.

The proposed SRC+IMP algorithms are tested with all the related benchmark problems.
We conduct the IIMP module with two variable neighborhood descent methods, i.e., VND and
RVND. It is found that the performance of the SRC+RVND is better than that of the SRC+VND.
The results of the SRC+RVND for the SDVRP show that, out of 32 instances tested, the average
deviation from the best known solutions (BKS) is 0.36%, which is only second to the ILS
algorithm (Silva et al. [44]). For the SDVRP-MDA, out of the 128 instances tested, the results
reveal 81 BKS and 36 new best solutions; the average deviation is -0.27%. For the SDVRP-
LND, out of the 22 instances tested, we find 5 BKS and 5 new best solutions; the average
deviation is 0.07%.

We also investigate the impact of kmax to the potential cost saving of the SDVRP-LND.
It is found that, for kmax=3, the average cost saving is 4.11%, which is only 0.06% less than
that of the SDVRP. This implies that the SDVRP-LND with kmax=3 can provide a valuable
and easy-to-implement tool for logistics operations.

Keywords: Vehicle routing, Split delivery, Minimal delivery amount, Limited number of
delivery, Multi-start, Variable neighborhood descent, Node ejection chain
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FATFLP B st

N S ELER AR S RS

AR BRECE SN B 1‘#1Ef‘r TP o A W] &Tif

SDVRP-LND (% ~3) & 7 %5 38 B e iz p 28 »
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21 KoH N R w AR

201 AvdpfRESEE S

ffog 2 2 KR VRP i de Y o 5 - HET AR T gAc EF - EAsiniRE s
MUt e F AR TR o AR - BT P MG Tso 0 RWERMEF AR o
AL BLR o A2 e iR PR R BRI G T E R nE TR S ks
3 o ind BELE N 2 B0 § 3% f?#&éﬂ’ﬁ 42 (travelling salesman problem, TSP) 2 #
PRLAEE S 2 o d MO L T A O RN T HE > TR LY & VRPs G
T oo
(1) &4

g ka4 & 5 4 Clarke and erght [18] * 1964 #4% &1 » #24 L 41* 5 3 BM
7R ”mﬁ?°*‘¢ﬁﬂ ML AL A A kR RS
* il (& ﬁ“ﬁ’ﬁifﬂaﬁﬁ@ BLAH G AL Y e B 215
et BN A (0-1-0) xR (0-j-0) (5 & & pF - &4 @ Sijh
Sl]—CIO+COJ_C|J,I¢J°”’T}3 |15g‘§,ﬁ&ﬁq;{ﬂﬁ‘,+»¢ﬁmg; A 21 | i TR
BEFE A4 FEL QBB GFEY R TP T EEE
N S mm@lﬂ PR Sl | fﬁ Sij IR BB AR E L] L B FE
ﬁ%WPﬁﬁmt%@*‘%ﬁ%@?%navarﬁau’ﬁimh&wﬂ»
?i VIR E RS E o RANG LA 7 Ty
BETEEIERALSE ©

Sij = Cio * Coj — Cij
puatacs)
o] o]

21 &4 S5 i m
FAL kR L AT T
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(2) & » iz

i bESUEE S B3 £J Rosenkrantz et al. [43] ++ 1974 & :}!t & z’v’vﬁxifrﬁ;
» ;% (Nearest Insertion Method) - 4 » f#jf‘ e 3N FUA PRAE R R EE RN
R TR S LA B2 e 1 ‘rﬁ: i bl B R E R P wﬁEé}ﬂé%ﬂ&L
B I 2 R R A R B o 3B A At KB 22 8P o & T AR E



@ @) 0,

lijk = Cij + Cix — Cji

m22 #@QAG\'#IU ;Lg/’i%
TR kR AT K

BLidE r & (,K) B~ 2k o 3B A i 5 lijk=Cji + Cik — Cjk © d 33 » =0 A gt
BRHTIZ B & B2 B e FlR R BB FER - B AR R E G
AT ELA 4 - ERAG (S IR IR TR o fd T BLePiE S g o W R IR
BB A REE S RAEREDRE - FrZ g F ROEBFERF BV FE B
oo (% > B 54y BEE BES AR PRAE o

2.1.2 #RE E&:’Z?/z‘

a3 1ox  (Neighborhood Search, NS = & Local Search, LS) %U;] FUH o ;2 et
LIRFfES mﬁ}fs» o MRIBHAF S E U H TN S NIFERILGEE s TR IR 'eN(s) ¢
Ni() % 7 95 * BRS0F 2 N & cniBd 2 8 & o & 3 REEf2ens & C(8) B R
fFfEen A c(S) THRIIMFTfES L A75 S' o — &m 5 » ﬁﬁjﬁﬂif;‘; B¥E BRGHEE B
PG TR 2 S'eN(s) BIMFES 51k o & VRPs F 7 ¢ » ZRIFHOF 2 {245 H IR
ié*ﬁ’c#m,.f—;—f#“‘ A A d LK A uE & R3 HE2E (Arc Exchange) ; 1 2 T & 2L 32
(Node Exchange) |- & R % $& 2 %’:}%;ﬁﬁﬁ;’i 1 N F fﬁum? FFERE > AT
B Adrafd L e 2 RIS HRFREFEE- BRI BERSHL T Ry
VLA A FTEERIS fiE o U rr)épf%“—i VRPs # 3 # ‘g ¥ (& * ozl 30F 2 o

(1) k-opt & =% $jx

k-opt % 32 85 B w0 VRPs A7 7 ¢ B ¥ A * ahle S 23572 - k-opt ¢ ch K dpeh
e Mlcd kP A3 E3N 2. k-opt ek > N TR RY R Aark iE 7 4p s
é:fif&ézw,éf g FkiEdTaaREABEA 4 F7/F o AFT 0 2-0opt 2 FHP > 2-0pt E
% d Croes[20] >+ 1958 #% ! » ] 2.3 % 2-0pt 2 32 ¢hw 2. B - B 2.3 ¢ > 3 g & (i,
si) 112 (j,s)) M iTFEY i FEFTL (i) 2 E (S, S)) B OEAREFHE FLE
A FRAXIEITEE2Z L RALSESI PP FEEOTRT LT 5
ko BRI IFRE S e - R



o]
T W

Bl 2.3 2-opt % #£i2 T
TR KR AP R

2-opt %A RE Y PR RS @R R G - A E L T e B E AT
3”*’W“ﬁﬁﬁ2%°*%“ﬁ%P#§¥’{VM%w&P*ﬂ&$@£@wm
FogF N Hox 22 - okopt el f2 f SAEF K g B e AL H B ARG (I ST LR
ik o AP S € MIPFE g o Tt oo kopt L2 R oK B FARK T 5 2 &
HFA3 ﬁ-‘u«{Z-Opt r2 2 3-opt[35] - Linand Kernighan [36] ' k-opt = A # > #& 1§ &
M e Lin-Kernighan algorithm > 2R 4%2 i3 & At @ A X T FH ek B0 & A i
@ﬁ“‘ FRMEH KL oRTERE DGR G R R B EE LETL S
g o F]gt Lin-Kernighan algorithm s kit & 2 2-opt 14 2 3-opt > Ffdfd & » it -

(2) Or-opt & 2% $£7%

Or-opt 2 # 2 B> B SN en& BE 232 » 5 1976 2 Or[39] »* 2 # 1k @ & 0 -
Or-opt Hu#ep Binid cn& BB H 2N H @ 28 0 5N ie (7 40 f24F v~ & p
WA EHFHER L 3,242 1o Bl 2.4 i Or-opt 2 3% i 7 B - B 2.4 (a), (b)
2 () AHF R P=32"M% Lenfsd s 5 o 11§ 2.4 (d) wp Oropt (p=3) #i,j
ik~%é%%+%%‘”+uuavaﬁ,ME24@)6J¢mpmp;w@ﬁﬁ

HeY - B Or-opt;ﬂﬁi*ﬁqto,mj;fhm-»%jg » YRR EEE 3EE M FM Or-
OIOtﬁ - fA e 3-0pt 4k - fE4E G o Or-opt 7~ d 203k 0F F e 3-opt §f 5 0 S
b ﬁ*ﬁ‘g-@



(3) 2-opt*&h s i

Potvin and Rousseau [41] *% 1995 # ¢ =t #& I} 2-0pt* % 4% /% » 2-opt™ 2 3%/ & 2 3%
LR RS 6 S e e 2ODE LA R A AL Y BES e o 2
Opt % He ik 2t 1 3 BOARFY 0 2-0ptF R $ik € 5 A b e Y L p PE - EEREFR]
oo H LT SRR EATE g 0 B 25 § 2-0pt Lk AW - W 25 ¢ =
AR 2-0ptr BRI, s) 0 E () s)) PIATEY Bk o B ERT (is)
2 (i) B AR FEEA A B 2.5 L ] SES R o
0@ @00 | 0000k
[}O-@  ©—O—{ = e r @ o]
®125 2-opt* 7 A B

Fxﬂ‘ij\/&, HENZED .1




(4) A-interchanges &- 2k < 4 ;2

A-interchanges & Bk 3%/ e g # % d Osman [40] #& ) - ildp & FRAE 2 3%
REZ I BROGSEIEE o 57 a4y { Bb*7 eh4 i J-interchanges % #%7% eh % & >
Cordeau and Laporte [19] ** 2005 # 14 (41, A2) # 7w A-interchanges » & 45 & i B 54 %]
3333‘&11 BLBFEIRIH IR A WB A0l G5 1< <A 2 0<h< Ao #%

2o FAEK L2 AT 57 I AEBEIHE > A ,1(1 0)~(1,1)~(2,0)~(2,1)
2 (2,2)-#H¥ lﬁ%aﬂ@l&»ﬁ; e VR 0 2 i (shift moves) 22 % # (swap moves)
B AR o B A dg Ao = 0 R 0 B4 shift (1, 0) r & shift (2, 0) 5 < 3% &dpde = 0 i
o 4o swap (1, 1) ~swap (2, 1) 4% swap (2,2) > Bl 2.6 5 0t T fAa B 32 T &
B -®26"° ® (@ 5 shift(1,0)-(b) & (e) » % 5 & 4w fdA-interchanges % 42 - %
HEZTFABOZR G LHE DA LRI E SRR EF A L TERS R o
"B 2.6 (a) ¥ B 2.6 (C) ~ B 5 shift (1, 0) % swap (1, 0) == 3%+ & B ° shift (1, 0)
TR PR - BaBIAH D iRt swap (1,0) PIE S nist - Baghi
frrnpmta— BaBhjEFey 5 Eald s o
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B 2.6 A-interchange & 22 32 7 2. Bl (1=2)
FH KR AEE R

11



(5) node-ejection chain & 2k % 4% ;%

node-ejectionchain ¥ - B FY GERAF UE BRRAN D5 € SRB B DI ZE 5
— 1 ejection chain 12 4 ¥4 Glover [26] *+ 1992 & ﬁ T g * >t TSP > Rego [42] B
*+ 2001 & %4 Glover 7%= 3 » #-ejection chain =4 # = ;%1 :x 2 node-ejection chain
T EE o I 2 2 VRP - node-gjectionchain 5 A E & £ A PE 1+1 2 T = BRE 5 4
TS IE o 1B 2.7 FP | = 2 a1 node-ejection chain #F > B 2.7 (a) 5 ¥ H T
node-ejection chain #8328 #7% 1 3 2 = BLES > node-ejection chain A% & G A2 d S5k
(ejection) ¢z % & (trial) & fld (T4~ o SR Ao L A = WWch? LB A 5 2 B H
Tz+1k¢ L=y (2=0,1,..,1-1)c FFRFRISIEjPE > FBjHI
Kl o @ SRRk A, - f[a;;:gﬁ FIBE o gV PE 0 SUE S AN il SN s
BLkEFTRETI RffaFanl o Efa g 0% 20 (Type ) e ds > &3 G 8LkH 2
Bt Kend Lmbi ¥ (RASELD %) 4@ 2.7 (b)e %= & (Type Il) ehidids > £
B+l BB 35 BRYE DG B UE Vv Risd FRBKIE b0 B2 B 4o
B 2.7 (C) - x5 2 Type |l 2 % Type Il ¥ #iiz e x5 o

(o) (D) (si) z=0

' -
. \ .____@----@ &‘ (b)Typel © | i
z=1 ‘--__@____@

TR %

)
z>aeo
@ ©NE

=1+1
(c) Type ll
Bl 2.7 node-gjection chain #8347 & B (1=2)
TR &R A EFE

(3) - & 1-4E » R

Gendreau etal. [25] *+ 1992 # 23 & i@ %udE » 2 Wit 46~ 3 @ F g2 a3 > 3 )
WAy mBELE 223 8S B ah- &0 46 ~ f282 (generalized insertion /
unstring and string, GENIUS) » GENIUS ¢ 41 * Type | 4= Type Il & f& v ¥ 38 8-& gLt
FrA P Fodr (o unstring) £23E ~ (B~ o ostring) 4B EF T 4F 8B 2 o d 3T unstring
gstring ot 3 5 F e @ 0T AT Y 0 string & B)iE 7 GENIUS ¢ Type | 4v Type Il 9

12



PP oo B 2.8 5ostring % - A N Type l e R Bl > Bl® si &0 &80 ehT - & 8L o [§{]
28 ¢ BV~ P2 2B o Type | € I GFRMAY EHF = BEE Kk LA P wfé{a
& (i,s0) ~ (4, s)) & (ksk) f& 0 EaRTaESR (1,V) > (v,]) > (Si,k) 2 E 0 (s),5K) o i,
FREBALR P FRALF el BEFERE (Si,...,]) 2E (..., K) FEEFw o

Bl 2.8 string Type | & » /2 7 & B
r o kR 7‘\13 ffI“'

B 2.9 5 string Type W3E > 27 Bl > B ® pi 275 &8 1com- &8 si &7 &
Bhi T — &EE o ] 2.9 P BLVARdE - 0 B 2 o Type |l § 20T TR F K (3
Bhichm —gh) x| (G Bk ew- gh) o e s & (1, si) () s)) ~ (pk k) 2 (pl,
) 5> €37 EBSH (VS0 8) > (pk, ph) 2% (si, K)o s =8 RILE > &
AL el BEEREK (,....1) 22 (Si,...,pl) SEREDw -

Bl 2.9 string Type Il & » = 7+ & B
THRER T A7 2

B4 string 507 5V B B AR o AR R A 1 > £ R unstring i (7 it

1

§ ot GENIUS tnVPRS A= 5 ¢ » — 454 #1445 ¥ ipfRen™ SV ie i@ £% o

FruliEE - g string efs 4] & »1; cq 46 ~ 2 ch— f8 > #7121 Gendreau et al. [25]
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22 A~ E|pRiEAp b P iRE SR BLECE N R v AR

A feiE B RE SR AL (SDVRP) »t 1989 &4 412 5 > < JARd ¥ gt o &
RfEZ 2P BT S A o M T TR Y ch R 2 > ¢ MR i E R
(Mathematical Programming) » 1T o2 f#;2 erfc ;8 = ;£ (Heuristic & Meta-Heuristic) 2 &_
B LF 52 (Hybridmethod) % % - Drorand Trudeau [24] %3 ! SDVRP z_ {8 » = Tz
P 7 SDVRP £ 7 NP-hard s34 - Archetti et al. [7] % 2005 & 44+ SDVRP 4f 32 & &
My A% {mETE Q>2p > SDVRP &2 & 5 5N R (polynomial time) p & F 4

ﬁ°ﬂﬁ’*P”i?ﬂ L LTE N PER N R R AT (TR & kiR 2
METE NG E L A o AR & R4 SDVRP 12 2 H g i R 45 SDVRP-MDA s 58
BREFENME R EFEEEREETFAR

SDVRP 7® 42 3] i 5 d Dror and Trudeau [23, 24] = 1989 & 3& ! o 3%/~ 7 & 1
ER B JPE: i'c:]"\ﬁéi SDVRP: % — ¢ gk 41+ Clarke-Wright & 4 i [18] fgf # VRP
T AR 0 & 2 PR LR LETE SV ARIS A0F & F HAs A iR i re o gl SN RS
F e o F AL 0 @ELend iR b £44 SDVRP B AT E AR nga = P
% > s Tk-splitinterchange ; 12 2 T route addition ¢ k-splitinterchange ¥ o AR
Lien2INg RAEFF* KiFRMEFIRGE s T A E g MAlE 22 & M
%4 R AR o

.,1.

Bl 2.10 = k-split interchange (k = 2) k-split interchange BB (T U PE £ MR L BE 2 o
FRMERBRRY S L8 FERFOEIRT od H S ERAL REFRE F
) 2.10 (a) & k-split interchange % 4% {s » B4 s A d oL 048 ¥ 22X % §) 2.10 (b)
138 o

Bz T EEHE =48 > (7 pEE = 38
(20) (10)(10)

B 2.10 k-splitinterchange -+ % B (k=2)
TR KR A ER

14



route addition F_# EMIL 7 fEY Z R AR GRE L 13 LR A ,;,; , ﬁzmrﬁg—
iR AR E (T PRIRIR S 0 B 211 & routeaddltlon S Bl o B 211@) ¢ R 29F F
A B 2 TEELAGIE PRI 0 route addition 4 T PE € BREE 2 enir F RS D B OATH
b 3iFRsE Z&wiﬁ PRF% o BLZ M) 2.10 £2 ] 2.11 > 2% i & 1o 3R > k-splitinterchange 1«
% routeaddition A A~ + ¥ 7 5 F e &> audzk ESLERAE K SR i A TS o
'ﬁ PlE_& &g L jEEL -

Y3k (7 pESE = 48 H3% {7 pEH = 40

(10)(10) (20
©
A

Q=30
8| |8
. Yt e
(20 (20) (20 6 6 (20

B 2.11 route-addition + &, &
FH KR AP g ERE

Dror and Trudeau [23, 24] {345 @ 5L VRP o5 G325 A# > B2 7 Kok N
SDVRP (i S 3a B * 11 532 KA 2dri 2 4 (a4 o i 2 N it

DL

d; =[aQ+6(7-a)Q] )

R (1) ¢85 [0,1] AL Sl ot E ] UG & AR R BT UL A 1
Dror and Trudeau [23,24] %~ %14 7] 6 2% fe chart 2 yA2 4 SDVRP )42 : (0.01, 1), (0.1,
0.3), (0.1,0.5), (0.1,0.9), (0.3,0.7) 222 (0.7,0.9) o A= 7 B H F R A7 RLE A H * 2L
® > SDVRP #t3t VRP & 4 A% 5 B &g

2006 # > SDVRP 3% 1 (516 # » % = Brogd N3 243 0> ¥ 7 Aigz (4 a9
T FANE BN  EA R EANRE 2 175 g Ri#nZE 4 o Archetti et al. [11]
4+ 2006 # 4% 4y 14 # |40 F ;2 (Tabu Search, TS) % A # SPLIT-TABU 2 4 j2 SDVRP-
SPLIT-TABU 17 GENIUS ¥f#7% crpggba 8L 4 # E % (gianttour) > £ & & % & & &=
- BiLF F RABOVRP fRIT L A2 o 2 & TS aec L FF 4 * Dror and Trudeau
[23, 24] # & s k-split interchange '+ % route addition i & A% $0F o ¢h > T feE
+ @ % VRP fxgF 38 2 4% > % o 2 Dror and Trudeau [23, 24] snfefd e % v i 0 B fof@ s
LA Raie s

Boudia et al. [15] ** 2007 # 4 11 - % & & MAPPM %= 7 & 2 (Memetic
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Algorithm, MA) & {7 %% SDVRP » MA £_% & A F;x & ;2 (Genetic Algorithm, GA) ¥
B HOF 2 OE R FoF 22 o Boudiaetal. [15] A B2 P 4 r - BRI REFE
A 0 2 "J&P{%;ﬁié%ﬁ AT DL Ed b RRPF DR R - BB H
i A% ¢ il B VRP R ks TR Z B LF A B E 0 EF E o %
— &_ Dror and Trudeau [23, 24] # ! e k-split interchange = & # > Boudia et al. [15] “¢
NETHFEARRERE LMMEEFALREDFER L RPE RS PEFEF ksplit
interchange » % = 112 5 = 2 WA AT 1H 102 12 §2an3dE o L - B33
F i pETaE s o it Silvaetal [44] o/ 3 ¢ AL pF o & wIFE S Swap (1,
1)* 3 Swap (2, 1)* > * p 3t @ % VRP rﬁéﬁﬂl@u&%;é D IiEH AR A B E R
'E_E%ft‘-‘;,‘iﬂ}‘] T oFoa KL 4R & F ﬁg“amﬁfl e o 12 Swap (1, l)* &) 38
W’@Zﬂﬁsmmﬂﬂf 4&zm7&% FRIHE A AT EFLRP B’
Kdi>di> Pl 22S3280% > ZiRd RAGREARLS B E R dai REI ]
Bk ezl oo ek — RO ARATER PR §ic® o R RQFFD G E T T Jfz
i % + o 3% % f1* Dror and Trudeau [23, 24] 12 %2 Belenguer et al. [13] # ) etk 5
HEEFRRE A HENRBEE T IAT 2 DRB -

di>d,-: 05102050
©

B 212 swap (1, 1)* 2427 3 H
TR KR AET ER

% 2007 & > Chenetal [17] 5 < * R & F &2 £f2 SDVRP » /& ¥ & 4 &
EMIP+VRTR » 424z 354 12 Clarke-Wright &: 4 i [18] i - fJ% VRP 42427 7 f% -
R ts » #&12 EMIP (Endpoint Mixed Integer Program) 2 & Z#2Rd]iz & v3F 3 £oo 2 eh
T EATR Y & B RS £ A gh 2 K g o

EMIP m%‘%,ﬁ Bt IR AR S JU SRS E AT SR E B 7 R BT R TRk

FIE > F2 A B e aRg 2 0] i S AR~ s ko 53 EMIP Rj2i8 15 n % ka4
7 VRTR (Variable length Record-To-Record travel algorithm) #fe & 5L VRP < $72 & {7
L o i %12 EMIP + VRTR 7 4 &% Archetti et al. [11] Rlz# iR ¥ 3L E - 3 R R
f3 5 e 1&"‘7"& e o gt vh s TR 21 JE 538 SDVRP £ ¥ 42 5 AR R ¢ i
MARE RS 8112880 2 3 £495 1000 AFE R £ 5 60 2 &L 900 AR E R S AT
¢w~@mg@’@éﬁ$cﬁﬁmaoé*wﬁ&?%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ’$¥ﬂ“ﬁ?“%
h N RE R R N Z R E R BAEE 7 58 (0B 218 4m o FEARR G
TRE) T PP RE B IR L RFEZ RS EEPREA R LY
58% 0 F X RACHIREG TR RE PR o

A

‘"ﬂ
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B 2.13 Chenetal [17] & B fzi * aofille
T KR T NEE AT

- B R & FE 2 Kjg SDVRP 82 5 &_2008 # &0 Archetti etal. [12] » 3%#7
G2 ehBEL S E ORI R e R A A A RS R SRR
BEFHEOEET D QAT RS REI LTI B FRBERESTEOE R
PP AS A AR BT RART AR TR BIFRE o T %A L A4 Archetti
etal. [11] # 1149 SPLIT-TABU ;2 i& (7 < fZ#c=0 > 3 14 b il o ] 44 R AR 3 & 4 e 5%
MR IR LR E T B Folos Bl o TR He ) - 1B route-based cdi fist o 4N EHE T
{8 PR BRI AL A 4 sl A L 407 set-covering iR & BEHCARLL| A 4 B T (T iEe
%47 7 reArchetti etal. [11] & &) i SRR 2 SR5E 0 & REEF { # g% o

W s

Mota et al. [38] ** 2007 & 12 » 4z 3" ##% ;= (Scatter Search, SS) F-f% SDVRP » %4~
T oRECF F B fmEfEom )4 » SDVRP ¢ o d 38 SDVRP jv3F 7 Rik 7 4 L fieiZ >
ETILR BB o F At AE F B AN 55 & SDVRP W (T RLALE o o) B dmdiom g

BE v AR TIA5 (2) Bt

m= [Z?l%w 2

Mota et al. [38] FI* & f&a= 2 A4 F A4 fZ 1 JI SS & 7 £ f2 o % - B> 2 L@
* Linand Kernighan [36] Fo@ 3% > Z #-5r5 BRZ £ =~ - BE ¥ (%F 1 2 = BigTour):
B 3 P agE L BT 5 A BB R eAREE Y 24 5 B miE R R SDVRP A2 452 o ¥ -
B2 AR r B R e BN RS e R T A
405 BARAAIR o L PR A0 VRP BB OF 2 b o g KA BiE R T AR
et o PR % B IR SS i f 2 % § #idE f >t Archetti et al. [11] -

d >t Motaetal. [38] #& &1 & &> 7 * @ fm#ic' 4|51 SDVRP B 48 > ot 7 ¢ 7 18 4 4p
B SDVRP & 1 enfefat fs & 5 & L4]7 * B dmifcs f8 o 4(5 4 Archetti et al. [6]
F g ¢ #4]7 * 2 fm#icsr SDVRP 4 5 SDVRP-UF (SDVRP with Unlimited Fleet) -
£ ¥ * 2 a4 7 SDVRP i = SDVRP-LF (SDVRP with Limited Fleet) -

17



Aleman et al. [4] »% 2010 # & J1- B & 5 2L 484 cniksfps = 2 ICA (Iterative
Construction Algorithm) # e % & 483 = "% VND (Variable Neighborhood Decent) = ;% 4
2 SDVRP-LF < ICA & - B M & 4 36 »~ & 5 gA# g iz » ICA 7 L 41* L g gk
PR d XTI EAA AL~ B OFE L L RBREA LD o 2

THER ST R R dfE o~ 2 AR O ICA R PEY RAE ~ (S0 R B AE & (polarangle)
HActg R P ehing o fpE 238 > ICA §ERF° FRADF & > AFH A TEL
Pt Bl ATHAE T b - BT AR F R EE DR E 6 TR AR~ VND
L e o %~y VND P ¢ 7 = B4 B3 e B ausid & 2 ¢ shift ~ swap 2 2

shift* - shift 22 swap = AR HF 2 F B2 VRP et A 24560 2 234 3 R

B AREEFET FAB R ALE B G5 & # eshiftep| 1T 44§ KA B 1K

PP EZ ORI 214 5 Bn Rl g ANRAN Y ERAETEIS I IR L

B g A AP PP R EPY - TR A R F F R npRa o R

A

B 2.14 shift*= ¥ ;2 7 & B
FA kR AP R

Aleman et al. [4] ™ ICA+VND 4% = 3% Archetti et al. [11] ~ Belenguer et al. [13] ~
Chenetal. [17] % Jinetal. [32] % SDVRP &5 37 & 7P| e o H L2 & M7 %
et Ao b W R 3 AR ea X 4 #F 5] Chenet al. [17] #& e 21 36 4E ¢
[ RB 16 3T F PP iE 7 o

w15 Aleman and Hill [3] »*F £ £ 48 01— 2 0 #4|30x 2 L A # TSVBA (Tabu
Search with Vocabulary Building Approach) 2 $-f# SDVRP-LF- %= 2 4 - Bf]* 5 B4
RS ARHEE-F M e 2 > PEA o #g 02 Archettietal. [12] o 3%#7 7 - Alemanetal. [4] #7
ANNICAHZZEEAE R a A2 7 BAAfE o 75 ¥ 322 Aleman etal. [4] =7
# D VND e LA fiieivecd > 253 0 - BROEEY cRAFTEREEZ
Poinfid s g nfEchii e £ A A ATAfR o ATEDfEF R W R &P ehiz- 2 Pl
Arfgier BB T EEY %%%— BE AL fd > F BIIEEDE LR IE fiﬁi%l:", Berd
b i 3 o KRl % 3 R TSVBA it 43§ »ichiec g ICA+VND ehfjzis % -
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2010 & - Derigsetal. [22] 4% - & #8345 2 £ Fe SA~TA~RRT ~ ABHC (Attribute
Based Hill Climber) 122 ABLBS (Attribute Based Local Beam Search) % 7 & F £ ko 3¢
Wz R f2 SDVRP-UF o A= 45 f3 384 2 L P 4g 18 & # (route first, cluster second) = 3% 4F
o 4:E SDVRP 677 7 i > 2. {4 i B 4538 » 3787 3 e BRASIS HOF ol o 3987 § ATt )
SURBFNEY e A gA G RFEDEE HEZE o AW L 2-0PT* »
EXCHANGE- RELOCATE| 2 2 RELOCATE: # # 2 RELOCATE #p #f45 32 - RELOCATE
A BRRAFEFSLESBDUEZE > ARFEEFL P ERAE D R
HE RGBT v 6P RERARS NI, REBER S RE s E S
BEAS B A SR T e R EE DR R o %A 7 01 Archettietal. [11] 2 2 Chenetal. [17] =
EEFIBEEFR R BEFIRT ABHC Rz sk 5 ¥ REL X A g pre

ot 2 .

Gulczynski et al. [29] *t 2010 # 73 & &9 & 4] /% 8 ;2 EMIP-MDA+ERTR » %4 3
“rig % en % 22 Chenetal. [17] (7 EMIP+VRTR 7 8 &% 070 ' JI* §cF & {eh 3V iE
B s N2 2 RE s e S FREORELEFENE FiagF 2R
it &%éii%l 41 % % o Gulczynskietal. [29] AAzisf@3%4 £ * 1970 & BF Yellow [49] #% !
hig B A SRRz B bogdidpE i = R R T A B VRP BERGE > FiERH
PR A B i LS A d i o dedn iz A 4§ 30 EMIP-MDA (Endpoint Mixed Integer
Program with Minimum Delivery Amounts) i& {7 ;2 & Z=#ic R3] K2 > EMIP-MDA &_# *¢
Chen et al. [17] # &1 EMIP » ¥ 2id i R AR PR 7 28 R 2E g7 K
& e o 538 EMIP-MDA #c8 4] K121 » :247 7 4 * 2009 £ Groér et al. [27] #
¢ ERTR (Enhanced Record-To-Record travel algorithm) :& 7 i it $fz o

%A1 7 @ B SDVRP-MDA {55 418 e (7 enRfRipls - $ - BIAE LB :cp
Chenetal.[17] 221 42 SDVRP. &5 {8 & - d % f’r—*ﬁ a0V EOF B2 RKfF e o T
% Chenetal [17] ek o0 33K - R AR L BL = 8 $HALiRF AR o SHEA] N6 AT 4
WA AR B AR R fE (Estimated Solution) #& i F 4 0 B R T ITLEE
R R he i i 2 (Best Known Solution, BKS) 12 it #i EMIP-MDA+ERTR 0§48 4 sce
gt ek s d 2 SDVRP-MDA £ 5 B ] fizid & "Ll 2 32 1 2 B &) feid v b p e o
Gulczynskietal. [29] % 7 k- EBKS R A H b p @M 5 7 FER o F 2R
P GBI R RS R EHET Fihp ERGTAE B 215RP 2 -

19



B 215 Gulczynskietal. [29] A4 = 3 EL A AL 12 2 BLA ¢ feiX 7 Rens fie
P o KR A TR

Gulczynskietal. [29] 2% TAEE %%t & A BcPE > %AE 2 7 L& % ’_50/(1 p)] - HBF
% iy cpF A 5 150-[50/(1— )| « B 6] p=0d F¥ > % 1 595 4.5 56 hi % 2 hg %5
94 ; | p=02FF % LhE 5 630 BEE 23 o 87 3 KA » =T
FURLE B R AR M 2 ALY feiX T ofans fedol] 215 frn o ficd 4 B A R ehp B
(pP=01,0203204) %- BIHE X 84 (21 x4) 3 - %= BAE % & * Belenguer et
al. [13] 14 fa 5 4@ cnll 38|42 - fe & 4 B 2 pehpfE » £ 4458 (11 x 4) )48 -
AERE AL T RE S o P FFRAGECE o LLRIFEP IF'&{(J‘ ¥y - BRE AT
s "E‘J'ﬁ#lfi’ EMIP-MDA+ERTR R RS EFIL R A S 134% J ”ﬁ e fzid

SPALE R o B S BALL R BT RV I L e

0
\\\?{r
ok

Berbotto et al. [14] *+ 2014 +# 2 Randomized Granular Tabu Search (RGTS) Ff#
SDVRP-LF - RGTS ¢ 14 v3F 7 K4 3 hT 7 Clarke-Wright & 4 72 [18] & -
SDVRP Az 4% » 18 i » TS el o TS RA B i anfd o » 17K f P ;';k
S AvenEE Lt RIS B g 2 R R S B m%‘ﬂﬂhﬁ%ﬂ‘h R
DelSplitNew 12 2 DelSplit - DelSplitNew % 4% ;% e3¢ &, B4 B 2.16 #75+ > DelSplitNew it
9 PEB?;‘}!"*,% MEF AT R d] 0 H Ffﬁ?i%’ﬁ— BAFLA 13 & JRAFDS B
Biandf REyn#BIn R An?H- BEg ), HEF 3 yinSF £EX
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2.16 DelSplitNew % 4% ;* 7+ &,
B THRKR D AFEY 1 Jx 3@

rz - @ 2.17 % DelSplit 07+ & @ > DelSplit 4 {7 p% € F - BAER 11 12 13 X PRI
HE BT Rl B A R LR EEEB I L) R RS DR T
Archetti et al. [11] ~ Chen et al. [17] ~ Belenguer at al. [13] & ! &5 48 B & (7 Pl - &
B RGTS Apge B e i b 2 G A &g e fg L R

B 2.17 DelSplit 2 # 2
ﬁ%%ﬁ:ipiﬁﬂ

Silva et al. [44] »* 2015 = 3 41 SplitILS-LF 2 % SplitILS-UF % %] $-f% SDVRP-UF
12 % SDVRP-LF o SplitILS-LF 2 % SplitILS-UF 1 & ¥ 2 f R 4F 2 (ILS) s &
BAAE o Ao fEINA B EBBATIE 2 A3 & A G fin VRP Azdafi o s Rl
ILS T A m‘éa‘n # 41 (Perturbation Mechanism) 12 2 g 4% % & 8% = '8 (Randomized
VND, RVND) ® F|3p 2K eig ok i 2 3):E > 4ot 535 - =X o xr—*f AR T i E
FRAR 0 B fS KRR S SIOFERY B ER oA RFERY T 14 A7 BB ieRE
Z* RVND ¢ » ¢ 7 10 B &% VRP #2121 % 4 B SDVRP 3 32 o %7 U
Belenguer at al. [13] ~ Archetti et al. [11] ~ Archetti et al. [12] 2 % Chenetal. [17] & %
REREE T ILS RfZF»Tip)id o BIRR S 324 580|487 R O5 45y pFre whk iff3 > ¥
RAL 243 37 o
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221 5 A1) ﬁoﬁ?lfflf’a:? L %\@z’;\}\ﬁﬂmmv);%wag;ﬁ od PV LR
27| SDVRP R 2E4) Ak & 1989 # 3eih & 1) v e fagf N2 2 a7 7 A0 & ¢ 4 2006 1)
2015 # - 2 LW e BATE R G WG Sl AP FRNEHT A
FHarR R > His L 3ne ﬁﬂv/f&ﬁ]%’jgﬂ%ﬁup -3 QR AT

%\21 /}»ﬁb1¥#grﬁgéiﬁ5ﬁflﬁﬂ: %\fr(]?}\‘ﬁ*/Z?}i%?fg%\

Y ER e % Py E kg
%7 A ARy o X
SDVRP 1989 Dror and Trudeau [23]  k-split interchange  —
route addition
2006 Archettiet al. [11] - Tabu Search
2007 Boudia et al. [15] swap (1, 1)* Memetic Algorithm
swap (2, 1)*
2007 Chenetal. [17] - Record-to-Record Travel
2007 Mota et al. [38] - Scatter Search
2008 Archetti et al. [12] - Tabu Search
2010 Aleman et al. [4] shift* -
2010 Aleman and Hill [3] - Hybrid Tabu Search
2010 Derigs et al. [22] RELOCATE Simulated Annealing

Threshold Acepting
Record-to-Record Travel

Atribute Based Hill Climber
Atribute Based Local Beam Search

2014 Berbotto et al. [14] DelSplitNew Tabu Search
DelSplit
2015 Silva et al. [44] - Iterated Local Search
SDVRP-MDA 2010 Gulezynski et al. [29] _ Record-to-Record Travel
2016 Han and Chu [30] SNEC Multi-Start

SENERER N - i S R TR 75 ¥+ Mg 2 a4k &) - Belenguer etal. [13]
*+ 2000 £ & 4} SDVRP =5 38 & > ¥ fi #5227 * ;¢ (Valid Inequalities) #pz 21T & 2
(Cutting-plane) H&fz& Ef2p &= At T Ki! o Jinetal. [32] »* 2007 # #% 1) e FF ECf2
E 0% T RE 22 BAEE ZEG|RE AL fE - 2008 & Jinet al. [33] R A 4 2
(Column Generation) Fj% SDVRP &1} =1 » 2%z X 7 Belengueratal. [13] # pF e
% o Archettietal. [5] ** 2014 & p| ¥ &2 branch-and-cut = j# Ff% SDVRP » I = 7 st &
7 #A% SDVRP -5 b|45cht T o p o SDVRP #rzf2 ot 3 ¢ REHRFHEY £
TR BE A E R EERAEED X § FAE L Bk ] 3T 5 50 Behki|4E o 4p B
SDVRP e #5247 3 ¥ %% Archetti and Speranza[10] w3l < % - 3% < 11% NE YO
*+ SDVRP 3 & 3+ ’F‘r ST fEE s HAEfE2 1 %2 SDVRP #f W R AR (i m Y R j&‘m
) T
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B2 A e A M SRR SR AL U R AL

3.1 A~ feiiin bl B Gk SR BEHCH HO5

* % &4 w4t SDVRP 1% SDVRP-MDA @ f67 [ e 2] % £.8 fmEe 4 B 3L
WE T HEFYA > T EH AT ATH D 2 SDVRP-LND F* 452 = H 58 R0 o d
Sz R Rl BN AR L o TPt A L AU PP IR (T RE 0 1 B TA
FP Ao 3.1 A7

% 31 =% BT AL

G TR RER

v SEEL V=2 RARKR B0 55> 81T AL S E

A gk e o A={(,]) |0 jeV,i=]}

Ci B gk ks A 1 c>00 1, jeV

di gL j g KE 0 ieV-{0}

Q B3 E

Xi; BV AT FEE R (I,)) - FE LREXLENE 00, jeV
Qiv B gm vV RIEEE T g K E > ieV{0}

311 AEfiE f Rk A AL A S BT RAHS

A | i B gmEs SR 42 (SDVRP) = @ it VRP F#%\'rimz W HAa &L VRP ¥
ERRE Waod H - IR R FRPAUG] > RV EF R R T IND i
X PRI - ¥R & - SDVRP 2+ 1989 # 4 Dror and Trudeau [23] &P > W~ 38

R AT 2 At 2 LA B 3 2006 E 4-d Archetti et al. [11] 4%t SDVRP 3% 1! #c5
21H55% - Archetti et al. [11] #- SDVRP # &3 - B % > i G=(V,E) } - B L @
V23 EARISL Q0 25 AdE md [ R * > B SDVRP ¥ 2 & % 40T 2
RS i R A

22 2 CiXi (3)
i=0 j=0 v=1
Subject to
Zn:ix,j >1, forj=1,....n 4)
i=0 v=1
Zn:xivp—zn:x;fo, forp=0,...,n;v=1,....m (5)
i=0 j=0
xi <[s|-1, forv=1,...,m; S c V-{0} (6)
ieS jeS



n

qy <d )X, fori=1,...n;v=1,...,m (7)
j=0

Zqivzdi, fori=1,...,n (8)
qu < forv=1,...,m (9)
x; €{0,1}, fori=0,...,n;j=1,...,n;v=1,...,m (10)
Qiv>0, fori=1,.,nv=1,...,m (12)

% Archetti et al. [11] #7#% 417 SDVRP @:% FFHs ? o 58 (3) 5 SDVRP ehp
Sl B RfRP A EERES A o X (4) B 5 SDVRP 2%F VRP ¢ % g% &+ o
— JRE RIRAR D B = ST 0 S PRAMEE E DB R T MAREE - w0 FRRP > A
Fi &~ Archettietal. [14] #7321 B E i P 8 (4) B4 a2-)=0,...,n 5450 o &
70 RFIN AL G R F A LS p o PR F RS R =
Lo, no b3t enig ee R AEenA T & 20§ 3 2 o (5) &2 (6) & @it VRP 2 &
BLILE TEILE i"f—ﬂ‘i’ Bt o 8 (7)) AN (9) EARMEZE RIS (7) &7
V'El’ﬁ ﬁ_éifﬁVPRz}I%B* Qv 1 ¥ 203 &l P& E0NEEE g LR Edio & (8) B
g8 ]‘\ G B0 RREAGARBE 8 (9) A E 22 AP EFFA0 Q0 5
(10) &% (11)h] T 5 % ﬁ'(XijL,"i’ Qiv 2. B3 -

312 E | pei €42 - SR e Y R U

B g E R U 4 A B iE B gmEL SR 41 (SDVRR-MDA) % SDVRP 1545
A RIS - R g VEE - BT T IR Gy A M AR E L i k)
feif £ MDA c*3d) « 147 2@ SDVRP-MDA R 38 %_j

SDVRR-MDA R 32 P 4% 72 % 4p B *24] & % 4 Gulczynski et al. [29] »* 2010 & #7
do B 35 3 F 507 P d Hanand Chu [30] 22016 # %% Archetti etal. [11] ¥+ SDVRP
mﬁx? Bolig- b B ects ) o 0T 5 SDVRP-MDA R 3 #c 8 2 3%

gggcux; (32)
subject to
anzmlx,j >1, forj=1,...,n (4a)
=0 Va1
Zn:Xivk—Zn:XZ,—:O, fork=0,...,n;v=1,..,m (5a)
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DD %<8 -1, forv=1,...,m;Sc VA{0} (6a)

icS jes
qivsdizn:xij, fori=0,...,nv=1,..,m (79)
0

Zm:qivzdi, fori=1,...,n (8a)
Zn:qiv <Q, forv=1,...,m (9a)
i=1

x; €{0,1}, fori=0,...,n;j=0,...,n;v=1,...,m (10a)
g, > MDA, ZXU , fori=0,...,n;v=1,..,m (11a)

H¥ N (32) & SDVRP-MDA e p & S fic > 4 7 fyic (78 Afo] (b o #2458 204 50
(4a) — (10a) %t/ 8 SDVRP * 2438 (4) — (10) » |58 chp g v 4% 311 & p
<~ o 3% (1la) ] #-SDVRP [ iz % = 5 SDVRP-MDA i 4245 - n SDVRP ¥
8 (11) £ R4 gy B i 5 28 g o ' SDVRP-MDA 7 = > 5% (11a) *L41E 2 iﬁi’v PR
FAEE 02 Bl Qv e Jf < 3T B30 Z | ende | X £ MDA ©

% Gulczynski et al. [29] %2 % ® » MDA & 42 di shs ] et o p kK& 2o
Gulczynskl etal. [29] =3 P #3tp BEk ek &5 0<p<l- L AFFF 5 p Eehs
RKTEAEE0<p<05- RFE 5 p>05p »d - ppticng RED- » ’;“ 2
L) feiE > EREE T { 2 F a3 R A550% 0 F & R L] feiF £ MDA ']
%82 g A4 s o AWE p>05PpF  SDVRP-MDA e fefad s % & = VRP
(0¥ {TfF o = i, 0 SDVRP 122 VRP H 7 & 5 SDVRP-MDA eng i) » & %] e p=
Oz p=05pF-

I}

313 E ]’ﬁag = ﬁ'x“—lﬁiljﬁ\&\ jﬁ B iﬁflﬁx B %\ﬂ% ST L

SDVRP-LND) LAY AR M2 A iljﬁm; B chd fRR AR AL HimA LAY P
TES E RIS TGS TR

=2,

?’F‘L‘pq o

B pei¥ o U4 AR B e AL 42 (SDVRP with Limited Number of Delivery,
N

-4 SDVRP-LND 18 38 %% 11 2 #c8 frt e /7

A FE 3 #0 Archetti et al. [11] #43% SDVRP & 5% 2 - # i 22 5 SDVRP-LND
Sl Rt H P e D ORTH e - B R likmax (F G it deent T (3 12)
ﬁ'{ kmax ~ £ :T‘Jz}\@? T AR PR TR = Kﬁ'{ I o ‘;J;ﬂ&iﬂ # 4 e SDVRP-LND Z@t% 3 e T o

n m

iZZCu Xi (3b)

i=0 j=0 v=1

Subject to
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=1, forj=1,...,n (4b)

Xp— > Xy =0, forp=0,...,n;v=1,....m (5b)
i=0 j=0
D> X <Js|-1, forv=1,...,m; S c V-{0} (6b)
ieS jeS
v <d DX fori=1,...,n;v=1,...,m (7b)
=0
> g, =d;, fori=1,...,n (8b)
v=1
> 4, <Q, forv=1,..,m (9b)
i=1
x; €{0,1}, fori=0,....,n;j=1,...,n;v=1,...m (10b)
Qiv>0, fori=1,....n;v=1,....m (11b)
DD % <kmax, forj=1,...,n (12)
i=0 v=1

H¢ 3% (3b) 5 SDVRP-LND &0 p % g0 » &2 SDVRP 2 2 SDVRP-MDA #p FF 3
Mo F A gk ] 1Y o 7Y (4b) — (11b) ¥2 SDVRP fzt (4) — (11) 4pfe » *Ldst e p i
e g4 8llap 2 ;¢ (12) 5 SDVRP f#4 5 SDVRP-LND &ahf 4& 378 #2454 > 5%
(12) %555 g £ 8 | "LHPRA 2 02 Rt Bc? 7 4248 kmax 48 0 & TR g chs B
L

LN

ﬂwﬂ"‘;&&;ﬁaiiztgti W kmax e 2 1 <kmax<m: & F= BrEL 3 °
- iR BRAGEIRIE I SR G misd i (2 Bt ) i okmax Bt ) R-g B
SDVRP-LND mﬁﬁ;’ =5 @ kmax = mpF > £ 3t A BfeiE ot i 8 & fmic !
) Tt £ f3 5% £ 2 SDVRP 4p fe 5 F 2 > § o kmax & 1P > & B & g4 B A
d - %2 R K355 % ¢ & VRP 4ak > :x SDVRP # VRP % SDVRP-LND s ] ¢

| éuhn Efn
] ’”\ﬁ A

32 A& hfiei¥ B B A4 B RS BRI LT B o E

321 A B|feiEd fRE AR AN
A | feiX B ORISR BLM T A BRI > g2 Y Archetti et al. [11] 7 g ¢ g
TP X F SDVRP 4L (P) %3 ¥ (7% Rl G - wfei 8 R quel” o L s*
7 (P) b #3024 7 5 s*ehp %;wlﬂzfa ’ Xaj*—%i’ Qiv*A B 15 & B i 0T iR
Beic® B R AT RS D gmp s (V) hE & 0 ie VA{O}, vell,..,m} > & iZX“ 2
L REEATE 8 g £ 3 SO = v | (V) € B+ 8 4o HEE AT R £
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D) ={i(i,v) e B} o 4 jg 2™ AF5"

>aq,=d, fori=1,...,n (89
ves(i)

>q,<Q, forv=1,...,m 99
ieD(v)

Qiv=>0, for (i,v) € B (11
R LR AR S B R AT 0§ U et £ 8 @ (right-hand side)
SO T - B Qu s R g R SV LR RO S e Bl g T A IR A

;‘.Lmﬁ;: R R B iR SN e XY e QR R R R RSl E 26
J:c pq T ji’rﬁg:,]v} r?fr

B g ke o d 3 SDVRP R3F g £ 7 Kd SR B gR s B (TIRAE 0 Flt G 18 €
c 49 18 5 VRP. & 8 eh iz 2 % Archettietal. [9] 2006 & &2 § ¥ HP - § & f@lic
3 + 3pF > SDVRP m..:;:%ﬁn; it & VRP s % &4 50% - 1 >t Archetti et al. [8] 2008
By ¢ R b IR 5 N 86 & 4 50% o

¥ o2
1

h4

322 E ] peiEE Ul A dfei B imEs SR A

A Bl fRE B OIRER AR BEIEE A B2 F S 6 @ T Hanand Chu[30] # 3 @ i {7
%P o Bk SDVRP-MDA P38 (P) 2 ¥ (7@ Rl R f - mfe E¥#cquel”
s¥ %k &7 (P) b 22 > %% 7% 5 & i f& S*e0p %%mﬁm’ Xi ¥E QA A ﬁ*
et el B S AMF R BEfmv s (,v) 8 & o ieV-{0} vell,...m} >
% QZX“*> Lo BREEREITDLmEE S S(O)={v|(i;V) € B} » & #mV 7 58 Fhf

%’f!ié:"g: (54 f;‘ D(V):{||(|,V) EB} ° '%’}E’,xl,l’f KQ#;IJ;\ .

> q, =d;, fori=1,...,n (8a’)
veS (i)
>, <Q, forv=1,...,m (92")
ieD(v)
., > MDA, Zx for (i,v) € B (11a)
j=0
- Qiv L Wi iq% VoY (8Ba) ~(9a) mzE (11d) B ArT
Dy, =d;, fori=1,...,n (8a")
ves (i)
D> va<Q, forv=1,...,m (9a’")
ieD(v)
Yi = MDA xi* for (i,v) € B (11a")
=0
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VOUFRZE RGN E - B S AR R 4E (Minimum Cost Flow Problem) #3241 3¢
Ho¥ 5\ (92") ehv BT ARG B8 58 (8a) eni BV AR 52 3 Ry Pl 5 E ¥k

o AR R RFRE AR (P) 3 P A AT R R A ARER ?tE
L3V A b S ARERAEY 0 U FFE (di~Q 22 MDA) ¥ &
BepF o> %5 - BT FfRE G FaEF (Ahujaetal [2]) c R T E G - EFHy BT
Fw gyt ptEE (P) hEREPRSEERAL 275 FlE Qu T AN PRSP o
SDVRP-MDA sn# #icfiz 2 %’r HE o

BB o E ehengt A > SDVRP-MDA B2 A3 4c 7 $o-] e ¥ 48 L4 fe ik 2R i 4 £ ¥
#VRP & 4 chffz g % o & Xiongetal [48] c#7 3 ¢ P > § & el U dk
T, % 0<p<05pF > SDVRP-MDA hit % & % it it VRP ch2 % & % 50% - ¥ p=0.5
PF o BB 5 3 7 A a4 33.833% o

323 B i 0 Uhla A bl B fmEs S AT

% SDVRP-LND e#ic# ;8 ¢ > vic— 22 SDVRP 7 [ ey & 538530 (29) - 3¢ (29)
B 4e 1 odie kmax 17 L] RE R B PRIE T i b P e kmax B2 AR X 5B 0 fe X R
TE 0N AL e KR YA f MR X PR o 8 gt A T
51 % % it SDVRP A= e %*mg%_ﬂ@ S 3t R Rk Qi TR HE T o {99 PRSP VO
SDVRP-LND ik % f2 & § A#iclt 7 o

G404 0 AFT g E 4% SDVRP-MDA ® % F p & #7 % i e 2% % 3t SDVRP-
Vg A d i g e AP o/ AP SDVRP-LND ¢ kmax & 22 SDVRP-MDA
vop E TSR R he T 25

kmax = min (m, HJ) (13)

B (18) v B2 kohp Bt kmax B Afe SR E A B Xk § E00 8 dmikc
ST o AR Y R 2 kmax A K SOk (54 32 ¢ A - P2 B ggY o

BAEP N (13) ¢ KFap & kmax jﬁ)@mf’ﬁp % % > SDVRP-MDA # & p &
iz % & L SDVRP-LND % & kmax & crfz & & A 3 B L o BolP > F p=13 o g
P JE K YA E T (U3)di 0 T p=1/3 pF SDVRP-MDA c1¥ (727 iz~ & 8L A i
ki b 5 =% o X SDVRP-MDA & p = 1/3 4| T 73 ﬁ#*ﬁs %z & SDVRP-
LND 4] kmax =3 enfz g & # o

*

SDVRP-LND 5535*& g ende B A AU e g o 1% p e kmax Bt 2 BF
G RE S p BT A AL EASE o [ 7 0248 SDVRP-LND #1it & 4 e
Bty o A 32 A RpE S EHBKNAX BILE P ET A S bk H
PeFRFHERod £ 320¢ TRy § p:OOB?i«:"H@; kmax=m~- R %8 % 2 SDVRP -
Rxed k&g i@Ee d Archetti et al. [9] = T P ¥ £ 5] 50% ° 2= kmax = m pF e
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SDVRP-LND #tre=s A58 s 5 723/ 50% - 0<p <0333 <kmax <m> &

Xiongetal. [48] ik > &4 B ik AR 49:E T 50% - & T 3<kmax<m FF > SDVRP-LND

e g v i 5] 50% o 1 ptaEde 0 0.33<p <05 ¥ kmax =2 g pET A 23 R

%o F£033<p<057 A4 cBtrcE 5 50% 0 p=05 5 33.33% [48] - ¢ ** kmax =

2 ¢ 7 Fia AR Fltda s kmax=2 pF o SDVRP-LND & 4 .~ i A ¥ £ 3] 50%-
d bitendg HRE YT U Ey 2<kmax <oofF » B AT E 7 iE 1) 50% -

# 32 kmax & pHETEZ B &Y £

p kmax max cost saving remark
p=0.0 kmax =m <50% Archetti et al. [9]
0<p<0.33 3<kmax<m <50% Xiong et al. [48]
0.33<p<05 kmax = 2 <50% Xiong et al. [48]
p=05 kmax = 2 <33.33% Xiong et al. [48]
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%2 F ~ SRCHIMP % € A=y ;N7 & iF K

4.1 SRC+IMP % &£ A=ghics 3N i B 2 FR 2R iy

* 52 3 4% SDVRP ~ SDVRP-MDA 2 2 SDVRP-LND = B R 4% > % 41— 2 - Hif
* e 3N 272 SRC+HIMP (Split-delivery Route Construction + solution IMProvement) - d
*+ SDVRP-MDA 12 2 SDVRP-LND 7% 4 ) ﬁa ¥R FARag] > TP T oEE
SDVRP it #7 3 tede > B f@Bcnfi /™ REF (72 Fgt o 2 7 R SRCHIMP it 43 e %
FdL A fp ek B feiX B fREL AR RE 0 AT R Rt L 2 2 B A U4 2 §m#ich SDVRP-
UF =2 > @ 2L 8 felicX 'Y SDVRP-LE = i o 2 p R & F i (FRedpd ] i o

R U NS R R 4 L g LR A (Intensification)
12 B R (Diversification) « F]pt A7 3 #4385 6% o 0 F it 4 3w E e o
A R R SRCHIMP B G2 24 e 4 & & 7 4 B fie i Ac 4o fE et e SRC (Split-
delivery Route Construction).J4. 2 g% ¢z £ i & IMP (solution IMProvement) » £ #5 7 fij ¥
it B4l A 2§ EABehR R IOF L - FI A B A ARSI
SRC > # :}érﬂ,h" AL S £ EHE R el R B 0 G B2 i 546 ~ IR 7 i 3L (Node Insertion,
NI) & 375 i 5t (Route Addition, RA) &t x = 4 dednjz - SRC @ 24 - @ 3l#kc
o BitaE® M FI%L&?&)@E Z L= 3% > $x SRC e a5 | Hieehiy 4 BV ﬁ,{g Ly F
iiﬁéf‘;’“i‘%i*‘v#%%iif!—!éﬁﬂ? o mER e AR 2 4.2 & o T 0h— RO 5 M e Y R
2 IMP - IMP £ - £41% % Bl & 2 et ffFenfic®e > 1 & § 3830 SRC & B4y
2R EERL A AP R ERIEF S RS N T L AR EE A S
7 & IMP ¢ 2 7 VND (Variable Neighborhood Descent) 2 2 RVND (Randomized
VND) & & % w4 o 40 B AR3S 8 0% 22 IMP ¢ #7i¢ * i AR 40F 2wt p 3t 4.3
F AL

AF2 5 SRCHIMP it B 72 e fi 48 2 T#ﬁ Jhedk 4.1 o 5245 “7or o SRCHIMP # & 5 -
B3 Bcale > 3 I choE 43 50 SRC o i 2 hp ez hifig = 4 o SRCHIMP ¢ si— 3
B R TNk i Aa (line 1) » Acds et BlFE 417 17 sl it 5lfaiien 24 5 &
f2de4ef2 (lines 4-16) o asi=4>1E 5 0 (line 3) » MW Aa> Y 2 Pla=1(lined) - o
SRCHIMP ¥ £ 4 4pd & & 3 = > 430 Kf2ermach 112 »ed % § B30 da b 80 1
F 42 s Ffuﬂ" o SRC+IMP 34 {7 ¥ L B B fiZ =8 A 1B Coest /4 2 B 38 (7474514 3K 2
(lines2-3) » ¥ F W 4ot {7 & £ A fRfaE 11 2 MMEFec L e B o A H - wir BY > SRC
Eu I mé,\iz‘_;ﬁ’* w1z SRCo (line5) 22 SRC1(line7) > ¥ ~ B A 4 & BA24nf3
Sor4 % spo A 41* IMP & w]ig 7 e R4 s’ 2 sy (lines6 £ 8) o it R s o vt RSy
1R sk E o(so) A c(St) 0 RS kol iR (TS A= Blend £ 12 s* (lines 9-
12) o 3% > % C(S*) <Chest » B! # Chest L AT 5 C(S*) > B IBBE SUfZ Spest 3585 5 S*¥ o F B (7
wBE DR B E RS s w B ECIRE Spest 4 F B B fE S A Cpest ©
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% 4.1 SRC+IMP ;& & ;= & #i75
Procedure SRC+IMP (Aq)

1

2 Chest «— °0;

3 0«0

4 while a<1do
5 |50«<SRC(0, o);
6 |so’«IMP (s0);
7 |s1<-SRC(1, o);
8 |s1'«IMP (s1);
9 [ifc(so’) <c(sy)
10 | |s* —s0';

11 |else

12 | |s*estfs

13 [if c(5*) < Cpest
14 Chest < C(S¥);
15 | |Sbest < S*;

16 |ag— a+ Ac;
17 return Spestand Chest;

SRC+IMP 5 ## 3 &Lﬁ SDVRP 7% Hiphf i REArde di 2. RjgsEfe» 27 2 i &
SRC £ Z_IMP ¥ & 7 &3 fr 2|35 X3 /g ¥ in 4o d 287 F 11 SDVRP #BF&? F; A
£ AR EEH] 2 o SRCHIMP e fifig b A g pe S g UGliE Tk A M FLEF T T
]4 o 48 b SRC+IMP fie & % = 53 SDVRP 4p B [¥ 38t (7 fm & 20 (8§ & 73 p o

42 AR s R R (SRO)

A pIfeiEde ke i3 i E e (SRC) i A EEH » * Fingin & S BT Y 5 G A
B AT o @ B B AR BE s S A i Sl WA BT s AR
%ﬁﬂﬁﬁéﬁﬁ*ﬁi*SWWWPHl%?Eﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ@@y%(wwwm
Time Windows, VRPTW) &%= 5 ¢ Tk * » p {74 H w@mg 22 i [16,34] > 12
T P SRC HE e g (7 UNAR o

ﬁﬁﬂ?%4hﬁmCﬁﬁﬁiﬁiW°*WCﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁiﬁ%%&qui
aﬁg?] » (line 1) - type ehi®* AT SRCHEAZInfachng 5 @ > AT ¥ type K
508 1§ type=0pF > $RTFE 2 EAENPHE SRCo» A2 e dnfE L S0 §
type = 1 pF > g B2 i A2 PG SRCL > A 2 crdednfEfL o1 o B R * A (54
rgE gty a2 @ (linel8) - 3 ﬁ“ﬁﬂtﬁ%]%* s o B %‘Q%A Ri=4sit 22 B & 222
FARBRAPEEFEL=N> L EZIAB LN REUu=d V2 ZHlEap s Fis
405 5 B & (lines 2-4) » = Ff2ef 48 2 SDVRP-MDA EJ«* EXRETEENE ) REE
MDA > & 2k 42 5 SDVRP-LND R % & 4= 45> 1" & Bhenfe i St e ko = 2 A= 41t {8
PEFE L PSR e 22 5 - FEA n=(0-1-0) (lines 5-7) - & &_#f%
SDVRP-LND - B|/E 3% 2 ki 2 1(line8) o ¥t riehyid® = 58+ » 7 ek (type) #-7
7 I o § type=0 1 SRCo ¥ » i e A (5 T4 » MEFRME L R > ikt FHER
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# 4.2 SRC p #45

1 Procedure SRC(type, )

2 Initialize R «<¢, L < N;

3 foreachiinLdo

4 ‘SetUH—di, Fi<—¢,MDAi<—|_p><di—| and k; < 0;
5 f« argmaxic{Coi};

6 ri—route(0—f-0);

7 Update L «— L\{ f}, Loadr1 < U, Grrie— Us; Us<— O;
8 if (P) = SDVRP-LND, then ki 1;

9 ifType=0

10 |R—RU{r};

11 while L # ¢ do

12 |W* «— oo;

13 |foreachiin L do

14 ICi < o0;

15 | |[for each rin R/F;do

16 lir — get the cheapest cost of inserting node | into route r;
17 if iy <ICi

18 ]Update ri—r, 1Ci—li;

19 Wi« aC; — (1-a)coi;

20 if Wi<W=*

21 | | |Update W*Wi, b < i, t r;

22 |L—L\{b};

23 |R—NIRA(b, 1) ;

24 if Type=1

25 |R—RU{n};
26 return Sype from R;

RpFEFHE~ A g2k (lines 9-10) 5 & 2 # type = 1 7 SRCy F > A7 € = WK &7
HIRY - RFLAMBEANFESASAAMOEE » s BRETIFELY B
Bk £ Loadn ~ B nIRIAAEE | ohg RE Qi 2 R E T AJRIEHT K2 ure

Vi I < ﬁmf#ﬁ‘ (6 0+ B 4eE 4% A L BLEE ~ irn Az (lines 11-23) - p’iz?w;;ﬂ
B WHE 2 &85 (line12) - 2% > B H LY chE gk i Bins B8 1R
TRk > * IC IC A A 2R I HRAERMRELE RIF P & | FE 242> 7 IC =
Minreri lir > lir 2 AEZBE T AR T ¥ b [ FEr 2 2o IGHBIRE > BRI i &7
(Iines 16-18) o F 8 ICi 2. (& » I * léﬁi“ “—%i B g 3B~ o A 1G22 ek 2 JEAR Coj 3t
Bl adE ~ 2L Wi(line20) » 345 384T

Wi= alCi — (1-a) Coi (14)

250 (14) ¥ @i 4R SRC B4l » iR E Slice R BE A E G ERRE
BB | hp L B b=argminieL Wi(lines 20-21) » # 3t 8 L ¢ # 0 (line 22) o #-:E 1) ehff
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ZEhb s B4Rk ] 3B & AL F L 518Kk »E i34 7 NIRA (Node Insertion and

Route Addition) i & (73R {7 346 » (line 23) o # $renE 45 34 (F1E 846 » e1de (7 > 2 T

L=¢ m 15 0 % type=1(SRCy) > RIH#-rx »grafk & R 7 (lines24-25) - & fs s f
Rﬁﬂﬂ g A fE (line 26) o

& SRC Azhpfaip e > SRC1 &~ BB hEE > 4ol R HDRFG A B 1 (1)

WHRA Rz s iR st 22 23> RF AR TR (2) o e

ﬁﬁiv‘ ARG EPAEEEE I T F B AR E IMP e E pE ot dagt s
Flpr 2R FLHiEF (7B EaRFFRBEDT L

Wi N £38 0 ¢ ZARE 2R B A eh d 448~ 2 & ”ﬂr*%¢ﬁ$i i
EHE) Wi B2 FEZRABrMET  ZHE B & AT FERFEFEGRZ AL o
ﬁ»&i%é—&mrﬁﬁJﬁﬁ’%T%a@?ﬁ%mwﬁwmﬁmﬁﬁh/°¥—
G h o ERIERFERBLMERELE > LRI REOEE - LRI AR IR
A BABH P BLITER R EBRAIELT - B AR - S RS
b PCT R EBERE > p ARG IIFE E F TR AR 0 feE Aif g hiEE o

aig % SRC* g 4 3 E‘é&«&éﬁ”?ﬁéﬂt’ B hoiE g% Wi 258358 i % o
i iadd o BEr ¢ 2% o 1 SRC P gie i€ 0 B4 i EE Bl N7 BRI AgE T
153k o etk e b o Fa=0pF 36 » BeruE 3 82 ﬁiﬁ—:&a&ﬁ%ﬁﬁ E iR
ARB R BAR L Y BRSBTS LA RBE 2 c F 2 Fa=1 P A
o2 AES ERIE O Bl o & A mﬁaﬁi’é{iﬁﬂ‘  F] AE B G
CECRAREUN (I NoSE SR B = s To41=0 Sl ke R o2 8 U ek SESRIE LAl S W 3= p 2R R A

Aai: SRC ¥ vii— 15idic 2 2 "-};NSchﬁl;L;,rﬁ GlcE 5 R ok Aok 2k
T MR RERag AR ’éimwrﬂﬁtg_ A&7 o #Eblm S 4 Aa=005pF > SRC
AR ¥R d (L/0.05)+1=21 Bae ’Aa:OOIEELYF‘J ;§4 1016 ait - Hfe™ it
B A7 e iR Kk (type) © % Aa=00514% 0.01 pF - i 7 A2 42 2 202 BAz
bR o

SRC? gﬁ uéﬁ#kﬁim@? ’\_Lfv » i~ NIRA 32 gﬂ- @T%f?«!&i@f’?:}éﬁ
*5NmAmf%%ﬁ%é”;é@mﬁﬁ”k’zfiﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁmwﬁﬁﬁ§%°
“”’NRA%*@Lﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁm%%wﬁiénnyk% (74 3]+ 1 18 SRC it 43 et
B A B A defE o 7l 28 NIRA 4 Bl end 5 B 67 31 ¢ SDVRP
AP RE R AT BF o BB R R OUFE THR 0 A e @ ] SR EEp o

4.2.1 NIRA #/e 2% 2+

AP 5 kg4 BhE 4 46 ~ 2 (Farthest-start Cheapest Insertion) » 2 ¢z {5 #& !
NIRA (Node Insertion and Route Addition) SRR AEHCE o BB HHE N E F A EE R
wEr md THA ) A E T TE fﬁ}\J'”"Eﬂ%“‘l’nga‘iﬁf\Fﬁ B AR
EIAT ﬁﬁ%ﬁ-%{ﬁ%ﬁyﬁﬂﬁ%%#ﬁ FREE ST T AN Pz EAGE R
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S8 fEleE N RS RS BT A 4 BT RO B AR R R A
AL H A2 NIRA 2 Rug 200 B 24T G > @ L lienE T Sk &
TRTH{ B A i AR EF 0 NIRA ST PR A Aok 43 5 o

# 4.3 NIRA & #7
1 Procedure NIRA(I, 1)
2 if (P) = SDVRP-LND, then ki «k;+ 1;
3 if lir < 2cq
4 r«< insert i into route r;
5 |Update gir— Ui, Load; < Load: + gir, Ui« 0;
6
7
8
9

if Load: > Q

Or<—Load,— Q;

V «— argmin per{Cop | Qpr = Or};
if (P) = SDVRP

10 || |RA/«Ox;

11° | |if (P) = SDVRP-MDA
12 RA, —max (O, MDA));
13 if qu —RA, < MDA,

14 |RA, —qur;

15 | |if (P) =SDVRP-LND

16 if ky <kmax

17 |RA, «Or;
18 else
19 |RA, —qur;

20 Load, < Load;— RA,;

21 Uy < Uy+RAy and gur < gqu—RA;

22 Update L—LU{v}, Fv «—F,U{r};

23 if (P) = SDVRP-LND and qr = 0, then ky «ky— 1;
24 “else

25 |l< route(0 —i-0);

26 |Update qii«— u;, Load; «— u;, uj«— 0;

27 IR« RU{l};

28 return R;

B NlRA%I‘éﬁ;f]%}éﬁ’ﬁ;%‘_ﬁ-i."li Hi g o 3B r S AR r(linel) - EFF P

 ffzenR’ 42 (P) 5 SDVRP-LND pF > RIE ATAE E 1 eopei =t fic (line 2) - 2 %75 | #&
A A E R A AR AT B AR A 200. (line 3)> & I3 7 & 23 ~  (lines 4-23);
F oz PIRERTH B AR (lines25-27) o 7 AP ATH B RAZE » F lie22C0i FF > 2
TORTHE B AUPRIE G & e ko TP ATH R fsﬂ I FRjZ»/é?”‘ i (line25) » L #74p M T30 18
BRLAR e  FRAEL R (Ilnes 26-27) o K 2_ » & Iy < 2Coi FF R34 7 & BL4E ~ 42
B BBEE 1 ARIFNE KT Uidd r BT P Sy i) & { A74p B T3 (lines 4-5) -
o mARSRr AT G AL A (line 6) - n-j @%ﬁ MF R BIF R
P oF A E BT P T R Or(line7) o I EFEMT S H A A A ER Orfﬂ
e 0 RFRR v T oNIRAKRITRE R r P PvE- BAEEZ VH NIRZE > PHE
}\&p'r }\ :

=
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V= argminper{COpI Qpr 2 Or} (15)

8 (15) ¢ o Qur BAEE P RELAT P GPREE o p S EART FIRIAGEE B T pere )
# N (15) Vi DRk BT AR b PRI E Qur £ 2T E 3 Or cE £ v (line 8)o

T-L

Zvis o PIBAZHNE RA L] o RAV R 7 s &) 388 ~ ¥R a3t
%}.ﬁ A BV UL s R fFeaR i (P) 5 SDVRP (lines 9-10) ~ SDVRP-MDA (lines
11-14) 12 %2 SDVRP-LND (lines 15-19) = @384 o 5 L F K 4L (P)=SDVRP » RIAE Z v
FEM D E RAVE 4% 542 £ Or (line 10) - SDVRP-MDA 9384 BI % 4 545 & RA,
% o R e PE *“”*“:‘L&?ﬂ Or 2 pgE vin MDAy LA r 2 &7 (742 ¢ > 1
M2 (8 IRFAE V ihfeiE £ % & MDA &2 (line 12) - RA - %2 1% » ¥ T4 &4 11 RA,
6 Bhv FlAR RS r ¢ afieix £ & F &2 0% & MDA 5'34] (line 13) » % Z_7] RA,
BELELV P B AR MfeiE € Qo & THEEV 2B (lineld) > F 2R 2 FHAE -
SDVRP-LND R4 Bl @ & & 2 v P o © fei¥ ch=t ficky 2% B A £ 5] kmax 0+ *2 (line
16) > & £ A3k & RAy = Or (line 17) > & F Al RAv = qu (line 19) e f§ @ 5 2 » AT H I &
RAy s Pl E s B a3 a2 0 0 Al i REREFESE T (Flhms) £ 5 F R4
EVARATEPRIEE QuradiAdl cRAVGGE R X RIFUERBB O T 02 { F74p
Fs,«?m fit (lines20-21) - =@ difs > BARZ By bew Ll ¢ S RERIATHIIF Y
ML U RSB P (line 22) o % = & EESE ~ B B ELAIATHN I 0 NIRA -
RiFgMAE £ w B3 SRC B fr g (line 28) -

VAR

NIRA ghi 4 At B g pfh e 2 3% > H i 39395 Iir & 2c0i e % ] &3 » )
Bl EATHIEE A o 4 4F » MG BRATIMA > T RE M7 ¥ gd FEXlenFmT
ENERFEE ﬁx&mw“ - LR 4B ShBdRR P RS AL R RS EER
PRAELE B0 I H IR B FIMAeE E H3 NV RF LR T (T 2R
% A RALY B SR IR E SRR E {70 R AL S AR
FREL SR R EELEFE A2 D AP R - L“?fézszﬁ’s 7478 ek Chenetal. [17]
Myl 22 a3 EMIPAVRTR ¢ EMIP R o if S 454 & B st cnde % 7 Bhie e fie
B R ORE AR RIS o M BAade kA Bhid F 5 BRI RORIT R £ B
AT ENIRA P ¥pthanpa L a8 ¥ 3 4 2| BEanE 3 4847 o

l

43 B IfexERr (IMP)

ALY SRC 2 2 Atk fd so & s1 2 150 T e o IMP e (7 2
e e B AR Y 0 AT SR T EASR G 0 2 70 B BRABR 2
KFT G AR AL TR e B fei¥ § BESRiR4A 2 2 SNEC (Split-delivery Node
Ejection Chains) -

g e IMP - 28T 5B R RSB IOF 2R FHF L SR 3 F
AR R B R B N PR RS S o AR Y XA DI R AT A ARG
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R 0 A N S R B F R VND 1 RS 6 AR RYND A a4

I Rk 0 AR RS E F 3 N 431 P oo pleh s B ALARISHE 2 A R
SDVRP & # jim4 AT HRAK > BAE2Z w&3t 432 &8P - (5> A7 7 &4

FPRRdF k32, SNEC 242 » HI HEMA RT3 NP3 433 FFHP o
43.1 IMP $ice 2 & 8% K¢ VND & RVND

e pE 5487 enalidaE 75 3 10 R AT e )AL 1T E B R RO
Fpeaniine a7 41% SRC e fEfe s Feafgd 28 2 Xk A 2 42 dnfi2 (8 > &
Fric L e IMP #f2:c 3 3 H b df2 o d 2 IMP ? PR * 5 BABIEE: > §
B v QAR GRS A NAT R R K AT REFZR R
Bkvs o 2 e S BAFHOE GRS R @S RES R AT TR
pAFEy g HVYND 2 Z RYND & £ 5 Al s ek o

FaE T ' VND eniP® 2 38 & 5 d Mladenovi¢and Hansen [37] *+ 1997 & 3% d1»
VND £- 241% 5 7 kAl 7 0F il (25 » aRjrie sk kit iy ¥
% o VND A BL A E LRIl F /el (B1Y) Sl et Bhd L0 37 %
VND 1% b 38F B 135 Pl infdle f 3 97403k * R 108 2 R B R R0 R %
EH RS LR e B - 30 27 KRk o VND Rt w2
Tl h & 44 SAVND RAREERABE TR o 54 44 ¢ S VUND AR GEREE L BT -
BAriE (FHEF enfz s 1R PR AR F GulBdEE 2 (line 1) o VND - 7 678 3 408 1
HZHRGAfESEFTLL > B P07 Akt E 2 IR T L R ik (lines 2-10) » ﬁ;.%;;ﬁ%]
NI s (line 11) o & B AR HEE 3 Ny e L g F Rt 740%F » 3 Sl@iz m R 12
S'eNn(s) B fEs 4 € igak > & L 4T~ BatisdbH 2 (lines 4-9) ¢

% 4.4 VND =42 585
1 Procedure VND(S, N1, N2, ..., Nhmax)
2 do
3 |Seth« 1 andimproved « 0;
4 |while h < hmax
5 Find the best neighbor s’ of s, " eNn(s);
6
7
8
9

if c(s") <c(s)

’Update s « s’ and improved « 1;
else

lh—h+1;
10 until improved = 0;
11 returns;

Subramanianetal. [46] 2 37 @ 3L VND sl R b en%F4E 0 Flot 2 2012 £ d5 )
MEW S ROF B A DR L2 SR A8E T  RVND - RVND £ 8 5L VND 7
gpe % B3t RUND S5 en SViEE PR & 2 2 (7 a8 s L - £ 45 5 RVND #
Fm#ss > 22 VND Ap > RYND 3 & %5 - B FI0F f3 s A LRHFH Gulis
$#F 2 Ni, No, ..., Nnmax(line 1) o 3% » = &M & & LS T893 apidr ¥ cnilid o0&
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\

22~ LS ¢ (line2) o # % » A LS “F184iE - B a8 ‘#%EE bES Nh(line4) o T 2L
¥z sF L 2 s'eNn(s) (line5) o = H e 53" » P { #7f2s 5 ST #LS & & :a‘_%fr;;
EY b’%“ﬁ TR EE 2 (lines6-7) - F 2. » &7 Pl & T3 s ¢ S FMME Ny e &

FfEoNp e mzecdl 2 » FIPL RS EEP B “/T‘ (lines8-9) - RVND e B i 42 € &
‘?;’q% K LS B &7 "FWPEREHFZE > 22 LS55 8Lt (lines3-9) 1 éig,]""u;
s end B 2% (line 10) -

# 45 RVND 742 5 #275
1 Procedure RVND(S, N1, N2, ..., Nhmax)
2 Initialize LS « {N1, N2, ..., Nnmax };
3 whileLS# ¢
4  |Select a neighborhood NreLS at random;
5 |Find the best neighbor s" of s, s'eNx(s);
6
7
8
9

if c(s’) < c(s)

\ Update s «— s" and LS < {Ni, Nz, ..., Nhmax};
else

\ Update LS < LS\ Np;
10 returns;

d % VND 1 2 RUND A8l ® denifif2b 2 b > AV it A2 4 Finffa s - 4
W2 g7 R A 2 AR KR SRCHIMP B * B 1147 e R Lk T A S
SRC+VND ™2 2 SRC+RVND @ f& o A4 5 fufs F 455 3R e fLfd 5 sl pr o 44 )
# SRC+VND 17 2 SRC+RVND & 87 fo e ffid = 38 3 12 (7 ipI38 o 7 pla s & i (7 1L
B 47 o

432 WREE IR 2 (B %5 N = Na)

AT Y B el e & 2w B B iaisiddeRE 2 > A B4 2-opt (Lin and
Kernighan [36]) ~ Or-opt (Or [39]) ~ 2-opt* (Potvin and Rousseau [41]) % A-interchanges
(Osman[40]) - #'¥ 2-opt ™22 Or-opt B>t EL4 N chatss Ja& 2 & VND © 383 %k
% N1tz Nood »t 2-opt 12 2 Or-opt % #% pF 2 & 2957 KA B dd? > F]PH ¥ 11 E 551

o 2-opt*12 2 A-interchanges R B>t EL s enR dE ez L 2 o A 7 4% SDVRP 4p i
&&&i%@ri$#ﬁ°ﬁﬂﬁﬁwwwft

(1) 2-opt* (%3 %% Ns)

2-opt*# % d Potvin and Rousseau [41] *+ 1995 & #% 11 i * »exd VRPTW > £ 4 #
PR s M A FHEF - AN HOFE 2 > 2-optrendk (T R BlAC R 4.1 AT o [
4.1(a) ¥ - 2-0pt*E AP E SRR 1 o X E R s R (I,s) ME
(], s) # % PR PET S RES RAEATEE . EATRRSD NG A 4eBl 41
(b) =@ 4.1(c) #Fr
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i L=>O—=>0—>0—>0O—-

200001

AnzlesioNosesn

n<§7nn OO0 @«O«Dr

O OO
(@]

B 4.1 AFTF 2:0pt* 2k 7 LW

Bl 4.1(b) crigds= N Eard 2 a s (i) & (j,s) i %o e 5 2-opt*
BONPETERNRE AT RE TR AR MG AT #ﬂ41®)mék
%*ﬁé@@ﬁéoW@ﬁéﬁ%@ﬁPﬁﬂ@%mﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁ’i**ﬁﬁﬁ

taomg B A B AT (e.g. VRPTW) - Bl 4.1 (€) s &= A B&F 7@ &5 (i, ) & @,w

ww#"ﬁm TR AN F EH R 1 BshFBE S BB 5 o AFT T 2-0ptF
LHPEE e R F 4.1(b) 2 B4Al(C) BRI L S DR T ERR S TR
LS s RPN TR RS B RE B - BATE LS E RS LR
%\'ﬂ\mﬁﬁi?m%‘rlq_L “lr'f\"°

(2) A-interchanges (453 %55 Na)

A-interchanges &- 2k < # 7% epE & 5% d Osman [40] #* ! > 7-;\3[% b A R U E B
BBAEL I AR T W B e G B2 He i o 50w 43 Bb*r ch 4 i A-interchanges %
# 2 0% & Cordeau and Laporte [19] *t 2005 +# :4-A-interchanges #<d (A1, A2) 4 7+ >
&ﬁﬁ'%mﬂgwﬁﬁﬁﬁb@*%iﬁiﬁ%’@ohﬁM&%ﬁﬁglgm$i
2O0ShshoH Lo §A=2 AT FF I RSB AU (L) (20)
0.1) 1% (2.2 0 i 0 S5 5 AENECLO) S 2,0
# (swap (1,1) ~ swap (2, 1) £ swap (2,2)) &g o

AF73 ti-interchanges 36~ 5k * swap (2,1) 14 % swap (2,2) A fE2 > 5
4% * shift (1,0) ~ swap (1,1) 2 % shift(2,0) - &4 * shift(1,0) ~ swap (1,1) =k F]&_
AR A4 020 SNEC A3 0% 2“1 & cnifs fo Fl e ¢ 2 shift (1, 0) ™ % swap (1, 1)
BB AR HOF 2 TR HOF kS o ¥ ek > K i * shift(2,0) hk Fl3 = > - A_shift(2,0)
i 4935 B eha oshift (1,0) kiE A s - 437 Rzt 3 E ol
Bpooed o AL BgRfle T R 0 @ oshift (2,0) ~ Bt ARAK TR R D
RHE 0 AR P TR o

4.3.3 /> B|fei¥ & BLERIE AR $5 2 SNEC (AR5 %5 Ns)

%7 b fE 0 SANE B 1 0 kBT {17 SDVRP AR M R AT 3R § A 2l eh
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B & e 2| feid & 2LERik 42 $%2  (Split-delivery Node Ejection Chain, SNEC) = # 7=
T2 SNEC - i BB ARRARE B ch s » § 88 i- LRANSHL R
2 (SN IEBARR AR BRGNS ¥ F FAFFEL N Y BR SR I ERA N
g | hF KR AR S R AT RS T i h L R E 5T - SNEC £- &
FIATAE eSS 25T REA B PSR AZ FRATETHH > B 42 5
548 SNEC i i 2 #iBA2c0w 2, ) o

m
g,féj@ Q
5

Se-0e-0r @ 2

overloaded, go
either way.

Bl 4.2 SNEC % 372 7 & B

SNEC*';'L%&“#&— g KBLio fdo B RA M SRET e 4oFl 4.2(al) 2 B
42@2) F RBEI VA RFIREZ K> TF A REFR MR A RREDE R
4"”5‘5—]4-2@) FORBIRIE 2 rechBod R o SRR A A A PR RIATOR
Mg o SNEC RIS fE o F 20 F g 2 Al o SNEC I ¢ B B A ik
RIBLjenE RED V- ERRM s B 42(cl) 22 B 42(C2) Ao E REjIVERADD
BEI s EV % o B42(Cl) 7% ROfleE E A EN geaiFin o 3 &
,‘E.J:Ié?— PRI R EIENE o K2 g rgmifﬁg’;&] qu’ZFé': £ F& Qjrz
ERIBEI e ME NEBEROFRTEERIEQREFTA DI RSREHE N =
B 4o 2(c2) “1 o RS SNEC chim3R A2 b 3845 7 %4 4 4.6 SNEC & #48 ©
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# 4.6 SNEC p #£55

1 Procedure SNEC(s)
2 foreach route rieR

for each node ier;
Set Acostsnec < 0, Load, «— Load1 — gir and ShiftType « 0;
for each route wieR/{r1}
Acost; < the cost increment of ejecting i from r; to the best position in wi;
if Acosti<0
if Loadwi + Qi1 < Q
if Acostj < Acostsnec
Update Acostsnec «— Acost;;
Update ShiftType « 1 and rz <= wi;
else
Ow <—(L0adW1+ qirl) by Q 2
for each node vews/{i}
if quwa = Owma
for each route woe R/{w1}
SQw. — Q — Loady,;
if SQu.> Ow,
if SQu.= Quwi
Acost, < the.cost.increment of shifting v entirely from w; to the best position in wo;
if Acostj+ Acosty < AcoStsnec
Update Acostsnec «— Acosti + Acosty;
Update ShiftType « 2, rp«— Wi, rs« Wz and j < v;
else
if (P) = SDVRP
|9 —SQue;
if (P) = SDVRP-MDA
if Min( SQuz, guwn — MDA,) < max(Ow:;, MDAy — Quw,)
’ g « 05 //denote the shift is infeasible
else
I g < Min(SQwz, Guw: — MDA);
if (P) = SDVRP-LND
if qu. = 0 and ky = kmax
| g < 0; //denote the shift is infeasible
else
| g —SQu;
ifg=0
Acosty < the cost increment of shifting v partly from w; to the best position in w;
if Acost;+ Acosty < AcoStsnec
Update Acostsnec «— Acosti + Acosty;
Update ShiftType < 3, r2 «— W1, r3 < Wy, j < v and AgQjr, < ;
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4 4.6 SNEC £ #4% (§)

42 if ShiftType =0
43 ‘ Update Loady; «— Load, + Qirs;

44 else

45 | | |if (P) = SDVRP-LND and gir.> 0, then ki — ki— L;
46 if ShiftType =1

47 Shift i from route r; to the best position in route ry;

48 Update Loadrz <« Loadr2+ qirl, qirz <« qirz +qir1 and qir1 <—0,
49 | |if shiftType = 2

50 Shift i from route r; to the best position in route ry;
51 Shift j from route r, to the best position in route r3;
52 if (P) = SDVRP-LND and gjs; > 0, then kj«kj— 1;

53 Update Load, < Loady+ Qirn— Qjrz and Loady; «— Loadrs + qjr;
54 Update dir. «<— Qir2 + Qirs, Girt < 0, Qjrs < Qjra* Gjr2 aNA Qjro < 0;
55 if ShiftType =3

56 Shift i from route ry to the best position in route ry;
57 Partly shift j from route r to the best position in route rs;
58 if (P) = SDVRP-LND and gji; = 0, then kj <k + 1;

59 Update Loadr, < Load, + qir— Agjr,and Loadr; < Load; + Agjr;
60 Update dir. <— ir. * Qir, Giri <= 0, Qjrs «<— Gjrs + Ajr2 @Nd Ujrz < Gjr. — Aljra;
61 returns fromR;

%\'46tJ 'SNEC (7 g LEH - ERA L E nBERe - 7Kg i(lines 2-
) T EREIHH T HEERR (M W11E11#“ # o lineb) 3+ E B H i j\Acosti(Iine
6) o S PE 2 FE F - ERA AR E T AAZ o R SNEC 3¢t %0k (Iines 8-11) -

* rz&x@w FREEG Y - BEBE (M VR FHE o line1d) o T F RFA %hj 1%
REIRAr @ FRafET 7o B SNEC £ &0 3L < R F#F 4o 41;@_-5 FTAKE
@ﬁ“ 41 * Shifttype % #ci& 7384k - & = 2 pF » 5 Shifttype =0 & 77 B B iF 72
F 45 517 e g ehs 2 585 5 Shifttype = 1 %«—rﬂ‘!«i** N epRIEEA I r s o B
AfEv 72 A4t (lines9-11 > ¥R B 4.2(al) & (a2) FIM 4.2(b) ha 4= 5% %
Shifttype=2 > 2 FBI NaPRIFEH I o B RdfRixE 2 24 1 i » BAfE
viF2 A4 :xE (lines 21-23 > ¥ &R 4.2 (al) & (a2) FIW 4.2 (cl) 34> 5%) 5 F
Shifttype=3 > 2 7 Z-i " aRZEH I > %hj%? F2 cTPRGFE VA 1 r3fs » B2
VT2 A4 (lines39-41 - HEE 4.2 (al) & (a2) FI® 4.2(c2) e fE> %)

% SNEC ¢ > Shifttype=1122 23 f 2 > ;% HAp £ 8eng B & 18
AR A4 0 Flpt 3w A 1 SDVRP ~ SDVRP-MDA ¢ £_SDVRP-LND % % ¢
72 fwe @ Shifttype = 3 e 3> NV v R 8LV (] i E B) HF R 4
I AR AR TR AR s W REREY RS R T ﬁ,rjt o
46 ¥ lines25-36 i £ 47 A R RERFHET TG RIAER -F L% 1 f% SDVRP
(line25) » #H FHd 3 ryenF K& g T M P 5 a4 £ O (line 26) 5 ¥ &z
SDVRP-MDA (line27) » B2 % L 24 ro b | 2 & H 1 ehE & b BE% 07 768 2 1 (1)
AP R AR R E (2) BB DY - BFEA  REALE e £ % JF 4 2 MDAy
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7 4] * X max(Ow, MDAV — Quo) ¥ — > & > Z & 4 5 2.3 it 5 REBE G 78 ke o
i+ LHFHLDELCERPFRETAERZ (1) 27 ftaﬁﬁ w0 I3 |4 E E SQr M %
(2) d A EIMeH I FPL T A ndE 7L BiF <3 MDA ﬂ 7% min( SQwz, Quww
—MDA)) RK#F sk 7 X NE RE c HFHE s “’a‘rr» g REELTE 3k
D E AR (line28) e EE R4 7 &7 FBH >N gL L 05 F2 g xR
& M3det 3FiR s hE min(SQue Gwn— MDAY) £ 4 » & A 1% SDVRP-LND (line 32)
Plg EAZ¥RRntt £ Fagveng R 2 8y D wenfed 8 F ¢ &5+ (line
ez Pty RaiEisiogTki 0(line34); 52 59k i SQuw
(line 35) = 41 * lines 26-35 *’%1{%1 Pl dazh 8 g2 (s 0 F g A EN0R AT s en
fRiRadsFw 71 (line37)» £ J4kisaad A7 jEF L » Plisdrtp M S F &7 { 7P
AR R AE R e

Fup o SNEC R &8 2 RRARaEH F B 0T Z B FiE 2 (D)
(2)j#1> f Q=20 ™ 2& B)rezr3 & r3fl4F £ 53 Ope K Tt (2) M2 (3)
PP BT Y B R SRE D gl 0 R EERER T Tk e ot SRR 2

Br3=r1 E4% LFFen o

M-

d >2 SNEC fzkiht 5ed mxiff%h‘ 34§ L gk o AR ¥ H i SDVRP ks %E%’

FENAFERDEBERL SR L2 L A4k - 2MA 50 SNEC & e
T Al H i A& 2 o ¢ 7 Ho and Haugland [31] &7 relocate - exchange 1 %

relocate split; Aleman et al. [3] eshift~swap 14 %2 shift*; Derigs et al. [22] s7EXCHANGE;
Berbottoetal. [14] = Relocate ~ Exchange ExchSplit 12 2 DelSplitNew ; ¥ Silvaetal. [44]
0 Shift (1,0) ~ Swap (1,1) 12 % Swap (1,1)e % 47 2 %7 48 SNEC cngFzr i » 112 2
IERRRs 0 =2k /,% LF e FHm T o FH A4S RA2Y (@2) 1] (€2) i G T
P Arz=rniE#F > SNEC ¢ 7 relocate split [31] 2 % ExchSplit [14] & & % 4% /% a8

B o d 3> SNEC i sy 48& & ~ mﬂcﬂ%%%] » F]yt 2 4p 7 SNEC 7 IMP R f2ee £ e ¥
Hog E - BRCRAER O &S PF S
% 47 SNEC i Prokfimmn fl # 2 gk Lk 2 4 £
B rRER
AR AR BE e pee

1 (1) (b) - relocate?, shift?, Relocate*, Shift (1, 0)°

2 (a1 (c1) rs=r exchange?, swap?, EXCHANGE?, Exchange®, Swap (1, 1)°
3 (a1 (c2) rs=r shift*2, Swap (1, 1)*°

4 (a2) (c2) r=ra relocate split?, ExchSplit*

5 (a2) (c2) r3=r1 DelSplitNew*

1

Ho and Haugland [31], Aleman et al. [3], 2 Derigs et al. [22], 4 Berbotto et al. [14], 3 Silva et al. [44]

42



A

%1 F ~ A RREAPM D REAN LY RS S8 T

51 HFALERP

7 41* SDVRP 11 2 SDVRP-MDA s 5 38 & i® 5 jpl3# SRC+HIMP % 2 ’ffim
BRI o & SDVRP 17 2 SDVRP-MDA % :Z 4% 5 £ 48 B 2 {7 p|:2 - SDVRP % 4
E 4% Chenetal. [17] & &1 eoif 5 AE & C (f§ 4 Set C) 12 2 Belenguer etal. [13] 4% & <otk
%3 B (# 4% Set B) ; SDVRP-MDA £ # Gulczynski et al. [29] 4 &1 s % 412 G (#
#Set G) % SetB o d * SetB £ SDVRP 12 2 SDVRP-MDA th * 381 » F]p § %
FEFZE NTRMAZ BRSO it 2 gL

SetC = SDVRP et 535 2 - d Chenetal. [17] #&£ 41> & 5 2138 5[3L - & »[4L ¢ >
B xRk i 100 0 fF L Bhdc S 8-288 1B HhmE o i BIAL MR E N U oo R
ZERdEAY. Sl ’)éﬁ% 7 RE L 60 &L 90 3 & FEIRA » AFE g au [ "SD"AEEL "
REE BB | R 0 (4o SD1.8 & 1 ALE Set C ¥ én¥% 142 64T 8 BAEE 2 ; SD14 120
%5 % 14 3L 642 120 B fg & Bho

Set B # SDVRP £2 SDVRP-MDA ¢4 * 38 & » d Belenguer et al. [13] Arde d) o B
*E Qi 160 - AR 5 14 42 6|48 » Gulczynskietal. [29] plzEprie # H e 1135 3
S AT EHZ 1148 s SDVRP & SDVRP-MDA £ 5 38 & - SetB

J%\ REE B 24 p TSPLIBHE5%1E @ eneil5l~eil76 12 2 eill0l % = i FE=E '&i
W o MR F RS £A T B2 [aQ,bQ] it FiEts AL o (A b) HEE T 2 fE
TN EILR &Féuse@,? D1:(0.01,0.1) ~ D2: (0.1,0.3) +D3: (0.1,0.5) ~ D4 : (0.1, 0.9)
D5:(0.3,0.7) ™% D6 :(0.7,0.9) - GIAT e &ALINA » AEEF 11 [ISIG Mg " kB
", 4 B4 ST6 D3 4w AR Set B ¢ chib|3E 0 7 75 BAEE B 1 BHE o 2 RE
@ % D3:(0.1,0.5)

SetG 3 & 7 SDVRP-MDA -5 38 E > d Gulczynskietal. [29] #%& 41> = 5 21 4% -
HERLORETE NE B FE ST SetCoR s Foo RIEADA L # 5 £ 5 1000
T

v

7 3R 40 3.2.2 é{w%d » Gulczynski et al. [29] /& 7+ F b ] fei vt &) p B33
|'50/(1 p)—llj % 150 — |'50/(1 p)—l ° V'%\mrﬁ—vg’é’\ s j\fﬂ‘i‘ V] I’NMDHH%E.%{H ")é—FT

e} T«*‘t =W
' o

B A7 o blho MD9 48 £ 7 LA SetG ¢ ¥ O 4T 6|4 48 BAF L B o

e PR MM > SDVRP (i ¥ 4R ¢ 45 Set C 12 Set B> = 5 33 4L 47 -
SDVRP-MDA e3R8 & | & 35 SetG 12 %2 SetB - £ 33 i 4% o 2k @ > Gulczynski et al. [29]
% SDVRP-MDA %2 % ¥ » & GI3E Y 28k Rf3e B3 kb &~ 2 6 p & p=0.1,
02,0322 0.4 - F]y* SDVRP-MDA 71 5 3 & 5 33 x 4 =128 35155 H|4E o Tt A7
% SDVRP £ SDVRP-MDA & % 160 4Z 1% % 4%
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ik SetC £ SetG cnL ¥ 6|48 F 4 % * Chenetal. [17] 14 % Gulczynski et al. [29]

=y v/*%'q‘frv‘ PR R R AR S A 4 oSetC & SetG » AR H R a3ap g £

@:'M J‘H‘ﬂ FEAR O WAREZ RN G AR c AFTHREFHRECYE GHE

G FME TR (e.q. »[4L SD1 8 & &3 MD1 8 & Bt I — B L %) T3 33t 1Y

T geht @ https://goo.gl/FCeYT6 - Set B % &|4& «3% 4~ B+ 4] * Belenguer et al. [13] #
e b JE 17 ¢ http://www.uv.es/belengue/SDVRP/sdvrplib.tar.gz -

% SDVRP-LND erff 5 AL B304 » d 50RO RAIM 5 F S0 B o A B EMAET 1Y
EREY > mAFETENY REA L ﬁm;#m AR KRGS - MR FHAE
® Set C 1% Set G m@g* ':,%_ AT R G AR TR F Rk R
(& 613 7 F A3 i ﬁwi%ﬁ*ﬁw%#ﬁ&ﬁﬂﬁmﬁxwﬁm%ﬁ»
r{%wr - {5 41 E SetB *w » B2 Z Bhdic s 50-100 Bk > BE =% I8 3 WEEcH 0 3 &

Pl g d 3 Rt LA 2 o GOMRERE L HRRERRE B L mAE R
Set B i 5 SDVRP-LND #j#ip:# il 5 4L B o

5.2 BIFRIER Y LHGL T

A% & 112 SRCHIMP i 872 12 CHzE 5 € (7 /2545 5 » ** Microsoft Visual Studio
2010 ¥ %% PIFEEE 5 WIn7 (7% & 3L » CPU & 17-3770, 3.40GHz - RAM % 16GB

fﬁkf{i’?&fjo

SRC+IMP % .7 1345 IMP @ * é0fi- 2% ¢ & 5 SRC+VND 2 %2 SRC+RVND # f&
#7723V & SRC+VND = 6 Z & 7% VND At 3% g 5 12 2 3% %3 SRC+RVND 7]
{5 F 50 A 0E i B AL S U2 F R ®Aqe & & 4 12 SRCHVND
B H0F B A Aoil (7 RKjFREE » T 14 RfE g 2x 8t VND =< B 22 Aadk 11223k
Bptwh Hoplid @ o A RE 7 12 SDVRP-MDA 1128 38155 blAE & {7 o

BAATA=001 &EF7 B R DRZEITRIE o f WP IF e ¢ K @
S HEFZ > R R PR Bl=120f7 BEVER o PR R B ARS R R D
%R (2-opt, A-interchanges, Or-opt, 2-opt, SNEC) &t & & % 5 F > £ T (N1, Ng,
N2, N3, Ns) » 22 p % 2 God if 200 T 3938 % 5-0.18% o ]t 247 3 #-12 (N1, Na, No,
N3, N5s) i* 52 SRC+VND ¥ #t3 % 7 v 5 o

% VND "R s g2 {6 0 AL EFATRIF - 2 F %Y LB 6 A7 kA
® > & £ Aa=0.0400, 0.0200, 0.0133, 0.0100, 0.0080 12 2 0.0067 » P|:F % % 4] 5.1 #1
T o @A > FAQE K TR 0 B 4 r’ﬂ:’f\'&pﬁ*l[&%&i\; ) T\ﬁ” ForARE o RIEEFRF P
XE o B 5.1 ¢ ¥ g B4 SRCHVND 5 fic 7 F ehAgiE pF o> K fFani »ce?
WA AR o T 7 2 Ax=0.0133 2_ {8 > BRI RfRE 2xdg T ¥ > 4 30-0.17%73]-0.20%2
» W3 3%oor £ FE o H P M A@=0.0080 T 15 K f2 4 23-0.200%05 4F > TR fEpE A L
2314 #j -

f*“l.l

E%
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30 0.00%
—o— time (s) —e= gap (%)
25.32s
1 -0.05%
20 +
1 -0.10%
D S
@ N—r
£ &
- (@]
1 -0.15%
10 +
1 -0.20%
-0.20%
0 A A A A s A -0.25%
0.0400 0.0200 0.0133 0.0100 0.0080 0.0067
(1/25) (1/50) (L175) (1/100) (1/125) (1/150)

Aa
B-5.1 AaZ#cpl e s

et i FBCRS % 0 AT AR D 2 5 rnBlE L 2-opt, A-interchanges, Or-
opt, 2-opt, SNEC ¥ % VND #8318 B 12 2 Aa=0.0080 i 2 SRC+VND &ip|is $-8c - ¥
ol GRS NR-120 487 e VND 270 8GR 7R j_ﬁ%l i Fend iz %o
Yopt BEARAE S O LK (e R R - AR ORFEFE A o AT Rt R R O L S
SRC+VNDan » & *t 12 F 15 JE . @R :2 P& i SRCHVNDa s Ff2 8 % s 54 - &
SRC+RVND' 3% c13% A » #8388 6o cif B 504 760 N2 RSl 4 Rl P
AR K220 A Al TR ERFE TR EE LR LY .
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% = % ~ SRC+IMP »* SDVRP B2 % 22 224 47

AP E Al SetC & SetB & BiRFAERIF AL TR I LW E E E
SDVRP ehfjzgsce 4 6.1 2 % 6.3 ~ % 5 SDVRP 5% 42 & SetC 12 2 SetB e % b4
RfpE v ik AF TR RBOREE D D E A B OE FAFNIFEF VR § F
Gulczynskietal. [29] =7 EMIP-MDA+ERTR ~ Aleman and Hill [3] =7 TSVBA -~ Berbotto et
al. [14] 7 RGTS 2 2 Silvaetal. [44] 1 SplitILS-LF 2 SplitILS-UF % = 7 /7 & 2 °

6.1 SDVRP #5451 E C ff24 sl 47

% 6.1 5 SDVRP {E %21 & SetC chiplzdig kb ek > 49 5 1L 2GR &4 % 2
B 53203 0 ¢ drd 2 BKS; 5 3-4 4§ » 4] & EMIP-MDA+ERTR /2% % (cost)
A EE R (time(s) s % 56144 B 5 TSVBA thija 'l % MEZ FEPEF ; & 72 %
B~ w5 RGTS ¢nd it Ffz it & M2 F @@ ; % 9-10 ## » % 5 SplitlLS-LF s &
Ffaik sz EEFRT; 5 1112 4 5] 5 SpltILS-UF e i £ /2 % 12 FE BT ;
% 13-14 44 Bl 5 A7 7 SRC+VND shfjfz 2% 2 FEPEFF ; W E 5 1415 4~ % 4
SRC+RVND e i ffz 2% 2@ 5 Erlofedliz & A 5 L4800 5 & s i f2 BKSe
SRC+VNDay i 25 % f AR & & £ @ ecf BKS » 5 &% » F1&¢ SRC+VNDy h
L RfEEE AL 612 A e

AT HRE6LY LFERNRBE R EFRENL 6254627 B L
WE R LA B 24w EE TR dge pM o 285 Set BAER end ik %A
(gap (%)) ~ 8 BKS =4i#ic (BKS found) 172 f{FE £ &% R FE R (total time
(5); % 5-6tF&ims iz NI  fal QI gPPaF iz seimT
3 o 5 561 A B : THEEEagREL (gap (%)) 2 TIHpER (time () o BiF & 2
ARETERES 2 D Rt s P H - A Fpt g THE RIS (40 EMIP-
MDA+ERTR ~ SRC+VND & SRC+VNDay) o & # 6.2 % » 7 # 11 5 SRC+VND &
SRC+RVND fr BKS e i 32 £ #3295 0.13% o fefefiddd B &+ ek 7 > Silva et al. [44]
e SplitlLS-LF (0.05%) % SplitlLS-UF (0.04%) » i >t H @ #7 che g & o g oh o
SRC+VND {8 =t T 3o 4 faps ¥ 5 24.13 ) » SRC+RVND % 26.05 ) » & = j2 f ffzs%

Fog A

B RiErcEk 2o d B hlFiwT > SRC+VND #2 SRC+RVND % £ 254 E § 4k
LA aFyFEE o gttt A Set C B EpIESE S P ¥ g R > SRC+VND ~ SRC+RVND
112 SRC+VNDan £ BKS 74 35% 013% > = ¥ B i 4 8 - 42/ 5 Set C LA 1
LR, F O EZRES 6002 903 A4 > @ F AL IRRIF T &2
P K T AR o
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% 6.1 SDVRP{£% 418 SetC (21 41) Pl 2 %

Set C EMIP-MDA+ERTR TSVBA! RGTS? SplitILS-LF® SplitILS-UF® SRC+VND SRC+RVND
instances BKS cost time? (s) cost time® (s) cost®_time® 4 (s) cost® time® (s) cost® time®f (s) cost time? (s) cost® time®9 (s)
SD1 8 228.28* 228.28 3.10 228.28 0.08 228.28 0 228.28 0.05 228.28 0.05 228.28 0.02 228.28 0.05
SD2_16 708.28* 708.28 424.10 708.28 0.40 708.28 0 708.28 0.58 708.28 0.63 708.28 0.06 708.28 0.09
SD3_16 430.58* 430.58 20.80 430.58 0.47 430.58 0 430.58 0.59 430.58 0.62 430.58 0.06 430.58 0.08
SD4 24 631.05* 631.05 454.70 631.05 1.87 633.98 0 631.05 2.16 631.05 2.26 631.05 0.11 631.05 0.13
SD5_32 1390.57* 1390.57 655.50 1390.57 1.02 1401.28 3 1390.57 5.90 1390.57 6.07 1390.57 0.34 1390.57 0.36
SD6_32 831.24* 831.24 656.00 831.24 3.72 846.16 2 831.24 5.62 831.24 5.81 831.24 0.23 831.24 0.27
SD7_40 3640.00°* 3640.00 669.90 3640.00 0.80 3640.00 3 3640.00 13.74 3640.00 14.12 3640.00 0.53 3640.00 0.65
SD8 48 5068.28°* 5092.36 678.30 5068.28 1.44 5068.28 2 5068.28 24.07 5068.28 24.93 5068.28 0.90 5068.28 0.98
SD9 48 2044.20* 2044.20 662.30 2071.03 10.71 2044.73 1 2044.20 35.86 2044.20 38.78 2055.54 0.75 2055.54 0.85
SD10_64 2684.88* 2704.69 700.90 2747.83 10.82 2701.55 6 2684.88 81.76 2684.88 101.10 2693.19 1.98 2693.19 2.24
SD11_80 13280.00°* 13358.30 709.00 13280.00 4,70 13280.00 15 13280.00 136.43 13280.00 152.42 13280.00 3.32 13280.00 3.82
SD12_8o" 7213.61 7256.77 729.00 7213.62 18.26 7213.62 19 7213.61 179.19 7213.61 210.71 7213.62 4.07 7213.62 4.48
SD13 96 10110.58 10141.80 729.20 10110.58 8.87 10129.52 61 10110.58 168.07 10110.58 189.45 10110.58 6.72 10110.58 7.80
SD14 120 10715.53 10780.00 1718.10 10802.87 79.11 10783.00 41 10715.53  432.26 10717.53 479.85 10770.14 14.55 10767.00 15.37
SD15 144 15093.85 15216.30 1664.60 15153.45 50.01 15151.06 110 15093.85 658.54 15094.48 731.98 15138.63 24.99 15138.63 26.22
SD16_144" 3381.26 3382.16 1654.80 3446.43 237.64 3481.21 54 3395.11 580.27 3381.26 930.72 3381.29 16.58 3381.28 18.43
SD17_160" 26493.56 26640.70 1785.30 26493.56 87.53 26512.51 130 26493.56 484.43 26496.06 577.29 26493.59 28.97 26493.59 31.15
SD18_160 14197.80 14357.80 1723.00 14323.04 213.32 14293.49 61 14197.80 676.77 14202.53 834.60 14259.88 38.67 14270.35 40.05
SD19 192 19989.95 20348.20 1787.60 20157.10 190.03 20131.94 310 19989.95 1261.95 19995.69 1524.67 20070.07 58.73 20066.21 64.94
SD20_240 39635.51 39902.80 1839.80 39722.86 387.67 39701.96 560 39641.91 1518.12 39635.51 1563.38 39690.01 120.73 39685.87 126.64
SD21_288 11271.06' 11436.70 1825.10 11458.76  2532.80 11365.16 371 1134496  4326.99 11345.68 5034.56 11278.96 184.28 11271.20 202.46
Average 9001.91 9072.51 1004.34 9043.31 182.92 9035.55 83.29 9006.39 504.45 9006.20 591.62 9017.32 24.13 9016.92 26.05
Avg. gap (%)« - 0.47% 0.50% 0.49% 0.05% 0.04% 0.13% 0.13%

R AT D T o 22
1 Aleman and Hill [4];2Berbotto et al. [14]; 3 Silva et al. [44]

‘47358 % e d Archettietal [5] #P 5 B iz

3P4, 3.0 GHz; °P4, 2.8 GHz; ¢ 4 = #4 {7 ¢hd i£; 94 GB, 2.1 GHz; © 20 =t 34 {7 e & ; fi7, 2.93 GHz; 97, 3.9 GHz.
N eomg 13X BKS 2 AB AT T 2 857

"B 4 f2 %Rk 5 Derigs etal. [22]

K& Giaga ~2 BKS 34 2 T 1@
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% 6.2 SDVRP % 4% SetC (21 4F) ;¥ & /% fja s »cdh & 4

Algorithm Best run Average

gap (%) BKSfound totaltime(s) gap (%) time (s)
EMIP-MDA+ERTR [28]? 0.47% 8 1004.34 - -
TSVBA [4]° 0.50% 12 182.92 - -
RGTS [14]¢f 0.49% 7 324.76 0.63%  81.19
SplitILS-LF [44]¢ 9 0.05% 18 10089.00  0.07% 504.45
SplitILS-UF [44]%9 0.04% 16 11832.40 0.08% 591.62
SRC+VND* 0.13% 13 24.13 - -
SRC+RVND# 9 0.13% 13 521.00 0.13%  26.05
SRC+VNDa® 0.13% 13 2806.93 - -

%P4, 3.0 GHz; ®P4, 2.8 GHz; °4 GB, 2.1 GHz; %7, 2:93 GHz; ®i7, 3.9 GHz
T4 (7,920 %4 i

6.2 SDVRP #5448 B K2 »cr 47

4 SDVRP 5 3 & SetB ehfE¥ » 2555 5 1L chig 8227 SetC fp ke > A 4
¥_EMIP-MDA+ERTR [28] ~ TSVBA [4] ~ RGTS [14] ~ SplitILS-LF [44]r: 2 SplitILS-UF
[44] % 54 %% - % 6.3 5 SDVRP &5 41 Set B & b3 kfa2e % 1t s - 4

% 1-16. 4§ i =~ e 4 6.1 48 F o d 3% SRC+VNDa i 4 4 £ + 47 ik 2> SRC+VND
122 SRC+RVND &ffiz & % » F]pt A% 6.3 ¥ %5 ¢h £ i 4e 17 £2 18 4§ 7] 11 SRC+VNDay
P RfEEENE RBEF L EESY o

%64 54 63wt kG aid A i rlRi e 62K o d 4

TOUE T 0 MR KR rcdodE i 3% 5 Silva et al. [44] #74% 9169 SPLITILS-LF
1% SPLITILS-UF » +j2% 24 8] % 0.05%1 % 0.02% » A% 3 *7# 1 e SRC+VND 1
5 SRC+RVND Rl =04 1 s i B % i e w) 2 1.05%: % 0.81% - e i % %
S fapE S @ SRCHUND % Bofbif > Ti- T 3 E 1294 T xS Rz
SRC+RVND B2 AT ¥a@ & 1% 275.88 /> fe i &t 59 418 1138 1.00%6I2 ™ 8 £ 4 3 /& -
SRC+VNDa P| & 155 3R SetB ¢ fjzchb 384 5 0.73% > & Rz E R + P & f>
SRC+VND 2 2 SRC+RVND 124 o fe d 518 & 5120 48 VND g i b & > =010 22
PR 4 £ 1 1585.32 4 o

& SDVRP #- %3 Set B chfjad » a2 i b2 hffai et i ¥ v pr
fpr G R B REE RPN B R R 2R ER R B ARES IR B
$ & o 3£ SRCHVND 2 SRCHRVND @& 5 > 35— S chi@ L pf G & 18 ) =+ > &

p

BKS eng 2 if v i3] 1.00% 3 BB - A iF 4 4;,’ Fefgrc e EraF enlf T > A Y AT
-+ H
F s

??‘ &

_;_ 4 o

# 412 SRC+VND g #_SRC+RVND i X &
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% 6.3 SDVRP %418 Set B (11 47) #lif i %

EMIP-MDA

TSVBA! RGTS? SplitILS-LF? SplitILS-UF® SRC+VND SRC+RVND SRC+VNDy,

SetB +ERTR

instances BKS cost time? (s) cost time® (s) cost® time®& (s) cost’ time% (s) cost’ timed" (s) cost time' (s) cost’ time%! (s) cost time' (s)
S51D2_50 708.42* 717.35 60.8 718.69 31.66 723.97 1 708.42 9.98 709.29 11.20 711.16 2.59 710.36 2.65 709.66 310.11
S51D3_50 947.971 969.18 56.6 969.78 18.75 970.67 4 948.01 14.15 948.06 15.74 956.89 2.96 951.09 3.09 951.09 367.04
S51D4_50 1560.88'  1580.79 662.6 1628.20 19.77 1614.10 14 1561.01 59.96 1562.01 56.28 1577.56 3.98 1567.66 417 157181 497.24
S51D5_50 1333.670  1356.37 660.0 1362.19 15.39 1381.68 3 1333.67 3241 1333.67 36.69 1339.19 3.76 1341.04 3.93 1336.49 471.83
S51D6_50 2169.10 2186.29 677.8 2236.16 14.38 2213.93 2 2169.10 83.79 2169.10 62.55 2190.72 5.30 2186.41 5.37 2187.27 646.73
S76D2_75 1087.40 1105.19 314 1128.15 60.44 1113.43 10 1087.99 7451 1087.40 69.36 1103.37 10.09 1099.84 10.07 1098.33 1169.77
S76D3_75 1427.81 1442.61 164.7 1472.92 51.13 1459.96 15 1427.81 88.72 1427.86 96.50 1444.46 11.79 144261 13.15 1433.61 1481.28
S76D4_75 2079.76  2104.87 980.0 2180.13 53.56 2103.05 14  2079.76 173.55 2079.76 188.38  2091.92 15.94 2091.10 17.03 2091.09 1945.91
S101D2_100 1378.43  1397.38 402.0 1409.03 219.52 1415.92 21 1383.35 129.94  1378.43 151.66  1396.11 30.51 1394.46 32.98 1395.23 3751.89
S101D3_100 1874.81 1921.67 961.1 1947.62 132.19 1907.92 19 1876.97 277.62 1874.81 317.29 1915.25 2757 1901.27 30.72 1904.23 3462.55
S101D5_100 2791.22 2852.01 709.8  2910.71 131.16 2896.00 14 2792.01 696.64 2791.22 572.13 282141 27.86 2824.24 28,57 2821.41 3334.18
Average 1578.13 1603.06 487.89 1633.05 68.00 1618.24 10.64 1578.92 149.21  1578.33 143.43 1595.28 12.94 1591.38 13.79 1590.93 1585.32
Avg. gap (%)< —  156% 3.22% 2.52% 0.05% 0.02% 1.05% 0.81% 0.73%

T AAD T b iR

1 Aleman and Hill [4];2Berbotto et al. [14]; 3Silva et al. [44];

*i7ii% e d Archettietal [5] P 5 ik FEfE
P4, 3.0 GHz; "P4, 2.8 GHz; 4 = # 17 tht 1% U 4 % 24 7 chT 12; °4 GB, 2.1 GHz; 120 = 4 7 chd i 920 =t & {7 éT 32 "i7, 2.93 GHz; 'i7, 3.9 GHz

I B if 2 &R 5 Archetti et al. [5]; ¢ 2

24

BIAE S A2 BKS 2242 T
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% 6.4 SDVRPE% 37 Set B (11 4F) i & i# 2% »cs i 4

Algorithm Best run Average

gap (%) BKS found total time (s)  gap (%) time (s)
EMIP-MDA+ERTR [28]2 1.56% 0 487.89 - -
TSVBA [4]° 3.22% 0 68.00 -
RGTS [14]>f 2.52% 0 42.56 2.57% 10.64
SplitILS-LF [44]%9 0.05% 5 2984.20 0.20% 149.21
SplitILS-UF [44]%9 0.02% 7 2868.60 0.21% 143.43
SRC+VND* 1.05% 0 12.94 - -
SRC+RVND® 9 0.81% 0 275.88 1.09% 13.79
SRC+VNDa® 0.73% 0 1585.32 - -

3P4, 3.0 GHz; "P4, 2.8 GHz; °4 GB, 2.1 GHz; 9i7, 2.93 GHz; ®i7,3.9 GHz; T4 =t 34 {7;920 = #4 {7
6.3 SDVRP {5 %3F C ¥ B s Kfzgsait il 7

A & 4 SRC+IMP K2 SDVRP #5428 C 22 B AR jA S8 (748 A 45 o A ]
+ F2 32 42 SDVRP &% |48 (Set C21 48 2 2 SetB 11 48) - Ar#d Kjzsfrer ¥ 4 7 ¥
FLRE SRR 6502 65 i Ak 6248 o d £ 65 PR p A
SDVRP % 38 & ¢ > SRC+VND 27 SRC+RVND % 412 13 48 BKS » £ # & /| >
0.50% g 5 2 o AR st Boab 2 2 gRETR 2 5 & 0 A o B R fR GRS o
SRC+VND # SRC+RVND ? = ABF B L B i o A7 7 PHE SetC ¥ SD16_144
R ERHEL AL R ARG ED AT T B K2R E R R Ry
http://go0.gl/gBdHGP 1/ & %3

+

% 6.5 SDVRP {5 P2 % (32 3) 4 rod Bt o

Algorithm Best run Average

gap (%) BKS found totaltime (s) gap (%) time ()
EMIP-MDA+ERTR [28]2 0.84% 8 826.81 - -
TSVBA [4]° 1.44% 12 143.42 - -
RGTS [14]of 1.19% 7 227.75 1.30%  56.94
SplitILS-LF [44]% ¢ 0.05% 23 7646.73 0.11% 382.34
SplitILS-UF [44]%9 0.03% 23 8751.09 0.12% 437.55
SRC+VND® 0.45% 13 20.28 - -
SRC+RVND¢ 9 0.36% 13 436.74 0.46%  21.84
SRC+VNDai 0.34% 13 2387.00 - -

3P4, 3.0 GHz; "P4, 2.8 GHz; °4 GB, 2.1 GHz; 9i7, 2.93 GHz; ®i7,3.9 GHz; T4 = 4 {7;920 = #4 7

5 & SetC & SetB & iR AR 32 ALh ff i rrt o A47 h SRCHVND 12 2
SRC+RVND % 7 {7 13 4§ BKS - T34 2% s> & » SRC+VND £ SRC+RVND #
BKS en-T 3528 % & W 5 0.45% 2 %2 0.36% - &7 % ILS /% & j# (Silvaet al. [44]) - Ffz+z

1384 > SRC+VND 22 SRC+RVND eh-T 3o £ f2pF & & w] 5 20.28 §511 2 436.74 ) »

& ¢h
Bk it o
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% = & ~ SRC+IMP »* SDVRP-MDA Bl:# % % &2 5 220 47

A3 2 Set G 2 Set B it 5 SRC+IMP % SDVRP-MDA F % 4 st fie ek 5 58
Bood BALE WA S 01-02-03112 04 % 4 Bd | feiEitolp @i 2. p
WY JI;FH‘ [Ny Gulczynski et al. [29] %= 3 &2 SDVRP-MDA 7 1k > F]* A7 7
SDVRP-MDA i j2 3 scip| i85 % 3787 7 cnis S i (710 fieo gt b > AAT 3 75 1% gL 2n
ARG AR E B ¥ SRC § FAsdefenfjisck c M B% 4 7114710 %
I o

7.1 SDVRP-MDA &% 31 & G 4ef3 & s A ¢

AR E A4 * SetG i& {7 SDVRP-MDA 42 5 22 Rl3# » Gulczynski et al. [29] 4%
:’:_rrJSetG—,:’ﬁ 21 B HIAE > 4 GIAEE % p=01-02-031% 04 5% kechp Bitfs
Fofp o DHREEREA WA 71T ATARR . & 115 % TAM =i f Npk
FIW SRRSO B N 2 W G LA F SO BKS 2 AE ; § 4
# % Gulczynski etal. [29] 4% 4RAf 4<iF e 32 f% & * (estimated solutions) ; % 5-6 # =
EMIP-MDA+ERTR [29] hfefizis % 12 2 38 & BFRF 5 % 7-8 4§ ~ 9-10 5 12 & 11-12 #§ 4 &
% SRCYSRC+VND 122 SRC+RVND enffz s % M2 @8l o £ 7154 747 &
B E AR kT IaE A & Sk &g‘z%@f@ # BKS thl iz o dod 7.1 74
73@%>p=01-02m1% 03 e1BKS = &8 @ ¥ 5 5ifEs &~ EMIP-MDA+ERTR
[29] # AF BN E3fEOREREE ok 74 ¢ p=04 HRIFEE SR G 2 F > EMIP-
MDA+ERTR [29] { #77 »]4& MD6_32 12 2 MD16 144 2 BKS & % » # {8 p=0.4 1]
HeaBKSE2%5Ewng =27 F o

#7132 % 1.4 8% SetG 1‘%—3{@ QA enff2 ek aF N A TS EFTFEM - £
7.5 ﬁ?f)}ﬁf+4\ﬁaﬁ 5 1%§aé;ﬁ;§; LA § 25 sE ThoiE g, A 0 A uE

Set G L& ehh i 25 £ (gap (%)) ~ £ ¥ BKS s4g# (BKS found) - :c ¥ BKS 4
# (BKS |mproved) A RE R DA FER (total time () 5 ¥ 6-7 L iF & i
"L o ph o WEH I PP OFEEZ O RPEERRFIHN L6 Ti08E
% angi (gap (%)) 42 LEpERE (time(s)) © Pﬁﬁ»m’ ?wﬂ;‘;’;z AR PR T
BALtE % o

d 4 75 % » SRC+VND ¢ SRC+RVND /i & i % Set G £ 4% 84 4T &2 T 3238
£ 5-0014% > ¥ 7 @ 71 4L BKS 122 Rt 1AL > L3oR R A B 5 25.82 )11 2
28.40 f,'/. o £ RY e f f2 4p #25t EMIP-MDA+ERTR L 35 1.13%:h % f22% % 17 2 933.03 a"'fﬁﬂ
2% » SRCHVND 22 SRC+RVND & Set G -5 3g & chdk A &g eni 5 B % o

b g Wl™ SRC &7 43 > T 453 L T £ 3] 1.06% £i¥ 36 B BKS - 2 E"»‘l
¥ B pER g 0.83 4 o
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% 7.1 SDVRP-MDA {53k SetG 2 p=0.1 (21 48) #l:%%

' E’\flle;.lMRDaA SRC SRC+VND SRC+RVND

Set G estimated - - - -

P instance BKS  solutions cost time® (s) cost time® (s) cost time® (s) cost? time®* (s)

01 MD1.8 228.28  228.28 228.28 1.06 228.28 0.05 228.28 0.06 228.28 0.07
MD2_16 720.00  720.00 720.00 29181 720.00 0.03 720.00 0.11 720.00 0.08
MD3_16 430.58  430.58 430.58 5.52 430.58 0.05 430.58 0.08 430.58 0.09
MD4_24 631.05 631.05 631.05  227.62 640.01 0.06 631.05 0.09 631.05 0.09
MD5_32 1402.40 1402.40 1402.43  644.03 1402.40 0.09 1402.40 0.25 1402.40 0.21
MD6_32 831.24 831.24 831.24  644.95 831.24 0.09 831.24 0.23 831.24 0.21
MD7_40 3588.28 3588.28 3588.28  645.52 3588.28 0.12 3588.28 0.41 3588.28 0.36
MD8_48 5040.00 5040.00 5060.00  646.91 5040.00 0.14 5040.00 0.62 5040.00 0.60
MD9_48 2044.20 2044.20 207412 645.16 2080.07 0.14 2044.20 0.72 2044.20 0.63
MD10_64f 2684.88 2684.88 2691.69  648.84 2706.51 0.23 2684.89 1.40 2684.89 1.43
MD11_80 13200.00 13200.00 13220.00  662.44  13200.00 0.33  13200.00 2.51  13200.00 2.39
MD12_80 7150.58 7150.58 7182.93  659.81 7150.58 0.33 7150.58 2.39 7150.58 2.45
MD13_96 10042.40 10042.40  10111.80  667.02  10042.40 0.48 = 10042.40 473 10042.40 453
MD14_120 10711.06 10711.06 = 10845.90 1644.98  10720.04 0.70  10711.07 1159  10711.07 1191
MD15_144"  15004.20 15004.20  15180.70 1640.47  15049.01 0.98  15004.22 23.40  15004.22 24.89
MD16_144 3631.30 3631.30 3755.70 1625.83 3661.89 0.98 3631.30 18.38 3631.30 17.65
MD17_160"  26362.46 26362.46 26628.40 1654.72  26362.36 129 26362.36 24.24  26362.36 26.56
MD18_160"  14200.90 14200.90 14477.80 1639.72 14271.20 136  14200.92 4496  14200.92 48.74
MD19_1927 = 19964.86 19964.86  20432.20 1649.31  19998.45 192  19964.87 81.31  19964.87 83.27
MD20_2407  39484.23 39484.23 4020250 1691.84 39528.99 3.17 3948421  121.82 3948421 13357
MD21_288" 1164550 11645.5012014.60 1656.14 11691.69 451 1164547 30440 1164547  325.74
Average 8999.92 8999.92 9129.06  933.03 9016.38 0.81 8999.92 30.65 8999.92 32.64
Avg. gap (%)° - 0.00% 0.93% 0.30% 0.00% 0.00%

Je 48 % 5% 3R (7 & 1 f#; 2Gulczynski et al. [29]; P P4, 3.0 GHz; °i7, 3.9 GHz; 920 =t 84 {7 1k i%; © 20 = 44 7 e L 32

fiefremE i g A BKS 2 2 AP 7T 2 257 ;9% b]4a A2 BKS ;822 T30

% 7.2 SDVRP-MDA &5 %2 /& SetG 2 p=0.2 (21 48) Bl & %
_ P SRC SRC+VND SRC+RVND

Set G estimated : -

p instance BKS  solutions cost time®(s) cost  time®(s) cost time® (s) cost? time®* (s)

02 MD138 228.28  228.28 228.28 1.06 228.28 0.06 228.28 0.08 228.2843 0.06
MD2_16 720.00  720.00 720.00 291.81 720.00 0.06 720.00 0.09 720.00 0.08
MD3_16 43058  430.58 430.58 5.52 430.58 0.05 430.58 0.09 430.58 0.08
MD4_24 631.05  631.05 631.05  227.62 640.01 0.05 631.05 0.11 631.05 0.09
MD5_32 1402.40 1402.40 1402.40  644.03 1402.40 0.12 1402.40 0.27 1402.40 0.22
MD6_32 831.24 831.24 831.24  644.95 831.24 0.09 831.24 0.27 831.24 0.21
MD7_40 3588.28 3588.28 3588.28  645.52 3588.28 0.12 358828 0.42 3588.28 0.37
MD8_48 5040.00 5040.00 5060.00  646.91 5040.00 0.14 5040.00 0.70 5040.00 0.60
MD9_48 2044.20 2044.20 2063.50  645.16 2080.07 0.17 2044.20 0.67  2044.203 0.61
MD10_64f 2684.88 2684.88 2704.89 648.84 2706.51 0.23 2684.89 1.33 2684.89 1.18
MD11_80 13200.00 13200.00 13280.00 662.44 13200.00 0.36  13200.00 246  13200.00 2.27
MD12_80 7150.58 7150.58 718293  659.81 7150.58 0.36 7150.58 2.67 7150.58 2.62
MD13_96 10042.40 10042.40 10130.60  667.02  10042.40 0.51  10042.40 429  10042.40 4.06
MD14_120 10711.06 10711.06 10733.10 1644.98 10720.04 0.76  10711.07 11.25  10711.07 11.57
MD15_144 15004.20 15004.20  15116.40 1640.47  15049.01 1.05 15004.22 21.68  15004.22 23.73
MD16_144 3631.30 3631.30 3865.24 1625.83 3661.89 1.03 3631.30 15.30 3631.31 16.58
MD17_160° 26362.46 26362.46  26519.50 1654.72  26362.36 128  26362.36 23.67  26362.36 2311
MD18_160° 14200.90 14200.90 14559.20 1639.72  14271.20 129  14200.92 39.62  14200.92 38.53
MD19_192° 19964.86 19964.86  20300.40 1649.31  19998.45 1.98  19964.87 7259  19964.87 79.69
MD20_240° 39484.23 39484.23  40102.30 1691.84  39528.99 320 39484.21  119.15 3948421  126.01
MD21_288" 1164550 1164550 12438.60 1656.14  11691.69 460 1164547 23595 1164547  285.74
Average 8999.92 8999.92 913755  933.03 9016.38 0.83 8999.92 26.32 8999.92 29.40
Avg. gap (%)° - 0.00% 1.17% 0.30% 0.00% 0.00%

e 88 4 57 IR (7 B £ 2, 2 Gulczynski et al. [29]; °P4, 3.0 GHz; ©i7, 3.9 GHz; 920 =t #4 {7 e 14, °20 = 44 (7 ehT 30
e g 43 A BKS A 2B AT T2 %% 72 ;9% 6|4 A2 BKS: 42 T
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% 7.3 SDVRP-MDA {535 SetG 2 p=0.3 (21 48) #2425

. E'\_fllzl:;.IMRDaA SRC SRC+VND SRC+RVND

Set G estimated

P instance BKS  solutions cost  time® (s) cost  time® (s) cost  time* (s) cost? time®* (s)

03 MD138 228.28  228.28 228.28 1.06 228.28 0.03 228.28 0.08 228.28 0.06
MD2_16 720.00  720.00 720.00 291.81 720.00 0.05 720.00 0.12 720.00 0.08
MD3_16 430.58  430.58 430.58 5.52 430.58 0.06 430.58 0.09 430.58 0.08
MD4_24 631.05 631.05 631.05  227.62 640.01 0.08 631.05 0.12 631.05 0.09
MD5_32 1402.40 1402.40 1402.40  644.03 1402.40 0.08 1402.40 0.20 1402.40 0.20
MD6_32 831.24  831.24 831.24  644.95 831.24 0.11 831.24 0.28 831.24 0.21
MD7_40 3588.28 3588.28 3588.28  645.52 3588.28 0.12 3588.28 0.42 3588.28 0.36
MD8_48 5040.00 5040.00 5040.00 646.91 5040.00 0.14 5040.00 0.69 5040.00 0.58
MD9_48 2044.20 2044.20 2063.50  645.16 2080.07 0.16 2044.20 0.75 2044.20 0.69
MD10_64f 2684.88 2684.88 2710.64  648.84 2706.51 0.23 2684.89 1.22 2684.88 1.15
MD11 80 13200.00 13200.00 13334.10 662.44  13200.00 0.34  13200.00 2.34  13200.00 2.19
MD12_80 7150.58 7150.58 7170.58  659.81 7150.58 0.34 7150.58 2.26 7150.58 2.39
MD13_96 10042.40 10042.40  10112.40  667.02  10042.40 0.48  10042.40 530 10042.40 5.50
MD14_120 10711.06 10711.06 = 10836.30 1644.98  10720.04 0.76  10711.07 9.22  10711.07 9.34
MD15_144 15004.20 15004.20  15172.10 1640.47  15078.66 1.08  15004.22 23.18  15004.22 22.59
MD16_144 3631.30° 3631.30 3962.67 1625.83 3661.89 1.05 3631.30 13.23 3631.30 15.34
MD17_160 26362.46 26362.46  26646.50 1654.72  26362.36 1.33  26362.36 21.58  26362.36 22.50
MD18_160 14200.90 14200.90  14420.20 1639.72 14271.20 126  14200.92 31.42  14200.92 31.18
MD19_192° 19964.86 19964.86  20355.70 1649.31 20018.45 2.00 19964.87 60.59  19964.87 61.95
MD20_240f 39484.23 39484.23  40018.30 1691.84  39558.64 324 39484.21 120.76 . 39484.21 12538
MD21_288f 11645.50 11645.5012652.90 1656.14 11691.69 454 1164547 = 23436 1164547 26291
Average 8999.92  8999.92 9158.46  933.03 9020.16 0.83 8999.92 25.15 8999.92 26.89
Avg. gap (%)? ~0.00% 1.42% 0.32% 0.00% 0.00%

Je 48 % 5% 3R (7 & 1 f#; 2Gulczynski et al. [29]; P P4, 3.0 GHz; °i7, 3.9 GHz; 920 =t 84 {7 1k i%; © 20 = 44 7 e L 32

fiefremE i g A BKS 2 2 AP 7T 2 257 ;9% b]4a A2 BKS ;822 T30

% 7.4 SDVRP-MDA {545 SetG 2 p=0.4 (21 48) #l2 2%
_ P SRC SRC+VND SRC+RVND

Set G estimated

P instance BKS  solutions cost time®(s) cost  time®(s) cost  time* (s) cost? time®* (s)

04 MD1 8 228.28  228.28 228.28 1.06 228.28 0.05 228.28 0.05 228.28 0.06
MD2_16 720.00  720.00 720.00 291.81 753.14 0.03 720.00 0.06 720.00 0.06
MD3_16 43058  430.58 430.58 5.52 430.58 0.03 430.58 0.08 430.58 0.07
MD4_24 631.05  631.05 631.05  227.62 640.01 0.08 631.05 0.09 631.05 0.08
MD5_32 1402.40 1402.40 141475  644.03 1402.40 0.09 1402.40 0.25 1402.40 0.23
MD6_32 830.26  831.24 830.26  644.95 831.24 0.06 831.24 0.20 831.24 0.19
MD7_40 3588.28 3588.28 3588.28  645.52 3810.26 0.08 3588.28 0.47 3588.28 0.43
MD8_48 5040.00 5040.00 5040.00  646.91 5363.84 0.17 5040.00 0.80 5040.00 0.72
MD9_48 2044.20 2044.20 2059.03  645.16 2080.07 0.14 2044.20 0.51 2044.20 0.50
MD10_64' 2684.88 2684.88 2708.80  648.84 2684.89 0.20 2684.88 1.15 2684.88 1.19
MD11_80 13200.00 13200.00 13240.00 662.44 13796.98 0.31  13200.00 3.01  13200.00 2.85
MD12_80 7150.58 7150.58 7260.01  659.81 7695.17 0.36 7150.58 3.10 7150.58 3.28
MD13_96 10042.40 10042.40 1023350 667.02  10592.22 0.53 10042.40 5.69  10042.40 5.97
MD14_120 10711.06 10711.06 10865.10 1644.98  11057.13 0.81 10711.07 9.06 10711.07 10.22
MD15_144 15004.20 15004.20 15202.80 1640.47  15796.02 1.15 15004.22 18.83  15004.22 20.95
MD16_144 344550 3631.30 344550 1625.83 3661.89 1.06 3443.69 12.15 3443.69 14.11
MD17_160" 26362.46 26362.46  26904.70 1654.72  27456.64 1.28 26362.35 27.77  26362.36 29.11
MD18_160" 14200.90 14200.90 14447.60 1639.72  14724.31 1.28  14200.92 24.82 1420092 27.79
MD19_192° 19964.86 19964.86  20608.90 1649.31  20826.25 2.03  20032.12 52.14  20009.71 57.26
MD20_240° 39484.23 39484.23  40551.40 1691.84  41220.15 332 3948421 102.38 3948421  119.05
MD21_288" 11645.50 1164550  11909.10 1656.14  11701.90 488 11457.88  181.80 11476.57 22353
Average 8991.03 8999.92 9158.08  933.03 9369.21 0.86 8985.25 21.16 8985.08 24.65
Avg. gap (%)° 0.26% 1.00% 3.33% -0.06% -0.06%

fe A R I Fh 2 RMA T e g BKS; *Gulczynski et al. [29]; °P4, 3.0 GHz; ©i7, 3.9 GHz; ¥ 20 = 34 {7 e i
e FenT i e anE i S BKS £ A AT g

2 %A 9L bAR S & BRKS 4 2 T 00
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% 75 SDVRP-MDA L% 41 % Set G (84 41) P2 % 4 & 4

Algorithm Best run Average

BKS BKS
found  improved

gap (%) total time (s)  gap (%) time (s)

EMIP-MDA+ERTR [29]° 1.13% 28 - 933.03 - -
SRC® 1.06% 36 0 0.83 - -
SRC+VNDP -0.014% 81 1 25.82 - -
SRC+RVNDb* -0.014% 81 1 567.93 -0.014%  28.40
SRC+VNDar® -0.014% 81 1 3139.58 - -
*P4, 3.0 GHz; °i7, 3.9 GHz; © 20 =t 4 =

Ful- 4 AL A RfESetCEH T B F HAE i A8 BKS ehs kL4 dRiT

g Gulczynski [28] et Lh~ ¢ 2 F 0 ’f'%fv" RGHF ' HomT s k- BRMAGE
Fﬁ'é}g 4 mq\d *"ﬁé;q- 8 e I“%_—p{ o F]pb rx 71324 74 v ),év E R ’}ﬁgﬁ‘lfﬂjﬁ
ot T anfd A BKS £ A2 AT 2 B % Ak LR o

7.2 SDVRP-MDA L% 32 B £ % »ch 45

% 7.65 % 7.9 7]t 2555 4 SDVRP-MDA 1 Set B 4% 38 & 4 & $-f2p=0.1-0.2
032 04enigs -SetBRERE X5 11886(48 - e d BA enp i & &4 44 TLH
Fenb|dEd % o 4 %5 44 85658 » P @ en BKS % 5 Gulczynski et al. [29] #7417 2.

I

d 3~ Set B % ll}l;ljﬁ\}“}f@;mpm% [ pEF > ZBhenz B A I ) F|pt A e op i
PREBEELIMDA o 22 > %P nafL't Bl e £ ek RARE o R R KR
LA AR B & T B ﬁfu%ﬁm&ﬁmpmﬁmvwﬁ R G
fedio] p Eea® T fE o AFTF bR (E RS B Set B & GAE¥ A B p L BKS 0 4 p
=0.1 pF S76D3_75 ~ S76D4_ 75~ S101D3 100 2 2 S101D5 100 % 4 & &] %2 <5 BKS 7 {
75 F 3 p=0.25BKS -

th 7.6 2 % 7.97 ol ind Fedemondio bW S sk g % 24 5 64 -
o $3WEOAAR L P ESNBKS &% T HA R m4 Ty 2Rz s
¢ 3% EMIP-MDA+ERTR (% 4 ##) ~ SRC+VND (% 5-6 ##) ~ SRC+RVND (% 7-8 {f) 1 %2
SRC+VNDoan (% 9-10 #) o p ¢t » d »r A= 7 £ p=0.3 pF > # M S51D5 50 ¢
SRC+VNDan Rfrs %12 S101D2_100 5 SRC+RVND ffz ' & B>t 4 p = 0.2 e fz
o FlPt v & 7.7 ¢ FECPH 4 % 114 (Best solution adjusted) - %E 3% (2L P W
&ximBKS%]:’:Uf 9;@'5;0%\»765_ 79 L pERfEEEFIN 218 7F AR 27H 4

I35 T i/;’J;j‘?—y_}LL o LHciE R

\\\Xr
q‘i— s
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% 7.6 SDVRP-MDA {535 SetB 2 p=0.1(1141) Pl %

. EMIP-TDA SRC+VND SRC+RVND SRC+VNDa

p Instance BKS cost cost  time°(s) cost®  time®® (s) cost  time®(s)

0.1 s51D2 50 717.35 717.35 713.30 3.99 711.38 3.42 709.77  439.65
S51D3_50 969.99 969.99 953.17 4.84 951.09 4.63 949.78  561.03
S51D4_50 1588.91 1588.91 1569.89 6.68 1579.69 6.63 1569.89 775.82
S51D5_50 1373.98 1373.98 1344.68 5.49 1346.49 5.63 1335.55 666.33
S51D6_50 2225.51 2225.51 2197.64 7.96 2197.04 7.83 2197.04 916.53
S76D2_75 1106.86 1106.86 1100.90 15.85 1107.87 14.27 1095.53 1782.50
S76D3_75 1446.48° 1457.40 1448.39 20.78 1444.88 19.46 1440.56 2362.41
S76D4_75 2118.86°¢ 2123.16 2095.95 25.96 2097.47 25.37 2095.95 3040.63
S101D2_100 1398.13 1398.13 1407.35 48.20 1400.45 46.90 1395.42 5600.83
S101D3_100 1929.96° 1930.86 1900.60 46.29 1904.84 45.67 1899.66 5404.45
S101D5_100 2862.14° 2862.34 2851.33 53.01 2841.10 54.48 2839.49 6325.75
Average 1612.56 1614.05 1598.47 21.73 1598.39 21.30 1593.51 2534.18
Avg. gap (%) 0.09% -0.87% -0.87% -1.23%

fe i TR F AR ARE T e BKS
A EAE E PR Pi7-8770, 3.4 GHZ; €20 = 4 7 chd 145920 K 3 7 eh T 8D
¢ % EMIP-MDA+ERTR #/% p=0.2 chs: &
f2 Gi4Es A28 BKS 42 Tai

% 7.7 SDVRP-MDA &5 3 & SetB 2 p=0.2 (11 47) A% &

EMIP-MDA

e —_— SRC+VND SRC+RVND SRC+VND, so?uetsig )
p Instance BKS cost cost  time®(s) cost® time® (s) cost  time”(s) adjusted
0.2 S51D2_50 717.35 717.35 712,59 3.79 711.68 3.25 709.77 424,37
S51D3_50 969.99 969.99 959.49 426  957.70 412  955.45 511.86
S51D4 50 1593.69 1593.69 1589.32 6.19 1581.59 5.84 1578.15 709.12
S51D5_50 1377.99 1377.99 1359.22 4.66 1358.96 455 1351.12 553.29  1349.55°
S51D6_50 2285.37 2285.37 2240.14 5.07 2240.64 5.19 2240.14 619.05
S76D2_75 1116.64 1116.64 1116.07 13.53 1106.86 12.80 1104.27 1621.75
S76D3_75 1446.48 1446.48 1450.04 17.07 1449.89 17.10 1445.63 2095.96
S76D4_75 2118.86 2118.86 2112.62 22.89 2104.00 23.30 2103.78 2837.47
S101D2_100 1398.87 1398.87 1401.57 44,32 1397.00 46.15 1396.78 5544.72 1396.17f
S101D3 100  1929.96 1929.96 1917.56 43.31 1910.09 44.63 1904.09 5319.77
S101D5 100 2862.14 2862.14 2866.29 42,96 2861.88 4485 2861.88 5379.26
Average 1619.76 1619.76 1611.36 18.91 1607.30 19.25 1604.64 2328.78
Avg. gap (%)? 0.00% -0.52% -0.79% -0.99%

AR on TR G 8 R4 mied BKS
K WIFE PFR; Pi7-8770, 3.4 GHz; ©20 = #4 {7 chd 149 20 = 34 {7 e T 32
€% SRC+VNDy 2 p=0.3 e % ; T4 SRC+RVND #:fi& p=0.3 e &

9% AL A BKS -4 2 T
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% 7.8 SDVRP-MDA {535 & SetB 2 p=0.3 (11 41) 5 %

. EMIP-TDA SRC+VND SRC+RVND SRC+VNDa

p Instance BKS cost cost  time°(s) cost®  time®® (s) cost  time®(s)

0.3 sS51D2 50 717.35 717.35 716.17 3.09 709.63 2.86 71156  370.07
S51D3_50 969.99 969.99 966.68 4.32 959.16 4.07 959.16  508.91
S51D4_50 1597.89 1597.89 1597.10 443 1597.50 4.20 1595.40 528.17
S51D5_50 1383.71 1383.71 1356.64 4.02 1349.55 3.98 1349.55 488.59
S51D6_50 2301.51 2301.51 2307.14 2.84 2307.14 2.85 2307.14 357.24
S76D2_75 1116.64 1116.64 1118.41 14.20 1113.04 13.54 1108.20 1676.14
S76D3_75 1453.17¢ 1453.25 1446.81 15.23 1453.11 15.55 1446.81 1912.85
S76D4_75 2151.49 2151.49 2123.06 17.88 2127.00 18.49 2123.06 2255.93
S101D2_100 1398.88° 1401.85 1407.19 40.76 1396.17 42.86 1396.99 5108.96
S101D3_100 1939.96 1939.96 1921.27 37.44 1921.61 38.85 1918.41 4678.31
S101D5_100 2901.76 2901.76 2887.90 38.45 2882.29 38.93 2873.36 4691.72
Average 1630.21 1630.49 1622.58 16.61 1619.66 16.92 1617.24 2052.44
Avg. gap (%) 0.02% -0.43% -0.70% -0.82%

fe i TR F AR ARE T e BKS

A EAE E PR Pi7-8770, 3.4 GHZ; €20 = 4 7 chd 145920 K 3 7 eh T 8D
¢ % EMIP-MDA+ERTR #/% p=0.4 chi: %

f2 Gi4Es A28 BKS 42 Tai

% 7.9 SDVRP-MDA &5 38 & Set B 2 p=0.4 (11 47) A% %

P, m—— SRC+VND SRC+RVND SRC+VNDa

p Instance BKS cost cost timeP®(s) cost®  time®® (s) cost  timeP°(s)

04 s51D2 50 717.35 717.35 717.31 3.10 716.33 2.89 713.60  367.89
S51D3 50 978.41 978.41 962.21 3.70 962.01 3.54 959.16  445.00
S51D4_50 1612.30 1612.30 1619.87 3.40 1619.12 3.25 1613.06  405.11
S51D5_50 1389.32 1389.32 1373.82 3.32 1360.26 3.22 1360.01  399.73
S51D6_50 2402.35 2402.35 2395.33 1.37 2395.33 1.45 2395.33 174.85
S76D2_75 1116.64 1116.64 1113.78 13.51 1112.58 13.43 111258 1656.92
S76D3_75 1453.17 1453.17 1453.43 14.21 1453.20 13.96 1446.88 1712.80
S76D4_75 2167.27 2167.27 2143.90 16.50 2139.97 16.52 2129.97 2035.99
S101D2_100 1398.88 1398.88 1403.70 39.42 1399.64 40.46 1397.75 4862.50
S101D3_100 1942.94 1942.94 1935.08 31.09 1922.10 32.21 1922.10 3938.04
S101D5_100 = 2904.61 2904.61 2898.98 32.15 2879.33 31.39 2890.76 3950.67
Average 1643.93 1643.93 1637.95 14.71 1633.35 14.76 1631.02 1813.59
Avg. gap (%)2 0.00% -0.38% -0.66% -0.82%

AR A TR T ARG R RAA T e BKS
AR EIEE PR, Pi7-8770, 3.4 GHZ; 20 = #4 {7 b £ 920 = 4 (7 eh L 3
¢2 GiE S A BKS 42 TiaE
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# 7.0 5 SDVRP-MDA %41 Set B & i 5 2 /22 % enf 54 » ffife}

# 75 7"5 feood & 7.10 7 12 &g de ’? 3f. SRC+VND ~ SRC+RVND 12 2 SRC+VNDa|| m‘}\

}?” % rc 'y B>t EMIP-MDA+ERTR o % 44 32 5]48¢ - SRC+VND # .17 33 4z:c % BKS

' 324 5 -0.55% ; SRC+RVND # 1% 36 4% > 3¢ 4 % -0.76% > SRC+VNDa ¥ 17

42 %\FI I BKS e % o H ¢ » SRC+VNDart = &2 22X enin 42 5 p=0.3 e S51D6_50

% p=0.4 #1S51D4 50 - EMIP-MDA+ERTR Fj% SetB £ ¥ 3z E vii@ 5 pFrif v A A H

e ks Flptm iz R b b o (e A3t SDVRP (1 SetC & SetB -5 48

B e % 11 2 SDVRP-MDA 51 SetG -5 48 B enffz s % 4 > & SDVRP-MDA =0 Set
B ¥ > SRC+VND ¥ SRC+RVND & fisc 5 i iv ig>t EMIP-MDA+ERTR -

ptet o 2 3t EMIP-MDA+ERTR B ff2pFfEF + 2 X p e 8 A7 & D207
B2 RERpER Y g p BBy T Eaubd o B M@ T o ik 7.6 ¢ SRC+VND ff#
p=01-02-0312%2 048§ prif &~ % 5 21.7~189+16.6 ~ 14.7 45 ; SRC+RVND +
f2p=01-02-0322% 04 e 5 pFiF » % 5 21.3+ 193169148 #) - iz48$ % 7
30U IAR B (P A% <) chb] A > KR e ARE o Jaip] A d NG AX Bl 4 0 H
AR BAD KRR B g R Y

% 7.10 SDVRP-MDA &5 32 F SetB (44 %7) RlF SR E 2

Algorithm Best run Average

gap (%) fc?uKng imprS\Ifei total time (s)  gap (%) time(s)
EMIP-MDA+ERTR [29]? 0.03% 38 - - - -
SRC+VNDP -0.55% 0 33 17.99 . —
SRC+RVND"¢ -0.76% 0 36 361.17 -0.40%  18.06
SRC+VNDa? -0.96% 0 42 2182.25 - -

%P4, 3.0 GHz; °i7, 3.9 GHz; °20 = # =
7.3 SDVRP-MDA # %32 E G £2 B 5 & Kfz§ »Tt s 47

* 75 7 ¢4 SDVRP-MDA {545 Set G £2 SetB fie & £ /| fei¥ vt & p=0.1+0.2 ~
0.3 112 0.4:i{7 £f2pl2E > £ Pl2E 128 4515 G487 o 4% 128 42 SDVRP-MDA £ % 6|
%\m]‘\ﬁ; :‘:-‘;: XEfT’%iI fu;J'_T_%:\ 711 _:‘:J"_ﬁ-» 1

% 7.11 SDVRP-MDA % Pl % (128 4%) H»cq B i

Algorithm Best run Average

gap (%) fc?urrii imprs\iﬁ total time (s)  gap (%) time (S)
EMIP-MDA+ERTR [29]* 0.75% 66 - - - -
SRC+VNDP -0.20% 81 34 23.13 - -
SRC+RVND®€ -0.27% 81 37 496.86  -0.15% 24.85
SRC+VNDar” -0.34% 81 43 2810.50 - -

3P4, 3.0 GHz; ®i7, 3.9 GHz; © 20 =t #4 {7

2701 P il 4 75 02 £ 70040k o 8 £ TAL VBT AE TR
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112, SRCHIMP % 4 & RfEM # R+ § pA%2 AR T3FL 2 5 > 11 5 £42% SRC
BEHH LI F RS R R mVND ( -0.20%) ~ €4 RVND (-0.27%) # %_VNDuay
(-0.34%) » ¢ i 3 187 >t BKS enffzifrzc o 2 ¢ 12 SRC+HVNDgy chffzid % & i » ¥
W e 128 AEARF GAEY R 8l AT 2 ;v::;i 43 & BKS - # & p=0.3 2 S51D6 50 £ p
= 0.4 9 S51D4 50 ~ MD6_32 2 2 MD19_192 % w 3f 6| 4g & ;2 18] »+ & > BKS thig
B fLinw SR AL S 5 7 % o3 0.30% o

AT PE Set B¢ S76D4_75 (p = 0.2) chkjziE ks A BLER % F R
B poane Srhc iR B OAEE Y AR S E A S hE B AEE 11 1 2 58
R 3o pt it AL SPRAAE S A ERR L A FERASH B BARE FIRRT T
BAEE (36~ 37~ 47 112 48) o HARGIAE A4 7 3 b i KR % R 3t R n
http://goo.gl/qBdHGP 14 =% 5 o

ﬁﬁiﬁw'z%% & o d 3 Gulczynski et al. [29] % EMIP-MDA+ERTR # % Set B 1.4
¢ LG B T &2 22 8 F 1 e o SRCHVND 2 SRC+RVND # 4 i %
H 45T ia.u”p%ﬁ“ L Feif o A | E 2313 #5141 % 24.85 §5 - SRC+VNDan 7] 5 B 32 &
Rj2 120 /87 e e VND ZkS 35008 & - 2 7 R & 0 = 9 7 & 281050 ) -
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$ A% ~ SRC+IMP ** SDVRP-LND il 5 % & 5 »ch 3

8.1 SDVRP-LND &% )42 2. kmax $-#ck T8 ¢ ok if f3& =

SDVRP-LND % 7 ¢ 5 =c48 112 R3] > P9 P S ¥ 3R > 7 & ¢ kb d 2
FOEH B R fRE rnap R et A AT 7 E # SDVRP 12 2 SDVRP-MDA hs * 3R
Set B i¥ = SDVRP-LND &k A% B8 {7 P]5# o kmax B3k T304 » 287 3§ L #-52
FAFET A Set BEFFEETRF a5 E SDVRP B %8747 Fd L 8% F %
B lic $%4rd 81lod 2 81F Fousgm > 11 464EY £ 5 64 kmax=3>
Hep54L5 kmax=2 - 3N TR BRF B PR EE L 2 S ¥ 3N FEMF o T
B A ts > SDVRP-LND sipl38 3 @ 0 AF7 7 B % fie i X Hcadmk T4 % kmax=3 & 2>
EPIER 22 (11 x2) BHEE G2 -

%81 #7 7 SDVRP & £ &% &2 8 /b2 kmax &

SetB SDVRP

Instance cost kmax
S51D2_50 709.66 2
S51D3 50 951.09 3
S51D4 50 1567.66 3
S51D5_50 1336.49 3
S51D6_50 2186.41 2
S76D2_75 1098.33 2
S76D3_75 1433.61 3
S76D4_75 2091.09 3
S101D2 100 1394.46 2
$101D3 100 1901.27 2
S101D5 100 2821.41 3

8.2 SDVRP-LND £ %45 B fj2 4 »c 4 15

25 A% $42 SDVRP {55 S0 SetB chfefR 5% i& (7 4 & 2 33~ 4y p % SDVRP-
LND &5 32 & 79 BKS %% - Z B> V-2 (417 SRC+RVND 2 2 SRC+VNDay
(¥ # SRC+VND) it {7 /% » L4973 £fEehd %7 EHHE kmax =2 2 2 kmax = 3
BodF chi % 175 BKS o

%8212 £ 83 : Ay HN2FEEHEknax=2 122 3 £z SDVRP-LND ¢
EHAEE Set Bendjgid % o £ 8212 £ 837 % 1455+ feid=cdickmax & % 2
WoolR el ¥ 3 W5t st kmax EHBKS &% 5 AR =it fasT g 3
JEixw sk ehfkjzid % > ¢ 45 SRC+VND (% 4-5 ) ~ SRC+RVND (% 6-7 f#) ™ %
SRC+VNDaii (% 8-9 1) o 4v » 2477 K2 jakt % 57 #7¢hBKS %% A 4 P #3230 % 10
Wood 3t kmax =2 £z %77 5 kmax =3 "4 T F (7fF 0 Fpt A 83 ¢ R4 % 10
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W o e gk B3 kmax =2 endef3 g % F B3 kmax=3 éffin o bl4o B w S7T6D2_75~
S101D2_100 2 2 S101D5_100 % kmax =3 7 BKS J& » %] & 5 kmax =2 pF SRC+VNDai
418 5921098.20 ~ 1389.08 12 2 281951 « 4 8.2 11 % % 8.3 K fF 4% 7| I 2 (5 5 e T

oy TR 2 Mt Eh A 8210 % £ 83 LY o

% 8.2 SDVRP-LND % 42 & Set B z kmax = 2 (11 4)#|:& 2 %

SetB SRC+VND SRC+RVND SRC+VNDai

kmax |nstance BKS cost  time?(s) cost? time?© (s) cost time? (s)

2 S51D2_50 709.66 712.97 3.74 710.59 3.49 709.39 44554
S51D3 50 951.66 953.06 4.34 952.33 4.14 952.33 521.31
S51D4 50 1588.64 1578.34 6.07 1582.98 5.80 1573.70 726.97
S51D5_50 1341.09 1341.71 5.71 1340.04 5.34 1340.04 673.38
S51D6_50 2186.41 2230.35 6.22  2230.36 591  2230.35 743.23
S76D2_75 1098.33  1105.93 14.82 1098.20 13.82 1098.20 1742.18
S76D3_75 1446.12  1448.83 18.35 1446.50 17.78 1441.73 2218.21
S76D4_75 2111.91  2095.65 24.32 2101.66 23.56 2095.65 2956.81
$101D2_100 1394.46  1400.45 4543  1396.60 49.02  1389.08 5980.96
S101D3 100 1901.27 191151 42.15 1904.92 42.15 1904.92 5243.93
S101D5 100 2851.68  2846.41 49.17 2819.51 45.96 2819.51 5734.79
Average 159829 1602.29 20.03.  1598.52 19.72 ~ 1595.90 2453.39
Avg. gap (%)¢ 0.27% 0.05% -0.13%

ek L TR AR 2 0 AMA 7L BKS
2j7-3770, 3.4 GHz; 20 = 4 {7 s if; © 20 = 34 {7 eh L 15,
42 pag S A BKS 4 2 o,

% 8.3 SDVRP-LND {£ % 4% . Set B 2 kmax = 3 (11 48) 7|38 & %

SRC+VND SRC+RVND SRC+VNDai Best
Set B solution
kmax Instance BKS cost  time? (s) cost? time2© (s) cost ~ time®(s) adjusted
3 S51D2 50 709.664 714.60 3.81 709.66 3.58 709.39  462.76
S51D3_50 951.09 953.00 4.46 951.09 4.49 951.09  557.91
S51D4 50 1567.66 1574.00 6.82 1567.66 6.42 1572.94 813.02
S51D5_50 1336.49 ~ 1339.68 6.35  1339.68 6.02 1339.68 757.66
S51D6_50 2186.419  2194.78 9.05 219361 8.40  2193.61 1053.74
S76D2_75 1098.33¢  1098.33 15.26 1099.84 14.56 1098.33 1855.19 1098.20°
S76D3_75 1433.61 1439.68 20.03 1433.61 19.35 1433.61 2410.34
S76D4_75 2091.09 2091.92 28.14 2091.97 27.26 2091.09 3432.71
$101D2 100 1394.469  1401.89 46.33 1394.45 50.90 1394.45 6168.80 1389.08°
$101D3_100 1901.279  1909.40 47.60  1904.85 49.02  1904.23 6009.09
S101D5_100 2821.41 282141 56.71 2826.84 54.70 282141 6822.31 2819.51¢
Average 1590.13 1594.43 22.23 1592.11 22.24 1591.80 2758.50
Avg. gap (%)f 0.30% 0.10% 0.09%

Ae AR A T IR T A fE 0 AR AT L BKS
3j7-3770, 3.4 GHz;® 20 = 4 {7 chd i ; © 20 =t 34 {7 ch T 35,
4% kmax =2 7 BKS;© 5 kmax =2 57 SRC+VNDy i % ;T 2 (]38 & 22 BKS 224 2 T 3508 ;

60



8454822483 K2 % 284 i eid i 75Kk -4 4

4+ g3 » SRC+VND ~ SRC+RVND 2 2 SRC+VNDai % = B /% & /% e & £j2.%

% 2 BKS e384 % L 4 33720 0.00% - # # > x 12 SRC+RVND 12 2 SRC+VNDay 575

F R R g d o 4 B 1 E$]-0.07%2 2 -0.02% - T >+ 22 figxyljfigv’ izl SR % 638

BKS o &f3scF = 5 > m& ¥ £f2eh0 SRC+HVND FiF 5 if % @ 5 2113 #) 5

SRC+RVND 7] 5 ipl3# 20 = e %> o £ 2 % chd 24 42 5 419.69 §) > T 35— = ipl & chph

¥ Pl #2317 SRC+VND » 5 20.98 45 ; SRC+VNDay chffz it % i » i85 g 3 &
2605.95 #; o

4 SDVRP-LND &% 48 & ch £ fi2 i % > % % 2 SRC+VND # ¥_SRC+RVND ¢h
[ Jf#? i 49 1T 4§ 1T BKS e % o 1 iF. —’f*;;;m"" BAE e AT R - Ak
ke 4 002 ko d SY poE Sl g axih BKS %% £.d SDVRP 2 2 SDVRP-
MDA :25§ A fd AT & R 40 % 5T R -7 B0 B BB 2 4 2 en
BKS » 7= i ig % Bk e SRC+VND 12 2 SRC+RVND 4 wlip t 22 R 5 21 & 7 K18 R pL 3
R S0k > FEARARE BE

AAT T PE Set B ¢ S76D2 75 (kmax = 2) rd i i ks k Cl AR R
S76D2_75 (kmax =2) HidciEds vk e e Srgoif fa ek, AP RS ST6D2 75 (kmax =
3) ¢7WBKS» ¥ t“;’z B L kmax=2 2 % kmax =3 i f @ B k&% o SDVRP-LND 5
H & b AT ek 1 B2 A0S % P 5 223 e 1k hitp://goo.gl/gBAHGP 1 i 4+ -

% 8.4 SDVRP-LND f£54E% SetB (2241) #l:a 2% 4 & &

Algorithm Best run Average
BKS BKS - .
0, 0,
gap (%) found  improved total time (s)  gap (%) time (s)
SRC+VND? 0.29% 2 3 21.13 = -
SRC+RVND?® 0.07% 5 5 419.69 0.40% - 20.98
SRC+VNDa? -0.02% 6 9 2605.95 - -

2i7,3.9 GHz; 220 = # =
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#7344 SDVRP ~ SDVRP-MDA 12 2 SDVRP-LND e f2ip|28 >0 % = 3|~ § i&
g o 97 IR F BIAL R B RIS % T 3 en http://goo.gl/gBAHGP & {7 §¢ -
AR EREITAFT Y TR A2 S E‘.%ii%léféi’si“;‘i%’éii% EEFEMHhER R 7
SRC % £4=4:i2 8. F $ »cik % -J"»ﬁ' HF h 5 1 - SNEC #3135 »2ehgl 8 - VND 12
2 RVND & 87 Ip g & 4038 Rk enffzdrot it 2 B 4o fie 1% = #CU| e SDVRP-
LND #+** VRP 122 SDVRP & & } eng R 7 0478883 o

9.1 SRC % £ A=8L4=4518 5 15 Hmm

SRC t&;ﬁ’ifi&féﬁ:,rﬂ I 2 e enaiE 1 2 2 e (SRCo & SRC1) A 4 %
E A4 B o SRCHEZE AL f2PF > F L 1% 48 » IR 78 %w%frﬁa B L5 0 = kg o 5
POE AR AR E B o A EIAEE 4 NIRA =R R 8 fe B 0 5% o NIRA & - ia g
F i e cdE s EARE B R eph i#&&p?*ﬂ‘w&limﬁ FeFEE - FHFIRA
A RIPCE IR A RS RS TR IR 7 A BANER O T A

SRC & BB 7B 2P iiicnd - BRRIPIDLER &d > F e g d cndednfz
PHRMELeEE o ATy R * TSPLIB -5 22 & ¢ 547 eil30 ¥ SRC i {7 - 4~ ¥
il o AP A = 0.25 38 (TR K% > )Pt A5 SRC -4 4 51 (1025 + 1) 7
Sigie o EEe 2 BAhsfE i 857 £F 10 BAcdof2ie s - B 9.5 2 10 B & % s
B -

d B¢ v EL 2 7] s SRCo v o7 8 cide o2 B4 % 5 3 iEE. A ».m SRCy Kk en
BEYH 4FRM . T o SRC m{ﬁ;«ﬁep%\ i SRC1 ° &_ﬁ?é-%ﬂ“—é.‘-’f#.,_" KB %
Péb
0

Bl

#H_SRCo ¢ #_SRCy % se 4 2 2 £ 5 & B 4F e dnfiz o g2k > 23] SRCy B i BHH b
‘sﬁlmg\uxf’%@’f >7f§ZFE-ﬁ\uXmﬁXﬁﬁ'¢;§4%Pam*ﬁ @d%ﬂ?mamm&xéﬁl

SRR BARAIF - BALIERY T o A RigE s TR Rt o d
i, ﬂﬁ%,i’fr » SRC % €Az fdirle pdcdefdend i ¢ 4 ’ﬁ 3T %

- w@“
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SRC,

a=0
1 ‘
.
1 Cost =706.06
A

e

<" Cost=65221 b Cost = 738.01
B 9.1 SRC % £4z4nfificie 5 it
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9.2 & SNEC #8335 ;2 ¥ £ 32 v

Y

RS- B H s IR Set B f i ff2613 0 -t & SNEC
Brm T o ok fasioc > RjA% 5 SRC(Aa=0.01)+RVND - 12 with SNEC 4 7= RVND

z SNEC > 12 without_SNEC # ;= RVND *® & SNEC > # & %] jp|z& 20 =t » Rfgz2 %
4 91 £ 91 ¢ % L5034 % 24 5 3%5/3L SDVRP (9 BKS ; % 3-5 # %
without SNEC e fiz ¥ sz & W] & 7 & it 2 % (bestcost) ~ T35 % (Avg. cost) & L
YapE @ (time (S)) 5 % 6-8 4 5 with SNEC shkjzi»c > A wle 7 & i % % (best cost) ~
Tia % (Avg. cost) 122 TIOpFRF (time (S)) o % 9.1 ¢ T3 3 ;nj/; LSt L 4R eh
TiaiE (Average) i RKjz2is %8 BKS (T 2% (Avg. gap (%)) - 4 % 9.1 % H R
SNEC #3t ffz»c s + 5 M Aenfl et > i S 54 5 0.84% > 4p e SNEC 1 2.75%
#46 1.91%: R jddE B R o linwz;ﬂ % 1135 ) » B2 g & SNEC 1 6.18 #)#i r 4
S5 4jsmenpr il > & RjE S ik i o d W w28 SNEC .5 = B 3 sk f@ o 2 fei

BRI AL RS RO F S F o

%91 3 & SNEC shffzdrait

without SNEC with_SNEC
instances? BKS  best cost® Avg. cost® timeP< () best cost? Avg. cost timePc (s)
S51D2 50 708.424¢ 718.02 726.28 221 710.68 713.71 2.38
S51D3 50 947.97¢ 964.90 972.13 2.71 951.09 956.11 2.75
S51D4 50 1560.88¢ 1610.37 1624.69 2.36 1572.59 1574.62 3.64
S51D5_50 1333.67¢ 1361.84 1373.77 2.81 1337.67 . 1342.36 3.39
S51D6_50 2169.10° 2209.85 2226.01 2.64 2188.08  2189.48 4.33
S76D2_75 1087.40¢ 1122.24 1124.39 5.64 1099.84 1103.14 8.67
S76D3_75 1427.81° 1473.66 1481.23 6.51 1437.62 1447.05 11.05
S76D4_75 2079.76¢ 2142.65 2147.43 7.06 2091.92 2094.19 13.83
S101D2 100 1378.43¢ 1418.53 1426.97 13.05 1397.40 1400.03 27.48
S101D3.100 1874.81° 1941.42 1948.98 12.54 1906.71 1908.38 24.88
S101D5 100 2791.22¢ 2902.79 2904.43 1041 2824.73 2826.99 22.42
Average 1578.13 1624.21 1632.39 6.18 1592.57 1596.00 11.35
Avg. gap (%)f . 2.75% 3.29% 0.84% 1.11%

ez A7 P e drd iR 4 T35 % ¢ 4 Archettietal. [5] #P 5 & & 2
320 = 3 {7 chd 4,0 20 = #4 7 60T 3; 57, 3.9 GHz.; 9 B id 2 kR 5 Archetti et al. [5];
B %2 %ik 5 Silvaetal. [44]; T2 5|38~ A2 BKS 42 T3

9.3 SRC+VND 2 SRC+RVND #f2% »xt &

hAa it g &P o A7 A 4% SRC+VND » SRC+RVND £ SRC+VNDai = % /% &
7% /A w]jp)3% SDVRP (32 4%) - SDVRP-MDA (128 )14 2 SDVRP-LND (22 42) = & ° 3%
SR AR 0 S RGE 182 AR X GIAE X MR kAT RIB B R R FE LS AR AL 02
»:LT— >

o

=
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# 9.2 7 F ¥® 8% {5 ¥ SDVRPs 24 »cq & %
Algorithm Best run Average
BKS BKS - .
0, 0,
gap (%) found  improved total time (s)  gap (%) time (s)
SRC+VND? -0.03% 96 37 22.39 - -
SRC+RVND?2P -0.12% 99 42 476.96 0.02%  23.85
SRC+VNDa? -0.18% 100 52 2711.31 - -
2i7,3.9 GHz; ° 20 = 34 {7
AR o gEEaE g d B RfEraE U E T oo d £ 92 %

AR ek b 2_SRC+VNDay > SRC+RVND > SRC+VND » @ %

5 4_SRC+VND > SRC+RVND >~ SRC+VNDgj ¢ 4wt

HT T“‘

U RF N

TR AT ok RS AL F

SRC+VNDa R} 7] 5 7 & 535 120 %

] ﬁ?‘i kil

20 I"mL-rrFE}Fm

=

S

b dofz

PEF S m fER R 4R
&g & iR KfEeh
\m%W%ﬁ’uﬁkﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁi’ﬁ@iﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁgﬁWﬁﬁ$°
B 9.2 % SRC+VND -~ SRC+RVND & SRC+VNDa1 = £ /% 5 /2 & it %
» 12 SRC+VND ¢his & 5 St k5

B o f2 g it
» SRC+RVND 7] % 20
T b ¥ oA BT 0.1%: L g R
7 I mVND#U?" SHIf 0

120 & enid

B R ¥ g SRCHVND 4 2.5 015%:'1"153:51 tE R o d 1Y Pgtjﬂ; v/ 2 > SRC+RVND
- 2R RfEsc S g dangid 2 o JLoh s AT EEAVND EEEF T & N
AR R 538 VNDa R 2 % - plEdi e T T30 Bk 3 5 ‘gf—,ﬁ,% RN g
plEm 2 o RlEZ FEA BB R S o s PR A ERY L > AT
R W B A - SRCHRUND » % X 7 12 ik B 403 5T L3 A2 R 0
SRC+RVND e f iz =t fic = ~ 4@ o B JOREERHEeimifi & i 5 4o 12§ & Bkt 303 o

REYES ARG cnfles o
0.00%
SRC+VND
gap: -0.03%
-0.05% ‘/ time: 22.39s
\‘..\
\ LI
LY e
. Se
— 010% F % Seel
o * ~~‘~
[1+] [ “, SRC+VNDa||
(@)) L e
-0.15% Seo gap: -0.18%
Teeel time: 2711.31s
SRC+RVND Tea /
-0.20% | gap: -0.12% hE N .
time: 476.96s
-0.25% . . . . . .
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500
time (s)
B 9.2 »FT 3 FRE KR 2 47 R
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0.4 § =T B2 A B B R SR ATRACE 2370

A &tk @ VRP R 3E ~ B feif = U4 0 SDVRP-LND #4217 2 SDVRP R
FREA AL dntfe S At it > AT U R FJEE SetB 5 A 5 e0p B3R o
A w44 SetB ¢ & GIEE B AR F B % 97 18«7 VRP (12 SRC+VND~SRC+RVND
12 % SRC+VNDay Ff% kmax=1 557 SDVRP-LND) ~SDVRP-LND 12 2 SDVRP ¢ if =
Ao TP EBEVRP A% amEL 4932937 > % IHFLGIRELH ¥ 2%
SVRP &3 %% ;% 3-4% 56749 5 SDVRP-LND # & kmax = 2 2 % 3 gk
%% (cost) M Z &g tgR (saving) o ¥ 7-8 R 5 A5 3 Ff% SDVRP s i & % 12
EEgtgR o 2 93BT o - AL EIRESHTIDE c Y FR B ZLFENLT D

X2 ¥ (12 SDVRP-LND # 5]) :

z(VRP) - 2(SDVRP - LND)
2(VRP)

x100% (16)

% 93% vd 23 4o F RO, AR K AR L B E R ST 58 A5 3L
B H o d &% 15 & e B A RLL 5] kmax =2 #3 SDVRP-LND B » Ap it
kmax = 1 5 VRP % &2 A ¥ & 7§ 3.85% > kmax = 3 PF a4 2 4.11% » 3| & 24| S e
SDVRP B ¥ & % 4.17% -

93 § ApREXHEALHE LGS 2 PRI L

VRP SDVRP-LND SDVRP-LND SDVRP

Set B (kmax = 1) (kmax =2) (kmax =3) (kmax = o)

Instance cost cost saving (%) cost saving (%) cost saving (%)
S51D2 50 717.19 709.39 1.09% 709.39 1.09% 709.39 1.09%
S51D3 50 973.28 952.33 2.15% 951.09 2.28% 951.09 2.28%
S51D4 50 1676.42 1573.70 6.13% 1567.66 6.49% 1567.66 6.49%
S51D5 50 1435.64 1340.04 6.66% 1339.68 6.68% 1336.49 6.91%
S51D6_50 2402.35  2230.35 7.16% 2193.61 8.69% 2186.41 8.99%
S76D2_75 111171 1098.20 1.22% 1098.2 1.22% 1098.20 1.22%
S76D3_75 1462.81  1441.73 1.44% 1433.61 2.00% 1433.61 2.00%
S76D4_75 2186.32  2095.65 4.15% 2091.09 4.36% 2091.09 4.36%
$101D2 100 1407.88 1389.08 1.34% 1389.08 1.34% 1389.08 1.34%
$101D3 100 1948.58 1904.92 2.24% 1904.23 2.28% 1901.27 2.43%
S101D5 100 3091.92 2819.51 8.81% 2819.51 8.81% 2819.51 8.81%
Average 1674.01 1595.90 3.85% 1590.65 4.11% 1589.44 4.17%

SR LR T U R 8228 SDVRP-LND $3¢ fie i chde & S fici (7940 27 &
g oty B (kmax =2 £13.85%17 2 kmax = 3 ¢ 4.11%) % 143t % > 2 % *T4] 1 SDVRP
(4.17%) - # # > % SDVRP-LND srikmax =3 p¥ » 11 3L 6487 @4 34Lenfji & 53¢
% % '24]c7SDVRP » H 42 8 35 % ¥ i 5] SDVRP thffz & % » 22 SDVRP th& 4 428
W4 §E 0.06% o st 2R SDVRP-LND fos & } et 4 ik R F o fioif = e L4 7=
L9 ir s chi) &> ¢ SDVRP-LND 2% if £ 17 5 15 4 2 fmit R o § & 2.7 7+
* o
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A B|fRiE B REL AR AL SDVRP »r 1989 #4811 £ @ 5 #ig = L EER o H
BEEL - B KT I 530D fRL ik FIRTE o SDVRP citeriy = 6 0§50
FHyp S A? pedp AN o et 1 57 a4 50%- e A F AR 0 b
AR E RS SN g S E i Ra g S B TE L hR A o FOT s 4o
i# SDVRP «}LEEG\' r AT B Pﬁiiz»é—;%‘r{— ERRAITE S G v‘/—"% (Gulczynski et al. [29])

PR o KB e B2 A B é‘f iﬁw P 3 (SDVRP with
Minimum Dellvery Amounts, SDVRR-MDA) - ##7 3 B] g =t % 1) 1/ fie i = #ici® 5 "] e
B pei¥ =t U] o B feiE B mE AR 32 | (SDVRP with Limited Number of Deliveries,
SDVRP-LND) » r2 #f A 2)fe i i § L B cruis® (& -

##17 2 SDVRP ~ SDVRP-MDA 12 2 SDVRP-LND % 148 > ¥ & = i# fj2sc%
SrrF A B ART ok D 5 £ A BLER RS 0% 9 SRCHIMP 5 & 72 7F 15 - SRC+IMP
PRfRRG Y A DR E M AT £ g M R A R R
Mg S E o H P sdednfi A A e SRCF SBof R d AL B ok
e i¥Adafd 7 o oF @bt i L fice IMP ¢ RAT4E - B ANSERR AR AR TR et
I SNEC RIS 3 & 2 » ¥ e 8 @ 50F 2 » 2 VND & & RVND % 6 88 {1k ie
FHF :xk o A7 7 41* SDVRP » SDVRP-MDA 122 SDVRP-LND ik 5 %8 B i& {7 F
ERE SO IR Y R

J

1. F 4w B 22 SDVRP-LND 12 fie £ 4 % 7 &0 & $22 B 3L el 8 2R 50 ~ &
Beft i3 & VRP AR A 4 i 4304 i FAH B -

2. WEFRFS R EFOIT B (1) B A WF &K RAail T RE
(2) ARG RO IEFPER T G e A F ;;,gzigs ﬂ%fﬁngjé;ﬁo(g) DR
Bhivip B B4EH 0 T4l * SNEC if et 32 AR BRERILEF L 4 o (4) T
e 2 SR B R R R S A T w y

3. kfagox g o A3 SRCHIMP R e g % & A M eh2 B 7 A G
SRC+VND 122 SRC+RVND = fs {7 * 5% o &ip|:# SDVRP ~ SDVRP-MDA 12 2
SDVRP-LND = % s 5 35 & 182 3515 5 &[4 e/ % % I SRC+RVND K f# % 7%
iE>> SRC+VND- # % % % SDVRP = & > %+ 32 B % 3 £ f2ehT 39 1 5 0.36%>
H % »x ¥ =x 4 ILS (Silvaetal.[44]) ; & SDVRP-MDA = & - %+ 128 B & % 48 £z
T35 % L-027% 0 ¢ RF 814y Rpk 364 vk i£f2; & SDVRP-LND = & -
2B F HAEY P RE SR A R r REL 54 THRMEEL L 0.07% -

4. 4 % SRC #7ie VND ~ RVND srfefa g % i {7 A 47 o BB Rjz % cng»aip ¥ » ¢
FRE RS TR RE S Bk o B EF R RYND s ke {ei ek hiE Y
BPEFEF P FNVND e A ffae ity B ey o
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5. 417 SDVRP- LND #J&7 Ip kmax EpF » H & 4 f2 & 0% v o 3 4§ H% kmax
BTG EF g L gerdp 4 o 4FulE § kmax=3 pF » SDVRP-LND = & &
HaeE & 411% 0 H &g = #icrU4]0 SDVRP 4p £ 1% 0.06% ;5 ishgom Mk e =
“ 4417 SDVRP-LND 7 $f4+ /i & 4 o 60 * i« 3R 15 9077 § A Hpe 4
R REPF > & SDVRP-LND fei% =t #3144 g o

=3 oo 9 2. SRCHIMP £ - 3%%9% 7 KD FRECARR A TR P -

-;o»%mwm1m§,ﬁ FEV RO A m e RfE kA F o LA A4 o d N

NN E rﬂt““’ﬁr%mﬁ’—ﬁ—wP% FRs ZREFF LT EFEI FAOE G

»;ﬁ» Fefz cF oA B hffEa gk o

5 €428 SRC 1 % & 4R 453 ‘ FriwsiEe ad BAg g

§ood A w] g0F 7 NI \ SRR SO RN )

%E'IFFB"?{EE‘J”’*FE';;F - / - m _' %/zpﬁrﬂ)&)‘l‘ﬂ ’
BLF 57 & I
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Problem: Problem: SDVRP
BKS cost: 3381.26

Personal computer: 3.4 GHz i7-3770 processor, 16GB of RAM, Windows7

Benchmark set: C
Our best solution: 3381.28

Instance: SD16_144
Algorithm: SRC+RVND
Computational time: 18.43s

Route Customer (demand) serviced  Route - Customer (demand) serviced = Route Customer (demand) serviced
No. in sequence No. in sequence No. in sequence

1 0, 124(90), 123(10)*, 0 37 0, 114(50)*, 115(50)*, 0 73 0, 11(60), 10(40)*, 0
2 0, 144(90), 143(10)*, 0 38 0, 126(40)*, 125(60), 0 74 0, 13(50)*, 14(50)*, 0
3 0, 74(50)*, 75(50)*, O 39 0, 134(40)*, 133(60), 0 75 0, 21(10)*, 20(90), 0
4 0, 90(40)*, 89(60), 0 40 0, 74(40)*, 73(60), 0 76 0, 27(60), 26(40)*, 0
5 0, 94(40)*, 93(60), 0 41 0, 140(90), 139(10)*, 0 77 0, 29(10)*, 28(90), 0
6 0, 108(90), 107(10)*, 0 42 0, 127(10)*, 128(90), 0 78 0, 33(10)*, 32(90), 0
7 0, 110(50)*, 111(50)*, 0 43 0, 99(50)*, 98(50)*, 0 79 0, 41(50)*, 42(50)*, 0
8 0, 130(40)*, 129(60), 0 44 0, 117(60), 118(40)*, 0 80 0, 39(60), 38(40)*, 0
9 0, 77(60), 78(40)*, 0 45 0, 135(50)*, 134(50)*, 0 81 0, 53(10)*, 52(90), 0
10 0, 87(50)*, 86(50)*, 0 46 0, 127(50)*, 126(50)*, 0 82 0, 57(10)*, 56(90), 0
1 0, 97(60), 98(40)*, 0 47 0, 75(10)*, 76(90), 0 83 0, 64(90), 65(10)*, O
12 0, 103(10)*, 104(90), 0 48 0, 96(90), 95(10)*, 0 84 0, 69(10)*, 68(90), 0
13 0, 113(60), 114(40)*, 0 49 0, 111(10)*, 112(90), 0 85 0, 10(50)*, 9(50)*, O
14 0, 121(60), 122(40)*, 0 50 0, 135(10)*, 136(90), 0 86 0, 12(90), 13(10)*, O
15 0, 139(50)*, 138(50)*, 0 51 0, 92(90), 91(10)*, O 87 0, 30(50)*, 29(50)*, 0
16 0, 79(10)*, 80(90), 0 52 0, 110(40)*, 109(60), 0 88 0, 30(40)*, 31(60), 0
17 0, 86(40)*, 85(60), 0 53 0, 119(10)*, 120(90), 0 89 0, 46(50)*, 45(50)*, 0
18 0, 95(50)*, 94(50)*, 0 54 0, 91(50)*, 90(50)*, 0 90 0, 46(40)*, 47(60), 0
19 0, 107(50)*, 106(50)*, 0 55 0, 4(90), 5(10)*, 0 91 0, 66(40)*, 67(60), 0
20 0,123(50)*, 122(50)*, 0 56 0, 17(50)*, 18(50)*, 0 92 0, 65(50)*, 66(50)*, 0
21 0, 141(60), 142(40)*, 0 57 0, 22(40)*, 23(60), 0 93 0, 2(50)*, 1(50)*, 0
22 0, 82(40)*, 81(60), O 58 0, 34(50)*, 33(50)*, 0 94 0, 18(40)*, 19(60), 0
23 0, 82(50)*, 83(50)*, 0 59 0, 40(90), 41(10)*, 0 95 0, 36(90), 37(10)*, 0
24 0, 100(90), 99(10)*, 0 60 0, 50(40)*, 51(60), 0 96 0, 54(40)*, 55(60), 0
25 0, 118(50)*, 119(50)*, 0 61 0, 58(40)*, 59(60), 0 97 0, 2(40)*, 3(60), 0

26 0, 138(40)*, 137(60), 0 62 0, 70(50)*, 69(50)*, 0 98 0, 14(40)*, 15(60), 0
27 0, 143(50)*, 142(50)*, 0 63 0, 6(40)*, 7(60), 0 99 0, 22(50)*, 21(50)*, 0
28 0, 88(90), 87(10)*, 0 64 0, 16(90), 17(10)*, 0 100 0, 37(50)*, 38(50)*, 0
29 0, 106(40)*, 105(60), 0 65 0, 24(90), 25(10)*, O 101 0, 45(10)*, 44(90), 0
30 0, 131(10)*, 132(90), 0 66 0, 34(40)*, 35(60), 0 102 0, 54(50)*, 53(50)*, 0
31 0, 115(10)*, 116(90), 0 67 0, 42(40)*, 43(60), 0 103 0, 62(50)*, 61(50)*, 0
32 0, 131(50)*, 130(50)*, 0 68 0, 50(50)*, 49(50)*, 0 104 0, 1(10)*, 72(90), 0
33 0, 78(50)*, 79(50)*, 0 69 0, 58(50)*, 57(50)*, 0 105 0, 62(40)*, 63(60), 0
34 0, 83(10)*, 84(90), 0 70 0, 70(40)*, 71(60), 0 106 0, 25(50)*, 26(50)*, 0
35 0, 102(40)*, 101(60), 0 71 0, 5(50)*, 6(50)*, 0 107 0, 49(10)*, 48(90), 0
36 0, 102(50)*, 103(50)*, 0 72 0, 9(10)*, 8(90), 0 108 0, 61(10)*, 60(90), 0

*denotes a split delivery
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Problem: SDVRP-MDA
BKS cost: 2118.86

Benchmark set: B
Our best solution: 2103.78

Personal computer: 3.9 GHz i7 processor, 16GB of RAM, Windows7

Instance: S76D4_75 (p = 0.2)

Algorithm: SRC+VNDy,
Computational time: 2837.47s

Route Route

No. Customer (demand) serviced in sequence No. Customer (demand) serviced in sequence
1 0, 48(7)*, 47(18)*, 36(21)*, 60(98), 37(16)*, 0 20 0, 30(5)*, 21(143), 28(10)*, 0

2 0, 33(14)*, 64(121), 22(25), 0 21 0, 13(37)*, 54(41), 19(82), 0

3 0, 25(39)*, 55(55), 18(26), 50(35), 0 22 0, 48(21)*, 5(36), 29(84), 4(18)*, 0
4 0, 20(37), 70(87), 37(36)*, 0 23 0, 2(20)*, 74(103), 30(19)*, 4(13)*, 0
5 0, 51(14)*, 16(25), 24(44), 44(20), 32(47), 40(9)*, 0 24 0, 8(17)*, 53(143), 0

6 0, 14(29), 59(101), 11(30)*, 0 25 0, 67(143), 0

7 0, 47(68)*, 69(89), 0 26 0, 12(17)*, 39(143), 0

8 0, 23(35), 56(73), 1(52)*, 0 27 0, 6(22)*, 63(131), 0

9 0, 58(27)*, 10(33), 31(100), 0 28 0, 36(21)*, 71(139), 0

10 0, 6(17)*, 43(126), 33(17)*, 0 29 0, 58(12)*, 72(143), 12(5)*, 0

1 0, 11(80)*, 66(72), 38(8)*, 0 30 0, 68(138), 0

12 0, 28(37)*, 61(121), 0 31 0, 8(24)*, 35(133), 0

13 0, 40(24)*, 25(85)*, 9(51), 0 32 0, 34(24), 46(31), 52(49), 27(50), 0
14 0, 3(139), 0 33 0, 4(34)*, 45(126), 0

15 0, 57(42)*, 15(118), 0 34 0,7(143), 0

16 0, 2(26)*, 62(60), 73(74), 0 35 0, 26(24), 17(135), 0

17 0, 58(10)*, 38(17)*, 65(105), 11(28)*, 0 36 0, 75(124), 0

18 0, 13(65)*, 57(93)*, 0 37 0, 41(96), 42(27), 1(34)*, 0

19 0, 51(18)*, 49(141), 0

*denotes a split delivery
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Problem: SDVRP-LND Benchmark set: B Instance: S76D2_75 (kmax = 2)
BKS cost: 1098.33 Our best solution: 1098.20 Algorithm: SRC+RVND
Personal computer: 3.9 GHz i7 processor, 16GB of RAM, Windows7 Computational time: 13.82s
Route

No. Customer (demand) serviced in sequence

1 0, 48(7)*, 69(22), 71(18), 60(45), 70(46), 20(22), 0

2 0, 43(27), 41(43), 42(46), 64(38), 73(6)*, 0

3 0, 9(44), 25(35), 55(21), 18(23), 50(29), 17(8)*, 0

4 0, 67(6)*, 35(35), 14(18), 59(20), 66(47), 11(34)*, O

5 0, 48(37)*, 47(25), 36(33), 21(23), 74(40), 0

6 0, 51(8)*, 49(32), 24(24), 56(47), 23(46), 0

7 0, 26(9)*, 58(29), 10(17), 31(39), 39(31), 72(16), 12(19), 0

8 0, 68(10)*, 2(22), 28(26), 61(16), 22(29), 62(40), 73(17)*, 0

9 0, 17(14)*, 40(37), 32(29), 44(41), 3(22), 51(15)*, 0

10 0, 5(47), 37(47), 15(46), 57(20), O

1 0, 26(26)*, 38(47), 65(19), 11(8)*, 53(26), 7(34), 0

12 0, 67(12)*, 34(46), 52(43)*, 27(43), 4(16)*, 0

13 0, 52(4)*, 13(35), 54(16), 19(47), 8(18), 46(40), 0

14 0, 6(20), 33(47), 1(44), 63(19), 16(20), 0

15 0, 4(2)*, 45(38), 29(43), 30(41), 68(18)*, 75(18), 0
*denotes a split delivery
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