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Abstract: Reentrant hybrid flowshop scheduling is widely found in many industries such as semiconductor manufactur-
ing and printed circuit board fabrication, where a job visits some processing stages for several times. A multi-stage dynamic
reentrant hybrid flowshop problem with transportation time is studied with the objective of minimizing total weighted com-
pletion time. Then an integer programming model is formulated and two improved Lagrangian relaxation (LR) algorithms
are presented based on job decoupling. In these algorithms, dynamic programming is improved to speedup the resolution
of job-level subproblems and interleaved subgradient optimization is designed to obtain an effective multiplier updating
direction. Testing results demonstrate that the two proposed LR algorithms outperform the traditional LR in terms of so-
lution quality and running time. Both of the two algorithms could get better near-optimal schedules within an acceptable
computational time.
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kespan, X T B[ BERHFSP, SCHk [3182 H 143 32 € At
SRR R R A SR (41 BP0y PHZE 2D RN 1 4
HH R TR 2 A ) 4 1) o S R VR S A
SRFA T Cauchy 70 A5 (VR & RL TR, X5 T2 B
EXRHFSP, SCHR [5]75 58 T 55— BB (& 2> TAEuh)
ANTR] J2 18] A K PR B ) A 2 T ) st [, 2
TR R AR R R AR DL MR AR
2 SCHR[6]75 18 1IN TR B 200K, 25 5 RO I s 1) 7
2, TR T M S NR A A R

B/ M I SE B 8], SCRR [ 7148 1 1 36T 5+
A UK FEVE A% B H FA SR REREAT SR A TR (81U
FI8 T AL 2R EAE R, Bt T E S
FIIAT R B2 B A B 1 8 st B0 45 381 v /N R AE
[ R AICAE.

AN /IMY makespan FILUEHEIH, SCHER [9-10]5 5132
th 1 A Pareto 72 A AN ik ) 2 T2 ST AR B
W SCER IS T BOWI Lorenz U 2R G K fil H B
.yt KA HREIUR FH 2 M /M B K e e T,
SCHR (1217 FH Lorenz 4t i ok & 2 i 1 #T 0 2 HARigif:
L. X BIZSRHFSP, ARG | iR a] |
SRR AR RO H br e K, SCER (13132 H
T T SR (R S R AT LA

W LTk, & FRHAFSPHIH 7T £ < Emakespan ]
R, T TR IR e R 18] H AR BT e AN RN T
B B I PR P Y- A D i e AT ) 1) PRI TR 4248, i
WA T % H AR OB IT kbl 2 S0, REA AT 7T
(U SCHR [7-81)1X % FEHFSP ) A] B N RFPE, 1 R 5 &
SR AR PP v ) AR O TR) A i (), X ey
TER 5T NAEAFRHFSP B T SEPRAE ™, (H AR
fiff SE S . R, 25 R AR AR IN TR B TR F) 3 i T,
1BE BT LA sh A S R GRS, H2 T AT
FU T 18 50 2% R ) 2 2 7T BN TR S K 2R A) 3
(multi-stage dynamic reentrant hybrid flow-shop sche-
duling with transportation consideration, MDRHFS-
TC), BFESR B e/ MU AL e B 1] 1 BE IR A1 3%

HURHFSPHI K AT 5, 2 B se AL 5%,
X Hik% B H Fasth(Lagrangian relaxation, LR)IX 283
TR B AL SR BB TC SR B2, 3 SR
[7-8)X4R Fl T LREEAT SR A, (HLHT# AR 4t BAR ) 7
ISR 525 J o WA FH B aS HRIAS 217 [ s e
fige, L 2500k 2 5 K A S0 B 7 1 AT I TR B
H T LR BA BT 0 73 e Ve HLBE 9 ) o SR T
bR aE AR TRIBR), PR, A ST U LRFE BA
AR AFMDRHFS-TC.
2 b EA (Problem formulation)
2.1 9] @HHA (Problem description)

YEMDRHFS-TCH, A n/MEI L LA Ty, Jo,- -,

o}, NI BN S, A TAF L UHE IS, St
oo, St HIRFAAR UL, BN LI B f - my &
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Gl LT B TSRS RGNS — ML
BB, BT AR 55 12 58 1B B e 0T LIS ]
RSN 8] 2 )55 5 R824 T fE Al Je Ty 2
(AW A B2 IA T L i 424 is i T R e R A%,
LR AZ S S 1] 5 0 i 18] 20 0725 18, DASHEBIUAL 25 14 52
AT A2 v e R 3R P2 1) A A S/ M AR
SR [H].
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Kl 1 RHFS/REK
Fig. 1 The diagram of RHFS

2.2 B (Mathematical model)
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i=1,---n, l=1,--- L, f=1,---,5-1, (3)
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HIAN R ALFE TSI T AR TR 205, 10 HoH T

SHEBTUAR S 10 TP B 1] Pz 1) el o R EEAE I A e
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3 ETRik B H RA 5t A4k SR AR SR #E (Opti-
mization strategy based on Lagrangian relax-
ation)
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3.1 Hik%BA HAA s SGE (Improvement of Lagrangi-

an relaxation)
FINAE GRS B H 3T {up, A TRZIR(2), AT 45
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3.2 T EhE MBI AT 19 BR # (Solving
job level subproblems using dynamic program-
ming)
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(13)
3.3 BT AR TS T A BR A (Sol-

ving job level subproblems using improved dy-
namic programming)
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H(l, f+1,cap + Pias + Tap),a.0+0) b
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Fig. 2 Backward dynamic programming

3.4 W4T RAI#iE (Construction of feasible soluti-
ons)
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MIEELUEZE FI B AP 51, AT 31 HELE S5 1A
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3 WA

Fig. 3 The pairwise interchange method

3.5 BT IRBEEEARAL X 48 ] K A# (Solving the
dual problem using subgradient optimization)
X TR B L 361 ) B, SRAFRHE I 250 0 1 Aoh P8
HER
u't =u’ + ANg(u’), v=0,1,2,---,  (18)
Horp g(u”) NG (u?) KRB, g(u?) 35T (30 3 X
), NREORERIGE K, B
" G* -G
* = g
3.6 FET 5L S BEARAL RO 48 il RBUSK f# (Solv-

ing the dual problem using interleaved subgra-

0<p<2. (19)

dient optimization)

YA P S35 W5 L SRR i 1 1 T A8 1 i (a2
BR[8, 15-16]), & ZREFIIEACTAURME Fr A 7 H L,
PR L 224 [ SR AR A RE T I, H SR AR IR, T
HZEER R G IR S HEIEAS PSR 8.
TGRS, ASDETN SR T G SRS, G
P2 S Ak eV BE G SR, bundleddi 8!, SO IR
PRI B R R U201 55 25 PR SR 7 I i) 22
3R, D BEIGEAIT 5 B ] DAL B AR B AR A BT
A1 2R, AT B B OB AL TV,
S b AR, ARSI S ME— A7)
R, T At i PR A PR AR DA T — DAL, Fe itk
TR BT 1.
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ut =u +0°g(u”), v=0,1,2,---,  (20)  ISO-LRI3N A14™. K fi# ¥ 4] i}, DP&SO-LRI1F]
. g 45 HL o A B R S B MO K AR
O(L(S — 1)K?); IDP&SO-LRI2HIIDP&ISO-LRI3
gu’) = 22 Xage = my, QD iy T e AR T B BT R
o B R SRR MRS I 3, TR, TR A S
O =B 0Pl D A, HTRERO(2L(S - DK).

37 3 P A SR AR (Three optimization algori- 4 15 5%k (Simulation experiments)

thms) 4.1 SZ56 B 19 77 4 (Generation of experimental

AR5 L3 17 R AN R SR A 7 2 A0 3 1 [l R A
[F) SEHTIT i, Bt SRR AR SR

1) DP&SO-LRINF % Fon AT —Bahas
# K (dynamic programming)Fl X 46 & 5 44 (subgradi-
ent optimization)JLR &%,

2) IDP&SO-LRI2FLE: o Hk T it sh & Hk
(improved dynamic programming) 1t A AL LR
AP

3) IDP&ISO-LRI3SHE: FomF: T ot sl ikl
F0 5725 OB 74 (interleaved subgradient optimization)
FILRELZ:, HIAR a4 .

2v=0,p=1

R, p

Wit MUBT
BUHI BT R 1
[
¥

v=v+1, I HBoRE
AR HA% B H I+

RALRAREE 04> 7 -
Fofth T AR OR 55 T EZI
—UIERAANE, THEAR
FEH i H A

p=p+l

!

FL T T ) ) A A 3 v
ATIR, VAT H bR

Kl 4 IDP&ISO-LRI3HZIFEA
Fig. 4 The flowchart of the IDP&ISO-LRIJ3 algorithm

R3S, A8 R B AT )RR
AN IRTHII NS x K. {HDP&SO-LRI1FIIDP&SO-
LRI2BEREAR 75 SR 10 7 7] /L 4503 A A, THIDP&:

data)

LGB BT B3 MR B, AL AR AN It 22 20 2.
RIF L BT S B R R, i {n, L, S,
my} 4R S EOT PR A LA AR LA, TR
A, BEHLF= A 104 SE 4, PR b o S 2R T8 x 2 x
3 x 3 x 10 = 1440 MA[FI Sz

1 AT A REAUR A6 S5

Table 1 Parameters for generating random problems

S A

T4 {10, 20, 30,40, 50, 60, 80, 100}
BB {3,4}

HNZHL {2,3,4}

B BINIAREL {4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13,--- , 24}

J0 A fa] U[10, 20]
petcning [ U3, 6]
RIS 8] UJ1, 6]
TAAE U[1,10]

4.2 M (Comparison of algorithms)

FIFHCIEF X LR 3ME LT 9n e, 75 Windows7
B AE & 4 (64 1) 19 1T & HL (Intel Core i5-5200 U
2.20GHz) i1y, Seatah Risid xHH F B (Gap(%) =
(UB—LB)/LB x 100%, F£ /: UBN 15 2| 1 & ££ | 5t
1, LB AR B 1) S A~ FHE) A 38 6 48 8] B (SGap
(%) = (UB—LB')/LB’ x 100%, H: A LB’ Ay 4R fLHx}
18 H B 1A eN)MICPUR ] (Time) S &
PRI 3P AR, A4 P AR R 45 1 25 A, BI04
RSN TF0.5% SEAR UL FISO0RT, F2 712 1. R
SE B A= 7 B85 R ] () B, B B oK Is AT I
(81900 s{ER— M5 1R 2% A

FE2HH T 104 A FIASE i 758 (1) 30 Sk 1 s 47
g R REAMEN{n, L, S, m }HI10A S5 P
B R (B G —AT). NRATTLUE H, 3FhELIL#TRE
53 = R AR, BT IDP&SO-LRI2 Al IDP&
ISOLRJ3, DP&SO-LRI1 At 75 {1 50 (B ZEKAT £
DP&SO-LRI1TE F-14676.47 s N 15 510.93% ] 1 15 %}
BRI, 1 IDP&SO-LRI2 il IDP&ISO-LRI3ZTEF-1
4.14 sF13.02 s73 145 510.47 % F10.95% 1] “F- 15 %t 415 []
FR. BT 7EDP&SO-LRI1 HEFKIEARERE XA T A+
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(T AT RETT A6 I L[] T+ SEIL 2, BT DATEA BRI
I 18] N 3 AT A IEARER D, TR . R 2

SEGRAR P A TR) ) B B AR IR B KRR [ R s
AR T IDP&SO-LRI2FIIDP&ISO-LRI3.

k2 n=1003MH k0 LR

Table 2 Computational results of the three algorithms for n = 10

DP&SO-LRIJ1 IDP&SO-LRJ2 IDP&ISO-LRI3

@ n,L,S,mys : : :
Gap Time ItN Gap Time ItN SGap Gap Time ItN
1 10,2,3,4 0.51 321.66 217.30 0.51 2.03 217.30 1.29 1.30 1.00 500.00
2 10,2,3,5 0.42 274.04 183.50 0.42 1.61 183.50 1.18 1.17 0.97 500.00
3 10,2,3,6 0.49 163.68 115.50 0.49 1.02 11550 1.06 1.06 0.95 500.00
4 10,3,3,4 0.64 731.41 138.50 0.40 4.33 223.10 0.94 0.94 2.10 500.00
5 10,3,3,5 0.47 555.29 104.20 0.47 2.27 11540 0.84 0.84 2.13 500.00
6 10,3,3,6  0.49 559.97 106.00 0.49 2.08 106.00 0.83 0.83 2.01 494.80
7 10,4,3,4 1.63 900.00 68.50 0.47 7.64 208.60 1.03 1.03 3.87 500.00
8 10,4,3,5 1.25 900.00 67.90 0.47 3.49 97.50 0.71 0.71 3.52 500.00
9 10,4,3,6 0.94 900.00 69.20 0.49 3.38 95.80 0.73 0.73 3.32 495.90
10 10,2,4,4 0.50 583.64 156.90 0.49 2.79 179.30 1.31 1.31 1.68 500.00
11 10,2,4,5 047 464.18 123.20 0.47 1.95 123.20 1.15 1.15 1.66 500.00
12 10,2,4,6 0.49 422.64 113.70 0.49 1.77 113.70 1.07 1.07 1.65 500.00
13 10,3,4,4 1.34 900.00 70.70 0.49 5.92 162.40 0.94 0.94 3.57 500.00
14 10,3,4,5 1.18 900.00 69.90 0.49 3.72 10520 0.84 0.84 3.35 492.90
15 10,3,4,6  1.05 900.00 70.60 0.47 3.86 110.30 0.75 0.74 3.51 500.00
16 10,4,4,4 2.38 900.00 29.30 0.47 12.88 200.40 0.95 0.95 6.36 500.00
17 10,4,4,5 1.55 900.00 29.60 0.48 7.24 114.80 0.71 0.71 6.42 500.00
18 10,4,4,6  1.02 900.00 29.40 0.48 6.54 103.30 0.69 0.69 6.37 500.00
Py 0.93 676.47 97.99 047 4.14 143.07 0.95 0.95 3.02 499.09

34N T 23K 1004 T AR ) R F~F- 3 I
iR NRHAIAREILL T 4518

1) AN [EIRUASE Py I 5, P P ARV R IS REAE nT 52 1)
I [R] PY45 B B LA . kIR S, HIDP
&SO-LRI215 2| [P fif i) i = AL T IDP&ISO-LRI3, {H
IDP&ISO-LRI3 T 5 132 17 I [A] LLIDP& SO-LRJI2 %
5 1t 2. IDP&SO-LRI2 1) Xt 18 [8] B Lt IDP&ISO-
LRI3F- 13[4 7 1.74%, TIDP&ISO-LRI3 )iz 47 i
8] ] ELIDP& SO-LRI2 I A 1 105.79 s.

2) XFF20-50 TR 1] 7, IDP&SO-LRJ2
167 141195.49 s PN £5 31) (9 5 7 25 3 48 18] B S41.04%;
IDP&ISO-LRIZET-15194.59 s PN 45 51 - Fo 3455 1]
Bt N2.51%, A B2 T A5 18] B 92.52%. K] I, HARIDP
&SO-LRI2FI%HE E i ELIDP&ISO-LRIZ I FEAL T
1.47%, (BSR4 ELIDP&ISO-LRIZE | —154.

3) XF F60-100 T 4 FiL A5 1) ] &, IDP&SO-
LRJ2 7E1- 45 727.65 s N 45 2] (1] i ~F 35 %% 8] B A
3.14%; IDP&ISO-LRJ3 7£F-151615.34 s N 1331 (1) = °F
) %53 48 8] B N5.26%, A3 8 18] Bt 45.20%. K] 1,

IDP&SO-LRI2 Xt 18 7] B LLIDP&ISO-LRI3
YRR T 2.12%, {Hi1HH B A L IDP&SO-LRI2 £ 1
112.31's. Fifi 5 i) /LRSS () 386 K, S92 i 4847 I [ 4
A RGN, PR GRS SR e, S SRR IR R
BAT B IEARB N T KB AT I [ SR 81k, i
ifii, IDP&ISO-LRI3 5 IDP&SO-LRI2AH Eb ) ) 1] 41
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PAIDP&ISO-LRI3 T 75 (i (8] s 1k 4R is
1TIDP&SO-LRI2, EISHIH T A [RIFUE [ @ {n, L,

S, m g IS
({20,3, 3,61, {40,3,3,10}, {60,3,3, 14},

{80,3,3,18},{100, 3, 3,22})

% 3 n € {20,30,40,50} B # AP H kK49 -F 34 3445 8] 17 A= CPU B 4]

FRICARER )X [ B AR ke B . NIl e, 7EAH IR
FOTHSRER ] P9, BAR B ) DA 3K, IDP&ISO-
LRI37F 3 1 AL 5 7] B % %2 T IDP&SO-LRJ2, {H
IDP&ISO-LRIBWSIGH SRR, Fir & (SR ] ELID-
P&SO-LRI2FAF %, IXAESLPR TV A =iy L.

Table 3 Average duality gap and CPU time of two algorithms for n € {20, 30,40, 50}

] 85t n, L, S,mg

IDP&SO-LRIJ2

IDP&ISO-LRJ3

W\ n,L,S, my

IDP&SO-LRIJ2

IDP&ISO-LRJ3

Gap Time SGap Gap Time Gap  Time SGap Gap Time

1 20,2,3,6 0.50 15.80 1.94 1.94 4.57 37 40,2,3,10 2.74 106.88 5.17 5.19 29.87
2 20,2,3,7 046  9.20 1.73 1.73 4.53 38 40,2,3,11 0.73  87.30 277 277 29.46
3 20,2,3,8 0.45 6.83 1.79 1.79 4.45 39 40,2,3,12 046 52.39 246 246 29.44
4 20,3,3,6 0.81 51.12 191 191 10.15 40  40,3,3,10 3.80 238.92 5.56 5.60 72.88
5 20,3,3,7 048 20.48 142 1.42 10.12 41 40,3,3,11 1.54 239.59 3.24 324 T74.16
6 20,3,3,8 0.49 13.20 1.30 1.30 10.09 42 40,3,3,12 0.49 163.56 2.02 2.02 75.66
7 20,4,3,6 1.08 90.70 2.02 2.02 1748 43 40,4,3,10 5.03 442.14 6.52 6.62 130.90
8 20,4,3,7 049 36.03 1.20 1.20 17.21 44 40,4,3,11 2.08 433.64 3.45 3.46 134.56
9 20,4,3,8 047 21.77 1.08 1.08 17.15 45  40,4,3,12 049 353.27 191 1.91 136.19
10 20,2,4,6 0.46 26.88 1.81 1.82 847 46 40,2,4,10 0.44 125.50 247 247 59.92
11 20,2,4,7 046 19.02 1.83 1.83 8.46 47  40,2,4,11 046 103.63 2.36 2.36 58.85
12 20,2,4,8 0.49 10.23 1.68 1.68 8.44 48 40,2,4,12 046 70.48 2.27 227 58.98
13 20,3,4,6 0.46 53.24 1.60 1.61 17.93 49  40,3,4,10 0.48 297.17 2.03 2.03 141.95
14 20,3,4,7 047 36.50 1.40 1.40 17.76 50  40,3,4,11 0.48 175.22 2.00 2.00 135.67
15 20,3,4,8 049 2231 1.34 1.34 17.69 51  40,3,4,12 0.48 181.83 1.76 1.76 136.56
16  20,4,4,6 0.46 124.30 1.35 1.35 31.69 52 40,4,4,10 0.46 574.84 1.82 1.82 228.70
17 20,4,4,7 0.48 64.27 1.14 1.14 31.28 53 40,4,4,11 0.44 386.72 1.67 1.67 226.98
18 20,4,4,8 044 37.10 1.08 1.08 31.33 54  40,4,4,12 0.49 201.36 1.48 1.48 224.36
19 30,2,3,8 1.72  54.96 4.04 4.06 13.96 55 50,2,3,12 3.96 170.23 6.50 6.53 64.66
20 30,2,3,9 0.51 26.52 2.27 227 13.89 56  50,2,3,13 1.36 171.05 3.79 3.79 64.25
21 30,2,3,10 045 20.76 220 2.20 13.92 57 50,2,3,14 0.72 125.11 294 294 6343
22 30,3,3,8 236 127.29 4.09 4.12 29.96 58 50,3,3,12 5.37 385.69 7.29 7.36 136.55
23 30,3,3,9 049 80.93 1.78 1.78 29.45 59  50,3,3,13 2.35 381.32 4.27 4.27 135.71
24 30,3,3,10 0.44 64.29 1.72 1.71 29.55 60 50,3,3,14 0.73 364.49 2.66 2.66 129.39
25  30,4,3,8 2.80 228.66 3.99 4.03 57.11 61 50,4,3,12 6.61 702.33 8.21 8.42 226.55
26 30,4,3,9 0.73 220.66 2.05 2.06 56.29 62 50,4,3,13 2.96 728.54 4.47 449 243.82
27 30,4,3,10 0.46 131.33 1.58 1.58 58.90 63 50,4,3,14 1.14 728.85 2.75 2.76 243.94
28 30,2,4,8 0.53 64.11 237 237 26.34 64 50,2,4,12 047 217.72 2.75 2.75 112.83
29 30,2,4,9 0.47 56.01 217 217 26.33 65 50,2,4,13 045 158.27 2.56 2.56 112.02
30 30,2,4,10 0.49 28.12 2.02 2.02 26.26 66 50,2,4,14 046 126.19 2.60 2.60 112.15
31 30,3,4,8 0.46 149.47 1.78 1.78 61.82 67 50,3,4,12 0.49 553.52 2.29 229 265.32
32 30,3,4,9 048 97.11 1.76 1.76 61.87 68 50,3,4,13 0.46 368.98 2.14 214 249.13
33 30,3,4,10 0.49 64.64 1.53 1.53 61.76 69 50,3,4,14 047 23297 2.03 2.03 245.29
34 30,4,4,8 0.45 263.75 1.64 1.64 102.65 70 50,4,4,12 0.53 818.20 1.91 1.91 425.00
35 30,4,4,9 047 163.95 1.42 1.42 103.97 71 50,4,4,13 0.46 608.71 1.74 1.74 422.16
36 30,4,4,10 0.49 103.40 1.32 1.32 103.66 72 50,4,4,14 0.49 393.78 1.67 1.67 426.43
RE2] 1.04 195.49 2.51 2.52 94.59
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Table 4 Average duality gap and CPU time of two algorithms for n € {60, 80,100}

IDP&SO-LRJ2

IDP&ISO-LRIJ3

IDP&SO-LRIJ2

IDP&ISO-LRIJ3

i n, L, S,my - - W@l n,L,S,mys - :
Gap Time SGap Gap Time Gap  Time SGap Gap Time
1 60,2,3,14 4.82 277.35 7.52 7.55 109.87 28 80,2,4,18 0.46 534.95 3.19 3.19 450.25
2 60,2,3,15 2.32 278.76 490 4.91 109.55 29 80,2,4,19 0.45 432.04 2.99 299 454.04
3 60,2,3,16 1.12 278.26 3.66 3.66 108.50 30 80,2,4,20 0.40 436.33 3.01 3.01 429.17
4 60,3,3,14 6.68 632.84 8.86 9.00 235.55 31 80,3,4,18 0.74 900.00 2.50 2.50 900.00
5 60,3,3,15 3.52 630.65 5.69 5.70 243.81 32 80,3,4,19 0.63 828.97 2.46 2.46 900.00
6 60,3,3,16 1.54 640.55 3.59 3.59 243.56 33 80,3,4,20 0.54 757.10 2.36  2.36 900.00
7 60,4,3,14 7.98 900.00 9.79 10.04 440.10 34  80,4,4,18 1.23 900.00 2.38  2.38 900.00
8 60,4,3,15 4.22 900.00 6.04 6.06 428.43 35  80,4,4,19 0.72 900.00 2.06 2.06 900.00
9 60,4,3,16 1.99 900.00 3.56 3.56 421.97 36 80,4,4,20 0.56 895.31 2.06 2.06 900.00
10 60,2,4,14 0.48 318.27 2.84 2.84 204.39 37 100,2,3,22 6.28 900.00 9.74 9.81 500.14
11 60,2,4,7 045 215.61 2,92 292 201.06 38 100,2,3,23 4.87 900.00 8.25 8.28 758.66
12 60,2,4,16 0.49 182.05 2.75 275 216.04 39 100,2,3,24 3.32 900.00 6.58 6.59 541.62
13 60,3,4,14 047 672.04 243 243 425.58 40 100,3,3,22 9.38 900.00 11.15 11.49 900.00
14 60,3,4,15 0.48 539.26 216 2.16 440.82 41 100,3,3,23 8.34 900.00 10.19 10.33 900.00
15 60,3,4,16 0.46 444.56 2.07 2.07 429.00 42 100,3,3,24 6.11 900.00 8.14 8.15 900.00
16 60,4,4,14 0.75 879.91 2.01 2.01 738.67 43 100,4,3,22 11.46 900.00 12.85 13.64 900.00
17 60,4,4,15 0.55 767.42 1.88 1.88 748.23 44 100,4,3,23 8.86 900.00 10.43 10.61 900.00
18 60,4,4,16 0.50 659.37 1.78 1.78 728.12 45 100,4,3,24 6.85 900.00 8.33 8.37 900.00
19 80,2,3,18 5.63 528.60 9.09 9.15 245.26 46 100,2,4,22 0.45 714.45 3.44 3.44 778.85
20 80,2,3,19 4.13 553.07 7.39 741 264.77 47 100,2,4,23 0.46 656.73 3.46 347 822.26
21 80,2,3,20 2.34 550.98 5.35 5.35 262.33 48 100,2,4,24 0.44 703.32 3.33 3.33 803.60
22 80,3,3,18 8.74 900.00 11.14 11.41 549.21 49 100,3,4,22 0.96 900.00 2.84 2.85 900.00
23 80,3,3,19 4.97 900.00 7.64 T7.67 539.57 50 100,3,4,23 0.74 900.00 2.63 2.64 900.00
24 80,3,3,20 3.27 900.00 5.68 5.69 531.08 51 100,3,4,24 0.60 884.08 2.55 2.55 900.00
25 80,4,3,18 10.19 900.00 11.50 11.95 876.21 52 100,4,4,22 1.89 900.00 2.65 2.65 900.00
26  80,4,3,19 6.71 900.00 8.00 8.08 890.15 53 100,4,4,23 1.39 900.00 2.29 230 900.00
27 80,4,3,20 5.20 900.00 6.45 6.46 857.94 54 100,4,4,24 1.23 900.00 2.21 221 900.00
T 3.14 727.65 520 5.26 615.34
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Fig. 5 Evolution of the duality gap of different sized problems

5 451 (Conclusions)
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