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A multi-start variable neighborhood search for multi-objective location
routing problem with simultaneous pickup and delivery
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Abstract: In order to minimize the total cost and maximum gap among each tour in a location-routing problem with
simultaneous pickup and delivery (LRPSPD), a LRPSPD bi-objective model, which considers the vehicle capacity and
travel distance constrains simultaneously, is established. Multiple ant colonies are used to construct the initial solutions. The
initial solutions are associated with each other by multiple pheromones and are taken as multi-starts of bi-objective variable
neighborhood search algorithm. Four types of neighborhood structures are established for the variable neighborhood search.
The pheromones are updated according to the latest optimal neighborhood solutions, so that there are positive influence
relationships not only among multiple initial solutions generated by ants, but also between initial solutions and solutions
generated by variable neighborhood search. The proposed multi-start variable neighborhood search (MSVNS) approach is
then used to solve 128 instances, which are classified in 4 sets in the literature and obtain the approximate Pareto solutions.
The results demonstrate the significance of considering the maximum gap among each tour as a minimized objective in
some instances, which have scattered nodes and demands distribution. Compare the solutions with lowest cost (absolute
preference to minimize the costs) from Pareto solutions with previous results from literature which minimize the total costs
only. The comparison results indicate that the procedure can be operated in extremely short running time and the Pareto
solutions acquired by the algorithm provide good tradeoff between two objectives and yield a competitive solution of the
cost-minimizing objective.
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dominate = 0; //HIEEALFRIAE

fork=1:np

if f1(Ziemp) <f1(Xp (k) B fo(2mp) < fo(Xp(K))
13 AR S i Paretofif 5 T i

if (dominate = 0) //F R ICFE) X pHH

Xp(k) = Ty ISCRCARRHR

dominate = 1; /ARIEFTE ALK E X pH

else /i Cic kB X pH
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end if

else if f1(zn,) < f1(Xp(k))H fo(zn,) >
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nine = 03 np = 0; /IR EREAE
else
np = np + 1; IR Paretofif
end if
else //fifta,, NN AIAT AR
niNe = nnNg + 1
end if
end while
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3.21 HENEAE
1) ffN: BEVLERE AR IR RSP Ho, WY
AOAL B MR, 16N BZ K AE I HARAL E, |o| /N T %%
7 F R R AL WER2 afR.
2) e BENLIE SR BN E BT
(01, 09), THEPADFHIIALE, 151 _EFHR AN
RIE %A E A TR AN BBENES, (01| + |oo| A

R IR AR TR SRS AN 2R bR,
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Fig. 2 Procedure of Intra-route local search
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B R 20, RAIE BT RIAE MR, AR SO HE S 2 o An R
FRIEHEISCHAE S 25 T 8T 32 252 Paretofif 4 A iUA %
AN ZE AT B 22 B K) B A5 2RI AT IR AR 2% i
INCER AR B R PR AN RE R [ Paretofi# [ 52 0. 2 1% R
/NParetofit N X, Xo, 1T = Paretofif X7 N ) 95 ™ H b
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[f1(X2) = fi(X0)/ f1(X2)]+

At = [fo(X1) — [i(X2)/fo(X7)], i€ X UXo,
0, HoAth,

(40)

5 = (1= o), + p' Ay, (41)

Ay =

[[1(X2) — [1(X)/ f1(X2)]+

[f2(X1) = fi(Xo)/fo(X0)] X |nl, i€ Xq U X,
0, Htl,

(42)
(43)

fjﬂ =(1-p") isj + p" A&,

A¢ tL(X,) — tL(X)HL(X,), i € X, U X,
Y o, Hoph,
(44)

4 HEIKRBESER 5

AR AAE SCHR, o O S 1 S 30 Bl gk AT 4
Wt E: FERRTER R, o, p" €1]0.2,0.8], AKX
KA TFa € (2,5, 8,8 € 0,5, 7,7 € [0, 5], BEHLEA
Fqo, 4y, g € [0.2,0.8]. WK BCLEE T, X 35 %
TR A, 5725 R 6 R SRS 0 23 Bk AT R R DL
T S 1 i BRI — AN 43, 7 B R B Rk
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AIAT H o SCBCAR I 5 K KB pomax € [0.5,1,1.52] x
|N|, RVFIELL = AR AT AR S KRB NN -max =
Np-max- 25 1 LA EZHEE ], WK H I Karaoglan
SIS PR AL AN R 10 A5 AT 2 H S8
G, KRB RAERMSEAHE N p, 0, p" =02,
02,02,a=2,8,8=3,3,7v7=1,2,q9, 9, q =
0.7, 0.7, 0.8, Namax = | Nc
x |NJ.
4.1 HBIKRMEER

Karaoglan 53R 4f 7 F A [H] (1) 75 K 5 43 5 0
(demand separate strategy, DSS)Z& T~ ZHLRP5 51| #4
it 7 AR BAM, BSN, PAM, PSN, 73 5] fa #x
B, PR, B SCHR (1317 5, I3 B i KAT 3R
FE N — AR $. i8 FIMATLAB (R2014b)4 5
A4, £ Windows 7#:4E R4, ALFE#% Alntel (R) Core
(TM) i5-4460 (3.20 Ghz), 8 GBI A7/ N HLG 138
TRy, BB BT 101K, A EXRIEAT 4 [ Pareto
FRATAE AR T3, PR 25 5 10008 17 45 A5 3 e
Pareto R ¥, 2t T-25 & ) 1 it Pareto i ¥, #3345 1]
AR Sl EAT TR

, MMSs = |N > NMF-max — 2

4.1.1 A5t Paretof T

Kl4(a)(b)4> I ABAM, PAM £ 1) v BE KL 5451 11
A iR 4L, Tt Pareto AT #F WZETE 7. Bl4(a)Hh A [ i
(1) e R AT o LR 22 8 s K, BIAN [ g ds b — i 428 ke
o FPEORNFRI R TAEEAAZRR, 1 E40b)F A
) R B ZEAH I AR 7 g AH NP 3. 8T fA Paretofi#
11009 171 £ /M S AR IR S 92 P R A E b bR 2L
B3N f1_post T fapcosts 100% 1 ) fe /M 445 18]
BRATHLAEZER N f1prDGap 5 f2prpcap: U

AG/C — fQ,PCOSt - fQ,PTDGap

J1PTDGap — Sf1PC0st
ST 240 ) B R AT B LR 22 B AR AR A ) e K ipe
ES

1500 —T T T T T T T T

+
B o+
e o
B 1000l ¢+ 1
g tooor
K “
I gg V:: q. %
g * <
& so0f R .
= o 2 : a
]é Vo o .

e o v
1 1 I

0 1 1 1 1 1
35004000 4500 5000 5500 6000 6500 7000 7500
SR

AR A R AT Bk AR 2

+ 1K TParetoff4E
3K 1TParetofif4E
¥ 5kiz T Paretoffi4E

a HHTIIEIT Paretofif 5

a F9IKIzfT Paretofif 4

° it Paretoffit A it

« #2IKkizfT Paretofif
v HB4IKIE 1T Paretoffids
B6ikiz T Paretofif4E
- #8IKiz T Paretofi &
B 10Kz T ParetofiR 5
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a 7RIz IT Paretof 4

o SRz 1T Paretofif 4k

° fflParetofif Bl ik

1
40 45 50
B x10¢

« H2]i5 1T Paretofif £
v $H4RIE 1T Paretofif 4
Fe6IxiziTParetofit
- ¥ 8IkizfT Paretofi#
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Fig. 4 Pareto solutions of 10 runs for 2 random instances

from different series
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L1250 & E B AGICHH, B £ 51 5451 2545 ]
e R AT I FEL R 22 Bl e AR AR A 1) 3 K38 B 6 i KA 70
7115178.24, 235.34, V1415 M58.59, 86.5, K HIB & 4
FWBIA [F] Paretoffxd B i hE— AR 425 5, 765K,
AAFUAS KIS 240 18] TAF FEAH Z2 50K, AREILH e sy
2 SRR AR P B AR B, TER2H PR Y
H A AGICIE RN, ~F 318 75 5l 94.48, 14.39, B
TEARFERE T, SR80 TAE R

% 1 B #2541 RParetofi#
Table 1 Pareto with extreme OFVs for instances sets B

BAM BSN
=Ll
DSS AG/C DSS AGIC
‘ X .
Srivastava86-8 x 2 W 0.00 >7.38
Z 17266 Y 7890
10. .
Perl83-12 x 2 w1004 X 37.25
Z 1431 Y 5190
Gaskell6T ol « S W 17824 X 6775
221 x
aske Z 6229 Y  53.10
W 3936 X 10294
Gaskell67-22 x 5
Z 10143 Y 11004
, W 3722 X 7991
Min92-27 x 5
Z 3951 Y 23531
W 2413 X 11834
Gaskell67-29 x 5
Z 4404 Y 23534
. X 24
Gaskell67-32 x 5.1 W 6090 77
Z 15267 Y 17826
W 12951 X 21.60
kell67-32 x 5.2
Gaskell67-32 > 5 Z 818 Y 9152
W 6085 X 2566
kell67-
Gaskell67-36 > 5 Z 1409 Y 4073
Chrisiofides 050 « s W 3998 X 040
r1Sto (o -
Z 7295 Y 16238
W 2492 X 4820
Perl83-55 x 15
Z 3151 Y 10747
W 3491 X 37.08
Christofides 69-75 x 10
Z 2806 Y 16111
. X 1L
Perl83-85 x 7 w 39.99 67
Z 2463 Y 3178
W 6000 X 2635
Daskin95-
askin95-88 x 8 Z 4777 Y 9365
Christofides 69-100 x 10~ 08 X 7960
I'1STO: -
stofides Z 7888 Y 7852
FIE 58.59 86.50
4.1.2 AR HIERE T

T 5B DY ARk 4 w5 B2 PR R 2, BE AL
AN [FRRABE (1) 051, 38— MHI B DY S 4RI b i e — 26
R IFREAT MR, IRAF A I /N, TR 3o, Horh
Gap% 27~ B AR5 HR A5 g 5 4 FH 4 DU S8 <04 )
M2, IEE4%1):

Cost_1 — Cost_All
Cost_All

Gap% = x 100%.

% 2 PZ 7| Al R Paretofig
Table 2 Pareto with extreme OFVs for instances sets P

PAM PSN
A
DSS AG/C DSS AG/C
W 254 X 0.89
20-5-1a
Z 2.27 Y 4.23
W 093 X 1996
20-5-1b
zZ 1.02 Y  99.90
w272 X 3.45
20-5-2a
z 2.01 Y 2.99
4691 X )
osay WV 6.9 0.90
z 3.10 Y 0.87
w 1.38 X 0.89
-5-1
S0-5-la e Y 108
W 094 X 1.91
-5-1
50-5-1b zZ 0.62 Y 0.91
0.5 W 495 X 5.12
-5-2a
z 5.88 Y 4568
w 1.85 X 5.04
50-5-2b
Z 4270 Y 8953
W 9.02 X 0.93
50-5-3a
z 1.29 Y 0.89
2. X )
sosay VY 05 0.87
Z 1568 Y 0.84
42 X 4
100512 ¥ 0 047
zZ 0.83 Y 0.71
W 1.40 X 1.70
100-5-1
00-5-1b- 1.90 Y 1.85
10059 W 025 X 0.16
D7 034 Y 043
050y W 043 X 3.22
e Z 0.40 Y 5.05
W 058 X 2.16
100-10-1a
z 0.58 Y 4.06
W 0.69 X 2126
100-10-1b
z 1.52 Y 5.87
W 042 X 1.09
100-10-2a g6 v 076
o100 WV 1.04 X 1.23
e z 0.33 Y 1.41
SEE 4.48 14.39

MRS 2 WO 2 R AR IR R 3R
i, FE3FHLRI L & T S B fERE, TR
SRIREAEHIAE ; TIIN, T ARG, P&
BAEF A Z AL A BRI BEN L, RIS — R4tk
LERIBRAE XS S — B T RE P AR E AR AL RIS R W]
e~ 2E AL MR, JXMRE 1 2R3 b M B o — SRS 1
J XA R ST AN EL I S P B
413 SRR
ARSCLA100%0 M 7 2 A F5 /)~ bR K0 G bl Pareto
figp 5 T A /IS AR 5 SR DL s M S A H
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FRIRAF AR HEAT X L, B 100G 1T SRAF AR AR
B/ NIIAR, 43 ) DA L AN S 24 fif 5 b kAT bR A,
13255/ M 22 (Gap Yo min ) F1F I i 22 (Gap % a v )-

B 2 %] 5451 1) % 55 KaraoglanZE M 13K 43 1y b 5
B&CHFRIGHIA . LAIAS R FEMA) T4 L,
WFKA-5, g5 P BIRASCHE H FIMS VNS 1] 78 AR [ A
8 CER45 51243 s, 6.12 8)sRRBAM, BSN 271 i

A SIS AU R AL fT Paretofi#, 5 b FAH L i
AR BT 20 22 43 5 9 17.57%, 17.39%, 3 f# I~
Y22 917.94%, 17.78%, Bt ff 5Py ffAH 2= /N T
0.5%FM T EEMFEN. REBA LRSS AW
BT B&CH — B ZERE, BAERMEE FAHE
F, I BB E A (Perl83-55 x 15K Perl83-85 x 7)
FIf#E L B&CE L.

& 3 ARBLEM LR AT

Table 3 Performance analysis of neighborhoods

sl L BRAT I, Mk — 4R35 Mg — 4R35 Mg = 254815 DlEUES2sc
Cost-All Costy Gap% Costs Gap% Costs Gap% Costy Gap%
Perlg3-12 x 2.W  248.17 25215 160 24817 000 24817 000 24817  0.00
20-5-1a.W 26080.00 2612500  0.17 2613500 021  26123.00 0.16  27578.00  5.74
50-5-1a. W 3523545  36127.00 253 3611000 248  36123.00 252  39874.00 13.16
100-5-1a. W 160565.34 161412.87 053 16154200 0.61 16147491 057 16396524  2.12
100-10-1a.W  225657.50 225692.33  0.02 22572334 003 22565750 0.00  230123.50  1.98
# 4 BAMESBIMSVNSH % 5B&C4 L&
Table 4 Results comparison by MSVNS against B&C for BAM instances
B&C MA MSVNS
=401 DSS UB
Gap% CPU  Gap%min Gap%avg CPU  Gap%opin Gap%aye CPU
Sivasagog o W 87358 000 0.00 0.00 0.00 649  0.00 003 017
tvastavashb- Z 80606 000  0.00 0.00 000 1016 422 450  0.16
W 24398 000 057 0.00 0.00 237 1.68 173 029
Perl83-12 x 2
Z 24398 000 065 0.00 0.00 2.88 1.68 178 028
Gaskell6r21 5 W 52842 000 290.18  0.00 000 1359 832 894  0.63
Z 51330 000  89.43 0.00 000 1471 233 302 0.69
W 65380 000  3.76 0.00 000 1136 1230 1262 067
kell67-22
Gaskell67-22 5 Z 65380 000  2.66 0.00 000 1100 957 992 075
Min02.27 x 5 W 314202 000 1966 0.0 000 1707 1573 1576 0.93
e Z 314202 000 1812 0.0 000 1792 1320 1364 133
W 59210 000 676 0.00 000 1553 1520 1558  1.09
Gaskell67-29 5 Z 59210 000 10091  0.00 000 1336  17.82 1819 122
Z 64337 000 25967  0.00 000 2487 2171 2190 1.8
W 69638 000 569409  0.00 000 2286  17.12 1742 154
skell67-32 x 5.1
Gaskell67-32 5 Z 64337 000 25967  0.00 000 2487 2171 2190 1.8
W 59527 000  15.68 0.00 000 2239 2193 24 211
kell67-32 x 5.2
Gaskell67-32 5 Z 56433 000 3090 0.00 000 2467 2008 2053 2.07
W 54037 000 2720 0.0 000 1824  29.08 2973 3.06
kell67-
Gaskell67-36 > 5 Z 54037 000 4646 0.00 000 1880  29.92 3063 2.52
, W 70837 452 14400 473 474 4427 3547 3572 375
Christofides 69-50 X5 20191 367 14400  3.63 367 4237 3276 33.04 417
Perl83.55 x 15 W 133085 2093 14400  26.10 2611 42914 15.01 1569 446
; Z 133830 20.81 14400  24.79 2479 42908  10.68 1134 439
W 117765 17.55 14400  16.67 1667 8607 3449 3465  7.89
hristofides 69-75 x 1
Christofides 69-75> 10 7110882 1281 14400 1138 1149 8437  31.09 3121 775
Perl83.85 7 W 1901.09 2356 14400  27.61 2761 29991  16.85 1735  13.16
7 189323 2341 14400  27.88 2796 30791  14.63 1509 1135
Daskings.88 x § W 53337 2196 14400  20.08 2056 3380  29.18 2052 2222
Z 48781 1557 14400  16.55 1655 2973 29.87 3046 2012
Average 623 598022 6.4l 643 7339 1757 1794 430
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Table 5 Results comparison by MSVNS against B&C for BSN instances
B&C MA MSVNS
B DSS  UB
Gap% CPU  Gap%min Gap%avg CPU  Gap%pin Gap%aye CPU
. X 62543 0.00 0.38 0.00 0.00 7.62 0.00 0.00 0.20
Srivastava86-8 x 2
Y 62543 0.00 0.26 0.00 0.00 9.1 0.00 0.00 0.15
X 242.41 0.00 0.60 0.00 0.00 1.97 2.23 2.33 0.22
Perl83-12 x 2
Y 24241  0.00 0.55 0.00 0.00 2.57 3.96 4.24 0.24
X 454.48 0.00 13.34 0.00 0.00 13.87 6.62 7.17 0.73
Gaskell67-21 x 5
Y 45448 0.00 8.98 0.00 0.00 15.55 8.35 8.91 1.03
X 629.51 0.00 109.62 0.00 0.00 7.48 12.94 13.20 0.79
Gaskell67-22 x 5
Y 629.51 0.00 64.99 0.00 0.00 7.23 7.89 8.05 0.49
. X 299880 0.00 91.87 0.00 0.00 12.78 5.98 6.45 2.03
Min92-27 x 5
Y 299880 0.00 190.62 0.00 0.00 13.286 7.21 7.67 1.83
X 490.34 0.00 6.63 0.00 0.00 13.6 16.56 17.05 1.71
Gaskell67-29 x 5
Y 49034 0.00 6.57 0.00 0.00 13.77 16.23 16.73 1.53
X 563.47 0.00 18.77 0.00 0.00 25.15 20.50 20.64 1.99
Gaskell67-32 x 5_1
Y 563.47 0.00 27.31 0.00 0.00 25.21 20.39 20.81 2.70
X 507.03  0.00 13.72 0.00 0.00 26.27 23.91 24.43 3.52
Gaskell67-32 x 5.2
Y 507.03 0.00 7.87 0.00 0.00 27.26 17.54 18.03 4.78
X 49486 0.00 18.36 0.00 0.00 17.85 26.83 27.39 2.73
Gaskell67-36 x 5
Y 49486 0.00 18.13 0.00 0.00 18.64 24.40 25.06 3.93
. X 576.69 2.40 14400 2.46 2.94 41.64 36.66 36.70 5.75
Christofides 69-50 x 5
Y 57897  2.69 14400 2.91 2.93 41.96 38.05 38.20 5.55
X 985.56 2.94 14400 2.72 2.72 143.68 12.28 12.91 4.92
Perl83-55 x 15
Y 988.06 3.14 14400 2.66 2.66 143.46 10.95 11.63 6.43
. X 888.16 10.33 14400 7.77 7.93 76.79 33.62 34.38 9.87
Christofides 69-75 x 10
Y 884.00 8.90 14400 6.57 6.62 77.74 35.75 36.49 11.33
X 1381.57 5.88 14400 3.69 3.78 147.21 15.45 15.84 14.36
Perl83-85 x 7
Y 1368.64 4.96 14400 3.67 3.68 143.57 17.07 17.73 14.08
. X 399.17 11.20 14400 0.00 0.42 35.21 31.36 31.53 42.95
Daskin95-88 x 8
Y 40198 0.00 14400 0.00 0.69 30.62 34.17 34.38 25.44
Average 2.20  5779.75 1.16 1.23 40.75 17.39 17.78 6.12

P& F B A7 1 ff 5 SCER[11] | 5 eB&CIR A5 1)
fit < LA SR A i5 4% B3 (hybrid genetic algorithm, H-
GA) SRS R HEAT X EE, In2e6-7, 45 L E HIMSV-
NSXFP R FF AR LT (F1&E B, 724545 465
BIFRAT T L b TG AR, S i A )T 22 20 Sl
—1.7, —2.08, PRI FmZE 5> 58 —1.59, —1.92,
T FERRE M, [R5 B A SO Y FIMS VNS Sk 75
(P38 5 AR SCik b St O vk, LR A ]
AR A I R A3

Rt L EMS VNS SR it e, 8 SR AFHT i
MR RO T8 SR Aot 16 5 ST (151 P R BLAELIR
‘K (simulated annealing, SA1, SA2) } %t si A LR K
5% (multi-start SA, MSA)HEAT LLEL. X LLP R BIANH]
FIAR S 451 SR fiR 45 B, MSVNS (X FES0 x SHILIE 45
SRR IR AR AR DTS A, MSA, 78 HA AR 5 451]

IRAR T 2 AR, SRS RN T XA SR AR R 35
PRBLHI MS VNS SR AR RE SR
5 Zw

A B AN B A AT B B R PR A, A T
S5 /MY I BRAS I S /N TR 224047 s B 8 e K 22 DA
P18 % AW LA Ak 79 % B ARLRPSPDAR 2 . 12 HH
—Fh 22 7 5 AR SRR R R (MS VNS -7 3K iR, %%
BT 2 WO SIE M EYIIG MR, 2T YIEM %P4
e AT RN AR ARk 2 H AR 2R, AR 38 BT /3 Pareto
AR T HE B2, M P AR I AR A AR AR I,
R 5. A SCFHIMS VNS SR i SCiik v i 5451, i
#3Pareto BT I HI0 AT T LU B T 25 FEd5 /ML B A2 [A] 4
KK E 2 BRI E B E . 5 HAD SR AFLRPSPD 5 i
SRARZE R LU R B T SR A SR B L R e xt £
B H TP R A A, MSVNSTE 3K fifAs A1 5K figt
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I TR) A R B SE A PR e, U IMS VNS S TT SR AL
#52% H AR (U Paretofif, I (£ 15 i/ A H ARl
fE.

SR BEIRXIB AR F 5P AR SR A 45 R 2 7 8K
R, =I5 I, FEN T ARG E T FR it — e
1, 37, AN RSG5 A R SR UL R R

% 6 PAMAFIMSVNS

FriE— B MBIt oL, SR A BB AR IRE i
5] b 28 5 A, 11 R AT Bl S, Fe A 4
PR e A 1) A L i L, PR 2 42 R FILRPSPD
AR T BT [0 2 —. BT B SRt T, 7
I 255 8 U 1) 7 240 R BB ATLAT B0 e 1) 45 e At R 3R 14
LRPSPDRE A& H B AT FE ) AU,

kbR A LR ILER

Table 6 Results comparison by MSVNS against existing results in literature for PAM instances

MA MSVNS

Gap%avg CPU Gap%min Gap%avg CPU

B&C
Ll DSS
Gap% CPU Gap%min
w 0.00 232.48 0.04
20-5-1a
Z 0.00 75.24 0.00
W 0.00 322 0.00
20-5-1b
Z 0.00 0.94 0.00
w 0.00 37.79 0.00
20-5-2a
Z 0.00 73.81 0.00
w 0.00 7.09 0.00
20-5-2b
Z 0.00 4.40 0.00
w 12.28 14400.0 10.79
50-5-1a
Z 0.30 14400.0 0.21
W 0.21 14400.0 0.16
50-5-1b
Z 0.18 14400.0 0.14
W 2.54 14400.0 2.57
50-5-2a
Z 0.16 14400.0 0.12
w 0.13 14400.0 0.12
50-5-2b
Z 0.11 14400.0 0.11
W 4.65 14400.0 4.77
50-5-3a
Z 0.26 14400.0 0.22
w 0.21 14400.0 0.21
50-5-3b
Z 0.13 14400.0 0.13
W 1.36 14400.0 0.78
100-5-1a
Z 0.73 14400.0 0.69
w 0.78 14400.0 0.78
100-5-1b
Z 0.76 14400.0 0.75
W 28.20 14400.0 1.82
100-5-2a
Z 30.38 14400.0 2.48
W 29.57 14400.0 1.03
100-5-2b
Z 29.55 14400.0 1.00
w 141 14400.0 0.97
100-10-1a
Z 0.53 14400.0 0.51
W 0.10 14400.0 0.05
100-10-1b
Z 0.04 14400.0 0.03
w 22.30 14400.0 1.27
100-10-2a
Z 22.42 14400.0 1.45
W 1.81 14400.0 1.18
100-10-2b
Z 22.78 14400.0 1.39

Average 6.11 11791.70 0.99

0.04 8.33 —1.45 —-1.20 0.66
0.00 7.27 —5.56 —5.56 0.66
0.00 8.45 -8.17 -8.10 0.72
0.00 8.04 —-8.23 -8.23 0.70
0.00 7.61 -1.57 -1.57 0.71
0.00 7.34 —5.38 —5.35 0.71
0.00 7.22 -13.93 —13.65 0.71
0.00 7.56 —-13.79 —13.36 0.69
12.75 46.46 4.11 4.11 3.47
0.23 44.24 3.63 3.70 3.76
0.16 43.98 4.30 4.30 3.68
0.15 39.53 0.49 0.49 3.67
2.59 45.06 —0.21 —0.21 3.36
0.12 42.31 —2.66 —2.66 3.25
0.12 44.71 -3.32 -3.03 3.79
0.1 42.69 -3.33 -3.33 4.27
4.81 3491 7.06 7.09 3.83
0.24 32.56 2.84 2.84 3.34
0.21 37.08 —1.38 —-1.28 4.54
0.13 36.46 -1.39 -1.39 4.24
1.11 228.54 0.73 0.88 12.07
0.75 244.42 -1.13 —0.94 12.87
0.79 224.39 —1.48 -1.23 14.09
0.76 204.08 —2.30 —2.30 15.04
221 235.75 —2.20 —2.20 11.91
2.49 278.27 —7.26 —7.26 10.85
1.04 289.37 —4.58 —4.17 13.34
1.01 280.93 —5.32 —5.32 13.61
1.34 222.86 0.55 0.88 13.46
0.51 247.63 —0.31 —0.27 13.13
0.15 258.27 —0.41 0.09 16.34
0.04 246.39 -1.21 -1.21 17.14
1.28 217.62 -1.78 -1.78 14.95
1.46 234.41 -3.32 -3.32 13.85
1.19 213.72 19.68 20.14 15.52
1.39 200.96 -291 —-291 14.66
1.09 130.24 -1.70 -1.59 7.60
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Table 7 Results comparison by MSVNS against existing results in literature for PSN instances

B&C MA MSVNS
HA DSS

Gap% CPU Gap%min  Gap%avg CPU Gap%min  Gap%ave CPU

20514 X 0.0 84.51 0.00 0.00 8.29 ~-8.73 —8.36 0.68

Y  0.00 73.77 0.00 0.00 8.24 -8.41 —17.99 0.67

X 000 1.86 0.00 0.00 7.73 0.16 0.63 0.52

20-5-1b Y 000 0.27 0.00 0.00 7.61 0.13 0.13 0.46

0.5 X 000 27.93 0.00 0.00 7.34 ~7.84 ~7.84 1.04

Y 0.0 16.02 0.00 0.00 7.41 ~17.76 -17.76 1.06

20520 X 0.0 1.61 0.00 0.00 6.67 —26.87 —26.47 1.05

Y 000 1.38 0.00 0.00 7.18 —26.75 2672 0.74

051 X 0.7  14400.0 0.17 0.20 43.29 9.44 9.95 3.50

Y 022 144000 0.17 0.19 43.63 3.02 3.02 4.13

X 004  14400.0 0.04 0.04 45.87 11.24 11.24 4.72

50-5-1b Y 004  14400.0 0.05 0.05 46.02 4.74 4.74 5.33

0.5 X 010  14400.0 0.09 0.09 46.81 0.48 0.48 4.20

Y 009  14400.0 0.09 0.09 4591 0.41 0.88 4.56

0520 X 000 21375 0.00 0.00 44.11 0.55 0.73 531

Y 000 1147.76 0.00 0.00 44.55 0.64 0.79 5.77

0534 X 024 144000 0.24 0.25 35.42 15.83 15.83 3.59

Y 025 144000 0.23 0.24 35.74 9.59 10.04 3.41

X 0.2  14400.0 0.09 0.09 42.30 2.25 2.47 527

50-5-3b Y 003  14400.0 0.03 0.03 42.25 12.41 12.41 5.17

051 X018 144000 0.16 0.18 23271 —1.06 —0.95 10.63

Y 017 144000 0.16 0.18 23153  -3.17 -3.17 13.93

oy X012 144000 0.09 0.10 18547  —3.41 —-341 16.39

Y 012 144000 0.09 0.10 18542  —3.54 -354 2291

X 0.1  14400.0 0.11 0.13 296.54 1.19 1.19 11.95

100522y 011 144000 0.12 0.13 29933  —0.85 —0.85 15.33

005 X008 144000 0.06 0.07 286.23 0.21 0.21 20.25

Y 007  14400.0 0.06 0.07 288.04  —0.84 —0.82  29.20

ootola X 1.07  14400.0 1.05 1.06 265.60 2.14 2.14 15.57

Y 1.07  14400.0 1.04 1.05 256.65 2.26 2.76 17.98

oto.y X 008 144000 0.06 0.06 232.63 137 1.91 23.14

Y 007 144000 0.05 0.05 231.38 1.41 1.50 25.61

00100 X 3208 144000 0.13 0.71 22873  —46.85 —46.76  14.26

Y 1.97  14400.0 0.15 0.90 23026  —2.54 —254 1665

o100 X 1.08  14400.0 1.08 1.09 19459  —2.74 —224 2321

Y 1.08  14400.0 1.09 1.09 19148  —2.81 281 2848

Average 098  11162.93 0.17 0.23 12334 —2.08 -1.92 10.19

& 8 MR 77 ik FRAT A RARG 69 FF B KA 1) AR

Table 8 Number of new best solutions obtained and computational time required by each approach

X . B iR SEHCPU
INc| [No| EEHI%L
SA; SAs MSA MSVNS SA; SA; MSA  MSVNS
20 5 16 16 16 14 14 541 543 48 0.74
50 5 24 7 11 17 7 1107 111.8 495 4.17
100 5 16 4 11 14 1903 1923 2172  14.79
100 10 16 0 12 13 3712 3818 2328  17.15
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