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1.1 ABXOERCBH

BRDOZ K DFFITBWT, $ENZEERESEFI D % FEH T 5 IRk LilE
DEEREEE RS- L T05. BB T, &5, ViR, EERCRLWSH TR
X, ZOMENIEAHEAL TS, Fig, BBOMIEEDIHFHAT RN FTE, %
HERE(EARAIRTH B, 72k z21F, 2 A M HE, R rBEEARKE VW L —F
F 7 DBET RIS BNT, H—0FHIEEICED S IETII T DR EE1T2 2 L H3Ek
LW,

ZHMWER#EL T, —Bic TSL— MRER) LITENRESES2 e 2 HIET.
R — MREFESE, SEERO ML - FA 72 KL, BERES IS RGERK
BT 2. LoL, ZOXIRMBEEGEMELCRD 2 2 L IFEHRMCIEFICHETH 2.
R, BREPUEICEEEHIR A 2 B RR & BEEREaTEEE (Multi-Objective Mixed
Integer Linear Programming; MOMILP) &, fROERZEMMBEARKTHD, ZOMEDRH
FFEMROEM R EEREICB Tl CTEELRFEL Lo TW\W3,

ek, MOMILP i2i3 2 7 Fu—F & LT, #LFHEFIEREZHNORREESHW
ST E . EEFEFRITFHENRIE L, SRTOMEIC D MIGATRETH 225,
MIRRERERIEST 2 2 e TERWV. —7, ZHNIRREEIMEREZHRZ 220
ARETH 205, GHHaAZX PPEFICHVEWIRENDHZ. ZhoEBE X, KFET
(&, MOMILP )3 % #1773 52 F R B fi#C & % Multi-Objective Branch-and-Bound
based on Decomposition (MOBB/D) Z12RE L, ZOHFHMZMHEET 2 2t ZHIE T 5.

RIFZETl1E, 2 BIESREEEEIERE (MOMILP) 123 LT, - ADFLL 7
FiREEZRA LH LWEETH 5 MOBB/D 21885 5. BETFILIE, DEN—20D
HELFTEFIEOREHITH 2 MOEA/D (Multi-Objective Evolutionary Algorithm based
on Decomposition) I[ZEEZHFTED, MOMILP 2 EB O HEHIE B RL, %
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MR B 22T, 2 LT L — MolfRE SR T 5.

MOBB/D ORI 1 D%, &7 H-E D E# IS S 2 RRIGR Z BRI FH
328 TH5. BIRINIEZ, > T Ly 2 ZABLUIBRFER &\ - 7505 & OB 224
KIEMERFEEL, ZhztoflsMEORECIERT % 22T, HRMELKECH L
SEBZZLEHET. UKD, TERODBIREENI LR 25 HaIX P OS2 BIEL
DD, HEMRESL VWD _HOHERERT 5.

REIFFEDOEHINELL RO 3 fUICEN I NS, B2, DRR—ZADFEL SRIREEZ K
BLEHMLVWEEREZRRL, 2OHRRIRIAEZED 2 THS. H IS, &
RFEOFYMNZ, MFEFEL OLKRERPBES I 21— a 2@ U THEET 5. 25
=2, ERMEAOEMZ@E L T, MOMILP I35 28 RFIEOEARERT L TH 3.
AR TIE, EfEE LTEETO ZANERMEZ R L, EBPM (Evidence-Based
Policy Making) D7:®IZbiEHT % 2 FEDMIEL HIES.

1.2 KERX DR

AR DR 2 LU NIRRT, A3 5 B SIS hTn5.

1 ETE, AROER, IERTFEORE, BLUOREZEFEOME LHEENICOW
TIERTWV 3.

92 BT, RoEbEORRE MY 2. HENRHELE L 0% BNER#ELoER L
EZDFEICOWTHIAT 5. HENRELFEL LTRE, REFEL 22O D BHE NS
YUy 7 RK, YIRREEE, SFERERCOWTARNS. ZHMNRELFE: LTI,
MOEA/D i2fREZN 2 5EHIN—ZADOHA L, BFEFIETH 22 HNORREE IOV
Tk 3.

3 BT, BETE MOBB/D Ol O>WTIdR %, BARNICIE, DIFR—ZAD7
7u—F L pRIREEDOM AT 2 FiEkGEr, B HEICE T 2 BRI O B
B, BXUOKROREL T REHAT S, £z, RENLREREROERAGIE LT, ¥
YTV y 7 AROERMHEAT S S L CBIEER O R E RS

B4 BT, REFELFEMECGHEA LR RS, Effo 2 AIEREEZ 5 e
L, MEOES X EBPM OEEHICOWTIRR, ZofEREENEELMEL LT
EFMELIEr—2 2, ZHNRELEE: LTEFMUELL Ty —R IV T ZhZndt
B3 5.

BiRIZ, B ETIE, AMRORREZELDHZ L L HIT, SROFEIOWTHRT 5.

1}
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2.1 =@l

K#Eft (Optimization) &%, BB X CICHBIZO HICBWT, 52 o hHligt
DRT, HHBEBOEZ AR RIMET 2MERR T2 e 246d. e, &
LHEDOHE R P i/IMLT 272012, FEMEORELRZIE T 2MER, 285
DYREZRAMNT 27012, WETHEDATIA—X—2RET LHMELREDETONS.

RIELHEZUA NORAER N ORI N 5.

o HIEA%L (Objective Function) : FE{b DIE & 7 2 6158 % 2 3 BEEL
o fil#95tF (Constraint) : FHEBD TN ZEXPTER.
o FETEEL (Design Variable) : ®iE{LZ21T 5 MR Z RO 2 RINEH.

e 2R, HERFAER © e SITH LT, HIFISEMN g(x) <0 27 Las s BB
flx) ZR/MES 2EZ2E 2 5. Zo%E, RELHERZR 2.1) 0X51ckEHIN2.
min. f(x)

st. g(x)>0 2.1)
xes

22T, EMEBUCEANREERALZDDZMR (Solution) X IMELY, HIKISME% T
72T EREI AR 2 R1TAIEERR (Feasible Solution) |, SEZ1TR[REMRE AL & 72 2 £5 % RIT0]
getAlE (Feasible Region) IR, FEATRIREM D 20T, HEBEKOMEI RN 7255
fTrlREMR % RiEAZ (Optimal Solution) , = DO m HIEEE(E % RiEfE (Optimal Value)
LI,

DURCRBIc B 2 EAERO LR T 5.
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2.1.1 BEREH

HIBRX, RBELicB 0w TR/IMEEZRIIERAMEZ HIETREHEETH 2. THTBWL
T, BEa R MR r VX —HERZ EOR/ME, HEDOMERERHRZ & DRI H
IBER e L TRESND Z 2.

HIBIIZEICUTOERAC L > TN 5.

« HHBIR D% HHIAZ .
o R BRIE 2 IERIE 20

Bz, HRBERORIC X - TRBELOREMES R E C Bk 2. BEHNRELTE, HIY
B DEO RN K > THROBADP—RITEE 5. —77, ZEHNRELTIE, HIVBEHK 2
DD EH BT, ROBER—RICEELRWV. 2070, ZHNRECHETIE, @O
BLEFHNT 272D DRMERRE Y 122, Lzd->T, —RICZANRELMEIHEN
RELRIE X D b REETH 2. FHlE 2.2 i 2.3 fixSRI Nz,

MO WT, BRI ERD | IR THRES 2B TH D, JERBEEICIE 2
R EOTERTEHER R Y2 EUBBTH 2 GHIEXE D 2.2 Hizx SH).

2.1.2  HlR9SRHF

RISt X, RETEED T AREERRPAERTH S, THCBVWTR, X 24K
D LIRS T2 T R E MR Y 2hilfSt e LTididd 5.
FIRISREIZTEICL RO 2 DI pEE N 3.

o FUEHIF (Linear Constraint) : IS DDA
o JEREHIR (Nonlinear Constraint) : IS IEGEDEE.

MIEHIRI DB E, FHCHIFISRAERX 22) o X5 1IckBHEh 5.

Az >b 2.2)

2T, ARMREITH, @ EREERAY FL, b I3ERAY FUTH B, S, B
B R EEE (hyperplane) 1© % - TIXYI2 725, EITAIGERINASEES & 75 D H
BTN

—77, ISR DB AR, BRI IESIEEC ko TRB AN, BRI
A IRATINC R T LSBT B 2 7=, IEGTH R (L R AT 7 AR DS T C &
BWBEDS. 20k, FEREEEORES, BN 7 70 —F2ER L R
3. LiehioT, —MHCIESIF Rm LR S Ba L I & D S W5 3.



2.1 EJEfbei 5

~

N 1

~

Fig. 2.1 Example of a problem with Fig. 2.2 Example of a problem with
only linear constraints nonlinear constraints

Fig. 2.1, 2212, #EHIR DA ZFoME & IERRIEHIT 2 F o M8 2 h 2 L D TRl HE
L S B X CHRBEROESERE 70y  LEFlZRT. Fig. 2.1 13EHIR D A 2R
MO —FITH 5. FEATAIRETHI S 3D TS M ZHA L 2o TH D, FEifid
EARTEMRICR o TWna. —J7, Fig. 2.2 13IFERIK 2 HROMEO—FITH 5. F1T
AIREREIR S I3IFNEE S L 72 o TE D, FEMIIHIR CTHRANIEF TR > TV 2.

FETERIF WL TD 2 DI N 3.

o B ZH (Continuous Variable) : &I ZEHEFHELZ 254,
o HEENZ#L (Discrete Variable) : iXat 2RO BERUE % HL 5 55

BB ODHEZ, BEIERTH LEBBIE Y WO IS GER T 2D EDPICE BB DTH
D, HIHKEHEDIEL L THEZZILDTES. LaL, —MBICEEMHIERGTEROED
5 2 EBEEROHIERT -0, REEBOGEL LTHRT 3 2 e2%w.
BHEBOGE, RETEBEMIGERNTH 2. 20k, 3 LinfEo
BOHEIESWTRERERT 220 o7 T —F0ELTH 5.

—77, BEREROGE, BRETARER GBI TH 2. 20D, MOBERIIMEIIC
TOREND D, MOBWRZEMPREVGE, REPNHEL 25, LidioT, —KichHE
BB E A EE L D b NEETH 2. 22T, BEBRELBE I LT, i
BRI RN (HIERY) 35 2 b CHlfphoi{bilEe LTRE, ZofRIcHE W TEK
F W TRERRT 27 70 —F 2 W3 2 hZ2 WV, Fic, (BE) BHGEHE RN
U BEEHIR 2 B D PR CRE T BRI & 203 2 & & 2 ARAEH & E3.

N
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Fig. 2.3 Example of a problem with Fig. 2.4 Example of a problem with
continuous variables discrete variables

FERCAERCE EAT 2 2 2T & D, PRERZEMEIGHE 22 2~ & BRI 2 EN L 2165 5.
ZoZAtE, FHREAMDEMNZI 2, EHEICBT 1l E2RET 2 -DICEATH .
Fig. 2.3, 2.4 1T, HHARKD & 75 % M L B 5 72 2 M@ 2 2 O AT RETH
Ho7ay ro—flzRT. Fig. 2.3 13ERERD 52 2MED—FITH 5. KMtz
RIGHR B RITAREMAFE L, RIS REICHE W T FATRIREMEA L S 2
HRDTHRA R 72 5. —J7, Fig. 2.4 \3REE-D S 2 2 MEDO—FITH 5. ilHy
FMFIC & o TE X 2 O WNENICHERINCFE S 2 D S IRERZHRR T 2LEBDH D,
FRPWHTDH 2.

2.1.4 =#ECEEDOSTE

M EOEAREZOEHEICHESWT, BELMERZM T2 LI EXIE RN
FAET 5. 2B, AR TEICHOESHEEHIZKFTRLTWS.

o {SAsETERIRE (Linear Programming; LP) : HARBEIE L KRS DIRIE D54

o BEWGHERIZE (Integer Programming; IP) : R AR EBELZ 255,

o BAERMEHERMRE (Mixed Integer Programming; MIP) : a2 #05E K H & %
BIEZ 258,

o JERMEETEIRRE (Nonlinear Programming; NLP) : HRBEE F 7213 HIHI 3 IERR
HoBA.

o RGTEIE (Quadratic Programming; QP) : HMBIED XA TRHIN S
Ba.

o METERE (Convex Programming) : HEYBIED MBI TRILEI N 255,
o MHMRE(LRME (Single-Objective Optimization Problem; SOP) : HFEEEA 1



2.1 EJEfbei 7

DDHAE.

o ZHMKRE(LME (Multi-Objective Optimization Problem; MOP) : HBI%%S 2
DU LD 255G (RITHIR L 2T I ehnZWn).

o HlFIfT &2 HIEE LR (Constrained Multi-Objective Optimization Problem;
CMOP) : filf95tnd % Z & 2R L 7% B EE LR E.

o ZHMREETERIE (Multi-Objective Linear Programming; MOLP) : HIWBI% &
HilRIZIEDHRIE D 2 H K Bad L .

- ZENESEBIFASTERZE (Multi-Objective Mixed Integer Linear Program-
ming; MOMILP) : HKBI% & HIKISME230E O 2 B RGELE T, REHEED
HEE & B2 IS 55

HEUR LRI D72 0T, RICREITEBD EROMAGLEDOH TR I N 2 HE L
At R#{LRIE (Combinatorial Optimization Problem) »M.¢f, EREICIBNTHZ
CHRHNE. LI, HEERELMEOH %217 5.

Kl —n 2 < [ (Traveling Salesman Problem; TSP) : 5% & /-#i%E 3
NCKENS 20— + OB ENFRREZ &ML 2 FE.

e v 7 v ZRE (Knapsack Problem) : 52X o -BFEEBIA RV 512, fiff

DEERKILT 27 4 7 2 OFREHE.

o 7’7 7% @# (Graph Coloring Problem) : 777 7 OIHAICEZE D YT 2 [,
o AV (Maximum Flow Problem) : 277 7 OTHAM O R AR E % KD 2 .
o EI4RIE (Assignment Problem) : 52 bh7c X R 7 Z /D a X b THYFIZE
b 24T % .

215 AWICHIT3=ELERE

ARETIX, HIBEESB X CHIEEEZOITNBMEOMELZER DS . ZHEI RO
HIck2dbDTH 3.

RRAZFERE DB BV
MR TIE, EITATREEERSNEG L2 5720, RS FET 258, &3
FATRAIREMAAY K S Z MR (polytope) DTHRICHETS 5. L7dio T, ¥EHE
SRR RD B 720D 73V X LDNECHETE 5.
EREANDERAM
FIEHEL, EEEZBW T YiREt, 2 X780 4 THE, K—t7 %1V
A, OEREFEEZ Y, WAV TEN T e TE 2.
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BB Z < 72D D TR, HIBEBRHIRISEMFORMIC X - TR 2. KlLT
E2XAT 5, LRD 2 DI HEN 5.

o EiEfRE (Exact Method) : Sl % Bi# R 3 Fik.
e ba—VRT4vr (FERM) ML (Heuristic Method) : JEUfig% ZRNITKD 2
Fik.

BRI, TRREMERINCHERT 2 2%, REEOMRNIRIEEZITS 22 TR
BRZRD Z2FETH D, FIHEEHEMEECREGHEMEICER SN S, —H, ba—
VAT 4 v 7RG, MEORHECHRERANCE SV GEMBE RN KD 2 FIETH D,
FIER A EIRE R 2 H R LREICER 20 5.

ARFETIE, BEMEICHERE YT, HESTHMERRESBEGHEME, 2 HIES BB
JERHEIRTEIC N F 2 Bl FEICOWTHAT 5.

AEDOLINOHITE, HENRELHE, 2HNRELHEZ 2T 2 &itF
FIZOWTHHT 5.

22 HBHENS#EL
22.1 @FEL®IC

HHMRELZ, B—oHNBEBEZNRE LREHETH 2. BB ZRIFHC
o ED D 2 Z HIREL L 3R, RO LLOGHETH 2. Zokd, HH
o LRI 2 H BB LR & D & o9 w0,

7, ARTRPEZROREZID S 720, BEHKNEEAEICE VTS HAYE
BB LUHIRISRMAERIETH 5. 20D, FIRIEEZIIRT 27012 23) DL 51
PR CHEZ LR T 5 2 e 20,

min. ¢'x
st. Ax>b (2.3)
xecsS

ZIT, A REEITH, bEEENRY ML, ¢ BRBEBOGEHANY P LR, ZHO
D5 3HEOES S X, FREBEARSBEHESZ, TOMEEERTLICIEET 32
YR TREINS.

RETERD D S 2EOEEHICL - T, FEOHRHMNBEIZTEICUTO 3 DI
ns.
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X2
A

[ = >
X1

Fig. 2.5 A conceptual diagram of the Simplex method

o KR ETEIRE (Linear Programming; LP) : SET AR FEEUEZ I 255

o BHGHERIRE (Integer Linear Programming; ILP) : f%FH A %A BIEZ B 5 5 5.

o RAEHGETHE B (Mixed Integer Linear Programming; MILP) : g%FH ¥ # e
fid & BB Z L2 355

PURTR, 2z oI T 2REFETH 2, 7Ly 7 A%, VIBRFHEE, 7
FERRETRIC DWW TS 5.

222 JUTLYIRE

IELHIC

7Ly 7 A (Simplex method, HLATL) 1, 1947 41C Dantzig IZ & > TIRERE
AT E 2 < 72D ORRARRIBIETH Y, RGO 223713 Y X
LD 12THZWD. Fig. 251RT &1L, ¥ Ty 2 AKIE, FITAREMERTME
HA EDTERAZUD 7205 5 HIBRDEZ BRI ET 5.

7%B, UTOHATE, AMEREE (LP) ZEDkS. m/MEkEZ #5513 HBEK
DS RIS 5 Z &t CTRALIEICRETE 5.

(LP) max. ¢'=z

st. Ax=0b 2.4)
x>0
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E iR

(LP) iIZBW\TC, FlRISRAFDED m H, KA EBOBEI nflTH2LT5. DL E, &
BATH A Z mxn 475, BT bV bld m RoeRZ bv, BHBEBOFRENRZ v v eld
nRKITRZ MV TH5B. 2L T, BHHEDZDLFETIIHREITI A 1X rank A = m &7z 5
EVWIHIIREZBL. ZOREICED, ABHPHILE 2D HEEXRY ML a;,,a4,,...,a;,
EWMBZeDTES.

BEr L GEARRAFREREGE Is = {i1,i2,. ., im}, BENLDI o BRI FERS
AT In = {imit,ima2, - sin) EBL. A Dy, ... iy, BEHDFIRT b LEINTAT
% AB, tmil,...,in ZHHODHIRZ MLENARTATHE Ay T 5. FRIC, REFERK
N7 ML x % zp,xN, HHEBOBREANRZ bl c% cp,en 78T 5. B xg ITEZ
NEZEBBEER, on TEEN2 LB IEREZTH L T,

ok IR, Ag BIERITHTHIBFET 2 28 WKEREL T, UTDO XS IZEE
TZ5%.

Ax =0
< Agxp + Anen =0b
= x5 = A5'b— (A5 Az (2.5)

L7h T, (z,zn) = (Ag'b,0) IFHIKI%M Az = b 2z TDO 1 D5, C
Nz Ap KB 2EER TR, BEEMBIIFAHIK ¢ > 0 Zifi/- 3 %, ZOMIZFETA
RETH D, FHICRITAIRERER & IT.5.

HEBEEUZK (2.5) ZAA T2 2 T, KITD X S5 ITERBIA L JFEIEZ B DIHTRLE T
x5.

c'r=cpap +cyey

= cp(Ag'b — (Ag'AN)zN) + cyx

= cp Ag'b+ (e — cf Azt ANy (2.6)

ERwy MEE

ULy 7 REE, BREM»OSHFELT, HNBEROMEEZSKET 2 HAICREREBE
B85 2 CRlEMEHRERT 2. ZOBENS, BERZH: FRRERZ T 21#(ET
B %ERY MEEC X > TIibN 5.

Z 2T, M (LP) 23 (2.5), (2.6) BT RO &5 b LsBd. The Ag ic



2.2 HEMEHEL 11

B 28ED 2 VIFEERR & L.
(P') max. zp+cj N
st. ap=b — Alzx 2.7)
zg >0, =znv>0
BB, 3 =chAg'b, cy=cl —cLAz'An, Y =Ag'd, AL =A5'ANTH 3.
K Q2.7 ZBWT, cy PIEDE D ZFOHE, ZOMD 2 REBUCFRoIFEERZE % 0 »
LINEE2 Z e THWBEBOEZHETEZ 2 (BRANMULMEETH 2 Z 2 I2iHER). BAER
2, 2 qeInT(cN)g>0Th2 %, JFRRE v, ZHMSELILEERD.
D E, HBIHELE z,(i € Ip) ZETHlHIRIIK (2.8) DL TSN 5.
= ()i — (AN)igrg — Y (AN)ia; (2.8)
J€IN\{q}
FJEETMIR 2, > 012K D, 24 1% 0;g := sup{x,y|(b)); — (AN)iqrq > 0} T THEMEEZZ L
HTED. B, (AN)ig PIFIETDH 258, 0,y =00 L7825, TD b, & xyg D x; ITHTF
% IEMPRSR & W21
FTRTD G € I 1T 2HMRHRDO TR infcr,{0;} ZMEHESZ p &L E, 1,
% 0p STHEMSELZENTES. 2O E, BIREH 2;(i € Ip) 3R 2.8) T LZdio
T (AN)pglpg BCTRDT 2. 2B, Opg =00 THILZE, 2, 2V HLTHHEMEES Z
EDTE S0, M#E (LP) I3EFERL 12 5.
BRZER x), L IFRRER v, ORHRZ, X Q28) W Ti=ptl, z, DX LTK (2.9)
b LzBL, RQNDIKRATLZIETEITITLILNTES.

(®)p 1 (AN)pi
Ty = — T, — — =y (2.9)
A B 2 (A

COEEICED, BEMBILITDO X5 CET 5.

cic g\ {p} TOWVWTuaz =b — (AY)iglpq
¢ i =qlZDWVWT x, =0,

ci=pBIUielx\{q} OV Tux; =0

ZO L =2DHMBEEIEL 25 + (c)glpg £ 5.
M Eo#Ez, BRMEBUZET 2 IFEREBOFRBUIIED R 2374 725 T THD K
ZCT, RBAEHRRTZIENTES.

TV I AR
STV I RKICBVWT, BREERAEZREATHEAL b2 YT LY I AR
(Simplex Tableau) ¥ FER?), > > FL v 7 2%, HREFERXOHIIR L BB DRI
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CEBIAZ R D TR L 72D TH D, BEPROREZH & IEREZR D Rz £
RTEHTZZLT, ERy MEEZITUWRIT LT E2XV v F23HB. £/, 7LTYX
LADFRIZBVWTYH, YTy 7 AREMAVS Z e TREZMRILT 2 2 e N TES.
—RICRBATRA T 28, HWBEIBEZER » = c'o ¥ LTRBIL, Hlf%Mic
z—c'z=0%BMLTTRTOHKIROBE L EBIEEM NS Z 2 TREMERT 5.
Z B TN  const.

—cg —cl—\Ir 0 (2.10)
0| A | An b

FRREATRHL T 2 X (2.11) &7 5.

Z @B TN const.
1] 0 | —cy ZB (2.11)
0 I A/N b

KEAVD &, RolEtOHEZHMEECET 2T TNTIHATH 20 S 2 EHER
TRZETITD 2N TE S, HINEBDITICEDED ¢ FIHICH - 123855, SiTexL
HMRAZEEL, 20 THRH/NIWVEZINSTZ piTHET 2L, ¢ BBV Tp
THOAZ 1, 2hbiE 0 £ 3% X5 ITEAEEE M 2 & TRIEZEH & IER-EEH
BT B NTES.

RELDFHN
DLoBHzEen sy, ¥ 7Ly 7 2EOR#ELOFUE Algorithm 2.1 © X 51
5%,

Algorithm 2.1 Simplex Method(P)
Input: Single-Objective Linear Programming Problem (P)

Output: Optimal solution x*
1: Initialize the Simplex Tableau from (P)
while There exists a negative value in the top row do
Select the column ¢ with a negative value
Calculate the increase limit 6;, for each row ¢
Select the row p with the smallest increase limit
Pivot the row p and column ¢
end while

Obtain the optimal solution * from the Simplex Tableau

R A S

return xz*
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AER
R MROMENPFRERBNE EOHE, v L v 7 RFEEFAREREIN 25 5H0c
T ZRNENDH 5. ZOEHNE, RS v 0 ER & REATEZ e TiIHORLSED:

Az >b—>Ax—x=b, >0 (2.12)

FRARTIEFEMEZEET 20, ULy 7 AETRIEIERT—RAZIHL TS
OMDNY T— a YPEET 5.

o REMREEH T2 I e BREETH 255G, NTAREZBEMU MyREL R 2 B
BTy I REICE Y REMEEHNTE 3.

s REZHIC 00D 5 & TRHEMIBIEL TS LV, FFAKELTLES 2
BHB. TOHE, ERY MEFEIZBWT Bland OSRIGEFRE L & 0B RAIE
vz Z e TREERF S Z e A TE S0,

YUy 7 AR, BEETEIREIC T 2 RN R MEA T H 255, BEEGTHE R
LTREHATERY. 2070, BEGTHEREICN L TR, 7Ly 7 REEZHWTH
JERHBIRE Z V712, BEEI 2R TR RRT 27 Tu—F Mo s Z e hE0.

RELARETIE, BBERCE RO S A ET & 2 YIRRTHE & 0B EEICD
WCHIHT 5.

223 YIRFEE

&I

YIBRFmE%E (Cutting Plane Method) 1%, Gomory I & - TIRER S N EHEHE ME D
Rk LTRSS HWSERZ 7LD Y XD 1 DTH 5D, YIBRFmEETIE, RITrRERE
HIBR U720 & D W7z RIS 2B N3 2 2 & T, 1RAICEITAIREREIEZ HlBR L TE%
M8l 5. K, YIBRFHEIGREMEZRAET 2 B AR 2 R0 °k <, EH
72713 XL LTHBHERELOTTE TEZRREMEZRZLTWS. £, YBRF
HEFIEFREICZ OS2 R OMEZRR T 2 DI Hubh 5.

ARHICE, HIBEEZ RS 2 AN OBEGHHEFE (IP) 262, YIFRTFHEOEAR
H72EZTE 7TV X LDV THIAT 5.

(IP) max. c¢'x

st. Ax <b (2.13)
x el
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1
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e o o o,,’é o 0 0 o
e_e-T" % oo o0 o0 0
©o 0 6 0o 0 0 0 O
©c 0 o o o0 0 0 0 o
© 0 o o o 0 0 0 O

Fig. 2.6 Feasible region of (IP) Fig. 2.7 Feasible region of (LP)

FRAAR MR

BEGTHEFE (IP) T, FETEH o WERELZ IS FINEEDRENTH S, o]
RS2 R L, RETERDFEBEZ M5 MEEE 2 5 2 T, BEEHEME (IP) %Y
FIERE (LP) KA T 2 2 e B TE S, OB X N[ SAAEFIRIE & 2.
MIEBRIEEIE, ER> O TOMEEFOO.

o MIEREMME O REE, TTOEBEHMEO REHEL L TH 5.

o MURMBBENEITTRER 51X, TTORBETHME S RITIETDH 5.

o MUEREMIBE O Rl BEEIRTH 256, £ OMRIZTTO RGO i C
H5.

ZAUE, Fig. 2.6, 2.7 \ORF & 51, BIEMRE (LP) 0347 a] SR 8 5E i i
(IP) OFATAHEREREAE LTV B I Db LN TH .

PIERMEER, Aifio> Y 7Ly 7 REZHWTHRINCHELS 2B TELH, %L
DEERBEBIRZT 2 e BT ERV. YIRRFHIETIIEENRE 2 BN TR SN 2§k
MBEMRT b 2 BB R T 5.

YIBRFmE

» 2 EEDFATATRERAIK S IOV, TEOETAEM x c SHH2F%E R aTz < B
Zifizd e &, ZoAREFEXEZHREN (valid inequality) ©IER. EFED S, ZHLFE
REMEIEMU TS S OEITAJRERIIHIFR X hzw. YIBRFEIE T, SERIRER R
BTG, ZoMEHIRT 22U FREREAERL, MEIGENT 2 2 & TR
BRI 2. 20k 52241 %2 YBRFEE (cutting plane) » 2 \WZHIZAY b (cut)
LY, YIREHERERT 2 2 298 (separation) YT,
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PIRRFHEIC B W T, YBRTFHOARTEC Lo TS EXEAFEIRRSIA TS
2, ZOHRTHRUICESARFE e LTIdEY—hy + (Gomory Cut) 232 F5h 5.

H 2 HBETHE (IP) iICBW\WT, ZOMERMEELZ S Ly 7 RIETH N ZiZ
BN BB EBPBBIRTRVR SR, B35/ EROER v WEETS. D
EE, 2; 30 TRVWEDRIIBI ZEELZHTH D, LUTD K5 %i#K (2.14) B FE
T35,

T+ > aimi = (2.14)
i€ln
BB, STV vy 7 RAETIFIFRELE 2,0 € In) 10 ZRALREEREZE 2729,

rj=pB L%,

TIT, BER 1 BIEATHEHD D, aur; > gz PR TO. FEL, || I3HREEK
(floor function) TH Y, |o;| T oy D/NEERZUIDIETHMEEZERT. 2hrX (2.14) 1
AT 22T, UFD X5 BAER (2.15) »Foh 3.

ri+ > |oi]w <8 (2.15)
ielN
ZHUIHIERARE (LP) 0% Y AELTH 2. 618, ZONFEXDLEIEELEZ H
%728, D BEMEM T 2 E L7 RO (2.16) X (IP) 024 AR EX L 42 5.
vj+ Y lolz < 18] (2.16)
i€ln
WEBLN TV ;= 8,7, =0 (i € IN) THo72D, ZOMIAER (2.16) %
SRV, Ko TZOAR%ENXE (LP) BT 2 22T, z; S8BT 2BEHKER 2 8EL
TR T A EREE 2 1§ 5 Z e N TE 5.

U EOFNEZ#ED RS Z LT, #UERMED BRI ERRIED < X5 ZHlfyzamL
TWL . YIRRFH 2B 00 U 7 AR R & o TR s h - BB ch L, %
DEHTCORBGETHME (IP) ORERTH 5.

Fig. 2.8 12, VIBRFHIEOMEREZRT. 155 NBMBGEEE b L1215 5 N7 VIBRF
HZBNT 5 Z 8T, FATARRHEBZNINT 2 2N TEL I ZRLTWVS.

YIERFHZ Gomory Cut DA H S FXFRFEMERSINTE D, MEORMEIZIGT
CHEYIRUBRFEHZERST 2 e AEETH 5. £, FONLMBICE SV IYBRFEED
AT 5t Bz REMELE LTERMELT 2 2 dARETH 5. L 2, Foh
TR R 2 B X B 2 Y RERD S 5, HilRNEREZ RA T 5 b R RE % g <
RENREZONS.
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(&) ] ] e o
) @ @ @ e o
<~
X1
Fig. 2.8 The concept of cutting plane method
RBE{LDFRN

YIBRFEZEIZLL R D Algorithm 2.2 d XS5 icilbE b, ZAUuc kb, YIBRFEZEIZE
FERTICHR DI Z i/ L, BN 2152 Z L Z HIES.

Algorithm 2.2 Cutting Plane Method (IP)
Input: Integer Programming Problem (IP)

Output: Optimal solution x*
1: Generate the Linear Relaxation Problem (LP) from (IP)
2: Solve the (LP) and obtain the relaxation optimal solution x
3: while z is not integer do
4:  Generate a cutting plane based on x
5:  Add the cutting plane to the (LP)
6:  Solve the updated (LP) and obtain the relaxation optimal solution x
7: end while
8

: return optimal solution x

BIEHFI DRI

VIR FEIEOBA AL LT, BMEICBT 2 TR TORISRIEEE BT 2D TiE#R, &
FUZIE U T—ER Ol 2 #0 L EINEMN T 2 FENDH 5. Z DFEIF Cplex % Gurobi
72 ¥ OBIERGEL Y AN—TIL FIA SN TED, EESK (lazy constraint) ©IFiXh
eHn O ZoFRE, HRIOBMIIEEICEZ L, PHOMEREICTNTEED S
e EERICHRELRGE AN TD 5.

REM G LT, &\t —L 2~ R (Travelling Salesman Problem, TSP) ® X 5
RIE T, BRI ZEHIF (Subtour Elimination Constraint) &3 & & Tl fig
BRDLND. LHrL, ZhdORFNIMEOHEBIN U THEBEFET 2720, HEz
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EEREL Z L IXFEERICAARETH 5.
BIESF 2 W7 7a —F Tk, KRR EREGR 2 EHNIC T X TRHEICED 20
T, URD X5 ICEBERNCEMNT 5.

L. #Ro A PR AR 2 Bro 7R 2 2 L L, eReo 5.

2. B o TR KA 2 S0 E, £ OakrIElE z2 Frov 3 2 6l 2 BIFiC
ERT 5.

3. Wi adl 2 REIEM L, HEREZ <.

4. COFNEZ, EKEE & ER 2D ETHRDIKT.

o7 7u—FTlX, HoERicE TR 26O E KIEICHIKTE 2729, [HE
DHENREZB EXBZZeNTES. £/, BoN3RENLME, TRTOXHERI
e 5720, TOMEORERY 725,

AER

YIRRPEEE, BEGIEMEIC BV TR OHRNICES D H 2 RIED | DTH 3
3, ZOHAICEE L TWL O DIERERDFET 5.

%7, YIBRCPEE CRREMCYIBRFEZ AR - BT 2 2 2 THEREL TV 2D,
IS SHGH S 3 T RE D R UIBRE T D BT IR ISR & L ARTF T 5. RIS, ER SN 3 YIRRF
HAROYEICTFG LRWGEE, ICRAEL B2 MY H 2. 20720, SRR
ST OER - AR 7 LT ZLADEETH 5.

R, YIBRTFHEIEIC X o TEMEI NS HFIZMEDNZ B2, FHHaX FHAHEKT 50
BeMEDH 5. ZOMEICHLT 5729, FEIZZ - YIBRFH 2 8YNCHIBR 3 2 FiE%,
R S 1S FIEARE STV 5.

BRI, YIBRFEEZ AV 2 BRI BEZERIC D TFEEILETH . RS, FEINK
REBEICERT 238212 K o T, BMINLURRFEI > TR 4B EHIBRLTLE S Y
AIHHB. ZOMBEERFENT 27-D120%, BIEAAEEE R LG OE, #MY72E
EOo71a) XLORAPEETH .

M omzils 2, VBRFEEZERT 2 BICEREORMEICEC 2 TRSe, ok
Y OPHEBETT A e AEE L.
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224 DRIREE

&I

KR ETE (Branch and Bound) 1%, Land ¥ Doig IZ & » THRE N7z, BEBEGH
EEE, o EEREHEICB VW TASHWONEZ T VIV XA TH L. BANLT
A F7F, BRZERZ RN EIL (08D, REDRMFICE DWW TAE LI ZRINT 2
(BRE) ZeT, itR3RezREIE2[/ICH 5.

IRRERETIE, MEZHMOMENE DE L TT S Z2HIFINCHRDIET 20, 20
BRE2ARETERRT AN TES. ZOAREERIEEAK (search tree) YIS, &
J = FI3EoHEE R L, BarUIEoEED7El 2 £ T .

PRRE

DRPREIETIE, B2 EDET 2720 03RE (branching) 23D e 7% 5. 77F
BEE, BREARD — REEIRL, 20/ — PR TEHSBEE WL OO HEIC S
T 2ETH 2. ZODENIER, RETEBD 1 SDIEZEID LTS 2 TTbhs.
7o 203, BEGHEREICB VT, HE A o, KB L 28O Y T2 T, o, <kl
z; > k+1D2ODMHEICTE TSI eNTES.

PRIEIR(E
DEREDATIEBOBEBDA =X —D ) — FHREREINTLES 120, FHHIX A
WKICHR ZATREMED B 2. Z ORIER RIS 270, SHEREICZ T, SEoEE
3 2 BRERME (bounding) »1TbN 5. BREBRER, HEIMEICE T 2 HIWEED TR
TR EREHAL, BEFOATWIREME KT 2T, PERIKEZRNT S
BETH 5.

ez, BMEE I LRRSEEGHERE (P) 252 2. 2/ — FItoWnT,
Z D/ — FISET 2 0 MEORIEREMEE (P') 252 5. (P)E> >y 7Ly 7 Rk
CTHIHEINCAEL e N TE, ZOREHE 2*(P') 3Ito sy MEOR#lE 2 (P) O FR%
5z2%. 20, z4(P) < 2*(P) B DD, ZORAPBESLA TV I REME Z M E
o%E, RN (2.17) 12& D Z O HEN Y ERRMGE X D BN RO 720
7o, ZOMAHEERBNR» LN T2 e TE 2.

zZ < 2¥(P) < 2*(P) (2.17)
Fig. 2.9 12, DHRREXEOMENZRT. HBEADK — NI LT, DEIREICLD

Moz E L, REREIC KD AELZDEZERNT 2 28T, RIEMFZNRINTHRR
THIENTES.
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(xy, %5, %3, ... )

Select x,

(0,25, %5, ...)

Bound

(1,22, %3, ..)

Select x,

(1,0,x3,...) (1,1,x3,...)

(1,0,0,..) (1,0,1,..) (1,1,0,.) (1,1,1,.)

Fig. 2.9 The concept of branch-and-bound

DRERDRIRS &
ARIEEICBVT, COEMENHOBEY LTRRT 2103, 7130 XL0%%
HICKRERFBESX 2. JHUTBVL DD OBEARESNTED, ERBORLUFIC

NI

Most Infeasible Branching
Most Infeasible Branching (&, BTt D7 I BT 2 #RIE A& O g %
i, ROBBMmHIroBZBWERE AL L TGERT 2 51ETH2. B
Ik, 28z, OMIERMBOME 2, 1220w T, ENOREEL oiF#E f; =
min([Z;] — &, — &) ZRITEL, fi PERREZRDZEREZHERTZ. o7
0 —FDHERITZ, BEIED O RbEVEBD 0 E R OFIF 2 @b 3 2 AlaetEd &
WEWSEZTTDDH 5.
Strong Branching
Strong Branching 1%, #®EOEMEEICOWTHRBEMICOH ZA, FHEICE
J 2 MROBGEREZHEL, RONWRNZIKEENT 2 HETHL. DL
&, TRBEORKFER A LR SRS D 25, REBHR DR 21T 5 - DEt
Bazxty@En. 207k, ERIQIEYZEMERZREL: LTEHT 2
HEW. ZO7Fu—FF, FHTHRRARD WIS B E L H 0 I U THR
TH5.

N5 DI DBEITTIER, FEORHMERFRY Y — 25 T THYNTERS 5 2
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EDEETHS.

RICHKT B/ — FDRRGE

DRPREECBVT, RIOKT 2/ — F2BERT A EETH S, 0BT
IV O OEIBAEREINTED, FRDBOEZLINIRT.

FE{B%IEFE (Depth First Search, DFS)

FSBIHEREZ, BEOBERAZRETELRITIEL#ED, [TEIEEDICELLE
AR NETHS. ZOHIKER, BELXEVEIDRL, Ghoe RN E-S
JRATREMES D B. Lo L, 2EROERDMREZATRENEY D D, FHCHRRARDO—HRIC
RERAFDIZ WIGEIIIENRICR D e D 5.

1§{E5ciF%K (Breadth First Search, BFS)

MEEEEIRRIL, TRRARDFE RS ICH S/ — FEJERICHERT 2 1ETHS. 2
DK, EROERKRMEZIN AN—F 2570, WHERRIZEL TWs2, HE
BIBUEDSGEDE R 2 A[REED D B, 2D 7D, TFREARDRE WG EIZIERNRD

BT 280355, k7, RIRRD/ — FR2IXNTRET 2RENDH S0, X
TV HHEPERT I D 5.

RRBTRE%IEZE (Best First Search, BestFS)

R NEEHERE, BEOH2HEORIM GEF X FYE KEOWT, &
bEER ) — FEBENCIRRT 2 TH 5. HNBEBOWEI RN RAD 5
i, FEHEZZOWIN X HVWSRS. REL, BEEHRY R, RER
D/ — RERFETIBERD LD, ATV HEHARPERT S LD 5.
RELDFN

IRFREFZLLT @ Algorithm 2.3 D X5 iZididEnd. AT KD, TEIRERIZER
RARZWEL, %/ — NI U TORdRE e REREZBDIRS 2 & TRBEZHRET 5.
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Algorithm 2.3 Branch and Bound Method(P)
Input: Mixed Integer Programming Problem (P)

QOutput: Optimal solution x*
1: Initialize the search tree with the root node
Set the best solution & to co
while There are unexplored nodes do
Select a node to branch
Branch the selected node into multiple subproblems
Solve the linear relaxation problem for each subproblem
Update the best solution z if a better feasible solution is found

Perform bounding for each subproblem if necessary

R A A S ol

Add the subproblems to the search tree

end while

4

. return best solution &

—_
—_

foF i DiEsEHOE

DEIRELEOMRER M L XE 2720123, tOFELMASOETHHT 2 Z 2 23%R
MTH 2. R, MEMonEleitEEom w532 FiEellaEbES Z LT,
SIRRER OB FHEIP » EAMEE KIBICIRTF 2 2 e TE 3. DNRRIBMAEDE
DFEZTRT.

o YRR TFHEE OflAGOE: URFHEHEIC L D BNHEOEEZM XT3 e n
TE 3720, REBESLDITbOSLT RS, DHRERL R FEEEHAE
bE-FEEZ, FrcoalBhy &k (Branchand Cut) ¥ LTHISATWS.

s La—VYRT 4 v /KL DMAGDYE: L2 -V AT 4 v ZEFEIC KD EEITE
LfEx132 e TE 7D, YIHIBOEBICHMAT 2 22T, HRMELH X
HEHZEeNTES.

CNoDFEEMAGHESD T, DHREEDHENREALEEL A TES.
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23 ZENmEL
23.1 LI

Z HNEoE LR (Multi-objective Optimization Problem, MOP) 1%, RO THH
TN5.

fi(z)

min. F(x) = f2(:$) (2.18)
fula)

st. xeS (2.19)

ZZT, F(x) 3 ko BMER fi(x), f2(x),. .., fulx) ZFONZ MUVEBEKTH D,
T € R" I n RILDKFIEHBARY ML ERT. £, S C R IIHFIEBOHIR ZH- 55
ATHEREIR R TR 5. ZHIREL T, F(z) O8RS fi(z) AMCREELT 22 H
a3, HRREBE S L2 ML —FA 7DRZROZ LR —BRNTH 272D, H—0DK
BfERkD2 v IZR#TH 3.

NL— B8R

ZHMRBEIZBWT, f#x,zo € S OEHIIZARHR (dominance) 12Xk - TEHRX
N3, fRx) PRz, ZREBTD (x1 = x2) 21E, KD 2 OD&MEFFICHT-THE
859

1. Vie{1,2,...,k}, fi(x1) < fi(z2),
2. 3j€{1’27"'7k}a fj(ml)<fj(m2)'

7B, RAMUMETENEIRIET 2 2 LIRS 5.

Fig. 2.10 ¢, XAEBGROMEZRT. 2 BMNOBR/IMUEEEZE 2, % HBEHKE SHlc
o BBz 2 & 27 5E, KRBT 2E o 136 LIBT3 oy %X
T3,

KX NZAED SZELRVIRNPEE Lo, ES S O TiDRIC K X ik
Wiz ED TG S* ZINL— MRES (Pareto-optimal set) tIT..

S*={xeS|PyeS yz} (2.20)
WIS 2 HHZERIZBWT, RL— MREESDB] F(S*) Z/N\L—bk70O> b+ (Pareto

front) IR, SL—Fr 7w > X, BREO ML — FA 7BGRERTAT 2 ETERER
BeEl RT3
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f2(x)

(0

Fig. 2.10 The concept of dominance

RO D
ZHWRE(LICBT 2%, B—D2AH 7 —ETIERL, L— MEEEL WS ETH
b5, ZDRD, 7ILITV)VXLILUTO 2 OOWEREET I eARDENS.

» IXR1t% (convergence) : XL — k7 v Y b LOBEBRNREIEDOL Z .
o 1M (diversity) : XL —F 70> b BICRD 2 EMRIREERT S L.

CAUTINA, Ruv— MEREE, IEBBOMERDBERICR 550D 570, ZOFHE
MR ROMRIEZ A EXE 2 TRBBEL L 5.
232 ARHWRET 5 MERE

AT, HIREES X CHWIIETRAIN 2582 RKE L, FIcZ HNREEK
M EHEIRE  (Multi-objective Mixed Integer Linear Programming, MOMILP) % %5 ¥
5. ZOMEZIUROEATEREINS:

min. Cx = [c]—a: coT ... c;—m]—r (2.21)
st. Az >0b (2.22)
x>0 (2.23)

x, €Z Yiel, z;€eR Vj¢T (2.24)

2T, x = (v1,20,...,0,) BREZEBNRZ bLERL, TO55D0—H T C
{1,2,...,n} BEHEHWZZT5. CIFkEOBNBEKOBREZIAT k x niTHTH
D, ABIVbEMIEHIKIEMR T 2 HREATHIE X EBIER Y ML TH 5.

ZORETIE, HEHWESEEGHERE L Mk, BRERESTD I RARIHY
KT 20, X5IEBOENZRRICRELT 2 BELND 570D, HREMOEHEL K
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BAZHEIS 5. ZAUTE D, RN RRTFEPDE L 2D,

233 ZENZBECFEDDEE

ZHWRELOTERZ, HNZEBIKBI 2MEGZED LS IKHERT IO E, Y
ToLS TSNS,

MU RE

IEERE, S —h7r Y bOEMUEERD L e ZHNE T 5. T b DFAI,
BRI LU CRHRRIR DS <, MZEMA KBRS ETOEMAARETH 2. DL
DZ L, EEIEFRCESWTED, FMUTD 3 2iI2KilEhs.

578 (RAhF5—1t) X=X
TEIN—ZADFERZ, ZHNMEZEBOHEENBEICTEIL, 206 25
frd ZeTARL— 7Y b 2BRTLIHOTH 5. REWLRFEL LTMOEA/D
(Multi-Objective Evolutionary Algorithm Based on Decomposition) ® 3% 3. &
DFEE, MEZDET 22 e TREHNMEOMRN KR ZRE L, ZHKN
RE(L DRI Z S0 5.
FEEFREA—2X
XECRAGRNR— 2 DT, BEOXIERICEOSVWTERZIT>HDTHD, €
Mz 71 a1) X4 LT NSGA-II (Non-dominated Sorting Genetic Algorithm
D) @2 Fonsd. ZOFETE, IALINDMHEHIGRL KRS HES DS
MRS 5 LRBL IR TV S.
£a~—-2X
RERN—RDFER, MEGEREZEZERIET L2 I THREEZITOIDDOTH 5.
7=¥ 213, PSO (Particle Swarm Optimization) (9 (%, K FE#E DB X 12 FHD N T
BERHET L. kD, SL—t7u Y bOSEREEEIRL DD, ALEE
FHRANTKD B Z L HFREL 725

BERE

BRI, BOlfR R BUA ISR D 2 FETH D, FIcZ HINE S BEGTHE R E
WBWTIRZHMORIREE (Multi-objective Branch and Bound) 2SR fIHX N 3. 2
DFRIZ, HEREMZMoHEEICOEL, WRMCHEMEZRRT LT, SL— MR
AL SRR ERDZ Z e PARETH 2. L L, MBEMPKHEREGS, SHEARIE
LIS 2728, FATAIRERBEREAHIR I N2 b WO RERDH 5.
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Do fictid, ZENESREGEHEBEICEWT, EUREOTR TEHELR D DE 2T
&, BEEMHETH 2 Z HIORIRERICOWTHAT 5.

234 ZEMNRBCHEEODE (XAHZ—1k)

Z BB LRTEX, RO BB 2 ARICREL S 579, ROEHE—RITED
52 eMNTET, FEOBENCHONMARETH 5. ZOMERRRT 270, LHN
B LR 2 O B H RIS B3 2 HEPREI ATV 3.

ZHIME 2GR BEHNMEIC D E T 5121k, EHART ML (weight vector) 1 &
O R2hS5—{LBI% (scalarizing function) % 2 5ES—KIITH 5.

BEANIT L

BHANY MU, ZHNRECHEOSEMBERICH L TEA (BEE) 28 b T3
T2HDORT M THD. BHHBEEOMERE kv Lz &, EAXRZ MLEIRD L HITEKX
na .

k
A=A A2, L )T A >0, Z/\z‘zl (2.25)
i1

HAXNZ PLVEHWS Z T, ZHNRE(LICBTS \L—r7n Y F2EblTs2 L
MAREL 72 5. —fIC, EBOEANRT MLEARKL, Zhziuant U CHENEEZ E
{Z¥eT, RL—t7vY hOIMEERDS.

ZZT, HANZ MLV TEADTEITINC, FEHNEKOED 5 2fHEZEFELLTB
Qe EETH L. EFLZITS 28T, FHNEBEOR r—1oEWZfiEL, &
AR MILONRE YN T 2 Z e B TE 5.

HANY PO, BROSHRMICKREREELEZ 570, BYILEARZ LD
BIRDEETH 5.

AN 5 — (LA

2% 7 —{bBEEE, ZHNRELCHEICBVWTEROBNBEEE 1 DDA H 7 —fEIC
ZWT 57000 THE. 2k, BBOHNZFEFRCEET 2bDIC, B—0D
HRBE Z it 3 2B e UTH ZEMA[REL 72 5. R 7 —(LBBUR EYNELET
THIET, Xv—t7ur b EORLIMEERT IR TES. IFTIE, RFE
M7z A 7 7 — (LB L T Weighted Sum, Tchebycheff, Penalty-based Boundary

Intersection 23/ 3 5% ®,
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b
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i
il
i
(ay

Weighted Sum (IIE#;%)

Weighted Sum (IHEME) 1%, £ENBEEICEAZEID YT TZ0L 2HBICHE
RO FEARNIL AN T —LFIETH S, HANZ L X ITH L, Weighted Sum 12 & % R
77 —(LEEBIIRD X S ICERINS ¢

V@A) =ATCx (2.26)

Weighted Sum OFffE, #H a2 MK, SL—F 7oy FAMOBAIIEE I
HANY MLEBERT 222 TAL— 7Y b2EREEMTEZ 2 THS. Frg, it
AL ZE T 25810, BRBEBORBRZ bz ATCrs22eT, MFDL5k
HHRRSBEGHEFEE LT Z e TE 5.

min. (AT C)x (2.27)
st. Ax>b (2.28)
x>0 (2.29)
©, €% YieI, z;€R Vj¢I (2.30)

—77, WX, JEMosL—bh7ay Mg U CRRIEMNEBREBER T2 e A TER N
T THB. FDED, BoN@ErR AL —r7ay P 2REHERELTWENY S 2R hE
BTBZPEETHDH, DERIGUTHDOR D S —LEERW2 ZenRkdDoh 3.

Tchebycheff (FxES x7i%)

Tchebycheff (&, HWEBORAKREZCEEH T2 A0 7 —(LFETHE. 22T,
mAAE (ideal point) % z* — (21,23,....20) ¥ L, % HHBEMOR/NMELT ol
(zF <ming{c;x}) THREND LT 5. HAXRZ ML X ZHWVW5S &, Tchebycheff i
L2207 —LBIBIERD X5 ITERE NS !

frb(z|X, z*) = z‘:Hllan{/\i ’clT:L' - zﬂ} (2.31)

-----

Tchebycheff Z W2 Z 2T, IEMBRAAL— b 7Y MR LTHMERDZ D TE
52 THb. LrL, A7 —ABBDIERIETH 5720, MIEHEZIES 556 3%
DEBDH L RDZ DD 5.

0BG, max P EZHCE S, max &ME2HNe L3228 T, MUK
D XS RIBAEBETHEELE L TR Z e TE 5.

min. M (2.32)
st. A(CTz—2%) <M1 (2.33)
Ax > b (2.34)
x>0 (2.35)

2w €7 VieI, xz,€R Vj¢TI (2.36)
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7L, LIGEYZRITD 1 X7 L THY, M IZEKNEZRIT 270 0IEALET
H5.

Penalty-based Boundary Intersection (RFILF 1 IcEDHRRTE
%)

Penalty-based Boundary Intersection (PBI) (&, Tchebycheff DZETH D, HA
N7 PV ENDIRAMNE 2 R =87 25 7 —(LBTH 5. PEA 2* ZRHEIC, HANRY
LA EEART MAADIRAMEASNT A= —0>0%2Hwb Y, PBLICXKS XA F7—1b
BIEIEIRD X S5 ITEFRE NS !

PP @|X, 2*,0) = dy + 0ds, (2.37)
T %
g, = 12 ((ﬁill 1} (2.38)

dy = (2.39)

A *
Czx — <d1H)" +z )

722l dy BROME Cx ZEHANRY PATIANCHE LR BER 02 R L, do
FE O RO OFE RS, ZLTHRAMAAI A —X— 0 DfEEKEL T3
£ T, HANRY FAFENINT 2EAERRD S Z LB TE 5.

PBI & Tchebycheff IZHERT, EHAXRYZ FAFMICH 2B/ T VD, IHEAY
BYORERGDZeNTES. Lo, Tchebycheff ¥ FIFICIERRE LB TH 2720, R
TEMEZRIRE S 258 W IIROTERVHE LR D 5.

PBIWCBIFZ VLI Ly /s (vony ZRVHKEE ZHWA 22T, UTO LSRR
BEMETHEMEE LTERMET 2 Z L IFFRETH 528, HIE bk T8 OZEKB L Uil %
BATHIREND D70, GHEIXMDPERTLI D 5.

min. A (Cx—2z")+601"M (2.40)
st. Cx— <>\T(Cw C2OAE z*) <M (2.41)
Az > b (2.42)

x>0 (2.43)

v €Z VieI, xz;€R Vj¢T (2.44)

B, FEX QAN IFAZRBICLODUTOLSIIERT I TE, T DEER
MBI 2N TES !

(I-AM\")Cx < M + (I -X\")z* (2.45)

2 A 7 —LBBUE, ZEHNRELREICEVWT AL — b7y b 2ERT 572D DHEA

K72y = Tdh D, FEFERIFRECIC U BHEPHD D 5. MEOIRLRME (M
Toekie ) #ERBL, WURRA 7 LBz 5 Z ek ons.
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Weighted Sum Tchebycheff

Fig. 2.11 Contours of scalarizing functions

AN 5 —{LEARDLEE

Weighted Sum, Tchebycheff, PBI &, ZhZNEix 2Rt %2F>O2h 7 — (LK TH
%. Fig. 21112, 260D 7 —(LEBOFSMOLLE % /R$. Weighted Sum 1%, %
HIBIB ORI MEMZE S Z & h 5, FEmftidEfIRICR%. —75, Tchebycheff 1%, &
HMBEBOBRARAZNS 226, FEEV #8022, PBLIE, EANXRZ MLV
WS 2HEMAEE RO D, FEHRIIEART PLAANCE I EFEOLN5.

INBHDRA T — LB, BRBIRORMESLHEOIRICIE U CEYNGEIR T 5 2 &
NEETH 5.

538 (RH5—1t) ZAVI-ZENRELFE

Z B ERECRE 2 @R OB HMEIC 2T 2 TR, 2 HRELOMRILERRE
AfREE § 5728, ZHMNRBLFRCESAMAIATWS. RENLFEE LT, #LEE
FiETH %5 MOEA/D (Multi-Objective Evolutionary Algorithm based on Decomposition)
DHETHNS.

MOEA/D Tli&, AR L7-EAXRY AT IEER L, #LAREFRICLIDKEA
N7 PTHT B2 HNCERR S 2. ez 2 4 7 — LBz kb5 2 & T, %
L=ty b 2RERMT 2 X5 5MEEZ21E82 ZENARETDH 5.

AR TIREET AEFETDH 2 MOEA/D OEARKRBEROFHHIEEIZE T 5. FEHlIEX
S 2N

235 ZENDRRESE

ZHIDBIRERIZ, 2.2.4 BT DEIREEZ 2 HRRELHEICHNR L 72 THET
H%. WHEDIRRER L FKIC, ZHRDHRREEIIFRRRZHEL, %/ — FITHL
THRIME L RERELRE VIR T Z TR — MRBBEA T HRET .
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ZHW D RBREES B ER O RIS B2 5 mid, REREOREMNEICH 5. HE
MBS, BINBEROMEISE—OETH 37280, BRERIEE FRME L BERRBHED K/
FREET 2720 TEL, HBRNAEBIT 2 TE3. LirL, ZHNOEE, HWHE
BOEPEROBETREE NS 2, BB AN TIRREREZITI 2B TERL

Z 2T, ZHNSEREETE, FHMEORLDICTRES (lower bound set) %E
AL, BERBMES L OB EITS 2 L TIREBRELZITS.

THRES

IRIREICEDEONED S/ — FICEHL, ZORMBICHIES 257 HE (P) 2& 2
5. ZOHIREENTTORMED R ST RIABDN D 202 W T 572012, (P) Dk
HMREE (P) 2& 2 5. (P) 3ZHWNREHERETD D, RlEfEaoBid L —Fr7n
YEERT. TOLIE, BB — RICHNLZOEHNEE (P) OREFRIEICN 3 2 i
HE%, 2O/ —FBIU (P) T2 FTREA| LT, (P) DIEEDOEITAIREMRIIL T
THREERELVIT L ORI T NS.

L DRI, (P) OF TrIREMERE S, (P') OEfTAMGEMERE S’ v 5L, SC S
THs. (P)OFREAZLLTBY, RL— MERDERID L={yc S |fxc
S -yt TH2Zerd, TEOyec LIZXLT, S OEEOFETAER z Xz -y
RV

L7ehioT, THREGDERDEREPIEERRBESEDVTNrOHERAIIIHSINLYE
a, 2D/ —FTHRLAZMBIVTNOHERLID 527D, 20/ — FOEREZIH
P2 TES.

XTC, FRES L (P) ORBEMEATH 2720, —C L OITIFBEICHEET 5.
Ehrgott ¥ Gandibleux 12 & 22%TiZ, 2.34 HIOEANZ b REOEEEEZFAWT, L
DEET 28 L, 2RO X5 RHLTwz U,

Li(A) = N {y c ]Rk'))\Ty > )\TzA} (2.46)
AEA

ZIT, AIEEOEANRY M E2EDTLEETHD, 2y BEARTZ ML A ZHWT
(P’) Z Weighted Sum 12 X D BEHAL L =B Z N TR 5N RERTDH 5. FEHAN
ZIAACHT2EEI {y e RNy > AT2 ) THY, Zhidfizy 2D AN ITHER
T 5EFH & D FllomE RS .

X (2.46) 13, Ly 2EREOHEHBOILER T LTERIHL TWa 7D, FRIGGIRT S
ZYIEREETH B, LirL, BANRZ MLOSKES A ORD DI, AREOEARZ K
ADERZEEN CAEEZDE, Li(A)CL(AN)ThHY, L (A)ZS DIEREDE
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f2(x) 4
@ Current solution set
It' Dominated area by current solutions
\ Lower bound set
<4 f (x)
Fig. 2.12 Example of a situation where bounding can be performed in MOBB
f2(x) 4
@ Current solution set
m Dominated area by current solutions
\ Lower bound set
Possible area
for new non-dominated solutions
>
<4 f (x)
Fig. 2.13 Example of a situation where bounding cannot be performed in MOBB
ITRIREfR 2 & L.

DlougBfzseos s, XRDX512k%5 !

SCS CL(A)CLy(A) (2.47)

ZRCEY, BERRBMBESOXEEED L (A) 20E7 2158, UEREBESH
BHH/ - FTHEOLNZEEOMRELRT 2 Z e MRS L7120, 2D/ — FOERELT
BYIBZ e TE S,

Fig. 2.12 B XU Fig. 2.13 12, FREAZHVIREREOH 27T, Fig. 2.12 TR,
M ERRBESP TRESGEZEEL TV D, EHLTWS / — R THELNZRIIEE
fREXDHHDB. LihoT, 20/ —FOBEREH B2 e »TE%. —7, Fig. 2.13
T, BERBBEAD TRESZUELTVAWL. 207D, FREAMNILL, »o
WINOEEMIC S XIS N WEITH 2RI E R 5N 2L H 2. Ko T,
HH — FOBREMTT 2 BEND 5.

LiedioT, EBROFETE, AREOEANY FUCHT 2 FRES Ly () 2k,
T EREPEERBMES L T 2 2 & TREREERITS



2.3 ZHIREE 31

RBE{LDRN

Z B2 HREZEORELOTRAUE, BENODHREZE L FEETH 2 /2%, Algorithm
23%2BHOY. 7L, RERECBVWTR, UERRMES L TRESDOHEZITS
ZXITHERT 5.

ZEHNIRIREZDRE
ZHIRIRERE, 2 HNESEEREA EMECS L TENRFETS 525, UT
DICHEEDBETH 5.

B3R ENL — FREROEHHEK
% H NG LRE O FATAREE OB OME O TERAIE, HIVE E DRELS BB L
FERBAEIICI R T 2 12, 2o, IEXEN R MEFIET 2 ARFIETIIHRZRIL
BRI TLES.
BRERIENITONICC L
ZHMDHEMREEICB T 2RERER, BERRBRBES L NRESOEICED
Tbihsd. LorL, —RICHWE L DIEZ % & XEBRITFELICS SRS, Th
WKINAT, BAYS LOMBKICEFIHE AR b2 h 5. FREGEZRTLDDOEA
N7 PLOMEE A 2D €2 e THHEaX MEMZONED, ZOHELD
KECRARDIRAL LI KR B.

fiRE LT, ZHMNORRERE, BRI DL IRRZEBAVNEWEEITENTH
LEN, REBZREICN U TOELIEZ W2 Z e B —RITH 5.
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Multi-Objective
Branch-and-Bound based on
Decomposition (MOBB/D)

3.1 FLC&®IC

AETIE, ZHMNESEBYIERE (MOMILP) <Xt 3 2 #ik REEMIETDH 5
Multi-Objective Branch-and-Bound based on Decomposition (MOBB/D) (¥ 7%
RET 2. AFRE, 234 HiThREDEFiEL 224 HITRNT-SRREEREEHRE L,
MOMILP Df#FEICH T 25t EMR e S L — MROZHEME - REZB S8 2 2 2 H
K LTWwa.

WERDZ B FRER L, 2TOL — MRl E BRNICER T 2720, §Hax
N TR S 2 B8 B o 72, —75, ELFHREFREGFREDENE L, ST
BICHHEARETH 27, HEMEPHRIETET, BOon2MOBECEALHZ. Zhb
DFEL RS 5720, RWFTIE, EARZ bz HwT MOMILP % #8oHH I
BIZHEL, S U TORRERE AT 22T, MER L — MuliE %
ke 2 FikERIFE L 2.

MOBB/D Ti¥, HAXNY ML E R A7 —b2HWS Z T, OEEZHI#EL D
D, MEMETH 2 0BREEEZH VS 2 TRIEMEZH2 ZEMAHETH S, 251,
FHHMWMEEZMR CHL), BREWEINE - G372 22T, SHEIEOMERRS.
g, EHANRZ FAPEET 2 HENBEY 5 LIk, MEMSECRERIEMUL TV L
RETE 3720, REMRELDOERPHEERPICHE LN A E, HREHRE Lo
HEIREZ iR  BUCEAA T 2 2 2 T, BROMRLHIETE 2.

SREPRERIE, HHNORSEEEYEAERE (MILP) (03 2 $hRN 2 B3 RE T H
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Attainable Objective Set ‘,.

Pareto Front

Fig. 3.1 A conceptual diagram of MOBB/D.

5. ZDS R, STHEBRERBEIRRIEICE A, BMEREICECEHRZITVR TV EW
SN B2, L7ehoT, IR R MBS THO RVERERERAT 2 2
T, I X0HRLEERTEZLEZLNS.

Fig. 3.1 12, MOBB/D O#&X%/R3. ZORTIE, EANZ bLEAWTEHNFE
EEBOBBEMNMBICOE L, BRERE LA URH oS HENREZ M Rk RN
WIWRLTWS.

RETE, FTREFEOEANLBZ L MNEZ#MH T 5. HT, BAXY PLEHAV
FHEHMMEOFIER L, HFREROHAFEIEICOWTRHMCRRS. X512, YTy
ARDOBEFAFEEZRRCOWTHOTERINCHA L, BEFEOHRM L Z YL H
MR, R, BIEEERZE L T, MOBB/D OMEEZ BIfF Tk L Ll - ML T 5.

32 REFADHRS

AREITIE, 2.3.2 HiTihR7=Z HIREBEETEHEEE (MOMILP) 20 LT, EAN
7 MW A5 7 — L2 X D BEREZIT 5 FECOWTHER S, sEHIOFMIE 2.3.4
fizsRx v, BEFE MOBB/D T, ZOHHEMIC X - TEEDHE-EE M L
TS Z e A[REE 72 D, RROEMELA L35,

REITE, BARNREARY PAVOERTIES X UREIFIEICOVTRRS.
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321 BEAXNT MILDOER

2T MOBB/D Clf, AL — b 70> b EOSRAMENRIICES =012, HA
R AR FWTE H IR &SI ERE (MOMILP) % ¥ H AR 8T 2.
FAHNRZ FLA= Aoy AT > 013, SEMBRICH D YT rEARET, TR
DM 1 THEIEBNRNZ VLV THD. BREZANEZHWEZLT, SL—r7n Y M EOR
75 B ERT 5 - L ASTIREL 4 5.

ERCREL R TS IS, TTEANS MAES A = (A, Ao, A} BAERL,
DESEEED ZBENDS. A RERT BB, UFOSEEET 208D 5.

SR DR

HARTZ PVEFE AL - 70y P22 HET 2 L5 TR SNEIRETHS. B
KNI, BAENRT FADARERR D EFECHMT 2 L5EMTS 2T, SL—F+7n
Y EOZRERREERL ZEPHFTE S, L 20F, Bk — 1 ZOTHEANORS TR
FAW 3 77155, BRE LRI EIZ AT 2 HENEZ NS,

FHEIX ol

HARNY MLOF A ML 22T, AL—br7uY s LOROEERR EXH
5ZENTERZY, st HaX MRS 5. LarL, HAXRZ MLOEBIDRVWE, KL —
F7a Y bO—HLAREKR T ERVATREMD D 2 DIITINZ, HHEICH ZEANRT FLITH
B3 2 FEM OEMIENTIL 72 570, HEREROBAAPNREFKE LIS R
TLES. LidoT, MEOHBLFHEY Y —REUT |A] 2 HEYNGER T 2 050
H5.

BHANZ MDA, MOBB/D OWREE EAST2EELRERTH S, HYIREAN
I IMNVEERREITAZLT, SL—F7a Y FOSREELIEME R LoD, A
2+ EEHIEST S Z e AlREL 72 5.

322 RAZ—LEIHDER

REF1E MOBB/D 123813 2 2% 7 — LB ORIRE, Rk 7 vt 2oghRMEL <
L—Fr70y OMEFREEICKELREZEERIET. X7 —(LBEBEKDER L FtEicD
WTIE, 2.3.4 BiCTFEMNICEN. AREITE, REFERCBWTHEYIZ RS 7 —(LEZ Y
DEIGERL, EHTEZREZDIZOWTikam T 5. FHZ, Weighted Sum D&M % 58
A LoD, ZODRAZMS 7D DEIEETERT 5.
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MOMILP (cx}9 % Weighted Sum D4¥5t%

Weighted Sum &, MOMILP ZH Bt T 270D R H 7 —{LEf L LT, REFE
MOBB/D OHuLH 7% %4H 5. Weighted Sum O, FHEZIZROm EERD> >~
TLSRXBVTRICHEHETH D, REFEROKE T e BEMIE.

Weighted Sum 1, HWPBIEZEANRY MUK DIRERES 24515 TH D, MOBB/D
DRRE T 2R IE L MOMILP IS L TW3. ZOFETIE, 2H7—kxh
7o HE R £ 72 RS BEREHE L Tilbl 3 729, HERIERO HAIHIE
BTH5. Iz, BHUEBPEMZHEREG LTRSS 27D, fHEaX 2K
WL, MBEEROMBDAIRELE 725,

—4 T, Weighted Sum TiZIEM L — k70 Y hADKIGTERVE WS RADLD 5.
fig < }tR D MOMILP O oL — b 7 a ¥ b BIEMBIREFOHE, IEMETIcE s 38
L— MEZIRRTE RV, ZhIX, HANRZ PR AAN—TZ B EOMHEEINEEITRE
INdDTH5.

D70, ENHIDBRECGE, MO RH 7 — (LR RA T2 2 & THRIETE 0]
HEMED B 5. 72k 21X, Tchebycheff % PBI i%, JEfMofL— k71> b A N —HipH %4k
R BDITHELTWS GElE 234 Z). 2721, 26 DFEERE Weighted Sum 12
HRCEHEaX @<, BREROBAAIEMIS 2720, EHHEMEZEEIGEES
LREND L. A7 — (LB DERIZ, MOBB/D O®&RMEL L -1+ 7> OfmE
WEMT2EELRERTH 5. BEFILETIE, Weighted Sum 2HAY LTHAL, IEN
78 Y Y ORI BRI Tehebycheff < PBI #XEUCE L CHAT 2 Z 2T, #tHE
MR BRRNEE O 2N 5.

323 ERBEWROBFA

R FE MOBB/D Tld, EANZ bLEHWT MOMILP % #% 0 8 HREA ¥ 57
T 2R, SHEAMNMEZ R GBETR O EHEMEMCHEHAHET 2 2 2EHT 3.
ZZTWHERBR L X, SEREERY Y Ly 2 REREEBLTE LN S, FERE
ERE TR T 2 ARBRAMAZIET. ZhoDFEREHNDEANRT F KL 5 E
ZRCBICTERT 2 2T, SRROWMMERE Gz Y b eRoh, dtEa X FoH|
TSRO R ESIRF T & 5.

BREHICE, SHABELIERAELIEZ 602D, T 2 TERRENLRHIZ WL 2O

NI

s R RERE LV EDFHBIEDER: H2HANRY M TERSNHHWHEZ
fig  BETHEONREMRX, BHLULLEAXRY PLzHROMOMEICBNT, A
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L LTHAATE 2. 2k, fitzlEzanr ol Eihd 58
BLHELT, RHICEDOEWEANEES 5 Z ehlifFEns.

s ZHEES S UHWENRROBFIAA: BEORKBRETREDEMMETE SN D
T & o TR L L 723585, AELHIRZE S 2 2 & THRREHDR
ETEGE, ZOBRMIHMLEHETOHMATS 2R &SV, 2o DIFEH
ZHEYNEM T 5 2 2T, HEY A XPMERRZEM Z WRINH/N L, 2EIRER
DR ZIHITE 5.

s BIEMBROBERR: > > 7L v 7 AR THREERNHEZEL &, ZOBR TR
SNLRRER (0 Ty 72K BELNDL. TORKERE, EWEEZ R
OHlOBEERREEIN L THERAIMERZ 2L, BERMIFEOREICET %
[RI87% KIEICHITR S 2 Z L SAHETH 5.

IO DERFERZHENHT Lo THELNLHNK[EBIUL OB THS.

o SHEBFRIDRENE: HU L S R OoMER CIRRERE LA T2 2 8T, ik
RSN U THRR 22 M 2 WA 2 HBRE U, BB AR IR Z HIIR T Z 5.

o IR DmLE: REZIHERAR 2GRS SR ZER S 2 22T, X
NL—b7ay MNEFEORERMBICPCRTE, FHEERZRMIEHTE 3.

o SHEMBNL—F70Y MEF: SHANY MR T 2 BER LSRRG E 5
3222 T, BEVEEADSL— 702 FEHRACHAA—L, SR —
MRS T R5.

AT, Zho OBERRIZRIRRIGHRAEA R 2 B3RS 2 BRfle LT, 34 HiT
YTLYy I ZARODBIBFIRCOWTHAT 2. bbb, —ERW-HEHNMETHES
NIREEN RGO FERER (2 7Ly 7 2K) 2MOBEENMEICEHEL, HED
TV oy 7 ARFATRHC @R IR R R 2 A RE L S IO W TR S 5. 25 L
#HILAZ, MOBB/D 2B 2t HANHR - OMER LIS RAERE L DG,

3.3 mBEfEDFHEN

REITIX, $RETFE MOBB/D 12 & 2558 (LD 7 1t 2% Algorithm 3.4 IR5. ££%
TEREAENT 27-DDEE S HEL, SHENMEZBEERICID S 2IEHT 5.
3T DI HRERBEHEETEFE (MOMILP) % &8 o EHNMEEICTEIT 5 7%
D, WYIREARZ PVEEZENT S, BT, ZOEAXRY ML LI MOMILP %
HHESEERIEETE (MILP) FIREANZIRL, S NORRIEHZIEMH L0 o 0 ERE
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ECRENZITS. BohREMREZERNT ST, REIIKSAL—FT7rY b EIZH
LR EMBETE S, ZOREBRETHZICHE S NBEHIINER S NERE - B,
RUARE DRI THN 5.

Algorithm 3.4 MOBB/D for a Given MOMILP
Input: A multi-objective mixed integer linear programming problem (MOMILP)

Output: A set of solutions X'* approximating the Pareto front

1: Generate the set of weight vectors A according to a suitable distribution

2: Initialize the solution set X'* as empty

3: Initialize the search information set S as empty

4: forall A € A do

5:  Formulate a single-objective MILP problem P from MOMILP using A

6:  Retrieve and prepare useful information from S for solving Py

7: Apply branch-and-bound to solve Py utilizing the information prepared from S
8:  Let & be the optimal solution obtained for Py; update X* « X* U {Zx}

9:  Update S with the newly obtained solution and any additional useful information

derived during the solving process

10: end for
11: return X*

FRlo%Ea— Fik, MOBB/D iIcB 1 3 HAMNLR 70— %2 iBIRL TV, &HH
HIRERERIC S 225 DERE WS Z & T, HRZEMZHD, FHEREOHITE X UX
R oW EoAlRE 75, £, MEERICEONLAR L SICEBET 52T, &
DOFFEMERIC X SR 2B TE S, Zhoo 7R 2@ELET, ZHTHDE
WL — MEDHIRINCE 5N B Z v MOBB/D ORRE T 5.

3.4 BRBROAB: >>TFL v o RROBFA
341 HIE

MOBB/D T, /ElXnH7ME (RENME) 2EECREls 32 Fike LT
RIREEE VTV 3. SRREERED 7 — FER - HEER T, BEBEGTERE
ERURER L 22 FE 2D IR UL 12D T Ly I RENEM SN 5. @H
Ly 7 ZFEFHRENBEELZ > Y 7Ly 7 AR N SITHIRBUCE L, [TEAZERIC
X 2 EFHRAER BIEINCEM T 5 2 b TRl EH T 5.

L2L, TOFEETIREONDZS YTy 7 ARDPFFEDEANRY M IVITRIG L 72 FE
ETHE 7D, MOEARY A EZFOMEICEZEHRST 2 I3 TERV. 22T, K

W\

Y4
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TR v I Ly 7 ZAROBEAHTIEL LT, RORPZEEHRIZ ML) OBEHELT
RIWIB7 0 —F 2L T 3. LUFTIE, HAXRZ MKEFEDS VT Ly 7 AROHEE
BLUREEDHEHE, EHEOEANRZ L 0BG, X 5IHEAHEFEE FHEICOWT

R 3,

BHNT FPIVEEFEDOS VT LY I AR

GB.D) KR T Lo, HHNMED HREESHIRFREZIZtLHE T2 Ly /X
ROKW I %, BARNTZ L X OREHE, H5VWIZZoMoMEERE LTiddhd 5.
HRINCIE, EARZ PUSHIET 2 SEEPROPTEBR VWS h, FEDO X 2RAT
NTEHEDS YTy VARDPEHTEZ LT KRTE. ZOXIRXREEHANRT ML
OB LTEMLTEL LT, ER2 AN ICELBR 22 TH—ORMELFHAHL
D0, HiRBEHNMBIIE LY Y Ly 7 RIROPHIRER S 2 Z L A AlREL 72 5.

z Ty TN const.

—et N [ =t (A ] 0 3.1)
0] Ag(A) | ANv(A) | b(A)

REEDOHE L EEDEHANT ML

BHEOY YT Ly 7 ZETE, BHNERGRBONFS K2 L ICEEOREEEHE T
3. AFETDH, EHEE (TEAZHE) OFIEIZED SRV, ROZKID X ORI
TH27:0, HERIHEEE LTV REARY MLERA L TREE ZBEICET: L,
ZORERRESEMHRT 5. BARNRHEAECBEL TR, 222 fizzanizw.
—EHDZEANT MV X TREREEEZE25E, EFEOEARZ ML N H LT,
ZOFE—DOEREEDZ DL ERUEREESZ DD B, ZOHE, —YOBEFREELT
DIFEPELN, FRARX M EREHIBTE 2. BEFREPBRBERGEETD, Rk
R PR LTRIATE 2729, Yux—XTOY Y7Ly 7 AFEIHARD R WKE
IR CHT T A BB R A~EE T 2 AIREED E L.

BFAEEE L R

HANZ bLZHBEBICDAE AT 5 Weighted Sum 12X 2 24 7 —(LTiE, HH
B DIRED XN DR E L 72 5720, SV T Ly 7 ARDPHE IO 2HD. —77,
Tchebycheff %° PBI 7z Efthd 2 5 —{LREEL T, 2.3.4 HiTihN7z & 5 1cHilfGMIcd E
AN PADEET 5. ZOgE, EFHRERIEDIRET 5 b BB mR D ZIHAR
B, ROBIPIERL - @HLLLTLESBODDHS. LiehoT, Y7Ly
7 AR DOBERAFEZ RN OLERNER T 2791213, Weighted Sum 2R3 %
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eI S,

MUEDEXSI1C, 0Ly 7 AREBEARY P LOBBYE L THRET 22T, —EHE
RLEREHOCTHBROEANS bCH 2 BENRINCHEL 2P TE 3. KT,
HANY L2 BFERNICZ LSRR ED 258, > T Ly 7 AR 2D
Z%aZMPKELHIREN B 725, MOBB/D £RDaIEIFA LIt k& FE5T 5.

342 BERER

KREITIE, REFEMOBB/D KB 3>y Ly 7 2AROBEAATFEOENMEE 2 5
DRUEEBRC X > THEET 5. B 1 T, ##EFE (MOBB/D) biEkFE (ZEHND
FBRETR; MOBB) OMREIE 21T S . EBR 2 T, EHIEHROEEC X 2 R EREDE
W IREES 5.

KER1. RFECREFEOLR
AEITIX, 1£EFTE MOBB/D L 1EkT% MOBB 2B L, UREZHRIET 270D
B L 7z

s METFEV AL — F 78y M ITEWEZ R RINCHRTE 50
s METEVFEMW 22 RHRICHERTE 50

L7235 C, HEEIEEIZFATRERM 3B X O HyperVolume fET#% %. HyperVolume 1%, 5
LNMREBTICEENZBMICONT, ZOMPXET 2 HIROMEGOERBEEFIHE L
bDThHD, BoNMESOZHIELICREZ RTHBERETH 5. B, —KNKRZ
HRRBEICBWTE, SL—F7a >y bAOIEERER i3 2568 LT, fiucd
Generational Distance (GD) ®Z D ZENAHAVSENS. L LAENS, IBEFETIHEE
DEANT MU L THREEIEOND 7280, HERANIZ GD X0 &7 5. LahoT,
AR TIE GD O HBIITH .

WRET Ry F~— 7B, ZHNBLEGEERE (MOIP) XY F<—22 LT
IR HBNTWEZHNF v 7y ZiEZ W, ZHNF Y 7%y ZEEEZLITO X
SEREEN S ¢

(3.2)
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REBRTI, BRI U EHETA Y RZ Y 2%2EWLE. Thbb, B
B ow; B XM o) ZXR [1,1000] 28 5 ¥ X 2GRIRSH, Fv Ty 7 OREIE
W =050 wi] & U7, ZROBEB & CHNBBOBDIFE—DOFET, FHEICOW
TI0fHDA 2R 2RERLT-.

7R R E AT O TH 5 -

 HIEEEO®: 2, 3, 4, 5

o BETEE O 10, 20, 30, 40, 50, 60, 70
o HANRZ MO 500

o FATHRFRIHIFR: 1 Kef

Table 3.1 IIXEf TR ORGSR %, Table 3.2 121% HyperVolume fHDfER % 7R 3.

FATREIZDOWT, "> 1hrs" ZERRIFATIRFHGIRICEE L 72 2 e ZERRL, "-"I3—
DA ¥ AR Y A TFEATRERHIBRICELE L /2 - D FIELBHTERWZ L 2 EHT 3.

HyperVolume fEIZDOWTIE, 4 YRR ¥ AKEEIKE WD, MOBB ¥ DR THE
2T D 1 KM THIUI MOBB ENTED, | ZEZ 55513 MOBB/D HiE
NTW2 Z e ZEWRT 5. T Table 3.3 1ITRT &5 KEtHEIh, Zof/ME, FHH,
R KAEA Table 3.2 I ZDIET/RE N 3. HyperVolume fEIZEERKE TS THH I N S.
DEF D, FEITREHIRICE L 258132 OR R TF & 7z IEBLESE A O HyperVolume
HzHEHT 2.

Table 3.1 225, /MR — XA TIRIERFEPRR 2 HHITR T 5203, PRHABLT
KB — 2 CRIBETFEIBRREBECKR T T2 e hrbhr s, Buc, HEFEEZH
HIBIE R AR DM L TR S B2 2T v, Ths ORI, FERFREICBVWTE
AR PO ZE 500 ICEEL TRLONIZDDTH S Z L ITHE Sz,

Table 3.2 205, KHIEMETIIIREFIEDIZ S 2 HyperVolume 23MENT WS Z 2D
5. NREEETIE, 1ERTFEIRELRIFBESZE TN S0, REFERIFAF
PZNLLNDORME LIZERLTERY. L L, BEFIED RAMEICEW HyperVolume fif
ZEHTETVEI DL 5.

NS DFERD S, BEFRIIERE CTEMERIEXMHESEZF/LILNTELZ LW

Z5.
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Table 3.2  The result of ratio of hypervolume values in each problem set.
#Objectives

2 3 4 5

#Variables min ave max min ave max min ave max min ave max
10 09880 09967 1.0000 | 0.9647 09908 0.9995 [ 0.9726 09930 1.0000 | 0.9829 0.9910 0.9997

20 0.9970  0.9986  0.9998 | 0.9932 0.9968 0.9987 | 0.9824 0.9900 0.9983 | 0.9563 0.9748 0.9883

30 09949 09982 09994 | 0.9922 09954 09995 | 0.9833 09905 09964 | 0.9584 09733 0.9849

40 0.9982  0.9990 0.9996 | 0.9945 0.9956 0.9971 | 0.9928 1.0276 1.1239 | 0.9761 1.0919 1.2376

50 09975 09988 09994 | 10172 11377 13754 | 1.0429 12661 14647 | 1.1433 13891 1.7779

60 0.9989 1.0587 1.1820 | 1.0815 1.2103 1.4484 | 1.0986 1.3710 1.5944 | 1.3373 1.8158 2.1482

70 09992 11032 12044 | 12158 13336 17856 | 13221 1.5655 19308 | 1.4438 19160 2.3821

Fig. 32 B X A Fig. 33 1%, ERZ2HBOMBEIINT 28X 4 L AR Y TRHETO
HyperVolume EO#FEZ/RL T3, 723, 2%F% MOBB/D B EREZFWNCK T L
&, BUS X7z HyperVolume fEIZHARE(L D72 mif TR L TWA. "MOBB/D 5%
BRT"EIE, BAXRY MLOBEFERUBDO L — MREER R EKT 5.

Fig. 3.2 205, /NEERIETIZR R FED HyperVolume EB AR T HARE L 725
S, AR FEN 2% LA 5. ZOfERIE, MOBB 283X TD L — b IRGHER
ZHS L7=—/7T, MOBB/D IZEANRZ ML OFITHY T 2 RER LD L — b R
LB onehrofeZ R L TWS. —7, Fig.3.3 256, KEIEMETIX, ERFIE
YK & 75 HyperVolume {H%ZEMK T % DICIFHICRFH 2 H T 5720, &EIICIERT
ENENTWS e hbh 5.

Table 3.3 An example of calculating the "ratio" of hypervolume value (k = 2, m = 60).

Instance ID MOBB MOBBD ratio
0 4.6828 x 108 5.5350 x 10% | 1.1820
1 5.7303 x 10 5.9221 x 10® | 1.0335
2 5.2470 x 10 5.5555 x 10® | 1.0588
3 6.7163 x 108 6.7089 x 10°® | 0.9989
4 6.2102 x 10®  6.2055 x 10% | 0.9992
5 5.6117 x 108 6.3275 x 10® | 1.1276
6 5.3710 x 108 5.6467 x 10% | 1.0513
7 5.5044 x 10 5.5020 x 10® | 0.9995
8 6.0439 x 10®  6.1990 x 108 | 1.0257
9 4.1246 x 108 4.5799 x 10% | 1.1104
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lell #0bjectives=3, #Variables=20

’/7
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HyperVolume
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—C— MOBB
—— MOBBD
0.0 —©
T T T T T T T
0 2 4 6 8 10 12

Time [5]

Fig. 3.2 Transition of hypervolume values at each timestamp for a small-scale problem.

1e13 #0bjectives=3, #Variables=70
2.0 1 /,—D’_/Q‘D_._O_—.—O— © ¢
& A5k
£
3
=]
z
8 1.0 A
=
I
0.5 A
—O— MOBB
0.0+ —— MOBBD
T T T T T T T T
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500

Time [s]

Fig. 3.3 Transition of hypervolume values at each timestamp for a large-scale problem.

RE% 2. BERROBEICSL B LLHRE
AHITIE, UFEMAET 570 OMIEERE EIE L7 :

* MOBB/D %MW CEIER 2R Tl 2 MEDO I ZIH 55125 5.
o IFHIREAHT 5 2 L TIRRNRDPEORER LS 20250227 5.

ARFEBRTIE, EBEREMAT 258 HMHLRWEGEIZOWT, T Ly 7 ARD
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BEFER e TR Z LR L. 2B, TNHDOFETHEONIBERESIIFR—TH 279,
figt & o HyperVolume fED HEIIAT > TV,

MREE v ME, JefTirse > o “4.1 Randomly Generated Problems™ filc 3T
L7, Zhig, R ENRESREGITTERE (MOMILP) T2 o HIBIZ o8
B RINCHIHATRE R > -~ — 7 RPN D TH 5.

PR SERREE I R D@D TH B -

o FA—FEOMEZEE: 10
o BRRIEMOAHA - A /%
s HIBB D 2, 3, 4, 5
o (KSR OR) = REFHEEDE) = 10, 20, 30, 40, 50
o (EEIZEHOR) = (N4 FVEBOE)
o EHANRZ FMLOE: 5000
o BEBDEEE X NERDMHE -
- HIBEEIC B 2 FBEBOFREE [—10,10] O#HIFHL 5 —HIC T ¥ X LITER
- HRBEBIZB T 284 F V) Z-OFREZE [—200,200] OHEFHH» S —HIZT &
LITER
— HFISEFIC BT 2 EBARZ L OEE [—100, —50] OHEIFHD H—FRIZT ¥ X L
12 R
— HIRISRMIC BT 2 ER ORI DEE [—20, 1] OHIFHD &R
— FRITTHIDEEIR 25% (T7abb, 25% OBEENIELTTHD, 75% DEHE
pEw).

Table 3.4 123> > 7Ly 7 ARDOEH AR %, Table 3.5 [ZIFXFEATRR O EERAE R 2 7R
. Bho, IRTOF—ATHEREREDRAM ELTWS Ze23bh b, KRz, HREHED
BHZNIEUERPREI N EDRENT VS,

NS DERD S, IEEEROFNAPIRETFE MOBB/D ORI REzMA LxE5 L
DA ST o7z, K, BRBEBOEDEMT 21co0 T, atFEHRz AL -FED
BAEATHE ISR B Z e DBHEER I L. 2L, BXOToZ HNEELEEIcB W T, &
GO R RR 2B 2 N RINTKR DAL Z L ICHF S5 LTV A AR Z R L T\ 5.

F7o, EFERERMAT 2 22T, MEOHBIKER2I1FY, HWROIGHEE DA
EFafEmd Ron. Zhug, HEHERBECBVT, EHFERIEROMEICBNT
BEREE R R RBREL TV,
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343 F®

ARETIX, ZHNESEEEETHEEZE (MOMILP) (203 2 #i7-Rf#ETH %5 TMulti-
Objective Branch-and-Bound based on Decomposition] (MOBB/D) %2R L, ZD#aEt
B, 713V X, BEOEREROHIE LTS 7Ly 7 AROBFHMATEIZONT
RN, K7, BEFEOEMMEZ BAETENC X D FEEL 7.

Frz, TERFIETH 2 ZHWHHIER (MOBB) & OIIKEREZEL T, IR D
otk oT-.

o Ny FI—FRBIIBWT, @mER L — 780y 2RRANHEREARETDH S

Zek.
o HANY MU KL BHEO I RRIEROBAC LD, FHREIRIKECH L
THIL.

o BRILD HIBERC KRR B TR U TRICH M EREZ R Z k.

TS DFERIE, 12%FE MOBB/D iRy Fv— 7 BB D & 5 L EAK 2 BN EE
fLRBEIC BT, BHEFEL R L CGHEMERB L UM B OME CEN LG T
5ZrRRLTWVS.

RETIE, REFIEOISHAH UL TEMTO ZAIEMEZIRD FiF3. ZoB%EME
IZBWT, MOBB/D 232D & 5 WG &N, s OERNREEZE2 Z L ARETH
Z0EBET 5. X512, EEMEAOBEAZEL T, REFROHAM L IERECDV
Tt 5.
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ERETH D C AUNERRE

4.1 ELC®IC

ARFFZETIE, FEHETEATERER L OXFEAAEEL TR ONET - 2ERAL, E£H
T & AIEREIC N 3 2 FERRE L FIROBH 2 REt 3 2. ZfmOEE, ADE>=
EEEAETT 2 —HTZART—Y a YEHHEMNT 2 20 GFRIRRMICER L TE D,
IR HEENSBRIE T 2 ATREMD BRI S M T w3, Fig. 4.1 1RT & 512, E#ifircix
ZBDTART = a VDBEELTED, THoEMRINIVET 3 7D O REZ FHEAS
RKDOLNTWE., 25 LHARERDD L, TART—Y a Y OENCREOEHRK Y,
INEEBORAN 2 RE LARD TN 3.

Fig. 4.1 Plot of Garbage Stations in Muroran City
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LoL, TART—YaryEENT2I ko THMICRA T —> a Y OBEHIHRT =
7z LTh, EaXIPBT LBEBT 2 I ReRW. £/, FRICE > TIEZAH
LICET 2L HEMT 220D D, BEREMNIZAEIIL V. 2D X5 ITEED
FlENBEDH 2 BEREZ1TS 729121, Evidence-Based Policy Making (EBPM) 0%
ZFCEDE, R 2 BRI ANHEREZIERT 2R0END 5.

EBPM Ti&, LIXLIX Agent-based modeling 2 & D il & DERSLHEEEZ OITEN % FHH
L, TZhoffons~vralMResiiis 2y Fa—FrRohz 16D —5c A
FTIIEEHEELOMHHAICEH L, ZANEMEZBEARNCERL L TREfF 2 Sl 5
5 e T, MRREORWL 725 ERNZT —2OHUSZ HIES. BRI, ZA40&E
EWV O TR T — 2B L 7BEDON— P EBED LS CET 2052 0T 5 Z 2T,
X DRIRARIEEIEEEZ 2 Z e TES. £, TART—Y a YORLE & PEERK
Ot HEE FRIC RS 2 2 & T, ERAHE 2 EXEE AHOMIE % & R i AhzkE
72 i 2 ZS 5. 25 L DAL, INEEHBOMREEBT 2L L Hig, 1TE
HEROEEVBUCHNT 7- B2 Ly U TIERTE 2 2 e hfliifrEns.

REOLLTORME LTIE, £3 4.2 SICHRBTEME—ROME & 57 &R
HOBMEZFHHT 5. KT, 4.3 HiTld ZAIEMEL BENRELRE: LTET L
L, 980y MEZROEDZ Y EMEES 5. KiC, 44 8iTI3ZHNRELREL
LTETMEL, TART— a yOEMNRERETHEZ FRFICRELT 2D X 51
PRREMZIEATE 20 E2RT. RIRIZ, H4S5EHTAERREZ I LD, SHROFEL R
BAREMEICOWTHMT 5. ZO XD ICARETI, EHMHo I ANEMEICET 28 %
HHMB XOCZHNOMED S8 2, RELTFESMRIRDODDHENRFERL DG
L5ZrRTIeEHNELTVS.

42 RERFTERE

AREITIE, ZAIERME L FHICBE S 2 ERHEMEBEIC OV Tl 5. R HE R
R, I FICBTET 2 LA (THR) Z8EI L2 oBE#a X s 2R/MET 2 K5 L —
b (FRFEBOL— ) 2R ZHEOMRMHTH D, REMLH L LTEEE—ILZT
“RR8 (Traveling Salesman Problem; TSP) $EDiX$Z2E&RIRE (Vehicle Routing Problem;
VRP) »ZiFohns. ZAHPEEREE, TTNCOET 2 ZART—2a Y 2iiliLiedr s
BEEYZEIT 2 [T, ERFTHEMEO TR AR T I ENTES.



50 B4 FEHTHO I ANERE

42.1 XEE—ILZ<REE (TSP)

TSP 1%, n AOTES FH) %5 x5 ¥ 1 BFOMHML, HEACRIHBEEES X5
L — L REHET ZHETH 5. EHAOEAE {1,2,...,n} ¥ L, FEABICERES
B2 N (27388 % ey Gj=1,....,n) £¥5. TSP OMAERERMZLF
D & 5 HIESEISIAERE (MILP) ¥ LT5256h2 09, kb, MTFoEtlids
BT 2 E S E BRI % & £ WA TH 3 2 L ICHEI .

min. Z Z Cijxij (4 1)
i=1 j=1

st. Y xy=1 (i=1,...,n) 4.2)
j=1
inj:1 (Gj=1,...,n) 4.3)
i=1
zi; €{0,1} (i, =1,...,n, i #j) (4.5)

ZIT, WEER x5 13

(4.6)

1w e BB 25,
T 2hbstoss

RS, HBERBIIEBEI o R b (FFEE) ok/Mez B L, EiLo 2 FEOEMEIFE
BTESIICIFEA->TI RIS Z e 20T 5.

R4 K EERBREHI#I (Subtour Elimination Constraints)

TSP Of#y LTEEN 2D, TRNTOHEARET | 2OKEMKTHZ. L2575, k
FLOMIRI72 0 TIEERKEIRE (515K [EE, subtour) & IMHXN 2L L 7L — 7 DEEE
C2DBFFEN5AREMEDLH 5. Thbb, —HOHRDAZECHABKIBIICEENT
BRaokv. ZThzedfRd 27291213, U N0 KEREREFIFII IR TH 5.

S < ISI-1 (¥Sc{l,...,n},2<|S|<n—1). (4.7)
i€S jES

2T, SREALS {1,...,n} OHEHEETHD, 2y 28 S WET THEEES
BWESHIRLTWE. ZoE% DFJ ## (Dantzig—Fulkerson—Johnson #il#y) & i
KUY =721, S D 132 MHARIEIEBIEIC KR, SBHEE 2.2.3 HiORLESIKYDIE
TRz & 512, FFHDKEFRBRERIF ZHIBR L T o Rk 2 FITL, 1§57
KB EE AIRH S MR R TRUG S 2 HlF ZBIANBIM L TV Z & 2 DR /5ED
Huwsihs.
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MTZ %% (Miller-Tucker-Zemlin #l%9)

—77, MTZ #I#909 Tix, TES 1 2HHEY LTu =0 2 L, THA 2E8B7 3 HF%
RIMBZER w; 2<i<n) BEAT S THMKEHBREZERT 5. BRI
oy =176 u; >u+11 EWHBERNKEZRY. 2L, i MTZ HliI3HRAZEN
BB ITORITAIRBEAREI (RTS8, TRIELLTOBENMEVW b 23F 50
THEH A, KEEMETIIMEREE L GBES B 2HEDZ .

L7230 T, ARIFETIE, #o&EIEREGIFIOFE & LT DFI fll# & YIBR-FHEHiE D
AEDEEFICHNS.

422 EBEEZERRIE (VRP)

TSP % & 5 ICHE R S B - MEHIEXERME (VRP) TH5. VRP TiX, 1 2D 7K
() cEBEOHEBMSEEL, SHEE (Hm) 3L T 288 %2 Ko 2 RED
Hb. TITIR, TRXNTOHMYF—OHEEE Q 2HbH, RAKTm AT THHTEZS L
RET 2. HRESGR {0,1,2,...,n} &L, HROZTK, 1,....,n ZHEE (LIZTA
AT—vaYv) t¥b SEEIOFER (ZAR) g ol, REEH z,; 1%

(Z7é..77 17]2077”’)
(4.8)

1, THR (i 225THR j ~ANBEIS SR8 28NS 5855,
:U’L] = N H _/\
07 '%ﬁlLinDﬁﬁcl

¥9%. VRP o HWBEZETa X+ (R oz R/MET % w5 TSP L AEED
EXZFo. X512, AEH#Y% Rounded Capacity Inequalities (RCI) 12 & - Ti#fd
T & T, KRR VRP 2 LT H & B ERAHIF & R YIBRTEEE & OHMEL R
WERILER S Z e TE S, BRI, UFo kS cERbahnsCh.

|||

min. Z Z CijIL‘Z'j (49)
i=0 j=0
s.t. Zl‘oj = Zﬂj‘io =m (410)
j=1 i=1
Yoowy= > wu=1, i=1,...n 4.11)
j=0, j#i j=0, j#i
SN w <IS|=r(8), VSc{l,....n}2<|S|<n—1 (4.12)
€S jES
zi; €{0,1}, i#74,4,j=0,...,n (4.13)

ZZT, 4.10)RZ, FTEISGHAETIL—FEREZL— FOAMEEDET m AT
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(4.12) 1% Rounded Capacity Inequalities (RCI) TH H, K1 — b OFEEHEDL Q *i@
BLARWESHIRT 2. SIZHEHMAES {1,...,n} ODEFESEETHD, r(S) xS ADE
Rz 2 DICHEREMERERT. 7272 UREZEIEHEZ KD 51213, JliEke >
2y x v 7TE (Bin Packing Problem) & FHIAN 2 Bl LTEZ < BEBETTL %
5. FDH, —RIEEME NI TOADIAENT (Rounded) ERTERL I N 3.
Q

ZAUTKD, SEFTHNL 2KEBEAERENS Z e 2 E0D, »of#E Q 2
W2 &5 BTREIDTEBDON— MXHEILTRHM L 2T UIR 573\ T & 25T
%. ZOMWHIZYIBRFHEE CEIRNCYIRR T 2 2L - 8IS 2 BRICIERICERTH 5.

M&:[ (4.14)

423 CHUINEREC DREME

EHT O ZAPERRENL, TNCEBIFIE S 2 AR T —> a 2L, 2ol (2
AINEH) OFEERFIRSEIEF OHESRM R 2B LR SR — b REHET 5 5
T, kilo TSP % VRP kFAHOMEERD. 51T, 44 HITEAT—Y a YOEND
ERL-REtE(T5 7290, ERECERRE (Location Problem) OHEZE S ELE AR
BEis. WIhoBES, HoKERRERFS RCL 2L, MO%EE S C{1,...,n}
AH L YIBRFE 2 BRI AR S 2 UIBRFEENSH L 2 D, AN 3 2 FEITARED
ORRN L REG 5D DB BFiEL LTRSS,

AREFZE T, TTHAMNORBRELE U TETFMLE 21TV, KRR L%
BUYIRTHEIEC L 2EOENMEERAET 2. 2 L T HNRELACIBRL, E(5A
H GEfTax ) ERAHE CHMTEMRY) ZRINCE R L MEORRZ Hi53.

43 HBHEMREILCLTOETILL
43.1 ETTILEIHL

REITE, FHHOZANEME BENRELMEL LTERLT 2. AWMKIEZH
MRS EEGRZETERE (MOMILP) (o U CHRIEREHAM T 2 FEEIEE T2 2L
ERMAEHBEL LTV, ETRHEENTHHBCE DT —2»Boh2 50, B
K UDRIRERE L VIBRCEE L Z HA G DE SN Y MEC X > THRINTRIT 220 5
PEBEET 272012, KEOETF MRS X CEBRE1TS.

REFTILTE, TAHART—>aYOENARCIEHEDEREYTT, L—ILR=-RIC
BEOWRBIROEN DA ZITo RETERMCEZITS. 2070, MEMEIXEARRIC
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GRERFEME (HEmRRMNED 2 WK EE — L2~ VEIGEWERA)  LTHRZ
bhs. UTTIR, EXMEBITHEHLET—&ty PR AT X — X —FREITDONT

R B .

ERL

AR CTHRA T 2 BHIREGEREOERIE, 4.2.2 HiTih~7z VRP OJEK & [FAIkk
THs. $7%b5, HREKE LTOr— MaBBEIEEREOR/ MLz A L, SHEfly CRE
9, R IEEER AR, HmBCEERK) Z2HAAA RGBT EE (MILP)
cLTERENS. Frg, w0 KEEEERESIRIC 1 DE §lfy 2 v, SIERFEEIC X D Bl
fncchzBms s e, WolEEz2IHRS 2. A7 VOEREDOFMICOWTIA,
422 fizZEI N0,

F=2tyhPCINTA—2—
TR, FEEHOIANEICETZETF—2EHWEETEDRED, DITOAERE
B3,

e THRAT—a BT —R: EMli L DRt EEER e, HEERT - X
~N—ZTH 3 OpenStreetMap ?? 12 & 2 B IFEEHRZ AV, HRMa R ¢
ZHEMET 5.

¢ L=IAR—-IZEDIRIEBRDOERN: Falic—EHMEUANICHEIRAT—>arviFL
D BB RENTOITED, FHEMI TENRORT—>a V8BE) 21H
MEA{L,...,n} ¥ LTHES.

s CHEXBEF: ZAHE ¢ BEMTOBEREF C > THES N, HHHICB
F2HIHRT - a YTNESNTHBOHE LTREShTWS. ZTAINE
HORE Q BIEERIC X 2 HEICHSWTHINREIRESNS.

INHDF =R EHAVT RO MILP 25 L, 7Dy MEC X 2R#bETS 2 &
T, (1) BT L— b e OlEEE OL— FROHIFEAY), (i) ZARZHREOL— FER
HICBT 20N FEMT 5. Zho OERERICOVWTIE, XHi4.3.2 DETHART 2.

Pk X5z, AHEOREBIE T LT, EMlir oI N/ AT —> a »IicH
TBHEMRE N — LR = 2OBRAKBEN ZHiTE L LoD, BEFTHEEE: L CERLET-
2. TOEFLDOMEDELNZIL— ME, BITO I APNEEEB ORI Z E R HI
L, EBPM 0—8t U CHEiE 7 — X 24232 L CHRARERL 25 2 e s s 3.
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432 ORDY MERICK DA

ARIFFETIE, 2.2.4 fid X 2.2.3 S TR HIRERE & UIBRFHE R A S DY 7293
¥Ahw k& (branch-and-cut) % HAWT, Hiffi 4.3.1 T/RLUZHEER VRP 71 %2#< .
T T HEBREERPYIRFEEIEOBEGRIC OV TIIMH L T3 28, AKREITIE, VRP K
b U 7= YIRR V-1 D38 A FIE 2 O iRICIE R %

SRR EEICUBRFEERZEZHMAL RN
DRREEIZ, —MRICLTOFIETHEITT 3.

1. F1#1 /7 — P CRIEZBIEAEI L, 155 N7 fnyFRie © H Ao 2 5.

2. EDBRBIRTIRNGEX, 2R D7k (branch) 12 & D BEZE T EE~ADEIL, Z
Nz BERRA LRI,

3. 7/ — FRILOERRBHLE 2RO 205, BRE (bound) 12X DAE — F2N|D
WD, FEREED 2.

FELOBMBEZ L 27 v FIBWT, H7KEREREHK A RHIRI 22 & O YRR
(7 vy bR%ER) ZEINSEINT 2 HAEAD YRR FEIETH 5. BRI, PTG
FERERR) %1857, Z Oy KERE &L D 2 WIEERGRIZH > T0W2RED
HFBEREZREZ L T2 D THhIUL, ZHEHRT 2 24 1%F L 7#E (separation) L,
FIICEM L THERMBEZES. ZAz2#DiET 2 T, EMBISE < EBUVLEMNZHE
BL, BRMFEKE I EXE3.

CVRPSEP 51731

REFFE TR, VIBRFHEZ 98 (R T512H720, CVRPSEP®® ¥ w5 VRP [AlF D
F =TV =254 75V EMFEHLTWS. CVRPSEP 1&, %kt VRP [EA DO YIERFi
RERENRINCHR - ERT2HAER A TB D, AIEOFEIC L FHITHAAL Z
LATE L. BRI, BREKZIZUDE Lz, RO X 5% VRP IZRHE L 72 YI5RF
HONEEFENPHEIN TN S.

* Capacity Inequalities

* Framed Capacity Inequalities (FCI)

Strengthened Comb Inequalities

* Homogeneous Multistar and Partial Multistar Inequalities

Generalized Large Multistar Inequalities (GLM)

Hypotour Inequalities



43 HHMRE{LE LTOETAL 55

INHOYIFRFEIC L D, VRP RO KEREPAER 7 v — 2R RANCHERR L, #
R % KIEICHIR T & 5. ARIf%E Tk, CVRPSEP ICREIN TS separation B
Br 7oy 7Ry 72K L, BEROKERT v I THRIGEMEZMEEL T, ERH
ZLUR LR LT, Zhuc kb, BRI ED KEEEERERIF (DF) #l#) 0A256
3, VRP &BCENL A v P AEXE ZITEAFREL Ro TV 5.

7B, ZHo OYIRRTFH OB E R0l 7 13 ) X 4 (separation F£) Dft:
fAIC DWW T, CVRPSEP O3k 32 25l a iz, AT, %< OBEFEHZ
LRI, BORBRBFES A 77V 2ERL, SRR S v MERZEBRL TV,

433 HERER
AT, RO 2 D0BIEEBICOVTHIT 5.

o HE L EHHOERO ZANEL— P EREBFRCL 2 RELV— 2L, BH)
PR DHIEEN R 2 5HliS 2 Z e 2 HINE 5 5.

o HER2: THBRILFLLEOL- PRERHL, ZO#BEONTLILT, &
ERL TR oNT— %% EBPM IIEA T 20 B AMEZMEES 5.

IhooEBzEL T, AEXMLoOBEMEL ERMEZZAKNEHGT 2.

EER 1: REONEIL— FERBEIL— DL

ARFEFRTIX, BT TEBIGERAIATWS ZANEL— b (GPS 7—XRIZHE I L —
M) ¥, RAKTRELET> TEONTA— R LZ. BEFD GPS L — Mg,
WEEPED SN RAT—> a YEEZKE L TTRICE2 E TORBKERTHOTDH S.
Fig. 42 1TRT & 512, EBEONL— ME—EHICKERERRPEWVIEERIE IR TV 3.
—7, BELIck > TIE oz — M, Fig. 431 RT & 512, HBEBIEEREZ KEICHE
LoD, IRTDOIART— a YEMBRANHMT 2 L5 ITHEEILTWS.

LS R

EETIX, B—IUEHIIBITS GPS L —FDOF—% ($17,020m) ¢, EREFILT
K7z —1+ (#5261 m) &z LR, B Xz 25% OERMAIE G507 MUK
W2, FhIERZELD 5.

o ETOX FOHIE: ¥ 25% DOIEEEEHEZ, RENEE R OHIER MFE OREZ ¥,
IEEEDFEE I ZAMIWNLTHIRERA ORI V252 22EZONS.
s ERAETODEE: IZREFNICE S L — ME U X— UV EROBITRY, HE



56 HA4E

Bt

BT D & AR E

Fig. 4.3 Optimized Route by Proposed Model

DRGERHKIZ LT LD T RERL TOWRWEEDNDH 5. FEMICY 2o TR, 8@
RIS 3B B B 72 & BN 72 il 2 B8 DAL D D % .

ERLSERDOEE

ARAGRIE, BICHREHEREZHIR S 2720 T, TANRICES 2R 2R b 2K
TE5AREEZRRT 5. —/T, ETAPMERT 2N TN THEAARRLE RS T,
SEFERLYEAHEIK, S 5CREREMOMHASBTIRTHS. F#KIE, X DBENZH
# Gmpiml, M OETRE, (EREOSHRMMLY) 2Hal, ko4 £
Mr@mD s e NEERFEL 2D,
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Fig. 4.4 Route Length Transition with Garbage Amount Variation

REX 2: CHEXHRODIL— FRIER

KRERTE, AT7—>aryIltDlHBRE(IYE, 2hUltESIL— FROKBZ IH
T5. HEDOZAIETIE, BEHIRANY MREDERICE > TIAEPKELEHT 2
ZeDBHIERTED, ZABNENRICED IS RYEREZ 202 ERTLILZ, &
FH¥RIE DR EIFHICEETH 5.

KEBAE
NR—AS5A4 2 ekpZARE T100%) ¥ L, A% ac (0.5 2.0] BRECELEER
CEDORENL—-MEREEL, L= FEXIED XS ICEHT 2 0HNL. BARIICE, A
T—YavilkBUA2TFER BEVR) ¢ *
g = a-g (4.15)

EREL, o ZHEBLAENOMED IR URELEITS.

BRLER
Fig. 4413, o SN 2 Bl{tHEoON— FEOZE TR Y FLELDTH 3.

s JL—FRODEMELVFR: Fig. 44 026b02 K512, adREL1%d (ThbbZ
AEDPEMT 2) - T, R — MR BERCHENERZRS. LirL, B
IR RRIERRICIZR K, DL IABRPHEALLZ T TL— FRVZHET 5K~
N3BH BT, HHHFETIHIZE AL V- PEIELLBEVWXED AZIFoh 5.

s FERNBRE: 0L S LRIERUEREMZ, MBS R T —2 a Y fIC X
L IADVRKEV. HEIRNEDRAT— a yHOF&EEE (F73RAENZENTE
DRE L T2 B IRE) 1TEOK &, REDHEHKA—XUSEL 2D, L — P RAZITH
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VBRZehbdeEZbNS.

o EAMRADTE: bFrLRBEMINTL— FEXEMT AEMND 2720, IUE
SR EHERF T 2720121%, ZABROBENININ U T2z #E g 2 s & A EE
TH5.

S%0RE

ARERIE, TAHROBEARTH L THMZ—HIEREK L & 20T R L, MRS
RR—2EWEF Z ISR INERTENEETHZ e 2 RBT 5. 2 xE, V—hE
DM AR EINCH LCid, NEEBEZHEST, H20VEHOBEHICIRY 73 57%Y
DB TE 2R EDD 5.

REBOHAZ, ZAENZ VRN BN B S8 E T2 P T 0TIk <,
R X 20— PERENER T Y 2 — L OFBEHAGDLEL 2T, aX ML
/INRICHIZ 2 ATREMEZ /R L T 5.

BHEMETIVELDF S

AHITIE, EETOZANEREIN L THENSE{CE TV EMEL, okh v MEE
WK E B CEOEMEERGE L. LIRS, ARBROTRBREEREE LD 5.

9, FR 1 CBWTREET M X RV — FHEFBED GPS L — b E LT
25 % DFEHERITRZ ZRL L7z 2 8, 778h v MED Z AIERMBEITN L TR ORIEHN
BREETHZZLERLTVS. Zud, IEREBOEH 3 R bHEIES/EE AR E
T AEBERMETHS. — T, BERETAPHRET 21— MAIHEDZERHIRY
BIH 2 TR L TR H 5720, FEAICE L TIEX &k 2 %1 0NE
TH3ZePHEL,E R 5T

FNT, EH2 TIICABROLHIREL— FEICSZ2HER IM LR, C4R
DML — + ROIEFEINCHEIN T 2 EAS R S N, R, —EDTARL#E
A5 — FEPEMTIREEMBE SN, THIIIUEL — b OERBCCIEESEE O %
Yo @ISO EEERIE SR D IC L. ZOMRIZ, BENBELE T AL
EEBOMBIICB O TEANRIEREE LT 2 Z L 2BZM I 200 TH 3.

AW TIE, BHRNEFALZHAWS 2T, $FI3EARNZRBREHELOHNMNZ BT
L, 9y VEQHEMATREE 2R L. ZOBRBETEONEREE, XD 4.4 8Bl
2ZHWNEHEILET VOMEB JUOMIECAT AR 225D TH5. ZHWETLT
&, ¥EAM GETHEMORML) 2 (EREHE CHMTEROR/IME) w5 8Ol
ZEBICERT 22T, XDBRENLONT V ROENT: S AIERFEOFE R HIET.

SHOME YL LTIE, HFEOMEICE U BN 22 I (52 50AR %0 5 i 0 38 1 IR il
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[Rizy) ZETNVICHAAA, SOREZHNRECOMMEAZIGRT 22 THS. Zh
W&, RIFFEOREIERED BIGHRERE ICB ) 2 BERELEY — L LTOERER
mD D EPREENS.

REITIE, o OBFEHIGT 272D DL HKE TV OFEMZERL L Z DfFEIcD
WTHRR 3.

44 ZBEMREBELCZLTOETIE

441 ZBEWETILL

AHITIE, ZHNREBLORHEAZHWT, 27— a VEN L EKREFEZ RIS
EFAVEMRET S, BORLEBEENET L 42282 T, ZANEHDL- M E
DAHERMET BB ER - 72, T ZTRERAE (RF—> 3 FTOBEERM) &
FRFICE BT 28T, ¥ELHERONAGICE > TLEF LVRESEE2 e 2 HIET.

2 BRYDERE
2T, AW S Z EUHED 2 DO HIEUFO L B TH 3.

FEaBOZ/IME
PWEHEPRR T =2 a3 Y alET 2 & = OBETIER (D2 VITRRHESRREE
BRY) 2R/MET 5. ZHUINERD VRP ICHN T2 HITH D, FICIUEEE
TP EET 232 MIHIGT 5.
EFR&EORIME
BERPE DY TONZ AT —> a2 v ETHTT 2EMERME R/MET 2. 2
T—2arvEENTIICEEAIII T2 RN DH 52—/ T, FRMEVR
T2 a VIATRRINBES RN WS T XYy bAEL S, ZoERAHZD
5—HDBEMYE LTHAAS, EHESVEEROFEED ML — K+ 7 %2598
REICT 5.

KHFETIE, UED 2 o0HWZRIHCER UBIRRT 2 e 2B 5. BARNIC
&, AEITRTEALE MOMILP (Multi-Objective Mixed Integer Linear Programming)
*LTHEEL, $#2%F1A MOBB/D il L TEAZEHM T 5.

THEHFIDEN
HHK VRP T, {0,1,...,n} DTHAESIIHLT DL — F2EIRT 20 OA%

RETHX XA o7 (RBFHEE). —75, ZEHNETALTR, AT—2a20%H (¥
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DIFEFMMEZFERAL, COBEFERAT—> a v YOS ICE D M T2 0) SRR
5 7%, HEERECBREN LR - filfoEmans.
3, URICARETVLTHWRELEE L 87 X —X—%/RT.

HEEENFA—E—
* Vo: BITED ZANEFOES (THRD.
o Vo SiaHo ZAIEFOEMMROHEES TER). 7 — F 0 (z) EEICHHX
N R (F8).
o K: ZHIVEHDEHL
o M: M5 2 MR DR
* ¢t BUED ZAIEFT i € Vo 2 BB § € Vo ~NOREHE.
o di;: GRS 0§ € Vo BB
¢ 0: 2 O00HMOBOEANII T XA =2 — (0 = 1 ITEWIZXEROAEHEE

IRSEHAWT, TR, FELEEREHNERT.

(1) IR L BID M TER
oy BEHAT v 3y (B8 j BT 25Y 5 hERT 2 A,

1, feflitie j 26EH S 255
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0, Zhbst

oyt BIFRAT—>a v i3, RHE j ANEID S ToN20E 5027 2E
8.

1, BHERT - 2> B SN B A
YiiT Yo, zhbut

BAT—=>a vy i s 1 DoEMtR j g Tohnsd L5112, UTo

il

Z Yij = 1 (VZ € VO)a

JjEVe
o, S § BRI N EDAE DY THRETH 2 Z e BIETLLTRD
il

vi; < x;, VielVo, je Vo
i
(2) FEHEIREH

APFTIE, SBIRESNE (o) = 1) GRS OSEERTER L A4 L, 2 LT
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VRP O¥lATETRBEZIET 2. bbb, {0JU{j|z, =1} ZTHAELEL
IRy MEFT/RLUZ: VRP OIEZRH
L R 25 OB ERI,
Yo, Enbt

ZHWS. A REEEERAGF (DE) §lf)) SEEEH K oBEHELR X, HE
] VRP 055 L RIBICRES 5 (FEfliE 422 Hiz 2.

(3) ERIEHHEDFIFR
TOHHFICE->T TEOBRERAT—> a v 2ENTES0) ICER (£721FF
BE) DD 3% 7’/171:,
Z x]‘ =M
JEVC

D k51T, BETRER MR ORI E M HICHIR T3 2L b EETE3. 251
7o X—R— M 2ZEXE3ZT, EVESVWEFERAHO ML — FA 725
RT3 Z e palEL 72 5.

MOMILP £ L TOEL
DEoZ#Rrilfeflagbese, UTFok>k 2 BNESERRHHEMRE
(MOMILP) »f3540%.

min. Hfl(w7yae) + (1 _9>f2($,y,e) (416)
st Y x;=M 4.17)
JjEVC
Y yi=1, VieVo (4.18)
JjEVC
Zeoj Z ejo = (4.20)
}:}:@J<|&—r (S), vSc{l,...,n},2<|S|<n—-1 (4.21)
€S jeS
Tj, Yij, €ij € {0,1}, (4.22)

2T, 20o0HMBIE f1, fo BUTD XS ITERT 5.
f1(): EREIE (H17ERE) DM

fmya _E E:CUyU
i€Vo jeEVC

cij BBEFRAT — a v i 2 ofEfillR j S TOMMZR Y. ERIZDOHEEZ <
CRETSHILT, AT—>a VENOREZTHET 5.
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L— RE 7BEHETES. 2OHH 6, 1TBEERM MR LIRDS SR Re R 5 % 3R
T3 WS AN Z HRELOFRTH 5.
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442 YRFEREEOMLEA
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FRFEOM EEHS.

ZZTHEERDIZ, HoKEERERKZ C OMEEECRE LEAERZ, HARY
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Fig. 4.5 Target area of experiment for Multi-Objective Garbage Collection Problem
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Table 4.1 Comparison of execution time with/without cut sharing

Without Sharing With Sharing
Execution Time (sec) 29796 26998
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Fig. 4.6 Pareto solutions for Multi-Objective Garbage Collection Problem
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Fig. 4.7 Route and assignment for residents (§ = 0.9)
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