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The Threshold Accepting (TA) and the Great Deluge
Algorithm (GDA) metaheuristics which were developed in
early 90's have not been applied to the Vehicle Routing
Problem with Time Windows (VRPTW). This research [Russell (1995)]
integrated the implementation techniques; of traditional local Meta-Heuristics
search algorithms with the search strategies of TA and GDA
to solve the VRPTW. A bank of Solomon's 56 benchmark
instances was utilized for analyzing the efficiency and the
accuracy of our developed methods. Computational results (Tabu Search, T9) 2
showed that GDA seems to yield better average performance VRPTW
than _TA on the 56 instanpeﬁ. We have aso updated_thg best 2 VRPTW
solution of one of the 56 instances. The average deviation of
vehicles required is 0.20, and the average deviation of /
traveling distance is 2.10%. This implies that TA and GDA Potvinet al. 2-opt 426
could provide useful tools for solving VRPTW and related (1996) Or-opt
problems. Chiang and | -interchange 422
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