IR LSRRI £ S IS I AR AR 1

An Ant System Algorithm forthe Dynamic Berth

AHocation Problem

B4 MRS

R ¥ A BlRE

L

"W - F R - &=



SRELE S RSNl o TN E R R Y

An Ant System Algorithm for the Dynamic Berth Allocation Problem

Frd o k% Student : Yi-An Chen
R R RA Advisor : Kuan-Cheng Huang
CERE R
ERUT i R
AL m~
A Thesis

Submitted to Department of Transportation Technology and Management
College of Management
National Chiao Tung University
In partial Fulfillment of the Requirements
for the Degree of
Master

In

Transportion Technology and Management

July 2012

Hsinchu, Taiwan, Republic of China

PEAR - FE- &0



Er SRR B R R AR £ R 8L

B4 Rk pEERF LR A RRE

CERE R F T LY
#* &

AFE 2P0 F 40 47 %R 3 (Berth Allocation Problem, BAP) » o &4 4;
dadp s cdg A B o AP T A Bl da i R ehde fE T30 0 B4 i BAP 0 R
FNE B CEIRGAPER > L 0 A dpdacnE BRI RSIEER o ¥ oh o dpdg
FRJE P BRI R R AR i a & B R cndp iRl o d 3T BAP & -
B B 45 @ ¥ 8% % 5 72 (Ant Colony Optimization, ACO) .t & B 38+ eni & 5t 4 14
2 RfREARAPRTE B E BB TR LG RE o T AR BT
FAE SRR o F A BB B 2 AL A ddp 0T A o R B S
PR B PR At E PR 2B AR ASL PE R 0 i - o Redpdady T
A0 Ay B S 7 IRTE o d B RIAT v KO SRS B g R N RLE 2 2

B AR R e S R R

BEAET A0 dn R AL~ WS B 2



An Ant System Algorithm for the Dynamic Berth
Allocation Problem

Student : Yi-An Chen Advisor : Kuan-Cheng Huang

Department of Transportation Technology and Management
National Chiao Tung University

Abstract

The focus of this study is the Berth Allocation Problem (BAP), which determines
the assignment of the berths to the calling ships. Given the dynamic information of the
ship arrival times, the objective of the dynamic BAP is to minimize the total service
times, defined as the sum of the waiting times and handling times, for all calling ships.
In particular, the handling time is assumed to be berth-dependent and thus affected by
the berth assignment decision. Owing to the nature of the sequencing decision problem
associated with the BAP, this study chooses the Ant Colony Optimization (ACO),
which has some inherited advantages-over other meta-heuristics due to its sequential
framework for the searching process and the solution building procedure. This study
designs an ant-based algorithm to generate the ship assignment sequence, by which a
greedy heuristic assigns a berth-to_aship and determines the berthing window by
considering its arrival time and the berth-dependent handling time. In the numerical
experiment, the developed algorithm is compared with a solution algorithm based on
Lagrangian Relaxation in the literature. It is found that the developed ant-based

algorithm is promising with respect to the solution quality for the dynamic BAP.

Keywords: Berth Allocation Problem, Ant Colony Optimization
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oo F)Y o W OM-R B AEH R S 1T Al

Minimize > > {(T -k +1)C; + S;= A¥K + 2. > D (T -k +1)y,

ieB jeV keU

ieB jew, keU (10)
- z z Z jk{z Z (Cllxllm 1 yljm) +y|]k (A S )Xuk}
ieB jew; keU leV mePy

subject to
> 3% =1 VjeV, (11)
ieB keU
D x; <1 VieBkeU, (12)
jev
X €{0,1} VieB,jeV,keU (13)
yjik20 VieB,jeV,keU, (14)

¢ ’)\«ijk:‘%“é“)ﬁi ,'é’L‘Iié]j’l S kiB= BT e \‘i\;ff"/;‘%\ﬁi’ % - /’_g\ Eoﬁi
WAL Ay Ao BITHIS 0 TR R T R AL

MInImIZEZZZ{(T K+DC; +S - A¥ = 2. 2. > 4D, D Ciximt  (15)

ieB jeVv keU ieB jeW, keU leV mePy

subject to (11)-(13)

10



dopt - ko RERR IR R K G - B R A i dnda ) fedgine
Fakenz PR 7 %”ﬁ;‘)éﬁ i = ?@iﬁv’w:}ﬁ 7% F %8 (Assignment problem) 3% 4 12 s
12 o 33 U 3N (4) i F e ¥ o Total Unimodularity s 5 » 45 5% %
- LP R iE o /‘]\j’:‘?l'\ﬂb E (13)4t I ‘3{% P VERE iRy B EciE o

mOAFEE D F Y kR R B R T A S DDBAP » i i A
PTHRE PR B 2 R TR g ORI K e R o ¢ MR AT s
PR RS A R T F AR H RBR G Rk o (A
KA PIE B L 5 Arg G A dp R AL o

2.2 EIRIF B 2 2 pRik

%%ﬁﬁ;t@gﬁﬁwwwamﬁ4%¥’@4Lﬂﬂﬁm$yi‘”ﬁ
SRR PR IT B E PN AR RN 5 TP AT ERUTOT JOSE At
AR AR ALY o B E R AR A L o

221 MUK B § A

45 1% ;% 5 % (Ant Colony Optimization, ACO)¥.d i E' R P IBIR L 8 hfF
j;’é?/g‘?— KPR E e ,ﬁﬁ/z—°§v—lﬁ‘#ﬁ?ﬁ,§ _n,z-yf]é_vi,%ﬁg,, SUR
8 ;% (Ant System Algorithm, ASA) » % d-Dorigo =% X % < (Dorigo, 1992) 7 1%
Aty 2 fs 3 1 395 & (Dorigo etal., 1996) o gk & b s 5k B doF BT GuE P AT
W e %i}% £ < TS S S SRR ?(Pheromone)mﬁ:’? EAE & O
S —;?—3 FHw i.%i,%mﬁ’l/{_:_%ﬁ v F] 5 /ﬁf;’ifl’\rs ENIER, f5 | {5 g&%%ﬁﬁ? ¥ oA R
Hod MR RFOEFEAEFFEALN O P-F S FARL 7 e MRCENE
R g't&'tﬁuﬁ“ Mo ¥ b ARE R O HOF SRR RE > P AFRET RS

S AR RRE A AREDRE Y R RFEF RS RRRSE -

vt Rk < JR G TG IR N ¢ SE B B R T -

W &

BRI B2 e p b M RAE Y SRy F o 4 @ Z O F I RARAL P
WAEMF R E B e A B LR FT 2 "3 2 2. TSP k(3% 4 Dorigo
and Gambardella, 1997 ~ Stutzle and Hoos, 1997) » % B 25k % & 2 — den /i 2 0 &
FATd F B R R R AR T AT T )’% : Dorigo and Stutzle (2004) ~
Dorigo et al. (2006) ~ Mullen et al. (2009) -

222 85k F B dy fﬁ#ﬂ/"‘ﬂ {2 R

e ARL1E 2 %é}vfﬁﬂ ,z;;,\)\ﬁ' ﬁﬁa‘ﬁm& {mp i ¥ ,ﬁfF SR T xéf‘ 3 };;’;p;:
o S J}FJ‘/“\FF A8 > %ﬁi/ﬁ—ﬂ ER 1\}?* AR Tong et al. (1999) A
Cheong and Tan (2008) Tong et al. (1999) ¥ @ #-b5dk w5 2 B * T 1@ 53] HBAP -
1



&+

LRI UL A A A f:a:a;gw L R fR A o oK SRR g Sk
R FE R F A BAP PN BE ER D TE IR da B £ R 0 T 2L
AL A PPRAEPE R o @ ;%I'J— T B ) FREEFR ) W2
RPEEZHWEFE R OR R D5 PGS AF L2 R o

Cheong and Tan (2008)# 1 1 — #& % P & B A5k:% & ;2 (MOMCAA) - 4
PooE - BRSO - R o P A iR ADE R o B B AT i'li%ﬁ%ﬁ
iR A0 - dpda chdn RO B 1S 0 R4S b T - MBIR B 2 A 4 Tip
ez g > SELS T E 2 gt A s T AFTRE - L %%l :‘:%Jm
SRR 0 TR EE - B R b afe g S iRz PR A 2 dpdadyd o F]
o APRLAFTE AT AR B S LR %FR in 2%
FATAR o Bt APT AT R L AR AR BT NS S R
BRPe b Ea sy g r AR AL F AR R e R R T
HE- fH e A TR B 5L PR DDBAP R 4T

12



Y=2%  Rppwyis

BEUH B A A AT £ 31 &od A4 4 %R 4L 5 NP-hard 2. B 4T
o AR R S P PR R s BRI E RS - 50 %it'Ji{;ﬁ’J"&_’? iy
A RERES TR AP ARRBFEZFA LD BRE o 5L F S
MR B A 2 AR IRIR i RO R o £ i B AT o BEATL R
B e o dg i B (Greedy Assignment Rule, GAR) A 2 45 /i 4 i%id- i o 18 0
# GAR ffai % » @RFHESF P N E A PR - ) v A LIER
WE IS FANEF G LATFRFE T -kt T aa 22 MY
i gy IR0 B A R g iRk W BRI AR BG4 2 W 3-1

LD Bl SNE
4 Ay dady iR B

4

B4 R R
FAERAG R A4 i

4

PP ENE

ARG B E L

BI3-1 ff2wbiz2 73R

BL1IEMRIF B 2 2 - S RjREAR

WG i R B E AR R §k § 0 § (Laying) ® 19
(Following) » £ Tl gk pt 2 33 4 ~ A3 %enf7 5 » A RPLFH RN+ 2 0c
RrEFMHEEZ > KRR A s R E R %\(Comblnatorlal Optimization
Problems) -

LEP SR T S 2 cha A% ’}# v T B H B B Rk SUE B 2 (ASA) R
G ek A 4a 4 B A AE(Travelling salesman problem, TSP) » sz B L & % 4 o o
EUBIEC A E R - BRRAL AR _éﬁvﬁm@ﬁﬂ’% 7 W A ke
AR AERELE AT - SR ﬁ&i”mﬁ:ﬁﬁré XIS RF
% o132 48 0 R (Trail level) 2 w51 4 (Attractiveness) o &g B £_%0 o 45 bk 2_iB g%

13



i‘f_ﬁf@m Eiﬁjim,\? f§‘3 ’ &u{%ﬁd %‘d’/r’@im_ﬁ?& 73-;? j\g ﬁg@‘g_ %ﬂiiﬁﬁ
] e 5 4 o B TR L EHE b B ?BK’ '“E“:’?’/z%E'E(HeurlstlcValue)z\,W .

Bk 4 #Pﬁm@ e v ’+ﬁ%ﬂ%lﬁ}&ﬁ"¢%i’é&i§ﬁ-@{@’r—é;,ifg‘_k,jﬁjﬁ\g‘
Fa T S kAT B tha LAY tx ke F .
0 if (i, ) e B,
P (1) = [z; (D] [7; g otherwise 5)
Z[Til (1 [, I
leBy
Dait) T Ftcihir > 45Uk A E KRR B BIEE 4B 8 Bl o o
B ©  EME A S ELIEE 5 A i W ALen& gk o
Tii(t) @ Awtxtihaed o R g(i )t s
o . i.%i.%s;ﬁﬁ ,{_,,_pé? x?,’g m%_—é .
nij ¢ FREEREE 0 AT EE(, )Rl
Bt MEIREFBEPM S AP EREFEIEL -
p o B RSk o
t & AR

. A AR R m Lk L
ﬂﬁ%éfz@ﬁﬁg’@f??’/%%%liﬁq{ %fr"d ’&i,%i,%‘jf’g ‘?":}*Rmﬁ %75 % ,
i ?mawmwﬂﬁquTﬂ,

] S S e
f(t)'l‘ Z R R AT H R fRF D HVE QB - HE T AR £ FL BF AR o
r;(t+1) =(1-p)r; (1) + ZATij ) (17)
k=1
9 it arc(i, j)is used by ant k
At ® =1 () (18)
0 otherwise
p o AR E o BATAEEL > @4 0-1e

AT ARRREE Y LiE ] BEF LR T LER - - UUIR
R R e Gl 100 £ 1SR S A K U] - PR R - bldefy
F30 sl o B R RERT R R ek d BB E

BEMRIIOE 2 AR Rk o xamZlehR ity
BT R B TR R L s g R :
A E R > 43§ RRE AL o T AT RS
Mg T o & 7 RfREHRT > 7 ¢ ,__zmﬂ}JT}.;f TR 4 MG kB R Y
MEF RS RS - vt B TSP RALE AR dp %K AL T LR > doim e
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BEURET S ESEE R R ErRCC S S A LT s Ea I S
%Eo

32 &kfaiwkizL®t

%2 ;-DDBAP cHR RE F 3V i ¢ drr g chdp B [ T R B e - sendn g o
T RA LW AREE TS FUAFG R TIERRE LTI T sk Rk
4y Bdeie B g T 0 @ ’g‘ﬁ;%:}*ﬁi'&ﬁw'ﬁﬁ SPEERE LR AR R LR R o

4P HF R AP 4rE i 3.2.1 ) & 0 P < ASA L% DDBAP # #
- BT RO B o B 51 3.2.2 1 H e o 1% A Rt el S iR
R > & {7 DDBAP ey i 4 % (T ¥ 82 p R0 ch o f o b fd » 323 ] & LB ikin &
kg IR ALE 0 BT A 6 S o

321 MipiRiwE 2 A2 piRA R

g 3L & e (16) 0 KSR S Bl — % A E Rdgdai 0 BEBT - XA
Ap AR 0 R R g 5 g R BRI, T E ) o E Y B - 9
E SR LIBRA L - LR

B 3-2 5 BB B 2 4 ik R R o B A0 B Bie Bl 32 ke A A B 5 1
2,5,3,4,10,8,9,6,70?—?]-515,— i#_Stage %’K’ﬁ_};!;}g);@ﬁv;}ﬁ;&ﬁ;ﬁéoﬂ
Stage3 14 3 Staged L &> T E A% 3= F TEEShip5 ¥ A% 4 = A& T iE B Ship
3o

S A A2 IRORA(1,2,5,3,4,10,8,9,6,7)

~e

/.

y4l

O e - &t B W R
/

(

Bl 3-2 BEeRFE 2 — §BEPT L E
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Fob ok S0 g AP o F A )R A R Y S E R Agich
FmT o R EBT - @B gt e R TR X ] o
e RARA 0 B ARG BB BT § 0T - B E A e o

I N R
el IEEN AR

Tob o PR AR ) o iR AR T T 0 AR A
Fdpim s JHiRa B g 2oL @M o Fa s E E R ik B3 S > F
Bl g i i o (e p A F A R iR AR RE Y RIBAE
Boo B AR T R N(19) 0 H Y ko2 19457 B RALE AL ] AN - @
s LA <A 0 R By &% 0 Fla 2k Mg it giE ] o

1
~ k, +k, *Max(A, - A,0)

T (19)

d PR 3T Av BiEGi)EnenEsl > B - BIRBAE o LBET
-] & 3224 p F& idp R RSB e B Ap iR LD IR i )
RT3 - S R0 SR 0 L B SRR R 1 5 4

P2 H o
322 d A R FTAER $ %

W4 MRMRFH 2 AL TSP R At o= B 2 4 IR W
HpRiE o Ra Ay e o gl HERIgRE RS R R K
drim A 4 A0 e e B 4 iR e RSP S R A e
Greedy Assignment Rule)GAR1 &2 GAR2 & Ffizz2_# o

dpi%s Boend - dpda o 10 GARL k3 dpin R I E iR R A5 A ¢RI
2% ERE 2 fod ] & 0 & F A iR E FRiRR- XA E 0 HE B
dpdg e qpiRTT AL R FRERE o RJIEER R AL R TR R AR e g 2
TLATFE R RR T - dbgikidpdaz B4 S F e R 2 EIRIER L
Bef AT i B R R LR R o g - BRSBTS ARG R
B0 B 4F R iR B o

RI3-3 5 6] e Ship3 5 B oW % 4407 RApIRIA R EFIRIFE R .
£ 3B A AR M Bip FTAF B 44 o Ship3 e pF A 5 18 5 Berth 1~ Berth
210 % Berth3 ¥ 1/ B 43k PRI ePPFERF &4 W) 5 20026 2 17-% E & = L Berth1 »
PRARPER 2 14(5 FPEm 2> BOZPER 12); 2 E#H » /L Berth 2 JR7ZFpF R 5 23(%
FPER 8 RJEPER 15); 2iEH /L Berth 3 JR7APEFR 5 18(XFFRF 0 &2
PERV18) 5 T o R R RR SIRIBIFERT > AP e BRI RPN RY > X
LR S VR EPRIA LR o s fj}{;;b » F4 i ¢ E 4% Berth 1 ¥ % ship4 SEERLS
U T PR L IR { FT IT A2 {8 % T sndrshipd 2 o



35 kB
(index by r)

rmd A =18 r=5,4,=23
Borth 1 o1 R —
--------- ; )
B,=26,C,=15 Y Gari
----------- I TR T
B,=17.C,=18 Cy: A A AS 64 1R 32 05
Berth 3 os B B,: A4k EA T 8 % TR

B 3-3 GAR1 7+ & B

A GAR2 17 3% » B 83 w3 GARL - I pF &30 i A ¢ J2 403 = B chdy da
74 o 0B 34 TP o F I ALH S 4 404Ship3 2 ¥ 5 4pirShip 4 e 74

# F3 3 B A o g B AL B AR L ER R
AR R Bt R AR - BB AE A TR > 27 LAT (blArk i
g % e & 5 Ship 3 LE 4 A 1 m Ship 4 £384; /-3 - GAR2 & - 72 3.Ship 3 4y
PRIl M 1o % 5404pShip 48] € &2 % 64824, Ship 10 e pF 4 £ 12 A & 7T Rd
iT) e GAR2 4p# 3t GARL { fe 3 % = & 44§ f24-GARL ¥ &t 5 L—mF] L
Y0 OhE pé?F’“ P T e Flut o 0t fldgi% i RIGAR2 ¥ AR & § %IGARL

{

i

fﬂ
a*s«ﬂ

.
(AN

g iz R o 3 1 GARL 2 GAR2 & fé:fp RPNV T R MR T B TS T
2 4y dadp “\"'ﬁﬁ BEHA IR TERRZESRET P R E -
& JRJIE
. 1 2 4 [1 7
(index by r) > |3 0] 819]°¢
r=4,4,=18 r=35,4,=23
B ez ~ HEXE T
Berth 1 ) _______fj: %
B,=26,C, =15 GAR2
A g haje 36 E B R
B,=17.C, =18 Cyr A Ay 1e Al i 64 5% 32 85 Fa
Berth 3 : Pc B,: A REide ARk EAT 6 % B P

B 3-4 GAR2 7+ & @
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B o ARSI ERIT B 2 A 2 dpdadp iR iB AT R BE > 6 C E
e dg 7 ~ 28 & 5 H (Tabu List) o /4118 #1dp ineidpda e SR s 2 0 B 3 97
TR FRIF e 2R 2 o RS S SRR o0 SO gt
465 & % 0 GAR g dacndp i B Bk 1Y 3 B dpda2 A e dv R DB AR Y 0 LR
AR R L PER 2 (5 dpi R IR o S BFEE - SR PR R IR - i
dpdae i b it BE2 FP AP 0L AT R fREART 7 0BT (7fF o

323 BHE RfERIAF

@ BAP L iif2 v LB 350 5L A rﬂi A TR R IT B E TR
TR S HCE o deA A B R R MR E B G h R R F U g EanE T K
AN Ll bkt 55 R E S -4 5 A58 821
o a A A - BIRIRER o i@ B 3.2.2 ) aﬂ:}ﬂu&ijl fe 4n R R (T PRAR > X A% 2%
ﬁ-’”ri—,rﬂﬁ ELNE
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éﬂ
OO
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s
T_\\
2

%5 1E3.2.2 & » & BRGAR
#-dydg | & T;}ﬁ,»\ IRy

v

dpitr - B Ko
PE LR Taup kTR

e B A EIRARE

%i3.1) &
Lé? i i %rT%ﬂ’ )/é- %Tij(t)
A

%351}@;}}]/&& ﬁ\wlﬁ_f_ﬂ-igl
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‘Jﬁ%&.FEB-S Pz MBS F - BN AmE Y ik ¥ Fﬁ*?;‘i‘iﬁ:’z@: °

MmopE - BRAREETEARY > RPERFARIM R B A RRELAR E

‘L%i%mt—l*‘fﬁiré AL > vy FREFET - B n*(t)m#k}%miﬂlh 1@ N |

%%/pﬁrﬂohn%%o&raliﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁ)%¥ﬁPiﬁ$§ﬁ#‘ £ 0 MBI B dn iR
- u

?

%@?Tﬁ%%%%&%gm¢owﬁz,?Kwﬂﬁﬁﬁwﬁw,A%m
px;}ﬁ/l‘\&x/{g(—h]—r;i: ?Tmﬁ /p@izféﬁi)j‘gﬁx I N g%z—?s—r— Neg
BT A e R AP O SBRE YA AR R > AR P 15N

f
PG - S N AR R B R o AP E R RND 50 B § AR kAR

B B &

*? (¥ F‘"

FOMERBRF R 2 R fER PR T GAR 2R AP RAT - &

i@ f‘ ﬁ'{f—ﬁ;/?ljgé ’ _l‘,( EH ’llj ll—L = 12 E’f"]’ﬁ i’{ll‘i o
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e d  EERR

4.1 P K

BALP KPP A o A R AGEE RS ) B A 5 254845 75
v1% 150 sp H = A o F - BAFT R 10 BRENRA o ¥ 212 ] & Imai
etal. (2001)z 7 7 i (7 %t i 2§ 40 R A T4 R E £ 5 BAp A v iy dg 3
BiRd o UTRAHREFRELIIFR RIS -

B ST ApAaendSE PR 0 LR A S H R I9E L 300 edp fich fie o BB
KitdeT™ o L3 B Ship L A 2 - UpfRjEUniform(0,1) 5% 4 - #c =+ 5=300"
B HET N (20) g o 2 T L BShip jeiE T R o

A =-BInu, (20)

R 208 A f o BT N R g R AR AL A
TARfREFL BT o LARPEIAEL . S - RS R TR
R Ew o~ A B e R B s R o R Rs ¢ RS
Pegopto £ 41 5 254 ¢ H 1 B B BEATRRE 3R A BIRE R 0 7 4pda 1 D)4y
4a 10 e iE T o

Ship j 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

U;~uU@,1) |094 031|063 |0.06]|051060 046|081 057 |0.60

A 19 | 353 | 141 | 824 | 203 | 154 | 236 | 64 | 171 | 152
% 4-1 Bl PR - BT 1(25 sy ) ends i PR T

B EPER S 2 T oA B AR Flt o 2 Ay T dpdaj 1
AT R PRI B 5 m AN L 2 S0j(de A LI 5o AAER S S % 4
o) o B A4y R FIRESRIT A S UMM 5o S APARIG A €7 AECX > A A A
RS ER o B ¥ & - dpdgjz B AU L IRE1~200 cia g A 4
2o ahje Tl NPT L REACR ¥ AP M I R Cyk A (L+ ali-gj)h; o Bk
B3 40T o 7 L o Ship JUE#E - R R B mai; R o & - Ship j§ £ 2 4 U
PR Uniform(0,1) s 4 5t #c - £ U; ~U(0, 0.2) » Al 2 berth 1 e pF F $ & o
#U;~U(0.2,0.4) » p| iz berth 2 (A R pr [ $o @ o 002 pL 4838 © 32540 4 30 A
PR B E2 A G HBiE > JEPRIE_1~200 cria s A e o Bots o AR H O ARITAp
R 2 pE B L s g o
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B 4-1 7 57 b & 4p 3 s B % o B 2 Uj~(0.4, 0.6) » RI3K % berth 3 5 4; &
JRIAFEE Y Bimg o ¥ b A4 HAJERFAF C3~U(L, 200) - BEF R~ £ 5 10 ¢
T S iﬁﬁ AR PRARPE R 2% o Bt T B AR AR R TR PE T € AR
A 10%- % 4-2 5 2544y @ % 1 B R REATREP- ot A IR F AL 7 dpda 1 34y
48104 % 3 F B ACH TR AL R FULJILEER o

Berthl | C, = 12 (+20%)

Berth 2 C, =11 (+10%)

Berth 3 C3 =10

Bertha | C, =11 (+10%)
Berth 5 Cs =12 (+20%)
B 4-1 45 3 AT P B 2 SRR (4 B

Ship j 112 (3| 4|5 |67 81]9]10
Best berth 1.3 1244 (3|3 |2|5]|4]|4

Min handling time 135/ 13 [113| 50 {150| 81 [200| 90 |199| 17
Berth 1 1351716 {125 | 66 |181| 98 |220| 132|265 23
Berth 2 148 | 15 |113| 60 |164| 89 200|120 |241| 21
Berth 3 163 | 13 |125| 54 |150| 81 |220|109|219| 19
Berth 4 179 | 15 |137| 50 |164| 89 |242| 99 |199| 17
Berth 5 197 | 16 |151| 54 [181| 98 |266| 90 |219| 19

F 4-2 BE PRI - B AL 1(25 H0dp) e T pE A T
4.2 bEIRIFTE 2 Ak 4T

TR AR E R R AR RTE A FAES o 7 At w3
F AL o ARSI E B UE feif O B ~4€«_ FHE o e £ 43 g A %Jﬁf‘ufl&ﬁé«
B Al B AIBIRE B B R AFRER R
%?ﬁ&”iﬂﬁ%%%%ymgm7®m%PUWaw%ﬂ$i&%¢ﬂ’
& - NgnEkE e AT A dad/2 1T H NeBk Lo H R F) S F dpdadcin §
P ARER G PUESR P o FRESI RGN o Fp o H S5 T Bk T g
EF A Aa R ded P S R SRR R 2R o
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R b 1

BEERF B hig Nk 50
- B RATE Y SR Ay dadie/2
p (F -2k er g i greny L F L 6 0.1
a (PRFPVEERBIDELD) 1.25
B g e T ERPFOEL) 1

2500(for 25ships)
Q(&# — Bigsk=TH § chi a5~ ) 7500(for 75ships)
15000(for 150ships)

% 4-3 BEPIE - BiRFE 22 2B

44 3 254y ~ BAT 1356 GARL 3217 10 % (5970 L B % » P E A
PemdiFds? > RNPTIRAPEFER & F KO KT IR R > @ BN
Y odo PRI ARETE POTE R b | RIEPE R o e M BT B By
)ﬁ#pw\mﬁ: e o %ﬁ@ Bk R R BTN RN o A F ook v ARk
RAEL L 5 G RE SRS R REA@ IS NIRRT 2 | IR
Fﬁg&?'g%ﬁ%% ";fdzx_- Il«/kﬁ'{iﬂﬁ:m F AT TR o oh Fowod T ? B 4-2 IR
Bt L EEOSE VAT R 0 R F TR o

TEL
u£F12345678910
—‘FT’ Ay )
BE 3817 | 3572 | 3771 | 3572 | 3687 | 3662 | 3832 | 3754 | 3794 | 3826
B TE
B 4785 | 4994 | 4941 | 4985 | 4790 | 4892 | 4743 | 4863 | 4870 | 4809
L\
* T s
. 4000 | 4138 | 4189 | 4399 | 4552 | 4387 | 4305 | 4535 | 4324 | 4921
IE’
Ty
B 3437 | 3515 | 3516 | 3556 | 3535 | 3516 | 3516 | 3516 | 3371 | 3538

+ 4-4 BB PlEE - RPAL 1(25 A ek R %
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5000
4800
4600
4400
4200
4000
3800
3600
3400
3200
3000

F gl FATIE ARTIOE B AE] @

Bl 4-2 HciEplE - AR 1(25 4dy) etk & 17 B

43 FEZHERHEEE

Foebo AR A K BIEE TN Imai et al(2001) F ¢ oE B UE ROt o 4o
2 9+ o GARL % ;uz;z b & U.Jgg:‘ SRS AT S N e SR NE I S
GAR2 I+ % AFF % ot GIAL® I % BB H 82 or i 22 Bz ¥ % o

d T F ek 4-5 v 5 BB 25 shdn 75 sbhdr 3 150 sdn Rt 4R 0 - iR
F g A dp A A GAR2 3R & v GARL KRB Wik o ¥V A TI0E g A 25
sdnd Tyop RN “'»ui 1.21% > 'm A Sf ] 5357 ¢ > 56 GAR2 ¥ 11
F oo A dg ko o 75 dpdy Y T3P RS E W sed 4.79% o 150 4y ¢ Tiap R
-\ B icd 7.83% o A8 2% GAR2 g & vt GARL B ffziz 4 o

¥ ¢ > SUBG 7z % Imai et al. (2001) 23z (A~ % ¢ “7f1* = &% Ik
e Lagrangian %435 72 ¢ PEE - B i 2 dedp 07 50t gl 0 o )b 2 a4t SUBG
Vi RRESER ] ¢ dF ih GAR2 falic i@ ipliEe T | eh4 4-60 T §_7 GAR2 27 Imai et al.
(2001) 1 SUBG fabt di o 7 48 3 . 25 4y ~ 75 Sd o 2 g § 150 4dn & 30 B A
g "ﬁ%”l b 48 15 ~ 3L 25 % IJIJ"E\ZQ o ARG PAGAE A . ¥R T35
B it 25 dgpdp? T3P AR E T red 559% 0 4 AARHCL < PAEA Y - AiE
GAR2 2+ { 7 »xdt ;}F,/m;c_, o 75 sy P T 3op LN E ¥ s 8.86% o B fs o
B 1504y ¢ o AP I T] P AR A B L g REP R A R 4 o
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Problem

# of ships ) GAR2 GAR1 Compare
instances
1 3331 3371 -1.19%
2 3456 3477 -0.60%
3 3002 3050 -1.57%
4 2995 3065 -2.28%
5 3661 3707 -1.24%
25 6 3962 4004 -1.05%
7 2569 2570 -0.04%
8 3360 3349 0.33%
9 3694 3726 -0.86%
10 2961 3070 -3.55%
Average 3299.1 3338.9 -1.21%
11 7616 8255 -71.74%
12 6340 6655 -4.73%
13 5128 5493 -6.64%
14 7943 8490 -6.44%
15 1722 7897 -2.22%
75 16 6074 6649 -8.65%
17 4890 4926 -0.73%
18 7685 8228 -6.60%0
19 5772 5813 -0.71%
20 5125 5305 -3.39%
Average 6429.5 6771.1 -4.79%
21 24777 27216 -8.96%
22 13014 13767 -5.47%
23 18863 20191 -6.58%
24 19436 20612 -5.71%
25 23347 26507 -11.92%
150 26 17233 19453 -11.41%
27 12460 13074 -4.70%
28 14737 15641 -5.78%
29 20278 21939 -71.57%
30 16022 17068 -6.13%
Average 18016.7 19546.8 -7.83%

4 45 fcimpl - A7 7 (GARL &2 GAR2)Z #cid 1t fit
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Problem

# of ships ) GAR2 SUBG Compare
instances
1 3331 3834 -13.12%
2 3456 3504 -1.37%
3 3002 3201 -6.22%
4 2995 3160 -5.22%
5 3661 3815 -4.04%
25 6 3962 4205 -5.78%
7 2569 2663 -3.53%
8 3345 3486 -3.61%
9 3694 3794 -2.64%
10 2961 3267 -9.37%
Average 3297.6 3492.9 -5.49%
11 7616 8229 -7.45%
12 6340 7567 -16.22%
13 5128 6118 -16.18%
14 7943 7952 -0.11%
15 1722 7701 0.27%
75 16 6074 6557 -7.371%
17 4890 5227 -6.45%
18 7685 8520 -9.80%
19 5772 6422 -10.12%
20 5125 6043 -15.19%
Average 6429.5 7033.6 -8.86%
21 24777 25068 -1.16%
22 13014 15217 -14.48%
23 18863 21436 -12.00%
24 19436 21677 -10.34%
25 23347 22199 5.17%
150 26 17233 20095 -14.24%
27 12460 15622 -20.24%
28 14737 17291 -14.77%
29 20614 19957 3.29%
30 16022 18341 -12.64%
Average 18050.3 19690.3 -9.14%

% 4-6 H il - A7 (GAR2)$r SUBG 2 #icib b i
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GAR1 GAR2
# of ships Obijective CPU time Objective CPU time
25 3338.9 1.29 (sec) 3299.1 1.34 (sec)
50 6771.1 4.38 (sec) 6429.5 4.47 (sec)
150 19546.8 217.81(sec) 18099.6 229.77(sec)
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