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Abstract. The Clustered Vehicle Routing Problem (CluVRP) is a variant of the Capaci-
tated Vehicle Routing Problem in which customers are grouped into clusters. Each cluster
has to be visited once, and a vehicle entering a cluster cannot leave it until all customers
have been visited. This article presents two alternative hybrid metaheuristic algorithms
for the CluVRP. The first algorithm is based on an Iterated Local Search algorithm, in
which only feasible solutions are explored and problem-specific local search moves are
utilized. The second algorithm is a Hybrid Genetic Search, for which the shortest Hamil-
tonian path between each pair of vertices within each cluster should be precomputed.
Using this information, a sequence of clusters can be used as a solution representation
and large neighborhoods can be efficiently explored by means of bi-directional dynamic
programming, sequence concatenations, by using appropriate data structures. Extensive
computational experiments are performed on benchmark instances from the literature,
as well as new large scale ones. Recommendations on promising algorithm choices are
provided relatively to average cluster size.
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1 Introduction

This paper addresses the Clustered Vehicle Routing Problem (CluVRP), which has been
recently introduced to the literature by |Sevaux and Sorensen| (2008). The CluVRP is
defined over an undirected graph G = (V,€), where the vertex 0 is the depot and any
other vertex i € V' \ {0} is a customer with demand ¢; > 0. A fleet of m vehicles, each
with capacity @), is stationed at the depot. The set of customers is partitioned into N
non-intersecting and nonempty subsets called clusters, such that ¥V =V, U---U Vy. The
customers in each cluster have to be visited consecutively, such that the vehicle visiting a
customer in the cluster cannot leave the cluster until all the therein customers have not
been visited. Each edge (7, 7) € € is associated with a travel cost ¢;;, and the objective is
to minimize the total travel cost. The Capacitated Vehicle Routing Problem (CVRP) is a
special case of the CluVRP in which each vertex is a cluster on its own. Since the CVRP
is N'P-Hard, the CluVRP is also N'P-Hard.

Sevaux and Sorensen| (2008) introduced the CluVRP in the context of a real-world ap-
plication where containers are employed to carry goods. The customers expecting parcels in
the same container form a cluster, because the courier has to deliver the content of a whole
container before handling another container. Clusters also arise in applications involving
passengers transportation, where passengers prefer to travel with friends or neighbors (as
in the transportation of elderly to recreation centres). Gated communities (residential or
industrial areas enclosed in walled enclaves for safety and protection reasons) provide an-
other natural example of clusters. The customers within a gated community are likely to
be visited by a single vehicle in a sequence, otherwise the vehicles have to spend additional
time for the security controls at the gates.

Clusters can thus be imposed by the geography, the nature of the application, as well
as by practitioners aiming to achieve compact and easy-to-implement routing solutions.
Clustered routes allow drivers to be assigned to areas (i.e., certain streets or postcodes) and
allow the development of familiarity, which makes their task easier. In addition, clustered
routes do not remarkably overlap among each other. In several cases, the additional routing
costs due to cluster constraints are compensated by the ease of implementation and the
enhanced driver familiarity.

The literature on the CluVRP is quite limited as of the time of this writing. |Sorensen
et al.| (2008) and Sevaux and Sorensen| (2008)) presented an integer programming formula-
tion capable of finding the best Hamiltonian path for each pair of vertices in each cluster.
Barthélemy et al| (2010) suggested to adapt CVRP algorithms to the CluVRP by in-
cluding a large positive term M to the cost of the edges between clusters and a cluster
and the depot. The CluVRP is solved as a CVRP by means of the algorithm of |Clarke
and Wright| (1964) followed by 2-0PT moves and Simulated Annealing (SA). The authors
also suggested to dynamically set the penalty M, but observed that the M term inter-
feres with the Boltzmann acceptance criterion of the SA and leads to erratic performance.
Computational results were not reported in this initial paper.

Pop et al| (2012) described the directed CluVRP as an extension of the Generalized
Vehicle Routing Problem (GVRP)(Ghiani and Improta 2000)). The authors adapted two



polynomial-sized formulations for the GVRP to the directed CluVRP, but again no compu-
tational results were reported. Recently, Battarra et al.| (2014)) proposed exact algorithms
for the CluVRP and provided a set of benchmark instances with up to 481 vertices. The
best performing algorithm relies on a preprocessing scheme, in which the best Hamiltonian
path is precomputed for each pair of endpoints in each cluster. This allows for selecting
a pair of endpoints in each cluster rather than the whole path, relegating some of the
problem complexity in the preprocessing scheme. The resulting minimum cost Hamilto-
nian path problems are reduced to instances of the Traveling Salesman Problem (TSP)
and optimally solved with Concorde (Applegate et al.|2001)). Instances of much larger
size than the corresponding CVRP instances were optimally solved, thus highlighting the
advantage of acknowledging the presence of clusters.

In this paper, we introduce new adaptations of state-of-the-art CVRP metaheuristics
for the CluVRP. Rather than rediscovering well-known metaheuristic concepts, we exploit
the current knowledge on iterated local search and hybrid genetic algorithms (Subrama-
nian| 2012, |Vidal et al.|[2014a) and focus our attention on developing efficient problem-
tailored neighborhood searches and effectively embedding them into these metaheuristic
frameworks. The proposed neighborhood searches aim at 1) better exploiting cluster-
ing constraints by means of pruning techniques, 2) exploring larger neighborhoods by
means of dynamic programming, 3) reducing the computational time by means of re-
optimization, bi-directional search, and data structures. Finally, these experiments lead
to further insights on which type of metaheuristic to use for different instance sizes and
cluster characteristics.

The reminder of the paper is organized as follows. Section [2| introduces the challenges
related to the CluVRP. Sections [3| and 4] describe the proposed metaheuristics and efficient
neighborhood-search strategies, whereas Section [5| discusses our computational results.
Conclusions are drawn in Section [0 and further avenues of research are discussed.

2 Motivation

Battarra et al.| (2014) showed that exact algorithms are capable of solving relatively large
CluVRP instances. However, the CPU times remain prohibitively long for large-scale
or real time applications. In this paper, we exploit the properties of the CluVRP to
develop specialized metaheuristics that take advantage of cluster constraints. Solution
quality is assessed by a comparison with exact solutions whenever possible, and among
metaheuristics when it is not.

Two recent and successful metaheuristic frameworks are used in this work. The ILS
algorithm of Subramanian (2012)) is simple and flexible, combining the intensification
strength of Local Search (LS) operators and effective diversification through perturbation
operators. It proved to be remarkably efficient for many variants of the Vehicle Routing
Problem (VRP), including the VRP with Simultaneous Pickup and Delivery (Subrama-
nian et al. 2010), the Heterogeneous VRP (Penna et al.2013), the Minimum Latency
Problem (Silva et al.[[2012)) and the TSP with Mixed Pickup and Delivery (Subramanian
and Battarra/2013). The success of ILS is due to a clever design of intensification and di-



versification neighbourhoods, as well as their random exploration. This latter component
allows for extra diversity, and leads to high quality solutions, even when applied to other
problems such as scheduling (Subramanian et al.[2014).

ILS explores only feasible solutions, and allows for testing the M approach suggested
by Barthélemy et al.| (2010) without possible interferences between M and penalties ap-
plied to infeasible solutions. As mentioned in the introduction, the M approach consists
of including a large positive term to all those edges that are connecting clusters and con-
necting the depot to the clusters. Any CVRP algorithm in which the M is chosen to
be large enough returns a CluVRP solution in which the number of penalized edges is
minimized, therefore a solution in which the cluster constraint is satisfied. Note that the
number of edges connecting clusters or connecting the depot to a cluster is m + N and
their penalization can be easily deducted from the solution cost.

One drawback of this transformation is that most VRP neighborhoods consider moves
of one or two vertices. These neighborhoods can often not relocate complete clusters,
and thus many moves appear largely deteriorating due to M penalties, significantly in-
hibiting the progress towards higher quality solutions. As shown in this paper, ILS can
partly overcome this issue by means of shaking moves. However, as demonstrated by our
computational results, a more clever application of the framework specific to the CluVRP
considering relocate and exchanges of full clusters and intra-cluster improvements produces
solutions of comparable quality in considerably less CPU time. In the next section, we
describe the ILS and these new in more details.

The Unified Hybrid Genetic Search (UHGS) currently obtains the best known solu-
tions for more than 30 variants of the CVRP and represents the state-of-the-art among
hybrid metaheuristics for vehicle routing problems. More precisely, the algorithm succes-
fully solves problems with diverse attributes, such as multiple depots and periods (Vidal
et al. 2012)), time windows and vehicle-site dependencies (Vidal et al. |2013a), hours-of-
service-regulations for various countries (Goel and Vidal/2013)), soft, multiple, and general
time windows, backhauls, asymmetric, cumulative and load-dependent costs, simultane-
ous pickup and delivery, fleet mix, time dependency and service site choice (Vidal et al.
2014al), and prize-collecting problems (Vidal et al.|2014c), among others. It has been re-
cently demonstrated that several combinatorial decisions, such as customer selections or
depot placement, can be relegated directly at the level of cost and route evaluations, allow-
ing to always rely on the same metaheuristic and local search framework while exploring
large neighborhoods in polynomial or pseudo-polynomial time (Vidal et al.|2014bllc).

Our UHGS implementation is based on the assumption that the costs of the optimal
Hamiltonian paths among vertices in the same cluster can be efficiently precomputed as
in Battarra et al.| (2014). Once these paths and their costs are known, an effective route
representation as an ordered sequence of clusters can be adopted, and a fast shortest path-
based algorithm for converting this solution representation into the corresponding optimal
sequence of customers is presented in Section [l This drastically reduces the size of the
search space of the UHGS method, which optimizes the assignment and sequencing of
O(N) clusters instead of O(n) customers.

Our computational experiments allow to quantify the trade-off between adopting the



preprocessing scheme to compute the Hamiltonian paths, which requires the solution of
> i1, |Vilx(]Vi|=1) TSP instances and searching in the space of clusters with UHGS, or
working in the space of vertices with a well-designed ILS. As long as the average size of the
clusters is not high, the computational burden of the preprocessing is not prohibitive, but is
observed to become significant when the cluster size increases. On the other hand, UHGS
is much faster when the preprocessing information is known and obtains higher quality
solutions. Through our computational experiments, we aim at identifying a critical cluster
size that makes an approach with cluster-based solution representation more desirable than
an approach using vertex-based representation.

3 The ILS metaheuristic

As previously mentioned, the algorithm of Subramanian (2012) can be used for solving the
CluVRP by applying suitable penalties to edges between clusters and between clusters and
the depot. Although simple, this straightforward adaptation has two main drawbacks: (i)
most of the local search moves violate the cluster constraint, leading to high penalties, and
consuming a large part of the CPU time; and (ii) many promising moves that relocate full
clusters are not included in the neighborhoods, thus reducing the intensification capabilities
of the LS. ILS was therefore adapted to better take advantage of clusters. In the following,
we denote this adaptation as ILS-Clu.

The ILS-Clu is a hybrid algorithm built upon the structure of ILS. Large neighborhoods
proved to be very effective in solving VRP variants, however, identifying promising moves
can be a difficult task that is usually left for a large part to randomization (e.g., in Adaptive
Large Neighborhood Search, |Pisinger and Ropke|2007)). In contrast, the CluVRP structure
enables to apply moves to relevant sets of customers. Thus, the LS phase of ILS-Clu
explores moves on different levels: among clusters, among edges connecting clusters or
clusters with the depot, and within each cluster. This mechanism enables to explore a
larger variety of moves while significantly reducing CPU time.

The ILS of Subramanian| (2012)) is a multi-start heuristic which returns the best solution
after ng restarts. Each iteration is finished when n; consecutive shaking phases without
improvement are attained. The initial solution is generated using a parallel cheapest inser-
tion heuristic. Iteratively, a randomly selected customer is inserted with minimum cost,
either between customers from the same cluster, or between two clusters.

Both ILS and ILS-Clu apply a perturbation mechanism after each local search phase,
which consists of one or two randomly selected SHIFT(1,1) or SWAP moves. In ILS,
SHIFT(1,1) relocates a random customer from its route r to a random position in another
route 7/, and simultaneously relocates a random customer from 7’ to a random position in 7.
The same process is applied in ILS-Clu but considering clusters instead of single customers.
Moreover, in ILS, SWAP exchanges two customers from different routes, whereas in 1LS-
Clu the exchange involves two clusters of the same route. Inter-route LS neighborhoods
are first applied in a random order, and intra-route LS operators are employed in a random
order whenever an improving solution is found.

Algorithm [2] presents the common structure of both iterated local search algorithms.



Algorithm 1 ILS
: Procedure ILS:
sg < GeneratelnitialSolution;
s* < LocalSearch(sy);
: While Stopping criterion is not met
s' < Perturb(s*, history);
s* « LocalSearch(s');
s* < AcceptanceCriterion(s*, s*, history);
end ILS;

g Wy

Algorithm [2] highlights the differences between the LS stage of ILS and ILS-Clu. The
neighbourhoods N L¢, as well as the operators implemented in “IntraRouteClusterSearch”
within ILS-Clu modify the sequence of clusters in the routes without changing the end-
points or the Hamiltonian paths in each cluster. To partially remedy this myopic strategy,
the operator “EndPointsSearch” aims at selecting the most effective endpoints in the
clusters whenever an improving move is found. Note that “EndPointsSearch” does not
modify the sequence of customers visited within each cluster. The neighborhoods consid-
ered in NLg are RELOCATEL, RELOCATE2, SWAP(1,1), SWAP(2,1) and SwWAP(2,2), as
well as 2-orT*. In “IntraRouteClusterSearch”, the neighborhoods are OR-OPT, 2-OPT
and SWAP. These neighborhoods are considered in random order. Detailed descriptions
of these families of neighborhoods can be found in |Subramanian (2012) and |Vidal et al.
(2013b)). “EndPointsSearch” and “IntraRouteClusterSearch” sequentially search for im-
proving RELOCATE, 2-OPT and SWAP moves within the clusters. The moves considered
in “EndPointsSearch” is a subset of “IntraRouteClusterSearch”, in which at least one
customer involved in the move is currently serviced first or last in its cluster.

4 The UHGS metaheuristic

UHGS is a successful framework capable of producing high quality solutions for many
VRP variants. It is a hybrid algorithm, where the diversification strength of a Genetic
Algorithm (GA) is combined with the fast improvement capabilities of local search. One
main challenge in the design of a hybrid genetic algorithm is to achieve a good balance
between intensification and diversification while controlling the use of computationally
intensive local search procedures. This balance is usually achieved by selecting a suitable
initial population, crossover operators, mutation, and selection mechanisms. The variety
of design choices and the tuning of a multitude of parameters often inhibit the flexibility
of the GAs. In fact, most of the previous attempts in the literature focused on the design
of problem-specific operators, failing to lead to general algorithms and frequently resulting
in a large number of parameters to be tuned. UHGS (Vidal et al|2014a) managed to
overcome most of these drawbacks by adopting the following strategies.



Algorithm 2 LS os ILS and ILS of ILS-Clu

Local Search of ILS:
Init inter-route Neighborhood List (NL);
While NL # 0
Choose random Neighborhood € NL;
Find best s’ of s € Neighborhood;
If f(s') < f(s) then

Local Search of ILS-Clu:
Init inter-route Neighborhood List (NL¢);

While NL¢ # 0
Choose random Neighborhood € NL¢;
Find best s’ of s € Neighborhood;
If f(s') < f(s) then

s s f : ,
. s’ <= EndPointsSearch(s’);
%:;Eletr§139ute86arch(s) ’ 5 < IntraRouteClusterSearch(s’);
p ’ If f(5) < f(s) then
s <— EndPointsSearch(s);
else
S < S;
olse Update NL¢;
else

Remove Neighborhood from NI Remove Neighborhood from NL;

s < IntraClusterSearch(s);
return s;
end.

return s;
end.

4.1 General UHGS methodology

UHGS evolves a population of individuals representing problem solutions, by means of
selection, crossover and education operators. Note that the operator education involves a
complete local-search procedure aimed at improving the solutions rather than a randomized
mutation. The population is managed to contain between ™™ and p™™ + ™ individuals,
by pruning p* individuals whenever the maximum size is attained. The method is run
until 1t,,,, individuals have been successively created without improvement of the best
solution.

UHGS achieves a fine balance between intensification and diversification by means of
a bi-criteria evaluation of solutions. The first criterion is the contribution of a solution
to the population diversity, which is measured as the Hamming distance of the solution
to the closest solutions in the population. The second criterion is the objective value.
Solutions are ranked with respect to both criteria, and the sum of the ranks provides a
“biased fitness” (Vidal et al.|2014a)), used for both parents selection and survivors selection
when the maximum population size is attained. To deal with tightly constrained prob-
lems, linearly penalized route-constraint violations — capacity or distance — are included
in the objective. Penalty coefficients are dynamically adjusted to ensure a target ratio of
naturally-feasible solutions during the search, and infeasible solutions are managed in a
secondary population.

During crossover, the whole solution is represented as a giant tour visiting all customers
once, without intermediate depot trips. As such, a simple ordered crossover (OX) that



works on permutations can be used. The optimal splitting of the giant tour into separate
routes is performed optimally in polynomial time as a shortest path subproblem on an
auxiliary graph (Prins 2004)). This process is known to be widely applicable in a unified
manner to many vehicle routing variants as long as it is possible to perform separate
efficient route evaluations to compute the cost of edges in the auxiliary graph (Vidal 2013).
Finally, UHGS relies on local search to improve every new offspring solution generated
during the search. The LS operators used in UHGS are 2-opT, 2-0PT*, CROSS and
I-Cross ([Vidal et al.[2014a)), limited to sequences of less than two customers.

Local search is usually the bottleneck of most advanced metaheuristics for vehicle rout-
ing variants, and thus efficient evaluations of routes generated by the neighborhoods are
critical for the overall algorithm’s performance. When additional attributes (constraints,
objectives or decisions) are considered, these route evaluations may be time consuming
if implemented in a straightforward manner. To improve this process, UHGS relies on
auxiliary data structures that collect partial information on any sub-sequence of consec-
utive customers in the incumbent solution. This information is then used for efficiently
evaluating the cost and feasibility of new routes generated by local search moves since any
such move can be seen as a recombination of subsequences of consecutive customers from
the incumbent solution.

For example, consider a route r for a CVRP instance where customers (1,2, 3,4,5,6,7,8)
are visited in the given order. To efficiently evaluate the capacity constraints, the partial
load Q(o) for any sub-sequence (o) of the incumbent solution is preprocessed prior to move
evaluations. An intra-route CROSS move, of customers (2,3) after 8 requires evaluating
route ' = (1,4,5,6,7,8,2,3) with respect to cost and load feasibility. Loads Q (o), Q(023)
and @Q(o4s) are known for sequences (1), (2,3) and (4,5,6,7,8). Denoting @ as the con-
catenation operator, we have Q(R') = Q(o1 ® 045 ® 023) = Q(01) + Q(04s) + Q(023). This
load constraint can thus be checked in O(1) operations. Otherwise, a straightforward ap-
proach sweeping through the new route and cumulating the demands would take a number
of operations proportional to the number of customers, that is, O(n). This type of route
evaluation is referred to as move evaluation by concatenation in Vidal et al. (2014a). The
computational complexity to update the auxiliary information on subsequences is usually
dominated by the complexity of evaluating moves.

4.2 Application to the CluVRP

Our application of UHGS to the CluVRP relies on two contributions: a route represen-
tation based on an ordered sequence of clusters to reduce the search space, and efficient
route evaluation procedures using concatenations to evaluate the cost of a route assimi-
lated to a sequence of clusters. These methodological elements can be easily integrated
into the UHGS framework, and it was possible to use the original UHGS code with the
sole addition of a new route-evaluation operator.

The method relies on the fact that in any cluster Vj, the cost ¢;; of the best Hamiltonian
path between customer ¢ € V, and customer j € V} that services all other customers in
Vi \ {4,7} has been preprocessed (Battarra et al.|2014). Using this information, it is



possible to obtain from a route represented as a sequence of clusters the best sequence of
visits to customers in polynomial time by solving the shortest path problem in an auxiliary
graph G’ = (V', A'), as illustrated in Figure [1]

Vo) =1{1,4,8} Vo) =1{2,3,7} Vo3 =1{11,12} Vo(lo1)={10,19}
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Figure 1: Route representation in UHGS

In Figure [1} black lines correspond to precomputed Hamiltonian paths within clusters.
For each cluster in the route, a set containing two copies of each node is generated. Pairs of
node copies are connected by an arc and the cost of an arc (k, 1) is set to be the cost of the
shortest Hamiltonian path ¢, in the cluster between the endpoints of the arcs. The depot is
then connected to the first copy of each node in the first cluster V,(;) by an arc co;, and the
second copies of the nodes are connected to the first node copies of the next cluster, and so
on. The cost associated to gray arcs is the travel distance between the endpoints. A similar
route representation was previously used for the GVRP by Pop et al.| (2013) and [Vidal
(2013)). It leads to an implicit structural problem decomposition, considering only a VRP
of a size proportional to the number of clusters N < n. Difficult combinatorial decisions
on path selections within clusters are thus relegated to the route-evaluation operators.

A straightforward application of this technique leads to route evaluations in O(N B?)
operations, where B is the maximum number of customers in a cluster. These evalua-
tions are computationally expensive. A contribution of this work is to show that efficient
procedures based on preprocessing and concatenations allow for performing each move
evaluation in amortized O(B?) operations, thus only depending on the square of the clus-
ter size. Our method preprocesses for each subsequence o = (o(1),...,0(|o])) the shortest
paths S(o)li, j] that starts with any i*" customer of o and terminates at any 5" customer.
The size of cluster i is denoted as \;.

For a sequence oy = (si) containing a single cluster, if the cluster is restricted to a
single customer v;, then S(0y)|i,i = 0, else S(0y)[i, j| = +oo for i = j and S(00)[7, j] = &;
for (i,7) € {1,...,\}?, é; being the distance of the best Hamiltonian path connecting
i and j in the cluster. As in [Vidal (2013), the following equation enables us to evaluate
S(o) on larger sub-sequences by induction on the concatenation operation. Note that it is
a direct application of the Floyd-Warshall algorithm:

5(01® o2)li, 5] = 1§x9q<£§2§y§mm Sl el + oy 502l (1)
Vi€ {1, A bV € {1+, Aon(loa }
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Equation can therefore be used to perform preprocessing on all subsequences of
customers. The same equation is then used during move evaluations to compute the cost
of a new route as a concatenation of a bounded number of existing subsequences with
limited effort. Indeed, as illustrated in Figure [2 preprocessing this data is equivalent to
preprocessing all-pairs of shortest paths between nodes in each subsequence (in boldface
in the figure). As a consequence, the size of the shortest path graph considered during
separate move evaluations is considerably reduced.
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Figure 2: Using preprocessed information on subsequences

Proposition 1. Using the proposed preprocessing, the amortized complexity of move eval-
uations, for classic VRP neighborhoods such as RELOCATE, SWAP, 2-OpT, 2-OPT*, is
O(B?) instead of O(N B?).

Proof. First, from the current incumbent solution, the preprocessing phase requires com-
puting the shortest paths between each pair of nodes, for each route. For each route, the
graph G’ is directed and acyclic. Equation is applied iteratively, in lexicographic
order starting from any cluster o;, i € {1,...,|o|} and iteratively applied to o; for
j € {i+1,...,|0|} to produce all shortest paths. This equation is thus used O(N?)
times to perform a complete preprocessing on all routes. Each evaluation of this expres-
sion requires O(B?) time. The total effort for the preprocessing phase is O(N?B?).

After preprocessing, a local search using classic VRP neighborhoods is performed. Any
move based on less than k edge exchanges can be assimilated to a recombination of up to
k+1 subsequences of consecutive clusters. This is the case for the mentioned neighborhoods
with k£ < 4. Thus, each move evaluation is performed with a bounded number of calls
to Equation (1), in O(B?) elementary operations. The size S of each neighborhood is
quadratic in the number of clusters (e.g. swapping any cluster ¢ with cluster j leads
to S = ©(N?) possible moves), such that a complete neighborhood exploration takes
O(B?*N?) time. The amortized complexity, for each move evaluation, considering both

preprocessing and effective evaluation is thus O(& QSB %) = O(B?). ]
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5 Computational results

Computational experiments have been conducted on multiple benchmark instance sets.
The first sets have been recently presented in Battarra et al. (2014). The authors consid-
ered instances proposed for the GVRP literature by Bektas et al.| (2011]) (namely GVRP2
and GVRP3 sets) and then generated larger instances by adapting the CVRP instances
proposed by (Golden et al.| (1998) (namely Golden) with the same method as for the in-
stance proposed by Bektag et al.| (2011). Among the instances proposed in [Battarra et al.
(2014)), we include in our benchmark set all Golden instances (200 up to 484 customers)
and the most challenging ones among the GVRP2 and GVRP3 sets (the instances denoted
as G and C in the GVRP literature, with 101 up to 262 customers). We also generated an
additional instance set with even larger problems (called hereafter Li), by adapting with
the same logic as in Bektas et al. (2011) the instances originally proposed by |Li et al.
(2005). The latter set contains instances with up to 1200 customers. We decided to have
clusters with average cardinality # = 5, leading to larger instances with 121 up to 225
clusters. A summary of the characteristics of our benchmark set is provided in Table [1}
All sets of instances are available upon request and detailed result tables are displayed in
the appendix.

Table 1: Summary of benchmark set characteristics

Instance Set Source # Inst. n IC|

C Bektas et al. (2011) 2 101-200 | 34-100
G Bektag et al.| (2011) 8 262-262 | 88-131

Golden Battarra et al.| (2014) 220 201-481 17-97

Li New 12 560-1200 | 113 -241

An extensive calibration effort was spent in previous literature to find good and ro-
bust parameters for UHGS (Vidal et al|2012) and ILS (Subramanian 2012). We have
relied on this knowledge to obtain an initial parameter setting, and then scaled the pa-
rameters controlling algorithm termination to generate solutions for large-scale instances
in reasonable CPU time. As such, the population-size parameters of UHGS are set to
(™M™, uN) = (8,8) and the termination criterion is I't,,q, = 400. For ILS, the number of
restarts has been set to ng = 50 and the number of shaking iteration is n; = n+ 5m as in
Subramanian (2012)). The choice of n; = 1000 was adopted for ILS-Clu. All experiments
have been conducted on a Xeon CPU with 3.07 GHz and 16 GB of RAM, running under
Oracle Linux Server 6.4. Each algorithm was executed 10 times for each instance using a
different random seed.

Table [2] summarizes the results obtained by the proposed metaheuristics. For each
benchmark set, the number of instances “Inst” is given, as well as the number of times “#
BKS” the best known solution is found by ILS, ILS-Clu and UHGS, respectively. Columns
6-9 provide the average CPU time per instance in seconds. UHGS, also includes the CPU
time dedicated to computing the cost of all intra-cluster Hamiltonian paths with Concorde.
Columns 10-12 report the average percentage of deviation from the best known solutions
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“Avg. % Dev.”. Note that the percentage deviation for a solution of value z from the
best known solution value zpgg is computed as ZZ_Z—;’;I;Q x 100. The last row reports the
overall number of best known solutions found by each method, the average CPU time and
percentage average deviation.

From the experiments, it appears that UHGS is capable of finding most of the best
known solutions (234 out of 242). In most cases, the average percentage gaps among the
three methods is still small: ILS-Clu has an average deviation of 0.19% from the best
known solutions and ILS has an average deviation of 0.13%. ILS is remarkably slower
than the two other algorithms. The average CPU time for the large instances in the
Li data set is 9548.6 seconds, versus 535.8, 345.3, 660.0 seconds of ILS-Clu, UHGS, and
UHGS,, respectively. Despite the simplicity of adapting a CVRP metaheuristic to the
CluVRP by including a penalization M term, this resulting algorithm is much slower than
the algorithms that take full advantage of the cluster constraints. Note that ILS performs
about 0.06% better than ILS-Clu, but ILS-Clu is 15 times faster on average.

UHGS, is faster on average than ILS, even with the exhaustive search of all intra-
cluster Hamiltonian paths using Concorde. This preprocessing phase is fast when the
average cluster size is limited, but requires large CPU time when the cluster size increases,
as in the case of the Golden instances. A heuristic evaluation of the cost of intra-cluster
Hamiltonian paths could be a viable alternative. This is left as a research perspective.
Finally, UHGS is faster than ILS-Clu for very large instances. ILS-Clu is on average faster
on the G and C data sets, but slower on average on the Li set.

Table 2: Summary of results for the G, C, Golden and Li data set

# BKS Avg. Time (s) Avg. % Dev.
Instance Set | [Inst.| | ILS ILS-Clu UHGS | ILS ILS-Clu UHGS UHGS, | ILS ILS-Clu UHGS
G 2 0 1 2 127.6 53.5 150.2 165.2 | 0.64 0.22 0.00
C 8 6 8 7 26.0 17.8 271 35.1 0.19 0.04 0.05
Golden 220 | 127 87 213 698.8 53.9 53.7 8549 | 0.11  0.19 0.01
Li 12 1 0 12 9548.6  535.8 345.3 660.0 | 0.34 0.21 0.00
Tot: 242 134 96 234 1110.7 76.6 68.1 812.4 | 0.13 0.19 0.01

A more detailed comparison of the algorithms is displayed in Table |3| for the Golden
data set. The large number of instances in this set allows for an analysis of the algo-
rithms’ performances by varying number of the customers and cluster size. The table
reports aggregated results, obtained by averaging over instances with the same number of
customers.

A correlation between the size of the instance and the performance of ILS can be
observed; larger instances lead to larger gaps and higher CPU time. On the other hand,
the performance of ILS-Clu is less dependent on instance size. For example, instances of
group 12 with 484 customers are the most challenging for ILS-Clu with a 0.73% average
deviation, but the deviation for instances of group 4, with size n = 481, is only 0.13%
in average. A similar observation stands for UHGS, the most challenging instance groups
being 4, 9, 14, and 20 with 481, 256, 397 and 421 customers, respectively.
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Table 3: Summary of results for the Golden data set grouped by instance

# Opt. Avg. Time (s) Avg. % Dev.
Golden | n | ILS ILS-Clu UHGS ILS ILS-Clu UHGS UHGS, | ILS ILS-Clu UHGS
1 241 | 11 9 11 141.92 23.95 224 172.94 0 0.03 0
2 321 3 2 11 442.25 47.27 47.57  243.39 | 0.08 0.07 0
3 401 | b 2 11 111599  85.16 82.91 1384.18 | 0.12 0.14 0
4 481 | 1 0 9 2336.64 130.52 137.95 2608.13 | 0.12 0.13 0.01
5 201 | 11 11 11 81.18 19.92 14.57  2866.57 0 0 0
6 281 | 10 8 11 308.71 47.15 34.14  3848.32 0 0.03 0
7 361 | 3 1 11 816.36 73.97 66.94  2220.30 | 0.09 0.13 0
8 441 | 4 0 10 1573.62 101.69  97.09 1017.63 | 0.08 0.16 0
9 256 | 10 9 10 148.03 21.57 22.09 135.45 | 0.03 0.06 0.03
10 324 | 6 4 11 336.87 31.55 43.82  175.73 | 0.19 0.31 0
11 400 | 3 0 11 658.46 46.9 59.62  198.00 | 0.3 0.56 0
12 484 | 3 1 11 1420.29  72.22 94.05  389.16 | 0.48 0.73 0
13 253 | 8 5 11 145.67 21.86 23.33  164.69 | 0.05 0.12 0
14 321 | 7 2 11 333.56 34.29 38.12 152.78 | 0.12 0.25 0
15 397 | 1 0 9 713.35 52.3 65.99  279.15 | 0.33 0.48 0.03
16 481 | 3 3 11 134421  74.34 84.3 246.31 | 0.15 0.39 0
17 241 | 11 11 11 159.43 27.2 20.92 176.87 0 0 0
18 301 | 10 11 11 309.59 37.9 30.75  191.26 | 0.02 0 0
19 361 | 10 7 11 523.32 52.43 38.65  276.27 | 0.01 0.04 0
20 421 | 7 1 10 886.08 77.59 49.59  351.74 | 0.11 0.22 0.09
Tot: 127 87 213

Aggregating the Golden instances by average cluster size 6, as done in Table[d], leads to
a further level of understanding of algorithms performance. All algorithms find solutions
close to the best known when the average cluster size is large and therefore less clusters are
present. The average CPU time of ILS does not depend on the average cluster size, whereas
UHGS is consistently faster when large and few clusters are present. ILS-Clu attains its
minimum CPU time when the average cluster size is approximately 9 customers. This is
due to the fact that ILS-Clu performs both intra and inter-cluster LS moves; a balanced
instance in terms of number and size of the clusters is a good compromise in terms of CPU
time. Finally UHGS was capable of improving the best known solutions for five instances
from Battarra et al.| (2014). The values of these solutions are listed in Table

6 Conclusions

This paper focused on the CluVRP, a generalization of the CVRP where customers are
grouped into clusters. Three metaheuristics have been proposed, two of which are based
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Table 4: Summary of results for the Golden data set grouped by average cluster size

# Opt. Avg. Time (s) Avg. Dev.
6 ILS ILS-Clu UHGS | ILS ILS-Clu UHGS, UHGS, | ILS ILS-Clu UHGS
5 17 8 20 | 670.40  55.60 36.29  140.32 | 0.02  0.11 0.00
6 18 12 20 | 663.38 53.84 37.22  155.89 | 0.02  0.08 0.00
7 17 9 20 | 670.84  52.68 39.55  173.19 | 0.01  0.11 0.00
8 11 9 20 688.00  50.83 43.15  251.55 | 0.08 0.12 0.00
9 12 10 20 689.86  48.98 45.71 307.15 | 0.08 0.18 0.00
10 12 7 20 691.00  49.16 49.64  553.37 | 0.11 0.18 0.00
11 10 9 20 709.81  48.85 50.82 41797 | 0.13 0.18 0.00
12 9 9 20 695.70  50.12 04.77  1025.66 | 0.13 0.18 0.00
13 8 5 20 | 725.73  53.12 69.04  916.16 | 0.18  0.29 0.00
14 7 5 17 1 699.89  59.99 73.52 232781 ]0.24  0.37 0.06
15 6 4 16 | 68294  70.72 91.43 313531 |0.23  0.31 0.03
Avg: | 11.55 791 19.36 | 689.78  53.99 53.74  854.94 | 0.11 0.19 0.01

on iterated local search, while the third is a hybrid genetic algorithm with a cluster-
based solution representation. Efficient large neighborhood search procedures based on
re-optimization techniques have been developed and integrated with the hybrid genetic
search. The resulting three methods produce high quality solutions, and algorithms taking
advantage of the cluster structure are remarkably faster. The hybrid genetic algorithm
and large neighborhood search leads to solutions of higher quality that the two ILS based
algorithms, but its pre-processing phase may become time consuming for instances with
large clusters. Future work should consider heuristic preprocessing techniques to enhance
CPU time, and other large neighborhoods strategies taking advantage of clusters.

7 Acknowledgements

This work was partially supported by CORMSIS, Centre of Operational Research, Man-
agement Sciences and Information Systems, and by CNPq, Conselho Nacional de Desen-
volvimento Cientifico e Tecnolégico (grant 471158/2012-7).

References

Applegate, D., R. Bixby, V. Chvatal, W. Cook. 2001. Concorde tsp solver.

Barthélemy, T., A. Rossi, M. Sevaux, K. Sorensen. 2010. Metaheuristic approach for the clustered
vrp. EU/ME 2010 - 10th anniversary of the metaheuristic community. Lorient, France.

Battarra, M., G. Erdogan, D. Vigo. 2014. The clustered vehicle routing problem. Operations
Research 62 58-71.

14



Bektas, T., G. Erdogan, S. Ropke. 2011. Formulations and branch-and-cut algorithms for the
generalized vehicle routing problem. Transportation Science 45 299-316.

Clarke, G., J. W. Wright. 1964. Scheduling of Vehicles from a Central Depot to a Number of
Delivery Points. Operations research 12 568-581.

Ghiani, G., G. Improta. 2000. An efficient transformation of the generalized vehicle routing
problem. European Journal of Operational Research 122 11-17.

Goel, A., T. Vidal. 2013. Hours of service regulations in road freight transport: an optimization-
based international assessment. Transportation Science, Articles in Advance .

Golden, B.L., E.A. Wasil, J. P. Kelly, I.-M. Chao. 1998. Metaheuristics in vehicle routing. Fleet
Management and Logistics. Kluwer, Boston, 33-56.

Li, F., G. Golden, E. Wasil. 2005. Very large-scale vehicle routing: New test problems, algorithms,
and results. Computers & Operations Research 32 1165-1179.

Penna, P.H.V., A. Subramanian, L.S. Ochi. 2013. An iterated local search heuristic for the
heterogeneous fleet vehicle routing problem. Journal of Heuristics 19 201-232.

Pisinger, D., S. Ropke. 2007. A general heuristic for vehicle routing problems. Computers €
Operations Research 34 2403-2435.

Pop, P.C., I. Kara, A. Horvat-Marc. 2012. New mathematical models of the generalized vehicle
routing problem and extensions. Applied Mathematical Modelling 36 97-107.

Pop, P.C., O. Matei, C. Pop Sitar. 2013. An improved hybrid algorithm for solving the generalized
vehicle routing problem. Neurocomputing 109 76-83.

Prins, C. 2004. A simple and effective evolutionary algorithm for the vehicle routing problem.
Computers & Operations Research 31 1985-2002.

Sevaux, M., K. Sorensen. 2008. Hamiltonian paths in large clustered routing problems. Proceed-
ings of the EU/MEeting 2008 workshop on Metaheuristics for Logistics and Vehicle Routing.
Troyes, France.

Silva, M.M., A. Subramanian, T. Vidal, L.S. Ochi. 2012. A simple and effective metaheuristic for
the Minimum Latency Problem. Furopean Journal of Operational Research 221 513-520.

Sorensen, K., J. Van den Bergh, D. Cattrysse, M. Sevaux. 2008. A multiobjective distribution-
problem for parcel delivery at tnt. Invited Talk at the International Workshop on Vehicle
Routing in Practice, VIP’08. Oslo, Norway.

Subramanian, A. 2012. Heuristic, exact and hybrid approaches for vehicle routing problems.
Ph.D. thesis, Universitade Federal Fluminense.

Subramanian, A., M. Battarra. 2013. An iterated local search algorithm for the traveling salesman
problem with pickups and deliveries. Journal of the Operational Research Society 64 402—
409.

Subramanian, A., M. Battarra, C. Potts. 2014. An iterated local search heuristic for the single
machine total weighted tardiness problem with sequence-dependent setup times. Interna-
tional Journal of Production Research 52 2729-2742.

Subramanian, A., L.M.A. Drummond, C. Bentes, L.S. Ochi, R. Farias. 2010. A parallel heuris-
tic for the vehicle routing problem with simultaneous pickup and delivery. Computers &
Operations Research 37 1899-1911.

Vidal, T. 2013. Approches générales de résolution pour les problémes multi-attributs de tournés

15



de véhicules et confection d’horaires. Ph.D. thesis, Universit de Montréal & Université de
Technologie de Troyes.

Vidal, T., T.G. Crainic, M. Gendreau, N. Lahrichi, W. Rei. 2012. A hybrid genetic algorithm
for multidepot and periodic vehicle routing problems. Operations Research 60 611-624.

Vidal, T., T.G. Crainic, M. Gendreau, C. Prins. 2013a. A hybrid genetic algorithm with adap-
tive diversity management for a large class of vehicle routing problems with time-windows.
Computers & Operations Research 40 475-489.

Vidal, T., T.G. Crainic, M. Gendreau, C. Prins. 2013b. Heuristics for multi-attribute vehicle
routing problems: a survey and synthesis. Furopean Journal of Operational Research 231
1-21.

Vidal, T., T.G. Crainic, M. Gendreau, C. Prins. 2014a. A unified solution framework for multi-
attribute vehicle routing problems. Furopean Journal of Operational Research 234 658—673.

Vidal, T., T.G. Crainic, M. Gendreau, C. Prins. 2014b. Implicit depot assignments and rotations
in vehicle routing heuristics. European Journal of Operational Research 237 15-28.

Vidal, T., N. Maculan, L.S. Ochi, P.H.V. Penna. 2014c. Large neighborhoods with implicit cus-
tomer selection for vehicle routing problems with profits. Tech. rep., CIRRELT, Montréal.

8 Detailed results

16



eclag €eT G'€63 CT'T6LET €8LET 8°€8T 6¥8€T 808€T L'¥8CC QTLG8ET TC8ET QLLET v L6 87 ¥ ueprop
9z¢e [448 VLT T'086¢T LLEET €671 9'TE0VT 0T0VT 1°0TLC g 1e0vT L86ET SL6ET v 18 8% ¥ ueprop
9°€6¢€ 861 9'G61 T’ LI6ET 996¢€T T°9€1 8°¢TOV1 6L6€T 984T 8VEOVT 00071 996¢T v 69 187 v uepIoD
€'89L1 Ge91 €'€e1 6°T6LET TI6LET g'ect 9°9¥8€T 008€T 9'762¢C 9°LGRET 0T8€ET 16481 v 19 87 ¥ ueprop
T'vee €11 [atas 09.L€T 09LET L€TT 9'918¢T 6LLET 89¢€¢C g'6C8¢T TLLET 09.L€T v Ve 8% ¥ uepIop
6°9LLT 6591 6°LTT 8GLET 8GLET 81¢T 8V6LET L9LET §'c9¢e 8°CI8ET ¥8LET 8SLET v 67V 87 v uspIopH
10161 68L1 1121 groLsel 89G€T 8°CIT G'109¢T 16S€T L'ETTIT 6'709€1 88GET 89G€T v 144 8% ¥ ueprop
6°€€499 8¢€V S 6°96 097€T 097€T VETT L'T6VET 897€1T 9°911¢ 6°'76VET 997€1 097€T v w 8% ¥ uepop
T°0¢cT 1911 168 0ZgeT 0ZgeT G'eIt €°699€T Geger L°L0TC 6°L99€T GTeer 0ZSeT v Lg 8% ¥ uepIop
G'cTeL veEvL G'88 EV9ET €V9¢T ¢ LTt 7'90LET 8L9€T 8'C9€T 7'889€1 €V9¢T €V9¢T v g€ 8% v uepIopD
V' LVSGL 0974 VL8 86SET 86S9€T 9°0€T G'8C9¢€T 209€1 6°L6€T €VI9ET 909€1 86S9€T v €€ 87 ¥ ueproD
1°94¢ 60T 'Lyl 912901 VY1901 8°€TT 28901 29901 9'TLTT L769901 74901 71901 v 18 0¥ € uepIop
Svve €ct g'Ict 10801 L6L0OT 796 87¥80T T280T 6°0TTT ¢ EV80T 72801 L6L0T v L9 107 € uap1onH
8'8V¢ ver 8 V¢l 6°LLLOT 9LL0T 78 G'1es0t L6L0OT T°LGTT L°0T80T 68.0T 9LL0T v 8¢ 107 € uapIopH
9'9€¢ €91 9°€8 €8S90T €8590T 8°8L 9°6£901 €8590T T°cL1T €°L€901 S0901 €890T v ¢ 0¥ € uepIoD
€991 L6 €69 98701 g870T VoL 1°¢2S0T1 S6701 8L0T 1°92S0T1 20s01 9870T v 617 0¥ € uapronH
1°99¢ 062 T'9L T0SO0T T0SO0T G'6L cvyeor €T90T 8 V61T €€90T 8TS0T T0S0T v v 0¥ € uepIop
90TV e 979 Z8V0T1 Z870T 1'8L ¢'aT140t Z870T 79601 1'v0s0T1 Z870T Z870T v LE Tov € uepIopD
9'1EV cLE 969 S9701 S970T T'6L 9°L6V01 €8701 €601 L26701 S970T S970T v ve 0¥ € ueprop
(434 9ze 9¢ 9870T 9870T V8L GITS0T 00¢0T 6°€0TT G L6701 9870T 9870T v 1€ 107 € uaprop
T'YveLT 969¢ T'89 v0gS0T Y0901 L°€8 602501 6050T G'0cot ERRE(]8 Y0901 v0S0T v 62 107 € uapIopH
C'6CL6 8L96 c'18 0ovSoT OvS0T £'88 G'cLS0T LVvSO0T 9°LLOT 9°L¥S0T OvS0T ovS0T 14 LT 0¥ € U9p[opH
V'8GT 9L v'c8 7'€68L 2684 €9 €°906L 0064 v oy 80164 8684 2684 v <9 1ce ¢ Uapop
691 96 €L ¥°0T6L 0264 ves 9'1€6L 9T6L g’ LTV 6°LE6L GaT6L 0T6L v Ve 1ce ¢ uap1onH
98T 66 9'69 8'€98L 1982 €9y L'¥88L TL8L 8'IEY 888L VL8L 1982 v 9V Tce T U9p1oD
9'CcLT gact 9Ly 8E€LL 8€LL q'ev L°9G.LL TvLL S0Tv G TLLL 6GLL 8€LL v 14 e ¢ UapopH
1°91¢ L91 16V L6V9L €V9L ¥'6€ ¥°099L €994 6°6EV G'9¢9L 0594 €V9L v 9€ 1ce ¢ uapop
€002 [4<a8 €'8¥ S Iv9L ov9L 8°8¢ 8C9L 9V9L 8°CSV €°099L 679L ov9L v €€ 1ce ¢ Uap1onH
9'60¢C cLT 9°LE L4194 LT94 8'8¢ VoL 629L VLYY €'9€9L 619L LT94 v 0¢ 1ce T U9pIon
£796¢ (424 €Ve ¢'8€9L 8€9L [acig ¥'6V9L 8€9L €097 9°6¥9L V9L 8€9L v LT 1ce ¢ Uapop
8°LEE go€e 8'CE 8994 899 €6V LLIL 699L 6°1VV GL9L 899 8994 v 14 1ce ¢ uapop
9°€9¢€ cee 9'1¢ €694 €694 Vg 2'00LL €694 SVYY L8691 €694 €694 v €C Tce T U9p1onD
66¢ 89¢ 1€ OTLL 9TLL 919 C'CTLL S8TLL 8197 G6TLL OTLL 9TLL i4 (44 7e ¢ U9poH
LG8 9% L'6€ 000¢ 000s G'0€ 8°€T0S 000¢s €8V1 ¢'1109 000s 000¢g € 67 we T uopion
698 ag 6°1¢€ L4609 1608 8°LC €€EI1g LOTS T'6V1 ¥'8019 1608 L60S v 14 1844 T usp[opH
G'€e6 <9 G'8C cotg cotg €¥ve 811G 80T¢ 9'CSt €'EeT1g cotg cotg v g€ e T usp[opd
9'T1T 06 9'1¢ 0sog 0g0¢s 9°€C 2’0509 0g0¢s 0ST ¢ 1609 0g0¢s 0g0g v 1€ we T wdpIoD
9'¢el STT 90T ve6v veer v'ce €966V veer T°evt £Ver veer veer v Lg we T usp[opH
7ot 44" (V4 6687 6687 144 6°6687 6687 Vvet 6°¢06¥7 6687 6687 v 4 e T usp[opd
9891 TST 9°LT 806% 8067 [axeas €'CT6¥ 806V Lyt L8067 806V 806V v [44 e T wepepH
9791 LYT 9°LT 6887 6887 c'1e c'1687 688V 8°GET T'9687 688V 688V v Te e T uopiop
G'891 1¢1 QLT TL8Y TL8Y (44 T°LL8Y TL8Y LET 8°LL8Y TL8Y TL8Y v 61 1844 T usp[opD
1'891 T¢1 T'LT LV8Y LV8Y 8'1¢ 1214 LV8Y €VeT 9°6V8¥ LV8Y LV8Y v 8T e T uep[opd
¢'99g 194 [ TE8V TE8Y 6°€T 6°1E8Y TE8Y 9621 V'1E8Y TE8V TE8Y i4 LT e T U9Pp1oDH
(s)our, (s) (s)ouy, (s)owry (s)owry
1e107, ‘ooxdarg ‘SAy ‘3Ay 9sog ‘3avy ‘8ay 9sog ‘3ay ‘8ay 9sog w o] u ‘gsuy
SOHN no-s1I STI Foexy

T USPIOD) ‘SHNSAI PAfrela( G O[qRT,

17



8°09¢ (491 881 ¢'Clclt TICTT LLET 8'TLCIT E€VCIT L7671 8GCIT gIcIt 60TTT v 68 vy 8 U2p1oH
L'¥6T Tet L2991 8'9T€TT 12€TT g TLETT LGETT €'V6eT TLETT LVETT ICeTT v VL wy 8 UapIopH
7'¢8¢ Ejept VLTt 9°€9¢11 TSTIT 6°00T 60€T1T L9211 ¢'€941 €CIETT L9211 TSTIT v €9 1wy 8 ULpIoH
9'84¢ 991 926 L'96TTT V6TITT L°L8 6°1GCTT 0TCIT T'8L91 9VYCIl TICTT V6TITIT v 9¢ 19474 8 UdpPIOH
8'CTC L1 8'46 € EV0TT ZVOTT 9'€8 7'€801T 090TT 6°899T G'680TT 79011 ZvoTT v 67 wy 8 U9pPIoOH
7’8167V 9€8Y '8 0960T 0960T 6°88 8748601 69601 £€0ST G'9660T1 0960T 0960T v v wy 8 ULpIoH
8°€L8 6L 8718 v€60T v€60T a'v6 69601 S¥601 80991 679601 V€601 7€60T v 14 1wy 8 ULpIoH
2’3906 628 T9L 6980T 6980T ¢'00T L'€680T €880T T°0€ST T°¢880T TL80T 6980T v LE vy 8 Udp1oH
6°6€0T 0L6 6°99 LV80T V80T 0T 26801 TG80T L9981 8'8980T 67801 V80T v 123 wy 8 U9pIopH
€°0L0T €001 €°L9 T€80T T€80T Vot 6799801 S¥801 T°004T 8°G¥80T T€80T T€80T v (45 1wy 8 ULpIoH
T'TL0T Y001 T°L9 9980T 9980T L2001 €°L680T €8801 L0991 G'g8801 9980T 9980T v 0€ 19474 8 U9PIOH
1'v02 G6 1°601 671001 ¥100T 6°68 LS00T €001 c'99L 619001 8€00T 71001 v €L 19¢ L weprop
GTLLT €6 g'v8 9600T 9600T vLL G'6€10T 8CI0T 6°€C8 8°649T0T GT10T 9600T i4 19 19¢ L wopIoOpH
161 80T €8 S600T S600T €99 9°0€T0T 9T10T L'v08 9°LTT0T 96001 9600T v (4 19¢ L u9pIonH
Gq'€9¢ 10T g9 0800T 0800T 6°¥9 T°€T10T 76001 LYyl 00TO0T 0800T 0800T v 9V 19¢ L uepIopH
7L 91T '8¢ 29001 Tg00T T°L9 97,9001 Tg00T g'9eL €'1L00T Tg00T Tg00T v 184 19¢ L wepIopH
L90T G001 29 T€T0T T€10T L°99 T'8¥10T ¥ET10T G'eTL 0ST0T V10T T€T10T v Le 19¢ L wepIoOH
8°1€0T 086 819 6200T 6200T 929 8°6500T cy00T 9°L0L L5001 0¥00T 6200T v €€ 19¢ L u9pIopH
S'v.L9T 929¢ g8y 12001 1200t 1°99 L'7S00T G200t €LEL 6°87001 G€001 1200t v 1€ 19¢ L weprop
L€STE 260¢ L'T9 L166 L166 08 6°6766 TT66 L9776 7766 L166 L166 € 8¢ 19¢ L w9pIOH
7'vL0E L10€ VLS 8886 8886 V'S ¥'¥T66 G066 7156 S'V166 L066 8886 € 9 19¢ L U9pIoH
LTTIVCT V49€TT L7LS 7066 7066 206 6°LV66 ¢C66 9'8€01 1€66 6066 7066 € 4 19¢ L U9PIOH
6°0€1 9L 6vS L8206 8206 9'Cce 1°CS06 1€06 ¢'c0€ 9°CS06 T1€06 8206 v LG 18¢ 9 uepropH
9'€LT Vet 9°6¢€ €268 €268 €9¥ €268 €268 8°C8¢C T'vT68 €268 €268 v Ly 18¢ 9 uepropH
€61 0gT €V 8206 8206 7oy ¢'€v06 6€06 9'¥8¢C 8'6¢€06 8206 8206 v v 8¢ 9 uepIoH
£°C61 091 fas 6968 6968 8'8¢€ 9°T1L68 6968 L8 7°0L68 6968 6968 v 9€ 8¢ 9 uspropH
9'CC1 6 9°0¢ 1688 1688 6€ 6°6688 1688 L°28¢ 8°G068 1688 1688 v (43 18¢ 9 uepropH
€162 LST €ve 9€68 9€68 g0y L €968 6768 L'coge 8°C968 9€68 9€68 v (14 8¢ 9 uepropH
€67 S9v 8¢ 0168 0168 T'6€ 1°1268 0168 6°T.LT 99168 0168 0168 v 9T 8¢ 9 ueprop
Tg¢e Gacs 9C €988 €988 184 876988 €988 8¢ G'8988 €988 €988 v 144 18¢ 9 uspropH
6°818 68L 6°6C 9798 9798 969 10998 9798 L'8LE 8798 9798 9798 € (44 18¢ 9 uepropH
L'79€0T LE€0T LLT 8298 8298 869 7'ce98 8C98 T'TLE L6298 8C98 8298 € 14 I8¢ 9 uepropH
1°0006T TL68T 1°6C V298 V298 S'19 V298 V298 7'e5E ¢'6C98 V298 V298 € 61 18¢ 9 UapIoH
1'c9 oy 1'ce el el 1e el vTi G608 €Vl vTi el v 184 10T G uepIop
¥ E€81 7ot V61 6CVvL 6274 1°02 9°0€VL 6274 9'8L 6274 6274 6274 v Ve 102 G uspopH
g'gee 61T g91 oTvL o1vL T'LT OTvL o1vL €6l OTvL o1vL OTvL v 62 10T g uapronH
6°9€C 1844 67T 0954 0994 8T 09G4 0954 €'8L 0954 0954 0954 v 9T 10T g UepIoD
9'991 TGT 9Vl €794 V9L 6°9T €V9L V9L L'8L €V9L V9L V9L v €T 10T G uspopH
8'1C¢ 602 8°Cl 9654 96GL 91 €°969L 96GL L'9L €°969L 96SL 9654 v e 102 g uapop
8°0T¢ 867 8°CT 9LSL 9LSL 69T 9LSL 9LSL T IL 9LSL 9LSL 9LSL v 61 10T g uepIoD
£€°9069 €689 €€l VEVL VEVL Gq'1e 6°6EVL 1232 906 8°GVVL VEVL VEVL € LT 10T S uepIon
€ TLLL 8GLL €€l 1674 1674 1°9¢ 1674 674 €76 1674 674 1674 € 91 102 G uspop
¢'08SL 89GL [xq) 1442 vevi 6°€C 9°LTVL vevi c'v6 9EVVL vevi vevi € ST 102 g uapronH
€699L TS9L €8 ZTOL TTIL §'¢cT 8°079L TTIL VL G'CT9L 2T9L TTIL i4 Vi 10T g U9Pp1oD
(s)our, (s) (s)ouy, (s)owry (s)owry
1e107, ‘ooxdarg ‘SAy ‘3Ay 9sog ‘3avy ‘8ay 9sog ‘3ay ‘8ay 9sog w o] u ‘gsuy
SOHN no-s1I STI Foexy

'§-G USPIOD) ‘SHNSAI PAfreIa( 9 O[qRL,

18



091 9¢ 9°6€T LVvSe vva 6°G0T e deie) 8¥¢ G'gLCT €99 879 09¢ g L6 i CT udpIopH
77081 €6 Lget 9€9 geg a8 QLS 147 C'96C1 vevs e 9I7s ) 18 145174 CT uaprop
6°10C €t 7'vor G'€€9g €89 g08 9°€VS ors V'61gl org 8€9 Ve g 0L 8y T u9p[op
€°¢cee oSl 768 z'geg ggg LTl 8V¥e 6€¢9 T°ESvT € 1vs 8€9 8€¢ g 19 78y CT Usp[opH
9'8TLT 9691 1°C6 €°geg geg ¢'69 6°CvS 6€g 9°6L91 ¢ 0vs LES g€eg g e 1£°174 CT uapron
€'cLe c61 701 v'ees €€9 6'89 607G 8¢€¢ Evvl €'8€9 LES €€9 ) 67 14514 CT U9p[opH
8°C6C 761 VL8 8°GEG g9€g v'c9 [axage ore €°90V1 €0vs LEG S€g g 144 v8y 1 usp[op
L°G8T 002 6°0L L89 L89 6°€9 LTvs 8€¢ 8°91GT A 6€9 L€9 g 184 78y CT UdpIopH
€1Te T€T €0L g€g g€g 619 g 0vs LES 6°LCET (0" g€g q€g ) 8¢ 145174 CT ueprop
8°C1E eierd 9°C¢9 L89 489 709 L'6€9 L89S €°L9€ET 7°'8€9 489 L89S g Ge 8y 1 uap[op
Lcee 0.2 €08 g9€g g9€9g €9 7'8€¢ LES €'8€€T 1'8€g g9€g q€eg g €e 78y T uUsp[opH
VITL €9 8°86 L1SY T8V L9 98¢V 9G¥ €°9L9 T LY felerd 187V g 08 [8]0)4 1T udpron
6071 6 LG8 9vST i4ti% L°69 G097 8G¥ 8°€EL T'6ST LS7 14174 g L9 00% IT uaprop
9VSeT (0} €08 v'osv 9S8V 967 [4ci7 09¥ T'104 6657 8G¥ 98V ) 8¢ (8]0} IT uapron
8°CLT €cl 8°LG G'8S7 8ST 6°GV 19V 09 €LL9 V197 697 o3¢ 4 g 0g (8]0} 1T uapron
gvie 0LT Lce 1297 (4214 g'ev L°99% q9¥ 7°9€9 €997 79v [42i4 g i 00¥ 1T udprop
€081 (44t 78y 9% 9% €1y ematoig €97 L°LLY 8°€9¥ [4°)4 9% g (017 (00} 4 TT udpIopH

€91 €91 667 6357V 63T 1874 9°¢9v 197 L'€69 8197 09¥ 63V ) LE (8]0} IT uapron

881 881 967 [aasisi g eiti4 807 L'8SY LSV 6879 v LSY 9¢¥ e3¢ g Ve [8]0)4 1T udpron

L1C L1C 867 jaci%id eiti [axar 1657 LSV T°619 T°LSY =it eiei 4 g 1€ 00% 1T udprop

(444 (444 ey asv 314 LTy 8°8GY 9G¥ 9°98¢ 8°LSTV i 4 3¢ 4 ) 62 [8]0)7 IT uapron
G'€1e 8€T €8¢ LSV LSV vy 6G7 84V 1969 1°8g¥ LSV LST g LT (8]0} 1T uapron
g'LeT 29 G'gL 6°L8¢ 8¢ 6°07 26¢ 06¢ L°GG¢E L'16¢€ 8¢ L8€ v <9 vee 0T uep[opH
g9zt oL ave 9°€6¢€ €6¢ 6'7ve €°96¢ v6¢e €'9€€ 6°96€ G6¢ €6¢ v e vee 0T uspIopH
L'921 VL LTS 1°86¢ 86¢€ 9'1€ T°00% 66¢€ €°6€€ T°00% 66€ 86¢ v Ly vce 0T uaprop
8VET €8 8'1¢ ¢ 007 ooV L'6C 6" 107 oov 0ge v'cov 07 oov v v vee 0T uwdp[opH
1°981 i ey T'g8¢ 98¢ €'6C 6°88¢ L8E 9'8€€ L°L8E L8¢ 98¢ 14 9¢€ vee 0T uUsp[opH
L°29t1 st LLe cvLe €LE 1€ o LLE 9.€ 8'cse 9°9L€ GLE €LE v €e vece 0T udpIoH
9°G8T SyT 9°0¥% T°L9¢ L9¢ 9°0¢€ 69¢€ 89¢ 0ge 8°89¢ L9¢€ L9€ v 0€ vce 0T ueprop
7102 891 vee 19¢ 19¢ 6°6C 9°¢9¢ 19¢ 6°62€ 1°29¢ 19¢ 19¢ v L2 vee 0T uep[opH
6'70T €LT 6°1€ 69¢ 69¢ €'6C 09¢€ 69¢ v'cee 7°09¢€ 69¢ 69¢ v G vee 0T usp[opH
9°90¢ QLT 9'1€ 19¢ 19¢ L'8¢C ¢'c9¢e 19¢ 7'61€ ¢'c9¢€ 19¢ 19¢ v 144 vce 0T uaprop
€092 0€T €0¢ L9¢€ L9€ c'1e 6°69¢ 69¢ €' 1€ee 9'89¢ L9€ L9€ v (44 vee 0T U9p[opH
9v9 €e 9'1€ L6¢ L6¢ 9¢ 7'86¢C L6 991 9'86¢ L6¢ 962 v (44 94¢ 6 Uap[opH
9°06 69 9'1€ 8°G6¢C 962 8°CC 6°96¢C 96¢ 8°9G1 2962 962 962 14 €v 99¢ 6 usp[opH
6°€6 89 6°GC 762 762 1'1¢ a'v6¢C 762 S6vI L'v6C 762 v62 v Le 99¢ 6 Usp1oH
G 10T 6L g'ce 162 162 6°0C £°86¢ 162 6°8VT 86¢ 162 L62 v (43 94¢ 6 TapIoH
9veT 11C 9°€C T6T T6T C'61 8°V6¢C 262 vovt L'€6C (414 26T v 62 942 6 Uap[opH
Gert 6 g'1e 88T 88T 68T 2°06¢ 88T L6VT G'88¢C 88T 88T v 9¢ 99¢ 6 Usp[opH
€cer €11 €61 062 062 9°0¢ 91632 062 8971 6°06C 062 062 v Ve 99¢ 6 U9p[oH
¢'9GT1 8€1 ¢'8T 062 062 €'1c 1'16¢C 062 6'IVI 162 062 062 v (44 94¢ 6 Uap[opH
9°0G9T1 €el 9°LT 962 962 6°1C €°96¢C 962 LVl 962 962 962 14 (014 99¢ 6 usp[opH
T'€LT LST 191 662 662 (44 7'66C 662 €'ger €°66¢C 662 662 v 61 99¢ 6 Usp[oH

6LT 791 Gt 00¢ 00¢ Parad 00ge 00ge jNaan 00¢e 0o¢ 00¢e v 8T 94¢ 6 T9PIoH
(s)omry, (s) (s)oumry, (s)oumry, (s)omry
1e101, ‘ooxdarg ‘3ay ‘3ay 1sog ‘SAy ‘SAy jsog ‘3ay ‘3ay 1sog w o] [ ‘gsuj

SOHN no-sII STI oexy

'Z1-6 Uop[op) ‘symsol pafres_( :L OIqRL

19



¢'8C1T LS 8'8GT 0201 8TOT 6°0TT 6°620T Lc01 1°89cCT T°L20T €c0T 8TO0T g L6 8% 9T uspIop
8°LGT 76 €80T 8T0T S8TOT c'€6 G'920T €201 cIeT L'€20T 6T0T 8TOT g 18 8% 9T uapiop
1°08T 0g1 SVIT €°CI01 C10T V6L 8°020T 0201 ¢'49eql L'LTOT G101 c1o0tT g 69 87 91 uspiop
6°€0T €vl L'v6 8°€T10T €T10T VL 1°€20t1 [44uln L8671 L'8T0T G101 €T10T g 19 87 91 uspiop
G'eLT vic 6°€8 2201 2201 269 8°8C0T L20T 7°G0ST 9201 7201 2201 S ve 8% 9T uapon
L'G1C 191 1L T€0T T€0T 7G99 9€0T 7€01 L7921 9ve0T €€01 T€0T S 67 87 91 uepIop
€°€LT 6L1 8°€9 8T0T 820T 9'v9 €°€e0T ce01 L6T1 ¢ 1601 6201 8Z0T g 144 87 91 uspop
6°18C 661 109 TE€0T TE0T 879 97E0T €€0T 6°62€T €7e0t €€0T TEe0T g v 87 9T uspIop
g'1ce 8€T 6709 820T 820T T°€9 L6201 820T 9°88CT 6201 820T 8COT g LE 8% 9T uaplop
1'61¢€ 162 969 820T 820T G'g9 9°0€0T 820T 8€TI 76201 820T 820T g ge 87 91 uepiop
a'vee 962 Lyve 0€0T 0€e0T L'L9 ¢ 1e01 0€0T 8'89C1 0€0T 0€0T 0€0T g €€ 87 91 uspiop
€911 ¢ €v6 9°6S8 898 6°0L 798 298 '8%9 €798 €98 LS8 g 08 L6€ GT uspiop
9vet €L 6°C8 €°LG8 LG8 TLS 6°C98 198 7'989 1298 LG8 ggs8 g L9 L6€ GT uapIop
7991 76 G'es 7048 0s8 9°09 €'848 968 €°00L 7948 vas 0ss S LG L6€ GT uepIop
€091 1t 1'89 8°1¢8 188 88V 698 LG8 L0TL L7968 a8 1¢8 g 0g L6€ G1 uepiop
G'g801 €e0T G'8¢ T°ee8 €98 feie g 7848 ag8 7G99 8°LG8 9¢8 €98 g oy L6€ GT usapIop
G'88T L €99 c'678 678 0¢ €98 0g8 SYvL 6198 678 678 14 oy L6€ GT uapop
012 [4°) 9'1¢ [ 2] ave i G'€g8 878 9°6€L 1°068 878 Sv8 14 LE L6€ GT uepiop
L'1CT 691 Vel G'8€8 8€8 T'8Y 9°978 j42°] 2 GGl ez cv8 8€8 4 ve L6€ GT uspiop
G'19¢C €02 €67 T°L€8 L€8 el €ers 78 LTyl 6°078 6€8 L€8 14 1€ L6€ GT uapron
¢'89¢C 81¢C G'ce VEvs €78 ¢'cs 678 Gv8 9°9€L v'ov8 142" €78 14 6C L6€ GT uepIop
L°LLT 1444 qLy (444 (444 6'7S €978 vv8 G'8CL [z vv8 (474 14 LT L6€ GT uspIop
6°69 Le 8¢ €04 €04 Ly 6°G0L VoL LTve €904 €04 €04 14 g9 ce V1 uepiop
c'g8 €9 Lce T°004 669 ¢'8¢ 7oL €04 6€€ €04 T0L 669 v v ice 71 uepiop
€76 <9 G'8¥% L°G69 V69 Tve 669 L69 cse 869 L69 769 4 9 Tce Y1 uapion
(49" €8 ¢'0¢ 1°069 069 Lee 6°C69 169 L'6€¢€ V269 169 069 14 184 1ce V1 uepiop
€061 €91 Lee 489 489 €€ G689 889 €'67¢E €'889 489 489 14 9€ ce V1 uepiop
9°€VT 8TT 6°ce T89 z89 1€ €°989 789 g Ive 9°€89 T89 z89 14 €e ce 71 uepiop
67991 8T c'ce 819 819 g€ €289 89 €61¢€ G089 089 819 14 oe Tce Y1 uapion
C9LT LV1 €62 9.L9 9.9 T'1e 9°8L9 9.9 €L1E 9°LL9 9.9 9.9 14 LT ce V1 uepiop
L'c0T 691 62 8L9 8L9 c'1e 089 6.9 €LIE 1°6L9 819 819 v 614 ice 71 uepiop
L70C 8T €°LT 889 889 c'ce L'689 889 9°0€€ €889 889 889 4 €T Tce Y1 uapion
8°G€T vic 9°6¢ 269 269 v'ge G969 €69 L°0C¢ 8°C69 269 269 14 [44 1ce V1 uepiop
vev 6¢ 6°LE 7099 09¢ 9'8¢ €99 19¢ 6 V9T 1°29¢ 19¢ 09¢g 14 8¢} €9C €1 uepIop
9°€9 144 ¢'6C €99 €99 €62 9°69g 125 A 1°gg¢ 145 €99 14 €v €9C €1 uepiop
evL e Lee faasi 4] ave L'1C 8'87S Ive VLVT 6°LVS Ive Sve v Le €8¢ €1 uepIop
6°68 cL L'€T evs evs €'1c 6°7¥S 147 LGyT LEVS eve eve 4 ce €8T €T uap1op
v'vee 81¢C 8'1¢ ovs ovs €'1c 6°07S9 ovg LVl €0ve ovg ovs 14 6C €9C €1 uepIop
8601 76 v'0C (4741 cvs ¢'0c 9°Cve (472 9971 1'eve cve cve v 92 €8¢ €1 uspiop
9°9%¢ L0T 96T 8V39 87S 10T 679 8V G'8€T ecige) 8Vg 8Vg 14 €T €8¢ €T uepiop
LEVT 01T €02 8VS 8V ¢'0c G'6vS 677G CIvI V'8va 8Vg 8Vg 14 [44 €9C €1 uepIop
V'1€c L2l 6°LT 873 87S L'61 G679 873 6°0V1 €'8Vg 873 8V 14 02 €9C €1 uepiop
v'L1C 8C1T 791 679 67vg L0C €189 16¢ 7'8€T 1679 679 6739 v 61 €8¢ €1 uepIop
1162 69T 8°GT (44 (441 14 8°€49¢G (4341 LVPT (4341 cgg Tgg 14 LT €8T €T Udp1on
(s)ouy, (s) (s)omy, (s)omy, (s)oumry,
1e101, ‘ooxdarg ‘3ay 3ay 9sog ‘3ay ‘3ay jsog 3ay ‘3ay jsog w [0l u ‘gsuy
SOHN no-sII STI oexy

'9T-€T Uep[oD ‘synso1 pafresd( g OIqEL

20



8°GV1 L6 6°€6 670T 670T €16 G 1G0T 0S0T G'9801 [4<{0)8 0¢0T 670T g a8 1X474 0g uapron
1€¢ 98T G TL 6501 6501 g'e8 T'190T 6501 T'670T 70901 6501 6701 g T 13474 0T wapIop
T°Lve €0¢ v'c9 8S0T 8S0T 1°9L T°1901 0901 ¥'0S0T L6901 8¢0T 890T g 19 15474 0T uspioH
¢'62C L02 6°99 890T 890T 9°GL T°1901 0901 ve8 8°690T 8¢0T 890T g €9 15474 0 uspon
L'86 8L 1°09 €S0T €90T VEL 9¢0T ggot1 T'8€0T ¢'9s01 7<0T €S0T g Ly j¥agd 0¢ uepron
0€e 60¢ 8'8¥ 280t [4<{0) " LEL 9°6G0T1 €501 c've0t 8°€40T 280t 290t g €v 15474 0T uepion
c'LTE 09¢ 14 [4<{0) 8 TS0t €'8L gpveot T90tT €80T c'e901 T80T T90T g 6¢ 154974 0 usplon
v'evy v6€ vy 690T 690T g'g8 87901 0901 6°G70T c901 0901 690T g 9€ 1X474 0¢ uepron
67987 vy c'ce 802T 802T £'89 6°CITl cret §'06¥ ¢'80CT 802T 80CT (48 €€ 13474 0T wapIoH
L€LS 9€9 L°0T (4148 (4141 8°¢€L ¢ LETT qect 2909 1T'cect TETT TETT [ 1€ 15474 0T uspioH
T°L98 128 1¢ 0zTT 02Tt VL 19221 12et 629 0zct1 02Tt 0zct1 T 62T 154974 0C uspon
1601 L L9 1°018 ot18 L9 1'ci8 118 9°€99 g'cIs 118 018 g €L 19¢ 61 Usp[onH
€'8C1 a8 v'8y .08 .08 91 8°L08 .08 g'1ce 9°808 .08 .08 g 19 19¢ 6T Uapron
9°LGT 60T 6°Ccv oo8 008 S'LY ¢'008 008 9°9€¢9 008 008 008 g (4 T19¢ 6T UopioH
T'IGT 9TT L7LE 884 88L [ 88L 88L €629 88L 88L 88L g 9 19¢ 61 UspionH
6°9¢€T €ct 1°9¢ 68L 68L 9'6¥ 681 68L 9°ceg 68L 68L 68L g 187 19¢ 6T Uap[on
8°09T LyT '8¢ 664 66L €9y 77008 66 1°68¢ 6°66L 66L 66 g LE 19¢ 61 U9pIOD
v'6vC 10T £'Ev 6L 6L Vg £'86L L6L 4609 €861 L6L L6L v €e 19¢ 61 Uop1oH
9°'1€€ 88¢C 9'8¥ T'TI8 118 L99 €18 I8 L7L6G I8 118 118 v 1€ 19¢ 61 UspionH
[agay 68¢€ T°ge 808 808 €°€9 c'018 608 1°899 9°808 808 808 i4 8¢ 19¢ 6T Uapion
1°€99 61G 6°¢T V26 V26 [axast T'4C6 1445 6°G€€ veze 12453 vZze ot 9T T19¢ 6T Uop1oH
9°9€9 L09 8°€T 926 ST6 1°99 ¥'9C6 926 q'Tve ST6 SC6 926 ot 4 19¢ 61 U9p[oH
8'GL Ly 1°14 669 669 8°€V 1°009 669 G'66¢ 9669 669 669 v 19 T0¢ 8T UsponH
€LL 19 9'€V 109 109 v'6€ 6°109 109 g'60€ 6109 109 109 4 T¢ T0€ 8T Uspon
¢ 10T LL g'ge V69 v6S 9€ g'v6s v6S g'€0¢ 8769 v6g v6g v €V 10€ 8T UdpIoH
€ct 00t 've 98¢ 98% 9'6€ L8¢ 98¢ 8°10€ €°L8G 1489 989 v 8¢ T0¢ 8T U9plon
Sver (491 9'6C T89S T89% Ve 1°28¢g (43¢ L760¢€ 1°28g (43¢ T8¢9 v ve T0€ 8T UsponH
8¢T 9¢€T 8'8C 8.9 84S €°g€ L'8LSG 849 c'coe 8LS 8.9 8LS v 1€ T0€ 8T UaponH
€161 91 €92 LS LS 9'6¢ ViLLS LLS 6°L1E LLS LLS LLS v 8¢ 10€ 8T UapIoH
9°€4¢ 62¢ Ve 069 06g 9€ 6°06S 06g 9°61¢€ 06g 06g 06g v 9¢ T0€ 8T UsponH
91€ v6¢ €C T69 T69 (AN L'€6S 269 v'ece 1°269 269 c69 v 144 T0€ 8T UspopH
Tce 00€ g'ce 769 v6g 6€ 9669 769 €'81¢ v6g 769 769 v (44 10€ 8T UdpIoD
6°16€ 6C€ (44 T6S 269 14 9669 T69 1'v0¢ 269 T69 269 I4 1c T0€ 8T U9p[oH
6°€9 (45 £'LT viv viv LT Lviv viv G'8€T Tviv viv viv v 6% e LT wapIopH
1°99 9€ 9've (A8 74 (4874 8°€C (4874 (484 LYET ey (a8 4 civ v 1874 1844 LT w9pIopH
€L €9 (44 L1V L1V 8°0C VLY L1V 6°GET L1V L1V L1V v ge e LT w9pIopH
8'06 gL 134 v jx44 6°0T €'1ey %44 (48 T'1ey %44 %44 v 1€ e LT wOp1oH
'86 18 6°CC viv viv 14 viv viv €991 viv viv viv € LT e LT wopIop
v'oct 1T 6°1C 81V STV 6°GC V81V 81V €€LT 81V 81V 81V € &4 e LT U9pIopH
8°€TE Gcert 1°02 vev vev €'1€ T'vey vev G'6LT vev vev vev € (44 e LT w9pIopH
€°L9¢ 91 0T tad tad c'0€ tad itad T'TLT (a4 itad (a4 € e e LT UapIopH
G'98¢ cLT 8°LT (444 [44a4 1€ [a4a4 (444 7691 (444 (444 (4474 € 61 1844 LT U9pIopH
L"98C 61 TLT 61V 617V 6°0€ 617V 61V T9LT 617V 61V 61V € 8T e LT w9pIopH
6°C6C 60T VST 81V STV £'CE T'8TV 8TV 8°LLT STV 81V 81V € LT e LT U9PI0H
(s)oury (s) (s)oury (s)ouury, (s)oury,
Te307, ‘ooxdaxg 3avy ‘8ay jsog ‘3ay ‘3ay 9sog ‘3ay ‘3ay 9sog w o] u ‘gsuj
SOHN nEo-sI S yoexy

'0g-LT uep[oD ‘synso1 pa[resd( 6 OEL

21



8°€66 19874 8'C89 L06V1Y TOVIV 8°69C1 6°C291¥ aeleang €'8984T ' 1291v veaty T 1874 002t T
6°€96 L6€ 67999 8°L898¢ 6998¢ T'L8TT 8'G8L8E LTL8e G'1E€8CT 67.L8¢€ 0698¢ T 5144 0ct1t T
9766 [Gia4 9'¥89 T°6165€ g889¢ S'EV8 9'¥¥709¢ 9L6G¢ €'7€902T £809¢ T66S€ TT 60T 0%0T T
9°608 062 9°G19 T'LTLTE 9g992¢ 9°CVL £'888C¢ €9LT¢ L'8LGVT 8963¢ €L8TE T €61 096 T
L7978 cov Lyvvy 2'0890¢ €8708 €' TLS L79990€ 8990¢ ¥'72801 §'99L0€ L€90€ T LLT 088 I
8'¥2g coe 8'CCT VIIL8LE 698LE €'86C €' TL8LE 098L€ 9°188T G68LE 8L8LE 98 691 0¥8 T
8'929 €92 8'€9¢ L'L0€LT  BETLT 8'LG7 8'C9€LT 83T qTeTyL L'e8¥Le  09€LT T 191 008 T
[aVkad 8¢ cEevl 9°6914¢ 9919¢€ 9'¢ve 6°C814E GLIGE G'6991 L790T8¢ 0615€ 8L €41 09L T
i q 2] Lz€ g'gIe ¥'LGSVC  98VVT oee SV99¥C  8LSYT I8 4444 V' yesye LLLYT T evl 02 I
9619 S9% 9'¥79C 6°0€€TC  €VTIT 8°0%¢ €'GeVIC  S9€TT T'0€6T T'GISTT 89€TT 0T 62T 0%9 1
8°06CT 961 876 9°6506¢T TS062 €el 9°LL06T £9062T 9°€8L 8°TI116C L8062 29 1ct 009 T
6°€8CT 002 6°€8 €96.C TI6LT L'TT1 1°L66.LT 0L6LT 9VIL L°6L08C TI6LT 6€ €Tl 09g T
(s)oury, (s) (s)oury, (s)ouwry, (s)oury,
1e1o1, ‘ooxdexg ‘3avy ‘8avy jseg ‘3ay ‘3avy jseg ‘3avy ‘SAy jseg w Il u “gsujy
SOHN no-S1I STI
U] ‘synsox pofreso(] gl O[qeL
T°0% 9T 've 806 806 v've 806 806 9’69 806 806 806 9 L9 002 LIND
o€ [ 781 708 708 291 708 708 G'6T 708 708 708 14 g 16T LIND
8°9C 6 8L 169 169 9°Cl 169 169 €vL ¥'969 69 169 € 184 121 LIND
€'g1 8 €L 09 .09 T4 09 09 VL 09 09 09 v ve T0T LIND
9'06 1T 9'69 T'€6T¢ 062¢ (44 8°16CT¢ 062¢ 8C1 6°G0€¢ 762¢ 969€ 6 88 29T D
(s)ouy, ) (s)oury, (s)owry (s)oury,
1e101, ‘ooxdexg ‘3ay 8Ay 9sog ‘3ay ‘3ay 9seg ‘3ay ‘3ay 1sog w o] u ‘ysuj
SOHN no-S1I STI oexy
EAYAD ‘SINSIT P[resa( T A[qEBL
8°L6 8 8'68 2796 096 9'ge 7196 <96 €ve 9'1L6 596 766 8 00T 002 LIIND
v'ie 14 v'LT 9°L18 918 8'1¢ 918 918 T'ceT G'LI8 918 918 9 9L TSt LIND
8'9¢ 4 8'C¢T £'808 108 €91 .08 .08 L'GT 2608 .08 .08 4 19 et LIND
¢'cl € c'6 cv9 [47°] a'8 zv9 (4 74°] e (4 74°] (4 74°] 9 g ¢ 10T LIND
6°6€C 6 6°0€T TTLE €69€ 8'99 8TLE 60L€ T°L2T 9'6V.LE 9€LE - (45 €T (44 D
(s)ou, (s) (s)ouy, (s)ouy, (s)oury
1e101, ‘ooxdarg ‘3ay SAy 1sog ‘3ay ‘3ay 9sog 3ay ‘3Ay jsog wL o] u ‘gsuj
SOHN no-sI STI FoexXH

CAUAD ‘SIS pofresd 0T 9lqBL

22



	1 Introduction
	2 Motivation
	3 The ILS metaheuristic
	4 The UHGS metaheuristic
	4.1 General UHGS methodology
	4.2 Application to the CluVRP

	5 Computational results
	6 Conclusions
	7 Acknowledgements
	8 Detailed results

