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Abstract

In this paper we present a multi-stage stochastic optimization model to solve an inventory routing
problem for recyclable waste collection. The objective is the maximization of the total expected
profit of the waste collection company. The decisions are related to the selection of the bins to be
visited and the corresponding routing plan in a predefined time horizon. Stochasticity in waste
accumulation is modeled through scenario trees generated via conditional density estimation and
dynamic stochastic approximation techniques. The proposed formulation is solved through a rolling
horizon approach, providing a worst-case analysis on its performance. Extensive computational
experiments are carried out on small- and large-sized instances based on real data provided by
a large Portuguese waste collection company. The impact of stochasticity on waste generation
is examined through stochastic measures, and the performance of the rolling horizon approach
is evaluated. Some managerial insights on different configurations of the instances are finally

discussed.
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1. Introduction

In recent years, the importance of sustainable waste management processes has been recog-
nized worldwide (see, for example, the new Circular Economy Action Plan, issi
M)) These practices involve long-, medium-, and short-term planning decisions (see
(2014)), and combine different aspects. Among them, the efficiency of the waste collection sys-
tem is a crucial problem that needs to be addressed (see |Bmgﬁ_aj_,| dZQl_d . Traditionally, the
collection of recyclable household waste (paper, plastic, metal, and glass) is based on static and
pre-defined routes, executed on a regular basis (see mi] (Im Since this operation
does not take into account the actual bins’ filling level, high rates of resources’ inefficiencies may
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occur, due to too early collection of not filled bins, or to poor service level because of too late col-
lections. To tackle this problem, some companies have installed sensors inside the waste bins with
the aim of tracking the filling rates (see |Gutierrez et all (2015); Markov et al. (2020); lJorge et. al.
(2022)). Such a procedure allows formulating a statistical model of the real amount of waste for
each location (see|Lopes & Ramos (2023)). However, a considerable investment is required by ser-
vice providers to equip all the waste bins of an area with this technology (see [Hess et all (2023)).
Therefore, the design of novel Operational Research (OR) techniques is still an important ongoing
research topic.

Vehicle Routing Problem (VRP, seelToth & Vigd (2002)) is the classical OR modeling approach
to tackle waste collection problems (see [Hess et all (2023)). Among all the possible VRP variants,
in this paper we focus our attention on the Inventory Routing Problem (IRP, see [Coelho et al
(2014)). According toMes et all (2014), IRPs are particularly effective in waste collection problems
since they are characterized by a large number of waste containers, variability in the accumulation
rate and a medium to long planning horizon.

In the great majority of the literature on waste collection models, uncertainty factors are ignored
and all the parameters are assumed to be known when making decisions (see [Sar & Ghadimi
(2023)). Nevertheless, this assumption may not be true in all cases, since uncertainties occur on
the traveling time as well as on the accumulation rate of waste (see |de Morais et al! (2022)). In
such a complex framework, Stochastic Optimization techniques (see Birge & Louveaux (2011)))
may help service providers to implement cost-effective decision plans.

Motivated by the uncertain and dynamic nature of the waste accumulation, in this paper we
formulate a multi-stage mixed-integer linear stochastic optimization model to solve an Inventory
Routing Problem for recyclable waste collection. The waste operator company is required to make
decisions at tactical level in a mid-term time horizon. Inventory decisions are integrated in the
routing scheme and the planning is based on the amount of waste inside the containers. The aim
of the planning is to maximize the profit, given by the difference between the revenues from selling
the collected waste and the transportation costs.

This type of problems are among the most challenging in the literature, combining stochasticity
and discrete decisions. Exact solution methods are in general based on branch and bound type
algorithms or branch and price methods. Since the size of stochastic optimization model grows
exponentially with respect to the number of stages and of scenarios, heuristic algorithms are
needed. On this purpose, we adopt the rolling horizon approach (see |[Chand et al! (2002)), a
classical heuristic applied to tackle multi-stage stochastic problems. According to this technique,
the model is decomposed into a sequence of subproblems defined over a reduced time horizon.
The model is solved starting from the first time period and the value of the first-stage variables is
captured. The procedure is then repeated starting from the second stage until the end of the time
horizon.

The proposed stochastic formulation is tested on instances of different sizes, based on real data,
and the results are validated by means of classical stochastic measures.

The main contributions of this paper can be summarized as follows:

e to develop a multi-stage stochastic optimization model for the waste collection inventory



routing problem;

e to apply the rolling horizon approach to solve the model and analyze its worst-case perfor-

mance;
e to provide numerical experiments with the aim of:

(1) validating the model in terms of in-sample stability (see Kaut & Wallacd (2007));

(2) measuring the impact of uncertainty and the quality of the deterministic solution in a

stochastic setting;

(3) evaluating the performance of the rolling horizon approach in terms of optimal objective

function value and reduction of CPU time;

(4) testing the effectiveness of the proposed methodology on a real case study.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2lreviews the existing literature on
the problem. In Section [B] the waste collection problem is described and a multi-stage stochastic
programming model is formulated. Section [ describes the rolling horizon approach and provides
a worst-case analysis on its performance. In Section B the computational results are shown and

the managerial insights are discussed. Finally, Section [0l concludes the paper.

2. Literature review

Waste collection problems are mostly modeled in the literature as Vehicle Routing Problems,
where a predefined set of collection sites is considered and vehicle routes are planned accordingly.
The objective is either to minimize transportation cost, total distance, time travelled or to max-
imize profits, revenue, amount of waste collected (see [Hess et all (2023)). In recent years, such a
kind of problems have been widely studied and extended, in order to include different features.
To name a few, in |Angelelli & Speranza (2002), a Periodic Vehicle Routing Problem (PVRP) is
designed such that the visiting schedules on a given time horizon are associated with each collection
site; [Faccio et all (2011) proposes a Capacitated Vehicle Routing Problem (CVRP) where garbage
trucks have limited carrying capacity; in [Hemmelmayr et all (2014), the problem of designing an
integrated system combining PVRP with bins allocation is considered; in [Ramos et al! (2018),
a CVRP with Profits (CVRPP) is developed such that revenues come from selling the collected
waste to a recycling company. Recently, in/Tran et al! (2024) a novel Location-Assignment-Routing
Problem (LARP) is proposed with the aim of optimally locating waste storages, and determining
the optimal set of routes in rural developing countries. The reader is referred to [Hess et all (2023)
for an updated survey on waste collection routing problems.

Inventory Routing Problem is a modeling extension of VRP because it integrates inventory
management and vehicle routing decisions over a medium- or long-term planning period. In the
classical IRP approach, three different types of decisions have to be made: when to restock the cus-
tomers’ inventories according to their demand, how much product to deliver, and how to combine
customers into vehicle routes. In the special case of waste collection, the flows are reversed because

the aim of visiting is collecting rather than delivering (see [Mes et all (2014)). A recent review on



routing problems in Reverse Logistics (RL) can be found in BMM (IM) Typically,
the inventory decisions modelled in IRPs are at customers’ locations. In waste collection opera-
tions this choice implies that the amount of waste at the collection sites is known and periodic
schedules are thus planned (see |Hessﬂ_al.| dZm_d)) According to |Mal]adL&_Smda,ﬁ dZQlé), IRP

models in RL are mostly motivated by real case studies, providing solutions for the management

of specific waste types: municipal solid waste (Elbek & Wghl Q (2!!1d) de Morais et alJ ,2!!1Q);

)), vegetable oil dA.ks:mﬁ_alJ dZQli |2Ql_4]), - 5 M);

\'

Mﬂms;&urﬁu_&_Mdd (IZM]J)), infectious medical waste (INglzﬁ_aJ_J dZ_O_lA])), end-of-life vehi-
cles (Krikke et all (2008)).

In the traditional VRP approach, all the parameters of the model are considered determin-

istic (see MM )). Nevertheless, in the waste collection system a high degree of
uncertainty may affect waste production, disrupting the reliability of the solution made by ser-
vice providers through deterministic approaches. As an attempt to reduce uncertainty, in some

areas waste containers are equipped with volumetric sensors that communicate their filling level

to the waste manager (see i dZm_d)) Basing on the transmitted real-time infor-

mation, the collection is thus dynamically planned. In [Ramos et alJ 2018); [Jorge et alJ 12!!2j);
de Morais et alJ 12!!24), the Smart Waste Collection Routing Problem (SWCRP) is explored, com-

bining the sensors’ usage with optimization techniques. dZD_lé) derives a scheduling of

weekly waste collection activities with sensors installed both on underground containers and inside
garbage trucks. However, equipping all the collection sites with sensors results in high financial
investments. Even when a partial coverage is enough, additional issues arise in order to find the
best locations to place such technology (see |LQIES_&_R&IDQ§J dZQZ_d))

Whenever the supplier has access to some information about the probability distribution of

customer’s demand, the IRP falls within the framework of Stochastic Inventory Routing Problem

SIRP, see Moin & Salb] (2007); Bertazzi et all (2013);/Coelho et all (2014): Alarcon Ortega & Doernex
)). Robust Optimization (RO, see Mﬂ_aﬂ (IZDD_d), Solyal et aIJ dZQlj)) and Chance-
Constrained Programming (CCP, see Nemirovski & Shapird (IQJEd)) are two alternative paradigms

recently explored in the literature to cope with uncertainty in IRP models. Examples of CCP mod-
els specifically designed for RL operations under demand uncertainty are discussed in

dZD_lé) andlZ_hLmﬂle dZM]J), whereas inmmm (IZQZd) a RO model for plastic recycling

with uncertain demand and transportation cost is formulated. As a downside, including uncer-

tainty in vehicle routing models increases dramatically their computational tractability. To this
extent, approximate solution techniques (metaheuristic, heuristic or hybrid algorithms) have been
devised in the VRP literature, especially when solving large instances. In the following, we limit
our attention to optimization techniques adapted to solve waste collection routing problems under
uncertainty.

MML@JJ dZ_O_Od) considers a stochastic PVRP with time windows for the collection of

solid waste in Finland. The solution strategy consists in finding the routing scheme through a

combination of a hybrid insertion heuristic and a Guided Variable Neighborhood Thresholding
(GVNT) metaheuristic. Waste bins are then sorted by urgency according to their filling rate

and scheduling operations are organized. In ), a CVRP with fuzzy demand is



solved with an hybrid metaheuristic combining Particle Swarm Optimization (PSO) and Genetic
Algorithm (GA). In Mes et al! (2014), a stochastic and dynamic IRP is proposed, thanks to the
implementation of sensors. Waste bins are categorized into three classes, depending on their waste
level and a problem-based heuristic is developed to decide which containers to pick up and on
which days. A two-stage stochastic optimization model is formulated in [Nolz et all (2014) to solve
a collection problem of infectious medical waste. Uncertainty lies in the bins’ filling rate located at
pharmacies and an Adaptive Large Neighborhood Search (ALNS) is used to tackle the complexity
of the problem. In [Elbek & Wghlk (2016), a multi-product multi-period IRP is considered to
collect two different commodities (glass and paper). From historical data, high fluctuations have
been observed in waste accumulation rates, leading to consider them as stochastic. A classification
procedure is used to categorize containers and a short planning period is defined in a Rolling
Horizon (RH) framework. The collection plan is then improved through a Variable Neighborhood
Search (VNS) algorithm. |Gruler et al! (2017) considers a multi-depot VRP with stochastic waste
levels. The problem is solved through a combination of an oriented randomization of Iterated Local
Search (ILS) and Monte Carlo simulation. In Markov et all (2020), historical data and forecasting
techniques are used to estimate the expected containers’ filling rate over the planning horizon
and to derive the distribution of the overflow probability. Then, an ALNS procedure with search
guiding principle based on Simulated Annealing (SA) is developed, in combination with a RH
approach. [Aliahmadi et all (2021) formulates a bi-objective vehicle routing model with hard time
windows for the collection of municipal waste. The amount of generated waste is supposed to be
uncertain and modeled through a fuzzy approach. Small instances solutions are generated with the
AUGMented e-CONstraint (AUGMECON) method, while in larger size cases the metaheuristic
of Non-dominated Sorting Genetic Algorithm IT (NSGA-II) is used. In|Zhou et all (2021), a bi-
objective VRP with simultaneous pickup and delivery is considered. The aim is to minimize the
total cost and, at the same time, to maximize the recycling revenue. Uncertainty lies in the
pick-up demand and is modelled through a fuzzy CCP approach, with the application of Genetic
Algorithm (GA) as solution technique. |Gholizadeh et all (2022) formulates a robust IRP to model
a sustainable RL supply-chain for polystyrene under demand and costs uncertainty. The quality
of the solution is then assessed by means of three different heuristics (GA, SA, and Cross Entropy,
CE).

All the approaches discussed so far and related to waste collection routing problems under
uncertainty are reported in Table[Il The classification is inspired by [Sar & Ghadimi (2023).

In this work, we test the performance of the rolling horizon approach for the waste collection
problem within the paradigm of SIRP. This approach has been extensively used in the literature
(see IChand et all (2002) for a classified bibliography and IMaggioni et all (2014) for the defini-
tion of rolling horizon measures). Among its applications to general transportation problems, we
mention the works by Maggioni et all (2009), [Shen et al! (2011), and [Cavagnini et all (2022). In
Bertazzi & Maggioni (2018), a worst-case analysis of the rolling horizon approach for a stochastic

multi-stage fixed charge transportation problem is provided.



Reference Variant Objective Model type Source Solution Waste type

of VRP of uncertainty technique
" . Stochastic Periodic VRP U . Bins’ filling rate Heuristic I
Nuortio et al. (2006) with Time Windows Minimize distance ~MILP Travel times (GVNT) Solid waste
Capacitated VRP e R, . Heuristic PR
Kuo et al. (2012) with Fuzzy Demand Minimize distance —ILP Bins’ filling rate (PSO+GA) Solid waste
o i Tyorai PR ) Bins’ filling rate Heuristic PR
Mes et al. (2014) Stochastic Dynamic IRP Minimize cost MILP Travel time (Problem-based) Solid waste
. N PR, Heuristic .
Nolz et al. (2014) Stochastic IRP Minimize cost MILP Bins’ filling rate (ALNS) Medical products
. Multi-Product L R Heuristic P
Elbek & Wohlk (2016) Multi-Period TRP Minimize cost MILP Bins’ filling rate (VNS+RH) Solid waste
Multi-Depot VRP S PR, ) Heuristic o
Gruler et al. (2017) with Stochastic Demand Minimize cost MILP Bins’ filling rate (ILS+MCS) Not specified
Soysal et al. (2018) Chance-Constrained IRP Minimize cost MILP Customer demand ~ Exact solver Food waste
Markov et al. (2020) Stochastic IRP Minimize cost MINLP Bins’ filling rate Heuristic Solid waste
: ) B (ALNS+SA+RH)
. . Capacitated VRP Minimize cost and PR, ) Heuristic AT
Aliahmadiet al. Q021) (o) Hard Time Windows minimize time MU Bins” filling rate ) yGMECON+NSGAr)  SOlid waste
Chance-Constrained VRP ~ Minimize cost and Heuristic
Zhou et al. (2021) with Simultaneous maximize profit MILP Pick-up levels (GA) Textile
Pickup and Delivery
Gholizadeh et al. (2022) Robust IRP Minimize cost MINLP Demand Heuristic Polystyrene
: ) : Costs (GA-SA-CE) ‘

Table 1: A selected literature review on the waste collection routing problem under uncertainty.

Abbreviations: ALNS: Adaptive Large Neighborhood Search; AUGMECON: AUGMented e-CONstraint; CE: Cross
Entropy; GA: Genetic Algorithm; GVNT: Guided Variable Neighborhood Thresholding; ILS: Iterated Local Search;
MCS: Monte Carlo Simulation; NSGA-II: Non-dominated Sorting Genetic Algorithm II; RH: Rolling Horizon; SA:
Simulated Annealing; VNS: Variable Neighborhood Search.

3. Problem description and formulation

A company is responsible for the collection of a recyclable type of waste in a set of N locations
(bins or containers) over a time horizon 7 = {1,...,T}. The collection network is represented
as a complete directed graph, defined on a set of vertices Z = {0,1,..., N} where 0 denotes the
depot. Distances d;; are associated with each arc (i,5) € Z x Z in the graph. The company needs
to determine at stage t = 1 which waste bins have to be visited and the visiting sequence for all
stagest € T = {2,...,T}. The choice has to be performed with the aim of maximizing the profit
over the whole planning horizon 7T, defined as the difference between the revenues from the selling
of the collected waste and the transportation costs. The collected waste is sold at unit price R and
the travelling cost per distance unit is fixed to C.

Each bin ¢ € 7/ = {1,..., N} has a fixed capacity E; and in the first stage (¢t = 1) it is
supposed to be filled at Si" percent of its volume. If we assume that the accumulation rate
of waste {az(-t)}tT:1 of bin 7 is a random parameter evolving as a discrete-time stochastic process
with support [0, 1], then the information structure can be described in the form of a scenario tree.
At each stage t € T, there is an ordered set N* = {1,...,n,...,n'} of nodes where a specific
realization of the uncertain accumulation rate takes place. At the first stage it is associated a
unique node AN'' = {1}, i.e. the root, whereas the final n” nodes are the leaves of the scenario tree.
At stage t € T", each node n € Mt is connected to a unique node at stage ¢t — 1, which is called
parent (or ancestor) node pa(n). A path through nodes from the root to a leaf is called scenario.
At every stage t € T, each node n € N has a probability 7™ to occur, and Yonent ™ =1. We
denote the accumulation rate for bin i at node n € N, t € T” by al*. For the sake of illustration,



we report in Figure [[l an example of a three-stage scenario tree.

Staget Noden 7"
1 1 1
2 1 0.7
2 2 0.3
3 1 0.28
3 2 0.42
3 3 0.24
3 4 0.06

Figure 1: Example of a three-stage scenario tree. On the left: the structure of the scenario tree. The numbers on
the branches denote the transition probabilities of the random process from each parent node pa(n) to node n. On
the right: table with nodes at each stage and the corresponding probabilities.

At each stage t € T = {1,...,T — 1}, we define binary decision variables z}; and y. The

former is related to the activation of the arc (i, j) in period ¢ + 1. Indeed, at each stage the model
plans for the next stage, by reflecting what happens in practice for the scheduling of the resources
in a waste collection company. If xﬁj is equal to one, then the arc (i,7) will be traversed by a
vehicle, with finite capacity @. All the variables a:f-j are defined on the whole graph. Indeed, we
assume that, in the collection period, the vehicle starts at the depot, visits the selected bins and
returns to the depot to discharge the waste. As far as it concerns the decision variables y!, if bin
i € I’ needs to be visited in period ¢ + 1, then variable y! is equal to one at stage t. After the

n

realization of the accumulation rate, the amount of waste collected at bin ¢ is denoted by w}*, for

n € N, t € T'. In Figure [l we provide an example of a planning for an horizon of six days.

1@6\ Stage t zf =1 yt=1  Visiting sequence
L1 12
1 :1:(1)17"1"%27"1"50 y%,y%

4
Tos

x§4 Depot 1 2 0717270
T20 3
4 4 4 4 4 4 ,4 4
T30 4 Lo5) o4 L43, T30 Y3:Yar Ys
@\/ 5 0,5,4,3,0
" 6
Ty3

Figure 2: Example of a collection plan with 5 bins. On the left: collection routes for day 2 (bins 1, 2) and day

5 (bins 5, 4, 3). On the right: table with active binary decision variables :c: and y! and corresponding visiting
J K2

sequence.

n
ij
waste flow shipped through arc (i,j). We assume that the waste flow outgoing depot is null.

At stage t € T’ and for nodes n € N, additional decision variables are representing the
Finally, for all the time periods, we denote by u} the accumulated amount of waste at bin i. By
avoiding partial collection, when bin ¢ is visited, u} is null.

Moreover, we define the following notation.
Sets:
IT={i:i=0,1,...,N}: set of N waste bins and the depot, denoted by 0;



T'={i:i=1,...,N}: set of N waste bins (depot excluded);
T={t:t=1,...,T}: set of stages;

T'={t:t=1,...,T — 1}: set of stages (last stage excluded);
T'={t:t=2,...,T}: set of stages (first stage excluded);

Nt ={n:n=1}: root node at stage 1;

Nt={n:n=1,...,n'}: set of ordered nodes of the tree at stage t € T.

Deterministic parameters:

C: travelling cost per distance unit;

R: selling price of a recyclable material;

Q: vehicle capacity;

B: waste density;

M: Big-M number, i.e. a suitable large constant value;

d;;: distance between i € Z and j € T;

Sinit: percentage of waste on the total volume of bin i € I at the first stage;
E;: capacity of bin i € T';

pa(n): parent of node n € N, t € T".

Stochastic parameters:

al': uncertain accumulation rate of bin i € Z' at node n € N, t € T” (percentage on the total
volume of the bin);
7™: probability of node n € N, t € T.

Decision variables:

xt; € {0,1}: binary variable indicating if arc (i,7) is visited at time ¢ 4 1, with ¢ € 7" and for
ih,j €L, i#J;
y! € {0,1}: binary variable indicating if waste bin i € Z' is visited at time ¢ + 1, with t € T7;

i € RT: non-negative variable representing the waste flow between i € 7' and j € Z, i # j, for
neNt teT",
w € R*: non-negative variable representing the amount of waste collected at bin i € Z', for
neNt teT"

u! € R™: non-negative variable representing the amount of waste at bin i € Z’, forn e N*, t € T.



We propose the following stochastic multi-stage mixed-integer linear programming model M:

max R Z Z " Z wi —C Z Z diszj (1)

teT" neNt €L’ teT’i,j€L
i£]
st Y fr=> fr=wl i€l neN teT" (2)
JEL jerT’
J#i j#i

" <(Q-E;Ba))i;! i jeTi#jneN teT” (3)
n<Qalgt i€l neNteT” (4)
B<Q—-wl ijeli#jneN teT” (5)
L>wl -MQ1 -zl i€l jeTitjneN teT” (6)
Z:Cf-jzyf iel teT’ (7)
%

doali=yl  jeTteT (8)
i

d_who=D_ v teT (9)
€T’ jeT’

wl < E;Byl™"  ieI’neNi teT”

ul < M(1—yt™h) e’ neN teT”

ul' = E;BS"™ eI ne N
u?:ufa(")—kEiBa?—w? iel' neN teT”
WM< (1—aEB  ieT meN teT”

. €{0,1} i, jeZi#jteT

ytef{o,1}  ieZ teT

>0 el jeli#jneN teT”

w >0 icT neN,teT”

ul >0 i€’ neN teT

The objective function () is composed by the following terms: (i) the revenues from selling
the expected collected waste and (ii) the transportation costs, depending on the routing plan and
on the total travelled distance. Constraints (2] guarantee the flow balance at each waste bin 4, for
every node n € Nt and for every period ¢t € T”. Constraints [B]) to (&) provide upper bounds on

the flow variables f;

, for each node n € N'* at stage t € T”. Specifically, constraints (3] guarantee
that if bins ¢ and j are not connected, then the waste flow between them is null; otherwise, its
sum with the uncertain accumulation amount of waste at j cannot exceed the vehicle capacity.
Similarly for constraints (@) as far as it concerns the flow between bin ¢ and the depot, once the arc
(4,0) is traversed: the vehicle cannot transport to the depot more waste than its capacity. Finally,
constraints (Bl ensure that the sum of the waste flow between bins ¢ and j and the amount of

waste collected at bin j cannot exceed the vehicle capacity. Constraints (@) provide lower bounds



n
ij
depot, with n € Nt and t € T”, all of the accumulated amount of waste at bin i should be

on the flow variable such that if the vehicle travels from bin ¢ to bin j or from bin ¢ to the
collected. Constraints (@) and () link together the decision variables :Eﬁj and y! for each stage
t € T’ and ensure that, if bin 4 is visited, then there exists exactly one route reaching and one route
leaving 7; on the other hand, no visits at bin ¢ imply no incoming edges to and no outgoing edges
from 4. Constraints (@) impose the depot’s balance by enforcing that the numbers of incoming and
outgoing edges are the same for every period ¢t € T'. This means that, whether the vehicle performs
a route starting from the depot, then it must return to the depot. Constraints (I0]) ensure that the
collection amount w!* at bin ¢ in node n € N*, for ¢ € T” must be zero, unless the bin is visited.
Constraints (II)) guarantee that the amount of waste u?* at bin ¢ at node n € N'* and stage t € T”
must be zero if the bin is visited. Constraints (I2)) fix the initial amount of waste u}* at bin i at
the root of the scenario tree. Constraints (3] update at every node n € N'* and for every period
t € T" the amount of waste u}* at bin 4 by incorporating the uncertain accumulated amount of
waste and, potentially, by subtracting the amount of collected waste w!*. Constraints ([4]) impose
that no bins are allowed to overflow at each node n € N, t € T”. Finally, constraints from (5]
to ([9) define the decision variables of the problem. We denote by z* the optimal expected profit
of model M.

3.1. A two-commodity flow model

In model M, the distances between two locations are considered as asymmetric, i.e. in general
dij # dji, for i, j € Z. This assumption impacts not only the objective function (IJ), but also both
the constraints (2)) and ({@)-(@) related to the flow variables f7%, and the degree constraints (IZ)- ()
on variables z%; and yf. This leads to an increase of the size of the model, due to a considerable
number of inequality constraints.

In practical cases, however, distances d;; and dj; on arcs (4, j) and (7, ), respectively, may not
be significantly different. For example, in the largest instance of this work the average difference
|dij — dji| is of hundreds of meters, corresponding to an average percentage difference of 6%.
Therefore, considering a symmetric distance matrix does not result in a considerable worsening of
the solution. For this reason, we design an alternative version of model M, denoted by Mym,
based on the two-commodity flow formulation proposed in [Baldacci et all (2004) and applied to
a waste collection problem in [Ramos et all (2018). Hence, a copy depot denoted by N + 1 is
introduced and each route is defined according to two paths: one direct path from depot 0 to
depot N + 1, with variables f] representing the load of the vehicle, and one reverse path, from
depot N + 1 to depot 0, with variables f; denoting the empty space of the vehicle (see Figure Bl
for an illustrative example).

Each edge is therefore counted twice and the objective function (IJ) needs to be updated as

max RY Y Y ur -5 Y Y duly

tET" neNt €T/ teT’ i,jel
i#]

10



Copy depot

f;4 =3 Real depot

fis =4

Figure 3: Representation of the two-commodity flow formulation on the same network of Figure A copy depot
(vertex 6) is introduced, and the truck capacity @ is set to 7. The solid lines represent the actual visiting sequence,
starting from the real depot, with corresponding waste flows f;’. The dashed lines are associated with the reverse

flows fﬁ, related to the empty space in the vehicle. Note that f:; + fj’”; =Q.

Constraints (2)) are replaced by

S -t =2w! e meN teT"
JET
j#i
since the two-commodity flow formulation considers two flows passing through each node i. In
addition, constraints [{@)-(@]) are substituted by

S fivpi=> wp  neN teT” (20)
i€T’ i€’
and
R4 fr=Qalt  ijeTi#jineN teT" (21)

Constraints (20]) ensure that the total inflow of the copy depot corresponds to the total amount
of collected waste, whereas constraints (2I]) impose that, whenever an edge is traversed, the sum of
the direct and reverse flows is equal to the capacity of the vehicle. Finally, the degree constraints
[@)-@) reduce to

Zx§j=2y§ jel’teT.
ieT
1#]

All the other constraints not mentioned remain unchanged when passing from model M to

Mym. For the sake of completeness, the entire model formulation Mgy, is reported in the

Appendix.

3.2. A polynomially solvable case

The proposed SIRP formulation is clearly NP-hard, since it can be reduced to the well-known
NP-hard Travelling Salesman Problem (see |Garey & Johnson (1979)), whenever the time horizon
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is T = {1, 2}, the selling price R is zero, the capacity @ of the vehicle is infinite, and all the waste
bins need to be visited at day 2 in order to avoid overflow.
On the other hand, the waste collection problem admits a polynomially solvable case if routing

decisions are excluded from the problem. This will be addressed in the following proposition.

Proposition 1. If C =0, then the optimal profit of model M 1is
2 = RB{ S B (S;’"“ + > E[a?’]) } (22)
= teT"

where E[al(-t)} 1s the expected accumulation rate of waste at timet € T" for bini € T'.

Proof. We prove the proposition by induction on the time horizon T

e (Base case) We consider the case of a two-stage problem (7" = 2). Since C =0 and 7" = {2},
profit () reduces to

From constraints (I2)-(13), it holds that

w? = B;BS"" + E;Ba? —ul! i€T',neN?

2

which, substituting in the objective function and considering that » _.»7" = 1 and

ZneNQ Thal = E[az(?)}, gives

z=R > Y EBS™ +R> ") EBal-R» Y u}

neN? €T’ neN? €T’ neN? €T’
=RBY E(SM+E[¢])-R > "> ul.
€T’ neN? €T’

Moreover, we note that the objective function z is the difference of two non-negative quan-

tities, where the first one is constant. Thus,

max z = RB Z E; (St 4 E[al(?)}) —minR Z " Z ul,
i€’ neN? i€l

where the minimum of the second term is reached at u? = 0, for all n € N2, i € Z': the

thesis is verified.

e (Inductive step) We assume that the thesis holds for a model with time horizon T — 1, being
T > 2. We need to prove that the thesis is also verified for a model with time horizon T'. In

this case, the objective function can be decomposed as

Y S oS —RY Y oY wr i m Y Y

t=2 neN't i€Z’ t=2 ncN't i€’ neNT i€’

12



Given the induction hypothesis, the optimal profit of the first addendum corresponds to
RB{ Yicr Ei <Sf”” + E;‘;}l E[agt)]) } At stage T, from constraints (I3)), it holds that

wl = E;Ba?, for all i € T', n € N7, since u?*™ = 0 for the induction hypothesis and

7

uj’ = 0 for the same reasoning of the base case. Consequently, we get

T-1

2t = RB{ S B (S;'"“ +>° E[a?’]) } +RB Y EE[a("],

i€T! t= i€T!
which verifies the thesis. O

We conclude that parameters R and C' have different roles: when R = 0 model M is NP-hard,
whereas if C' = 0 an optimal policy can be computed in O(T') time. For this reason, given the
computational complexity of the problem in the general case, heuristic methods are required. To
cope with this issue, in the next section we apply the rolling horizon approach to the considered

problem.

4. The rolling horizon approach and its worst-case analysis

One of the most classical heuristic algorithms for multi-stage stochastic programming models
is the rolling horizon approach (see [Chand et all (2002)). According to this methodology, the
multi-stage stochastic problem is decomposed into a sequence of subproblems with a fewer number
W of consecutive periods (see [Cavagnini et all (2022)). This leads to a reduced computational
effort because at each iteration of the algorithm the number of nodes considered in the scenario
tree is lower than the one in the original multi-stage program. However, the quality of the solu-
tion may deteriorate since the time horizon is reduced and the solution may be suboptimal (see
Bertazzi & Maggioni (2018)). In the following we present the details of the approach.

First of all, we fix the reduced number W of consecutive period, with 1 < W < T — 1. In
the first iteration of the algorithm, the (W + 1)-stage stochastic programming model defined on
t=1,...,W + 1 is solved, and the values of the first-stage decision variables x}j and y; and the

second-stage variables w? and u?, for n € N2, are stored. In the second iteration, the value of
the inventory levels u? for n € N'? are fixed as the ones deduced from the first iteration. This is
needed to keep track of the evolution of the process and to link the two consecutive time periods.
Then, the (W 4 1)-stage stochastic programming model defined on ¢ = 2,..., W 4 2 is solved and,
as before, the values of the second-stage decision variables xfj and y? and the third-stage variables
w! and ul, for n € N3, are stored. This process is repeated until the last iteration defined on
stages t =T — W, ..., T is performed. Then, a W-stage stochastic programming model defined
ont=T—-W+1,...,T is solved and the same approach described above is applied. Next, a
(W — 1)-stage stochastic programming model defined on t =T — W + 2,...,T is solved and the
process is repeated until the last two-stage stochastic programming model defined on t =T —1,T.

Once the T' — 1 stochastic programming models have been solved, the variables a:;?j, y! for all
t € T’ and w? for all n € N'* and t € T" are obtained. The corresponding value of the objective

function () is then computed, leading to z*#:W.
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Schematically, the algorithm can be represented as in Pseudocode [I1

Pseudocode 1 The rolling horizon approach for model M
Input: T, 1 <W<T -1
1k« 1,1+ W+1
2 uf™ —ul,neN t=k
3: while k <T — W do
4: Solve (W + 1)-stage SP on t = k,...,l with u/" < v/, ne N, t =k
5. Store zff,yf*, t =k and uf*, wi*, n e N\, t =k +1
6
7
8
9

k—k+1,1<1+1

: end while

71

: while k <T -1 do
10:  Solve (W + 1 — j)-stage SP on t = k,...,T with uj " + u/™ ne N t =k
11: Store x5, yi*, t = k and uf*, wp*, n e N, t =k +1
122 k+k+1,5<j+1
13: end while

14: Return the corresponding value of the objective function ().

We now perform a worst-case analysis of this approach. The following results hold true.

Theorem 4.1. If C =0, then

for every choice of W =1,...,T — 2.

Proof. Consider the case of W =1, where T'— 1 two-stage stochastic optimization models have to
be solved. Since all the subproblems do not share any overlapping period, if we denote by zthll

the objective function value on time period {¢,t + 1}, the total profit is

RH,1 _ _RH,1 RH,1 RH,1
z =21 +22)3 +"'+ZT—1,T

€L’

The previous expression coincides with [22]), and so the thesis is verified.

When considering a value W > 1, only the collecting variables w]" at the second stage of
each subproblem are stored, meaning that exclusively the accumulation rates at that stage are
considered in the optimal solution. This implies the thesis in a similar fashion as W = 1. O

On the other hand, when R = 0, the following result on the performance of the rolling horizon
approach with W =1 holds.

RH,1

Theorem 4.2. There exists a class of instances such that z = —o0, even if model M is

feasible.
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Proof. Consider the following class of instances: initial amount of waste S = 0 for all i € 7,
vehicle capacity @ > ), 7, Ej; selling price R = 0.
For all i € 7/, let o; € (0;1), ; € (0; ; E;], and the accumulation rate af be such that

0 ifneNt teT U{T -2}
a;’ =9 wE; ifne NT-1 (23)
(1—;)E; +¢e; ifneNT.

The graph of a? is depicted in Figure [

E;
(1—(11)E5+E[ ********************* — 7
(lfai)Ez- ********************** — — — —
OCY‘EI‘ ****************** =
0 . . . . | |
1 2 3 T—-2 T7—-1 T
stages

Figure 4: Graph of the accumulation rate (23).

We apply the rolling horizon approach with W = 1. This means that T'— 1 two-stage stochastic
programming models have to be solved. In the first 7' — 3 programs, all the decision variables are
zero, since there is no waste to collect. Similarly for the model defined on stages t =T — 2,7 — 1,
with the exception of ul-Tfl which is equal to a; E;, for all 7 € Z'. However, the last optimization
model defined on stages t = T — 1,T is infeasible because each waste bin ¢ € Z’ incurs into

RH1 _ _

overflowing, due to the violation of constraints (I4]). This implies that z
On the other hand, the optimal profit z* of the multi-stage stochastic optimization model is
equal to —C Zl}_jG_l' dijxiijl, deriving from a collection on day T. O
Making the :gpropriate changes, a similar performance of the rolling horizon approach with

W =1 also holds within model M gy,.

5. Computational results

In this section, we first describe the instances on which we perform the numerical simulations
(see Subsection[5.1]). Subsection[5.2 compares the solutions of models M and My,,. In Subsection
(.3l the validation of model M with standard stochastic measures is provided, and the quality of
the expected value solution is discussed. In Subsection [5.4] the performance of the rolling horizon
approach is assessed. Then, the results on a large case study are presented in Subsection [5.5]
Finally, managerial insights are provided in Subsection

All computational experiments are obtained using GAMS 38.3.0 and solver Gurobi 9.5 on an
Intel(R) Core(TM) i5-8500 64-bit machine, with 8 GB RAM and 3.00 GigaHertz processor. Unless

otherwise specified, a runtime limit of 24h is imposed.
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5.1. Data analysis

The data considered in this study are inspired by a real case problem provided by the industrial
partner ERSUC - Residuos Sélidos do Centro, S.A., one of the main waste management companies
in Portugal. The company operates in the Central Region of Portugal and owns a homogeneous
fleet of vehicles based at two different depots, one near the city of Aveiro and the other close
to Coimbra. The recyclables collection is performed independently for each type of waste (glass,
paper /cardboard and plastic/metal).

The case study described in the following focuses on the collection of plastic/metal waste,
related to packaging materials and around the suburban municipality of Condeiza-a-Nova in the
district of Coimbra. Real data have been provided by FRSUC on the filling rate of 121 waste bins
between April and July 2019 (15 weeks). The data are gathered by the garbage collector only on
the collection days (20 days in total). The working days of the company include all the days of a
week, except Sunday. Therefore, we set the time horizon in the model as T = {1,...,6}.

We perform simulations on both small and large instances. As far as it concerns the small
cases, we generate a set of thirty instances with a reduced number of bins, randomly drawn from
the entire dataset of 121 bins. For simplicity, we denote each small instance on the basis of the
coding scheme “inst_draw_numbins”, where draw is an integer between 1 and 10 associated with
the random draw, and numbins is the number of selected bins (9, 10 or 11). In addition, we
consider a large instance composed by 50 bins to simulate a real case study of waste collection,
since fifty is the average number of bins in a collection route of the industrial partner.

The deterministic parameters of the model are shown in Table

Parameter Value Source

C 1 €/km ERSUC

R 0.30 €/kg Sociedade Ponto Verde

Q 2000 kg ERSUC

B 30 kg/m3 ERSUC

M 10° -

dij, 1,7 € Z  Actual road distance between 7 and j ERSUC and OpenRouteService
Sinit i € T’ Initial percentage of waste on the total volume of bin i ERSUC

E,,icT 2.5 m3 ERSUC

Table 2: Parameters values and sources.

As in[Ramos et all (2018), transportation cost C' includes fuel consumption, maintenance of the
vehicle and drivers’ wages. The revenue parameter R is derived as follows: for each ton of packaging
collected and sorted, the Sociedade Ponto Verde (the packaging waste regulator in Portugal) pays
545 €/ton to the waste collection company; since only the collection activity is being considered
in this work, which corresponds to approximately the 55% of the total cost, the selling price R is
adjusted to 0.30 €/kg.

We discuss now how we construct the random process {al(-t)};*rzl of the daily accumulation rate,
based on observations provided by the industrial partner. For each bin i € 7', we denote by
{p{"}2°, the historical data of the filling rate on collection days. For all i € T/, we set Simi* equal
to p(-l)

;. We assume that, if ¢1 and ¢ are two consecutive collection days, the increase (or decrease)

of the filling rate of waste between ¢; and ¢5 is constant. Once the waste collector visits bin i at
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(t1)

time ¢;, then she/he empties it, i.e. p, '’ = 0. Thus, the daily accumulation rate of waste in bin ¢

can be calculated as

(t2) (t1) (t2)
(ty _Pi = — D p;
= = t=t1+1,..., 1.
a,; t2—t1 t2_t17 1 ) s U2

By following this procedure, for each bin ¢ € Z’, a complete trajectory of the stochastic process
{al(-t)}thl is obtained on a daily basis.

In the Appendix we report the scenario tree generation procedure we adopt, along with an
in-sample stability analysis on the number of scenarios to be considered in the scenario tree. In

the remainder of the paper, we show the results obtained on a tree with 32 scenarios and 63 nodes.

5.2. A comparison of models M and M sy, solutions

Solving either model M or model My, to optimality on the whole dataset of 121 bins is not
possible on our machine, given the high number of variables and constraints (see Table d]). When
considering reduced instances composed by 9, 10 or 11 bins, models M and My, provide the
same policy in terms of bin selection, visiting schedule, and consequent weight of collected waste
(see row 7 in Table ). However, due to the assumption of symmetric distances, the travelled
distance and the profit are different. On the other hand, on the large instance with 50 bins model
M gym outperforms model M, since the optimality gap is much smaller (see row 11 in Table[d]). For
this reason, in the following we show results obtained with model M on small instances, whereas

the large instance outcomes rely on model Myn,.

Number of bins 9 (M) 9 (Mym) 10 (M) 10 (Msym) 11 (M) 11 (Mgym)
Binary variables 495 595 600 710 715 835
Continuous variables 6705 7263 8070 8690 9559 10241
Equality constraints 1220 8052 1355 9546 1490 11164
Inequality constraints 16182 6138 19840 7440 23870 8866

Profit (€) 18.16 (13.27) 1845 (13.40) | 34.37 (13.40) 31.67 (13.62) | 41.25 (14.88) 4150 (14.81)

Weight of collected waste (kg)
Travelled distance (km)

478.15 (102.51)
125.28 (22.08)

478.15 (102.51)
124.99 (21.96)

513.83 (76.13)
119.78 (19.50)

513.83 (76.13)
119.46 (19.33)

612.48 (44.04)
142.50 (8.66)

612.48 (44.04)
142.25 (8.66)

Ratio weight/distance (kg/km) | 3.80 (0.32) 3.80 (0.32) 4.32 (0.45) 4.33 (0.46) 4.31 (0.38) 4.32 (0.38)
CPU time (s) 1434.00 (3033.56)  15.60 (6.08) 1382.00 (1200.85)  32.80 (20.15) | 3259.40 (4395.80) 37.50 (21.95)
Optimality gap 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Table 3: Average results from solving models M and My on small instances. Standard deviations are reported
in brackets.

Number of bins 50 (M) 50 (Mgym) | 121 (M) 121 (Maym)
Binary variables 13000 13510 74415 75635
Continuous variables 164350 167450 930369 937871
Equality constraints 6755 170986 16340 946164
Inequality constraints 471200 161200 2738230 922746
Profit (€) 501.29  581.59 — —
Weight of collected waste (kg) | 2306.69 2585.16 - -
Travelled distance (km) 190.72  193.96 — -
Ratio weight/distance (kg/km) | 12.09 13.33 - -
CPU time (s) 86400 86400 OOM OOM
Optimality gap 20.82%  2.77% - -

Table 4: Average results from solving models M and Msym on the large instance. OOM stands for “Out-Of-
Memory”.
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5.8. The impact of uncertainty and the quality of the deterministic solution

The purpose of this section is twofold. Firstly, we discuss the importance of including stochas-
ticity in the waste collection problem under investigation by comparing the optimal value of the
stochastic formulation, i.e. the Recourse Problem (RP) with the perfect information case (the so-
called Wait and See approach, WS, see Birge & Louveaux (2011)). Secondly, we show the benefits
of considering stochasticity in model M with respect to its deterministic counterpart (the so-called
Ezpected Value problem, EV, see Birge & Louveaux (2011). All the results reported below are
obtained with small instances, as they are solved at optimality.

In the perfect information case, the realization of the waste accumulation rate is already known
at the very first stage. Therefore, it is possible to compute the WS as the average of the optimal
values over single-scenario problems. The comparison between the W .S and the RP is provided by
the %Ezpected Value of Perfect Information (%EV PI, see [Birge & Louveaux (2011))), computed
as

%EVPI := (WS — RP)/RP.

The results reported in the second column of Table [] show that, on average, the EV PI is
81% of the RP. This means that, for reaching perfect information on the accumulation rate, the
decision maker would be ready to pay at most 81% of the total profit. Detailed results for each

instance are shown in the Appendix.

Size %EVPI | %VSSt, 1<t<5| %MLUSS*, 1<t<5| %YMLUDS' %MLUDS! 2<t<4 %MLUDS®
9 bins 188% 00 00 8% 674% 681%
10 bins 36% 00 00 0% 175% 175%
11 bins 20% o0 00 0% 158% 158%
Average 81% 00 00 3% 336% 338%

Table 5: Summary results of stochastic measures %EV PI, %V SSt, %MLUSS*, %MLUDS?, for 1 < t < 5,
expressed in percentage gap to the corresponding RP problem.

As a simpler approach, the decision maker may replace the waste accumulation rate by its
expected value at each stage, and solve the deterministic EV program. In a multi-stage context,
the %Value of Stochastic Solution at stage t (%V SS!, see Maggioni et al. (2014)), with ¢ € T7,
measures the expected gain from solving the stochastic model RP rather than its deterministic

counterpart up to stage t as
%V SSt = (RP — EEV’f)/RP7 t=1,...,T—1.

EEV? is the Expected result of using the EV solution until stage t and denotes the objective
;
stage t at the optimal values obtained by solving the E'V problem. In the great majority of the

function value of the RP model, having fixed the decision variables x!; and y! on the routing until
instances, the EEV? problems are infeasible and thus the corresponding %V SS? is infinite already
at the first stage (see column 3 of Table[d). Indeed, by taking the average of the accumulation rate,
the solution policy of the EV problem may not impose any visiting schedules. On the other hand,
the RP model may require such a collection, being the accumulation rate high for certain bins:

this is clearly a contradiction, leading to the infeasibility of the corresponding EEV? problem.
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In the following, we further investigate if the deterministic solution still carries useful informa-
tion for the stochastic case. To achieve this purpose, firstly we compute the Multi-stage Expected
Skeleton Solution Value at stage t (M ESSV?, see Maggioni et al) (2014)), as the optimal objective
function value of the RP model having fixed at zero all the routing variables xﬁj and y! that are
zero in the E'V problem until stage ¢. This allows to test whether the deterministic model provides
the correct non-zero variables. Once the M ESSV? is computed, it is compared with the RP by
introducing the % Multi-stage Loss Using Skeleton Solution until stage t (%M LU SS?), expressed
as

%MLUSS' :== (RP - MESSV")/RP, t=1,....,T—1.

The results in Table [ and in the Appendix show that %V SS* coincides with %M LU SS*
for all t = 1,...,5, both in the case of infiniteness and finiteness of %V SS?. On the one hand,
BMLUSS! = %V SSt = o if the average data on the waste accumulation rate do not support a
collection in the EV solution: EEV? and M ESSV? problems are both infeasible. On the other
hand, if %V S.S? is finite, the deterministic model correctly selects the bins to be visited and their

combination into routing plans. Therefore, for all the non-visited bins, the values of the decision
;
that there is only one possible path for the vehicle to visit the selected bins.

variables z!. and y! are fixed to zero in the M ESSV' problem. This implies straightforwardly

Finally, we carry out an analysis regarding the upgradeability of the expected value solution
to become good, or optimal, in the stochastic setting. Specifically, we consider the EV solution
T}, y; until stage ¢ as a starting point in the RP model, by adding the constraints z}; > z;,
for all i,j € Z, and y! > g, for all i € 7' up to stage t. The corresponding optimal value is
denoted as Multi-stage Expected Input Value until stage t (M EIV?, see Maggioni et al) (2014)).
From this measure, the % Multi-stage Loss of Upgrading the Deterministic Solution until stage t

(%M LUDS?) is defined as follows
%MLUDS! := (RP — MEIVY)/RP, t=1,...,T —1.

As it is reported in Table B, %M LUDS! is close to zero on average. Indeed, only in inst_4_9
(see the Appendix) %M LU DS? is strictly positive. This situation derives from a collection after
stage 2 in the EV solution, where the conditions zj; > 0, for all i,j € Z, and y; > 0, for all
i € T, are automatically satisfied by constraints ([I5)-(I8) in the M EIV?' problem. In all the
other instances, at stage 2 the E'V problem imposes a collection on a subset of bins with respect
to the RP problem and, thus constraints (I6]) are themselves satisfied in the M EIV! problem.

The large values of WM LUDS?, with t = 2,...,5, depend on the fact that the corresponding
MEIV? problems perform collections at the consecutive stages 1 and 2, due to the additional
constraints on the E'V solution at stage 2. Being the amount of waste in the bins low since already
emptied at stage 1, the transportation costs are greater than the revenues: M EIV? turns to be
negative and hence %M LU DS*® reaches high values (on average, 338%).

The results discussed so far justify the adoption of a stochastic model over a deterministic
formulation when addressing a waste collection problem. From the analysis, we conclude that it is

possible to take the deterministic solution as input in the stochastic model only in the first stage,
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whereas in the next stages the EV solution is no longer to be upgradeable.

5.4. Performance of the rolling horizon approach

Since model M is NP-hard and with large instances obtaining the optimal solution is challenging
(see Table H]), in this section we evaluate the performance of the rolling horizon approach both in
terms of average profit reduction and CPU time savings. Instead of solving a T-stage stochastic
program, such heuristic considers a sequence of T'— 1 subproblems defined over a reduced number
of stages. In our case study, T = 6 and, thus the reduced number of periods W is an integer

between 1 and 4. Detailed results for each small instance are presented in the Appendix.
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Figure 5: Performance of the rolling horizon approach for the small-sized instances. The vertical bars represent
the profit percentage reduction when applying the rolling horizon approach (left-hand scale). The results show the
average over the thirty instances. When W = 1, due to infeasibility, the reduction may be infinite. The solid line
refers to the CPU time percentage reduction to solve at optimality with the rolling horizon approach, compared to
the original six-stage program (right-hand scale).

In Figure [ (left-hand scale) we depict with vertical bars the average percentage gap between
the optimal RP objective function value and the heuristic solution. As highlighted in Section H]
when W = 1 the rolling horizon approach may be infinitely suboptimal. Indeed, over the thirty
small instances, five of them exhibit infeasibility in the first two-stage problem. Furthermore, the
results obtained with W = 2 and W = 3 (29.76% in both cases) are close to the one obtained
for W =1 in the twenty-five feasible instances (29.53%). However, with W = 2 and W = 3 no
infeasibility issues occur in any instance. Finally, the performance of the heuristic improves when
W =4, as the average profit gap is of 14.92%.

Regarding the computational time, we report in Figure[Hl (right-hand scale) the results in terms

of average percentage reduction with respect to the six-stage model. We notice that the CPU
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time reduction decreases, as W goes from 1 to 4, due to the increasing size of the subproblems.
Specifically, when W = 1 and W = 2 the average savings are of 97.94% and 90.13%, respectively.
The CPU time reduction is of 57.00% with W = 3, even if the performance in terms of profit is
the same as W = 2. Lastly, the similarity of the optimal profit between the RP model and the
rolling horizon approach with W = 4 requires a significant computational effort, as the average
CPU time saving is of 27.56%.

From the previous analysis, we conclude that the rolling horizon approach is effective for the
proposed multi-stage stochastic model. As expected, the performance of such heuristic strongly
depends on the size W of the reduced time horizon. If the decision maker requires a good accuracy
in a short time, W = 2 is the best candidate. On the other hand, if she/he is willing to wait,

W = 4 attains better results but in a longer computational time.

5.5. A real case study

In this section, we present the results of the simulations in a real case study. We consider a
large instance composed by 50 bins randomly chosen from the original set of 121 waste containers.

Given the high number of variables and of constraints (see Table @), Gurobi is not able to
solve at optimality model M within the time limit of 86400 seconds (one day), providing a relative
optimality gap of 20.82%. However, when considering model My, with distance the average
between d;; and dj;; the results are considerably better: the optimality gap is reduced to 2.77%
(see Table M.

For this reason, we deal with model My, for the study of the large case instance. Specifically,
we investigate the performance of the rolling horizon approach under a reduced runtime limit, as
one day may be excessively high from a managerial perspective. Thus, we set a time limit T'L of

2, 4, 6, 12, 24 hours on the whole algorithm and, accordingly, a time limit T L,,; for each of the

TL

corresponding subproblems, as T Lg,, = Fsubprobiems

Following the approach of |Cavagnini et al
(2022), after solving a subproblem, if some time is left, we add the remaining time to the following
subproblem to be solved.

Figure [0] displays the percentage profit reduction, when applying the rolling horizon approach
over a reduced time period W and with different runtime limits T'L. The reduction is with respect
to the objective function value obtained when solving the six-stage model Mgy, in one day. On
the one hand, the rolling horizon approach with W = 1,2,3 does not improve its performance
when increasing the time limit. Specifically, when W = 1 the profit reduction is 25.77%, while for
W =2and W = 3 it is of 8.68% and 9.24%, respectively, regardless of the runtime limit. On the
other hand, when the time limit is enlarged, the heuristic with W = 4 shows an enhancement of
the results: from a reduction of 58.02%, when T'L is 2 and 4 hours, to 8.07% with T'L equal to 12
and 24 hours. The bad performance with low runtime limits (2 and 4 hours) is due to the large
size of the first two subproblems, defined respectively on stages 1-5 and 2-6, which are challenging
to solve in a short time (T Ly, is equal to 24 and 48 minutes, respectively).

Similarly to the analysis carried out on the small instances, in Figure[llwe depict the percentage
CPU time saving . When W = 1, the reduction is equal to 98.34%, independently of the runtime
limit. Indeed, all the five subproblems are solved within the time limit T L. If W = 2, the CPU
time saving is high with T'L equal to 2 hours (93.78%), while it reaches a minimum of 73.91% with
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Figure 6: Performance of the rolling horizon approach for the instance with 50 bins in terms of profit reduction.

TL = 24 hours. Finally, the situations with W = 3 and W = 4 show a similar linear trend. Indeed,
in these cases, the runtime limit is always reached, because of the large size of the subproblems.
By combining all the previous observations, we conclude that it is worth applying the rolling
horizon approach when solving large instances of the proposed multi-stage stochastic waste collec-
tion problem. The performance depends not only on the reduced time horizon of such heuristic
but also on the runtime limit set by the user. Confirming the results obtained with small instances,
we conclude that the rolling horizon approach with W = 2 and runtime limit of 2 hours is a good
trade-off between accuracy and time savings. For the sake of illustration, in Figure [§] we depict

the route obtained with these choices of the parameters for the large case instance.

5.6. Managerial insights

We conclude our analysis by providing some managerial insights on the discussed problem.

In Table [6]l we report key performance indicators obtained from the proposed formulation when
considering a runtime limit of two hours for the rolling horizon approach. We notice that the
highest value of both the profit (see the second row) and the ratio between the total weight of
collected waste and the total travelled distance (see the fifth row) is reached in the case of W = 2.
This implies that choosing such reduced time period leads to a more efficient and cost-effective
planning when compared to the other cases. A similar conclusion can be drawn when considering
the ratio between the profit reduction and the CPU time reduction with respect to the original
RP problem (see the sixth row).

From a managerial perspective, one of the key feature of the proposed model is the selection

of the bins to be visited. In Figure [l the same route is performed on days 2 and 6 of the planning
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Figure 7: Performance of the rolling horizon approach for the instance with 50 bins in terms of CPU time reduction.

w 1 2 3 4
Profit (€) 431.70  531.13  527.82  244.17
Total weight of collected waste (kg) 2573.31 2558.26 2564.08 1201.77
Total travelled distance (km) 340.29  236.35 24141  116.36
Weight /distance (kg/km) 7.56 10.82 10.62 10.33
Profit reduction/CPU time reduction 0.26 0.09 0.10 0.64

Table 6: Key performance indicators for the real case instance of 50 bins, when applying the rolling horizon approach
with a runtime limit of 2 hours.

period. Almost all the bins are visited twice (50 and 49 bins, respectively, on day 2 and 6), due to
the very high distance between the depot and the considered municipality. In Figure [0l we depict
the results of a simulation with the same bins as in the instance described in Section [5.5] but with
a closer depot. We notice that the collection is now performed on three days, with an accurate
selection of bins, respectively 28, 9 and 47 bins for each collection day. The profit is increased
by 15.26% (see the fourth column of Table [7)), due to the strong decrease of the total travelled
distance (151.62 km vs. 236.35 km). The total weight of collected waste remains almost unchanged
(2545.94 kg vs. 2558.26 kg), implying an increase of the ratio weight over distance by 55.18%. The
waste manager benefits from these results since they suggest that the opening of a new depot,
closer to the bins, increases significantly the profit, with more selective and accurate routes.
Inspired by the work of [Elbek & Wghlk (2016), we performed a sensitivity analysis with re-
spect to the bins’ filling level. Specifically, we considered situations where the accumulation rate is

increased or decreased by 10%. This corresponds to a variation of the uncertainty in the construc-
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Figure 8: Route for the large case instance with 50 bins, obtained by applying the rolling horizon approach with
W = 2 and runtime limit of 2 hours. The route is performed on days 2 and 6 of the planning period. In the picture

on the right, a zoom on the area of Condeiza-a-Nova is depicted.

tion of the scenario trees. The results of the simulations are reported in the last columns of Table

[l With respect to the original setting, the increase of the amount of waste in the bins implies

a 7.10% higher profit for the waste company. On the other hand, when the amount of waste is

reduced, the total profit decreases by 8.55%. Similar considerations can be formulated for all the

other key performance indicators.

Original setting Closer depot Varying bins’ filling level
A% +10% A% | —10% A%
Profit (€) 531.13 612.17  +15.26% | 568.85  +7.10% | 485.70  —8.55%
Total weight of collected waste (kg) 2558.26 2545.94 —4.82% | 2696.10 +5.39% | 2406.82 —5.92%
Total travelled distance (km) 236.35 151.62 —35.85% | 239.98  +1.54% | 236.35 0%
Weight /distance (kg/km) 10.82 16.79 +55.18% | 11.23 +3.79% | 10.18 —5.91%

Table 7: Key performance indicators with different configurations of the 50 bins instance. All the results are obtained
applying the rolling horizon approach with W = 2 and a runtime limit of 2 hours. The percentage variation A% is
computed with respect to the the original setting in the second column.
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6. Conclusions

In this paper, we have studied a Stochastic Inventory Routing Problem for waste collection of
recyclable materials with uncertain bins’ filling level. We have formulated such a kind of problem
through a multi-stage mixed-integer stochastic programming linear model, with the aim of maxi-
mizing the total expected profit. Scenario trees on waste accumulation rate have been generated
by means of conditional density estimation and dynamic stochastic approximation techniques. A
validation in terms of in-sample stability has been assessed too. The impact of stochasticity in the
proposed waste collection problem has been investigated through standard stochastic measures,
showing the benefits of the stochastic formulation when compared to the deterministic case. To
face with the computational complexity of the problem, we have proposed the rolling horizon as
heuristic methodology and derived a worst-case analysis of its performance. Given the availability
of real data, we have carried out extensive computational experiments on small- and large-sized
instances. We have tested the performance of the rolling horizon approach, founding out that, if

the reduced time horizon is properly chosen, such heuristic provides good quality solutions with
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limited computational efforts. Finally, we have drawn managerial insights considering different
configurations in a real case instance and providing key performance indicators.

Regarding future developments, several streams of research can originate from this work. First
of all, given the recent availability of data on a near-continuous basis, a stochastic programming
model with real-time information provided by sensors should be formulated. Secondly, the size
of the test instances should be enlarged to include more realistic waste collection systems. As
a downside, this would make the proposed formulation very challenging from a computational
perspective. To this extent, Benders’ decomposition and column generation algorithms would be

useful techniques to be considered in the future.

Data

The data used in this article are publicly available on a GitHub repository (https://github.com/aspinellibg/Stoc]
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Appendix

A) Multi-stage stochastic model Msym, with a two-commodity flow formulation
Sets:
Z={i:i=0,1,...,N,N + 1}: set of N waste bins, the real depot 0 and the copy depot N + 1;
T'={i:i=1,...,N}: set of N waste bins (depots excluded);
T={t:t=1,...,T}: set of stages;
T ' ={t:t=1,...,T —1}: set of stages (last stage excluded);
T'={t:t=2,...,T}: set of stages (first stage excluded);
N1 ={n:n=1}: root node at stage 1;
Nt={n:n=1,...,n'}: set of ordered nodes of the tree at stage ¢t € T.

Deterministic parameters:

C' travelling cost per distance unit;

R: selling price of a recyclable material;

Q: vehicle capacity;

B: waste density;

M: Big-M number;

d;;: distance between i € Z and j € T;

Sinit: percentage of waste on the total volume of bin i € 7’ at the first stage;
E;: capacity of bin 7 € Z';

pa(n): parent of node n € N*, t € T".

Stochastic parameters:

n.
a;':

7™: probability of node n € N, t € T.

Decision variables:

uncertain accumulation rate of bin ¢ € 7' at node n € N, t € T";

xt; € {0,1}: binary variable indicating if arc (i,7) is visited at time ¢ 4 1, with ¢ € 7" and for
ij €T, i+ s
y! € {0,1}: binary variable indicating if waste bin i € Z' is visited at time ¢ + 1, with t € T7;

i € R*: non-negative variable representing the waste flow between ¢ € Z’ and j € Z, 1 # j, for
neNt teT",
w? € R*: non-negative variable representing the amount of waste collected at waste bin i € 77,
forne Nt te T,
ul" € RT: non-negative variable representing the amount of waste at waste bin i € Z’, for n € N'*,

teT.

31



Model M gym,:

max RZ Z WHZ’U}?—%Z Zdz‘jxfj

teT" neNt  icZ’ teT"i,j€T
i#j
st. Y (f—fp)=2uw i€l neN teT”
JjeEL
i
S fivpi=> wp  neN teT”
i€’ €L’

B+ =0yt ijeli#jneN teT”
7 <(Q— E;Ba})x;! ijeT i#jneN teT”
Zxﬁj:2y§ JeET teT’

=

w' < EByl'  ieT'neN teT’

u <M —y™") i€’ meN teT”

ul = E;BS"™ eI ,ne N

uf =™ L BiBa} —w! €T neNteT"
WM< (1—aYEB  ieT meN teT"

vi; €{0,1y  i,jeZi#jteT

yie{0,1} ieT'teT

>0 ieljelitjneN teT"
wl>0 i€l ,neN teT”

uy >0 ie’ neN teT

<

32



B) Scenario tree generation

In this section, we discuss how to generate scenario trees to describe the problem uncertainty.
We adopt the methodologies proposed in [Kirui et all (2020a), which are based on the works of
Pflug and Pichler (see [Pflug & Pichlen (2016) for futher details).

Since only a limited number of trajectories of the accumulation rate is available from historical
data, new and additional samples are needed to be generated, even if the true distribution of the
accumulation rate is not known. However, it can be estimated by a non-parametric kernel density
technique discussed in the following.

Let (ago), .. ,al(fg, R az(-?;)) be the vector denoting the accumulation rate of bin i for week of
observation o, with o = 1,..., N,. Let k(-) be a kernel function and (pl, ce s Doy - ,pNO) be a
N,-dimensional vector of positive weights such that Zi\;"l po = 1. Let a be a random number
drawn from the uniform distribution L{(O, 1). At stage t = 1,...,T, a new sample ZL\Et) of the
accumulation rate of bin ¢ is given by

Zigt) —o® +h® . K®

2,0* )
where:
e 0" is an index between 1 and N, such that Zg;ll Po << Y0 Do

e 1 is the bandwidth, computed according to the Silverman’s rule of thumb (see [Silverman

1
(199%)), namely h® = ¢® . N, ™ +* peing ¢ the standard deviation of data at stage ¢

and m® the dimension of the process at stage t;

e K® is a random value sampled from the kernel distribution k(-) at stage t.
Before computing a new sample at stage ¢ + 1, each weight p, is updated according to the formula
S0 _ g
Do * (h(t))_m(tﬂ) . k(%), and then normalized. Further, a random number « is drawn anew.
Using this procedure, the conditional density g§t+1)
(1)

i

of the accumulation rate of bin ¢ at stage t+1,

given a . ,Ziz(-t), can be estimated by

N, - S+ _ (1)
g @ EM, L al) =S p, - (RN )-k(—l R )
o=1

(t+1)

Within this approach, every new trajectory starts at a(.”, and new samples @, are generated

K3

according to the density §§t+1), fort =1,...,T—1. At the end of the procedure at stage T', a new

trajectory (Ziz(-l), e ,ZL\Z(-T)) has been generated from the initial data.
We set al(}()) =0 = a§1> forall ¢ = 1,...,N, o = 1,..., N, because no increase of waste
at the first stage of the time horizon is assumed, and m) = N for all ¢t = 1,...,T since, at

each node, the dimension of the state corresponds to the total number of bins. Furthermore, as
suggested in [Kirui et all (20204), the kernel k(-) is set to be logistic. Figure [I0 shows one hundred
trajectories of the accumulation rate in six different bins, generated according to the conditional

density estimation process described so far.
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Secondly, we apply a dynamic stochastic approximation algorithm to generate a candidate
scenario tree (see Pflug & Pichler (2016) for details). Starting from an initial guess of a tree with a
prescribed branching structure, at every iteration of the procedure a new sample path is generated
according to the conditional density estimation process discussed above. The algorithm finds one
possible sequence of nodes in the scenario tree whose distance between the states of those nodes
and the generated sample is minimal. Thus, the states of those nodes are updated with the values
of the generated sample and the others remain unchanged. Then, the algorithm calculates the
conditional probabilities to reach each node of the tree starting from its root, and it stops when
all the iterations, whose number is decided in advance, have been performed.

The scenario tree generation procedure described so far has been implemented in Julia, relying
on the package ScenTrees.jl (see [Kirui et all (2020H)). The number of iterations for the stochastic

approximation process has been set to 10000.
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Figure 10: For each of the six considered bins, one hundred trajectories on the accumulation rate of waste generated
from historical data through the conditional density estimation process are depicted. The stages are represented on
the horizontal axis.
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C) In-sample stability
In this section, we carry out an in-sample stability analysis (see Kaut & Wallace (2007)).

In Table []l we report average results obtained by solving model M over five runs on inst_9_1,
with increasing size of the scenario tree. Box-plots of objective function and of weight of collected

waste are depicted in Figure [T11

Scenarios Branching structure  Profit (€) Weight of waste (kg) Distance (km) CPU time (s) Multistage distance

32 122222 7.43 267.58 72.84 55.22 0.063
72 133222 7.61 268.18 72.84 166.24 0.046
162 [133332] 7.42 267.52 72.84 1165.00 0.034
324 143333] 7.63 268.22 72.84 7109.18 0.027
576 144433] 7.50 267.81 72.84 51928.64 0.020
1024 (144444] Not solved to optimality within 24 hours 0.016

Table 8: Average results on the in-sample stability analysis over five runs on scenario trees with increasing size.
The results are drawn from model M on inst_9_1.

Since various indicators (profit, weight of collected waste, total travelled distance) do not vary
significantly when increasing the size of the tree, we conclude that the methodology we applied to
generate scenario trees is stable even with small trees. Besides, the multistage distance (see the
last column of Table[)), is throughout close to zero, due to the minimization of the distance in the
dynamic stochastic approximation algorithm (see [Pflug & Pichler (2016). On the other hand, the
computational time increases considerably, when increasing the size of the tree.

For all of these reasons, we decide to consider a scenario tree of size S = 32, with 63 nodes. In
Figure[2 we depict six binary scenario trees of six different bins with the corresponding probability

distributions generated from the dynamic stochastic approximation algorithm.
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Figure 11: Box-plots of objective function value (below, left-hand scale) and of weight of collected waste (above,
right-hand scale) over 5 runs of scenario trees with increasing cardinality.
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Figure 12: Examples of six-stage scenario trees of the accumulation rate of waste in the same six bins as in Figure
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[0 The corresponding probability distribution is depicted on the right of each plot.
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D) Stochastic measures (detailed results for small instances)

inst_1_9  inst_2_9  inst_3-9 inst_4_9 inst_5_9 inst_6_9 inst_7_9 inst. 8.9 inst_9_9 inst_10_9

RP 9.36 11.92 31.58 32.66 2.48 4.27 30.76 22.90 2.72 32.96
EV 23.79 14.43 38.23 38.58 17.24 18.10 36.85 45.80 18.60 42.82
ws 17.63 17.46 45.50 37.94 16.40 15.88 35.98 25.40 24.04 45.68
%EV PI 38% 46% 44% 16% 562% 272% 17% 1% 783% 39%
%V SST 00 00 ) 7% 00 ) 00 00 00 o0
%V 88?2 00 00 o0 7% 00 00 00 00 00 o0
%V 883 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 [S) [eS]
%V S84 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 ) o]
%V SS° 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 ) [eS]
%MLUSSY o~ 00 00 7% 00 00 00 00 00 00
%MLUSS? oo o0 00 7% 00 00 00 00 00 o0
%MLUSS? oo 0 00 0 00 00 0 00 0 0o
%MLUSS* oo o0 ) o0 &) ) 00 00 00 00
%MLUSS®> oo 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 [S) [eS]
%MLUDSY 0% 0% 0% 7% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
%MLUDS?  546% 500% 179% % 1992% 1131% 174% 235% 1760% 150%
%MLUDS®  546% 500% 179% 7% 1992% 1131% 174% 235% 1760% 150%
%MLUDS*  546% 500% 179% 7% 1992% 1131% 174% 235% 1760% 150%

%MLUDS®  546% 500% 179% 147% 1992% 1131% 174% 235% 1760% 150%

Table 9: Detailed results of RP, EV, WS and of stochastic measures %EV PI, %V SSt, %W MLUSS*, %MLUDS?,
for 1 <t < 5. The values in percentage denote the gap with respect to the corresponding RP problem. The results
refer to the instances with 9 bins.

inst-1-10  inst_2.10  inst_3-10  inst_4-10 inst-5.10  inst_6_.10 inst-7-10  inst_8-10 inst_9-10  inst_10-10

RP 14.57 25.97 53.88 54.09 16.41 32.07 41.28 35.71 33.16 36.59
EV 32.06 28.48 53.88 58.82 22.50 32.07 48.12 40.65 40.45 36.59
wSs 34.42 32.40 57.08 63.13 29.61 35.38 47.91 49.40 43.67 38.10
%EV PI 136% 25% 6% 17% 80% 10% 16% 38% 32% 1%
%V SST 00 S 00 S 00 00 0% 00 00 00
%V SS? 9] 00 3] 00 9] 00 55% 00 00 00
%VSS? 9] 00 00 00 00 00 55% 00 9] 59
%V Sst 00 00 00 00 00 00 s3] 0o 00 00
%V SS° 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00
%MLUSST oo 00 o) 00 o) 00 0% 00 00 00
%MLUSS? oo 00 00 00 00 00 55% 00 00 00
%MLUSS? oo 00 o0 00 00 00 55% 00 00 00
%MLUSS* oo 00 00 00 00 00 00 9] 00 9]
%MLUSS® oo S 00 S 00 S 00 00 00 00
%MLUDSY 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
%MLUDS?  316% 229% 95% 87% 348% 160% 55% 153% 157% 147%
%MLUDS®  316% 229% 95% 87% 348% 160% 55% 153% 157% 147%
%MLUDS* 316% 229% 95% 87% 348% 160% 55% 153% 157% 147%
%MLUDS®  316% 229% 95% 87% 348% 160% 55% 153% 157% 147%

Table 10: Detailed results of RP, EV, WS and of stochastic measures %EV PI, %V SSt, %M LUSS?, %M LUDS?,
for 1 <t < 5. The values in percentage denote the gap with respect to the corresponding RP problem. The results
refer to the instances with 10 bins.
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inst_1-11  inst_2_11 inst-3-11 inst_4_11 inst-5_.11 inst_6_11 inst-7-11 inst-8_-11 inst-9-11 inst_10-11

RP 30.83 38.46 64.24 33.12 46.72 50.21 60.99 29.87 15.73 42.31
EV 32.38 41.03 66.18 33.12 49.84 53.15 61.94 34.10 26.57 52.39
wsSs 40.32 41.96 65.57 46.96 51.60 52.02 62.36 36.42 25.93 48.32
%EV PI 31% 9% 2% 42% 10% 1% 2% 22% 65% 14%
%V SST 00 S 00 S 00 00 o0 S o0 0
%V SS? o0 S o0 S o0 S 0 S 0 0
%VSS? 00 00 00 00 ] 00 00 00 00 00
%VSSt 00 00 00 00 00 00 o0 0 o0 0
%V SS°® 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00
%MLUSST oo 00 o) 00 o) 00 00 00 00 00
%MLUSS? oo 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00
%MLUSS? oo 00 o) 00 00 00 0o 00 00 00
%MLUSS* oo 00 00 00 00 00 00 9] 00 00
%MLUSS® oo 00 0o 00 00 00 00 00 00 00
%MLUDS"™ 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
%MLUDS?  200% 155% 100% 156% 129% 124% 93% 166% 326% 131%
%MLUDS?  200% 155% 100% 156% 129% 124% 93% 166% 326% 131%
%MLUDS*  200% 155% 100% 156% 129% 124% 93% 166% 326% 131%
%MLUDS®  200% 155% 100% 156% 129% 124% 93% 166% 326% 131%

Table 11: Detailed results of RP, EV, WS and of stochastic measures %EV PI, %V SSt, %MLUSS*, % MLUDS?,
for 1 <t < 5. The values in percentage denote the gap with respect to the corresponding RP problem. The results
refer to the instances with 11 bins.
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E) Performance of the rolling horizon approach (detailed results for small instances)

inst_1.9  inst_2_9 inst.3_.9 inst_4_9 inst.5_9 inst_6_9 inst_7.9 inst. 8.9 inst_9-9 inst_10_9

w Profit reduction (%)

1 11% oo 37% 8”() 74%) U% 32”() (0.¢] U% 7%)

2 11% 95% 3% 8% 4% 0% 32% 54% 0% %

3 11% 95% 3% 8% 4% 0% 32% 54% 0% %

4 11% 0% 37% 8% 74% 0% 32% 0% 0% 7%
w Computational time reduction (%)

1 94% 99% 99% 94% 99% 99% 100% 95% 100% 100%
2 85% 76% 96% 81% 98% 98% 99% 79% 100% 97%
3 67% 49% 90% 49% 83% 96% 96% 49% 99% 91%
4 40% —-9% 5% 5% 85% 79% 94% —36% 98% 67%

Table 12: Detailed results on the performance of the rolling horizon approach, in terms of reduction of the profit
and of the CPU time when compared to the RP problem. The results refer to the instances with 9 bins.

inst_1-10  inst_2-10 inst_3_-10 inst_4_10 inst_.5.10 inst_6_10 inst.7-10 inst_.8-10 inst_9-10 inst_10_-10

w Profit reduction (%)

1 0% 00 59% 1% 68% 15% 00 26% 17% 00

2 0% 50% 20% 1% 68% 15% 55% 26% 17% 36%
3 0% 50% 20% 4% 68% 15% 55% 26% 17% 36%
4 0% 0% 0% 1% 68% 36% 0% 26% 17% 0%
w Computational time reduction (%)

1 99% 87% 100% 99% 99% 100% 100% 100% 99% 100%
2 95% 56% 97% 91% 97% 99% 97% 95% 94% 99%
3 89% 0% 91% 9% 86% 94% 89% 86% 84% 97%
4 8% —82% 5% 1% 28% 37% 86% 42% -151% 82%

Table 13: Detailed results on the performance of the rolling horizon approach, in terms of reduction of the profit
and of the CPU time when compared to the RP problem. The results refer to the instances with 10 bins.

inst_1_11  inst_2_11 inst_3_11 inst_4_11 inst_5_11 inst_6_11 inst_7_11 inst.8_11 inst.9_11 inst_10_11

W Profit reduction (%)

1 49% 93% 28% 46% 11% 26% 54% 16% 48% 10%
2 49% 34% 28% 46% 1% 26% 15% 16% 48% 10%
3 49% 34% 28% 46% 11% 26% 15% 16% 48% 10%
4 0% 0% 0% 54% 0% 0% 0% 16% 48% 10%
w Computational time reduction (%)

1 100% 98% 98% 84% 100% 100% 100% 98% 99% 100%
2 99% 85% 84% 30% 96% 99% 96% 91% 97% 99%
3 95% —490% 61% —23% 91% 98% 69% 55% 93% 96%
4 82% —141% —36% -161% 80% 93% 66% 10% 10% 90%

Table 14: Detailed results on the performance of the rolling horizon approach, in terms of reduction of the profit
and of the CPU time when compared to the RP problem. The results refer to the instances with 11 bins.
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