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2. Problem formulation
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3. Relation between MRUM and ARUM models
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Fig. 1. Choice probability functions under ARUM and MRUM.
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Fig. 2. Fitting choice probability functions yielded by the two frameworks in two-dimensional space.
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4. Solution methods
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(3Local search heuristic
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(3)Local search heuristic
VA < U R A e = ¢
7772 X% miny v o maxe L (x, A, YV, ¥l |y) @< cethEs
BEOFBEIVIIVNN—TiTEL, BoN/-BREEING T I TV 2 BB EHTE T H LT

ORE MaXyeea(y) foio (Y, X) EEEECIEbTED

SFY, xhE—oRERE S DT WXy x4 ol 0, Vi€ [m)

T;

Stepl
DN SR T, E B A SIS 2IBFT 2 BN Y h' o, IRE DRI i@FE%LﬂD LTun<
ORI BEKICEL-ETEor L YVRWEE R DT A2 EATEARWESICEL

Step2
DR — X DBATIRR
O(Y)DHERIERIT. FERF BB MRIM 2 mlL., ROBOIEFEEROIT57-OITEHIND

Step3
WEDBIREASRNOME %, Step2 TR ON > T-B2NET L2 EBIRFESNDOHE LT S

AARICBWTCZORAERFIEIISMTH Y.
A#BER EAZBELTLTY XLIFEHEELRS C KW

2024/7/20 iRk A 2024 #16 28



5. Numerical experiments

2024/7/20 Eimaaa 2024 #16 29



Experimental settings

%L#)w:UXA%JﬁT%# (2. &R9gE (:XFMCP%mﬂMP):ﬁLT?—&ﬂvkéiyﬁAmiﬁ
IR FRBECBEOT—XtE Yy MZIZES2400 (4 VR EXVADH Y . ERTICHLT24DA VAR AHDERKRSI NS

(Il,m) (BEYV—>r0&Es, HBTS)
{(100, 100), (100, 1000), (100, 3000), (200, 2000), (400, 1000), (800, 400), (800, 800), (1000, 1000), (2000, 2000), (5000, 1000)}

Xy aX bEBECEEOT —Xty b Tk, 27 (2000, 2000) (L4
COYAZXDA VAR VAIZAR MDY ETEC, EFO77A—FCHEBEFERNTHBRATER WD

HUEERE

4 notation
€ €{0.2m,0.5m,0.7m}  ne€l aw BE /> nORHICHDENL I (KT S
K € {0.2m,0.5m,0.7m} i €Im] : BEDOERICHETS BOEXR

. ‘ 7rﬁ75’tﬁ INDFEDERKE

a,; from [0.51.5]o@H 57 > & LhD>H—IT4ER/ K B0 X N 2 e ) BB

< e o L, U BRI A3 2 FHOTRE LR
by from [1,10]0fE» 5 5 > & L 28— £ N e B R D
0,:[1,10][90,100] mfHAh > 5 > & Lh D ¥— I 4B L HThERR % AL B R RS BT DS AT
L, U, Vi € [m]: SicriLi < CEMI4 & 51089— I/ KRR

L Uiy VE€ [m]: Diepmy Li < CERBLT S5 125 & 7R+ v # AMD Ryzen 3-3100 CPU @ 3.60

GHz. RAM 24 GB. Windows 10 ##5%; L 7= PC
ZBEAVRZ Y AD CPU BE%IRIZ 600
PLIYXLDPBEFE.2BZ 2 ELEILEL., REREZELHRT S
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. . . . Table 2
Comparison results for the cost optimization MICP Comparison results for the cost optimization MCP instances, 8 instances per row.
|| m C # Instances with best Average CPU time (s)
objective
CONICT7' B T L% CPLEXTHE Z & T, &AM VARV R &L CONIC CONVEX ~CONIC ~  CONVEX
2DO0OF7 7 A—F% CONICE CONVEX & RS 100 100 20 8 8 0.05 0.11
(CPLEX) (fmincon) 100 100 50 8 8 0.05 0.09
100 100 70 8 8 0.05 0.10
100 1000 200 8 8 0.41 6.10
. . ) 100 1000 500 8 8 0.42 7.36
CONICIE. 3007 I —TF RTCTEA VAZ Y ZAITX L THoE B 100 1000 700 8 8 0.43 6.96
" B 800 400 80 8 8 1.84 5.48
P TRt - = ax W o 800 400 200 8 8 1.85 6.10
CONVEXI%. 300D 5 H24 T BB = 1814 800 400 280 8 8 1.79 6.32
_ — AEE #1 32 - Z A= ! 800 800 160 8 8 3.77 50.48
7'i_CON|CLM\g L CPURFRT L. CONVEXICHA D B BFRE &L Y 400 500 400 o o 376 2207
HKIGIZAE WL 800 800 560 8 8 3.77 57.25
400 1000 200 8 8 1.55 22.72
N . N 400 1000 500 8 8 1.53 23.69
FIEL L OKEREDOA XXX (m>400)D & & 400 1000 700 8 8 1.56 2431
— —p - AN 1000 1000 200 8 8 7.30 112.53
CONICT7 7 A —F[ZCONVEX &L Y H#5~30B3 ==X 1000 1000 500 g g 718 121 48
1000 1000 700 8 8 7.44 129.71
200 2000 400 8 8 1.85 55.35
(11|, m) = (100,1000)D & S o 200 2000 1000 8 8 1.89 55.54
CONICIZCONVEX & V #915F. m=30000 & 230fE =R 200 2000 1400 8 8 1.85 50.73
100 3000 600 8 8 1.84 60.93
100 3000 1500 8 8 1.88 63.72
100 3000 2100 8 8 1.90 49.79
5000 1000 200 8 4 136.08 579.13
5000 1000 500 8 2 116.72 588.30
5000 1000 700 8 0 114.81 600.00
2000 2000 400 8 0 48.40 600.00
2000 2000 1000 8 0 46.44 600.00
2024/7/20 Jma 25 20004 #16 2000 2000 1400 8 0 47.55 600.00
Average 8 7.1




Table 3
Comparison results for the joint location and cost optimization problem, for small-sized and medium-sized instances grouped by (m,|I|,C, K) (8 instances per row); CN stands for

JOint Iocation and Cost optimization MCP the CONIC approach and M1, M5 stand for the MOA algorithms with T = 1,5, respectively.
. m ) C K # Instances solved to optimality # Instances with best objectives Average CPU time (s)
A > R E 2 A ($2164E CN M1 M5 CN M1/M5 LS CN M1 M5
. B N . 100 100 20 20 8 8 8 8 8 8 1.3 0.2 0.4
H#ftBEER(L (CN) . =IFHy PAEBEBTZILTY 100 100 20 50 8 8 8 8 8 8 17 0.1 0.1
. e i 100 100 20 70 8 8 8 8 8 7 1.4 0.0 0.1
N (MI,M5) ) cl: OREFRER (LS) #EE 100 100 50 20 7 8 8 8 8 8 80.8 1.0 11
100 100 50 50 8 8 8 8 8 8 3.1 0.3 0.4
100 100 50 70 8 8 8 8 8 8 1.2 0.0 0.1
_ 100 100 70 20 7 8 8 8 8 8 78.2 1.2 0.8
MOATEZE /X7 X l}\ 100 100 70 50 8 8 8 8 8 8 0.8 0.1 0.3
= - w 100 100 70 70 8 8 8 8 8 8 0.9 0.0 0.1
-’% E'l';%i ’C“jJD BNy bk @%E T € {1,5} 400 800 80 80 0 8 8 8 8 0 600.0 36.1 40.8
400 800 80 200 1 8 8 8 8 0 530.1 2.5 5.7
400 800 80 280 1 8 8 8 8 0 543.4 0.4 0.7
400 800 200 80 0 8 8 8 8 0 600.0 98.5 102.3
400 800 200 200 5 8 8 7 8 0 3436 8.4 10.7
400 800 200 280 2 8 8 7 8 0 498.6 0.6 0.6
SR . . - 400 800 280 80 0 8 8 8 8 0 600.0 99.8 126.1
Hil@ﬁ’* (SOIVed to Optl mallty) “'E = T & 400 800 280 200 7 8 8 8 8 0 172.0 13.3 17.8
0 B S 400 800 280 280 6 8 8 8 8 0 318.3 0.7 2.2
E/l%l\lAI‘(j:: 93:9%3;2056 :Cﬁ 7 % 19 Tﬁq'f: = -TP/—‘E{’ S 800 800 160 160 0 8 8 8 8 0 600.0 123.6 147.6
0 C =7 e 800 800 160 400 3 8 8 8 8 0 448.0 8.9 12.9
o 800 800 160 560 3 8 8 8 8 0 460.1 1.6 1.9
800 800 400 160 0 6 8 8 8 0 600.0 349.2 272.8
. . . - 800 800 400 400 2 8 8 8 8 0 479.7 22.4 30.0
HEiiE H E(J B‘ﬂﬁ(beSt objectlves) ‘“E H -;- 3¢ 800 800 400 560 6 8 8 8 8 0 201.0 4.8 6.7
R 0 N N LB 800 800 560 160 0 6 8 8 8 0 600.0 337.8 288.0
g#j _l;_ :\:_C CONIC | ;;;%95 6% DA VAR /%X% ;C S ERA ﬂE 800 800 560 400 1 8 8 8 8 0 537.2 21.4 35.9
pl W RT -)NT+#—<T VR B 800 800 560 560 7 8 8 8 8 0 1635  13.9 35.2
1000 100 200 200 1 8 8 8 8 0 525.5 9.3 8.8
1000 100 200 500 7 8 8 8 8 0 132.0 1.2 2.7
- v 1000 100 200 700 8 8 8 8 8 0 3.9 0.8 15
Z *L Et CO N |C 75 H—I FIEﬁ % 7& E AT Qnta U ;'=_v§= L 7LC Egilr'ﬂ"j 1000 100 500 200 6 8 8 8 8 4 208.5 19.1 15.1
2 AN B =3 _ 1000 100 500 500 6 8 8 6 8 0 153.2 1.8 5.6
%‘F 75\ WCThHDHZ L %Eﬁﬂ'b"c ERANRV:» 1000 100 500 700 8 8 8 8 8 0 3.4 1.0 3.1
1000 100 700 200 7 8 8 8 8 4 100.9 20.2 20.1
R 1000 100 700 500 8 8 8 8 8 4 20.0 2.4 5.1
LS| ;l— 'f@@ T Ha—F & J;]:Q?)'E LT 'I/:'l:l_ﬁlé 35 < 25.25% 1000 100 700 700 8 8 8 8 8 0 6.2 2.0 1.7
= 1000 400 200 200 0 8 8 8 8 0 600.0 45.6 68.5
T HI;E ﬁq: % 7~ T 1000 400 200 500 4 8 8 8 8 0 338.2 3.7 6.9
1000 400 200 700 5 8 8 8 8 0 296.1 1.3 2.8
1000 400 500 200 0 8 8 8 8 4 600.0 123.9 82.6
1000 400 500 500 5 8 8 8 8 0 248.0 6.7 11.3
1000 400 500 700 4 8 8 7 8 0 327.6 5.3 6.1
1000 400 700 200 3 8 8 8 8 4 406.2 180.0 152.6
1000 400 700 500 5 8 8 8 8 0 357.3 7.9 15.3
2024/7/20 1000 400 700 700 6 8 8 8 8 0 2038 115 3.0
Average 4.56 7.91 8 7.89 8 2.02




Table 3

Comparison results for the joint location and cost optimization problem, for small-sized and medium-sized instances grouped by (m,|I|,C, K) (8 instances per row); CN stands for

:'Zﬁ_] CP U H# Fﬂ ‘: E E -a— 6 t the CONIC approach and M1, M5 stand for the MOA algorithms with T = 1,5, respectively.
.

. R R N + _ m ) C K # Instances solved to optimality # Instances with best objectives Average CPU time (s)
IANTDA /X? v AN CPU B ICE L T, N M1 M5 CN M1/M5 LS N M1 M5
MOA PMbD 7 7 0—F LYUENTWEZEHLhA S 100 100 20 20 8 8 8 8 8 8 1.3 0.2 0.4

100 100 20 50 8 8 8 8 8 8 1.7 0.1 0.1
100 100 20 70 8 8 8 8 8 7 1.4 0.0 0.1
£7 70 —F TG FH CPU KEAROEWI IL— 100 % % ‘ 5 s s s s 31 o3 os
- R =] 3 - —° 100 100 50 70 8 8 8 8 8 8 1.2 0.0 0.1
70)%[’(‘ M1 (//7}[/jj v I\%“Eﬁﬂ’{) AN O 100 100 70 20 7 8 8 8 8 8 78.2 1.2 0.8
A—FZEEL. M5 A ZHICH< 100 100 7 7 5 5 s s s s o5 oo o1
400 800 80 80 0 8 8 8 8 0 6000  36.1 40.8
a0y 400 800 80 200 1 8 8 8 8 0 5301 2.5 5.7
CONIC [Z—FBBICHT L TOIM/NRT F —< > X HFIE L | 400 800 80 280 1 8 8 8 8 0 5434 0.4 0.7
N \ =) . 400 800 200 80 0 8 8 8 8 0 6000 985 102.3
LS IXIFE AL DHETHEFEZBX N ICERDHEL 400 800 200 200 5 8 8 7 8 0 3436 8.4 10.7
- 400 800 200 280 2 8 8 7 8 0 4986 0.6 0.6
V7H=FIZRD 400 800 280 80 0 8 8 8 8 0 6000  99.8 126.1
400 800 280 200 7 8 8 8 8 0 1720  13.3 17.8
400 800 280 280 6 8 8 8 8 0 3183 0.7 2.2
800 800 160 160 0 8 8 8 8 0 6000  123.6 147.6
800 800 160 400 3 8 8 8 8 0 4480 8.9 12,9
800 800 160 560 3 8 8 8 8 0 4601 1.6 1.9
' 800 800 400 160 0 6 8 8 8 0 600.0  349.2 272.8
LSO IZE U 800 800 400 400 2 8 8 8 8 0 4797 224 30.0
| = 3 800 800 400 560 6 8 8 8 8 0 2010 4.8 6.7
LS DR R T v 7Tl N & DX b EEfLfEEE FR 800 800 560 160 0 6 8 8 8 0 6000 3378 288.0
Y, N — g2 B A 800 800 560 400 1 8 8 8 8 0 537.2 21.4 35.9
TOBEDDH DI, _Li‘HZl"“EI:R DI % %%T 256 800 800 560 560 7 8 8 8 8 0 1635  13.9 35.2
DHEIEANIZOAOXR MDD B 1000 100 200 200 1 8 8 8 8 0 5255 9.3 8.8
1000 100 200 500 7 8 8 8 8 0 1320 1.2 27
1000 100 200 700 8 8 8 8 8 0 3.9 0.8 15
1000 100 500 200 6 8 8 8 8 4 2085  19.1 15.1
1000 100 500 500 6 8 8 6 8 0 1532 1.8 5.6
N = o 1000 100 500 700 8 8 8 8 8 0 3.4 1.0 31
MOA7I/ILTY X LlE, M#H&IX MR B TRE D/ 1000 100 700 200 7 8 8 8 8 4 1009 202 20.1
== _ 1000 100 700 500 8 8 8 8 8 4 20.0 2.4 5.1
JF =N A %%ii L. €D/X7 F 7 ¥ RIBRIE 1000 100 700 700 8 8 8 8 8 0 6.2 2.0 17
TYRAEX—MBEICEMNMEND Ay bo# (T) (TKEF 1000 400 200 200 0 8 8 8 8 0 600.0  45.6 68.5
= Z 1000 400 200 500 4 8 8 8 8 0 3382 37 6.9
T 5 7”: \ 1_jJD 0)7"9%= N E,%?\T %) 1000 400 200 700 5 8 8 8 8 0 296.1 1.3 2.8
1000 400 500 200 0 8 8 8 8 4 600.0 1239 82.6
1000 400 500 500 5 8 8 8 8 0 2480 6.7 11.3
' 1000 400 500 700 4 8 8 7 8 0 327.6 5.3 6.1
1000 400 700 200 3 8 8 8 8 4 4062  180.0 152.6
1000 400 700 500 5 8 8 8 8 0 357.3 7.9 15.3
2024/7/20 1000 400 700 700 6 8 8 8 8 0 2038 115 3.0
Average 4.56 7.01 8 7.89 8 2.02
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6. Conclusion
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- TR LFBETILO T TORKRIIME OX FRBELOEERE
- MCPO X FEBEILDOIRICHE LT, ARUMEMRUMAE W KL FElTED Z & ZRLT

- FREAOE SN IE. ARUMD IR @B IEMTH Y . KO DHARETHD DI L. MRUM®D 3 X
FEEAEEIENERE Y IILN—ICL > THEROHIDIEEICHEL Z ENTE S

- HitEES b e~ TFhHy PAEREMUICE DK 2D0OEEREEE . BIERe 12—V AT 4 v I %2REL.
MRUMO T THOHIEE OX FOEREEICEEZL -7

cHERRLTA VR EZ Y RICEDCEREZITL., OX M BECEEICH T ACONICT 7O—F &, HEeMEICHT
HZMOAT7ILTY XL DONRMEA R L 7=

- BIBRE WS o AEMEIZ. MRUMICE S5 WGEVREAAY Y PETILD LS BRMBOXA TORIRET LA
SNTAHEZETHAHD

- MRUMDF R ICBId 2R R IE, w2 &Mt&D&E{ (Wang, 2012) ©EF 12U T+ - 5 —LHE (Yang et

al,,2012) O LD BMBDOBIRR—XOEBRRFRBICEITAMRUM 7 L — AT — 2 DERZERTEENEE
THDHZEZTELTWS
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