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Boundary Condition: f(0,0,...,0,0,*) =0

f(w,,wz,...,wm,T,q)=ooifany w; >k orany w; <0

orT<OQorT>Xk; ~1.
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2.3. Decomposition Heuristic (DH)
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Ase HE iﬂlgi A sta 3}‘3}‘6 o] AA = Best DH DH DH
ﬂl%—% tlA] &5 e DH 7|HE &5t MAd BATC 6,3 12,6 24,12
|7t vhe X &2& HH 7hA] HHEghoh 3*30%4 | 2.00 1.76 1.27 1.00
EXAAYHLE FA A77F AZRFF State 3*%40*4 | 2.10 2.02 1.68 1.53
7 FA43] solu AXAZte]l A FrtsE U 3%50%4 | 2.63 311 1.71 1.50
Hia) o] 712 A7 Al State TE AHRTL 3*%60%4 | 3.72 236 2.21 1.80
ZA FA9 A7 AZdFE 5247;“@'%51_3}. 2 3%3(*8 1.26 1.27 1.00 1.00
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3. Computational Experiment 4*30*8 1.72 1.44 1.13 1.00
4*40*8 | 1.90 1.54 1.29 1.11
WA 7)o Anzte vlmarl 95 7t 4*50*8 2.28 1.95 1.54 1.33
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Family 9] BATC 6,3 12,6 24,12
A 5 30, 40, 50, 60 3*30*4 | 83.83 | 0.01< | 0.01< | 0.00 | 0.34
(n) 3*40*4 | 85.67 | 0.01< | 0.04 0.09 0.39
Family 2] 34 3*50*4 | 86.44 | 0.01< | 0.05 0.12 0.44
 (m) ’ 3*60*4 | 88.09 | 0.01< | 0.05 0.12 0.45
TERER 4s 3*30*8 | 82.71 | 0.01< | 0.01< | 0.04 0.32
(B) ’ 3*40*8 | 82.78 | 0.01< | 0.01< | 0.03 0.37
2 with probability 0.2 3*50*8 | 83.65 | 0.01< | 0.01 0.05 0.39
Family 4 with probability 0.2 3*60*8 | 84.15 | 0.01< | 0.01 0.08 0.40
2 A 3 10 with probability 0.3 4*30%4 | 9292 | 0.0l< | 0.06 0.29 0.45
) 16 with probability 0.2 4*40%4 | 103.28 | 0.01< | 0.07 0.35 0.49
20 with probability 0.1 4*50*4 | 211.19 | 0.01< | 0.10 0.36 0.53
mAA D*S 4*60*4 | 486.26 | 0.01< | 0.12 0.39 0.77
S=05,15 . 4*30*8 | 79.83 | 0.01< | 0.05 0.08 0.38
R R 4*40*8 | 81.96 | 0.01< | 0.05 0.16 0.38
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