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Abstract
In this paper, we propose a freight and fleet optimization model under CVO
environment. The model is a kind of multi commodity network flow model based on
Vehicle Routing Problem(VRP) and Vehicle Scheduling Problem(VSP), and considering
operations and purposes of CVO. The main purpose of CVO is the freight and fleet
management to reduce logistics cost and to improve in vehicle safety. Thus, the
objective of this model is to minimize routing cost of all the vehicle and to find the

location of commodities which have origin and destination. We also present some
computing test results.
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