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An Efficient Solution Procedure for (p;, p;)-PLP

Ki Hyoung Son*

Abstract

This paper concerns with (pi, pz)-Plant Location Froblem in which entire set of candidate sites for

facility locations is divided by two overlapping subsets, each of which with its own number of facili-

ties to be established. We propose an algorithm which attempts to solve the Lagrangean dual of (p,

pz2)-PLP by dividing sub-problem into two p-Plant lLocation Problems and solving them based on

the convexity of the Lagrangean dual problem with respect to the number of facilities to be estab-

lished. In doing so, Orthogonal Move procedure is prcposed to provide easy-to-obtain lower bound to

the Lagrangean Dual of (pi, p2)-PLP. Computationa: experience is reported.
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23 (P) 9] Lagange #Z4 (D) t}&
3} Ze] 2o Ach

(D) : Max u, « L(u, w)
=Max vy w2 24=1.2 Uk Ps
+Min ZieXie; Ci; Xij + e Fi Y
+ Dtz ien WY
s.t. (2), (3), (4), (5)
=Max uw, w— Zk=1,2 Ue s+ (SPLP)u, w

u, k = 1,2 & (1) 7z kel &t Lagrange
Adigels A (D) WEHiaHFAe
2 22 Simple Plant Location Problem
(SPLP)¢]t}. o] SPLP + Khumawala[12],
Bilde and Krarup[3], Erlenkotter[7], Guignard
(9] 5ol 938l g A7AH7} 2H= e 9}
2.0, Erlenkotter ¢ DUALOCo|gl:= sy
Wks] AgAQ Aoz gIFH AU
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Aoz 5F AMFzAAE ojshsleq A& La-
grange #AdliEA S #Ae fold 2 44
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UXAAE oY AL d&F e FA
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o g d& e A (P) 9 A=A
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T ok A4 (2) B2 (3)& ot
-2 pMP, pPLP, SPLP%-2] FAlol] Christofides
and Beasley [5], Cornuejols et. al. [6], Narula et. al.
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2.1 Lagrange o FAl9] ®712] AR

oS FEAYEA (2) F nean

(Z) :Min {f(x) | g(x) <bxeX}

A (Z) 2] Lagrange %24 L(b) = o}
ef o} et

L(b) =Max{L(ub) | u=0}

L(u, b) =Min{f(x) +u(g(x) —b) | xX}
= —ub+Min{f(x) +ug(x) | x€X}
= —ub+h(u)

(Theorem) L(b) &+ b 2] BEg4 o]},

($9) 999 by b b # by, 2 2€[0, 1]4
A3 L(b) &2 L(b) 7} o e]® aL(b)—(1
=~ A)L(by) 2L(Aby + (1 - b,) AR st}
ghef L(b) & L(b)7b —oo 2l 2E bel
e Lb)=—oco ojm2 i FHe djite)
obvct. @ebA L(by), L(b:) ZF AR 3AE
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L(Ab;+ (1 —)by) = —u*(ib -+ (1—)by)
+h(u*) o]

L(b;) = —u*b;+h(u*), L(b:) = —u*b+h(u*) o]
ok a2k

AL(by) + (1 —)L(by) = —u*(Ab;+(1—4)

bs) +h(u*)=L(ab,+ (1—-)b,) A

9)2] Theorem & 7 43 Aoz
Bitran et. al. [4]-& °] AA& ol &3 o HAH
3} 7)¥] (Inverse Optimization Technique) 2=
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g u} sl
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o] A o)sht.
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L(by, bs) =Max . »—uib; —uzb;+Min
{f(x) +ug (x)+ug(x) | xeX}
=Max u. « L(u,u)

g odele] urz0 o sl Lludut sk L
u) S obelsh el Aelgeh
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+ug(x) | xeX}
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+uig (x) +uwlg(x) | xeX}
= —u*b; + L{u)u?
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+utg(x) | xeX}
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+utgi(x) +ug(x) | xeX}

=L(u: juw) W
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2.2 Algorithm

21 oM Aejd AL olgstel ¥4 (D)
o sy e

Fo)2l w=00l hate] Lp)& ohehst el
cEEE S
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= Max , ~uipi+Min 2iei 2= Ci; Xi)
+ 3 FY: + ez Dicie weY,
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o] (Ziet FYi+Zicp uzY) 1 ot} (p,PLP) 9]
Lagrange d-F-Alejm L(p)9o Wy 24z
TAE (2 FY + 22 Dien wY) & 24
uj-g-2 2 7}x SPLP olt}.

(p/PLP) :Min 2t 20, Ci; Xij + 2iat FUY;
+ D wY;
s.. Den Yi=pi
(2), (3), (4), (5)

ol Al L{ulwh, vt =2 0, & otelie} o] A9
&} A}

L(w | w*)=—utp:+Max ,—up
+Min 21 Zje; Cy Xij+ Zia FiY,
+ Dien Y+ e 1Y,
st (2), (3), (4), (5)

=—uwfp; + L(p1)

L(p) 9 A& viet 332 LlwludHe L
(p2)E 22 dhoz Aostd (A Dol 4
L{u Juz*) =L(uw#, u®) < L | ub

= L(wf', uwf

< L(u | w) = Lw*, wh)

o] #A Agddd. wetbA Lip) 3 Lip) =
¥E utel wtE Hgeol d& 5 ok ¥ 2
1 ¢ Theoremel 23t L(p)< po 253
Frolth. o] B-E34 AL o]&3te Lip)9
2z Aois ke Fabe e (18] A
A3 ANeHel 9eBR Ag7|AE o]F 3
K oFgch

u % u. & Lpoe WY Has #A4d

(SPLP) 2] #HA s el p, 3 p,He A|HES
AR A sk AdHsgkelel kA p, = p
< polebst® [L(p,)—L({p) ]/ (p,—p)2 p.
oy Abele} o A plel oidt L(p) e A 4
3ol =i o3 AHeldl o o] p
(SPLP)u;, w,, w = [L(p,) —L(p.) 1/(p,~p) &

$o} Qg % oluh

(A8 2)(SPLP)u, u:9 #A& (X* Y*) 7}
Sen Y*=p olzhd (X*, Y*)& (p'PLP)|
#HA ol uS LipHe A8 o]}

(ZB)(X*, YO (pPLP) S Ala7bsao]m
oj9 V(p'PLP) = L(p)olm2 (X% Y9& (p’
PLPYS] H"solW u, & L(p)el ol
. W

@2k (SPLP)u, ws £o] p's 73w o
& U7kA Fo AsbA A7) S

Casel . p = m
Case 2 : p,<p < pi
Case3 : ;< p < p,

Cased :p,=p =& p, =p

Case 12 (pPLP)# L(p)9Y HAHHE A&
74o]m Case 29} Case 39] 4 $-& pe=p =&
o, =p 2 & thg Aol ug doy Lip)
3 (pPLP)E F+= #AL A4&rc) Case 4
= V(piPLP) ¢} L(p) ztel] # Az} (Duali-
v Gap)7t EA8AY (SPLP)u,uell E43
A&7t slel (SPLP) 9| #jwo] Dy Y* = pi
ol g HAsA EF Agoli[18]. o] A%
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&3 e Algorithm& A7t & % gioh C,
M# K& Feoid Ae 3k, L L*s 47
L(p) 3 Lp) 9 HAdNANA AR AHE A
Ao zgtolzsta |- | AR - o 2
7% vepdrh.

Algorithm

Step 1. 7|4
u’<=0, u’<=0, k<0, LB& —o0, me0.
Step 2. L(u | u)& & L(p) 9 A& u*&
wt! olglgtet. qkek | I*f=p,, | L*| =p:
o] Go to Step 6.
2.1 2hef L(u | uf)—LB=<C o] mem
+1. LB&L(u | wf). Go to Step 3
2.2 m«0. Go to Step 3.
Step 3. L(wu*")& Fo Lp) 9 HH3 u*E
uftlejgtgtel. wkeF [ 1I* | =p, |L*| =
p: ©|™ Go to Step 6.

3.1 =eF L(uz | u**")—LB=C ol m<
m+1. LB<L(u; | u/f*"). Go to Step 4

3.2 m<0. Go to Step 4.

Step 4. 22f m=M o]AY k=Ke]® Go to
Step 5.
k<k+1. Go to Step 2.

Step 5. ¥71A) %] 7]

Step 6. Stop.

2] o] Algorithm ol 4] Step 22} Step 3+ u 3%
w2 g WHelrby FIA HEZ (u, w)
9 HEHdAq Ed (uh e & 219 9
o 4] HXe] Aztslrw  (Orthogonal Move)E
ahA Rt

(d]) Test Problem
Size : {(m X n) = (33 x 33), Fixed Cost : 0
(pi, p2) 1 (11,11)

k 0 1 1 2 2 3
Step 1 Step 2 Step 3 Step 2 Step 3 Step 2
uy 0.00 292.23 292.23 206.44 206.44 187.73
Uz 0.00 0.00 175.56 175.56 203.53 203.53
Lower Bound - oo 2432.00 2687.31 2817.56 2819.56 2831.00
(n* |, 1L*D (11,15) (8,11) (11,12 (10,11) (11,11)
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200
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(B2 1) o A4AT st 2L AP}
@A A A3 whe} o] Liby, b)) o HASH (w
LTuwhRe S B sAle deEmR 34
e & % 7% Step 29} Step 38 F
371 A% 7)1Ee] FojHok ¥k o] JFEL
stgtAe) A= A 71EF PR
&3l Wi 7[E22 vre] ¥ 5 9o

Z 3183 (Lower Bound)7} A4#i4 M W)
A AR € C ol /MAFHA gAY, K
ol AZAYRE AL3lodx HASHE 3Pz
2% ZAtele Step 59 B AR7E A3}
ok 2 A7l ARG FAE i
Ct 18 K & 10 22 Fo|zich iz
A7le AolE $AANR g5t wye 4}
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o

&3tgden], Fd7tAA71e 1AL AEA
o Aol A geIE F& AIAS A7)
flated w27k PR A Step 2 9 Lipo)
o #HAH £ AHES FAHLE p A

o AHe AdHstel 0B Yghe 12 ¥&
o Lp) & F& #9e A4 stach = p,

o] 5z} whxjul Az i o) Step 2914 Lip:)
o HAs L* o &3 deF Y. ghe] 1<

Hed FAes 54 Wed AR 12
o hg qoz Aze ot wys sl
t}.

3. Ald A 3

2.2 oA Agtgt Algorithm 9] &£-8A4< H
2E3}7] $]8lo] Fortran Programg 2}A%F
t}S Clock Speed 16 MHZ 9] 386SX Comput-

erg AHg-3te] otdll 5EAE ez A8l

<#z 1>

of M gtct.

FAT: (30 x 30), Toregas et. al. [16]
A (33 x 33), Karg and Thompson {11 ]
A (50 x 50), Beasley [2]

FAN: (57 x 57), Karg and Thompson [11]
FA V. (100 x 100), Krolak et. al. [13]

9 FAELE <E 1> oA BEo] g9
A= (p, p) 3kl st Al7bA ZHr) o &
TR geEaA AFEHAS FE 12
A8 Auge] 0 ojy £F I9 ML 7z
A HA FALFHE sty aAn)$
o el wet (p, p) o HAA& 7 depd
WEF Foimgen 2k &4 oA A7}A
e kol AAE AArbe AHA Az B
o Helck =8 24 AN L = {1,34,67,
9,..}%, L = {2,3,5,6,8,9,..} & Fo] A}

A

N & 1 £ 1 % I

A1 (0,0,0) ( 10, 20, 30) ( 30, 50, 70)
FA 1 (0,0,0) ( 50, 100, 150) ( 100, 200, 300)
A I (0,0,0) (%:00,1000,1500) (1000,2000,3000)
AV (0,0,0) (100, 200, 300) ( 300, 500, 700)
= Y (0,0,0) (100, 200, 300) ( 300, 500, 700)

<E 2>-<E 4> V(p, p)E H4 24
F5ae guisd I = FUL*2 (R A
Ao A AA7} AYF A 4EY 255 e
ek Time(R. 2. 1/1002)2 9 33 A7

=z,

+ A9 Alzlolw Ortho. Move: = ztal ¥
(k)9 3ol Gap = [V(p, p.)-Best
Lower Bound]/V(p), p2), & Az}’ & % =

L

L

4k & olm No. of Nodes = g A1F x T 9
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#45, Max. Depth & 714 x]7]9] 2o 2 o]
£ ofuigtct. obA A5FE wpel o] FdrtH
271 p W AAE AAAH s Gst=

W e 12 ¥ ug Asteeg 7t
A2719 Hddole py e 2 o]Akelrt
2 135709 FAE 121 HAe ExrbR A
7I7h Hagle] Agdnutew 2Adsz wg
Haow FzbaAz)zh dag Aw 1470
odf 23slgdct. o]E 14¥%-al5 4 AY 2S¢
o+ V(pi,p:) = Best Lower Bound® <73}
9]”101]*1 A Az EAskA e Lip)
< L(p)oll B Aszt Eafste] Aoz
"l (DS FH5A7= S#HAANE HHA £
ghstoll 7 A]7)7E aFH A w=g Az}
FAste AFAE 2 AEE BT 1% ool
A B el A Ak wlel obde) sha
& AFdrkes AL dFsa ok ol x
2Aq Axpi A Lbpb,) o A& (u*
w7t L @l sbeAe 53 Fsia
R A gl AAHle] Libib,) o] 3
s AAE sbsAel w1, EA 4dAa
o £4) Aol sukat Ao ela pMP
o pPLP ¢ 4ol & @l AN 53
N 2L gifen wolch FHA & vy
A7 289 A7 AREE Ao mEFF
o] A&7 wEaaket Az o) 4 A= )
dejden yAvE&rFE T 4 IE (p,
p:) = (10,10) L) 10 o]4k2] A|zke] %2 5|
Aot o] EAle A Arisae F
S st FE38 &dE o de FEely

AT o] FA o 3§ b2 Algorithm
o] spkse]l A el B ATl AlQrE
Algorithm 9] &&A1S AAAHA ¥z E7t
setoh 2eg gAAel wEE F7198h]
Hanjoul and Peeters[10]7} W23t p-Median
problem®} si#& 2zt pgtell WHate] -2 com-
puterd AbS-ste] AR AIrE <HE 5>
A5l 9k P Hanjoul and Peeters®] 314
& 2A¥ge] ZF 02 pMPe] Alekz7A
2)F olkstd de Lagrange AdlEAE
Subgradient Optimization Techniqued AF-£-3}
A AHHE BARLA e Pyoln T
FA (Pl o]2jg AlfxZA] (2)§ ot
e e A4S oy o) A% La
grange H-EAlel Y wo] A Aoz A o]
SololA) u|F o] o] ey wdEAlel At
A et A= pMP o A$AHY P
Aguimel o8 2EAe HAAdst BAHE
e ohyet.

1 Adidast g8 o AEA Y A=Azt 7k o] o
A#7bed gk apold A7 = dch. 71 Aate) gnlze HhARE, Fa19) 9w

2ol AHeatrlz A

sjojsteziolt Yo ¥ FAlY Ha9
2 AAEe

2) FORTRAN Program CHANTALH = Hanjoul and Peeters 7} #2392



26 =713 HEEEH R

<¥ 2> IFHIEFE I

Problem P, P2 V{pi,p2) | T* | Time Ortho Lower Gap No. of Max.
Move Bound (%) Nodes Depth
I (5 5) 878 10 6.53 5 878 0
(30 x30) (5, 8) 705 13 19.33 705 0 6 7
( 511) 602 15 2.63 2 602 0
(8, 5) 687 13 2.58 2 687 0
( 8, 8) 528 16 2.41 2 528 0
( 8,i1) 434 18 2.47 2 434 0
(11, 5) 569 15 2.25 2 569 0
(11, 8) 414 18 3.46 3 414 0
(11,11) 315 20 3.89 3 315 0
I (5 5) 6682 10 2.85 2 6682 0
(33x33) (5 8) 5356 13 2.03 1 5356 0
( 5,11) 4476 16 2.47 2 4476 0
(85 5562 13 3.02 2 5562 0
(8, 8) 4396 16 5.21 4 4396 0
(811) 3564 19 241 2 3564 0
(11, 5) 4667 16 2.58 2 4667 0
(11, 8) 3623 19 2.52 2 3623 0
(11,11) 2831 22 3.40 3 2831 0
m (5, 5) 747494 10 11.42 4 747494 6]
(50 x50) ( 5,10) 714976 15 5.49 2 714976 0
( 5,15) 701616 19 3.46 1 701616 0
(10, 5) 706023 14 5.21 2 706023 0
(10,10) 685574 18 9.00 2 685574 0
(10,15) 672587 22 17.47 3 672587 0
(15, 5) 690148 17 5.49 2 690148 0
(15,10) 668554 20 12.68 2 668554 0
(15,15) 656101 25 12.68 3 656101 0
v (5 5) 11429 10 1.08.10 8 11429 0
(57 X57) ( 5,10) 8390 14 37.07 4 8390 0
( 5,15) 6387 19 4.11 1 6387 0
(10, 5) 8563 14 10.16 2 8563 0
(10,10) 6312 19 23.61 3 6312 0
(10,15) 4749 24 6.86 2 4749 4}
(15, 5) 6744 19 6.04 1 6744 0
(15,10) 4793 24 9.44 1 4793 0
(15,15) 3697 29 1.58.80 3690 .19 18 15
v (10,10) 17658 20 1.06.40 5 17658 0
(100 x100) | (10,20) 12675 30 21.64 2 12675 0
(10,30) 10275 39 10.87 1 10275 ; 0
(20,10) 12545 30 19.93 2 12545 0
(20,20) 9282 39 26.47 2 9282 0
(20,30) 7192 48 22.24 2 7192 0
(30,10) 10386 39 10.54 1 10386 0
(30,20) 7460 48 15.43 2 7460 0
(30,30) 5613 57 1 36.25 2 5613 0
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<¥E 3> IHHIELET
Problem P sp2 V{pi,p2) | 1* Time Ortho Lower Gap No. of Max.
Move Bound (%) Nodes Depth

I (5,5) 1068 10 5.82 4 1068 0
(30x30) (5, 8) 949 12 2.80 2 949 0
( 5,11) 872 15 2.36 1 872 0
(8, 5) 927 13 2.14 1 927 0
(8, 8) 822 15 2.25 2 822 0
( 811) 757 17 2.41 2 757 0
(11, 5) 859 15 1.48 1 859 0
(11, 8) 764 18 2.36 2 764 0
(11,11) 697 19 4.06 4 697 0
I (5 5) 7732 10 4.33 2 7732 0
(33x33) (5 8) 6700 13 3.18 2 6700 0
( 5,11) 6144 16 4.88 4 6144 0
(8, 5) 6855 12 4.39 2 6855 0
(8, 8) 5947 16 2.58 2 5947 0
( 811) 5451 18 4.22 3 5451 0
(11, 5) 6162 15 2.74 2 6162 0
(11, 8) 5422 18 2.41 2 5422 0
(11,11) 4917 21 2.52 2 4917 0
il (5 5) 757994 10 8.67 3 757994 0
(50 x50) ( 5,10) 729476 15 5.60 2 729476 0
( 5,15) 721116 19 8.89 3 721116 0
(10, 5) + 721023 14 6.75 2 721023 0

(10,10) 703103 18 10.24.61 702270 12 73 25
(10,15) 692143 20 6.04 2 692143 0
(15, 5) 706648 17 3.62 1 706648 4]

(15,10) 688054 20 42.84 687755 .04 11 10
(15,15) 678565 23 5.65 678565 0

v (5 5) 13066 9 1.38.31 13053 .10 9 5
(57 x57) ( 5,10) 10895 14 10.71 2 10895 0
( 5,15) 9923 19 5.32 1 9923 0
(10, 5) 10914 14 5.38 1 10914 0
(10,10) 9599 19 5.54 2 9599 0
(10,15) 8920 22 8.84 2 8920 0
(15, 5) 10301 18 12.35 2 10301 0

(15,10) 9919 21 46.41 9919 0 5 10
(15,15) 8368 24 21.80 4 8368 0
v (10,10) 21109 20 25.92 2 21109 0
(100 x 100) | (10,20) 17926 28 19.33 2 17926 0
(10,30) 17076 36 7.90 1 17076 0
(20,10) 18006 28 13.78 1 18006 0
(20,20) 15917 33 17.52 2 15917 0
(20,30) 15209 42 26.08 2 15209 0
(30,10) 17076 36 15.10 3 17076 0

(30,20) 15160 37 3.51.84 15160 0 9 20
(30,30) 14375 44 15.21 2 14375 0
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<E 4> JIHHELEI
Problem Pi, P2 V(p,p2) | 1* Time Ortho Lower Gap No. of Max.
Move Bound (%) Nodes Depth
I (5, 5) 1331 9 5.71 3 1331 0
(30 %x30) (5, 8) 1244 11 2.47 1 1244 0
( 5,11) 1243 14 2.36 2 1243 0
(8, 5) 1253 11 10.21 1244 0.7 8 5
(8 8) 1177 13 21.86 1174 0.3 15 11
( 8,11) 1163 16 2.58 2 1163 0
(11, 5) 1259 13 2.63 2 1259 0
(11, 8) 1195 15 2.14 2 1195 0
(11,11) 1170 17 2.19 2 1170 0
I (5 5) 8693 10 3.89 2 8693 0
(33 x33) (5 8) 7846 12 3.62 3 7846 0
(511 7516 14 2.03 1 7516 0
(8, 5) 7948 11 2.36 1 7948 0
( 8, 8) 7214 14 1.86 1 7214 0
( 811) 6951 17 1.92 1 6951 0
(11, 5) 7416 14 2.14 1 7416 0
(11, 8) 6911 15 3.18 2 6911 0
(11,11) 6652 18 4.39 3 6652 0
il (5 5) 768494 10 1.37.76 768167 .04 6 5
(50 x50) ( 5,10) 743976 15 4.66 1 743976 0
i { 5,15) 740616 19 4.99 1 740616 0
‘ (10, 5) 743976 15 3.89 1 743976 0
(10,10) 718202 17 9.66 2 718202 0
(10,15) 710468 20 4.66 1 710468 Q
(15, 5) 722182 17 2.63 1 722182 0
(15,10) 706329 19 58.60 706255 .01 11 10
(15,15) 699015 21 51.08 698898 .02 16 15
1\ (5 5) 15376 9 19.00 4 15376 0
(57 x57) ( 5,10) 14456 13 41.52 14456 0 1 5
( 5,15) 14758 16 14.82 2 14758 0
(10, 5) 14336 13 21.14 4 14336 0
(10,10) 13640 14 5.43 1 13640 0
(10,15) 14053 19 1.17.60 14039 .10 11 10
(15, 5) 14818 15 22.08 4 14818 0
(15,10) 13400 17 13.45 4 13400 0
(15,15) 13521 21 8.07 2 13521 0
\Y (10,10) 26088 18 10.54 1 26088 0
(100 x100) | (10,20) 24945 25 8.84 1 24945 0
(10,30) 26623 35 24.55 3 26623 0
(20,10) 24255 23 1.02.45 6 24255 0
(20,20) 22919 27 19.93 3 22919 0
(20,30) | 24376 35 15.92 2 24376 0
(30,10) 25116 31 52.45 5 25116 0
(30,20) 23330 35 16.47 2 23330 0
(30,30) 24434 42 7.46 1 24434 0
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<¥E 5> p-Mddan Problem (By CHANTALH)
I
Problem p Time Problem p ‘ Time
1 5 10.76 \% 5 47.40
8 35.37 10 ! 33.99
11 6.37 15 i 39.39
I 5 12.85 \Y% 10 6.32.99
8 14.66 20 2.13.02
11 6.64 30 8.00.37
jul 5 12.85
10 30.59
15 25.43 |
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