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An Optimal Solution Algorithm for Capacity Allocation Problem of Airport
Arrival-Departure

Sang-Un Lee *

Abstract

This paper suggests heuristic algorithm to obtain optimal solution of minimum number of delay
aircraft in airport arrivals/departures problem. This problem can be solved only mathematical
optimization method. The proposed algorithm selects the minimum delays capacity in various airport
capacities for number of arrivals/departures aircraft in " time interval (15 minutes). In details, we
apply median selection method and left-right selection method. This algorithm can be get the optimal

solution of minimum number of delay aircraft for sixes actual experimental data.
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Fig. 2. Typical Arrival/Departure Trade—off Curve
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© X O AT M (8 A AR 1A
A g @ (35 7k 37 g9

o Y 33 olF 7HEY ¢ & idA ATt 1A
A Zg @ (olF 7k #37] g9

o Q1A AT EGA 1) 2 Fl B3 A 3
VAT Quiy = Xy ~ Kaar) >0

o Q1WA AT DACIA Al di7] F olF A

Sk 2= _
A Fe7l b, Qi) = Yy = Yaa) >0

¥ 12 STL (St. Louis Lambert International Airport)2]

17:45-19:00 7] <t A== 27] 3 uF=7 STLY

2z g 349 T AP $YHE HolFal IvH3l.

Vi, i=12m 7b FARZE W GGy s

j=12, ~,n FAA ol 7}&FE wgste] AAE HAis)
A7I=7E 718 Aol

Table 1. Air Traffic and Airport Capacity of STL

Airport Capacity

Tine Precictad SAipor_Capac
: Al j rTival epd/iure Sum
__ X i 18 8| %
17-4;)118(1) 10 5 2 9 17 26
_1__ 3] _10 16 26
180(21815 13 1 41 11 15 26
— 5] 12 14 26
BIEISD 16 6] 13 13 [ 2%
BDE6 |, " 7] 14 12 26
4 3] 15 11 26
BEIGO | 3 9] 16 10 26
2 0] 17 9 26
Total 0 64 1] 18 8 26

3 2= STLol W&k Gilbo2] TFM (traffic flow management)
g 235 HoFa i3], 37HA] A BT A g3
e 1202 H3 se 2=12 0t}

Table 2. TFM (traffic flow management) Strategies
(a) Gilbo's most favorable to Arrivals Strategy

Predicted Capacity Cperatiorel Delayed .

i X, Yy Koo Yo @ @
1 10 5 13 13 0 0 Gy
2 13 1 13 13 0 0 Gy
3 16 16 14 12 2 1 [
4 7 19 8 18 1 5 C
5 4 13 8 18 0 0 C
Toel |50 61 3 9 12

(b) Gilbo's Balance Strategy

Predicted (ﬂmt\’nggﬁﬂnmal Didayed .

7 X, Yy Xoa Yo @ Qi
1 10 5 13 13 0 0 Gy
2 13 11 13 13 0 0 Gy
3 16 16 13 13 3 3 Gy
4 7 19 8 18 2 1 3
5 4 13 9 17 0 0 G,
Toal |50 61 5 7 12

(c) Gilbo’s most favorable to Departures Strategy

Predicted Capacity Qperatioral Delayed .
1 10 5 13 13 0 0 Gy
2 13 il 13 13 0 0 Gy
3 16 16 10 16 6 0 G,
4 7 19 8 18 5 1 2]
5 4 13 9 17 0 0 C,
Toe |50 61 1 1 12
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B AgdAE #Ha AD FB7] el @S 3 FeEs
g gagEs Ajbeh ke daEEe ARE HA
i=1,2, ~,m A T 7H5E C_;,j:1 2,,n ol Ojsk S
/=3 AQ Fe7] g @, j=1,2,n & T8k A4 Ad
U9 a2 WS (0,0, & AR89 g A

(28} o] ARtert

Q=G+ Qup i=12,m @)
0 Xy = Cuy < 0
whereQ,:{ o o
"X~ G Kay — Gy >0
0 :{0 Yoo~ Gy 2 0
19 Yoo = Gy Yaw — Gy >0

%2;7 mian: [C}:ch}:H] Oﬂ EHEH i:1-,2.,~~'.,m %1‘1
g2 F9gk A9 (Median Method, MM) 3} 295 A€l
(L-R Method, LRM)2.Z ¢ & &g,
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[Median =% : MM] = G+ Yea= Gy M.
if Qui-1)=0,Q;_1y=0 and (H—L)=1,k=2, and
o o ¢ A9 :Z(Qa(i)+Qd(i)) AL
G >, then C A =
else . Z:min{QMED’QLR} = A4,
if (H— L) =odd, k= even then
. _ H-L
if X, > Yy then C;j= [ D) w e Aote eag]ES MDO (Minimum Delay Optimization)
else if X, < ¥y then G, j= { H;LJ e dagEolgt Ak & 19] dlolgdl sl #lekE MDO ¢
else if (H—L)=even, k= odd &S H83 Ay & 390 AAEH Atk MM i =19l
then C,j=(H-L)/2 19 A la,c, ] #9919 /22 3gdsds igdd 5 9l
Ko™ Gy + Yaar= Gagy W8 om, o5 % FUR 2 HeHAT) o9 Lol i=23
QUED:Z:I(Qa(i)"'Qd(i)) Ak 50 dEl FSeks oigde An =2 Ad g3 o
= ! i i ‘
Q =4, L AA 7] U @, =8 = ¥ 1201¢] &7
[L-R A& : LRM] A lo] WAISIITE LRM2 vl g 7hed /%2 3389
if o y=0,Q,, =0 and (H—L)=1,k=2, and — = = 1 .
Goi=) =0 gy =) and (H=D) 52 el el AR5 952 WAsH: WEow S
j j+1 joe _
e | / Hol Q,=5,Q,=7 2 MM} B 120) F37] Aslo]
if X,y <Yy then G j=1 %Eju AT E 314 MDO 2aE)%e] =@/, & ARy
if X.,>Y,. j=H A
else if X, > Yy then G ! MM 12=4/8 , LRM<& 12=5/7 2 2=, {12,12)=12 & 4
else if X, =Y, then C :{EJ e - S A =
o) = Y i J D) = o Gilbo[3]¥} TL3 HA & AU
Table 3. The Optimal Solution of MDO Algorithm for Airport Capacity Assignment of STL
(a) MM
Predicted | Actual Plan | Delayed | Quin | Quin Sum of Delays (Q,) Medic
i Xo | Yo | Xao | Yo | Qo | Qo | #Xo | Yo | G | © [ G [ G [ G [ G [ G [ G [ Co [ CoCul ain@] mmy
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 818 | 9/17 [10/16 [11/15 [ 12/14 | 13/13 [ 1412 [15/11 [ 16/10 | 17/9 | 188 s
1 0 5 14 2 0 0 0 5 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 |[CsCull G
2 3 1 14 p. 0 0 3 11 5 4 3 2 1 0 0 1 2 3 Ce,Cs 7
3 6 6 13 3 3 3 6 16 8 7 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 7 8 C3,Co Ce
4 7 9 9 7 1 5 0 22 6 € 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 11C,Cy Co
5 4 3 8 8 0 0 5 18 0 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 [Ci] Ci
TT | 50 64 58 72 4 8 12
(b) LRM
Predicted | Actual Plan | Delayed | Quip | Quin Sum of Delays (Q,) LR
i Xo | Yo | X | Y | Qo | Qo | X | Ve | G | G | G | G | G |G | G |G |G| Co|Culwid]| qa
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 818 | 917 [10/16 | 11/15 [ 12/14 [13/13 | 14/12 | 1511 [ 16/10 [ 17/9 | 188 -
1 0 5 1 8 0 0 0 5 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 |[CsCul] Cu
2 3 1 1 0 0 3 11 5 4 3 2 1 0 0 0 1 2 Cs,Cg Cg
3 6 6 3 3 3 3 6 16 8 7 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 7 8 C3,Co Ce
4 7 9 2 4 0 22 6 6 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 11C,Cs Ci
5 4 3 0 0 6 17 0 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 [C] Ci
TT | 50 64 62 63 5 7 12
(b) Data 2(1,8)
i] 123456 7[8] 9 [10[1i[12]A
. . X, | 26| 38] 42| 29| 6 | 13| 14|20 40| 25 13| 12[278
V. Experiments and Result Analysis AR RIS
7 1 2 3 1 5 6
S C, | 17 | 18 | 20 | 24 | 26 | 28
2 Aol Me= 3 49 570 dlol"el i) Alke MDO ¢t G [ 30 [ 2 [z [ 2a 1915
Ao 434S A3 2ok Aloke daeFe FU I R
. o I - = (c) Data 3(9)
2 A Fe7] Urg x4 dE Fobhe af i 1] 2] 3] 4]5] 6] 7] 8][0]10]11][12]13]14
20 AAELA o Al A = an.o = Aalslz]= or X, [ 17] 9] 9]14]15[10] 9[20|10]12] 6] 10| 9|11
A% AERglom, A4 Rads Fdste] dds= @ YV, 910 3|14 11| 15]10] 12| 9| 8| 14| 14| 8] 13
gk wepa] 2 Gl AE AbE daE]Fe] ERoE HA i [ 15[ 16 17 19 19 20 21] 27 23 24 25 26 27 29 A
§ . . _ X, | 919 619 § 413 71016 5 6 9 11291
2 Ho = o) B Ho & f
e S A ARt 2HE Faat vk ANREEEENREREEEEREKES
7 1 2 3 1 5 6
Table 4. Experimental Data G, 7 8 10 11 13 14
(a) Data 1(3) G | 14 | 13 | 12 | 11 | 10 8
_ _ i A |21 | 21 | 22 | 22 | 23 | 22
o T A e e (d) Data 4(10)
“9,760“:’6 il 12314516789 i0]1i[12]A
Y 14 13 1 10 6 o4 X, [ 26|38 42 29| 6 | 13| 14| 20| 40| 25| 13 12278
N R N A R R BT V[ 36 32] 9] 15] 7 [10] 17| 33| 34 22| 13| 1229
C, | 8| 9| 10| 11| 12| 13| 14 15 16 17 18 é 1l7 128 13924%)25126:2212232%2 %é
— e 5
G | 18117 16] 15| 14) 13] 12 1110 9 8 C, 30 2™ [ B 27 % [ % [ 2a[ 2017 5
Al | 26] 26] 26] 26] 26| 26| 26| 26 26 26 26 Al 47 | 47 [ 47 | 47 | 47 | 47 | 481461 45] 44] 43
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(e) Data 5(10) ElZ Gilbo[3]olM, Data 2% Chicago OHare International
T o e s s T 3T oo Airport (ORD)9] 1993 29 129 16:45~19:459] dloel=
Yol27|11] 4]24] 5] 7]2[13] 7[17]25] 1 |166 Idrissi[1]9} Idrissi®} Lim[8]ol}A], Data 3& Newark International

g 114 125 1“6 148 1‘2 261 272 22 21 Airport (EWR)<] 2000 3€ 3¥9 19:45~23:152] H|o]E]=
Cp | 2625|2423 ]22[21 |18]15]12 Gilbo®} Howard[9]o| A, Data 4} Data 5+ Hu et al.[10]
Al [ 40 [ 40 | 40 | 41 | 41 | 42 [40] 331 36

ol4 &SItk 571 dlelEel el MDO &arzlss 48
Data 1 STL®| 20009 8€ 169Y 15:00~16:159] dHlo] g A= F 5 ~ X 90l AAFH gl

Table 5. The Optimal Solution of MDO Algorithm for Airport Capacity Assignment of Data 1

(a) MM
Predicted Actual Plan Delayed Quin Quip Sum of Delays (@)
i Xa Yq Xaa Y Q Q4 +Xati) Yo G G G C G Gs G G Gy Cu Cn
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 &/18 917 1016 | 11/15 | 1214 | 1313 | 14/12 | 1511 | 16/10 17/9 1878
1 9 14 1 16 0 0 9 14 1 0 0 0 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
2 17 13 1 1 2 2 17 13 9 8 7 6 5 4 4 4 4 4 5
3 16 11 ( 2 3 18 13 10 9 8 7 6 5 5 5] 5 5 5]
4 10 10 4 0 0 12 13 4 3 2 1 0 0 1 2 4 5
5 4 6 3 0 0 4 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
T 5% 54 66 64 4 5 9
(b) LRM
Predicted Actual Plan Delayed Quin Quin Sum of Delays (@)
i X Yq Xaa Y Q Qi +Xati) +Yao) G [} G C G Cs G G G Cu Cu
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8/18 917 1016 | 11715 [ 12714 | 1313 | 1412 | 15/11 16/10 17/9 18/8
1 9 14 12 14 0 0 9 14 1 0 0 0 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
2 7 13 17 9 0 4 7 13 9 8 7 6 5 4 4 4 4 4 5
3 6 11 1 10 0 5 6 15 8 7 6 5 5 5 5 5 5 6 7
4 0 10 1 16 0 0 0 15 2 1 0 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
5 4 6 8 18 0 0 4 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
TT 5% 54 63 67 0 9 9
Table 6. The Optimal Solution of MDO Algorithm for Airport Capacity Assignment of Data 2
(a) MM (b) LRM
Predicted] Actual | Delayed [Quin|Qui 1] Sum of Delays Predicted| Actual | Delayed [Qu-1)|Qui1) Sum of Delays
i X Yol X Ve Q] Qo[ X Y] G [ G [ GGG G Min 1| Xo] Yol Xaf Yol Qo] Qa|Xao|Yaaf G | Co | G | G| G| G|y
0] 0[ 0] O] O] O[O] O 0 |17/30[18/29]20/27]24/24]26/19] 28/15) 0 0] 0O[O] O] O[O] O 0 17/30]18/29]20/27[24/24]26/19]28/15)
10 26] 36|24/ 24 2| 12/ 26 | 6|15 | 15[ 15114172114 10260 36| 24[24] 2 12| 26 | 36| 5[ 15[ 151417 [21] 14
2| 33 32| 24| 24| 16[ 20] 40 | 44 | 37 [ 37 [ 37 | 36| 39 [ 4| F 2| 38| 32[ 24| 24| 16[ 20| 40 [ 44 | 37 [ 37 [ 37 | 36| 39 | 41 | 36
31 42] 9] 24| 24| 34 5[ 58 | 29 | 41 | 40 [ 40 1 39] 42 [ 44| 3 31 42) 9|24 24| 34] 5|58 [ 29 )41 | 40 [ 40 | 39| 42 | 4] 39
4] 29[ 15| 26 371 116320 )46 |4 [43]39]38]14 38 4129) 15/ 26/ 19 37 1163 [ 20 )46 | 45 [ 43139 |38] 40| 38
50 6] 7] 28 150 0[43 [ 81262 [|23[19]17]15] 15 51 6] 7[ 28/ 15 15[ 0[43 [ 8 | 26 [ 25 [ 23 [ 19| 17]15] 15
6] 13] 10| 28] 0l O[28[10)]11]10] 814 2 0 6| 13| 10{ 28/ 15 O 028 [ 10 | 11 [ 10 [ 8 4 210 0
7] 14] 17] 20] 2 0] 0[14]17]0 0 0 0 0 2 0 7]114] 17(17{ 30 0[ 0] 14 [17] O 0 0 0 0 2 0
81 20[ 33| 18] 29| 2| 4] 20 | 33| 6 6 6 9 | 14]18] 6 81 20| 331 171 30[ 3| 3| 2 3] 6 6 6 9 |14 18] 6
9| 40] 34| 24| 24| 18] 14] 42 | B | 33 [ 3 [ B3 | 32 ] 3H [ 37| 2 9] 40| 34[ 24| 24| 19] 13[ 43 [ 37 | 3 [ B [ 3 | 32| H | 37|32
10] 25| 22| 24| 24| 19 12| 43 [ 36 | 32 [ 2 [ 2 |3 | 34 | 6] 3l 10 25) 22| 24| 24] 20[ 11| 44 | 3| 32 | 3 L3I HA[FH]3
1 13) 13| 24[ 24 8| 1[ 32 [ |15 141219 ]12]14]9 11 13) 13 24( 24| 9 033 [ 24|16 [ 15 [13] 9 J12]14]9
2] 12 126/ 19 0] 0] 20 | 2 [ 32 [0][0[0]0]0 T12[ 12 1] 28[ 5] 0] 021 | 1|4 A O O O
1] 279 229 2] 263 151 69] 220 TT] 27 229 259 26 159 65] 220
Table 7. The Optimal Solution of MDO Algorithm for Airport Capacity Assignment of Data 3
(a) MM (b) LRM
Predicted] Actual [ Delayed [Qui-n|Qui] Sum of Delays [Predicted] Actual | Delayed [Qui-| Q1| Sum of Delays
i Xaf Yaf Xef Yo Qu QdJ*Xam Y] G| G| G| C [ G | G Min i X Yol Xa Vel Q] Qo #Xao| Yao] G G Gl G [ GG Min
0] 0l 0[O] O] O[O O 0 J714R413[10/1311/11 [13/10 [14/8 0] 0] O[ O] O] O[O] O 0 [/14RA3110/1411/11 [13/10 ]14/8)
1117 9 41 01171 9 110l 9[ 7] 6 4 41 4 1] 171 9 10/ 4] 0[17 [ 9 J10] 9] 7[ 6 4 41 4
2] 9110 0] 013 10]) 6] 5[ 3] 2 2] 0 2] 9]10 10/ 0| 0[13[10) 6] 5] 3[ 210 21 0
31 91 3 0] 0[ 9 3 21100 0] 0 31 91 314 8/ 0[] 0] 9 3 2111 0] 0 0 0] 0
4 14| 14 1 411414 7[ 7] 6] 6 6] 5 41 14| 14 1 4114114 7] 7] 6] 6 5 6] 5
5] 15| 11 3] 51 16| 15] 10| 10 9] 9 9] 8 5] 15[ 11 3] 5116 | 15]10[ 10| 9] 9 8 9] 8
6] 10| 15 0] 10{ 13 | 20 | 12] 12{ 11| 11 | 10 | 12} 10 6] 10 15 0] 10{ 13 | 20 | 12] 12| 11| 11 0 12] 10
71 9]110[ 8 179 (2] 818] 89 [10] 1238 71 9[10f 7|14 2( 6] 9 |20] 8] 8] 8] 9 12| 8
8] 20| 12 8] 9] 21 9 1 19] 19] 18] 18 | 17 | 18] 17 8] 20 12 9] 8[ 22 [ 18] 19] 19] 18] 18 7 | 18] 17
9] 10| 9 51 8118 | 18| 15| 15| 14| 14 | 13 ] 14] 13 9] 10[ 9 6] 7119 [ 17 | 15] 15| 14| 14 14] 13
10] 12| 8 4| 6|17 6 | 12 12| 11{ 11 | 10 | 11} 10 10[ 12| 8 5| 5[ 18 [ 15 ] 12f 12] 11] 11 0| 11} 10
1) 6] 14[10{ 12| 0 8] 10 [ 20 9 9] 8] 9 [ 10 [ 12 8 11| 6] 14] 10{ 1 1 7] 11 [19] 9] 9] 8] 8 11 8
12] 10] 14| 10 12| 0| 10| 10 [ 22 | 11| 11f 10} 11 [ 12 [ 14] 10 12 10] 14] 10{ 12 1] 9 11 | 21 | 11| 11f 10} 10 | 11 | 13] 10
13| 9] 8[10[12] 0 6] 9 | 18] 6| 6] 6] 7 8 [ 10] 6 13] 9] 8] 10[12] O 5] 10 [17] 6] 6] 5] 6 7 9] 5
14] 11] 13| 10{ 1 1] 7] 11 | 19 9 9] 8] 8 9 | 11] 8 4] 111 13] 10| 1 1] 6] 11 8 81 81 7] 7 8 [ 10] 7
15] 9] 16] 1 0] 11 10 | 23 | 12| 12| 11] 12 3 5| 11 5] 9] 16] 1 0] 10[ 10 | 22 | 11| 11} 10§ 11 | 12 | 14] 10
16] 15| 8] 1 21 90 15 [ 19 | 13] 13[ 12[ 12 | 11 2| 11 6] 15 8] 1 2| 8 15 | 18 | 12] 12| 11| 11 J 10| 11} 10
17 61 9| 7[ 14 1| 4] 8 81 5] 5| 6[7 o] 5 70 61 91 7|14 1| 3] 8 71 4] 4| 5[ 6 7 9] 4
18] 15| 9] 13[ 10| 3| 3| 16 319181717 6 71 6 18[ 15] 9] 13| 10[ 3| 2] 16 2191 8] 616 5 6] 5
19] 8] 12| 10( 12| 1| 3| 11 51 5/ 5141 4[5 71 4 19 8] 121 10{ 12 1] 2| 11 41 4] 41 31 3 4 6] 3
200 4[10) 7[ 14 0] 0 5 310)0| 1[2 3 5] 0 200 4[10[ 7)14[ 0| 0] 5 210]0]0[1 2 41 0
21 13 5| 14| 8 0] 0] 13| 5 6] 5] 3] 2 0 0] 0 211 13 5[ 14) 8] 0 0] 13| 5 51 3] 2 0 0] O
2 7[11] 8 0l 0 7 11]0Jojo|oO 1 31 0 21 7{ 1 714 0 0] 7 |11 J o] O] O] O 1 31 0
23] 10[ 13] 10 O] 1[10(13] 3] 21 1] 2 3 5] 1 231 10{ 13[10) 12| Of 1] 10 | 13| 3| 2} 1] 2 3 5] 1
24| 16| 12] 13 3] 3]116 31918 7] 7 61 7] 6 24| 16] 12| 13 31 3116 [ 13 8| 71 7 61 7] 6
D) 5[ 12) 7] 14 1] 1| 8 |15] 2] 2] 3] 4 5 71 2 25| 512 7)14[ 1| 1| 8 | 15 2| 3] 4 5 7] 2
26| 6191012 0] 0] 7 [10]J O[O0 O] O 0 21 0 260 6[ 9] 714 0] 0f 7 |10 0]0J] 0O 2] 0
27 5[ 11| 8] 13/ 0] 0] 5 [11J0JojoOfoO 1 31 0 27 5[ 11] 7] 14| 0 Of 5 |11 0] 0] 0 1 3] 0
2] 11| 6[13[ 10 0| 0| 11| 6 41 31110 0]0]O 28] 11] 6)114) 8] 0 0[11] 6 4] 3111 0fJo0jJo]o
TT) 291) 293 308 315 38| 11§ 153 TT] 291) 293 304f 316 44 102 146
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Table 8. The Optimal Solution of MDO Algorithm for Airport Capacity Assignment of Data 4

(@) MM
Predicted Actual Plan Delayed Quin | Qui-n Sum of Delays
i Xa Y Xaa Yt Qa Qi | Xap) | +Ya) G G G Cy G G Cr G Gy Cuo Cu Min
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 17/30 | 1829 | 19/28 | 2027 | 21/26 | 22/25 | 24/24 | 2521 | 26/19 | 2717 | 28/15
1 26 kS 24 24 2 12 26 36 15 15 15 15 15 15 14 16 17 19 21 14
2 38 2 24 24 16 20 40 4“4 37 37 37 37 37 37 36 3B 39 40 41 36
3 42 9 24 24 A 5 58 29 41 40 40 40 40 40 39 41 42 43 44 39
4 29 15 26 19 37 1 63 20 46 45 44 43 42 41 39 B 38 39 40 3]
5 6 7 28 15 15 0 413 8 26 25 24 23 22 21 19 18 17 16 15 15
6 13 10 28 15 0 0 28 10 11 10 9 8 7 6 4 3 2 1 0 0
7 14 17 21 26 0 0 14 17 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0
8 20 3 18 29 2 4 20 33 6 6 6 6 7 8 9 12 14 16 18 6
9 40 A 24 24 18 14 42 38 3 3 33 B 3 33 32 A 3H 36 37 32
10 25 22 24 24 19 12 43 36 32 32 32 32 32 32 31 3 4 3H B3l 31
11 13 13 24 24 8 1 32 25 15 14 13 12 11 10 9 11 12 13 14 9
12 12 1 25 21 0 0 20 2 3 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
TT | 218 229 290 269 151 69 220
(b) LRM
Predicted Actual Plan Delayed Quiy | Qadn Sum of Delays
i Xa Yd Xan Yud Qa Qi | X | +Yao G G G C G G G G G (o) Cu Min
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 17/30 | 18729 19/28 | 20/27 | 21,26 | 22/25 | 24/24 | 25721 26/19 | 2117 | 2%/15
1 26 ¥ 24 24 2 12 26 36 |5 15 15 15 15 15 14 16 17 19 p1 14
2 R 32 24 24 16 20 40 4 37 37 37 37 37 37 36 R 39 40 41 36
3 42 9 24 24 A 5 53 29 41 40 40 40 40 40 39 41 42 43 4 39
4 29 15 26 19 37 1 63 20 46 45 44 43 42 41 39 3B 38 39 40 338
5 6 7 28 15 15 0 43 8 26 25 24 23 22 21 19 18 17 16 15 15
6 13 10 28 15 0 0 28 10 11 10 9 8 7 6 4 3 2 1 0 0
7 14 17 17 30 0 0 14 17 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0
8 20 3 17 30 3 3 20 33 6 6 6 6 7 8 9 12 14 16 18 6
9 40 A 24 24 19 13 43 37 3 33 33 3 33 33 32 A 35 36 37 32
10 25 22 24 24 20 11 4 35 32 32 32 32 32 32 31 3 34 3H 6 31
11 13 13 24 24 9 0 33 24 16 15 14 13 12 11 9 11 12 13 14 9
12 12 1 28 15 0 0 21 1 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
TT | 218 229 288 268 155 65 220
Table 9. The Optimal Solution of MDO Algorithm for Airport Capacity Assignment of Data 5
(a) MM (b) LRM
Predicted | Actual | Delayed |Quo-» |Quon Sum of Delays Predicted | Actual | Delayed |Qui-»|Qui-f Sum of Delays
i Xa | Yo | Xeof Yadl Qaf Quf+Xetr|[ Yool G [ Co | G | G| G |G| G| G| G [Min X | Yo | Xeof Yool Qaf Qul+Xatr| Yool G [ Co | G | G| G |G| G| G| G [Min
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Table 10. Number of delayed aircraft of MDO Algorithm AAE Has AZIE k< jNY 38 9 SEHES HH3
Known optimal MDO algorithm = H&%% 7541%3]'91‘:]'. 047]*1% %CQ'%}’% /}jléﬂé]—% Ho]'tg—'
Data solution (No. of N oo N - - - .o
delayed aircraft) MM LRM S/ 7] gE vaste] H #5394 F 955 A9
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