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Abstract
Combinatorial optimization problems are prevalent across a wide variety of domains. These problems are
often nuanced, their optimal solutions might not be efficiently obtainable, and they may require lots of time
and compute resources to solve (they are NP-hard). It follows that the best course of action for solving these
problems is to use general optimization algorithm paradigms to quickly and easily develop algorithms that are
customized to these problems and can produce good solutions in a reasonable amount of time. In this paper, we
present optimizn, a Python library for developing customized optimization algorithms under general optimization
algorithm paradigms (simulated annealing, branch and bound). Additionally, optimizn offers continuous training,
with which users can run their algorithms on a regular cadence, retain the salient aspects of previous runs, and
use them in subsequent runs to potentially produce solutions that get closer and closer to optimality. An earlier
version of this paper was peer reviewed and published internally at Microsoft.
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1. Introduction
There are a myriad of combinatorial optimization problems
that arise in cloud computing at Microsoft Azure and in
virtually any other industry or line of work. Many opti-
mization problems are NP -hard, so their optimal solutions
are unlikely to be obtainable efficiently/in polynomial time.
Even if the problems are not NP -hard, they are often very
nuanced, making it impractical to develop several problem-
specific algorithms from scratch.

The solutions to these problems cannot be generated triv-
ially, without risking undesirable business impacts. For
instance, consider the environment design problem in Azure
[1], where testing environments are designed to catch re-
gressions in Azure’s internal programs before deployment.
Trivially generated testing configurations could cause cer-
tain regressions/errors/bugs to be missed in pre-production
testing, be deployed to production, and impact customers.
Hence, it is important to develop algorithms that find sat-
isfactorily near-optimal solutions (“good” solutions), in a
reasonable amount of time.

This paper presents optimizn, a code library created by the
authors, which can be used to develop optimization algo-
rithms that are customized to specific optimization problems
and can quickly produce good solutions to those problems.

optimizn offers simulated annealing and branch and bound,
with continuous training for both. Simulated annealing
and branch and bound are general optimization algorithm
paradigms that can be customized to specific optimization
problems. Continuous training allows both algorithms to
run, save their problem parameters, best solution found, and
state, and resume running from that state later. This allows
the algorithms to find good solutions in situations where
compute resources and time are only available in disjoint
intervals. This is particularly helpful when the problems are
relatively slow moving and static (for example, when the
horizon of data collected is a long rolling window like 30
days).

optimizn can solve a variety of optimization problems in
practice, inside and outside of Azure. It has already been
used to solve the environment design problem in Azure. The
environment design problem and the system that solves it
(which uses optimizn) are discussed in greater detail in other
literature written by the authors of this paper [1].

2. Background Information
2.1. NP -Hard Problems

NP -hard problems [2] are decision problems, which need
not be in NP , that all problems in NP are reducible to in
polynomial time. NP -hard problems outside of NP are
also outside of P , so they cannot be solved in polynomial

time. At the time of this writing, no polynomial time algo-
rithms have been found for any NP -hard problem in NP
(NP -complete problem), so NP -hard problems in NP are
considered unlikely to be solvable in polynomial time. It
follows that if a problem is NP -hard, it is unlikely to be
solvable in polynomial time.

P/NP complexity theory mainly pertains to decision prob-
lems, but can be applied to optimization problems by bound-
ing the optimality of their solutions [2]. Optimization prob-
lems are at least as hard as their corresponding decision
problems, so an optimization problem is NP -hard (conse-
quently, its optimal solution is unlikely to be obtainable in
polynomial time) if its corresponding decision problem is
NP -hard.

2.2. Simulated Annealing

Simulated annealing [3] is inspired by the annealing of
solids, where heated metals in a malleable state are cooled
into a desired state. In simulated annealing, a solution is
iteratively modified into a more optimal solution (analo-
gous to cooling a solid). To escape local minima of the
cost/objective function, simulated annealing features ran-
dom restarts and occasionally (based on a temperature value,
which decreases over the iterations) allows modifications
that produce a less optimal solution.

2.3. Branch and Bound

Branch and bound [4] represents the problem space as a tree,
where the root node is the original constrained optimization
problem and its descendant nodes are more constrained ver-
sions of the problem, which have new constraints in addition
to the constraints of their ancestor nodes. These are addi-
tional constraints introduced by the algorithm, distinct from
the constraints of the original problem. Non-leaf nodes are
partially constrained versions of the problem (with multiple
solutions) and correspond to partial solutions. Leaf nodes
are fully constrained versions of the problem (with one so-
lution) and correspond to complete solutions. The tree is
grown by iteratively branching on one of its nodes to get
more nodes, which correspond to more constrained versions
of the problem and solutions that are closer to completion.
As the tree is grown and nodes are evaluated, nodes (and
their subtrees) are pruned if their lower bounds indicate
they will not lead to a solution more optimal than the most
optimal solution seen so far.

Since the leaf nodes may take a while to reach, partial solu-
tions can be completed in some way (specific to the problem)
to yield complete solutions faster and prune subtrees earlier.
This completion of partial solutions is based on [5]. In this
paper, “traditional” and “look-ahead” branch and bound re-
fer to branch and bound without and with the completion of
partial solutions, respectively.



3. Related Works
3.1. Simulated Annealing

The following software packages for simulated anneal-
ing have been reviewed: optim sa in R [6], anneal
in SciPy [7], dual annealing in SciPy [8], and
basinhopping in SciPy [9].

Implementations of simulated annealing in statistical lan-
guages like R or Python’s SciPy apply to problems where the
inputs are arrays with continuous elements. This is despite
the SciPy documentation noting: “In practice [simulated
annealing] has been more useful in discrete optimization
than continuous optimization, as there are usually better
algorithms for continuous optimization problems” [7]. So,
even the traveling salesman problem, which is often used to
demonstrate the effectiveness of simulated annealing, can-
not be solved with these libraries since it is a combinatorial
optimization problem with non-continuous inputs.

Adding an additional layer of complexity, many optimiza-
tion problems that are present in practice are combinato-
rial constrained optimization problems, needing further cus-
tomization to take the constraints into account.

This calls for a library that can perform simulated annealing
on all kinds of combinatorial optimization problems (con-
strained and unconstrained). This is where optimizn shines
and better alternatives are likely not available, even if using
optimizn is slightly more involved and more responsibility
lies with the user than other libraries/packages.

Hence, the optimizn library offers heuristics for solving
NP-hard problems (like simulated annealing), where the
customizable components of the algorithm can be imple-
mented by the user for their specific optimization problem,
regardless of the nature of their inputs (discrete/continuous).

3.2. Branch and Bound

The following software packages for branch and bound have
been reviewed: IBM® Decision Optimization CPLEX®

[10] (referred to simply as “CPLEX”), PyBnB [11].

CPLEX uses branch and bound to solve constrained opti-
mization problems formulated in a mixed-integer or integer
programming context [12] (i.e. with numerically valued vari-
ables and mathematical expressions and equations/inequali-
ties). However, some optimization problems, like the envi-
ronment design problem, are better expressed in other ways
that allow optimization algorithms to be more efficient with
time and memory [1]. Other optimization problems may
follow a similar story, which motivates the need for a library
with a more general approach to branch and bound, even if
using the library is more involved.

The PyBnB package offers a general branch and bound

implementation, where the user implements methods based
on the specifics of their optimization problem. Additionally,
PyBnB allows the user to specify how their problem state
can be saved and loaded so execution of their branch and
bound algorithm can be resumed from where a previous
execution left off (this is essentially continuous training).

However, PyBnB does not support the completion of par-
tial solutions, which is undesirable in practice since finding
complete solutions (reaching the leaf nodes) may take time.
If partial solutions could be completed, then complete so-
lutions could be found quicker (before reaching the leaf
nodes) and subtrees can be pruned earlier.

Additionally, PyBnB does not accept an initial solution. For
problems where an initial solution is available/obtainable,
this is undesirable in practice since time is wasted on sub-
trees that will not yield a solution more optimal than the
initial solution. If an initial solution could be provided,
those subtrees could be pruned.

Hence, optimizn also offers branch and bound, where the
customizable components of the algorithm can be imple-
mented by the user for their specific optimization problem.
The user can also complete partial solutions and provide an
initial solution (both are optional) to improve the algorithm’s
performance.

4. Code and Contracts
There are three main classes in the optimizn library:
OptProblem (pertains to all optimization problems and
continuous training), SimAnnealProblem (pertains to
optimization problems solved using simulated annealing),
and BnBProblem (pertains to optimization problems
solved using branch and bound).

To implement an optimization algorithm, the user creates
a class for their optimization problem (referred to as the
“optimization problem class”) which is a subclass of either
the SimAnnealProblem or BnBProblem class, based
on the optimization algorithm being implemented (simu-
lated annealing or branch and bound, respectively). Both
the SimAnnealProblem and BnBProblem classes are
subclasses of the OptProblem class.

The optimization problem class inherits a solver method that
executes the optimization algorithm and a persist method
to save the problem parameters and instance of the opti-
mization problem class (which contains the current state
of the algorithm, the most optimal solution found, and the
cost of that solution) for future use/reference (continuous
training). The optimization problem class also inherits other
methods that correspond to the customizable components
of the optimization algorithm. These methods are used in
the solver method, and must be implemented by the user (as



needed for their specific optimization problem, taking the
constraints into account).

To run their optimization algorithm, the user can simply
instantiate their optimization problem class (or load a saved
instance) and call the solver method. The result of the algo-
rithm is the best/most optimal solution found and its cost
(the values of the best solution and best cost at-
tributes, respectively). After the run has finished, the user
can call the persist method to save the problem parameters
and instance of the optimization problem class for continu-
ous training.

The code and contracts for the optimizn library’s simulated
annealing, branch and bound, and continuous training offer-
ings are shown in the following subsections.

4.1. Optimization Problem Class with Continuous
Training

The OptProblem class contains logic required for all op-
timization problems and continuous training.

The following methods must be implemented by the user in
their optimization problem class.

• get initial solution: Produces the initial so-
lution (optional for branch and bound).

• cost: Computes the value of the objective function
(cost) for a given solution.

• cost delta: Computes the difference between two
cost values (defaults to the difference between the first
and second cost values, can be overridden).

• persist: Saves the optimization problem parameters
and optimization problem class instance. The default
implementation (which uses the pickle library) can
be overridden by the user.

To perform continuous training, the user must call the
persist method after running their optimization algo-
rithm. To resume the run later, the user can load the saved
optimization problem parameters and compare them to the
current parameters. If they match, the user can load the
saved optimization problem class instance and call the
solver method. For the default persist method, the
load latest pckl function can be used to load the
saved parameters and optimization problem class instance.

4.2. Simulated Annealing Class

The SimAnnealProblem class is based on [3, 13,
14]. The SimAnnealProblem class extends the
OptProblem class and contains the logic for simulated
annealing.

The following methods must be implemented by the user in
their optimization problem class.

• next candidate: Produces a new solution by mod-
ifying the current solution.

• reset candidate: Produces a new solution that
becomes the current solution under the specified re-
set probability. Used for performing random restarts.
Defaults to get initial solution, can be over-
ridden.

• get temperature: Gets the temperature given the
number of iterations since the last random restart. De-
faults to the below function [13, 14], can be overridden.

f(x) =
4000

1 + ex/3000

The simulated annealing algorithm is performed in the
anneal method, which uses the methods implemented
by the user in the optimization problem class. The user can
specify the number of iterations, the reset probability, and
the time limit (in seconds) through the n iters, reset p,
and time limit arguments (respectively) of the anneal
method.

4.3. Branch and Bound Class

The BnBProblem class is based on [4, 5]. The
BnBProblem class extends the OptProblem class and
contains the logic for branch and bound.

Through the bnb selection strategy argument in
the BnBProblem class constructor, the user can specify
the strategy for selecting the next node in the tree to evaluate.
The supported selection strategies are depth-first (selects and
evaluates nodes in a depth-first-search manner), depth-first-
best-first (selects and evaluates nodes in a depth-first-search
manner, prioritizes lower bound for nodes of the same depth
in the tree), or best-first-depth-first (selects and evaluates
the node with the lowest lower bound, prioritizes depth in
tree for nodes with the same lower bound).

The space complexity (maximum number of nodes in the
tree) under the depth-first-best-first selection strategy is poly-
nomially bounded with respect to the maximum branch fac-
tor and maximum depth of the tree, and is exponentially
bounded with respect to the maximum depth of the tree
[4]. The space complexity under the depth-first selection
strategy is linearly bounded with respect to the maximum
depth of the tree, since every time a node is branched on, the
first solution yielded from the branching is evaluated and
branched on before the next solution is yielded, evaluated,
and branched on.



The following methods must be implemented by the user in
their optimization problem class.

• get root: Produces the root solution, a partial solu-
tion from which other partial solutions and complete
solutions are obtainable through branching. The root
solution corresponds to the root node of the tree.

• is feasible: Determines if a given partial/com-
plete solution is feasible (i.e., is a complete solution
that adheres to the constraints of the problem).

• branch: Grows the tree from a given partial solution
by generating “child” solutions have additional proper-
ties (are closer to completion) and correspond to more
constrained versions of the problem.

• lbound: Computes a lower bound on the cost of all
feasible solutions obtainable through branching on a
given partial solution (i.e., all feasible solutions in the
given partial solution’s subtree).

• complete solution: Completes a given partial
solution (only needed for look-ahead branch and
bound).

The branch and bound algorithm is performed in the solve
method using the methods implemented by the user in the
optimization problem class. The user can specify the num-
ber of iterations, the time limit (in seconds), and the type of
branch and bound algorithm they would like to execute
(traditional or look-ahead), through the iters limit,
time limit, and bnb type arguments (respectively) of
the solve method.

5. Applicability to a Well-Known NP -Hard
Problem

The optimizn library can be used on many NP -hard opti-
mization problems to quickly obtain good solutions. Let’s
see this in action for a very popular optimization problem,
the symmetric traveling salesman problem [4] (simply re-
ferred to as the “traveling salesman problem” in this paper),
which is an NP -hard problem [2].

5.1. Traveling salesman problem

In this paper, the traveling salesman problem is formulated
as follows.

Inputs:

• Symmetric adjacency matrix representing a graph of
n cities: A ∈ R+,n×n, where Ai,j = Aj,i ∀i, j ∈
{1, 2, ..., n}

Outputs:

• Path of cities s = [s1, s2, ..., sn]

Constraints:

• Solution path is of length n, |s| = n

• Every city is covered, ∀i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, i ∈ s

Optimization:

• Minimize the length of the path (including distance to
start city), Σn−1

i=1 Asi,si+1
+Asn,s1

• Optimal solution is mins{Σn−1
i=1 Asi,si+1

+Asn,s1}

5.2. Simulated Annealing Algorithm

The optimizn library’s simulated annealing algorithm for
the traveling salesman problem is based on [13, 14].

The following methods inherited from the OptProblem
and SimAnnealProblem classes have been imple-
mented.

• get initial solution: Assembles an initial
path with the cities in increasing, numerical order.

• reset candidate: Randomly generates a path of
cities.

• cost: Sum of distances between each pair of adjacent
cities in the path, and between the last and first cities.

• next candidate: Produces a new path by swap-
ping the places of two cities in a given path.

• get temperature: Implemented as the below
function.

f(x) =
4000

1 + ex/10000

5.3. Branch and Bound Algorithm

The optimizn library was used to develop a branch and
bound algorithm for the traveling salesman problem.

The following methods inherited from the OptProblem
and BnBProblem classes have been implemented.

• get initial solution: Assembles an initial
path with the cities in increasing, numerical order.

• get root: Returns an empty path.

• complete solution: Appends unvisited cities to
a given incomplete path, in a random order.

• cost: Sum of distances between each pair of adjacent
cities in the path, and between the last and first cities.



• branch: Given a path, returns a list of new paths,
each of which is the given path followed by an unvis-
ited city.

• is feasible: checks if the path length is equal to
the number of cities and each city is visited only once.

• lbound: takes the sum of the distance values corre-
sponding to adjacent cities in the partial solution and
the k lowest remaining distance values between any
two cities (k is the number of distance values needed
to visit the unvisited cities and return to the first city).

6. Applicability to a Niche NP -Hard Problem
A niche NP -hard problem encountered in practice is the
environment design problem in Azure, which is formulated
as follows [1].

Inputs:

• An undirected graph G = (V = V1 ∪ · · · ∪ Vd, E)
where the vertices in V are split into d groups, each rep-
resenting a testing dimension (e.g. hardware model, vir-
tual machine type). Each vertex is referred to as a “di-
mension value”. The edges in E represent compatibil-
ity relationships between the vertices in V . Dimension
values in the same dimension are considered incompat-
ible ∀k ∈ {1, . . . , d},∀vi, vj ∈ Vk, (vi, vj) ̸∈ E

• The number of testing configurations n ∈ Z+.

• Objective function O(S), that when given a collection
of testing configurations (“schedule”) S, returns a non-
negative number that quantifies how close the distri-
bution of dimension values, pairs of dimension values,
or testing configurations in S is to the desired/target
distribution (O(S) = 0 indicates a perfect match).

• Scope C = (I = I1 ∪ · · · ∪ Id, X = X1 ∪ · · · ∪Xd),
which consists of collections of values to include (I)
and exclude (X) for each dimension.

Output:

• Schedule S = [s1, s2, . . . , sn]

Constraints:

• Schedule contains n testing configurations, |S| = n

• Each testing configuration has d dimension values,
∀s ∈ S, |s| = d

• Dimension values in each testing configuration must
all be compatible with each other ∀s ∈ S,∀si, sj ∈ s,
where i ̸= j, (si, sj) ∈ E

• Schedule does not contain any dimension values in the
exclude scope, ∀s ∈ S,∀i ∈ {1, . . . , d}, s ∩Xi = ∅

• Schedule covers every dimension value in the include
scope, for dimensions where it is provided ∀i ∈
{1, . . . , d} where Ii ̸= ∅,∀v ∈ Vi ∩ Ii,∃s ∈ S, v ∈ s

• Schedule does not cover dimension values outside the
include scope, for dimensions where it is provided,
∀i ∈ {1, . . . , d} where Ii ̸= ∅,∀v ∈ Vi − Ii,∄s ∈
S, v ∈ s

Optimize:

• Minimize the value of the objective function, O(S)

• Optimal solution is minS{O(S)}

There are 6 simulated annealing algorithms and 12 branch
and bound algorithms developed with optimizn to solve
the environment design problem, which (along with the
environment design problem itself) are discussed in greater
detail in other literature written by the same authors of this
paper [1].

7. Experiments and Results
Two experiments are run to evaluate the optimizn library.
The first experiment tests out algorithms developed with
optimizn on the traveling salesman problem. The second
experiment tests out algorithms developed with optimizn on
the environment design problem.

7.1. System Specifications

Both experiments are run on their own Azure Databricks
clusters, each with the following specifications.

• VMSKU: Standard DS3 v2

• Nodes: 1

• Workers/Drivers: 1

• Memory: 14 GB

• Cores: 4

• Databricks Runtime Version: 13.3 LTS

7.2. Traveling Salesman Problem Experiment Design

In the traveling salesman problem experiment, the following
optimization algorithms will be tested.

• optimizn, simulated annealing

• python-tsp, simulated annealing [15] (an existing sim-
ulated annealing algorithm for the traveling salesman
problem, from another library)



• optimizn, traditional branch and bound (selection strat-
egy: depth-first)

• optimizn, look-ahead branch and bound (selection strat-
egy: depth-first)

• optimizn, traditional branch and bound (selection strat-
egy: depth-first-best-first)

• optimizn, look-ahead branch and bound (selection strat-
egy: depth-first-best-first)

• optimizn, traditional branch and bound (selection strat-
egy: best-first-depth-first)

• optimizn, look-ahead branch and bound (selection strat-
egy: best-first-depth-first)

The optimizn algorithms are compared to the python-tsp
simulated annealing algorithm to gauge how well the opti-
mizn algorithms are performing with respect to an existing
solver. python-tsp does have a branch and bound algorithm
[16], but it is not included in the experiment since it cannot
be run for a set period of time, cannot pick up from where
previous runs left off, and does not accept an initial solution.

Between the optimizn and python-tsp simulated annealing
algorithms, the method of generating a new solution from
the current solution is the same, but the temperature val-
ues are computed differently. Additionally, the optimizn
algorithm performs random restarts (with reset probability

1
1500000 ) while the python-tsp algorithm does not.

The python-tsp algorithm does not keep track of the most
optimal solution observed in each run. It only returns the
current solution after a time limit is exceeded or when no
improvement in solution optimality was observed after three
iterations. For each of its runs, python-tsp algorithm is exe-
cuted repeatedly (each execution starting from the solution
of the previous one) until it has used up the compute time,
and the most optimal solution returned across the execu-
tions is considered to be its most optimal solution for that
run. Subsequent runs start from the most optimal solution
observed in previous runs.

The experiment will be conducted on a graph of 200 cities.
In this graph, each vertex represents a city, and each city’s
2D-coordinates are drawn from a normal distribution with
µ = 0 and σ = 5. The weight of each edge is the Euclidean
distance between its two cities. All algorithms start from
the same initial solution, a path where the cities are in in-
creasing, numerical order. Each algorithm will be run in
a single stretch of time (three hours of compute time) and
three times in succession (with one hour of compute time
for each run), with the optimizn algorithms using continu-
ous training and the python-tsp algorithm starting from the
most optimal solution returned by its previous runs. The
optimality of the solutions (path lengths) produced by each
algorithm will be compared.

OPT.
ALG. INIT. RUN 1 RUN 2 RUN 3

O-SA1 1765.716 - - 369.981
O-SA2 1765.716 373.806 353.297 353.297
PT-SA1 1765.716 - - 302.585
PT-SA2 1765.716 305.806 299.140 291.383
DF-LA-
BNB1 1765.716 - - 1642.857

DF-LA-
BNB2 1765.716 1630.178 1630.178 1630.178

DFBEF-
LA-
BNB1

1765.716 - - 311.041

DFBEF-
LA-
BNB2

1765.716 311.041 311.041 311.041

BEFDF-
LA-
BNB1

1765.716 - - 1463.054

BEFDF-
LA-
BNB2

1765.716 1550.719 1475.681 1475.681

DF-T-
BNB1 1765.716 - - 1748.467

DF-T-
BNB2 1765.716 1748.467 1748.467 1748.467

DFBEF-
T-BNB1 1765.716 - - 311.041

DFBEF-
T-BNB2 1765.716 311.041 311.041 311.041

BEFDF-
T-BNB1 1765.716 - - 1765.716

BEFDF-
T-BNB2 1765.716 1765.716 1765.716 1765.716

Table 1. Lengths of shortest paths for the traveling salesman prob-
lem

7.3. Traveling Salesman Problem Experiment Results

The costs of the most optimal solution (shortest path lengths)
found by the algorithms are shown in Table 1. For algo-
rithms run in a single stretch, the results are shown only in
the final column of the table.

“O-SA” and “PT-SA” refer to the optimizn and python-
tsp simulated annealing algorithms, respectively. “TBnB”
and “LABnB” refer to the optimizn traditional and look-
ahead branch and bound algorithms, respectively. The pre-
fixes “DF”, “DFBeF”, and “BeFDF” refer to branch and
bound with the depth-first, depth-first-best-first, and best-
first-depth-first selection strategies, respectively. The suf-
fixes “1” and “2” represent the algorithm being run in a
single stretch or in successive runs, respectively.



OPT.
ALG. INIT. RUN 1 RUN 2 RUN 3

1.1 3.682E-2 2.162E-3 2.156E-3 2.156E-3
1.2 3.682E-2 1.647E-3 1.647E-3 1.647E-3
1.3 3.682E-2 1.347E-2 1.347E-2 1.347E-2
1.4 3.682E-2 1.258E-2 1.258E-2 1.258E-2
1.5 3.682E-2 2.239E-2 2.239E-2 2.239E-2
1.6 3.682E-2 2.265E-2 2.265E-2 2.265E-2
2.1 3.682E-2 3.682E-2 3.682E-2 3.682E-2
2.2 3.682E-2 3.183E-2 3.183E-2 3.183E-2
2.3 3.682E-2 3.604E-3 3.604E-3 3.604E-3
2.4 3.682E-2 3.569E-3 3.568E-3 3.568E-3
2.5 3.682E-2 3.682E-2 3.682E-2 3.682E-2
2.6 3.682E-2 2.814E-2 2.767E-2 2.767E-2
3.1 3.682E-2 3.505E-2 3.505E-2 3.505E-2
3.2 3.682E-2 3.505E-2 3.505E-2 3.505E-2
3.3 3.682E-2 3.694E-3 3.694E-3 3.694E-3
3.4 3.682E-2 3.694E-3 3.694E-3 3.694E-3
3.5 3.682E-2 3.682E-2 3.682E-2 3.682E-2
3.6 3.682E-2 3.636E-2 3.601E-2 3.601E-2

Table 2. Objective function values of testing schedules for the en-
vironment design problem (Overlake scenario)

7.4. Environment Design Problem Experiment Design

In the environment design problem experiment, simulated
annealing and branch and bound algorithms developed us-
ing the optimizn library will be tested on the environment
design problem for the Overlake scenario, a real testing
scenario in Azure that pertains to new hardware models.
This experiment and the tested optimization algorithms are
discussed in greater detail in other literature written by the
same authors of this paper [1].

The algorithms will each be run three times in succession
(with continuous training, one hour of compute time for
each run) to improve the optimality of schedules (collections
of testing configurations) for the Overlake scenario. The
optimality of the schedules produced by each algorithm will
be compared.

7.5. Environment Design Problem Experiment Results

The costs of the most optimal schedules produced by the
algorithms are shown in Table 2.

The numbers from 1.1 to 1.6 correspond to the six simulated
annealing algorithms, and the numbers from 2.1 to 2.6 and
from 3.1 to 3.6 correspond to the twelve branch and bound
algorithms.

7.6. Analysis

In the traveling salesman problem experiment, the best per-
forming algorithm was the python-tsp simulated annealing
algorithm, followed by the optimizn depth-first-best-first
modified branch and bound algorithms (traditional and look-
ahead). All algorithms saw significant improvement from
the initial solution.

In the environment design problem experiment, the best
performing algorithm was optimization algorithm 1.2, a
simulated annealing algorithm. The envdesign model
was able to produce schedules that were significantly more
optimal than the initial expanded coverage schedule, indi-
cating that the optimizn library is doing a good job helping
the envdesign model optimize schedules.

The results of these experiments are a good indication that
the optimizn library can be used to quickly and easily de-
velop optimization algorithms to produce good solutions to
a variety of optimization problems (well-known and niche).

8. Conclusion
This paper presents optimizn, a Python library for devel-
oping customized optimization algorithms under general
paradigms. optimizn’s simulated annealing and branch and
bound offerings make it quick, easy, and seamless to develop
optimization algorithms. For both simulated annealing and
branch and bound, optimizn supports continuous training,
allowing the user to run their algorithms flexibly to obtain
good solutions for complex and difficult optimization prob-
lems (well-known and niche).

The optimizn library has already been used to solve the en-
vironment design problem in Azure, and it can be used to
solve other optimization problems and generate positive im-
pact inside and outside of Azure. In the future, we intend to
use the optimizn library to develop optimization algorithms
to solve more niche, NP -hard optimization problems en-
countered in our work at Microsoft Azure, and improve
optimizn based on the needs that arise in practice.

optimizn can be found on GitHub here: https://
github.com/microsoft/optimizn, and on PyPI
here: https://pypi.org/project/optimizn/.
The code for the simulated annealing and branch and bound
algorithms developed with optimizn for the traveling sales-
man problem can be found in optimizn’s GitHub repository.
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