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Abstract. In this paper, we study a facility location problem within a competitive market context, where customer demand is pre-
dicted by a random utility choice model. Unlike prior research, which primarily focuses on simple constraints such as a cardinality
constraint on the number of selected locations, we introduce routing constraints that necessitate the selection of locations in a man-
ner that guarantees the existence of a tour visiting all chosen locations while adhering to a specified tour length upper bound. Such
routing constraints find crucial applications in various real-world scenarios. The problem at hand features a non-linear objective
function, resulting from the utilization of random utilities, together with complex routing constraints, making it computationally
challenging. To tackle this problem, we explore three types of valid cuts, namely, outer-approximation and submodular cuts to
handle the nonlinear objective function, as well as sub-tour elimination cuts to address the complex routing constraints. These lead
to the development of two exact solution methods: a nested cutting plane and nested branch-and-cut algorithms, where these valid
cuts are iteratively added to a master problem through two nested loops. We also prove that our nested cutting plane method always
converges to optimality after a finite number of iterations. Furthermore, we develop a local search-based metaheuristic tailored
for solving large-scale instances and show its pros and cons compared to exact methods. Extensive experiments are conducted on
problem instances of varying sizes, demonstrating that our approach excels in terms of solution quality and computation time when

compared to other baseline approaches.
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1. Introduction

Facility location has been a longstanding problem in decision-making within modern transportation and
logistics systems. In its traditional form, this problem involves choosing a subset of potential locations from
a given pool of candidates and deciding on the financial resources allocated to establish new facilities at
these selected locations. The goal is to either maximize a profit value (such as expected customer demand
or revenue) or minimize a cost metric (such as operational or transportation expenses). The decision of
where and how to open these facilities is heavily dependent on customer demand, making it a crucial fac-
tor in facility location problems. This study focuses on a specific category of competitive facility location
problems in which customer demand is characterized and forecasted using a random utility maximization
(RUM) model (Train[2003} Benati and Hansen|2002, Mai and Lodi/[2020). In this setting, it is assumed that
customers make their choices among available facilities by maximizing their utility associated with each
facility. These utilities typically hinge on attributes (or features) of the facilities, such as service quality,

infrastructure, or transportation costs, or characteristics of customers (such as age, income, gender). The
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application of the RUM models framework in this context is well justified by the enduring popularity and
proven success of RUM models in modeling and forecasting human choice behavior (?2McFadden| 2001,
Ben-Akiva and Bierlaire|[1999). To the best of our knowledge, existing studies on competitive facility loca-
tion under RUM models typically incorporate simple constraints, such as a capacity constraint that imposes
an upper limit on the number of selected locations. In this work, we further advance the relevant literature
by considering routing constraints, which necessitate the existence of a tour that visits all selected loca-
tions with a length below a specified threshold. Such a constraint holds significant relevance in practical
scenarios; for example, a bike-sharing company needs to traverse through all bike station locations daily
for bike redistribution, and they need to accomplish this within a reasonable travel time. Another example
can be found in the situation where a restaurant chain needs to design an efficient supply chain in which
a set of locations is chosen to establish new restaurants. The main objective of the restaurants is to fulfill
the customer demand as much as possible. But the restaurant manager also tries to keep the internal freight
costs and/or transport time reasonable. As such, a threshold should be imposed on the logistics cost or the
traveling time to distribute the goods throughout the chain. The inclusion of these constraints poses several
challenges, given the nonlinearity of the objective function and the fact that finding a feasible solution to a
routing constraint is already an NP-hard problem (Laporte and Martin/|2007). We address these challenges
in the paper.

In the context of competitive facility location under RUM models, the objective is to maximize the
expected captured customer demand (or the expected number of customers choosing the newly opened
facilities). This problem is often referred to as the maximum capture problem (MCP). The objective func-
tion of the MCP is typically characterized by its fractional structure, resulting from the incorporation
of RUM models to predict customer demand. Approaches have been proposed to address this nonlinear
structure, including Mixed-Integer Linear Programming (MILP) or quadratic second-order cone (Conic)
reformulation (Haase and Miillerj 2014, |Sen et al.|2018)), cutting plans, and branch-and-cut methods using
outer-approximation and/or submodular cuts (Ljubi¢ and Moreno|2018|,[Mai1 and Lodi|2020). As mentioned
earlier, existing approaches only target problems with simple constraints (e.g., cardinality constraints on
the number of selected locations) and would be inefficient in handling complex routing constraints. On
the other hand, routing constraints have been considered in classical facility location problems where the
objective function is linear, making existing approaches inapplicable (Gunawan et al.|2016)). In this work, to
efficiently solve the problem of interest, we will exploit various valid cuts that can be used in a cutting plane
and Branch-and-Cut (B&C) methods to exactly solve the problem. Heuristic methods are also explored to
deal with large-scale instances. We present our detailed contributions in the following.

Our contributions: We make the following contributions:
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(i) To efficiently solve the facility location problem at hand, we explore three types of valid cuts that
can be employed in cutting plane or Branch-and-Cut (B&C) methods, namely, outer-approximation, sub-
modular, and sub-tour elimination cuts. While submodular and outer-approximation cuts can be utilized
to approximate the nonlinear objective function, sub-tour elimination cuts prove valuable for eliminating
infeasible routing solutions that contain sub-tours derived from solving a relaxation problem. To efficiently
utilize both outer-approximation and submodular cuts, we introduce the concept of valid cuts that unites
both types under a common umbrella. We then demonstrate that a cutting plane method with valid cuts
consistently yields an optimal solution after a finite number of iterations. It is noteworthy our finding is
more general than existing results, as that prior work has only demonstrated convergence for cutting plane
with outer-approximation cuts.

(i) We further develop a new algorithm, called the nested cutting plane (NCP) algorithm, that allows
for incorporating both valid cuts and sub-tour elimination cuts in a nested manner. Our algorithm works
by iteratively running two nested loops, where the outer loop involves adding outer-approximation and
sub-modular cuts to a master problem, and the inner loop involves iteratively solving and adding sub-tour
elimination cuts to the master problem of the outer loop until obtaining a feasible routing solution. We then
demonstrate that our nested procedure will always terminate at an optimal solution after a finite number of
iterations.

(iii)) We extend the idea to the context of B&C and develop a Nested B&C algorithm that works in
the same spirit. That is, at each node of the B&C, if sub-tours exist, we add sub-tour elimination cuts to
remove this infeasible solution, until a feasible routing solution is found. Once this is achieved, we add
outer-approximation and sub-modular cuts to further approximate the objective function.

(iv) In order to obtain effective solutions for large-scale instances, we further propose a local search-
based metaheuristic. It is important to highlight that our algorithm holds distinct advantages over certain
prior local search algorithms developed for the competitive facility location problem, particularly in effi-
ciently addressing complex routing constraints.

(v) We conduct extensive experiments using instances of various sizes, including those obtained from a
real Park-and-Ride dataset. We compare our cutting plane and B&C methods with several baselines, includ-
ing the MILP and Conic reformulations, as well as other cutting plane and B&C versions. The comparison
results show that our approach significantly outperforms other baselines in terms of both solution quality
and runtime.

Paper Outline: The paper is organized as follows. Section [2| presents a literature review. Section
presents the problem formulation, and Section {4 discusses MILP and Conic reformulations. In Section [3]
we present our cutting plane and B&C approaches, and Section [6] describes our metaheuristic. Section

provides numerical experiments, and finally, Section g concludes.
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2. Literature Review

The variant of the MCP proposed in this paper is an extension of the facility location under random utility
choice models. It is also closely related to the Orienteering Problem (OP) (Golden et al.|[1987), a well-
known variant of the classical Traveling Salesman Problem (TSP), which revolves around optimizing the
choice of locations while considering routing constraints. In the context of OP, the usual setting involves
each location being assigned a constant score, and the objective is to maximize the total score of the selected
locations. In the following, we review the main works studying these two related problems.

Facility location under random utility choice models: In the context of the MCP, a majority of exist-
ing studies employ the MNL model to model customers’ demand due to its simple structure. For instance,
Benati and Hansen| (2002) seem to be the first to propose the MCP under the MNL model. Their solution
method involves a MILP method based on a branch-and-bound procedure to solve small instances and a
simple variable neighborhood search to deal with larger instances. Subsequently, alternative MILP models
are introduced by |Zhang et al.| (2012) and |[Haase|(2009). Haase and Miiller| (2014) benchmark these MILP
models and conclude that the formulation of |Haase| (2009) exhibits the best performance. |[Freire et al.| (2016))
strengthen the MILP formulation of |[Haase| (2009) using a branch-and-bound algorithm with tight inequali-
ties. Ljubi¢ and Moreno|(2018) propose a B&C method that combines outer-approximation and submodular
cuts, while |[Mai and Lodi (2020) develop a multicut outer-approximation algorithm for efficiently solving
large instances. We note that the MNL model is restricted due to its independence from the Independence
from Irrelevant Alternatives (IIA) property, which implies that the ratio of the probabilities of choosing
two facilities is independent of any other alternative. This property is shown to not hold in many practical
contexts, and efforts have been made to overcome this. Some examples are the mixed logit model (MMNL)
(McFadden and Train/2000), models belonging to the family of Generative Extreme Value (GEV) model
such as the nested logit (Ben-Akiva|1973| [Ben-Akiva and Lerman|[1985)) and the cross-nested logit (Vovsha
and Bekhor|[1998)). All of the aforementioned studies utilize either the MNL or Mixed Logit (MMNL) mod-
els, leveraging the linear fractional structures of the objective functions to devise solution algorithms. Dam
et al.[ (2022, [2023)) make the first attempt to incorporate general GEV models into the MCP by proposing a
heuristic method that dominates existing exact methods. Recently, Lamontagne et al.|(2023)) propose a new
formulation using the MCP with random utilities to represent the decision of the users to purchase electric
vehicles (EVs). The authors determine the optimal placements of EV charging stations in a long-term plan
to maximize the total number of EVs by using the simulation-based approach, the rolling horizon heuristic,
the greedy methods, and the GRASP algorithms. As far as our understanding goes, none of the existing
studies takes into account the routing constraints for the chosen locations. Our research appears to be the

first to address routing constraints in the context of the MCP.
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Orienteering problem: Several surveys on the OP, such as |[Feillet et al.| (2005), [Laporte and Martin
(2007), |Vansteenwegen et al.| (2011), and |Gunawan et al.| (2016), present a comprehensive summary of the
OP and its variants. These surveys mention the Team OP, the (Team) OP with time windows, the Time-
dependent OP, the TSP (or Vehicle Routing Problem - VRP) with profits, Prize-collecting TSP (VRP), the
Profitable tour, the OP with hotel selection, the Stochastic (Team) OP, the Generalized OP, the Arc OP, the
Multi-agent OP, the Clustered OP, the Correlated OP, and others. Besides those problems, (Gunawan et al.
(2016) also review several practical applications of the OP, such as the mobile crowd-sourcing problem, the
tourist trip design problem, the theme park navigation problem, the sales representative planning problem,
the smuggler search problem, the wildfire routing problem, and the integration of vehicle routing, inventory
management and customer selection problems.

Currently, there is still ongoing interest in various variants and applications of the OP within the research
community. Following the most recent survey by (Gunawan et al.| (2016)), numerous new OP variants and
applications have been proposed. For instance,|Angelelli et al.|(2017) introduce the Probabilistic OP, where
each arc is associated with a cost, and nodes have a prize and a specified probability of being visited.
Additionally, Archetti et al.[(2018)) pioneer the Set OP, a generalization of the OP where nodes are organized
into clusters, and each cluster is associated with a profit. Notably, in the Set OP, the profit of a cluster
can be obtained if at least one node in that cluster is visited, distinguishing it from the Clustered OP.
Furthermore, Dolinskaya et al.| (2018)) present a new class of the OP known as the Adaptive OP, which
integrates the adaptive path-finding component with the OP into a unified problem. |[Freeman et al.| (2018])
introduce Attractive OP, considering the competitive factor of each location. Based on that factor, the time-
varying attraction of customers to events organized at the chosen location can be determined by a gravity
model. Especially, in Attractive OP, the tour can re-visit a location if it is still one of the locations with the
highest attraction after a certain amount of time. The objective of the Attractive OP is to maximize the profit
of the tour under the consideration of the total cost for organizing events and traveling among the tour stops.
In|Yu et al.| (2022), a robust variant of the (team) orienteering problem is proposed. In which, each vehicle
serves each customer in an uncertain service time, which is characterized by a capacitated uncertainty set,
and archives decreasing profits within a time horizon. Some extensions of the OP are also considered in
the fields of robotics, autonomy, and UAV, such as the Surviving Team OP (Jorgensen et al.|[2017}, 2018)),
the Dubins OP (Pénicka et al.|2017), the Close Enough Dubins OP (Faigl and Pénicka/2017)), the Dubins
Correlated OP (Tsiogkas and Lane|[2018]), the Physical OP (Pénicka et al.|2019), and the Kinematic OP
(Meyer and Glock|2022).

The primary distinction between the MCP and other OP studies lies in the score associated with each
location if it is open. The score in the OP is constant. However, in many practical contexts, e.g., the chain of
restaurant mentioned above, it is not easy to measure it as a predefined value because of uncertain dependent

factors. As such, the score can be estimated via a choice model, which is more pratical. As a consequence,
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the OP’s objective function is linear, whereas the objective function in our new MCP is highly nonlinear,
which is much harder to solve. To the best of our knowledge, our work marks the first time addressing the
OP with a nonlinear objective function derived from the use of RUM to capture customer demand. In other
words, our study represents the first exploration of a combination of competitive facility location problems

under RUM and vehicle routing problems.

3. Maximum Capture Problem with Routing Constraints

In the classical facility location problem, decision-makers aim to locate new facilities that maximize the
demand captured by the customers. In practice, the customers’ demands are difficult to evaluate and not
deterministic. In this work, we use discrete choice models to predict customer demand. In the literature
on discrete choice models, RUM (Train/2003) is the most widely used approach to model discrete choice
behavior. This approach is based on random utility theory, which assumes that the decision makers’ pref-
erences for an alternative are captured by a random utility, and the alternative with the highest utility is
chosen by the customer. Under the RUM framework (McFadden| (1978)), [Fosgerau and Bierlaire| (2009)),
the probability that individual n selects option ¢ € S can be computed as P(u,; > u,;, Vj € 5), i.e., the
individual chooses the option of the highest utility, where the random utilities are defined as u,,; = v,,; + €.,
in which v,,; is a deterministic part and can be modeled based on characteristics of the alternative and/or the
decision-maker, and e,,; is the random term which is unknown to the analyst. Under the MNL model, the

choice probability that the facility at location ¢ is chosen by an individual n is

evni

Zies evni

In this paper, we are interested in a competitive facility location problem where a “newcomer” company

Po(ilS) =

wants to open new facilities in a market that already has competitors’ facilities. The aim is to maximize the
market share by attracting customers to their new facilities. In order to predict how the new facilities affect
customer demand, we employ the RUM framework and assume that each customer associates each facility
(new facility and one from the competitor) with a random utility and choices are made by maximizing their
individual utilities. Accordingly, the company aims to choose a strategic set of locations to establish new
facilities to maximize the expected number of customers that would visit the new facilities. Let us denote
[m]={1,2,...,m} as the set of possible locations that can be used to locate new facilities and N as the set
of geographical zones where customers are located. The set N can also be interpreted as a set of customer
types, characterized by customers’ characteristics such as location, gender, or income. Let ¢,, be the number
of customers at zone n € . We also denote by v,,; the deterministic utility associated with location i € [m)]
and zone n € N. We can also use C to represent the set of the competitor’s facilities. We now suppose
that the firm selects a subset of locations S C [m] to establish new facilities. Under the MNL model, the

probability that customers in zone n € A select the facility ¢ € S can be computed as

evni

P,(i|S) =
(@lS) > icc €+ Zjes ens
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For notational simplicity, let U = >, _. e’"i, noting that these terms are constants in the MCP. The expected
customer demand captured over all the customer zones can be computed as
. Dies €™
_n%:vqn;Pn(ﬂS T%:v c+zle ooni

Previous studies often consider a simple cardinality constraint |S| < C' where C' is a given constant
such that 1 < C < m (Freire et al.|[2016, [Ljubi¢ and Moreno|2018|, [ Mai and Lodi/[2020, |[Dam et al.|2022).
In a practical situation, it is often necessary for selected locations to be efficiently connected to facilitate
transportation and logistics among the facilities. For instance, a company may need to regularly visit all of
its facilities for purposes like delivering goods or supplies. The previous approaches, which only considered
cardinality, do not accommodate this requirement. In the following, we introduce an MCP formulation with
routing constraints to overcome this limitation.

We now describe the MCP with a routing constraint (denoted as MCP-R). The MCP-R can be described
as a combination of the traditional MCP and OP where the objective is to choose a subset of locations
S C [m], in a way that maximizes the expected customer demand f(.S). This must be achieved while also
guaranteeing the existence of a tour that starts and ends at a designated depot, and visits all the chosen

locations in S within a specified time limit 7},,,,. In the most compact form, the MCP-R can be formulated

as follows:
max f(9) (MCP-R)
SC[m]
s.t. S| <C

T(S) < Thnax

where 7 (S) represents the shortest possible tour’s length that starts and ends at the depot, and visits all
the nodes in S. It’s important to highlight that without the routing constraint 7 (.S) < T}y, any optimal
solution to the MCP will essentially meet the maximum possible cardinality, as the objective function f(.S)
is monotonically increasing. However, with the inclusion of the routing constraint, it is possible for an
optimal solution, denoted as S*, not to reach its maximum cardinality size, i.e., |S*| is strictly less than C'.
Moreover, it can be shown that the feasible set of (MCP-R) does not form a matroid, an important concept

in submodular maximization. We state these results in Proposition [I| below.

PROPOSITION 1. An optimal solution S* to (MCP-R)) does not necessarily reach the maximum cardi-
nality size C' and the feasible set { S| |S| < C; T(S) < Twax } may not form a matroid.

Proof. The first claim is easy to verify by using the following counter-example. Let us assume that C' =3

and among m locations, there are two locations {1,2} near the depor such that there is a feasible tour
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a Depot °

Figure 1 lllustrative example of a situation that the feasible set {5| [S| < C; T(S) < Twax } is not a matroid.

visiting these locations, i.e., 7({1,2}) < Ti,ax. We further assume that any other locations are far away
from the depot, thus including any of them will lead to an infeasible tour. This implies that if S* is optimal
(and feasible) to (MCP-R) then |S*| <2 < C, affirming the first claim.

For the second claim, we first state the definition of matroid as follows. A pair (V, X'), where X C 2™ is
a collection of subsets of V, is a matroid if it satisfies the following properties:

(i) Forany ACBCV,if Be Xthen Ac X

(ii) Forany A, B € X, |B| > |A|, then Ji € B\ A such that AU {i} € X.

We now show that the feasible set X = {5, |S| < C;T(S) < Tax} Will violate Properties (ii) of the
above Matroid definition. To this end, we use a simple example illustrated in Figure [T} In this example,
assume that there are 5 locations and one depot. The locations are divided into two groups: {1,2} and
{3,4,5}. We presume that the distance between any pair of nodes from these two groups exceeds 7}, This
implies that a feasible tour cannot encompass locations from both groups. We further assume that C' = 3 and
the two tours {depot — 1 — 2 — depot} and {depot — 3 — 4 — 5 — depot} are feasible. Consequently,
A={1,2} € X and B={3,4,5} € X. Moreover, we see that | B| > | A|, but for any location i ¢ A, we see
that AU {i} ¢ X, which is because a feasible tour cannot encompass locations from both A and B. As a
result, Property (ii) is violated, i.e., (V, X') is not a matroid. [ |

The concept of matroid plays a pivotal role in submodular maximization — it has been demonstrated
that when dealing with submodular maximization problems subject to matroid constraints, there exists a
polynomial-time greedy algorithm that consistently provides at least a 1/2-approximation solution (Cali-
nescu et al.[2007). In the case of the MCP-R, the matroid property does not hold, implying that devising
a constant-factor approximation algorithm would be challenging. It is worth noting that the MCP (without
routing constraints) is already known to be NP-hard, and verifying whether a solution S satisfies the rout-
ing constraint 7 (S) < T,y is also an NP-hard problem. Consequently, the MCP-R problem emerges as

a particularly challenging problem.
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The routing constraint in (MCP-R) is impractical. However, by building upon previous research

(Vansteenwegen et al.|201 1}, |(Gunawan et al.[2016), it is possible to represent it by a set of linear constraints.

To facilitate this, we first consider the binary representation of the objective function:

Fy = 3 il Vit
neN UTCL + Zie[m} ‘/"ixi

where V,,; = e'ni for alln € A and i € [m]. In other words, we use x € {0, 1} to represent a subset S C [m]

as x; = 1if i € S and x; = 0 otherwise, for all i € [m]. To represent the routing constraint as linear ones,

we extend the set of locations as V = {0,1,...,m,m+ 1} where Locations 0 and m + 1 are the depots. We

then introduce new decision variables y such that y;; = 1 if there exists a visit from locations 7 to location

4, and 0 otherwise, for all 4, j € V. With these new variables, we can reformulate (MCP-R) as the following

mixed-integer nonlinear program:

dn Zie[m] Vnzxz
max f(x)= Z -
Xy neN Un + ZiE[ﬂ’L] Vnixi

S
Z Yoi = Z Yim+1 =1
=1 i=0
m m+1
Zyji: Zyik:ﬂfi Vi € [m]
3=0 k=1
m m+1
Z Z tijYi; < Tmax
i=0 j=1

pi—p;+1<m(l—y;) Vi, j € [m]
1<p;<m Vi € [m]

xe{0,1}™,y € {0,1}(m+Dx(m+1)

(MINLP)

(D

2)

3)

4
&)

where Constraints (I))-() are linear representations of the routing constraint 7 (S) < T,.x. More precisely,

Constraints (1)) are to guarantee that the route starts from depot (0) and ends on depot (m + 1). Constraints

establish the relationship between variables x and y — they ensure that a location i is visited iff it is

chosen for opening a facility. Constraints (3)) ensure that the total traveling time of the selected tour is less

than the time budget 7},,..., where t;; be the non-negative travel time between locations ¢ and j, Vi, j € [m].

Finally, Constraints ()and (5)) are the subtour elimination constraints formulated according to the Miller-

Tucker-Zemlin (MTZ) formulation of the TSP proposed by Miller et al.| (1960).



Pham et al.: Competitive Facility Location under Random Utilities and Routing Constraints
10 Article submitted to ...

4. MILP and Second-order Cone Reformulations

The mixed-integer nonlinear formulation in (MINLP)) is a binary fractional program with a fractional objec-
tive function and linear constraints. It is then known that such a fractional program can be reformulated as
an MILP or Second-order Cone (or Conic) program, and, as a result, the MCP-R can be readily solved by
an off-the-shelf solver such as CPLEX. In the following, we present MILP and Conic reformulations for
(MINLP). Even though the results are quite straightforward, given existing works, we include them for the
sake of self-containment. These reformulations will also serve as our reference benchmarks for comparing

against the methods we propose.

4.1. MILP Reformulation
We employ the method proposed in (Li/[1994)), one of the most popular approaches to formulate a binary

fractional program into a MILP. In particular, we first introduce new variables w,,, n € N/, as:

1
W, = ,VneN
> icpm) Vaii + US

1
rn=—,VnenN

Wn,

Then we can rewrite the objective function as

f(x)= Z n Z Vaitiwn

neN  i€[m)]

and the relationship between w,, and z; can be expressed as w,, (> Vaizi +US) = 1. The MCP can be

i€[m]

formulated as follows:

max Y gy Y Vawiw, (Li-bilinear)

oy neN  ie[m]
s.t. Z x; <C
i€[m]
Z Viixiw, +Ujw, =1 VneN (6)
i€[m]

Routing constraints: (T)—(4)

x € {0,1}",y € {0, 1} 0mrx(m+D

We observe that the formulation (Li-bilinear) includes non-convex bilinear terms x;w,,. Li (1994) sug-
gests such a bilinear term can be linearized by adding variables s,,; = x;w,, and replacing the bilinear terms

by the following linear inequalities: (i) w,, — $,; < WY — w¥x;, (i) s, < wy, (i) s, < wlz;, where

U

n?’

wY, n € N are an upper bound of w,,. Then, Tawarmalani et al.[(2002) exploit some properties relating to
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the convex and concave envelopes of bilinear terms and suggest adding two linear inequalities involving the

lower bound of w,,. In summary, the following inequalities can be used to represent the terms x;w,,:

Spi <wYm; Vi€ [m],neN (N
whr; < s, Vie[m],neN (8)
Spi < Wy, FwE(z; — 1) Vie[m|,neN 9)
wy, +wY (z; — 1) < 504 Vie [m],neN (10)

where w? and w’ are upper and lower bounds of w,,. Finally, we obtain the following MILP reformulation:

max > an > Vaisn (MILP)
]

X, W,Y,$
T neN  i€lm

S.t. Z ZT; < C
ic[m]

> Viiswi+Usw, =1 VneN (11)

1€[m)]

Constraints: (7)—(10)
Routing constraints: (I)—#)

x € {0,1}",y € {0, 1} (mFxCnry

4.2. Conic Reformulation
Second-order cone (or Conic) optimization refers to the optimization of a linear function over conic
quadratic inequalities of the form ||[Az — b||, < ex +d, where || - ||, is the L2 norm, and A,b,c,d are
matrices/vectors of appropriate sizes. In the context of 0-1 fractional programming, prior research makes
use of the fact that that such a rotated second-order cone/hyperbolic inequality of the form 2? < 2,23, for
21, 22,23 > 0, can be formulated as a conic quadratic inequality ||(221, 22 — 23)|| < 22 + 23, and if 2; is a
binary variable, then the inequality z»23 > 2, is equivalent the rotated second-order cone 2523 > 27. Note
that such a conic quadratic optimization problem can now be solved by some optimization tools such as
CPLEX or GUROBI.

In the context of the MCP-R, the methods presented in |Sen et al.[ (2018) and Mehmanchi et al.| (2019)

can be directly employed to transform (MINLP) into a Conic program. Nevertheless, we take advantage of
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the inherent structure of the MCP to create a simpler Conic formulation. To achieve this, let us first rewrite

the objective function in (MINLP) as a sum of ratios whose numerators are constant.

f(X) _ qn Zze[m] Vnixi

_ 0. U,
= 4= ) U+ 2 e Vil

neN neN
(12)
We also introduce two new sets of variables w,, = ﬁ, VYn €N and r,, = -, VYn € N, then
ic[m] miti+US W,
rewrite (MINLP) as:
max Y g, Y aUiw, (13)
neN neN
s.t. Z z, <C
i€[m]
Tnzz‘/;“$l+Uz VTZGN
i€[m]
rpWw, =1 VneN (14)

Routing constraints: (T)—(4)

x e {0,1}™,y € {0,1}(m+Dx(mt1)

The constraints w,,r, = 1, n € N, are not rotated cones. We however see that these constraints can be
safely replaced by w,r, > 1. This is possible because w,, and r,, are non-negative, and the maximization
problem will force w,, to be as small as possible (to achieve minimal objective values). So, at optimum, the

inequalities w,,r,, > 1 will always be active, i.e., w,7, = 1. So, in summary, we can reformulate (MINLP))

as the following Conic program:

max Y gu— Y q.Uw, (CONIC)
R neN neN
s.t. Z r; <C
i€[m]
Ty = Z Vo + US YneN
ic[m]
row, > 1 VneN (15)

Routing constraints: (T)—(4)

x e {0,1}™,y € {0,1}(m+Dx(mtD)
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In comparison with the Conic reformulations proposed in prior works (Sen et al.[2018, Mehmanchi et al.
2020), (CONIC)) does not require introducing new variables to represent bilinear terms z;w, and does
not involve the transformation from z; to z? (to convert non-convex constraints to rotated cones), which

typically causes weak continuous relaxations.

5. Cutting Plane and B&C Approaches
The MILP and Conic reformulations presented above would not be scalable in handling large instances, as
shown in prior works and our later experiments. This is primarily due to the fact that the linearization and
rotated cone transformation techniques utilized above often cause weak continuous relaxations. Moreover,
the routing constraints involve numerous additional binary variables, making them expensive to handle. In
this section, we present our approaches to scale up the optimization. The idea is to introduce valid cuts
to approximate the nonlinear objective function and routing constraints. We then show how to incorporate
such valid linear cuts into Cutting Plane and B&C methods to achieve better scalability.

To start, let us first divide the set of zones N into £ disjoint groups Dj, ..., D, such that |, cle) D, =N.
The objective function then can be written as: f(x) =,y Vi(x), where

V()= a— Y ah , Ve [L].

n€D; n€D; Unc + Zle[m] anl‘l

Note that if £ = 1, then there is only one group, and cuts will be created for the whole objective function.
On the other hand, if |D;| = 1, the cuts are created for each single ratio of the objective function. While the
former setting will result in a smaller number of cuts, it often requires more iterations to converge, compared
to the later setting in[Mai and Lodi| (2020). So, to achieve good performance, Mai and Lodi| (2020) suggest
that one should divide the set of zones A into some smaller groups, in such ways that balance between the
number of cuts created at each iteration, and the number of iterations until convergence.

With the above separation, we rewrite the mixed-integer nonlinear program (MINLP) as

max Y 0, (MINLP-2)
o le[£)]
s.t. Z r; <C
i€[m]
0, <U,(x) Viell] (16)

Routing constraints: (T)—(4)
X E {0, l}m,y e {07 1}(m+1)><(m+1)

We will explore, in the following, three types of cuts to handle the nonlinear constraints (16)) and the routing

constraints (I))—@).
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5.1. Outer-approximation and Submodular Cuts

Outer-approximation cuts. The outer-approximation method (Duran and Grossmann|1986) is a popular
approach to solve mixed-integer nonlinear programs with convex objective functions and constraints. In the
context of MCP, outer-approximation has become a state-of-the-art approach, thanks to the concavity of the
objective function (Ljubi¢ and Moreno|2018, Mai and Lodi[2020). Specifically, in the context of the MCP-
q"UC o is concave in x. As a result, ¥;(x) is also concave in

Ug +ZZ€ n'L
x. The concavity then implies that, for any solutlon candidate X € {0, 1}, the following inequality holds:

R, it can be seen that each component

P, (x) < VI (X)"(x — X) + ¥, (X)
which further implies that the following linear cuts are valid for constraints (16)):
01 < VX\I/Z(X)T(X —i) + \Dl(i), Vile [ﬁ] (17)

An outer-approximation algorithm, in a cutting-plane fashion, works as follows. We first consider a master
problem, which is but without the nonlinear constraints (I6). At each iteration, we solve the
master problem to obtain a solution candidate (8, X). If (6, X) is feasible to the original problem (MINLP-2),
then we can return X as an optimal solution. Otherwise, outer-approximation cuts of the form (5.1) are added
to the master problem and we move the the next iterations. It can be shown that this procedure will always
terminate at an optimal solution after a finite number of iterations (Duran and Grossmann//1986).
Submodular cuts. Besides the concavity, it is known that the objective function f(S) is submodular.
The submodularity, together with the monotonicity, implies that a simple poly-time greedy algorithm can
always return at least a (1 —1/e) approximation solution (Nemhauser and Wolsey|1981). The submodularity
is also useful to derive valid cuts for a cutting plane or B&C approach. To describe such cuts, we first

redefine ¥, (-) as a set function:

Vie[L], SC[m]:
=D -
neD; neD; Uy +EZ€S Vai

Then, we see that W;(S) is monotonically increasing and submodular in S. According to the properties of

submodular functions, the following inequalities hold:
Vie[L],S C[m], je[m]:
Uy (S+7) = Wi(9)
VielL],Sc S C[m], je[m]\S :

Ui (S+7)—Wi(S) > ,(5+j5) —¥(5)
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where S + j denotes the set S U {j}, for ease of notation. Moreover, for a group [ € [£], a set S € [m], and

a location k € [m], Let us define

pux(S) =W (S + k) — ¥y (S)

— Z annk:
(1 + ZjES Vn])(]‘ + ZJJESUk V /’)

n€D, nj

The functions p;(S) are often referred to as marginal gains, i.e., gains from adding an item & to the set S.

The submodular properties imply that p;;,(.S) > 0 for any S C [m] and
pie(S) = pu(S), VS C S C[m]

i.e., marginal gains of adding an element & diminish with the size of the set. These properties offer the

following inequalities that hold for any subset S, S C [m] (Nemhauser and Wolsey|1981):

U, (S) < Z pu(S) — Z pu ([

ke([m]\S)NS keS\S
+,(S)
U, (S5) < Z pi(@ Z pur(S
ke([m]\SNS) keS\S
+%,(S)

To transform the above inequalities into valid linear cuts, let us define the binary representation of the

marginal gain function as:
Plk:(x) = \III(X+ek) — \III(X), WAS [ﬁ],k S [m]

where ey, is a vector of size m with zero elements except the k-th element which takes a value of 1. The

following linear cuts can be deduced from the above submodular inequalities:

91<Zplk (1 — T )y

- Z pu(e — )T (1 — ) + V(%) (18)

ke[m]
0, < Z pu(0)
ke[m]
= (X —e)Ti(1 — zi) + (%) (19)

ke[m]
Tp=1

where e is an all-one vector of size m and 0 is an all-zero vector of size m.
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Cutting plane with outer-approximation or submodular cuts. As far as our current knowledge goes,
previous research has only employed these cuts within a B&C procedure, where achieving convergence is
straightforward. In the context of the MCP, these cuts can be utilized in a cutting plane manner, wherein
cuts are sequentially generated and added to a master problem that is solved iteratively until an optimal
solution is obtained. This prompts the question of whether a cutting plane method incorporating submodular
cuts can yield an optimal solution, bearing in mind that when outer-approximation cuts are utilized, prior
studies have demonstrated that an optimal solution can be reached after a finite number of iterations (Duran
and Grossmann| 1986, Bonami et al.|2008)). To explore this question, let us introduce a general concept of
valid cuts, which allows us to unify both outer-approximation and submodular cuts presented above within
a cohesive framework.

DEFINITION 1 (VALID CUT). For any candidate solution X, a linear cut 0, < (ak)"x + 3L (the parameters

() and f3L are dependent of X) is said to be a valid cut if
(@)"x+ BL> U, (x), Vx e {0,1}™"

(o) X + Bz = U (X)

In other words, a linear cut (@f)"x + fL is valid if the linear function (at)"x + f3% lies above the concave
function ¥, (x) and intersect with it at the point X. Within the binary domain, it can be seen that there would
be infinitely many valid cuts crossing at any specific point X € X', and the outer-approximation and sub-
modular cuts given in (5.1, (I8) and (19) are indeed valid ones. Proposition (2)) below states our first result
saying that the mixed-integer nonlinear program (MINLP) is equivalent to a MILP where the nonlinear

constraints (16) are replaced by valid cuts generated at every binary point in the feasible set X'

PROPOSITION 2. The mixed-integer nonlinear program (MINLP-2)) is equivalent to the following
MILP:

max Z 0, (MILP*)
i le[L]
S.1. z Z; S C
1€[m]
O <(at)x+p. VXeX (20)

Routing constraints: (I)-@)

x €{0,1}™,y € {0, 1} (mH1x(mtD)

where linear constraints (20) are valid cuts.
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Proof. We will validate the equivalence by proving that the feasible sets of (MINLP-2)) and (MILP¥) are
identical. To this end, let € be the feasible set of (MINLP-2)) and Q' be the feasible set of (MILP¥). We now
see that for any (0,x,y) € €, we have §, < ¥,(x). Since all the valid cuts lie above ¥,(x), the following

inequalities hold
0, < Wi(x) < (ag)'x + G5, VR X

implying that (0, x,y) € . On the other hand, if (6,x,y) € {2, we also have

0, < min{(ag)'x + B}
< (0g)"x+ 3,

=V, (x)

which implies that (8, x,y) is also feasible to (MINLP-2). So, we can conclude that 2 and ' are identical,
as desired. ]

Here we note that in the seminal work of Nemhauser and Wolsey| (1981), it is demonstrated that the
submodular maximization problem can be reformulated equivalently as a MILP whose constraints are sub-
modular cuts generated at every point within the binary domain. Proposition [2] generalizes this result by
showing that the binary nonlinear optimization problem can be reformulated as a MILP with “valid cuts”
generated at every binary point in the feasible set. Such valid cuts can be outer-approximation or submodular
cuts, or any linear cuts satisfying Definition

We now explore a general question asking whether a cutting plane procedure with valid cuts would
converge to an optimal solution after a finite number of iterations. To formally state the result, let us describe

below the cutting plane procedure with valid cuts.

Cutting plane with valid cuts: Define a master problem as but without the nonlinear
constraints (16). At each iteration:

* Solve the master problem to obtain a solution candidate (0,%,5)

o If0, <V,(X) for all | € [L], then return X as an optimal solution and stop the procedure

e Add valid cuts (ak)'x + BL, | € [L] to the master problem.

The following theorem states that the above “Cutting Plane with valid cuts” procedure will always return

an optimal solution to (MINLP-2)) after a finite number of iterations.

THEOREM 1. If (MINLP-2) has at least one solution, then the cutting plane with valid cuts described

above always returns an optimal solution after a finite number of iterations.
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Proof. Let us denote by K the set of solution candidates (6,x,y) collected during the cutting plane pro-
cedure. We will prove that if solving the master problem gives a solution candidate (0",x*,y*) such that
x* already appears in /C, then (6", x*,y*) is optimal for (MINLP-2). To achieve this, we first note that the

master problem contains cuts generated by points in K, thus
0r < (ab)'x*+ B4 Ve [L],xeK

Since x* is already included in /C, we have
0r < (al)!x* + 8L =T, (x*); Vi€ [L]

which implies that (8, x*,y*) is feasible to (MINLP-2)). Moreover, we see that the feasible set of the master
problem contains that of (MILP¥). The equivalence stated in Proposition [2| further implies that the feasible
set of the master problem contains the feasible set of (MINLP-2)). We now consolidate our observations as
follows:

e (0°,x*,y") is optimal for master problem

o (67,x*,y*) is feasible to (MINLP-2)

* The feasible set of the master problem contains the feasible set of (MINLP-2)).

The three observations above are sufficient to see that (8™, x*,y*) is optimal to (MINLP-2). The feasibility
of (0", x*,y*) to (MINLP-2) also implies that the stopping conditions are met and the cutting plane will
terminate and return this optimal solution.

To demonstrate the termination of the cutting plane method, it is essential to see that the feasible set X
is finite. Therefore, after a finite number of iterations, the cutting plane procedure will either stop or yield
a solution x that is already present in . Based on the analyses above, we can assert that at this point, the

candidate solution is optimal, and the algorithm will terminate. ]

5.2. Sub-tour Elimination Cuts
In this section, we introduce sub-tour elimination cuts specifically designed to effectively handle the routing
constraints. The idea here is to substitute the routing constraints from (1)) to (4)), with more manageable
relaxed constraints. Although these relaxed constraints are easier to work with, they would result in infeasi-
ble tour solutions. We then utilize the sub-tour elimination cuts to eliminate these infeasible solutions from
the feasible set.

Let us start by not including the location m + 1 (i.e., the last depot) in the formulation, i.e., we only
consider location 0 as the depot, and the set {1,2,...,m} also represents the available locations for locating
new facilities. The binary variables x;, Vi € [m] U 0 are the same as in previous sections, but the binary

variables y;; are defined differently to reduce the number of binary variables and constraints. That is, y;; =
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1, 4,5 € VU{0}, i < j if and only if there exists visit between ¢ and j. With these new variable definition,

we formulate a master problem as follows:

max Y 0 (MINLP-3)

0.x,y

s.t. Z z; <C

D> by < Tae 1)
STy y=2x; Vi jev (22)
zo=1 (23)

x € {01} y e {0, 1}V’

Note that in we keep the nonlinear constraints §; < ¥,(x), VI € [L], for the sake of complete-
ness. These constraints will be replaced by outer-approximation or sub-modular cuts during the cutting
plane or B&C procedure, as described above. Solving may give invalid routing solutions that
contain sub-tours. To address this issue, the Branch-and-cut algorithm for the OP is first time introduced
by [Fischetti et al.| (1998). The algorithm uses several families of valid inequalities and conditional cuts to
deduce the OP solution space. In our research, we adopt two types of constraints inspired by [Nguyen et al.
(2022) for our B&C framework. These constraints are specifically designed to prevent the formation of
sub-tours and ensure a valid routing solution. The first type of constraints involves forcing the presence of
at least two edges between any set S and '\ S, for any subset S of V' such that S contains at least one

selected location. The constraints can be formulated as follows:

Z Yij + Z Yij > 2y, Vke S,SCV,|S| >3

i€S i€V\S
JEVAS jes
i<y i<j

Additionally, the second type of constraints is a sum of the first type constraints, which is formulated as
follows:
SIDwy <(SI=1)) i, VS| 23,5 CV

ijes kes

1<J
Similar to the outer-approximation or submodular cuts mentioned above, these sub-tour elimination con-
straints can be generated and added to the master problem (MINLP-3), in a cutting plane or B&C fashion,
for any invalid routing solution y. By incorporating these two types of constraints, we ensure that infeasible
routing solutions will be eliminated from the feasible set of during the optimization process.



Pham et al.: Competitive Facility Location under Random Utilities and Routing Constraints
20 Article submitted to ...

5.3. Algorithms
We described our cutting plane and B&C algorithm based on the three types of cuts presented above (i.e.,
outer-approximation, submodular and sub-tour elimination cuts).

Nested Cutting Plane. Our cutting plane method is based on the following master problem, where the
nonlinear constraints and part of the routing constraints in (MINLP-2) are replaced by outer-approximation,

submodular and sub-tour elimination cuts:

max Z 0, (CP-Master)

0.x,y
le(L]

i€[m]
m  m

Z Z tmyzy S Tmrm

i=0 j=i+1

Zyi.j+zyjk:2xj Vi,jeV

i<j i<k

o= 1
[Sub-tour elimination cuts]
[Outer-approximation and submodular cuts]|

x € {0,1}™, y € {0,1}(m D)’

Our nested cutting plane algorithm involves an iterative procedure where cuts are iteratively added to the
master problem in a nested fashion. At each outer iteration, we solve the current master model
and obtain a solution (#,X,¥). In each inner iteration, if the current solution contains sub-tours, indicating
that the routing solution y is not valid, we introduce sub-tour elimination cuts to the master problem and
re-solve the updated master problem to obtain a valid solution. If no sub-tours are detected in the found
solution (indicating feasibility), and the current solution is feasible (under a given approximation threshold)
for the MCP-R in (MINLP-2)), then we stop the algorithm and return the current solution. Otherwise, we add
outer-approximation cuts and submodular cuts to the master problem and proceed to the next outer loop.
We present our nested cutting plane algorithm in Algorithm I] below.

It can be shown that this nested cutting plane procedure always terminates at an optimal solution (assum-

ing there is at least one) after a finite number of inner and outer iterations.

THEOREM 2 (Convergence of the Nested Cutting Plane). Assuming that the MCP-R problem has at
least one feasible solution, then Algorithm [I] always terminates after a finite number of outer and inner
steps, and returns an optimal solution. In particular, let IC = {(0y,xx,y,); k=1,...} be the set of solution

candidates collected from solving the master problem . If at Line 5, solving the master problem (CP-Master)
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yields a solution (,%,y) such that y forms a valid tour, and there is a solution (0,,%y,y,) € K such that

X, =X, then X is an optimal solution to the MCP-R problem and the stopping conditions satisfy. .

Proof. We first show that for each iteration of the outer loop, the inner loop will always terminate after a
finite number of iterations. To see why it should be the case, let us consider an outer iteration with outer-
approximation an submodular cuts generated from solutions in K. To facilitate our later exposition, let H be
the set of all the parameter pairs (a', 3') such that 6, < (a')"x + ' are outer-approximation or submodular
cuts generated from points in K. We have the following observations:

(i) The number possible (x,y) solutions (where y does not necessarily form a valid tour) is finite — this
is obviously seen as x and y are binary variable of finite sizes.

(ii) After each iteration of the inner loop, an invalid solution (x,y) will be removed from the feasible set
of the master problem.

(iii) Within an outer iteration, for any two solution candidates (6+,X;,y;) and (62, Xa,y,) obtained from
solving the master problem, if (X;,y;) = (X2,¥,), then §; = 0. This is because, within the same outer
iteration, there are no new outer-approximation and submodular cuts being added to the master problem,
so the sets IC and H remain unchanged. Since the sub-tour cuts do not affect the variables 6, the master
problem will find the maximum achievable @ to satisfy the outer-approximation and submodular cuts. This

implies:

0, = argmax, Z 0‘

le[L]

6, < (&)x; + 3
Vo', B eH

0, = argmax, Z 9‘

le[L]

0, < (a')"xz + '
V(e B') €H

Since x; = X,, we should have 8; = 6,.
Under the assumption that the MCP-R has at least a feasible solution, the above observations indicate that
the inner loop always finitely terminate at a feasible solution.

We now discuss the main result. Similar to the proof of Theorem |1} we see that if (f,X,¥) is a solution

given by the master problem containing valid cuts generated by points in C, we should have
0, < (al)x+ 8L vie[L],xeK
So, if we see that X is already included in &, we have

61 < (o)X + AL = W, (X); VI € [£]
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which implies that (6,X,y) is feasible to (MINLP-2). Moreover, the feasible set of the master problem
(CP-Master) contains that of (MINLP-2). So, if we let (8", x*,y*) be an optimal solution to (MINLP-2),
we will have 3, 0,>3, c1c 07 - Combine this with the remark that (6,%,y) is feasible to (MINLP-2), it
is clear that (6,X,y) is optimal to (MINCP-2)) and the algorithm should stop. To understand why this will
always happen after a finite number of outer iterations, we observe that there is only a finite number of
solutions that can be added to K. This is because there are only a finite number of possible values for (x,y),
and for each pair (x,y), Observation (iiz) above tells us that there is only a unique @ produced by solving

the master problem. ]

Algorithm 1: Nested Cutting Plane (NCP)
Set a small € > 0 as the optimal gap, K =0

2 Solve the master problem (CP-Master) to get a solution candidate (,X,y)
3 # Outer loop

o

4 do
5 if (y forms a valid tour) then
‘ K+ KU (0,X,y) # Add the valid solution to the solution pool
else
# Inner loop

9 do

10 Add sub-tour elimination cuts for y to the master problem (CP-Master)
11 Solve (CP-Master) to get a new solution candidate (6, X,y)

12 | untily forms a valid tour:;
13 Add outer-approximation and submodular cuts for (,X,y) to (CP-Master)
14 | Solve (CP-Master) to get a new solution candidate (6, X,y)

15 until 0, < U, (¥) + ¢, Vl € [L], and y forms a valid tour:;

16 Return (y,X) as an optimal solution.

Nested B&C: Alternatively, a B&C approach can be developed where outer-approximation, submodular
and sub-tour elimination cuts are added in a similar nested fashion. We can do this using the lazy-cut
callback and user-cut callback procedure within a MILP solver (e.g. CPLEX). At each node of the branch
and bound tree, similar to the cutting plane approach, the MILP solver checks if the current solution contains
sub-tours, then it adds sub-tour elimination cuts to eliminate the sub-tours. Conversely, if no sub-tours
are present, the solver adds outer-approximation and submodular cuts if the stopping conditions are not

satisfied. We note that only sub-tour elimination cuts are implemented within the user-cut callback.



Pham et al.: Competitive Facility Location under Random Utilities and Routing Constraints
Article submitted to ... 23

6. Metaheuristic

Our exact methods developed above would encounter difficulties when dealing with large-scale instances,
especially when the number of locations significantly increases. To address this challenge, we design a
metaheuristic approach which is based on the Iterated Local Search (ILS) procedure by Gunawan et al.
(2015). Algorithm [2] describes the pseudo-code of our ILS. It begins with Construction operator, a
greedy construction heuristic to generate an initial feasible solution, which is then further enhanced by an
integration of three main operators: (i) LocalSearch, which improves the solution initially obtained; (ii)
Perturb, where a new starter point is generated through a perturbation of the solution provided by the
LocalSearch, (iii) AcceptanceCriterion, that determines from which solution the search should
continue. Additionally, we also propose a technique based on the Taylor approximation to quickly estimate
the objective value of the solution obtained after each move of the local search operators, thus speeding up

the algorithm in overall while keeping its quality.

Algorithm 2: Iterated Local Search (ILS)

1 Sy + Construction

2 Sp < LocalSearch(Sy,U,V)
3 SFSo,nbzmp%l

while Stopping criterion is not meet do
So « Perturb(Sy,U,V)

wn =

6 Sy < LocalSearch(Sy,U,V)

if Sy better than S then

9 else
10 nbi'rnp <~ nbimp + 1
11 if nb;,,, mod threshold =0 then
12 | So<S;
Result: S

6.1. Solution Construction

In the greedy construction phase, we aim to build an initial solution to start the procedure. The idea is to
keep adding vertices to a route until there are no more vertices that can be inserted successfully. If the
total time required to visit every vertex in the route after the insertion 7' does not exceed the time budget
T..qz, the vertex insertion is feasible. At each iteration of the construction process, all candidate vertices,
which can be inserted into the route in at least a feasible position, are examined. Then the candidate vertex

contributing the highest utility to the route will be added to the position that increases the lowest time. Let V



Pham et al.: Competitive Facility Location under Random Utilities and Routing Constraints
24 Article submitted to ...

and U be the sets of unvisited and visited vertices, respectively. The detail of the initial solution construction
is presented in Algorithm 3]

The result of the for loop from Line 7 to Line 10 of Algorithm |3is the vertex 7 which contributes the
most utilities to the objective value. In Line 9, the function Obj’(Sy, v) calculates the objective value of the
solution after temporarily inserting vertex v into Sy. After finding the best vertex ¢, a procedure to decide
the best position for insertion is performed in Line 12. Finally, the objective value of current solution Sy is
computed by function Obj(S,) and the total traveling time 7 is updated. It is worth noting that if the values
of Y© iem] Vyix; for each n € A are calculated and stored in a list, the complexity of the function Obj(.Sy)
and Obj’(Sy,v) is just O(|N|) instead of O(m|N|) as calculating directly the objective value from the

solution ..

Algorithm 3: Construction
1 Initialize: U < 0; V < [m]; Obj(Sy) < 0; Sy + {0,0}; T <0

2 whileV#0 and T <T,,,, do
3 Declare: 7, pos, inter < 0;

4 # 1 presents the best vertex for inserting to the route

5 # pos presents the best position for inserting i to the route

6 # inter is an intermediate variable used to find the best vertex to insert
forveVdo

if 3 a feasible position in Sy to insert v then
if Obj!(Sy,v) > inter then
10 | i< v and inter < Obj* (S, v)

11 if 37 then

12 Find pos
13 Update solution S (by inserting ¢ to position pos), U, and V
14 Calculate Obj(S) and T
15 el;e
16 | break
Result: So

6.2. Local Search

The basic idea of the LocalSearch operator is to make some small changes to a given solution in the
hope of finding a new better solution. We first use two classical TSP local searches: 2-Opt (Croes|[1958))
and Or-Opt (Or]|1976)) to shorten the length of the route without removing any vertices. As such, we can
have more space in the time budget to insert more unvisited vertices. We then apply two Replace operators

which try to replace one visited vertex v* € U/ with one unvisited vertex v’ or one pair of unvisited vertices
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{vy, 05} (v, vy, v € V), resulting two operators: Replace; and Replaces, respectively. In the former, each
vertex v* € U in the route is examined whether a unvisited vertex v’ € V can replace it in its position (see
Figure a) by a function called Obj(Sy,v*,v). In the latter, the change of objective value is the same
when replacing a visited vertex v* with edge (v},v}) or reverse edge (vj,v;). Therefore, for these two
edges, we only consider the one that leads to a shorter route in terms of traveling time (see Figure 2]b). If
the resulting traveling time does not exceed the time budget, the candidate edge is examined by the function
Objs¥(Sp,v*, v}, vh). Once vertex v* is successfully replaced, these operations continue with the next visited
vertices until the objective value cannot be improved. After replacing all potential vertices in the route with
better ones, 2-Opt and Or-Opt operators are called again in the Local Search procedure to rearrange the
order of visited vertices, shortening the route. Finally, an insertion operator, which inherits the idea of the

operator Construction, is applied to add new potential unvistited vertices.

6.3. Perturbation

The role of the permutation operator is to create the diversity for the search, allowing it to escape from
local optima. We first remove a part of the current solution using removal operators then rebuild it to
create a new solution using an insertion heuristic. Three operators Random Removal, Historical Removal,
and String Removal are implemented in Pertub () function and randomly selected in each iteration. The
Random Removal randomly selects and removes r vertices while keeping the order of the remaining vertices
in the route. The Historical Removal first creates a list containing removal frequencies of all vertices in
ascending order. We then search for r vertices in the route that have the lowest values of removal frequency,
remove them subsequently, and keep the order of the other vertices. The String Removal is used to remove
r consecutive vertices in the route. In these operators, the number of removal vertices r is an important
parameter that need to be carefully selected. By preliminary experiments, we decide to take a random
integer in range [//3,/2] for r. Here, [ is the number of vertices except the depot in the current route. After
removing 7 vertices by one of three removal operators, the route is re-constructed by an insertion operator,
which extends the idea of function Construction (). However, instead of choosing the best vertex to
insert into the route at each step, we randomly choose one of the three best vertex candidates to enhance the

diversity.

6.4. Acceptance Criterion

In the if-else condition starting from Line 7 of Algorithm[2] a new local optimum solution is always accepted
to become the initial solution for the next iteration of our ILS. However, if there is no improvement of .S
found for each certain number of iterations, parameter threshold = 10 in our algorithm, the current best-
found solution is considered as the starting point of the next search. This strategy is inspired from the work

of \Gunawan et al.| (2015)).
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depot
P depot

(a) Replace;() (b) Replaces()
Figure 2 Replace operators used to improve the solution

6.5. Speeding Up via Taylor Approximation
The running time of our ILS algorithm heavily depends on the the complexity of functions Obj(), Obj’(),
Obj () and Obj%() which is O(|N), where A is the set of customer zones. To speed up our algorithm,
particularly when the number of customer zones increases, we propose a technique to reduce the cost of
computing the objective functions via Taylor approximation.

Our idea is to approximate the nonlinear objective function via Taylor approximation and use it to quickly
evaluate the insertion and replacement operations, instead of recalculating the exact values. For each feasible

S is a vector

solution S satisfying the routing constraints, let x° be the binary representation of S, i.e., X
of size m such that z7 =1 if i € S and z7 = 0 otherwise. The objective function of solution S can be
estimated via the objective value of another solution Sj by the first-order Taylor polynomial approximation

as follows:

~

f(S) = f(5) = f(So)

/
4 VuiUs -
& K%@ S°an+Uﬁ>2>(xi K )] (24)

ic[m) jelm] Lj

We now can use f(S ) as an approximation of f(.5) to perform insertion or replacement operations, noting

~

that f(S) has a linear structure and will be fast to compute. Specifically, we store values

Fo=Y o i )
neN (Zje[m] L ‘/WJ + Ug)

-~

in a list for later use because the second term of f(S) presents the change of the approximation when an
Insertion or a Replace operator reconstructs the route. Any insertion into solution Sy to create solution S,

for example, inserting v into Sp, can be represented by setting x50 = 0 to x5 = 1, then the value of f(S)

increases by F-0. For any replacement i € Sy by j, the values of mf and xfo are set to 1 and 0, while the
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values of 23 and 7 are set to 0 and 1. Thus, the change in f(.5) is equal to ]:J»SO (1-0)+F00-1)=
5, S,

FPO—F0.
In the Construction operator and related insertion operators, we search for the maximum values of

F?2 (i € [m]), insert i to the route, recalculate the value of the objective using Obj(), and update the value

3

of F° in the list. For the Replace, () function, we compare F.° (i € V) with .7-"]50 (7 €U) to find the pair
of vertices with the maximum value F° — ]—"f °. Assume that (h, k) is the pair indexes that maximizes

Fo .7-"]50. To ensure that the approximation does not reduce the real-valued objective, we use a function

K2

called ObjE(Sy, k,h) to check again the objective value whether to replace k by h or not. When all the

conditions:

0<max{F —F |ieV,jeU}t=F," —F°
Objf(So, k, h) > Obj(Sy)
k= at(p) 25)
T +tarp—1)n + tarip+1)n — tat(p—1)k
—tarpr1)k < Tonaw

are satisfied the replacement occurs and all related values are updated. Similarly, if

0< man,iev,jeu{]'—iso +~7:ifo) - }—}%H k#i}
— 50 +f]§0 _ jrflo
Obj3 (S0, 4',1' k') > Obj(So)
j' = at(p) (26)
Lat(p—1)it + Lat(pr1)k < lat(p—1)k + tat(p+1)i
T+ tatp—1)ir + tar(pr1yn + Lirgs
—tattp—1)5 — Lat(p+1)j’ < Tmax

the vertex j’ will be replaced by the edge (¢/, k).

The combination of (24)), (25)), and can eliminate all the cases that the approximation of the objective
after a replacement is worse than that value of the current route. However, we have to accept the trade-off
between the running time and the quality of the Replace operators in cases when the Taylor approximations
are not close to their true values. Preliminary experiments show that this technique helps to reduce from
6.6% to 79.1% running time on average for small and medium datasets without decreasing the quality of
the solution. For large-scale instances, when the time limit is reached, the ILS with Taylor approximations
performs more iterations than the one without approximation technique; thus, it provides better objective

values.
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7. Experiments
7.1. Experimental settings

In the following, we conduct computational experiments to evaluate the performance of the exact methods
and the metaheuristic proposed in the previous sections. A 64-bit Windows machine, with AMD Ryzen 7
3700X 8-Core Processor, 3.60 GHz, and 16GB of RAM, is used to run the experiments. Our algorithms are
implemented in C++ and we link to IBM ILOG-CPLEX 12.10 to design the exact methods under default
settings. It is worth noting that there was only 1 thread being used with a limited run time of 3600 seconds
for each instance of the exact methods. In other words, the exact algorithms are forced to stop if the time
budget is exceeded, and the best solutions are reported. The ILS terminates when the maximum number of
iterations nb;;.,. = 10,000 is reached or when the time limit of 3600 seconds is attained, similarly to the
exact methods for a fair comparison. On each instance, the heuristic method is run 20 times and the best
solutions found and the average running time are recorded.

Since there is no benchmark instances available in the literature for the MCP-R, we generate a new
set of benchmark instances to test the performance of the methods. We reuse the OP instances provided
by |Angelelli et al.| (2014} 2017) available at: https://or-brescia.unibs.it/instances|from
which we take the coordinates of locations, the distance matrix between any two vertices, and the value of
Tnaz- In total, 32 instances of the OP with the number of vertices ranging from 14 to 299 have been selected
to generate the MCP-R instances. To create customer utilities, we use instances from three datasets OR11ib,
HM14, and NYC, which are widely used in prior MCP studies. The set OR1ib contains 15 instances with
the number of zones varying in {50, 100, 200, 400, 800} and the number of locations in {25, 50, 100},
while HM14 includes 3 instances with 1000 zones and 100 locations. The last set NYC has a single instance
coming from a large-scale park-and-ride location problem in New York City, with 82,341 customer zones
and 58 locations. This is the largest and most challenging instance in the context of the MCP. We also
employ the same parameter settings as in previous studies (Ljubi¢ and Moreno|[2018], Mai and Lodi|2020,
Dam et al.[2022). The utility of location i € [m] to a zone n € N is computed as V,,; = e ~» where v,;
and v,, are taken from the MCP instances and present deterministic parts of the random utilities related to
each pair (zone, location) and competitors in zone, respectively.

The number of locations in the MCP data is modified to match the number of vertices in the OP data.
For example, 14 locations and their corresponding utilities are randomly sampled from the OR11ib instance
of 25, 50, or 100 locations, and then they are combined with the coordinates of vertices in the OP instance
burmal4 containing 14 vertices to create a new MCP-R instance. Note that the maximum number of
locations in the MCP datasets is 100. Thus, for the OP instances with over 100 vertices, we merge two
HM14 instances to form a new MCP instance. We then randomly choose utilities from that MCP instance

until reaching to the required number of vertices as in the OP instance. In addition, for each OP instance, we
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create three R-MCP instances with different values of time budget: T, as in the original instance, 27, .,
and 37,,,.-

We compare our main algorithms, i.e., the nested cutting plane (NCP) and nested B&C (denoted as
N-B&C) proposed in Section 5] and the ILS developed in Section[6] with the following baselines:

¢ The MILP and Conic reformulations presented in (MILP) and (CONIC)). For both reformulations,
we use w* =1 and w; = 0 as valid upper and lower bounds for linearization, respectively. We note that in
constraint (7), we use wY =1\ (1 + V,,;) for each i € [m] due to the fact that s,,; = wY only if z; = 1.

* Cutting Plane with MTZ constraints (CP-MTZ): a cutting plane algorithm with outer-approximation
and submodular cuts, but instead of using sub-tour elimination cuts, we directly use MTZ constraints, i.e.,
Constraints (I)—).

* B&C with MTZ constraints (B&C-MTZ): a B&C algorithm with MTZ constraints, instead of using
sub-tour elimination cuts.

e ILS: because of the randomness embedded in the heuristic, the ILS is executed 20 times on each
instance to measure its stability. Our experiment on the ILS shows that the gap between the best-found
objective and the average objective value is always less than 1.35%. This can prove that the heuristic is
stable. Thus, we report the number of best objective values and the average runtime only.

The implementation of our cutting plane and B&C methods require partitioning the set of customer zones
N into disjoint groups, such that at each iteration, one cut per group is added to the master problem. The
selection of the number of groups L is crucial to strike a balance between the number of cuts that need to
be added to the master problem at each iteration and the number of iterations required for the algorithms
to converge. As shown in Mai and Lodi| (2020), increasing £ causes the master problem to grow faster in
size, in terms of the number of constraints (resulting in longer solving times), but it would aid in reducing
the number of iterations needed for convergence. In our context, we opt for £ = 20 as it yields the best
overall performance. Subsequently, we conduct experiments to assess the impact of £ on the cutting plane

and B&C’s performance.

7.2. Comparison Results

Table [1| presents comparison results for instances from the ORIib dataset. The first column lists groups of
instances with the number of vertices varying from 14 to 99. The second, third, and fourth columns report
the results of the MILP and Conic formulations. Here, Columns “#Opt” and “#Best” indicate the numbers
of optimal and best solutions found by the MILP and Conic within the time limit, respectively. Column
“Time” refers to as the average running time (in seconds) for each group of instances. The symbol “-”
means that the method cannot terminate within the time limit (3600 seconds). Similarly, the next blocks
of columns display the numerical results for the MTZ-based formulations (CP-MTZ and BC-MTZ) and
nested methods (NCP and N-B&C). The last two columns present the results for the ILS, where Column
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MTZ Nested
MILP/Conic CP/B&C NCP/N-B&C ILS

Instances | #Opt #Best Time #Opt #Best Time #Opt #Best Time #Opt/#Best Time
burmal4 | 45/37 45/39  51.0/883.7 |45/45 45/45 1.4/0.8 45/45  45/45 0.1/0.0 45/45 49
ulysses16 | 44/23 45/31 413.3/2305.4 |44/45 44/45 101.5/8.5 45/45  45/45 0.1/0.1 45/45 6.0
erl7 45/27 45/28 87.7/1831.7 |45/45 45/45 13.7/9.9 45/45  45/45 0.1/0.1 45/45 5.9
gr2l 45/15 45/30 191.7/2512.8 | 45/45 45/45  24.9/35.0 45/45  45/45 0.2/0.1 45/45 7.0
ulysses22 | 22/7 29/14 2450.8/3139.0 | 34/34 42/43 1300.2/1171.6 | 45/45  45/45 0.1/0.1 45/45 8.4
gr24 43/6 44/16 461.3/3168.1 | 44/44 43/44 684.1/685.3 | 45/45  45/45 0.3/0.1 45/45 8.4
fri26 27/0  29/10 741.4/- 9/10 26/15 2938.2/2467.5| 30/30  30/30 0.2/0.1 30/30 8.3
bays29 | 28/4 28/12 929.9/3042.5 |30/30 30/30 121.9/229.3 | 30/30  30/30 0.5/0.2 30/30 10.2
dantzig42 | 0/0 1/1 -/- 0/0 11/10 -/- 30/30  30/30 4.3/2.3 30/30 14.9
swiss42 | 14/2  16/5 2633.8/3345.3|29/30 30/30 485.8/418.2 | 30/30  30/30 1.4/0.8 30/30 16.9
att48 0/0  0/0 -/- 3/2  16/5 3431.2/3502.9| 30/30  30/30 3.5/2.5 30/30 18.8
grd8 12/0  12/1 2921.8/- 14/9 24/10 2638.6/2943.3 | 30/30  30/30 4.9/3.6 30/30 18.7
hk48 1/0  3/0 3538.9/- 3/1  16/6 3418.9/3584.8| 30/30  30/30 6.9/3.1 30/30 17.4
eil51 8/0  8/0 2240.0/- 13/10 13/10 1249.8/2081.5| 15/15  15/15 7.1/4.9 15/15 19.5
berlin52 | 2/0  3/0 3429.8/- 14/6  14/8 1048.2/2592.6 | 15/15  15/15 3.1/4.0 15/15 225
brazil58 | 0/0  0/0 -/- 1/0 1/0 3453.1/- 15/15 15115 21.8/13.3 15/15 26.3
st70 0/0  0/0 -/- 0/0  0/0 -/- 1515 15/15 97.1/82.9 15/15 33.0
eil76 0/0  0/0 -/- 2/0  3/0 2945.2/- 1515 15/15  217.3/367.5 15/15 36.8
pr76 0/0  0/0 -/- 0/0  0/0 -/- 11/11 11711 1246.3/1344.5 10/14 36.3
gro6 0/0  0/0 -/- 0/0  0/0 -/- 14/12  15/12  1019.9/1364.5 9/10 579
rat99 0/0  0/0 -/- 0/0  0/0 -/- 6/6 717 2561.5/3251.7 4/10 52.6
586/584 588/584  247.5/307.0 578/589  20.2

Table 1 Comparison results for instances from the ORIlib dataset

“#Opt/#Best” reports the number of solutions that are proved to be optimal provided by the exact methods
and the number of best solutions found by the ILS. The highest numbers of best and optimal solutions
found over all methods are highlighted in bold. The last row presents the total numbers of optimal and best-
found solutions (Columns #Opt, #Best, and #Opt/#Best) and average running time (Columns Time) over all
instances for each method. Here, we will not report results for the methods that are clearly worse than the
others.

As shown in Table |1} the MILP and Conic perform poorly, except when the number of locations is small,
and the MILP outperforms the Conic in terms of both the number of optimal and best solutions. The MILP
is also the faster method. The CP-MTZ and BC-MTZ perform better than the MILP and Conic, thanks to
the utilization of outer-approximation and submodular cuts to approximate the nonlinear objective function.
The CP-MTZ performs better than the BC-MTZ, especially on the larger instances. Two methods, NCP
and N-B&C, are superior compared to other exact methods, finding 586 and 584 optimal solutions out of
600 instances. The NCP and N-B&C are even about 100 to 1000 times faster than other exact methods on
some instances. The ILS algorithm can find 578 optimal solutions and provide the highest number of best
solutions (589/600 instances). Its computation time is also quite fast, less than 1 minute.

We switch to the instances generated from the HM14 dataset. In Table 2] we report numerical results for
these instances. The obtained results show the same phenomenon as in the last dataset in terms of the relative
performance of the methods. The NCP and N-B&C remain the two strongest methods. The NCP is slightly
better than the N-B&C with 183/189 optimal solutions found, compared to 176/189 optimal solutions given
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MTZ Nested
MILP/Conic CP/B&C NCP/N-B&C ILS
Instances | #Opt #Best Time #Opt #Best Time #Opt #Best Time #Opt/#Best Time
burmal4 | 9/8 9/8  226.0/1795.2 | 9/9  9/9 1.0/1.4 9/9 9/9 0.1/0.9 99 12.8
ulysses16 | 6/2  9/3 1439.9/2856.5| 9/9  9/9 19.8/23.2 9/9 9/9 0.1/3.8 9/9 15.0
erl7 9/0  9/0 404.0/- 99 99 5.7/37.2 9/9 9/9 0.1/1.6 9/9 15.0
er2l 4/0  5/0 2482.5/- 9/9 9/9 22.5/60.4 9/9 9/9 0.2/13.1 9/9 18.1
ulysses22 | 2/0  2/0 3115.3/- 5/6  9/8 2335.3/1506.9| 9/9 9/9 0.2/16.7 9/9 214
gr24 2/0  2/0 3404.5/- 9/5 9/8 674.0/1782.1 9/9 9/9 0.7/19.3 9/9 19.8
fri26 3/0  3/0 2868.1/- 2/3  8/4 3240.7/2944.7| 9/9 9/9 0.5/16.9 9/9 19.9
bays29 | 0/0  0/0 -/- 9/9 99 68.2/694.2 9/9 9/9 0.6/15.3 9/9 24.2
dantzigd2 | 0/0  0/0 -/- 0/0 71 -/- 9/9 9/9 5.7/8.3 9/9 38.0
swiss42 | 0/0  0/0 -/- 9/6 9/9 314.6/2170.3 9/9 99 3.1/3.8 8/8 42.6
att48 0/0  0/0 -/- 0/0 41 -/- 9/9 99 7.4/9.1 8/8 48.2
grd8 0/0  0/0 -/- 4/0 17/3 2248.1/- 9/9 9/9 11.3/22.7 9/9 48.4
hk48 0/0  0/0 -/- 1/0  4/0 3458.3/- 9/9 9/9 2.7/15.7 5/5 423
eil51 0/0  0/0 -/- 95 97 592.3/- 9/9 9/9 4.6/9.7 6/6 48.9
berlin52 | 0/0  0/0 -/- 82 9/5 775.6/2972.1 9/9 9/9 4.1/8.2 9/9 58.0
brazil58 | 0/0  0/0 -/- 3/0  3/0 2315.7/- 9/9 9/9 8.4/78.6 8/8 72.2
st70 0/0  0/0 -/- 0/0 1/0 -/- 9/9 9/9 206.4/273.4 9/9 81.1
eil76 0/0  0/0 -/- 0/0  6/0 3293.8/- 9/9 9/9 41.3/57.5 2/2 95.4
pr76 0/0  0/0 -/- 0/0  0/0 -/- 6/4 6/4 622.0/2621.9 2/5 88.7
gro96 0/0  0/0 -/- 0/0  0/0 -/- 9/8 9/8 219.2/1411.0 5/5 146.9
rat99 0/0  0/0 -/- 0/0  0/0 -/- 6/2 7/2 1573.2/3111.9 3/4 128.3
183/176 184/176  129.1/367.6 155/159  51.7

Table2  Comparison results for instances from the HM14 dataset

by the N-B&C. The ILS is still the third approach regarding to the capability of providing the best solu-
tions, followed by CP-MTZ, B&C-MTZ, MILP, and Conic approaches, respectively. In addition, as the
number of zones increases, we observe that the runtime of all methods significantly increases, compared
to those reported in Table |1} In particular, the computation time of ILS increases the most due to the more
complexity in calculating the objective function. Our experiment also shows that the nested approaches
work less effectively on the instances with smaller time budgets 7,,,.... However, the performance of the ILS
decreases when T, increases. A possible reason is that, when the time budget increases, more locations
could be selected and the OP tends to become the TSP which is easier to solve for the NCP and N-B&C. In
contradiction, augmenting 7,,.. leads to more feasible insertions that the ILS has to consider. As a conse-
quence, the ILS needs more time to process its insertion operation, reducing the duration for exploring new
solution spaces.

Table [3] presents the comparison results on the most challenging dataset, NYC. This dataset contains
instances with more than 80,000 zones and up to 59 locations. Preliminary experiments show that the
MILP and Conic approaches are too slow for these demanding instances, therefore, only five remaining
approaches are examined. Although the ILS, along with N-B&C, seems to perform the best in terms of the
number of optimal solutions found, ILS is worse regarding the runtime. The complexity of calculating the
objective function in ILS dramatically increases when the number of zones becomes large, obviously slow-
ing down the algorithm significantly. Both nested-based approaches solve the problem quickly in almost

all instances. The NCP performs slightly worse than the N-B&C. Between the CP-MTZ and B&C-MTZ,
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MTZ Nested
CP/B&C NCP/N-B&C ILS
Instances | #Opt #Best Time #0Opt #Best Time #Opt/#Best Time

burmal4 | 3/3 3/3 12.2/2.6 33 33 0.5/2.0 3/3 3145.3

ulyssesl6 | 3/3  3/3 6.2/4.5 33 33 0.7/3.3 3/3 3466.5

grl7 33 33 8.8/15.5 33 33 0.6/2.9 3/3 3587.8
ar2l 33 33 9.8/12.2 33 33 1.1/4.0 3/3 -
ulysses22 | 3/3  3/3  234.1/118.3 33 33 0.9/9.4 3/3 -
gr24 2/3 33 1518.2/937.7 | 3/3 3/3 1.4/6.1 3/3 -

fri26 171  3/3 2478.5/2460.7| 3/3  3/3 1.5/5.4 3/3 3439.1

bays29 | 3/3 3/3 713.4/797.1 33 33 2.3/9.2 3/3 3565.9
dantzigd2 | 1/1  3/3 3309.8/3293.3| 3/3 373 34.0/39.0 3/3 -
swiss42 | 3/3  3/3 440.6/1201.6 | 3/3 373 2.6/32.9 3/3 -
att48 0/0 01 -/- 33 33 12.6/55.2 3/3 -
ard8 00 31 -/- 33 33 7.4/71.5 3/3 -
hk48 171 3/3 2873.0/2985.4| 3/3 3/3 21.5/73.1 3/3 -
eil51 170 32 2914.5/- 33 33 8.6/74.0 3/3 -
berlin52 | 1/0  3/2 2382.7/- 33 33 12.1/67.2 3/3 -
brazil58 | 0/0 1/1 -/- 2/3  2/3  1421.6/440.0 3/3 -

47/48 47/48  95.6/56.0 48/48 3556.5

Table 3  Comparison results for instances from the NYC dataset

the performance of the former is better than that of the latter. These two methods are able to find the best
objective values for instances of up to 42 locations.

To further assess the performance of our methods, we test them on larger instances with 1000 customer
zones and more than 100 locations. Table @] below reports the obtained results. Clearly, we observe that the
ILS achieves the best performance with respect to the number of best-found solutions and computational
time. Over 24 instances, it provides 19 best-found solutions including 10 optimal solutions, while the second
best method, NCP, only finds 14 best-found solutions in which 11 solutions are optimal. Moreover, the ILS
requires less runtime than other methods to solve all the considering instances, except for the largest one

Pr299.

MTZ Nested

CP/B&C NCP/N-B&C ILS
Instances | #Opt #Best  Time |#Opt #Best Time #Opt/#Best  Time
bier127 | 1/0  1/0  2530.68/-| 3/2  3/3 1456.13/2142.68 212 1355.64
pr152 0/0  0/0 -/- 2/1  3/1 1857.35/2761.18 2/2 389.80
brg180 | 0/0  0/0 -/- 212 272 1212.39/1319.41 2/3 633.39
rat195 | 0/0  0/0 -/- 1/0  1/1 2422.29/- 173 2054.30
gr229 0/0  0/0 -/- 171 2/1  2419.64/3530.53 172 1463.81
pr264 0/0  0/0 -/- 2/0  2/0 2714.29/- 172 1736.82
a280 0/0  0/0 -/- 0/0  0/0 -/- 0/3 2472.29
pr299 0/0  0/0 -/- 10 11 2898.01/- 1/2 3584.52
11/6  14/9 2323.04/3019.22 10/19 1711.32

Table4  Comparison results for large instances with utilities from HM14 dataset

7.3. Impact of £ on the Performance of the NCP
In this section, we examine the performance of our cutting plane and B&C algorithms with varying num-
ber of groups £ (or the number of outer-approximation and submodular cuts added to the master problem

at each iteration). To this end, we select four representative OP instances brazi158, st70, eil7e6,
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Figure 4  Average computational time of N-B&C as a function of L.

numbers of cuts

pr76, where the number of available locations are 58, 70, 76, 76, respectively. More precisely, for each

OP instance, we generate four MCP-R instances by varying the number of customer zones in the set

{400,800, 1000}. As such, 12 instances have been used for the experiment. For each instance, we test the

NCP and N-B&C with different values of £ taken from the set {1, 5, 10,20, 50,100}.

In Figure 3] we report the average computation times of the CP-B&C method when L varies, noting

that all the instances are solved to optimality. The figure shows that the runtime exhibits instability for
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L <50, but execution time tends to be decreasing and stable when £ > 50. Specifically, when the number
of cuts increases from 50 to 100, the runtime tends to experience a slight upward trend and the NCP method
achieves the best performance with £ = 50. On the other hand, Figure [4] shows the computational times of
the N-B&C method when £ varies. The computation times are unstable but tend to decrease rapidly as £
increases from 1 to 20, and then increases again as it goes from 20 to 100. We observe that the N-B&C

method achieves the best performance with £ = 20.

8. Conclusion

In this paper, we have considered a competitive facility location problem with routing constraints, where
customer behavior is modeled using a MNL discrete choice model. The problem under consideration holds
practical relevance in real-life applications and is characterized by the nonlinearity of the objective function
and complex routing constraints, making existing approaches inefficient. To address this challenging prob-
lem, we have explored three types of cuts — outer-approximation, submodular, and sub-tour elimination to
develop new cutting plane and branch-and-cut approaches, which involve adding cuts to a master problem
through two nested loops. We theoretically demonstrated that our nested cutting plane method consistently
converges to optimal solutions after a finite number of iterations. Additionally, we have developed a meta-
heuristic based on the ILS to enhance the capability of solving large instances. However, the limit of the
metaheuristic appears when the number of customer zones increases. Experiments conducted on instances
of various sizes demonstrate the superiority of our nested cutting plane and B&C approaches, which can
solve to optimality the instances with a very large number of customer zones. For the instances with numer-
ous locations, the ILS-based metaheuristic is more recommended. However, the limit of the metaheuristic
appears as the number of customer zones increases. Future works will be dedicated to exploring more
advanced choice models, such as nested models or cross-nested models (Irain/|2003), or incorporating more

complex and practical routing constraints.
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