DOI;10.13878/j.cnki. jnuist.20220420002

Eaml ks ZBA

EFE as

T ia BRI TR A AR 42 B R )it i 58

EHED

A BRI R R E LA B P AT B
BRATEH UAREL SN FRILFHEE
BEFTLEGEA, 2RI ERREHFTT
% B AR £ 342K M (SBRP) AL £ R
REBR T MELAFERITRARK T EE
A ARAC B R84 B AR E IR 4K T 49 SBRP
HEBA ERBER T, HELERERAN
AALIEE R AN SBRP # 42 A i i it
SARERFE, MR THEMB XL EG K
R AAR A A T A ik R A4 R Ak e e At
e EEREEES AT T R, AT
MBXAFIARRAL R T ABRARSF
T SBRP X FHA FATLARRA
ELRERZENET, EREANRRE
SBRP % F, bkt 5 kB RR FETFH X,
REZNE FTRER TERKTHNRY
28.6% 37.8% 35. 6% , % &3] % £ K £ MR
F R, A BAT R EAR 4. 3% ; B TR &
R AR DY & I W
BT ERRREE T H KR A BITRAN
M7 0.5% (2 £ BNE TR IR FER
AHB Y 37.5% 42.0% 35.8%, £ 4F 1
TET M AR G A A R R K R AR
FRAL R ARG ERBERIANER
T4 T E A AR AL T 158 A
XK

INFEIE By R F A2 PR R
B BEIER Kk £ B AR BATRA

HESHES U492.4
XHRFRERAG A

s BER 2022-04-20
HEME IIARE ARBERS (ZR2021QF110)
EEEN

S I A S 1 S B SR ]
BRI 545 1. likailei2021@ 163.com

M GEEES) B, W, 8z, 28N
ol H S % e e TR

gushantraffic @ 163.com

1 INARASH B 28 S5 Y TR B, DR
250357

0 3%

H i, F0 E b 2238 & e Sk L BT G, B4R IR S5 AE AR R H X
FEANGE . 5 3T Gl it P i P 2 B vy 78 2 ity 7 SR B X
AR R AR AR G i i 22 S A N ] A fift | 43 HICA A 1 e SR AR
PSR A AR LRI A 7 25035 AL 4 #5422 1] 7 ( School Bus Routing Prob-
lem, SBRP ) S 70l S AL 42 75 I [H) 0 S5 20 SRR T, 45 Bt R R0 A%
TR BN A AT G i i R B 2R A (BN 2R AR [T 3 A3l 1), T3k
FREE B bR 09 A A ) 8. 3 28 SBRP [n] 8 1) 42 i % Newton
28R I e SR 0 2 IS 2 B R 220 2 G R
RN L 6 W LR, IR 2222 — HLAE IR FAH i B B8 AL 5.
1 K HRT A AR 4 R AR IR L, Jaradat 26 LIRS A 75 B IO &
I [] 0 27 A% B[] 20 oy H i, R T2 6B K % 35 (Intelligent Water
Drops, IWD ) fJi Ak 3R fiff. Calvete 25 45 i — Fib g 35 4 i Jeh 350 48 28 5125,
SRAPEHIA 52008 B AR 70 A0 I . 7o 8 25 O A A2 i e D a8
BRI, X R A ) LA T o SCRHR , K5 T 700 SRy A IR 0 AT — fe 1
B ST AFRIE AL T SBLS(School Bus Limit Situation ) 835 F1 SBGS
(School Bus General Situation ) %43, % F1R %% SBRP , Hargroves 25! 511
TGS 1) A RA A SR 5 550k AT R 7. Hou 251 4y 2 17—
RAEMDTHER (ILS) Joja kA, /T HA Z M 51
SBRP, 1% 7] i s A4 4 BN B3l TR s A . Park 4517 2 41— Fop
W24 SBRP [a) /8 43-fif Sy B e SBRP (v (1, fff FF 471 4 330 0 0 Ak AR
2k, A T DA B 28 e 225 SR 14 39 PR 4 Mt 392 Semba 25 32
FHLUE k (Simulated Annealing,SA) 2554822 ( Tabu Search, TS) FIM
Ak ( Ant Colony Optimization, ACO) =FpI0 3 & A PR i 2288 SBRP
[ R AR Y o = Rh A PEREHEAT T SSUE FEAR.

LIRS 28 SBRP #E4T TS, (AT b X AS 2 il 550k T
HURE G232 8 D7 A, T R 55 Jo 6 1) A A R R B R A SCA T X 22 A
AT A, BV A XA 2 I 55 B SRR B, Sl 7 — R T2 2R AT AR
IR 5 PR B AN VR 280 4 % DO A1 Sy R 1Y, 70 DR TEAR 2 e 55 ot 2 1Y) 4%
T AR 42 B AR A5 2 3 8 B DT R AV AR i 8 A 5 TR 28
TEECT T2 IR 420 B2 5 AR P 5 T e, S TR AN A s AL,
FIAMRRHE R BT AR K 5% (SA) Rl {553 1% ( Genetic Algo-
rithm , GA ) 7E [ bR Z2 491 A IAZs SR, SA Sk B R A AYak



294

FHE, PRI 55T A4 Sl 0 R RE A8 412 i A A M IX A
R Ss I AR AL 7 18 5 AR

1 EEERSHENA

L1 @R

FAEIXNA A TR, BT RAA — e 2
LT N 222 S Rl WA T € N Ul ol R 28 S
Sl 1 Sl B S AR B LN, A il a2 A e I
T A B RS R B A G R G A
CL R0 B0 s A RE F — A R AT IR 5 B 2 > —
PR AR =N, Ial— A4 AN RE [A] I
P p BATAIR] 22 1) 22 A 7 8 25 TEA ZE 31 il i i
LR ERSS BT, AR T A 2 A AR 2 A R E B ) [
TN B, PRUEE A AT AR SR/, BRSO 18 35 1
ASTEIR BN 50N, B A A m) 1Y 22 4 2 it ik
%, IR RT 22 8 1 G R g5 iF ], 15 B 2 A i ek
e ZE 1) [i].

1.2 HIENE

Park 2517 F 2012 4§ Hy TR 4E [ 0 A5 J5) [ At
F3E PR B, IR 4 ol 1 5 2 R A = 3
Pk 3254 RSRB 5 CSCB Fifh2#  Hrh“R” 5C7
RN HEALRIEREE , “S” 5“B” 435l A 5 ik
15, B RSRB 19244 5 0 i AR R 8 93 A 2 B AL, 1T
CSCB -2 15 AR [ A F) 27 A i s A7 0 15341 B
JE B EERE O, AT P A iR h e A — X
TG

IR H BT B A T IR S TP g 3, A
TIA K 1497 km®, 4 A1 49. 98 J7 . 4R SCIEHR 7134
SLIR DCHEA T A 7 B I ) A Je Sz A9 B 5. TR 5 I 3
INZ AHFR 5318 B 1 25 | B T o S A B O IXCSE B
AL 6 FT FERERA AR 4 522 N I SR A A A 2
A 795 44 IR 1 AT, S X TR AR A Ei
S ZE 0], B RSRB.

2 EVHFER

2.1 BHMRRETE

B4 B A SRy Rl A, F2 2l 22k
R A 4 ATy DR o fel P 2 9 28 AR kAT
P E S TR RS XN, A 4
PEIAE—A © R 37 0l , i VRl — Al i, 0 3%
T 5 A R AS CAE AN R S0k, AT AR — A~ S
(G DAEF I P 5 P il 3R A tE AR
MES, H PR 5o Rl SRR, Rom

IV A ST BRI AT A AL 4 B A2 [ U 5.

LI Kailei, et al.School bus routing considering operation and travel costs.

X[

K2 —
B ¥
sl

BL Sefpilsl A e

Fig. 1 Example site layout

P =P"U P .30l SRR R AR AR
NV, L—135 0 il SRS R FR V=P U {0},
AU N R B RE R s () B IR T
NIRRT B BT, X fie F A I 1]
e, MWL RIRZ N [] £ MO A, 7 418 8 T Y
A kG K M E e K

5 T A A B I A e R A S A R, R A
TNl 1 B AT AR RN ¢, BRI )
EAENEC D = LAEA i A 0 2 A RN S 481 9 AN [
A [ R a1 2 A NSO g AR il PR
AN, 73 500 7 15 TR e sl S 11 2 g =
A NER S BN R BEH AR — R R IR 55 I e
PEAEAE v A, @ 5= 2 55 15 8], KRl AR R 1 A2 1k
AR, T3 81, e A [ 27 3 19 A e B e i v
T AARBYAN ], i 8 FH A B AR B A AR 22 572,
— PR T R I R AR R Ay, T, Ly, 5

L3 b PR A e I A SR TR A R e i T B 2 5
HURAS R, Ak 1R,

2.2 HERE
2.2.1 FRRHBERT TREARNHFHER

BEAURE LA, e Oy Fn 2 2R (3 %% ) A 1)
B2, LIRS i 78 A i 2E A AT A e A o A



B AR 25 ) 2F 2 (RRIZERT) ,2023,15(3) :293-303

Journal of Nanjing University of Information Science & Technology ( Natural Science Edition) ,2023,15(3) :293-303

x1 ERFSIHNA
Table 1  Description of common symbols
2 LU
r* AR
P ERO RS
p SN R R E R S TP = PT U PT
4 PR,V =P U (0]
s(i) B R 1T L P A Al R
K Fimdis
Q KR T Es i
¢y s B AT RS i e V
ey by Bl ARG TR IR 2 1 B b ) S B B) R I B Sk B IR] L e V
n; WA BOF) e NS e P
L s T IR S5 ] e P
v R4 13 B I )-8 7 7 g
a AR A
3 A7 AT B A
as AL 8] PR P I AR
Linax 2R I ORI AR I (]
B WSS ke e w0 B W 1, Ik 0
Ty, 55 k SRR IR L R TR]
Ly, 5k WU R T LA AN BL
Yit USRS b A AR S5 3l a5 0 W 1, 50 0

e B bR BT 225 A 8 b 0 A2 3 AR R
EACESA R [ E A G018 78 P i A 3 AR
R AT B AR A 22 B R ol i i 2 2R bR R A
AR A5 e 95 AR Z 05 o T AN 28 AL AR A 4k d ) v
)8 AN b e P A= S S S S i/ Y )
o, NI a8 B A Fy il 3Rk

Flzalz szjk+a22 2 zxzjk'cij+

ay( X I leg, = Inleg). (1)

KA b Bk a5 1 5 B IR S5 I 8] ¢, 5330 s n,

Ik @ AR SS PEAT 5%, Forb o A A 2T & A9 [T
PSR T L

PRIE n, 755 5 S8 4l s Y ny R 14

NEnG 9 IERL, e o 2 B AR I E] 7 = 19 +

2.6 - ni; ER R e FOR TN 0] N I

I A N AR I ] 0, = 29 - 1.9« n/ B

ie P ,n', =l nl,t;=19+2.6-n),

{i e P oni=-1n;1,;,=29-1.9-nl

WA S 3 %5 14 2 A A BE O A i, 5 i 8 = A e

R G 55 K B 36 R E , T I 55 K - 32 4% b I R

SEMAMELLIRE , SCH AR 42 5 28 S i AR AU 3R AT

(2)

295

JE BT SR AT A &5 AR 4B A R O
IR ]S 24 R T4 15 4 , 4425 A X IR 45 10 6
TR 1 X ] 21 14 R A 2 I

AT ) 56 2 A 0 5 2 170 45 5 i LA
T 3P e 58 - 28 2 A58 ) 2 TR I T g 3k ) 7 A
FRUB A, 3025 P TR 0 8 4 A7 B LR 5 ok
JiE 22 LU, A A 1 IR 45 o 1) 45 1R 2 )3k o A B 4
A ). X 2 A T 7, 2652 ) 7R 2 pAY I i) — 2 7
s VI L 72 A B i 40 2 AR T £, B ke o 3fe
e 7L 125 26 B 6D b 1 4 o i i) AR R, e 15 et
)AL T 72 A A DAL R 19 3 5. 458 b, i 4
WA A , % R % 4 P i) A 5 4 e A
S AR U2 A AT IR F, AT #REA

Fy = (zu,/v) Z 2 vaiﬂf ce

eV jeV kek
By (Y, Il = Y Inleu) +
iePt ieP~
(3)
My, Y, 1,1,
ieP*

z=(m xn)/3 600,

0 <pimy < Ly +puy, =1,

e 2 a8 B TR (E s m O 25 i A K/
WA s AR AT H B (E LU AR, B0 15;M Dy
PEA R RS DA RE A sy o 5300 H AT IOF i) AR
PN AT A

PR AU A3t 5N B 7 L A S 4 A
JEREAT.

1) ol g2 Al A A H 1A 4 BEA T AR 57
PRAUE AL ke B A il 1 58 IR 55 ) B g o i, ELAS
Kk XA BEAT IR 55 I 25 SO0 A A B R R, f
TEAL A b AEIS 8 i S IR 55 il i, 73 1) sl R X iz
PR 27 I L, i R X DR RS B oy, Y 2R

2 Y=Y, e P,

keK ieV
wa - Zxﬁk =0,ie P,
jev jev

T, +t, + TM” < Tx(i)k7i e P",s(i) e P,k ek,
Xy € 10,1} ,i,j e P,k e K. (4)

2) Bf [ B 203 FEAS 42 b BRSSO B, RAIE T A
AR P AR R E 1 B BRI (8] e, 5 dic e 3]
IKIFTA] £, IR K.

e, <T,<l,ieP kek (5)

3) BRI A kAT B S5 u RE
M55 )5, 4 B AR BNBOR T4 Tl A 4N
BHANTEHTRAENESRE Q.



296

<Q,ie P kek (6)
4) Gyl A0 ARUERC A B N7k O Hh R 58 LA

FEE R S5 I 12 Sl m—A~ A 1 ] 5.
z})xd(k)/ Zxﬂ,m 1,k e K. (7
Zi BTk ,T{wﬁf A4 BRAR FL R E e

%

minF = q 2 qu,-k + (o, +3u,/v) 2 2 injk eyt

| n, | <L,

S5 oV jev Iek
(as +3au) (X I nlot; = X Ingl-1)+
iePt ieP”

M/‘LZZ | n; | ’
iePt

waf:l’Vj e P,

keK ieV

inﬂf - Zxﬁk

jev jev

Tik +1i + Tis(i) = T:(i)mi € P+,

s.t. s(i) e P™,k e K, (8)

Xy € 10,1} ,i,j e P,k € K,

e, <T,<l,ieP ,kek,
Lk$07iep+7kEK’

;xdu);‘ - ;xﬂm
2.2.2 REEF T REAXKFHERY
TRZNE 50T ARG B A R AR 52 2 i &
FeVEFR I, AR R I 5] AR H 4 EJZZIKEST/J\ﬁEﬂSEI
TT%/ZE%IL DRIt DA 2 ) 8 AR 5 38 B AR B AR
T E bR AT . b MR AR A A
AR AR SR RN o, FHIRRD NG
BUAS A 738 B AR 52 s B AT I AR o, S

PR R THORAR o, 2 BLHIA R D738 # A -
Fima ) o +an 3y 3wyt ¢ (9)

jePtkek ieV jeV kek

PRECTHIN I 5 IF ] AR Sk 4 S

=0,i e P,

I n, | <

=1,k e K

AT,

1) 3l 8 20« AR A 2 Bl A B —
BENRSS , HNREE k3 Aok S 85 R IR 55 5 20T th
TREFEHAT IS Wt B2 b, B4 & AT LA R B 3%
%ﬂ%lﬁl%&“éﬁ%i FI‘EEXT&ZE@'E'**EE@X
AT BRI b IR S5l o5 R B4
i i Xﬂ“ﬁ“ﬁ’a%&“, B A R X R R AR T vy, E’~J
2R
N yi=1,ieP,

keK

lejk - zxﬁk =0,i e P,k e K,

jeV jeV

IV A ST BRI AT A AL 4 B A2 [ U 5.

LI Kailei, et al.School bus routing considering operation and travel costs.

— . +
zxﬁk - zxmnk =0,i e P,k e K,
jev jev

Ty +t, + Ty < Typpsi € P7
Xy € {0,1},i,j e P,k e K,
ye € 10,11 ,i e P,k e K (10)
2) I 2R - 25 R BN ) 27 A 2 TR A A Y 22 5
BRI B A 27 AR A A AL 1Y B 1 B SR I 18] e,
S FIANF ] 1, R IR, B 8 — A e R 3 42 ) [R]
Ly, B2 ) ZE IS TRD A, 1 AR 42 IR 55 /KT 3k
fERAY I B
e, <T,<l,ieP ,kek,
T‘(I)A—le\tmax,i e P",k e K (11)
3) R 2O DRUETEAT AT I ) 15 i 42 B HBOHR
TR Q ZWN R TR i i Z IR 2 N A R 22 b AT
2.

| n, | <

,s(1) e Pk e K,

L,<Q,ieP,kek,
wy(Ly 1 n; 1 =L,)=0,i,j e P,k e K,
0<Ly,,<Q+Inl,ieP kek (12)
4) b AU ARIE AL 7 b Sl e B 2R N G
A SER AR IR 55 Xl 2 [ .

o =0,k € K,

N Xay = D Ky = 1,k € K. (13)

jeP jep

25 LR TR B 5 A 4 PR AR FL R B AR A
Al LIZRIR A
minf’; —alz Zxo,k +a22 Z Zxk *Cis

jePtkek teV jeV keK
Zyik =1,i e P,
ek

Z Xigr ~

jev

Z x; =0,i e Pk e K,
Z Xjik

Z Xis(ivk
jeV jeV

T, +t,+T,, <Tg ,,ieP",
s(i1) e P,k e K,

x; € 10,11 ,i,j e P,k e K,
sitdy, € {0,1},ie P,k e K,
ee<T,<l,ie P ,kek,
Ty =Ty <t,.ieP kek,

L, <Q,ie P kek,
xy(Ly +1n 1 = L) =0,i,j e Pk e K,
0<L,, <Q+Inl,ieP kek,
Ly, =0,k € K,

Z Xawyj = Z Xjacry =
jepP

=0,ie P,k ek,

(14)

I n, | <

1,k e K.



B AR 25 ) 2F 2 (RRIZERT) ,2023,15(3) :293-303

Journal of Nanjing University of Information Science & Technology ( Natural Science Edition) ,2023,15(3) :293-303

3 KMEEE

BEIRIEZRER
AL B R A A R b e Y, R Ry st A% 5
2ol B bR e BUE AR RE R, BOR 2 B iR & R
AL T A R B IR, 4R R,
HA & Y BEALYE AN RGP, 58 KR 2 800 45
R THEABAFTE RS By B A i RS i 2 R AR
FIBAAH XS WA TP AR R A S5 B AR, 520 2
R I RIS SR e v R R (ACO) AR TE
TP 100 R A AT 3E sk R RS R AR A S
P& TIPSR M BE 7, (H A& T R SR ],
TCAE B K FRAE ) {8, 1] AR A T4 3R, 25 5 IR e
ARG 1 A — Btk s B4R, AR TR
S BDGE KA T R B A B
T BB SRR A 1Y is BE T ], R SZ W) IR i
SO, I ELIZCA AT LR A v A7 % i) 249 TR 0L A
T HLR R AERL G O R IR K Bk A
BRAFEDEE T b A Jry R e e, AR ME CRAIE — U B i
SR AEAT LA 3 22 YR AR SRk I A A e ixX —
[) R 505 7% IR AT 9 AR B K BB A R 2 1
AR ARERER ORS8N 5 T ay Ay
PJUIHETRALIR AT A HESR, 31 5] AR [R] & 148
R T RAGAERL Ny T ST GF 1l 50 31F SC b #y A AR
FHBLALIIR Bk 0 0 B, 4 SR A 245 R 5 s A% BR ok
SR ARSI ZE LA T 1) % L.
BHRRET

AR EE 5T R shift swap 2-opt = F i 44
RET MR AU 5T 500 5K M I P A 1] LA K i A2
A A &R 48 2R B AR O B B . DR UL, 5 5 )
5] A PD-Shift . PD-Exchange ., PD-Rearrange = F}
AR T BRI T

1) PD-Shift: f—XJ 5 “P” 5“D” Ik 1 #3h
PR 2, TR BN 5 22 B ik B AR AL b e A7
LI R AR (AT RS 3l , HARAE 7R = an &

2) PD-Exchange: S P S5 £ i th g “P” 54D
ST AN 3 Jzs, P75 D7 22k 1 Ay six,
“P27 5 UD27RLEHE 2 A, B 1 S
B% 2 R P ZH ORISR, AR I P17 5 D17 4 A
LRk 2 P ETATALE P27 5 D27 R AL 1 AT
AT

3) PD-Rearrange : 7EAH ] (Y B A2 o, 38 2o H8 HE
G R PT 55D g B R A, T e B

3.1

3.2

297

JE R H AR B Q& 4 iR, “ P 5 D7 2
HELR P — AL mix il PD-Rearrange #8415 JAE
3 o] AN LR (NE AN G Ret2 4 % e ap b |
(FEVA=R

P D
(1) O->0—+@—+0-~O—+@—0-+1
@ O->0—+0—>0-+0—+0—+0-+0

(1) D----»O/P\‘o»o/u\‘o-»z
(2)D---->O/(£—~O-> O~
GO uisO  #EiNe #kU
K2 PD-Shift #:/E
Fig.2  PD-Shift

l P1 D1

(1) OO0 @™ Os. -0

@ O~ oefelon- Weattv
P2 D2

O RO BENAe #KiD
Kl 3 PD-Exchange #:1E
Fig. 3 PD-Exchange

(i 0-+0 036 _0+0 028 _0-+a
b WSO RN @ FR K
[ 4 PD-Rearrange $#:4F
Fig. 4 PD-Rearrange

IR B I e 4 SR S R S e LR
SRETIES AR L, AR E AR
Wil ¥ 7 3 8 A 1) 1 2 LR Pt A R A R
FoE SR AR AR U 5 , SE3 Metropolis 1]
HEN Y ST R B
C(R)=al RI+p(~ 2;? | r1?) +y%c(r), (15)

K, C(R) NEEMIR A28 BA, | R1 N fgH
BEARIBCRE | r 1 g A LR AR Y 0 A
N e(r) MigAe r (AR P o> B> A BI=A
T R P AR TP BB | r 1 R ALy
SRR I 1) IR 55 B 22 4 il i 7 1) AR B
AT ARG I L.



298

4 SEIGIOIE R HHEAN

MR RGIRSEHIEE
SRVCE AR Q S 66 N AT ATl
PRI v 25 32 km/h, % B E IS5 KV, BE 24 E AR
K ARVFRY R RGN H] R 2 700 s, 5 fq i & —1
AT R B G230 0. 850 A FR A 2R A R |
il 1 AR BR DL Bt i TR AR Nk 2 .

4.1

R2 ARYKKELE
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®3 FERFABRT —MRESHEERRBERTE
Table 3 Comparison of solving results between general model and the proposed model in non-mixed-load scenario
E1] N,/ N,/ D,,/m D,,/m D, /7t D,/7t T,,/7G T,/Jt
RSRBO1 50 44 5070 122 4616 358 14 864.76 13 548. 04 2 733.55 2 729. 60
RSRB02 57 47 5 340 931 5008 415 15 664. 64 14 696. 93 2 941. 87 2 938.91
RSRBO03 81 68 12 592 608 9 753 674 36 818.63 28 593. 10 5 469. 20 5 444.50
RSRB04 87 79 12 738 576 10 472 738 37 244.71 30 680. 92 5479. 25 5 459. 55
CSCBO1 52 46 4994 927 4528 193 14 671. 60 13 317. 34 3125.77 3 121.68
CSCBO02 53 46 5515 893 5 205 749 16 147. 13 15 245.71 2 575.78 2 573.02
CSCBO03 76 65 11 386 935 9 446 182 33 326.47 27 702. 26 5473.70 5 456.78
CSCB04 89 73 12 546 379 11 074 925 36 724. 12 32 456. 06 6 058. 15 6 045.24
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Table 4 Comparison of solving results between general model and the proposed model in mixed-load scenario
7] N, /% N,/ D,,/m D,,/m D, /Jt D,/Jt T.,/7C T,/7C
RSRBO1 32 29 4 414 207 3 806 322 12 956. 75 11 195. 35 2 727. 68 2 722.375
RSRB02 29 27 4 897 815 4 816 728 14 367. 66 14 131.90 2 937.70 2 936.973
RSRBO03 61 55 8 922 373 8 319 293 26 182. 87 24 433.88 5437.20 5 431. 896
RSRB04 65 58 9 382 672 8 657 549 27 518.02 25 415.19 5 449.92 5 443.543
CSCBO1 33 30 4 358 148 4 149 746 12 818.49 12 213. 63 3120.03 3118.184
CSCB02 29 28 5049 424 4419 578 14 784. 56 12 960. 60 2 571.44 2 565.967
CSCBO03 55 53 8 502 611 7 662 908 24 965. 50 22 533.47 5 448.47 5441.172
CSCB04 64 59 10 849 938 10 270 998 31 800. 16 30 121. 56 6 043.17 6 038. 084
x5 RigHEXHE
Table 5 Related regional data
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Sk 2 144 ) 21,22, 2. 14 0—52. 14—52. 152.252.45252.352. 652. 7520 72
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0—3.8—-3.9—-3.5-3-3. 11-3. 10—-3—0 54
2ep 4 108 ) 41,42, 48 0—4.7—4.4-4.5-4-0 44
0. 8—>d. 6—>d—rd. 14 2—>4. 340 64
by s 129 5 5.1.5.2,.5.10 0—5. 155. 255, 655—55. 8—55. 5550 64
0—5.3—55.455. 7-5—5. 9—-5. 10—-5—0 65
0—6. 7—6. 8—6. 12—6—0 33
HAL 6 135 3 6.1,6.2,---,6.12  0—6.6—6.9—6.5-6—0 32
0—6. 1—-6. 11—6. 10—-56—6. 2—6. 3—6. 4—6—0 70
st 795 14 70 795

Yk 1,2, ,6 FoRARFR, L1, 1.2, ,2.1, -,
6. 12 FIRME NS5 3l o5 A A G IR S5 A =R B, 6
P LB A AL 2 14 390, B B I R — 44
BRI TR R F R IR S5, S R K L 14 %, 17 B L AR
265.224 km, {7 3§ % A Ky 587.85 JT, AT A N
630. 301 JG. S0 X BloA A% AeAs il gl — Ak, B A 2
BNl 0 0, MR 55 25 R 01 3] it 37t g 13l 53
A7 [0 5 S B AR S A e, sl oS T AR
¥ L2 oA R G 5 Ah S ISR B R G
PR 46 N, HAR Y 53 AR TR
4.4.1 HessR

ANTRZRAE 5T 1515 Tk PR A7 SR A
G5 NFR 6 FroR IR S 56N s Bk A LR
KEPSRRNZE R R T PR,

PR AALIR K SR AR 750 85 SR R ik 235 SR A 1)

X EE, AR 5T AR kA st AL S A
BRI LR ATI AR AT BRI
K& 14.28% .19. 67% .20. 96% .3. 60% ; {8 3% 5 K,
BRI KR st A Bk A 4kt A7 o LR AT
GRS AT AR 4 B2 R R 7. 149% 15, 17% |
17.14% 2. 72%. F SRS AE TR AR T A 2 e 55 15
KA RIRBAN RN 5 P AR50 AT B
FT 0 A YA i 3035, (E 2 A 4 T AR ok Bk ok
fif 2 SR A O AN 2
4.4.2 HErTLsE R

ANTR AR AR 215 S5 A 4 I X A ey 245 51 4 1l
5 FNEL 6 Firzs , i H 1 fi I A Jmy sl o5 5 3 22 [
R LR T, T B S X 3 A BRORR RT3 AT i X A
ShG TR % A R 2 SR R SR EA TR L, HEBR
TCI AT 3l 1 3% I B



IV A ST BRI AT A AL 4 B A2 [ U 5.

300 LI Kailei, et al.School bus routing considering operation and travel costs.
*6 FRRHEBERTEREEEMEHR NEERBIAKER
Table 6 Planning results solved by GA and SA in non-mixed-load scenario
GA SA
Por) JAZERIS ﬁQEE‘J‘ HE’S%E‘J‘ ﬁEEEE &ﬁgﬁ o) JAZERIS ﬁ‘BEE‘J' HI%%E*J‘ ﬁEEEE ﬁﬁiﬁ
JE/m [F]/s [A]/s A/8 /I8 JE/m [F]/s [F]/s /8 ENGH

1 17 452. 12 1571 969 51. 65 62. 853 1 14 051. 76 1 265 780 35.59 91. 670
2 19 235.41 1731 450 42.23 59.132 2 18 022. 23 1622 422 39.57 55.403
3 18 841.27 1 696 426 41.20 46. 246 3 17 755. 94 1 598 401 38.83 43.582
4 18 642.97 1678 565 42.29 62. 584 4 17 921. 61 1613 543 40. 65 60. 162
5 17 884. 90 1610 734 42.57 48. 818 5 17 594. 48 1584 722 41. 88 81.473
6 15 671. 45 1411 472 35.52 51.378 6 14 971. 90 1348 451 33.93 49. 085
7 17 642. 35 1588 550 40. 18 59.727 7 16 835.98 1515 525 38.34 56.997
8 17 854. 61 1 608 447 39.51 42.776 8 15 882. 64 1430 398 35.15 38. 052
9 19 876. 71 1789 617 52.95 63. 085 9 15 469. 35 1392 480 35.21 49. 097
10 16 678.92 1 501 685 39.71 41. 066 10 16 561. 25 1491 680 39.43 77.515
11 18 518. 11 1 666 561 32.55 45.568
12 18 933.02 1 704 777 41.43 42. 496

A1 217 231.83 19 552 7253 501.79 625.729 &1 165067.14 14 858 5402 378.59 603. 063
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Table 7 Planning results solved by GA and SA in mixed-load scenario
GA SA
or) JAZERIS ﬂ“giﬁﬂt HE%%EH” ﬁgfﬂﬁi L'Hﬁiﬁ o) JAZERIS ﬂ:gﬁﬁﬂ“ HE%%EHL ?TQEEE ﬁﬂ‘ﬁi
JE/m [#]/s [&]/s A58 A/58 JE/m [F]/s [5]/s /8 EN G

1 19 880. 37 1789 1158 50. 93 61.593 1 16 167. 90 1 455 942 41.42 72. 862
2 19 256. 63 1733 1049 48. 56 56. 783 2 16 563. 68 1491 902 41.77 72. 066
3 22 306. 73 2 008 1187 55.96 67.261 3 16 481.91 1484 877 41.35 68. 908
4 18 608. 66 1 675 917 45.92 76.947 4 16 661. 14 1 500 821 41.11 68. 894
5 16 973. 05 1528 739 40. 87 65. 692 5 16 571.92 1492 722 39.90 64. 139
6 19 114. 06 1721 865 46. 36 79.303 6 17 172. 60 1 546 777 41. 65 71.248
7 18 259. 33 1 644 592 41.82 63. 426 7 18 937. 25 1705 614 43.37 72. 004
8 19 813.22 1 784 870 47.76 66. 706 8 17 359. 96 1563 762 41.85 75.970
9 20 680. 73 1 676 1 085 51.73 59.588 9 17 951. 56 1 455 942 44.90 67. 349
10 19 211. 06 1 730 1022 48.20 53.318
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School bus routing considering operation and travel costs

LI Kailei' BAI Han' YAN Xiang' ZHU Manxi' WANG Xiuguang'
1 School of Transportation and Logistics Engineering, Shandong Jiaotong University,Jinan 250357

Abstract In order to solve the problems of high operating cost and poor service quality of school bus due to the
scattered distribution of bus stops in rural areas, multi-objective SBRP ( School Bus Routing Problem) models were
developed for the mixed-load and non-mixed-load scenarios.In the non-mixed-load scenario,a model of the SBRP
was developed to optimize the students’ travel cost and school operating cost, while in the mixed-load scenario, an-
other model of the SBRP was developed to consider the input cost and operation cost of the school bus.Several heu-
ristic algorithms were compared ,based on which the simulated annealing algorithm was selected to solve the models,
and the horizontal comparison of the solution results based on genetic algorithm were determined.Tests were conduc-
ted on an international bench mark case and the constructed models were solved by introducing different search op-
erators into the simulated annealing algorithm, then the proposed approach was applied to the optimal design of
school bus routes in Wulian county, Rizhao,Shandong province.The results showed that in the non-mixed-load sce-
nario , compared with the original school bus operation mode ,the school bus input, mileage and travel cost were re-
duced by 28. 6% ,37. 8% and 35. 6% ,respectively,and students’ travel cost was reduced by 4. 3% considering the
students’ perception of school bus service. While in the mixed-load scenario, the proposed approach reduced the
school bus input,mileage and travel cost by 37. 5% ,42. 0% and 35. 8% , respectively ; due to the complexity of the
mixed-load scenario, it is difficult to take the travel cost into account,thus the students’ travel cost was increased by
0. 5%.The proposed SBRP models were verified to be effective and the simulated annealing approach can optimize
service quality and reduce operation cost of rural school bus to a greater extent than the genetic algorithm.

Key words highway transportation management ;school bus routing problem ( SBRP) ; mixed-load ; simulated an-

nealing ; multi-objective ; travel cost



