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Chapter 1

Appendices

1.1 Graphs for the initial solutions
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Figure 1.1: Summary of overtime for initial static solutions for the two methods
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Figure 1.2: Summary of worst latenesses for initial static solutions for the two methods
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Figure 1.3: Summary of objective value for initial static solutions for the two methods
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1.2 Graphs for the tabu influence for day 1 for
all search methods

Objective value evolution for the the first day for search 1
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Figure 1.4: Evolution of the objective value for day one for several tabu percentages for search 1
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Objective value evolution for the the first day for search 2
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Figure 1.5: Evolution of the objective value for day one for several tabu percentages for search 2

Objective value evolution for the the first day for search 3
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Figure 1.6: Evolution of the objective value for day one for several tabu percentages for search 3
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Objective value evolution for the the first day for search 4
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Figure 1.7: Evolution of the objective value for day one for several tabu percentages for search 4

Objective value evolution for the the first day for search 5
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Figure 1.8: Evolution of the objective value for day one for several tabu percentages for search 5



Objective value evolution for the the first day for search 6
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Figure 1.9: Evolution of the objective value for day one for several tabu percentages for search 6

Objective value evolution for the the first day for search 7
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Figure 1.10: Evolution of the objective value for day one for several tabu percentages for search 7
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Objective value evolution for the the first day for search 8
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Figure 1.11: Evolution of the objective value for day one for several tabu percentages for search 8
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1.3 Graphs for the tabu influence for the
modified searches 3 to 6

Objective value evolution for all the days for search 3 whithout same route

1180 1200
T
By§z -

1160

Objective value

1140

1120

1100

T T T T T T T
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000

Mumber of iteration

Figure 1.12: Evolution of the objective value for all days for several tabu percentages for search 3
modified

Objective value evolution for all the days for search 4 whithout same route
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Figure 1.13: Evolution of the objective value for all days for several tabu percentages for search 4
modified
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Objective value evolution for all the days for search 5 whithout same route
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Figure 1.14: Evolution of the objective value for all days for several tabu percentages for search 5
modified
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Figure 1.15: Evolution of the objective value for all days for several tabu percentages for search 6
modified
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1.4 Graphs for the static objective evolutions

Objective value evolution for the 2nd day

Objective value evolution for the 3rd day
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Figure 1.16: Evolution of the objective value for 2 days for the static search methods
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Figure 1.17: Evolution of the objective value for 2 days for the static search methods
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Figure 1.18: Evolution of the objective value for 2 days for the static search methods

Objective value evolution for the 8th day
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Figure 1.19: Evolution of the objective value for 2 days for the static search methods

Objective value evolution for the 10th day
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Figure 1.20: Evolution of the objective value for 2 days for the static search methods
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Figure 1.21: Evolution of the objective value for 2 days for the static search methods
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Figure 1.22: Evolution of the objective value for 2 days for the static search methods

Objective value evolution for the 16th day Objective value evoelution for the 17th day
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Figure 1.23: Evolution of the objective value for 2 days for the static search methods
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Figure 1.24: Evolution of the
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1.5 Graphs of comparison to the company
solution
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Figure 1.25: Comparison of the total distance of the company solution versus the dynamic results
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Figure 1.26: Comparison of the total lateness of the company solution versus the dynamic results
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Worst lateness for all days
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Figure 1.27: Comparison of the worst lateness for an order of the company solution versus the
dynamic results
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Figure 1.28: Comparison of the objective value for an order of the company solution versus the
dynamic results
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Total overtime for all days
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Figure 1.29: Comparison of the overtime for an order of the company solution versus the dynamic
results
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