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Robust berth scheduling with GMM-based buffer time

Sung Hun Woo?, Hyun Ji Park?, Sungwoo Jun®, Armi Kim?, Sung Won Cho?"
'Data Science Team, Hyundai Mobis

*Maritime Safety and Environmental Research Division, Korea Research Institute of Ships and Ocean

Engineering
’School of Industrial and Management Engineering, Korea University

*Department of Transportation and Logistics Engineering, Hanyang University

With global changes as the spread of COVID-19, resource management of container terminals has
become more difficult. For this reason, terminal managers have to come up with robust schedules to
manage vessels, and many research have conducted to provide robust berth schedule from
disruptions such as vessel delays. In this paper, a two-phase mathematical model is proposed to
generate a robust berth schedule with GMM(gaussian mixture model)-based buffer time. In phase 1,
tardiness cost is minimized and the best berthing position is determined. In phase 2, the schedule is
rescheduled to minimize the deviation from the baseline schedule obtained by phase 1. At the same
time, in order to assign optimal buffer time to each vessel, historical data is analyzed and applied
to the proposed model by utilizing machine learning techniques. The proposed method, compared to
conventional methods, showed improvement in reducing the total cost incurred for a terminal when

encountered with disruptions.

Keywards. Container terminal, Berth scheduling, GMM(Gaussian mixture model), Buffer time
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T COVID-19 &7138} Atel e} vlF F9HA4 9 Y &4 52 AdEo] =2 AAS} F3A
of FAEL Yd3WA AMEIUAA FA FEY HH(ESE, A 2A1F F)o & Wzl BT F
=9 =25FY FF2E 8 dF tiTe] HASIE AL, WY +F T8 5 gEA A AAFS
E5% 35 v A=z FFL BEste] &F5wo] urEHAT. =3 ER/F @49 COVID-19 &
A dbg oz Qg 2 A A % 3E 5 AAE= I A A4S o] FEH FFAE] B
Fel A5 2] guk AdEoly Hulde g B AE &4 oR Q] galE 4 Fukel glen
o2 gt &P &AL A AZE| K o] tiHlEte E|REE 7|E A FE dAE F53I EHA|
9E 58H 0= #Yshr] 9 &4 tHHo] desith 53 Hulde AYP&HFS AAsE 84 F sty
AN AEE Bo AsHoE FHee Zlo] Fasith

(quay crane assignment problem; QCAP)E &l dfof sttt A4 &9 FA|= Figure 13 2o] Al
Ho| Zdol2 e 239 ¥ H(time-space diagram) 9ol Aure] FHt Azt HLIAE AASH= A
HKim and Park, 2004). =3, ¥ 3 H Q] &3 TAI= Figure 29 o] Zb Aduto] &dd bu a7 <19
Mg ARt Aotk Aghd Al dsts Wil wet Auke] ZdAzte] 2457 W&
Hud e F 7HA £AE sAlOl sty A4 Ade FHIT

Handling Time  gap”

2 vesse] 2

Length

” e ; ’ T i . *
x| e \m11<|: _ i {
| ) | [Vesel Index] | 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 time

.; ' . ‘ d; . ‘ task procassed by crane | crane 2 B coane3 |
] i

=k W e O
i

Figure 1. Time-space diagram Figure 2. An example of QCAP

A AR S FYFol QoiA A Aol o] A7k B FZA 1AL Had sl S FTIE S 2ol
ZASAW o 7bx BHAG LASE At ofeg e A& o] Motk o HuEAMY H

8 e 7 d el od Mduto] o =2 A It (estimated time of arrival; ETA) Bt} A £32hste]
Asts HEe 7|E9 A4 Ao E0AA He EAE A=Y ole Holl olojA= A AF e
E YFE /A AAHo 2 Hujdo F E4S 2T 5 ot oo A4 A FH A 45 NS =Y
sto] Meto] A RT Zrjgts 27| AlgE o= HE A F A& ZFd g (robust) A AF& FH3=
W Eo] ST 27 A4 Ags £HE w Aukat duk Abo]of] k% AbE Foste Ald &%
ArE FAsith By 27] Agdo A dAste 303 &4 B o] 2egste HEo IE E3E
&A= 54AE vlaste gl HLslste Ae HAEE ke Aot

5 AT Tk 713 A o3 RoE 7 e AAEEA g 945 A 2388 A4 A
o] FAE& "ol & Qth d & 5o ¢F NS AUXA ZA AAH BH8g FFATEe] HAS
ng2 AA Algel deol Astdt. iU E &% AE YT A AASH EGHFo=E g HEdd F
23] thnl7t A Xt A AFE AFdsta BFske o vl&o] dAadT £ 4F AEE EE
Aute] FUA FAstA FAld T2t Aol g A HEEALAS YT + J3 AEE A5
Hog Hosty 1 7|E BEEe} A= wet A4 A g Aol #5E F Aok oAH 4T Al
be A8k W ol HAA A AFe FAo] AAHEY] ol F&ol st HAEg 45 AE 4
Aol AL vl$ F838Ith ol & 98] B AFAE At A tig ZA dHolHE A5t HAlY
Y 7IHE o] 83t A&Hola FElHQ &5 ANE EET F, olE EUE ESAS A Hdo= <l



@ o) ERHon tlgal AT A4 AL Fels AL Tue By

B R 7L e 2tk S4 A 23 s A4 AYH 43 Az BE 7120 ATE 2D
o Al 3gelAE $F AZEe EUS FURDS AP A 4ol E BEH $F S Y7
g WHES ANBT A 5HAAE ALT FeEAL o g3te A4 AYS FHST] AT Felxy
daEES ARP A 6FANE FALPL T FUxY FnAF 45 ST, o8 ol 3
o 4% Aw% S% A AYS ol 4ol ABdeld AP e Fahed J1Ee] M4 AL vlas)
Boh mhA RO A 7ReAdE AT AR 8 AMEE AN

2. APAF

HAA A A EAE A4S o]t (discrete) A4 3 (continuous) 2.2 FE3F] AT A th(Lai and
Shih, 1992; Imai et al., 1997; Kim and Moon, 2003). 2 &2 Eln|'d9] & oo} e} A7} Tl ol
w2 Huld 94 AV 05 BRI WA ol& 1Esr] 918 vgdd 7Hy, 2h, 24 2 EA4 2 v

HEo] 543 A th(Bierwirth and Meisel, 2010). A4 & A7} Eds| W o e A4 A g Hs
71 Y& gheFsk Fel2g Wy Eo] 853 Q) o H(Bierwirth and Meisel, 2015) B2 AFE0°] &1%X]

QF 2k3}H (lagrangian relaxation procedure), E 8] A]X] A X}(tree search procedure), % ¢ 118]F(genetic
algorithm; GA), W A X] & i1g]F(beam search algorithm), YAk 3 4 3 (particle swarm optimization)
TY FY2EHS ol8ste] 3 e A&HS FoluA ¥ tH(Imai et al, 2001; Guan and Cheung,
2004; Imai et al., 2007; Wang and Lim, 2007; Ting et al., 2014).

=] @ A= Hulde] A} e HEH Ao A4 AY sy A AN g ZA &
Al ol st Aol A4 g EAo EREE A FsAT= et ol & Ay #5ho
Guan et al.(2002)= A4 A< 7|A(AA)ol L F7o] Z2A A (A2 ])EC] A8 A (A
S AHEstr] A3l ZEAAE Edete te ZEA 2 A 2AE % (multiprocessor task scheduling)
A2 Tt olE2 24 k] Z o] Adukel Ao WlEdtar 7P skar Aduke] g Ate A
dho| e el o Al FAPAeZ HHSIY T At E Az 7)o e 7MFA|
£ Fosta O F9e Hagse AE FHASE S o2 AutEe VAl Bl LEAELE
S| 2] & (greedy algorithm)ol whe} b T Q1S T3t ATH A4 &

I IRl g A nHste R ESE At FAAAIS Adutel] diE A1 AFE
= % A FE AT Park and Kim(2002)2 294 722 A4 Ag 4+

2dS AL A WA ‘:"74] ANMe S1ZAL A3 E o] &eto] ALY AH AYS sFHIAL o
duke] ZAAAIEES Adurel & I 1] Aol wknjE @ o HA s AT 7 HA dAdAAE F
Z 7 & ¥ (dynamic programmmg)° o] &3t AU He HEE HAF AT Meisel and
Bierwirth(2009)= SWO(squeaky wheel optimization) ¥ 2] 2=8-& ALt A ot o =22 AHE A
gy Adut gREdA 27 e A H2EE =T olF SWO fFEl2E dapel A A AR}
(local refinement procedure)E ®HE3td 7 H & &SI AU Frel2=g HXK(insert heuristic
procedure)oll oJ3} M-S0 HE AR B HEAAE AR Fel2=gol o5 hA wjx" MukEo] Y
B A AdS FHes AL WA fste] AGBALA A wheh 4 AdukEe] kAl
A& AA3 Fuljsts AAE QS A T Iris et al.(2017)2 Meisel and Bierwirth(2009)¢] 384 =g
of st kI TG T23YS 7)A5k= ALNS(adaptive large neighborhood search) F2] ~¥

(e
rm
o
_lE

4

o

e 14 Aol AgHw ALY £9 FAlo] e
glolok @tk ek AR Aol A thare 2olEo] o3
AaelA B 1o meh Ag A4 A4 AN AR

£ 98 E4(input parameter)E°] W50
AL 8 G 433 ARE 24
oA Dok wakd AA AZe =P u



ot W HA 7hsAdS 18t oF 3tk Moorthy and Teo(2007)& stochasticdt & A =3 %7]
AF2AE F YR di7] Ate] tis B2 & 2239 H7F 9 HE UH (project evaluation and review
technique; PERT)< ©]-&38to] F438th ol&2 th7] A< 7t #E(normal distribution)2 7}78 3} a1
PERTS] =B E]ZA 3| 2x(critical path)E °©]-&3t= 2 longest distribution)& &4FS.&E 7}
A3te] BAP A1 & F°]3t3A T Zhou and Kang(2008) ©]4H M4 Rdlo A Mube] E2FA|7E 2F A
k& & vl7l W S (stochastic parameter) 2 7HA ek =g Auko] A9 o AZEAIFS Este] Al
dhmbet 2k} AZE 7R gi71d = e Hd 518 ti7] AEe AEEith ol Hudd Auet=
oz 49 kel A4 ti7] At F¢
S H43 e 2dS Astay f3 gaglFo g dA3A T Zeng et al.2011)= WHE A Al Al
A4 @9 Ade EFA7IE EAE T ol 27 AH AY # ¢
= W&ol &3] fske] kAl 2
local rescheduling)¥} E} 4] X|(tabu search)& ©]-&3}ef 44
Atk 4 23S S ©E I Al AGE WRied wel Aol A4 A
< Hla AASAT
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P 1E Y HEAX ok I <l
et al.(2013)& <t =N Al AT HolHY £27F Ay £E Z&  (poisson
distribution) & W&TH= 7HY kol o|4hd BAPel thshe] 5t mdllg Aostal ol Fd dadgE
Z2~E 3 E A& o] A (post-pareto simulation)< ©]-83te] Fo]dtth Ursavas and Zhu(2016)- A4t
o =N kAR ZYAIZte] FobE FEXE wEw DBAPOl Wt &2 w2 AW
(stochastic dynamic programming approach)S 2 &3] 2 o] AA& =23} th. Shang et al.(2016)2
A1 Aol FLI Fxeh= 7HA shell kA le] Al AR kA Qle] Ao o
g BESAAES 1t A4 9 kIl A &3 EA(berth allocation and crane assignment

problem; BACAP)E Z°|3}%th.
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e WAT $F AL AN AR LUtk AT BE 59 AWHA LZE 4F ABOE 12I5HA
U AER A4S wgeld 9 FUF 945 AZE e tine] ATsh Aolde Atk EA, UR
wol AY AY ATAME BAS) BRYS WE7] 9s) BAPNT 2HS DUk kAW, AA B
AE A4 AYe £9T 9 eI Ae] Y-S BA0) 1elshy] el BACAPE ThETH: o)A
Bt AgHolth HAROE, B AFE A4 42 1@ HIA M AFH AFE] BF o4+
AAjel tiste] Fol @ ol mste] Aol ML AT ol HWOR A AL £ B A4S TS Be
A HAT 5 AN MN S ABHOE AGSHE Aol 7] WE] BAH|A Tk AA BN
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z7] AA Aol Add 2F vkl AHAAE HH 9 HMAA =R e EP% ZﬂﬁIOML
E1 155 _‘Cf___ .

31 194 : 7] A4 AF FHE A% &3 AL 7]dke] BACAP 24

1) Notation

4 dlolg
N Aersts AA Auk g4
T A8 713te] Aol
L e & Aol
Q d YA & A
Y Auk ol B4 Aol R w Al M5 JHE N, = {0
g Ak ol Fajor e AZFR b IE A Ha A)F
s Al o S bk AZER ekl el Ao A
ETA, Ak o] o =FAzE
ETD, Ak o] s|EFAIZE
L, Xt je] Ao
Ak o] a7 HE ek IgAe] F g Aube] A Es oIyl 119 A
“ Lhro] 99 o g AsE,
0, Ak o] 9hE Az
gap” 24 A Hagoz a7HE Avk ko] AA 714
gap” A4 A HAagos Q7HE Aw ko] BEF 114
G Mt o] Hekxdo] W wdE n&
Gy, Ak o] Ao B HdE H&
M ZH3) 2 %o A5
A4 W
b; Ak o] HekAZE
d; Ank o] AT
x; Ak o] HAH A Aeke] StRRIL YA AA IAE FEoE Fth



o A o] FgAIRRe] AN jof HEAZET o 2] 1, A %O 0
2 A o] HebeIH Ferol Ak jo AN SHenTh ofgfol| 1, IEA o 0
Gin Ak o] A ¢ de) BPF =] A0S LOR 1, ofUR

2) Mathematical model

N

Minimize ) [Ci(b; — E TA,)+ Cy(d; — ETD,)" ] o))

i=1
Subject to
b; = ETA,;, fori=1, -, N 2
x, < L—1;, fori=1, -, N 3)
by = d;+0,+ gap” + M(z5,— 1), fori,j=1, =, N,i#j o))
z; = a1+ gap’ + M(zl— 1), fori, j=1, -, Nyi # j 5)
zit 2yt a2 =1, ford, j= SN FE G ®)
Yy, =1, fori=1, -, Njt=1, -, T %
n,E N,
b < tXgqy,, fori=1, =, N,t=1, -, T,n,EN, ®)
dy = tXqy, +1, fori=1, -, N;t=1, -, T— 1, €N, ©)

T

di—bizz qum, fori=1, ---, N 10)

t=1n,E N,
T
M n; X ¢qy, = a; fori=1, -, N an
t=1n,E N, '
N
D n Xqy, < @, fort=1, -, T 12)
i=1n,E N, '
b, >0,d;, =0,z, =0 13
2 20 q, €10, 1} (14)

E22 (1) (¢, — ETD,) & A¥ i9] sFEIAZ Bk
o, & Aute] JAAAR 2FAAE HLsske AL Ardnt Ak (2 AR tske
EZAZE o3l AYHS ovlstH, Al (3)2 HLHAA il S =
o Aok (4)= Adubel A, Aok (5)= Aute] F3de] FEol Al sk Alckzdoly Aok

Lo

L
)
e



b4 )= 2+ Aurd g
e

4 Al ) T NS RS Aok (7)2 BRE AA
ke Q1] Alut o Q%QE% 351, A4 (8)-(10) %
2y IZ13

durel stz A FU¢ e e
Z

AT Ak (11)& Aut o] QFEE Al 5T BEaA B, xﬂlwl (12= =2 A%
of IRl & ANE 2HEA @A Bk mpATto R, Aok (13)(14)E 47t AR WFE N A
S #8301 fRow Hojun

32294 . HE LA A A4 AY Ay 2D

1) Notation

49 dHolH

b! 1Al £E8 A6t o HekAz

! IeA el £28 A9 o FGAF

! AN S50 A o HAH, F A AP M o] Ho HAH
5, Ak o) A AN

o Hut o] A o) ek E Holyde] ME e g

Ghon o AR A" AFRA BE FAEA 6,8 Bk BA W G >G> G
GGy AN A" AFF BE FAHA 6,0 Bk BA W G > G > G
a2y s

ot AN A A5Gel We Au o 2AAA Fh Bk WE

ot A4 AY AFel e Auk o 2R F7), Fa AT

2) Mathematical model

Minimize Z]][ i (8)+ Crr(8)+ Coira(8)+ Coiryy(s)+ Gy 2 — ) |] (15)
Subject to

(3), 5-(14)

b, > ETA,+6, fori=1, -, N (16)
by = d;+ gap” + M(zf,— 1), fori,j=1, -, N,i=j an
b—ETA;—6,=b —ETA;+r|,—r, fori=1, -, N (18)
(d,— ETD,)" = (&' — ETD,)" +r§,—ry, fori=1, -, N 19
;= 0,7, = 0,75, = 0,75, = 0 (20
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QD)2 A4 Agel ad Aol AN Yige FH8k= Ho=2H, iE Z‘%XM XlL/\lZlQ]
1A% S Astste] A AAALEE FAG7H ojuf JE S| 9 s
S} A QAT o] MAT BES o] &l FHAT. AAATY] B FE

3 EFRFom FAHM, ol FASY] s EM &aglF 7Y GMM WS T3 (23)F
o (W) me 4 FEE AqEE £ FES Vs, 4 ATEES 4, X

42 EM &1 &

EM ¢1glFS AW (latent variable)’t EA|3te WA ESHGe WHE Fo HUUlesTE
(maximum likelihood)E F43t7] A& tE A1 daglFoln, GMMe| 243485 98 def AHEEHT
Atk Aduke] AAANS FAs7] 913 EM &g Fe Hake uE3d 2o

D Adxre] &84 7lEo 2 HolHE &3t

2) 299 dHeolHz5Y 2zt Aol ik AdAZE At

¢

3 4 AFAE o} defo p, 2, E 2EIH.
4) AAHE R4S 7Z20 7 AANASFY ASZTEEE A3t} (E-Step)

5 F49 FAUTE 1A AZl 5 MLEE o] &3t M2 =4E 43t (M-Step)

6) RE AFGAE FH Aol B o wj7bA 4H FHE-step)d} 5H FAHM-step)S HFE =3 3}1e] J)
W AN GMMS FA 3t

GMM =d9| F3e] #& AAse ZAE 2% &4 & dhvelt. Yubg oz GMMER A &3
wygo] FHeo F& ZHA37] A% criterionZH  Akaike’s information criterion (AIC), Schwarz’s
Bayesian inference (BIC), mutual information (MI) 5°| 12, BIC7} B& Ao &&FHAT & A
ToAME Adute] GMMER ] =2 =5 2437l #d BICE ol &3ttt v ie &5 243 fT
A= o5 2o

D 271 k(3" 9 M) 3 alstopping point)E A7 gt}
2) 24" k#kol Uigk EM #A S 33}

3 ==9 GMM =99 BICHS A4t

4-1) BICS] WEA0] Ty A7 2& A% AAe) kS k+12 HulolEste 28 Tgos olgt
.

o

o

4-2) BICe] WAl ot 22 A5 A kE F

L]
RS

#3424

o,

4.3 Importance sampling

F49 GMMERE A8t A AA S expectations F4317] 913 importance sampling method< ©|
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&3t 24)= ASH OB ZF At AAAZEY] po) EFE FEHJATFAL 7HE AL plo) = GMMO| 22 A
g5 MEFZo] ofHrt o] o|fE FTEHEE UEE () 2HE AEFS FFF TS importance
weightE #3539 expectations F43tH ol (25)% (26)9] T4°] FAHES & & Ak AFHo=E 5

= (26)7F o] Adut A AT expectationo] W ZA @S FAHIT

f”[) ‘X-IY E/ $|y71 (24)

n=1

E, _, (XIY]= "Zl/pi f(zly, Ydz, where q(x) ~ uni form (25)
N N M
_ p(z) _ 1 p(z;)

B, X Y]—n;E ) =)= MN”EM;f(xj\yn)q(mi) (26)
5. Rolling-horizon 7]*§

Sobd e AW 715 GAR ALo] o) wolAn, AL FYsHE AN Agre] Wold5 S
Aol AXvE @il vk &3 AA EAE G2 A4 9 °“—ﬂyﬂﬂﬂ°] e é% &8 &9
(CPLEX, Gurobi, Lingo )& Eo|3st7]ol+= w-$% =2 Al4tse] s 79T wgefa B dFddAs A4 A

g A #AstE 53 (dynamic g sta, ElAA ALAZE Wl 74]5—54% ==37 93
Rolling-horizon 7I®& A &3l 1949} 23A Y] RS A8 EHE Fo|gn

o
e
ol
ftlo

Period |+ : - : : lime

Business Andicipation

Period 2 I i t | 4 e LI

i Basiness L Anticipation

time

Petdod ¥ r-—mmsaranasnsmno s t } }

Business Anticipaon
- ~ = -

Figure 3. Conceptual diagram of the rolling-horizon approach

Rolling-horizon 712 52 YA Al+d ¥'H(dynamic rescheduling-based approach)®] g F7{-o]H,
F71HoZ 4 7|7t "igk AZES A + Wi o] th(Larsen and Pranzo, 2019). Figure 33 #Z¢] Y
A 71z s Al8S stal &9 AR & o] sl wet ol Alge] AFRE whgsta v
A 717E Algste AS WSt WEAdo]l F A4F fFdsA AT & e WiHolH, A4 Ag
ToAME &&= Jth(Xiao and Hu, 2014; Liu et al., 2020; Kim et al., 2021).

2ol

£ AF A& Rolling-horizon 7|'H< A§317] Y3 RS 253t A4 AYES FHE A
(k)2 A8 s FAE A e\ E Bt dE 59, k=3, A=2°|2}9H Figure 4%} o
3 AIZbE 7ElE VM WA E3skE 3719 Adubel thdk A Alg S FHE o] %, E3 A
E 208 Aol Alge FAA, T E HA E3se 3719 Mute] thigk A4 AgE
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Figure 4. Rolling-horizon in berth planning
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2 AT A At GMM 714 &3 AEE =%t 42 55 HUet] sty X A48S 53
Stk 3 Ao e B AT mdo] AA Huld A HLE w a9E B35 5t g3
AHE 2084 Ze A9 5 NS AFEELE Y3 499 nwdet. A3 g4 Rag B
B AXRTF AA A wit A Ao] 1,200m, ¢HEAH S = g 12712 AP =3 A

B glolE = AT A A AFel A HAAE MutEe diste] =2 oA Az, 23 3
Auk Zo), Aoy B3, HA/HANE 3 sbedt I g, AA He & E3 A7 ol
A& E ATt

7t GAEE AEEE s EHEY] oY e gEd 2ok 0,5 99 A 3 2508, O B9 AR
2 5004, Oy T Z2o] F 100$°]th(Park and Kim, 2005). Cif, C, & 42 €2 1.2809F -0.89, Cy7, Oy,
= 27 ¢y,2 1.2919F -0.88] o] th(Liu et al, 2020). Rolling-horizon ¥l A& = FHebn| g o] 91y
HOoZ k=10, A=32% AAHsH}

o
>
N

28 £ Intel Core i7-7700HQ 2.80GHz, 16.0GB RAM, Window 10 3 A A Ao A AP = Ach =3
AEAFAZDEAE Z7] 93t Gurobi 91 AL ¥ E AL&3T

62 A3 HlolH

B Ao s 20199e] BAG Bg AT RFel Fura el =RAZ HolHE ol gttt &
31237 9] Aol 82/49] AFANA ANHFFE %3 1507 0] AAS Ak, AFAE doE S &l
F9e w mE AGANA Aol WASAT. dolE AA FYA AGAWE Aol WA 357
95% % HlojLh HlolBlE o X2 A ST, EE Holee] 57t 303 o4l AFAT Agstgitt.
Figure 5= AA2] 4 ol A¥HE 31700 AR vlo|6| B Holzth L49T BYPoI A Fka
£ oadube] A4l BT AQE Aol W &E 40%E A5 AT AvHow selAde) 5T o &

HIZ7F G5l mE & AdEo] ez Addn
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Figure 5. Preprocessed data for each previous port of call
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Figure 6. GMM of arrival delay at previous port of call(GUNSAN)
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Table 2. Estimated GMM parameters for each previous port of call

Number Port of Call k pi mu sigma
1 0.175138 0.611418 0.016968
1 ULSAN 2 0.646607 0 0.000001
3 0.178254 0.238452 0.006848
1 0.650536 0.00138 0.00018
2 0.091504 0.767651 0.008726
2 HAKATA
3 0.198308 0.323617 0.017897
4 0.059652 1.069911 0.006956
1 0.602032 0.002231 0.00019
2 0.136236 0.71687 0.005784
3 GWANGYANG
3 0.219783 0.367212 0.018157
4 0.04195 1.176268 0.011491
1 0.615457 0.033548 0.0045
2 0.085532 0.899934 0.028554
4 NAGOYA
3 0.166398 0.551467 0.010551
4 0.132613 0.333123 0.000297
1 0.776695 0 0.000001
5 SHANGHAI 2 0.0485 0.666667 0.000001
3 0.174805 0.375064 0.011789
1 0.11175 0.43238 0.006553
2 0.701031 0 0.000001
6 TIANJIN
3 0.11506 0.826988 0.018546
4 0.072159 0.166667 0.000001
1 0.636364 0.017857 0.002658
2 0.10221 0.5 0.000001
7 QINGDAO
3 0.159154 0.714201 0.006677
4 0.102273 0.333333 0.000001
1 0.689653 0 0.000001
2 0.112206 0.299414 0.007957
8 SAKAIMINATO
3 0.114539 0.166667 0.000001
4 0.083602 0.515532 0.004368
1 0.082337 0.5 0.000001
2 0.788229 0 0.000001
9 HONG KONG
3 0.047038 0.64586 0.001302
4 0.082397 0.262014 0.006844
1 0.670581 0.002923 0.000236
2 0.177041 0.478368 0.004245
10 TOKUYAMA
3 0.094118 0.166667 0.000001
4 0.05826 0.666651 0.000002
1 0.060961 0.5 0.000001
2 0.79268 0 0.000001
11 KOBE
3 0.109774 0.268542 0.005839
4 0.036585 0.666667 0.000001
12 XIAMEN 1 0.752995 0.01091 0.0017
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2 0.130274 0.576047 0.008221
3 0.042691 0.821363 0.000856
4 0.074041 0.333333 0.000001
1 0.628154 0 0.000001
2 0.066791 1.004524 0.050078
13 NINGBO
3 0.191844 0.527625 0.01404
4 0.113212 0.183621 0.004281
1 0.252004 0.212704 0.008195
2 0.114266 0.557912 0.007994
14 SAKATA
3 0.577227 0 0.000001
4 0.056503 0.914313 0.007644
1 0.227611 0.478258 0.0108
2 0.606061 0 0.000001
15 [YOMISHIMA
3 0.060292 0.937955 0.004774
4 0.106036 0.166667 0.000001
1 0.742424 0.013605 0.002083
2 0.061463 0.871866 0.005793
16 INCHEON
3 0.090905 0.333333 0.000001
4 0.105208 0.570777 0.004833
1 0.55995 0.028094 0.003724
2 0.156815 1.153578 0.022594
17 SATSUMASENDAI
3 0.169776 0.664208 0.024146
4 0.113459 0.323018 0.000754
1 0.807692 0 0.000001
2 0.057692 0.5 0.000001
18 NIGATA
3 0.057692 0.666667 0.000001
4 0.076923 0.1875 0.001303
1 0.770833 0 0.000001
2 0.090414 0.383751 0.006133
19 MANILA
3 0.020833 0.833333 0.000001
4 0.11792 0.191617 0.001485
1 0.829787 0.004274 0.000695
2 0.085106 0.5 0.000001
20 WEIFANG
3 0.06383 0.333333 0.000001
4 0.021277 0.666667 0.000001
1 0.723486 0.000009 0.000002
2 0.064748 0.552221 0.00685
21 SHIMIZU
3 0.084149 0.249349 0.010465
4 0.127617 0.166667 0.000001
1 0.383001 0.350899 0.014635
2 0.065313 1.218107 0.007273
22 GUNSAN
3 0.356165 0.004227 0.000688
4 0.195521 0.908639 0.007305
1 0.727272 0 0.000001
23 JAKARTA
2 0.0809 0.460981 0.001993
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3 0.123647 0.295769 0.005774
4 0.068181 0.694444 0.001544
1 0.904761 0 0.000001
24 ZHANGIJIAGANG 2 0.02381 0.583333 0.000001
3 0.07143 0.249996 0.004632
1 0.589743 0 0.000001
2 0.209185 0.721405 0.017155
25 AKITA
3 0.102209 0.271007 0.004888
4 0.098863 0.527625 0.001681
1 0.756754 0 0.000001
2 0.140966 0.507481 0.008196
26 ISHIKARI
3 0.027027 1.166667 0.000001
4 0.075252 0.246534 0.005108
1 0.864865 0.002604 0.000211
2 0.054054 0.333333 0.000001
27 PYEONGTAEK
3 0.027027 0.166667 0.000001
4 0.054054 0.5 0.000001
1 0.810811 0 0.000001
2 0.108109 0.604165 0.004776
28 TOMAKOMAI
3 0.054053 0.333333 0.000001
4 0.027027 0.166667 0.000001
1 0.694355 5.56E-308 0.000001
2 0.055474 5.00E-01 0.000001
29 MOII
3 0.055556 9.17E-01 0.006945
4 0.194616 2.62E-01 0.008836
1 0.055556 0.333333 0.000001
2 0.805556 0.011494 0.001785
30 MIZUSHIMA
3 0.055556 0.666667 0.000001
4 0.083333 0.5 0.000001
1 0.612904 0.035088 0.004618
2 0.064157 0.458066 0.001741
31 MATSUYAMA
3 0.161667 0.76604 0.00682
4 0.161272 0.333333 0.000001
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Table 3. Buffer time(f;) for each previous port of call

Number Port of Call 0,
1 ULSAN 1.76411
2 HAKATA 2.62702
3 GWANGYANG 2.83027
4 NAGOYA 2.53853
5 SHANGHAI 1.51342
6 TIANJIN 1.54645
7 QINGDAO 2.52417
8 SAKAIMINATO 1.08152
9 HONG KONG 0.81191
10 TOKUYAMA 0.84125
11 KOBE 1.19988
12 XIAMEN 1.64175
13 NINGBO 1.94486
14 SAKATA 1.4286
15 IYOMISHIMA 1.65076
16 INCHEON 2.1445
17 SATSUMASENDAI 1.72325
18 NIGATA 0.05712
19 MANILA 1.06052
20 WEIFANG 0.01754
21 SHIMIZU 1.45242
22 GUNSAN 3.14353
23 JAKARTA 2.28178
24 ZHANGIJIAGANG 0.53634
25 AKITA 1.50451
26 ISHIKARI 1.74959
27 PYEONGTAEK 0.10139
28 TOMAKOMAI 0.45229
29 MOIJI 1.56952
30 MIZUSHIMA 1.00023
31 MATSUYAMA 2.53675

e
023
2
2

Ir

= Al bt W E(strategy 3)°] AA EH|E S 2&E w) A5 B4 95t &5
ArE E48kA 2 79 (strategy 1)9F &35 AMES AFEEE WHETE A 9 (strategy 2)9F Bl ST
30708 AA wlolElel thall M2k 1, 2, 35 HlastR L, 19A ¢ 2841 & H 8ol tgk A= Table 3004
N

B Aol A AR PP el TE Aol HFte] ARHOE WSS AAFHE AL FAY 5 Atk A
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2F 29} 39| 9 A= 10 Wlste] &5 AIRE Aol wmE 19A2] Hl-&o] A TASAT, A A Aol

LR Aol A 22 A o] Hlgo] A TAELY] wfEel F HlEo] EdEe Ae AT F Uk =7 A

22 A 30l wis) A& &F Ak HESHA ok A 18T 2 vl o] BAsE 95 Utk

Wb GMM 71REe] k5 AZES AR Z 7|Hke] &5 ARG o] 833 olnt

Table 4. Experimental results of 3 strategies
, strategy 1 strategy 2 strategy 3 Improvement
nstanc - = =
197 | 294 [ & 8l8(z)) 194 | 29A F HI8(z,) 19A | 294 [T ¥I8(2;) (2, —2))/2 | (20— 25) /2

1 9750 | 13900 | 23650 | 11250 | 9400 | 20650 | 12250 | 7900 | 20150 14.80% 2.42%
2 | 13000 | 11700 | 24700 | 14250 | 9900 | 24150 | 16500 & 6900 | 23400 5.26% 3.11%
3 | 11250 | 16100 | 27350 | 12500 | 14800 | 27300 | 13750 | 13500 | 27250 0.37% 0.18%
4 5750 | 7300 | 13050 | 6250 | 6900 | 13150 | 6250 | 6500 | 12750 2.30% 3.04%
5 8500 | 13000 | 21500 | 8500 | 13000 | 21500 | 9750 | 10900 | 20650 3.95% 3.95%
6 2750 | 5800 8550 2750 | 5500 8250 2750 | 5500 8250 3.51% 0.00%
7 9000 | 8400 | 17400 | 9500 | 7500 | 17000 | 10500 | 6400 | 16900 2.87% 0.59%
8 9750 | 11700 | 21450 | 11250 | 9300 | 20550 | 11250 | 8300 | 19550 8.86% 4.87%
9 9750 | 11100 | 20850 | 9750 | 9700 | 19450 | 10000 | 9300 | 19300 7.43% 0.77%
10 | 15500 | 11400 | 26900 | 16750 | 10500 | 27250 | 19000 | 7500 | 26500 1.49% 2.75%
11 | 13000 | 11400 | 24400 | 13000 | 11400 | 24400 | 16500 | 7500 | 24000 1.64% 1.64%
12 | 6250 | 18400 | 24650 | 7000 | 17600 | 24600 | 7750 | 16700 | 24450 0.81% 0.61%
13 | 9750 | 11100 | 20850 | 10250 | 9300 | 19550 | 11500 | 8000 | 19500 6.47% 0.26%
14 | 12250 | 16900 | 29150 | 13500 | 15500 | 29000 | 15250 | 13700 | 28950 0.69% 0.17%
15 | 12250 | 17500 | 29750 | 13500 | 16100 | 29600 | 15250 | 14300 | 29550 0.67% 0.17%
16 | 13000 | 11400 | 24400 | 16750 | 8700 | 25450 | 16500 | 7500 | 24000 1.64% 5.70%
17 | 9250 | 10200 | 19450 | 10000 | 9400 | 19400 | 10500 | 8900 | 19400 0.26% 0.00%
18 | 7750 | 10200 | 17950 | 10000 | 9600 | 19600 | 8250 | 9100 | 17350 3.34% 11.48%
19 | 7750 | 18200 | 25950 | 8250 | 15900 | 24150 | 9250 | 14500 | 23750 8.48% 1.66%
20 | 14000 | 15500 | 29500 | 14750 | 14000 | 28750 | 15750 | 13000 | 28750 2.54% 0.00%
21 | 3000 | 4200 7200 3750 | 3900 7650 1500 | 2600 | 4100 43.06% | 46.41%
22 | 5000 | 3300 8300 6000 | 2400 8400 5750 | 2400 8150 1.81% 2.98%
23 | 14750 | 9600 | 24350 | 14750 | 7900 | 22650 | 13250 | 8000 | 21250 12.73% 6.18%
24 | 4250 | 15500 | 19750 | 3000 | 14100 | 17100 | 3250 | 10600 | 13850 | 29.87% | 19.01%
25 | 22250 | 18400 | 40650 | 23250 | 16400 | 39650 | 26500 | 13000 | 39500 2.83% 0.38%
26 | 13000 | 14100 | 27100 | 13000 | 14100 | 27100 | 13000 | 13800 | 26800 1.11% 1.11%
27 750 | 4500 5250 1250 | 2700 3950 1250 | 2700 3950 24.76% 0.00%
28 | 4250 | 14200 | 18450 | 6000 | 12000 | 18000 | 6750 | 11200 | 17950 2.71% 0.28%
29 | 10750 | 11700 | 22450 | 11750 | 11200 | 22950 | 12250 | 8500 | 20750 7.57% 9.59%
30 | 6000 | 4900 | 10900 | 6500 | 4200 | 10700 | 6500 | 4200 | 10700 1.83% 0.00%
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