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Abstract: In order to improve the cargo owner’s satisfaction and obtain better economic benefits for
shipping companies, the ship deployment along routes and speed optimization of tramp ships are studied,
considering the influencing factors of ship scheduling with the configuration and speed of self-owned ships
and chartered ships. A goal is developed by minimizing sailing cost, fuel, and waiting cost at ports,
penalty cost for late arrival at ports, time cost, and voyage ship chartering cost by applying fuzzy time
window to characterize the cargo owner’s satisfaction. The model of scheduling and speed optimization
with fuzzy time window for heterogeneous tramp ships is established. A variable neighborhood genetic
simulated annealing (VNGSA) algorithm is presented to solve the problem. First, the ship type is matched
with the cargo. Then the route is generated according to the time constraint. Finally, the neighborhood

search strategy is adopted to improve the solution quality. Computational results indicate that integrated
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planning for ship scheduling and speed can reduce sailing cost; considering time requirement of cargo

owners can increase their satisfaction. This paper can enrich tramp ship routing and speed optimization

problems and provide a theoretical tool for shipping companies to make related decisions.
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Tab.1 Information of self-owned ships
JE A B/ kn TG 20 B/ kn
R RRBFI G/t (IR CEDALS EALAT I /h
TR R TR R

1 13 200 HAMBURG 11 16 11 15.5 80

2 16 500 MONTOIR DE BRETAGNE 12 17 12 16.5 116

3 24 000 VIGO 10 15 10 14.5 0

4 33 200 DUNKIRK 11.5 15.5 11.5 15 34

5 5 800 LA PALLICE 11.5 16 11.5 15.5 0

6 2 950 LA PALLICE 11 15.5 11 15 0

7 3 570 KLAIPEDA 11 15 11 14.5 0

x2 HLYWER
Tab.2 Cargo information
- 1%y - — RO AT A /h 1B HE I ]/ h FELR 2
N A 3 i AR TR R TR TR WA/ TT

1 — GDANSK RAVENNA 364 436 364 1017 464 619
2 — CADIZ VADO LIGURE 1096 1168 1096 1592 527 063
3 — GDANSK KLAIPEDA 891 963 891 1292 345 828
4 ANTWERP BRAKE 106 178 106 567 657 530
5 — ANCONA CADIZ 258 330 258 784 584 277
6 2.3 ALGECIRAS ANCONA 72 144 72 572 416 260
7 TILBURY ANTWERP 639 711 639 1002 679 111
8 — DUNKIRK THISVI 1454 1526 1454 2 060 938 250
9 — VIGO VADO LIGURE 852 924 852 1344 552 843
10 TALLINN MO I RANA 1068 1140 1068 1578 382 307
11 — ZEEBRUGGE LIVERPOOL 604 676 604 1077 223 256
12 — SINES MO I RANA 535 607 535 1038 513 859
13 — GENOA GDANSK 490 562 490 1092 348 556
14 — BILBAO LA SPEZIA 932 1004 932 1446 299 760
15 2,3.4.5.6,7 GDANSK TEESPORT 0 72 0 422 664 773
16 — TEESPORT HAMBURG 193 265 193 639 179 337
17 2,3 HUELVA VADO LIGURE 52 124 52 574 653 627
18 HUELVA THISVI 310 382 310 841 294 556
19 2.3.5 VIGO THISVI 18 90 18 549 680 437
20 — LAS PALMAS MO I RANA 996 1068 996 1583 304 174
21 2,3.4,5,6.7 GDANSK THISVI 0 72 0 637 998 137
22 — CADIZ KLAIPEDA 1155 1227 1155 1694 724 428
23 — VLISSINGEN DUNKIRK 386 458 386 780 179 492
24 — CARTAGENA VADO LIGURE 420 492 420 863 200 682
25 — GDANSK ROTTERDAM 322 394 322 834 512 956
26 — GDANSK ANCONA 880 952 880 1496 584 238
27 — ALGECIRAS VADO LIGURE 391 463 391 839 256 818
28 — ORESUND LISBON 678 750 678 1196 780 380
29 — HUELVA LA SPEZIA 892 964 892 1369 606 120
30 MO I RANA SINES 520 592 520 1091 609 947

TE RN BEA TR . AN BRI i S e .
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A PRSI BRI B 9 5 0. 15 58/ (e h) s il
TRE R 7 A 1 A B3R 0,30 J6/(t - h).
3.2 HEEMEESR

TEFEAT SBT3 20 R T S R A S i A2
LRI 35t % #5481 AR ok 8 3k (Variable Neighborhood
Genetic Simulated Annealing, VNGSA) fJA %% 14 ,

Xof AN S S AR /N AR B 48] K% o o 461 A7 0 K
3.2.1 DAHLAEFAH EEXTA SO @A AL, AR AT 2
AR 3 SE ST R /N LA S ], HErb AR 1 R AR 2
WItE 7 B ROTTERDAM Fl SETUBAL #5 [, 3
JEJE R 13~14 kn, B2 Y5048 tn 3k 3 iR, #4754
1511 53 4.

®3 MEEGEYER

Tab.3 Small scale cargo information

PEFUEIT R BT/ h I s I R BT/ h FLE

i el eIl .

TR LR TR LR JRAR /566
1 SINES MONTOIR DE BRETAGNE 289 361 289 722 316 519
2 TALLINN ANTWERP 0 100 0 459 390 143
3 ZEEBRUGGE CARTAGENA 36 108 36 527 414 361

3 MO A T RE A A s T SR
0 3B SR /N RIS S 491 B A e A S 491 TR A A9 A o
B 3 AW MEMN 1 AT as e 3 5.2 BT 5.0 AR
Yy R AR 2 1B 0 51 52 5EL3 SRR . Rl
% A A AR IS 1 B0, R A AR T 5 43 F.
T — o 7 58 SO AN [ e B R T 52 24 03 i) s
3.2 B AR AL B T R A 64 R
16 o4 F, R S AL 1753 Ry 2R A — A
PA 27 28 00 B bR oR R A5 S5 R AR A 1 s bt
Y2 10000 2 s bty 3. BOliA Sl 330 785 £t
5SRO SRS e A0 Al — B0, U WA SOk
A AT SR R 8] 325 A0 B G Al ) R
3.2.2 AREHAL SRR ER GBI A PR B L AR
WEB 5] >k Y5 T http: // iot. ntnu. no/users/lars-
mahv/benchmarks/. W38 15 & — 4~ 5K g i B 7] 75
22 W BRUAS S S A A0 R [) T, R v ol A 2 AT A IR i
AT A B2 ) RIS i T 77 26 1 AR 29 R R s
BT ) 7 o A0 25t A5 A HE SR 5 AR SOR R T 1%
A L3 29 R LA S i ] AR SR MATLAB 2016a
G PEFE P Is AT (AL B2 VE R 48 8 Windows 10,1817
NAF K 8 GB,CPU iy Intel(R) Core(TM) i7-7700,
F ik 3. 60 GHz).
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Fig. 7 Comparison of algorithm convergence
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Tab.4 Comparison of standard example results
GA VNGSA
R Thest
z e/ % z e/ %
C8_V3_1 1391 997 1391 997 0. 00 1391 997 0. 00
C8_V3_2 1246 273 1246 273 0. 00 1246 273 0. 00
C8_V3_3 1698 102 1698 102 0. 00 1698 102 0. 00
C8_V3_4 1777 637 1777 637 0. 00 1777 637 0. 00
C8_V3_5 1636 788 1636 788 0. 00 1636 788 0. 00
Cl6_V6_1 3 577 005 3 642 887 1. 84 3 577 005 0. 00
C16_V6_2 3 560 203 3 560 203 0. 00 3 560 203 0. 00
C16_V6_3 4081 013 4081 013 0. 00 4081 013 0. 00
Cl6_V6_4 3 667 080 3 718 542 1. 40 3 667 080 0. 00
C16_V6_5 3 438 493 3 476 347 1.10 3 438 493 0. 00
C35_V13_1 2 986 667 3 531 066 18. 23 3252 532 8.90
C35_V13_2 3002 974 3 147 092 4. 80 3002 974 0. 00
C35_V13_3 3 084 339 3226 146 4. 60 3149 614 2.12
C35_V13_4 3952 461 4202 921 6. 34 4093 356 3.56
C35_V13_5 3293 086 3507 983 6.53 3370 315 2.35
Eave - — 2.99 — 1.13
3.3 HOIWHESH 50 h AR IR 5 PR,
1 o RV R B 0 T IR B T AR SCAR VR A AL i T AT UL A B R A AR A R B

AP SR P MM B0 06 SR AR ASORT IF [1) 63 T M AR 2 S e A 28 SRR A A R R s L OO Ay 2 SERR IR
AR L. BB T AR E A A B EA s
x5 OEHEREETAMAEREESMERKS AN

Tab.5 Ship schedule and speed optimization problem with fuzzy time window

= FHE AR 32 B 82 W o 5 it BE R A B/ kn
1 21-13 [13.4,11.3],[13.1,11.6]
2 4-1-9 [16.5,15.0].[15.8,15.9].[12.6,12.5]
3 16-24-29-2 [12.7,11.5].[11.2,12.47,[14.4,10. 4], [11.7,10.6]
4 19-5-12-10 [14.7,12.6]1,[15.3,14.1],[15.4,11.9].[13.0,13.9]
5 25-23-30-3-26 [13.6,11.6].[15.3,12.4],[12.8,13.4],[12.3.13.8],[15.1,13. 3]
6 6-28-20-8 [12.2,11.37.[14.9.13.0].[13.7,11. 3].[14.9,12.0]
7 17-27-7-11-14-22 [13.3.13.3].[12.3,14.47,[11.2,13.6].[13.5,11.5],[12.5,12. 6], [12.4,11. 3]
FH AR 15-18 _
RURA /% TT 4735125

3.3.1 FZEAZMSN  RHEIEAR T ZWA
PSR 3 FORTRI A 7 260 3. 1 B A7 3108, 45 O
BXT AT sRATEE IR 3 6 iR, 748 1 i i (]
TR A R I S A O B R O R

F6 3MAFRIL
Tab. 6 Comparison of three programs (J73%70)

TEOMAEA EORA BEEAE EARAE SR

, e e . 1 17509 187.09 237.37  599.55
2 JBAETT G 1 A bR AT Al S G s 7 5K 3 R ) )
e et e g g ot e s 2 15454 185.34 - 237.37  577.25

B TR I 18] B . ] A A0 AT AR B AN SE 0 9 2 D7
196.82  158.41  22.35  95.93  473.51

S8 BIVAS ST BIFSE A9 RCRY I 1) 67 T 0 A9 8] 32 -5 A0 3
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Ak, FEAIC 17.97% . 55 % 1 AH L BEAL 21. 02%. k]

W RBATUEN HTE L 5HE 2 £
AN EE A BT 2 B 5 R BUA 38R 1h B 6% [ A AT A T AR
11,7 %6 i T 46 2% 04 5 11 B AR A 3T » REL A B A A [
e 2 R A A6 T 28 AR A8 B I R AR 22. 30 7 & T,
W75 3 5% 2 X b, i 4% 32X B[R] ) SR
REAS . 1A A AR R B2 3] v i L2 i o 22 R0 L 3 A
ALAT BUAS B 529 2 2 B A W 0 3z S A ot e
ELFHLAT A P AR 59. 6 26, e AR 5 07 %€ 2 A b

DLASCRY ) 7 AN S S0 A 3 5 A R 5 Ak e
R AR AL Al AR SN S WA i« i v 0% 0
3.3.2 AR ReE S AT O T RGN T AR R R O A
>R FHAS ] £ A0 T2 568 W o i3z A oMb 28 55 280 i B9 52
2SSO A AR ALA T Jk A v i DR AT B | [ AT 3 A AR ST
F18 T 8 T o R G A 4 T L vl e AR A T A
FH R 14,97 kn. 37 0 3 LI S AT 2 45 T
A RS L.

RTOMUE KB EE

Tab.7 Comparison of speed strategy (7 %0
L 38 SR e M A JIE AR E AT A WA FHAR A SURA
Fc KA 1 25-30-9-2 227.17 187. 06 207.92 622.15
2 27-7-3-10
3 16-23-11-29
4 1
5 17-24-12-14-22-8
6 19-5-28-26
7 4-18-13-20
FLAR 6-15-21
[ 5 A 33 1 16-1 175. 09 187.09 237.37 599. 55
2 25-28-9-2
3 30-20
4 4-23-11-10
5 17-27-12-14-22-8
6 19-5-7-3-26
7 24-13-29
FELY 6-15-18-21
AR fii 1 16-1-20 154. 54 185. 34 237.37 577.25
2 25-30-14
3 23-11
4 4-7-10
5 17-12-29-2
6 19-5-27-13-3-26
7 24-28-9-22-8
FLAR 6-15-18-21

it 7 RERE T BT A — EUR AR
UL« AR RE S T 1A A AN 2 S 2 R L R A
LA A o (FR ply 7 ey A7 ™ A O AT AT LA HE R
JHAT AR L T 5 A B AT AR =5 72. 63 J7 6 TG I I
R Ao A A R RS o DR b R A5 T 3 SR P R AR
H e ) — T SRS S U A oMb R BT S AU - A A
AR REZ 12 i 1 BT 1 5 RT AL A A2 i BT W RO TR AR

Z B H T I B — L 3 AT AR B 1T A R i
TAT AR PUEE  I X RE A BAS  fe 2R A TR AR
U E B AR 3. 86 V0. IR I AR AR AE AT AT 1 L SR R
A3 X T A Al — A B B R BE S T
A A L 3K B 22 5 3 g B A
3.4 BRSNS

B BN A SO H AR A 32 2 32K A% L B



308 S S : |

X ¥ F K 55 55 %

BRI DL 3. 1 500 S SRl Bt TR A A A
[Fi) R 8 2 2 B2 A 8 ST P o T S 6 o 4% IO
RAAL AT XS L.

3.4.1 AR SUR M S AT BERII AR DK
100 T3t 5 418 . A UM A AL A fa S an 18] 8 By
- NI AT DL M BE A 08 A 4 B 3k AT g
AT W3 T RELAR A AR B8 2 3 3R e T e Y
AR A il 3 BT i F AN e 2 0 A AR A
B4R » BT LR I RE A oz i 0 3 de X Bt R 1A T A
gD N TR T QY B o0 | 95 R NN LT S A

700 -
600F . e

1B 500 ¢ on S NAR

i - o - AT AR
400 - il l.ﬁﬁm:czts

X300k —=— W5 A

390 490 590 690 790
KA/ SETT

P8k i b 2 BB 7 A

Fig. 8 Sensitivity analysis of fuel price parameter
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T34 0 5 AR BTS2 ) A B AR o ) 2 i % 3 0 3
JE WAV 5 2 O 3 L e 0% 2 0 R B, D 25 38 i i iz s
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Tab. 8 Sensitivity analysis of shipper satisfaction (J7 %0
S(Ty) ALAT WA B H AR T[] Bl A HELA B A A RA LY 2 i 52 )
0.1 187.99 150. 66 24,17 117.75 480. 57 16,21
0.2 179. 30 160. 44 21. 84 164. 21 525.79 1,16,21
0.3 160. 94 159. 36 16. 06 195.75 532.11 15.21.23
0.4 159.78 153. 62 15.51 213.70 542.61 15,18.,21,23
0.5 163. 69 151. 89 15. 36 215.81 546. 75 15,18,21,24
0.6 153. 96 154.52 14. 90 227.99 551. 37 6,15,21.,24
0.7 151.19 153. 31 14. 64 250. 77 569.91 1,15,21.23,24
0.8 151. 37 168. 40 14. 54 236.01 570. 32 11,15,16,18,21
0.9 153.73 172.35 13.30 237.37 576.75 6,15,18.,21
1.0 154. 54 185. 34 — 237.37 577.25 6,15,18,21
4 B b W AT AL AT AR 5 ¥ T 57 320k BsF ) 9 SR L RE 8 4

S SO AN ST I R A 3 Bk L A 1) A
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