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Resumo

Nesta dissertacao, apresentam-se dois estudos derivados de pesquisas realizadas
sobre problemas de roteamento de veiculos, com foco em abordar preocupacgoes
multi-objetivo, incluindo riscos de acidentes, emissoes de gases de efeito estufa
(GEE) e custos logisticos. No primeiro estudo, foi introduzida uma abordagem para
auxiliar na tomada de decisoes no planejamento de rotas para uma empresa de
transporte rodoviario de carga, com o objetivo de minimizar tanto os custos logisticos
quanto os de risco. Dada a escassez de dados sobre acidentes, tornou-se imperativo
desenvolver um método analitico baseado em estatisticas basicas e simulacao de
Monte Carlo para estimar os custos associados aos riscos de acidentes. Em seguida,
foi selecionada uma abordagem bi-objetiva baseada nos métodos PROMETHEE II e
método e-restrito para lidar com os objetivos conflitantes inerentes a este problema
de roteamento de veiculos. Os resultados destacaram a eficicia das abordagens
estatisticas e multi-objetivo na exploragao dos trade-offs entre os custos logisticos
e de risco em um cenario real de roteamento de veiculos. Por fim, como uma
sequéncia do primeiro, no segundo estudo, além de abordar riscos de acidentes
e custos logisticos, foi introduzido o objetivo de minimizar as emissoes de COs |,
tornando o VRP tri-objetivo. Também explorou-se a consideracao de uma frota
heterogénea composta por veiculos pesados movidos a diesel, gas natural comprimido
e eletricidade, uma caracteristica que foi relativamente pouco explorada na literatura.
Neste cenario, o método Augmented Weighted Tchebycheff foi empregado para lidar
com a natureza multi-objetiva do problema, enquanto uma heuristica de algoritmo
genético aprimorada foi utilizada para gerar soluc¢oes viaveis como incumbentes do
processo de otimizacao exata. Os resultados revelaram que os veiculos a diesel sao
mais economicamente viaveis; no entanto, os caminhoes elétricos foram preferidos
em cenarios que priorizam preocupagcoes ambientais, alcancando aproximadamente
uma reducdo de 90% nas emissoes de CO, . Contudo, resultaram em um aumento
de 35% nos custos logisticos quando comparados a maneira tradicional de VRP
que otimiza somente a dimensao econdémica. As principais contribui¢oes dessa
dissertacao foram o desenvolvimento de uma abordagem que resolveu insténcias do
mundo real e facilitou a tomada de decisoes no planejamento de rotas, considerando

diversos objetivos conflitantes associados a dimensoes de sustentabilidade como



fatores ambientais, sociais e economicos. Além disso, as abordagens demonstraram-
se uteis e simples na geragao de solugdes apenas ajustando os pesos da funcao

objetivo, possibilitando sua aplicacao em diversos cenarios.

Palavras-chave: VRP sustentavel. Multi-Objetivo. Simulacao de Monte Carlo.

Risco de acidente.



Abstract

In this dissertation, two studies are presented stemming from research conducted
on vehicle routing problems, with a focus on addressing multi-objective concerns
including accident risks, greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, and logistic costs. In the
first study, an approach was introduced to aid decision-making in route planning
for a road freight company, with the objective of minimizing both logistic and
risk costs. Given the dearth of accident data, it became imperative to devise an
analytical method rooted in basic statistics and Monte Carlo simulation to estimate
the costs associated with accident risks. Then, a bi-objective approach based on
PROMETHEE II and the e-constrained method were selected to address the con-
flicting objectives inherent in this vehicle routing problem. The findings underscored
the effectiveness of statistical and multi-objective approaches in exploring the trade-
offs between logistic and risk costs in a real-world vehicle routing scenario. Finally,
as a continuation of the first study, in the second study, in addition to addressing
accident risks and logistical costs, the objective of minimizing CO5 emissions was
introduced, making the tri-objective VRP. This second study also delved into the
consideration of a heterogeneous fleet consisting of heavy-duty vehicles powered
by Diesel, Compressed Natural Gas, and electricity characteristic that has been
relatively under explored in the literature. In this scenario, the Augmented Weighted
Tchebycheff method was employed to address the multi-objective nature of the
problem, while an enhanced genetic algorithm heuristic was utilized to generate fea-
sible solutions as a precursor to the exact optimization process. The results revealed
that Diesel vehicles are more economically viable; however, electricity-powered
trucks were favored in scenarios prioritizing environmental concerns, achieving
approximately a 90% reduction in CO4 emissions. Nonetheless, this choice resulted
in a 35% increase in logistics costs, when compared to the tradicional way of
VRP that optimizes only the economic dimension. The primary contributions of
this dissertation were the development of an approach that addressed real-world
instances and facilitated decision-making in route planning, considering various
conflicting objectives associated with sustainability dimensions such as environ-

mental, social, and economic factors. Furthermore, the approaches demonstrated



utility and simplicity in generating solutions merely by adjusting the weights of

the objective function, enabling their application across diverse scenarios.

Keywords: Sustainable VRP. Multi-objective. Monte Carlo simulation. Accident

risk.
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1 Introduction

Finding processes that ensure the needs of contemporary society, con-
sidering not only economic factors but also environmental and social aspects, is
crucial to guarantee a safer world for future generations, while mitigating socio-

environmental disasters resulting from human intervention.

According to the Sistema de Estimativas de Emissoes e Remogoes
de Gases de Efeito Estufa (SEEG, 2021), Brazil was responsible for emitting
approximately 2.4 billion tons of CO5 in 2021, marking an increase of 8% compared
to pre-pandemic levels in 2019, with the road freight sector accounting for 8.5% of

Brazil’s total CO4 emissions, making it the third most polluting sector.

While in the social dimension, according to the World Health Organiza-
tion (WHO), the costs of road accidents can reach up to 3% of a country’s Gross
Domestic Product (GDP), and deaths caused by traffic accidents are listed as the
eighth leading cause of death worldwide.

In Brazil, according to a report from the Confederagao Nacional de
Transportes (CNT, 2022), there were 64,447 traffic accidents in 2022 solely on roads
managed by federal agencies, with 52,948 of these accidents resulting in deaths or

injuries, leading to an estimated total cost of 13 billion reais.

Given the absence of available data, it is likely that the figures provided
for traffic accidents are even higher. Accidents occurring on roads managed by the
states and within municipalities have not yet been taken into account, suggesting

that the actual numbers could be significantly higher.

Therefore, there is significant pressure for efficient processes ensuring
uninterrupted supply chain flow while minimizing negative socio-environmental
impacts. It is essential for road freight companies to integrate socio-environmental
considerations alongside economic factors in their decision-making process to plan

routes.

In this dissertation, two studies were presented in the area of multi-
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objective Vehicle Routing Problems (VRP), with a focus on minimizing economic,
social, and environmental impacts. The first study considered real instances obtained
from a road freight company located in the state of Sao Paulo, Brazil, that wishes to
optimize not only logistic costs but also the accidents risks (bi-objective VRP), as
some loads can have high shipment commercial values, causing significant financial

losses if an accident occurs.

As this study considered real instances and was concerned with seeking
real data, a basic statistical approach and Monte Carlo simulation to estimate the
risk costs of each arc proved necessary due to the limited data available on traffic
accidents. Real instances known to the authors were proposed to compare the results
obtained from the developed approach with those expected from reality. The primary
data sources, freely accessible from government agencies, include the Confederagao
Nacional de Transportes (CNT, 2019), the Departamento de Estradas e Rodagem
do Estado de Sdo Paulo (DER-SP, 2021), and the Departamento Nacional de
Infraestrutura e Transportes (DNIT, 2021).

Subsequently, the Preference Ranking Organization Method for Enrich-
ment Evaluations (PROMETHEE) II and e-constrained methods were employed
to address a bi-objective VRP, incorporating logistics costs and risks. Finally, the
approach to estimate the risk cost proved to be coherent with what was expected
from reality, and the Pareto-optimal solutions of the bi-objective model represent
a consistent trade-off between logistic cost and accident risk, providing different

results to the decision-maker. This initial study is detailed in Chapter 2.

As a continuation of the first study, the second study, detailed in Chapter
3, incorporated the environmental dimension resulting in a tri-objective VRP aimed
at optimizing logistic costs, accident risks, and CO, emissions. The same approach
used in Chapter 2 to estimate the risk was implemented in study of Chapter 3, and
we also focused on working with a real instance, which was larger than the first.
For this, we chose a large retail chain (Magazine Luiza) whose depot and stores
are located in cities in the macro-region of Campinas, state of Sao Paulo, Brazil.
A heterogeneous fleet was considered, including heavy-duty vehicles powered by
diesel, Compressed Natural Gas (CNG), and electricity, each with varying costs,

fuel consumption, and COs emissions.
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A scalarization method that would best handle a tri-objective problem
was desired, and the objectives are weighted by easily adjustable parameters to
generate various solutions, which decision-makers can evaluate to determine the ones
most suitable for their process. Therefore, the multi-objective approach utilized in
the second study was the Augmented Weighted Tchebycheff method, complemented
by the insertion of an enhanced Genetic Algorithm heuristic to generate viable
solutions for initializing the exact method, which struggles to find good initial

feasible solutions.

The results of Chapter 3 indicated that electric trucks were the most
selected in most scenarios, being less common only in scenarios where minimizing
logistics costs was highly preferred. Compared to a traditional VRP, which minimizes
only the economic dimension, significant reductions in COy emissions and accident
risks were achieved when the environmental and social dimension were highly

preferred, respectively, causing a significant increase in logistic costs.

Finally, the main contribution of these studies was the implementation
of multi-objective techniques to a VRP that could be applied to real instances of a
road freight company, aiming to minimize not only logistic costs but also accident
risks and COy emissions. Important definitions of the techniques used in these

studies are described to better guide the reader.

1.1 Multi-objective optimization

The multi-objective optimization problem is presented as follow:

minimize z = {fi1(x), fa(x), f3(x), ..., fin(x)}

subject to: xe S

(1.1)

Where f,,(x) represents each objective function m for m > 2 in which
we want to optimize simultaneously, and the objective vector is z. The variable
vector X = (1,2, T3, ...,7,)" belongs to a decision feasible space (S) and the

objective vector z belongs to a objective feasible space (Z), as described in Figure
1 (MIETTINEN, 1998).
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Figure 1 — The set S representing the decision feasible space (left), and the set Z
representing the objective feasible space (right) (MIETTINEN, 1998).

fim(x)! represents the ideal (minimum) solution when the objective m is
minimized in a single-objective optimization. This concept is important because, in
multi-objective problems, the objective functions f,,(x) are often conflicting, e.g.,
if we prioritize the minimization of fi(x), we will achieve the smallest difference
between f)(x) and f;(x)’. However, this will penalize f5(x) increasing the difference

between f5(x) and fo(x)’, thus illustrating the conflict between the objectives fi(x)
and fy(x).

In contrast to single-objective optimizations, which generate only one
optimal solution, multi-objective optimizations can generate a set of various optimal
solutions, commonly called the Pareto optimal set or Pareto optimal frontier, as
described in Figure 1. Thus, we are more interested in analyzing the feasible

objective space Z over the feasible decision space S.

The Pareto frontier is composed of optimal objective vectors z*, where
no component of this vector can be improved. In other words, for z* € Z, z* must
be better than or equal to all objectives of another vector z such that z* < z and
strictly better in at least one objective m where f,,(x*) < f,,(x). Meeting these
conditions, we can then say that z* is a non-dominated vector, a very common
term in the multi-objective optimization to express that z* is a Pareto optimal

solution.

There are several methods that deal with multi-objective optimiza-
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tion problems. The most common methods include the weighted method, the
e-constrained method, the weighted Tchebycheff method, and the augmented
weighted Tchebycheff method.

Generally, these methods are classified as a posteriori, a priori, and
interactive. In a posteriori methods, the entire Pareto optimal set is generated
and then presented to the decision-maker, who selects the most preferred solution
from the alternatives. In a priori methods, the decision-maker must specify their
preferences before generating solutions, meaning the decision-maker participates
in the search for solutions before the problem is solved. Finally, the interative
methods in multi-objective optimization provide a structured way to incorporate

decision-maker preferences progressively.

In conclusion, multi-objective optimization is an effective approach for
solving problems with multiple conflicting objectives. In this dissertation, multi-
objective optimization techniques were crucial in providing a set of Pareto optimal
solutions. These solutions enable decision-makers to understand the trade-offs
between economic factors, accident risks, and environmental dimensions, allowing

them to make informed decisions based on their preferences.

1.2 Monte Carlo simulation

Monte Carlo simulation is a powerful computational technique used
to estimate possible outcomes of uncertain events using random numbers. These
random numbers are akin to those generated by a roulette wheel, similar to those
found in the casinos of Monte Carlo, from which the method derives its name (ZIO,
2013).

Monte Carlo simulation involves generating random numbers from a
probability distribution to make estimates, e.g, in this dissertation, we aim to
estimate risk costs. This process typically includes the following steps: defining the
probabilistic model, generating input random values according to their probability
distribution functions, running the simulation for N iterations, estimating the mean
value after N iterations, and analyzing the results to draw conclusions.(CRUSE,
1997).
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One of the advantages of Monte Carlo simulation is that it relies on the
principles of probability and statistical inference, making it particularly useful in
fields where deterministic approaches are impossible due to the stochastic nature of
the systems being studied. However, depending on the desired level of accuracy, the

computational time to generate the results can be significantly high (ZIO, 2013).

Finally, Monte Carlo method proves to be an important technique
for solving problems of a probabilistic nature. Thus, for this dissertation, Monte
Carlo method was necessary to handle the input data on accident risks, which are
inherently probabilistic, and to generate the output risk costs that could be used

in a deterministic problem.
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2 Bi-objective approaches to deal with
accident risk and logistic costs in vehicle

routing problems.

Vehicle Routing Problems (VRP) have been widely researched through-
out history as a way of optimising routes by minimising distances and planning
deliveries efficiently, but the issue of risk in VRP has received less attention over
time. This is essential to increasing transport safety to avoid interruptions in supply
chains and improve delivery reliability. Therefore, this first study aims to support
decision makers to plan routes for road freight companies considering not only the
logistics cost, but also travel safety due to road hazards. An analytical approach
based on statistics was developed in which data of vehicle accidents and road
features were used to estimate the risk cost by using the Monte Carlo simulation. A
bi-objective approach based on PROMETHEE II and e-constrained methods were
used in the Capacitated Vehicle Routing Problem (CVRP) to analyse the conflict
between the logistic cost and accident risk. Key contributions of this study are an
analytical approach based on statistics, Monte Carlo simulation and multi-objective
methods in a CVRP model to explore the trade-off between logistic costs and
accident risk expressed by a risk cost. The outcomes of the first study show to be
useful in practice to analyze transportation decisions in the VRP model involving

route planning considering accident risk.
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2.1 Introduction

In an increasingly globalised and connected world in which the popula-
tion and urbanisation increase every year, the pressure for more efficient, sustainable
and safe road freight has risen due to the greater demand for different types of
products. Road freight plays a fundamental role in global logistics due to the
flexibility of the infrastructure that this segment of transport offers, allowing a
door-to-door service, which is not possible in maritime, air and rail transportation

modes (ENGSTROM, 2016).

On the other hand, the reliability in road freight depends on some
elements that can be the cause of many accidents, interrupting the supply chain and
generating significant losses. According to data from the World Health Organization
(WHO), road accidents cost on average around 3% of the Gross Domestic Product
(GDP) of a country and lead to the death of 1.35 million people, and is the eighth

leading cause of death all around the world.

Thus, reducing the accident rate of road freight is an important factor
from a strategic and sustainable point of view, which aims to ensure logistical and
economical development. When an accident occurs, financial losses can lead to
large financial proportions, in addition to causing interruptions in the supply chain.
From this point, the need to reduce losses in road transportation can be highlighted
(ENGSTROM, 2016).

When a route is chosen for a vehicle that will leave a depot to deliver
goods to other locations, not only the logistic costs and the distance should be
considered, but also some route hazard measures should be added. Most of the VRP
studies consider only the logistic cost in the models to solve the routing problem.
Recently risk measurement was addressed in cash-in-transit problems through the
VRP, which consisted of a model that aimed to minimise the distances travelled
with the restriction that the risk value of robberies of heavy trucks during the
transportation of money was limited by a risk threshold (TALARICO; SORENSEN;
SPRINGAEL, 2015). More recently the route safety was also discussed in studies
on hazardous materials transportation such as fuel, lammable materials, gases and

others, aiming to reduce social and environmental impacts and increase transport
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safety by minimising the risk factor (HOLECZEK, 2021).

Despite the fact that the VRP has been widely studied throughout
its sixty-year history, few studies have addressed different types of risk in the
problem. As mentioned, some research has emerged in the areas of cash-in-transit
and hazardous materials, but they did not consider accident risk due to road
conditions in the models. This is likely because in most cases real data is difficult

to find and a methodology to estimate the risks should be developed.

Therefore, verifying the applications of the subject risk in VRP and
considering the lack of studies that address the accident risk due to characteristics of
the routes (infrastructure, traffic etc.), this study intends to contribute to filling this
gap by developing an analytical approach based on simple statistical calculations
coupled with two multi-criteria methods in a CVRP model to analyse the trade-off
between the logistics cost and accident risk measured by cost. The Preference
Ranking Organization Method for Enrichment Evaluations (PROMETHEE) II
and the e-constrained methods were selected to solve this conflicting bi-objective
problem. Finally, the statistical approach to estimate risk cost was validated with
experts in cargo insurance and the obtained solutions were interpreted knowing the
characteristics of the roads well in the tested instance, indicating that the outcomes

were compatible with those expected.

This study is organized in four sections, besides this introduction. Section
2.2 reviews and discusses key studies which address risks in VRP. In Section 2.3,
the proposed analytical approach is presented in detail. Finally, the results (Section
2.4) are presented through the experimental studies and the conclusion is drawn in
Section 2.5.

2.2 Literature related to risk in VRP

VRP have been extensively studied throughout their history to support
real-life applications. Risk and travel safety in VRP have received greater attention
in applications for road freight of hazardous materials, whose risk is associated

with socio-environmental damage, and cash-in-transit, which is related to cargo
theft (TALARICO et al., 2017).
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Erkut & Ingolfsson (2005) cited eight risk models that were developed
for the optimisation of hazardous materials transportation, whose three main ones
are presented in Table 1. Considering a path r as a set of links {i1, is, ..., 4, }, the first
risk model I P, is calculated through the probability of the undesirable occurrence
event of each link p;, while the second PFE, considers only the number of people
exposed to risk D;. In the traditional model, risk T'R, is a product between the

probability of the undesirable event p; and its measure of consequence Cj.

Table 1 — Risk assessment models. Adapted from Erkut & Ingolfsson (2005).

Model Equation
Incident Probability 1P = 2 Di p; = accident probability
Population Exposure | PE, = 2267‘: D, D; = population exposure
Traditional Risk TR, = ZIE;)@CQ p; = accident probability
< C; = measure of the consequence

To investigate the behaviour of these three risk models in VRP, Holeczek
(2021) used mono-objective functions that minimise distance, accident risk and

population exposure.

The results showed that the Traditional Risk T'R, generated the lowest
total risk value when compared to the other models, however when considering
the total distance obtained for the T'R,., the greatest deviation in relation to the

minimum total distance can be observed.

The Incident Probability I P, offers the best trade-off with an economical
goal and it is most appropriate for problems where the consequences are uncertain.
Regarding the Population Exposed PE,, the data are more easily acquired and
the results are evaluated more intuitively by the decision maker, but it can only be
applied to problems that consider urban areas, because for an environment, such

as rural areas, other factors must be considered.

The elements of each model such as accident probability, consequences,
number of people exposed and others, are defined according to the case being

studied. Androutsopoulos & Zografos (2012) and Carrese et al. (2022), for example,
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studied risks in hazardous materials transportation and they considered that the
undesirable event would be the road accident whose consequence is related to
the number of people exposed to risk. On the other hand, Talarico, Sorensen &
Springael (2015) applied the risk in the cash-in-transit routing problem that they
considered the probability of a robbery is proportional to the distance of the route

and, as a consequence, the amount of cash transported in the truck.

In addition to those elements, the models also vary according to the
risk approach used in VRP. Thus, Table 2 shows some key features in the risk

calculations used by the authors.

Du et al. (2017), Pradhananga et al. (2014) and Wang et al. (2018)
applied the concept of the traditional model, as proposed by Erkut & Ingolfsson
(2005), in which the probability of an accident was used as an undesirable event
and the exposed population as a consequence. Androutsopoulos & Zografos (2012)
and Holeczek (2021) applied the traditional definition, however it was considered as
load dependent, that is, the amount of load factor is added to the model and varies
as deliveries are made. Carrese et al. (2022) was also addressed the traditional risk
model, but two other factors that interfere in the driver’s attention are added to
the objective function: the Altimetric Index and the Planimetric Index. The first
considers the ground elevations along the route while the second is introduced to

take into account geometrical constraints related to the road radius.

Bula et al. (2016) and Bula et al. (2019) also use the traditional risk
which comprises the probability of an undesirable event p; and population exposure
as the measure of consequence C;. They consider several aspects that play an
important role in determining the likelihood of an undesirable occurrence. Therefore,
the p; is combined as a result of: accident probability related to the type of truck,
probability of hazardous materials released in case of an accident, parameters that
represent the characteristics of the materials and the amount of cargo carried, and

also the length of arc in the route.

Chai et al. (2023) argue that many studies consider only issues such as
accident probabilities, the population exposed and consequences for the environment,

but it is also important to consider the driver’s behavior as a main cause of accidents.
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Thereby, Chai et al. (2023) introduce the driver’s behavior as a factor that also
influences the risk of accidents in the transport of hazardous materials. Some
aspects that impact the driver risk were considered, such as: age, driving experience,

educational background, gender, driving speed and driving habits.

As a variation of hazardous materials models, the cash-in-transit ones
arise. Talarico, Sérensen & Springael (2015) and Talarico et al. (2017) proposed
the traditional method to calculate the risk of robbery. As already mentioned, they
considered the consequence as equivalent to the amount of value being transported.
Ghannadpour & Zandiyeh (2020) also assumed the consequence as the same
manner and the distance travelled is proportional to the risk of theft, but added
to the model a factor relative to the frequency of using the same route and the
ambushing probabilities to the vehicle and its success. The authors also state that
the probability of a robber attack was estimated using game theory and a model
minimizes the risk of cash-in-transit developed using multi-criteria decision-making

approaches.

Talarico, Sorensen & Springael (2015) and Bula et al. (2016) used a
mono-objective function in which the first authors minimised the distances and the
second the accident risk. Androutsopoulos & Zografos (2012), Bula et al. (2019),
Pradhananga et al. (2014), Ghannadpour & Zandiyeh (2020) and Wang et al. (2018)
suggested bi-objective functions that analyse both logistics costs or distances and
risks. Multi-objectives are presented by Carrese et al. (2022) and Zheng (2010)
whereby the last one aimed to minimise the distance, weighted the risk by the
traditional method (probability of accident and a consequence) adding the number

of people exposed.

Milovanovié¢ (2012) developed a methodology to calculate road accident
risks when transporting hazardous materials, which considers some elements that
influence the accident probability, as well as elements that influence their conse-
quences. These elements were measured from indirect interviews in which experts
obtained numerical risk results for each route through this analysis. On the other
hand, it did not use mathematical models of VRP to optimise routes and it did

not consider statistical analysis.
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Generally, the risk factor is analysed as an objective to be minimised,
however Talarico, Sorensen & Springael (2015) considered it as a constraint in which
the risk value is defined by a risk threshold and classified as the Risk constrained
Cash-in-Transit Vehicle Routing Problem (RCTVRP). Wang et al. (2018) restricted
the condition that no vehicles of the same fleet should travel in echelon because
when there are two or more vehicles using the same route at the same time, the
consequences are considered to be greater whether or not an accident occurs between
them.

Table 2 — Characteristics of risks in VRP studies.

Authors Case Studied VRP type Objective Function Risk Approach Real data
Androutsopoulos & Zo- Hazardous Mate- Vehicle Routing Problem Travel time dependent and accident probability * popula- N
grafos (2012) rials with Time Windows Implied hazard/risk related  tion exposure * load amount 0

accident probability related
. to truck type * release prob-
Bula et al. (2016) Hazardous Mate H()lnf)geneous Vehicle Implied hazard/risk related  ability * load characteristics No
rials Routing Problem ) )
* route length * load amount
population exposure
accident probability related
T § . . to truck type * release prob-
Bula et al. (2019) Haaaxdous Mate- Hom%cneous Vehicle Dl.sta‘nce dcpcpdcnt and Tm- ability * route length * load No
rials Routing Problem plied hazard/risk related e %
characteristics * load amount
* population exposure
i ility * -
. ; Hazardous Mate- Vehicle Routing Problem Travel time dependent and a(‘,(:ldent probability _ bopu
Carrese et al. (2022) . ) ; - ) : lation exposure + altimetric Yes
rials with Time Windows Implied hazard/risk related . . o
index + planimetric index
zar > - Multi- i acci X ility * -
Du et al. (2017) Haaaxdous Mate MultF depot Vehicle Tmplied hazard /risk related acc_ldcnt probability * popu Yes
rials Routing Problem lation exposure
robbery attack probability *
Ghannadpour & Cashoin-Transit Vehicle Routing Problem Distance dependent and Im- th({t lbuci(}‘si 1p'r01b flblhty ¢ N
Zandiyeh (2020) ASITIE TS ith Time Windows plied hazard/risk related route fengthL - joad amot ©
N frequency of repeated use of
a route
Holeezek (2021) Hdzardous Mate Cdpa.(‘,ltdted Vehicle Dllstrmce depe%l(lent and Im- af?(‘ldent proba}:lhty popula: Yes
rials Routing Problem plied hazard/risk related tion exposure * load amount
Pradhananga et  al. Hazardous Mate- Vehicle Routing Problem Travel time dependent and accident probability * popu- Yes
(2014) rials with Time Windows Implied hazard/risk related  lation exposure e
Talarico. Sérensen & Risk constrained Cash-in-
. s ~ Cash-in-Transit ~ Transit Vehicle Routing Distance dependent arc length * load amount No
Springael (2015)
Problem
Risk constrained Cash-in-
Talarico et al. (2017) Cash-in-Transit ~ Transit Vehicle Routing Distance dependent arc length * load amount No
Problem
e S Mate- Vehicle Routing Prob istance depe : T accident probability ¥ -
Wang et al. (2018) 141 wzardous Mate V.chldc.Routle.lg Problem DletcLll(JC degldcnt and Im- ac('ldcnt probability * popu: No
rials with Time Windows plied hazard/risk related lation exposure
- e
Zheng (2010) Hasardous Mate- Capaciated | Vehiee 1) 2 e e+ popation axpo. No
ne (= rials Routing Problem i a - pop XP
ers sure
. ; Hazardous Mate- Vﬁhmle Ro,lﬁmg Plf)hlem Distance dependent and Im- a(’,(?ldent proba}zjhty( . popu
Chai et al. (2023) Jials with Soft Time Window lied hazard /risk related lation exposure * driving risk Yes
for Hazardous Materials ) * Joad amount * arc length
e . . Distance dependent and accident probability, road
This study Indistinct load  Capacitated Vehicle Implied hazard/risk re- infrastructure and traffic, Yes

type

Routing Problem

lated

load value

For risk measurement, some studies addressed how the data were ex-

plored, and according to Du et al. (2017), real historical data from accidents should



Chapter 2. Bi-objective approaches to deal with accident risk and logistic costs in vehicle routing
problems. 28

be integrated and resort to big data in terms of formulating models to transport
hazardous materials. Moreover, Talarico, Sérensen & Springael (2015) mention that
there is lack of data available and Androutsopoulos & Zografos (2012) indicate
there is no data exploration related to risk measurement due to its complexity and

also states that future studies should deal with this issue.

Pradhananga et al. (2014) estimated accident rates using data collected
from the Institute for Traffic Accident Research and Data Analysis (ITARDA) and
the Ministry of Land, Infrastructure, Transport and Tourism (MLIT), both from
Japan. For a future study, Pradhananga et al. (2014) proposed extensions of the
model considering such characteristics for the hazardous materials routing problem
using real-time traffic information and the effects of infrastructural characteristics

of the road network.

Carrese et al. (2022) calculated the road accident probability using data
obtained by the mobility agency in Rome, quantified population density through
a census data and measured the infrastructure through the Google Application

Programming Interface (API).

Although some studies still try to deal with using real data in their
problems, the probabilistic view in data analysis is not addressed in more depth.
This study aims to use the probabilistic approach of the accident occurrences
in the model. Table 2 summarises the problem features such as the VRP type,
objective function and real world-data with a VRP taxonomic discussed in Braekers,
Ramackers & Van Nieuwenhuyse (2016). It can be observed that the studies are
concentrated in only two areas: hazardous materials and cash-in-transit. Regarding
other segments of transport, there are few studies that take into account risks in

VRP despite its importance as a result of damage when an accident occurs.

2.3 Analytical approach

In this section, a detailed description with an illustration of the workflow
to apply the analytical approach is provided (Figure 2). Firstly, the parameters,
variables and constraints of the model representing the Capacitated Vehicle Routing
Problem (CVRP) were defined and the logistic costs (¢;;) were calculated by the
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online tool qualp, which considers fuel expenses, based on the vehicle’s consumption,

and tolls along the road if applicable.

The accident probability (Paccident;;) was generated by a statistical
calculation that considers historical records from Brazilian government agencies
whose information is publicly available on the web and from a load insurance
company. Among the government agencies, there are: the National Transport
Confederation (CNT, 2019), the Department of Roads and Highways of the State of
Sao Paulo (DER-SP, 2021) and the National Department of Transport Infrastructure
(DNIT, 2021). Some characteristics that interfere in the accident probabilities were
extracted by Milovanovié¢ (2012) and all collected and processed data used in this
study is available at github.

The data were processed using the Knime Analytic Platform tool, which
generated the accident probabilities for each arc. Then, from the probability results,

the Monte Carlo simulation was implemented to obtain the risk costs (r;;).

Two different methods were performed to deal with the bi-objective
problem, e.g., the Preference Ranking Optimization Method for Enrichment Evalu-
ation (PROMETHEE II) and the e-constrained method. The CVRP and these two
methods were implemented using Python, and the results were obtained by Gurobi

Optimization.

The results from PROMETHEE II and e-constrained methods were
compared and analysed. The method used to calculate the r;; will be explained
and how the PROMETHEE II and e-constrained method were used in the CVRP.

2.3.1 Calculating the accident risk cost

As already mentioned, the risk cost r;; was generated for each arc
connecting location 7 to location j. A location can be a city or centroid, for example.

The arc (7j) may have more than one distinguished roads.

These calculations were performed by using the Knime Analytics Plat-
form, according to the workflows represented in Figures 3, 4 and 5 and Equations
(2.1) until (2.9). This approach to estimate r;; was necessary particularly because

there are little data available referring to road accidents.


https://qualp.com.br/#/
https://github.com/GabrielBilato/paper_riskVRP_2022
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A general probability of accidents (Pgeneral) occurring on any road in

Brazil according to the workflow shown in Figure 3 was estimated. Data collected
from DER-SP (2021) indicate the flow of all vehicles V, and heavy vehicles HVj,
in the State of Sao Paulo (sp). They were used to calculate the share of heavy

vehicles Pj, that circulates in the roads of Sao Paulo State by Equation (2.1).

For the sake of simplicity and lack of specific data, it is assumed that P,

is the same for all Brazilian Federal roads, therefore in Equation (2.2) the flow of

heavy vehicles (HV') is calculated using the flow of all vehicles in Federal roads (V},)

— data extracted from DNIT (2021). Finally, Pgeneral was generated by Equation

(2.3) from the number of accidents in Brazilians’ Federal roads (Nyccidents), collected
from CNT (2019), and HV from Equation (2.2).

Pszn = HVSP/VSP

(2.1)
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F'S"" Z;:'L‘g\‘:}‘f'es All Vehicle Flows in Number of
sp . .
vehicles HV, Federal Roads Vi, accidents Noccidents
[ Eauaonos | Eauationzz | Equation 23 |
Percentage of Flow of Heavy General accident
heavy vehicles P, Vehicles [y probability Py.perar
Figure 3 — Workflow to calculate Pgeneral.
HV = Py, Vi, (2.2)
Naccidents
Pgeneral = ———— . 100% (2.3)

HV

The elements considered for the calculation of 7;; are: the types of roads
and the traffic of heavy vehicles. These elements were based on Milovanovié¢ (2012)
and the first is considered because in Brazil there are several types of roads that
demonstrate different safety levels. The Accident Panel Report prepared by CNT
(2019) breaks it into five categories as presented by Table 3. The number of deaths
per hundred of accidents extracted from this report is also shown, and is used in

the calculations for accident risk.

Table 3 — Death rate per type of road (CNT, 2019).

Road type Death rate per 100 accidents
Two-lane two-way road with central safety lane 12.3
Two-lane two-way road with central barrier 8.5
Two-lane two-way road with central line 18.0
Single-lane one-way road 11.9
Single-lane two-way road 22.3

The flow of heavy vehicles is obtained by speed radars installed along
the roads (DER-SP, 2021) and it was considered as directly proportional to the
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accident probabilities as it was observed that two roads had the same infrastructure,
distinguished only by the flow: the one with highest flow had more accidents, thus

having greater probability of this occurrence.

Parameters it;, and ivy, represent the types of road (i.e. number of lanes,
central barrier etc.) and the flow of heavy vehicles, respectively. These are calculated
according to the workflow shown in Figure 4, where road h belongs to the problem
roads of set H (h e H) (CNT, 2019; DER-SP, 2021).

Initially, z and ¢ must be calculated by Equations (2.4) and (2.5), which
represent the average flow of vehicles x; running in road h and the g, the death
rate of road type h. In the study, as there are 49 roads and five types of them, the
parameter are Nh = 49 and Nt = 5.

Then, the parameters iv;, and it, were calculated by Equations (2.6)
and (2.7), which basically consists of a condition, i.e. if ivy or it is greater than
1.0, the accident probability on road h will be greater than the general probability

(Pyeneral), otherwise the values are less than 1.0.

It is important to explain that two or more arcs comprising the same
roads may present different risk costs according to the road distance in those arcs.
For example, in a given arc, the vehicle would be on the more dangerous road for
longer than the other arc in which a vehicle would travel for a short time on this

same dangerous road.

;z:z'ﬁ””l (2.4)
g:zﬁyt (2.5)
=1+ "% yheH (2.6)
ith=1+9"Y yhen (2.7)
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Cij = ; , V(i j) € (2.8)
]
Paccident;; = Pgeneral.e;; , ¥(i,j) € E (2.9)
DER-SP WEB CNT ARTICLE
] Flow of heavy vehicles Death rate for each type
per road Xj of road Vi Bl
Y A
Equation 2.4 ] [ Equation 2.5 ]
\ Y
Average flow of heavy Average death rate for
vehicles X each type of road y
\ \
—- Equation 2.6 ] [ Equation 2.7 ]4—‘

Flow of heavy vehicles

h Type of road ity
ivp

Figure 4 — Workflow to calculate parameters ivy, e it.

In some arcs, the vehicle may pass through more than one road (h),
e.g., the arc Limeira to Cosmoépolis has two roads: h; named SP330 and hy named
SP133 whose flows and features are distinguished. Thus, a parameter named e;; is
needed, which is weighted by ivy, it;, and [, and represented by Equation (2.8) as
shown in the workflow of Figure (5). Where [, is the length that the truck traverses
each road h of the arc 7j and [;; represents the total length of the arc. Finally,
Equation (2.9) describes the accident probability Paccident;; of the arc ij.

After finding the Paccident,j, it is possible to estimate 7;; using the
Monte Carlo simulation. This can be done using data provided by the cargo
insurance companies, which collected the accident occurrences and the cargo losses
involved (Table 4).
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Figure 5 — Workflow to calculate e;; and Paccident;;.

Table 4 — Value involved in accident cargo transportation.

Range of values occurrence
$ 0.01 to $ 200,000.00 37.91%
$ 200,000.00 to $ 300,000.00 24.17%
$ 300,000.00 to $ 500,000.00 19.91%
$ 500,000.00 to $ 1,000,000.00 16.11%
$ 1,000,000.00 or more 1.90%

Figure 6 illustrates an example of how the probabilities are distributed.
The maximum cargo value for each range and the cost to the road freight company
is considered as being 1% of its value; a deductible that cargo insurances usually
charge. Thus, in the occurrence of an accident in the range between $0.01 and
$200,000.00, the value to be considered is always the highest of the range, which is
in this case $200,000.00, thus the deductible cost for the carrier should be $2,000.00.

Figure 6 also shows the accumulated percentage values, between 0 and 1,
for each accident cost on the right. This is important for the Monte Carlo simulation,
which at each iteration selects a random value between 0 and 1 that corresponds
to an accident cost. For example, according to Figure 6, each percentage range is
equivalent to its cost, and therefore any value selected in the range between 0 and

0.990971 will correspond to an accident cost equal to $0.00.

Thus, a number of 1,000,000 iterations are performed for each arc 75 of
the problem and the average risk cost of an accident r;; is estimated and it is used in
the objective function of the CVRP. This number of iterations was chosen because

the accident probabilities are very low, and thus the values of r;; presented a better
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Figure 6 — Accident probabilities and their costs in the Monte Carlo simulation.

convergence. However, when the number of iterations is greater, the resolution time
also increases, but r;; results show few differences. Therefore, for this problem, the

amount of 1,000,000 iterations was ideal.

2.3.2 Bi-objective in the CVRP

The Capacitated Vehicle Routing Problem (CVRP) was used in a real
problem of a freight transportation company located in the city of Limeira/SP. The
connection among the cities in the region was represented by graph G = (V, A),
where V' = {0, ...,n} is the set of vertices representing the cities and A is the set
of arcs between i and j. In the problem, there are k identical vehicles each one
with capacity cap, and they start and finish at a depot in Limeira. The CVRP
minimizing logistics cost (¢;;) and risk cost (r;;) was also tested in four different
instances in which the number of cities varied between 10 to 18 and the number of
trucks ranged from 3 to 8, and this is because the number of cities increased, the

demand also changed. The instances were named as follows: n10 — k3, n12 — k4,
nlb — k8, n18 — k8.

The model is a two-index vehicle flow formulation, as described in Toth &
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Vigo (2002), where X;; is a binary variable which takes value 1 if a vehicle traverses
an arc (i,7) € A and takes value 0 otherwise. The Mixed Integer Programming
model was implemented in Python and used Gurobi Optimizer (version 10.0.0) to
solve the CVRP.

2.3.3 The PROMETHEE Il method

PROMETHEE II is a Multi Criteria Decision Making (MCDM) approach
designed to deal with conflicting criteria. The method consists of ranking alternatives
through a pairwise comparison by different weighted criteria and it comprises four
steps, as discussed in Brans & Smet (2016).

o Step 1: A preference function P, (a,, ap) is built to compare functions g, (a,)
and g, (ap) and takes 1 if the alternative a, is preferable to @, in a criteria w,

(w e Q), or 0 otherwise, as Expression (2.10).

P (ag, ay) = LA gu(00) < g.(a0) (2.10)

0, if g, (as) = gu(ap)

o Step 2: The sum of preference () of each criteria w weighted by w,, is
described by Expression (2.11)

(g, @) = Y, Pulaa, a)w, , ¥ (a,0) € M, a # b (2.11)

weN

o Step 3: The positive ranking flow (¢") and the negative ranking flow (¢~)
described by Expressions (2.12) and (2.13), respectively, represents how

alternative a, is ranked compared to all others. M is the set all alternatives.

1

o (a,) = |M|7—1 Z m(ag,ap) , Vae M (2.12)

be M
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¢ (aq) = Mlllﬁzj\;ﬂ(ab’aa) , VaeM (2.13)
¢(aa) = ¢+<aa) - gb—(aa) (214>

o Step 4: Finally, the ranking flow ¢(a,) is a difference of ¢*(a,) and ¢~ (a,)
as shown in Expression (2.14) where the higher the ¢(a,), the better the

alternative (a,) compared to others.

In this study, a, and a, are the arcs of the problem and w is the criteria
related to logistics and risk costs. The weight w,, € [0, 1] and if w; increases as a

proportion of p, then wy decreases (1 — p), once 2 w,, = 1. As the alternatives are

we)
the arcs and they are symmetric, one can change an alternative a, (Va € M) to

an arc (¢,7) (i.e. ¢(aq) = ¢i;), thus ¢;; is used as the parameter in the objective
function of the CVRP as described below:.

eV jeV
DX =1V jeV\{o (2.16)
eV
DX =1 VieV\{0} (2.17)
Jjev
D Xo=K (2.18)
eV
DXy =K (2.19)
jev

Uy —Uj+cap.Xij <cap—d; ¥ (i,7) e V\{0} i #j | di+d; <cap  (2.20)
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d; < Uy <cap Y ieV \{0} (2.21)

Xij € {0,1} V (i,5) eV (2.22)

UeR"VieV (2.23)

Expression (2.15) is the objective function that minimises the ranking
flow (¢;;). The objective function value is accounted for in the variable Z. Expres-
sions (2.16) and (2.17) impose that for each vertex representing a location there is
only one entry and one exit, respectively. Expressions (2.18) and (2.19) represent
the depot where it receives and leaves a number of arcs equal to the number of
vehicles k. Expressions (2.20) and (2.21) impose the capacity limit cap and the
connectivity requirements along the route, where Constraints (2.20) guarantee the
sub-tour elimination proposed by Miller, Tucker & Zemlin (1960) and adapted to
CVRP. The continuous variable U; represents the load of the vehicle after visiting
customer i (TOTH; VIGO, 2002). The domain of the decision variables of the
routes are described in Expressions (2.22) and (2.23).

2.3.4 e-constrained method

The e-constrained method optimises just one objective taking the others
as constraints by limiting them to an upper bound, defined by parameter ¢, in
the case of a minimization problem. In the e-constrained non-dominated efficient
solutions can be produced and other advantages are the linearity preservation of

the original problem.

In this study, the logistic cost is kept as the objective to be minimized
and adds the risk cost as the constraint to be met. Therefore, the difference of
this method with the previous one is that the objective function Eq. (2.24) only

minimises 2 Z ¢;j.Xi; and it is added to the set of the remaining constraints of
eV jeV
the CVRP with the new one limited to the risk expressed by Eq. (2.25). A variation

of € is made within the range of feasible region to obtain different solutions.
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i€V jeV

Z Z Tij'Xij <e€ (225)

€V jeV
2.4 Experimental results

A freight transportation company in Limeira/SP collaborated in this
study supplying real data. The set of all locations in the instance is shown on the

map in Figure 7, where the depot in Limeira is identified by the letter "D".
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Pjrura "P

Donlets “’Ja e

Figure 7 — Set of locations in all instances of this study.

241 Results of risk cost

The risk cost (r;;) was obtained by the Monte Carlo simulation and a
part of the results are shown in Table 5. It was observed that r;; was obtained

in line with what was expected. When comparing the arcs that have the same
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type of roads such as Piracicaba to Santa Barbara d’Oeste and Limeira to Mogi
Mirim, the r;; for the first arc is greater in the risk cost (r;; = 1339.24) than the
second (r;; = 150.21), and it was expected because of the higher traffic (6,819
heavy vehicles) on the road h = SP304. On the other hand, the second arc is road
h = SP147 where the heavy vehicle flow is only 757 making it a low-risk arc.

In the arcs, Mogi Mirim to Rio Claro (r;; = 464.18) and Araras to
Paulinia (r;; = 859.05), the types of roads are equal for both, but in the first one,
the truck goes by a longer distance (I, = 47.6 km) on a safer road (h = SP147)
whereas it is the opposite for the second arc. The same occurs when Limeira to
Cosmépolis and Araras to Rio Claro are compared. On the second, the truck runs
most of its way (I, = 21.7 km) on a safer road (h = SP191) making the risk cost of
this arc lower (r;; = 345.60) than the first (r;; = 1082.12), where the truck travels

on two roads with high levels of risk.

When comparing arcs that present similar or nearly a vehicle flow such
as Mogi Mirim to Araras and Limeira to Mogi Mirim, it is noted that r;; for the
first is greater than the second due to the Mogi Mirim to Araras arc, which is built
by a road (h = SP191) single-lane two-way road, according to the nomenclature of
CNT (2019), which has the highest death rate among all road types.

It can be observed that SP147 is a very safe road because of its road
type, two-lane two-way road with a central safety lane, and the low flow of vehicles.
When a vehicle travels long distances on roads such as the SP147, r;; tends to be
low and the arc is safe. On the other hand, roads SP304 and SP330 penalise the

ri; due to their high flow of vehicles.

Other analyses, such as this, were also carried out and the same conclu-
sions were reached. Thus, it can be stated that the analytical approach followed
to find r;; was satisfactory as consistent results were found according to those

expected.

The risk cost of using a road, that will be used for all arcs, obtained

from the Monte Carlo simulation is presented in Table 5.
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Table 5 — Risk cost (7;;) obtained from Monte Carlo simulation.

Arcs (ij) ci; 8) [ ry; (9) h Type of Road Flow of heavy vehicles [, (km)
Limeira — Cosmépolis 51.70 1082.12 SP330 Two-lane two-way road with central safety lane 4980 16.5
SP133 Single-lane two-way road 3373 16.4
Holambra — Cosmépolis 50.76 418.44 SP107 Single-lane two-way road 1790 15.2
SP332  Two-lane two-way road with central safety lane 1842 10.9
Limeira — Mogi Mirim 117.87 = 150.21 SP147  Two-lane two-way road with central safety lane 57 54.2
Limeira — Piracicaba 80.19 147.80 SP147  Two-lane two-way road with central safety lane 757 36.9

Limeira — Araras 72.11 971.9 SP330  Two-lane two-w:
Limeira — Rio Claro 80.76 974.65 SP330  Two-lane two-w:

v lane 4980 31
v lane 4980 12.5

y road with central saf
y road with central saf

SP310  Two-lane two-way road with central safety 4950 24
Araras — Santa Barbara d’Oeste 92.56 702.63 SP330  Two-lane two-way road with central safety lane 4980 14.3
SP348  Two-lane two-way road with central safety lane 2490 38.7
SP304  Two-lane two-way road with central safety lane 6819 5.9
Santa Barbara d’Oeste — Sumaré 77.71 536.04 SP304  Two-lane two-way road with central safety 6819 4.7
SP348  Two-lane two-way road with central safety lane 2490 24.9
Araras — Rio Claro 40.38 345.60 SP191 Single-lane two-way road 650 21.7
SP330  Two-lane two-way road with central safety lane 4980 4
Mogi Mirim — Rio Claro 177.26 ~ 464.18 SP147  Two-lane two-way road with central safety lane 535 47.6
SP330  Two-lane two-way road with central safety lane 4980 6
SP310  Two-lane two-way road with central safety lane 4150 23.6
Piracicaba — Santa Barbara d’Oeste  44.78 | 1339.24  SP304 Two-lane two-way road with central safety lane 6819 28.5
Araras — Paulinia 163.00 = 859.05 SP330  Two-lane two-way road with central safety lane 4980 35.1
SP147  Two-lane two-way road with central safety lane 535 16.5
SP332  Two lane two-way road with central safety lane 1603 19.9
Piracicaba — Americana 77.47 1349.1 SP304  Two-lane two-way road with central safety lane 4980 49.3
Mogi Mirim — Araras 110.20 = 217.33 SP191 Single-lane two-way road 650 48.3
Jundiai — Socorro 286.54 | 430.29  SP360-1 Single-lane two-way r 1458 22.0
SP063 Single-lane two-way road 1267 40.0
SP008 Single-lane two-way road 1301 47.0
Amparo — Jundiaf 128.06 = 327.31  SP360-2 Single-lane two-way road 585 40.0
SP065  Two-lane two-way road with central safety lane 5780 4.4
SP063 Single-lane two-way road 1267 9.5
SP360-1 Single-lane two-way road 1458 19
Araras — Sao Joao da Boa Vista 222.20 |~ 498.75 SP330  Two-lane two-way road with central safety lane 4980 38
SP225 Single-lane two-way road 880 50
SP344-1 Single-lane two-way road 862 24
Cosmoépolis — Amparo 106.39 | 610.90 SP332  Two-lane two-way road with central safety lane 1842 10.9
SP107 Single-lane two-way road 1790 47.1
SP95-2 Single-lane two-way road 1765 9.7

2.4.2 Solving the bi-objective function in the CVRP

The optimized results of the CVRP with the bi-objective methods
are presented in Figure 8. Analysing the Pareto Frontier of each instance, the e-
constrained method resulted in more varied solutions than Promethee II as setting

an upper bound for the constraints could lead to finding weak efficient solutions.

However, it is difficult to find an effective € interval covering all possible
feasible solutions, that is, the smallest value of € should be found that still makes the
solution feasible or a value of € high enough covering all possible optimal solutions.
Therefore, in the case of this study and according to Equation (2.25), the € must
be greater than the minimum risk value, otherwise the solution is unfeasible, or as

high as the maximum risk to cover all possible optimal solutions.

Thus, the PROMETHEE II method can be used as a support to find
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the range of values of €. For the results of instance n10-k3 according to Figure
8(a) and Table 6, when w,, = 0 the risk assumes the maximum value (7;.X;; =
4616.64). On the other hand, when w,, = 1 the risk is minimum (7;.X;; = 3463.52).
Therefore, in instance n10-k3 when ¢ < 3463.52, the solution is infeasible, and
when € = 4616.64, it is large enough to cover all optimal solutions, making the
ideal interval of € equal to 3463.52 < € < 4616.64.

To detail the routes of each solution that compose the Pareto frontier
of each instance, see Figures 9, 10, 11 and 12. The cost details of each route of each

instance are explained in Tables 6, 7, 8 and 9, respectively.
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3700 7400 +
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3500 b 6800
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Figure 8 — Pareto frontier from optimization with PROMETHEE II and e-
constrained methods.
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2.4.3 Analysis of Solutions for instance n10-k3

Figure 9 presents the routes that correspond to optimal solutions that
compose the Pareto Frontier for instance n10-k3 shown in Figure 8(a). The total
risk cost, total logistic cost and which roads belong to each solution are shown in
Table 6.

A
Piradicabar \ ) AR PitadicabaTs 70‘

Santa Barbara

iMifim. . SP.

PiradicabaT

(c) € = 4250 (d) € = 4100

Figure 9 — Optimal solutions from Pareto-Frontier, for instance n10-k3.

Table 6 — Routes for each solution of instance n10-k3 presented in Figure 9.

Figure € Wy, ;X (8) Ay Xy | ryXiy 8)  ArgXy Routes
1)D-Holambra-Mogi Mirim-Araras-D
9(a) | 4650 0to 0.45 | 729.69 - 4616.64 - 2)D—Piracicaba—Rio Claro-D

3)D-Santa Barbara d’Oeste-Sumaré-Paulinia-Cosmépolis-D

1)D-Santa Barbara d’Oeste-Cosmopolis-Paulinia-Sumaré-D

9(b) | 4500 - 778.01 16.62% | 447714 | 3.02% 2)D—Piracicaba—Rio Claro-D

3)D-Araras-Holambra-Mogi Mirim-D

1)D-Mogi Mirim—Araras-Santa Bérbara d’Oeste-D

9(c) | 4250 - 833.67 1 14.25% | 4238.76 | 8.19% 2)D-Piracicaba-Rio Claro-D
3)D-Cosmoépolis-Holambra-Sumaré-Paulinia-D

1)D-Mogi Mirim-Araras-Santa Bérbara d’Oeste-D

9(d) | 4100 0.5to 1.0 | 834.36 114.34% | 3463.52 | 24.98% 2)D—Piracicaba—Rio Claro-D

3)D-Sumaré-Paulinia- Cosmoépolis-Holambra-D

In Figure 9(b), the green arc from Limeira to Mogi Mirim has been

included in a VRP solution when the risk is relevant enough as compared to the
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initial solution for instances n10-k3 (Figure 9(a)). The inclusion of green arcs
observed in Figures 9(b), 9(c) and 9(d) provided a greater reduction in the risk cost
than the increase in the logistic costs (Table 6). Road SP147 plays an important

role in the risk reduction as it is one of the safest roads in the problem.

Limeira to Cosmépolis (red arc in Figures 9(a) and 9(c)) is removed
from the solution when € = 4500 due to the high-risk levels of roads SP330 and
SP133. Although its logistic cost is low (¢;; = 51.70), the arc returned as a solution
when € = 4250 and removed again when € = 4100 because the optimization in this
case tends to prioritize safety instead of the logistic costs. The same happens for
Limeira to Araras (red arc in Figure 9(b)) which is removed when ¢ = 4250 and
Araras to Santa Barbara d’Oeste (green one in Figure 9(c)) is considered due to

the difference of their risk cost r;;.

Road SP147 connects Mogi Mirim to Piracicaba, passing by Limeira.
When e = 4500 (Figure 9(b)), the model selects this road for the vehicle to travel
completely due to its high safety level. On the other hand, when the logistics cost
is prioritized at e = 4650 (Figure 9(a)), a section of this road, the path from Mogi
Mirim to Limeira, is not considered as a solution and the Holambra to Cosmopolis
arc that comprises the SP107 and SP133 highways, is added.

The model also selects routes composed by SP348, which connects
Araras to Santa Barbara d’Oeste, from ¢ = 4250 (Figure 9(c)) due to its low
accident risk. Nonetheless, the SP133 that forms the Limeira to Cosmoépolis and
Santa Béarbara d’Oeste to Cosmopolis arcs, is excluded when the accident risk
should be minimum (Figure 9(d)), as this road is a single-lane two-way road with
high truck traffic.

The SP330 road is long and passes by several cities in the region, such
as Limeira, Americana, Araras, Sumaré, and it is considered in the solutions only
when the logistic cost is prioritized due to heavy traffic, similarly to SP133, which
is shorter in distance and more risky for accidents. On the other hand, the SP147

and SP348 roads are preferred when the low accident risk is recommended.
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2.4.4 Analysis of Solutions for instance n12-k4

Figure 10 presents the routes that correspond to optimal solutions that
comprise the Pareto Frontier of instance n12-k4 (Figure 8(b)). Table 7 summarizes
the key results.

\=2-

— PAraras~SP’ i -
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e = 10200

Figure 10 — Optimal solutions from Pareto-Frontier for instance n12-k4.

The Limeira to Mogi Mirim, Limeira to Piracicaba and Santa Barbara
d’Oeste to Sumaré arcs are introduced as a solution when ¢ = 9900 (green arcs in
Figure 10(b)) and those are kept as solutions at € = 7750 and ¢ = 7300. Limeira
to Mogi Mirim and Limeira to Piracicaba are considered because these arcs are
formed by the SP147 road, which is a very safe way, as already mentioned in the

previous instance. Santa Barbara d’Oeste to Sumaré are also included as the SP348
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road that makes up this arc has low truck traffic and it is a two-lane two-way road

with a central safety lane.

Table 7 — Routes for each solution of instance n12-k4 presented in Figure 10.

Figure € w, i Xy (8)  AcyXy | Xy 8)  AryXy Routes
1)D-Santa Bérbara d’Oeste-Piracicaba-Rio Claro-Araras-D
10(a) | 10200 0.0 to 0.20 | 1535.16 - 9979.97 2)D-Amparo-Paulinia-D

3)D-Cosmdépolis-Mogi Mirim-Sao Joao da Boa Vista-D
4)D-Americana-Sumaré-D
1)D-Santa Béarbara d’Oeste-Sumaré-D
10(b) | 9900 - 1572.56 1 2.04% | 8449.35 | 15.34% 2)D-Cosmopolis-Amparo-Mogi Mirim-D
3)D-Piracicaba-Rio Claro-Araras-Sao Jodao da Boa Vista-D
4)D-Americana-Paulinia-D
1)D-Santa Barbara d’Oeste-Sumaré-D
10(c) | 7550 - 1696.06 1 8.77% 7728.52 | 22.56% 2)D-Mogi Mirim—Cosmépolis—Amparo-D
3)D—Piracicaba—Rio Claro—Araras-Sao Jodo da Boa Vista-D
4)D-Paulinia-Americana-D
1)D-Santa Barbara D’Oeste-Sumaré-D
10(d) | 7300 0.55to 1.0 | 1835.59 1 16.37% | 6953.59 | 30.32% 2)D-Mogi Mirim—Cosmoépolis—Sao Joao da Boa Vista—D
3)D-Americana-Paulinia-D
4)D-Piracicaba-Rio Claro-Araras-Amparo-D

The Piracicaba to Santa Barbara d’Oeste and Limeira to Araras arcs
(red arcs in Figure 10(a)) have a low logistic cost, and thus are selected as a
route when ¢ = 10200. However, when ¢ = 9900, ¢ = 7750 and ¢ = 7300, these
arcs are excluded as a solution due to their high risk cost. The Piracicaba to
Santa Barbara d’Oeste and Limeira to Araras arcs are formed by roads SP304 and
SP330, respectively, which have the highest accident risk among all the roads in
the problem.

The Araras to Sao Joao da Boa Vista and Cosmépolis to Amparo arcs
(red arcs in Figure 10(c)) do not have such a high accident risk as the Piracicaba
to Santa Barbara d’Oeste arc, and therefore they are selected as a solution for
the routes at € = 9900 and € = 7750. However, when the safety level is even more

prioritized at € = 7300, these arcs are eliminated.

Thus, similarly as the previous solution for instance n10-k3, the routes
with the SP147 and SP348 roads are preferable and the routes with the SP304 and

SP330 roads are excluded when the safety level is prioritized.

2.4.5 Analysis of Solutions for instance n15-k8

Figure 11 presents the routes that correspond to optimal solutions that

compose the Pareto Frontier of instance n15-k8 (Figure 8(c)). Table 8 summarizes



Chapter 2. Bi-objective approaches to deal with accident risk and logistic costs in vehicle routing

problems. 47

the key results.

Figure 11(a) displays the optimal solution with the lowest total logistic
cost and consequently with a higher accident risk. This solution includes the
Americana to Piracicaba arc (red arc in Figure 11(a)) which has a low logistic
cost, but its accident risk is high due to the high traffic on road SP304. When the
accident risk is reduced, other routes are configured as shown in Figures 11(b) and
11(c), where the safe roads are introduced (SP147 and SP191, respectively) as their

logistical costs are not high.

The Limeira to Rio Claro arc (Figure 11(b)) also has low logistics cost
and high accident risk because it contains two roads that are dangerous shown by
the data, SP310 and SP330. However, this arc is still considered as a solution when
the accident risk starts to be prioritized at ¢ = 13300. However, when the safety
level is even more prioritized at € = 12150 and ¢ = 12000, the model excludes this
arc as a solution and selects a safer one, such as the arc passing by Araras to Rio
Claro (Figure 11(c)).
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Figure 11 — Optimal solutions from Pareto-Frontier for instance n15-k8.
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Table 8 — Routes for each solution of instance n15-k8 presented in Figure 11.

Figure € W, i Xy (8)  AcyXy; | ry Xy (8)  ArgXy Routes
1)D-Mogi Mirim-D
2)D—Cosmépolis—D
3)D-Santa Béarbara d’Oeste-Tambai-D
11(a) | 15400 0.0 3081.24 - 15374.34 - 4)D-Sumaré-Amparo-D
5)D-Jundiai-Araras-D
6)D—-Séao Joao da Boa Vista—D
7)D—Paulinia—Pedreira—D
8)D-Americana—Piracicaba-Rio Claro-D
1)D-Tambai-D
2)D-Mogi Mirim-D
3)D—-Amparo—Sumaré—Santa Barbara d’Oeste-D
11(b) | 13300 - 3123.56 1 1.37% | 13255.95 | 13.78% 4)D-Cosmépolis-D
5)D-Jundiai-Araras-D
6)D—-Séao Joao da Boa Vista—D
7)D—Paulinia—Pedreira—D
8)D—Americana-Rio Claro-Piracicaba—D
1)D-Tambai-D
2)D-Mogi Mirim-D
3)D-Amparo-D
11(c) | 12150 0.05 to 0.40 | 3260.07 1 5.80% | 12113.77 | 21.21% 4)D-Americana—Jundiai-D
5)D-Santa Bérbara d’Oeste-Sumaré-Cosmépolis-D
6)D—-Séao Jodo da Boa Vista—D
7)D—Paulinia—Pedreira—D
8)D-Araras-Rio Claro—Piracicaba—D
1)D-Tambai-D
2)D-Mogi Mirim-D
3)D—-Amparo-D
11(d) | 12000 0.45to 1.0 | 3370.42 1 9.39% | 11758.74 | 23.52% 4)D-Americana—Paulinia-D
5)D-Santa Bérbara d’Oeste-Sumaré-Cosmépolis-D
6)D—-Séao Joao da Boa Vista—D
7)D—Jundiai-Pedreira—D
8)D—Araras—Rio Claro—Piracicaba—D

2.4.6 Analysis of Solutions for instance n18-k8

Figure 12 presents the routes that correspond to optimal solutions that
compose the Pareto Frontier of instance n18-k8 (Figure 8(d)). Table 9 summarizes

the key results.

The Limeira to Rio Claro arc (red arc in Figure 12(a)) is introduced as
an optimal solution when € = 14850 due to its low logistics cost. However, when
risk is prioritized in € = 12550, ¢ = 11700 and € = 11100, this arc is excluded due
to the high accident risk in SP330 and SP310, similarly as indicated in instance
n15-k8. The Araras to Rio Claro arc (green arc in Figure 12(b)) is preferred as a
solution when € = 12550, ¢ = 11700 and ¢ = 11100 as it has low risks of accident.

The Jundiai to Socorro arc (red arc in Figure 12(a)) is selected as an

optimal solution only in € = 14850. When the risk is prioritized, the routes obtained
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in € = 12550, ¢ = 11700 and € = 11100 do not contain the Jundiai to Socorro arc
and the new solution introduces the Amparo to Jundiai arc (green arc in Figure
12(b)) as option. This is because on the Amparo to Jundiai arc, the vehicle travels
mostly on the SP360-2 road, where the volume of vehicles is low, while on the
Jundiai to Socorro arc, the vehicle travels only on roads with high traffic. Thus,
the risk cost for the Amparo to Jundiai arc is lower and preferable as an optimal

solution.
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Figure 12 — Optimized routes for instance n18-k8.
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Table 9 — Routing solution of instance n18-k8 presented in Figure 12.

Figure € Wy, i Xy (8)  AcyXyy | Xy (8)  AryXy Routes
1)D-Mogi Mirim-Araras-D
2)D-Sao Joao da Boa Vista—Tambai-D
3)D-Cosmépolis-D
12(a) | 14850 - 2967.41 - 14836.43 - 4)D-Santa Béarbara d’Oeste-Sumaré-Americana—Limeira
5)D—Piracicaba—Sao Pedro-Rio Claro-D
6)D-Paulinia—D
7)D—Pedreira-Amparo—Serra Negra—D
8)D-Jundiai-Socorro-D
1)D-Mogi Mirim-Serra Negra—D
2)D-Tambati-Sao Joao da Boa Vista—D
3)D-Jundiai-~Amparo—Socorro-D
12(b) | 12550 0.35 to 0.40 | 3221.46 1 8.56% | 12544.98 | 15.44% 4)D-Santa Bérbara d’Oeste-Sumaré-D
5)D-Piracicaba-D
6)D—Paulinia-D
7)D-Séo Pedro-Rio Claro-Araras-Pedreira-D
8)D—Cosmépolis-Americana-D
1)D-Mogi Mirim-Serra Negra-—D
2)D-Tambat-Sao Joao da Boa Vista-D
3)D—Jundiai-Amparo-D
12(c) | 11700 - 3542.54 1 19.38% | 12113.77 | 21.46% 4)D-Santa Bérbara d’Oeste-Sumaré-D
5)D-Piracicaba-D
6)D-Paulinia-D
7)D—Pedreira—Araras-Rio Claro-Sao Pedro-D
8)D—Socorro-Cosmdpolis-Americana-D
1)D-Mogi Mirim-Serra Negra—D
2)D—Americana—Cosmopolis-Socorro-D
3)D-Tambat-Paulinia-D
12(d) | 11100 0.80 3951.87 1 33.18% | 11090.86 | 25.25% 4)D-Amparo-Jundiai-D
5)D-Sé&o Jodao da Boa Vista-D
6)D-Séo Pedro-Rio Claro-Araras-Pedreira-D
7)D-Santa Barbara d’Oeste-Sumaré-D
8)D-Piracicaba-D

2.5 Final remarks

The need to consider accident risk in VRP is important because when
an accident occurs not only are people exposed to risk, but the loss of transported
goods can have major consequences such as: financial, interruptions in the supply

chain and social-environmental impacts.

This study considered the issue of route safety in the VRP for a cargo
transportation company to support decision-makers to choose the best routes that

minimise both the logistics costs and accident risks.

Due to the limited data availability of road accidents, an analytical
approach based on simple statistic calculations was developed to estimate the
accident probabilities for each arc between locations, and the costs related to the
accident were estimated through Monte Carlo simulations. The PROMETHEE
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IT and e-constrained methods were implemented to deal with the bi-objective (i.e.
tradeoff between logistic cost and accident risk cost) in the VRP. The obtained
results were coherent for the analytical approach as a whole, converging to what

was expected of the problem.

Analysing the results of instance n10-k3 presented in Table 6, the
increase in logistic cost is greater than the risk cost reduction at ¢ = 4500, but
when the security level of the routes receives higher priority, the risk cost reduction
is greater at ¢ = 4100. On the other hand, in instance n18-k8 (results in Table 9),
the opposite happened. In the first moment, the risk cost reduction is greater at €
= 12550 and € = 11700, but the increase in logistics cost is greater when security is
on the highest prioritization level (¢ = 11100). For instances n12-k4 (Table 7) and
n15-k8 (Table 8), the risk cost reduction is greater than the increases in logistics

costs for all safety levels.

Thus, a decision-maker could analyse the total logistic cost and risk
of accidents, and one could plan the routes based on which safety level it wishes
to operate, as the level of operational safety depends on some factors such as the

cargo type and the cargo value.

It can be affirmed that the analytical approach worked coherently by
representing the trade-off between logistics costs and the risk of accident due to
more dangerous roads. According to the parameters that regulate the bi-objective
approaches, the model may prioritize safer routes or the logistic costs, showing

different solutions to the decision-maker.

The limitation of the study was the small amount of data and their types
to estimate the risk cost in an even better way, as more data and different types
of information on road hazards could be used to develop better risk models. For
further studies, as presented in Chapter 3, the analytical approach will be extended
to include more conflicting objectives to the logistical cost, such as environmental

costs, making the VRP more multi-objective.
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3 Augmented Weighted Tchebycheff for
solving VRP considering accident risk
and CO9 emission using a fleet powered

by diesel, electric, and CNG.

Multi-Objective Vehicle Routing Problems (MO-VRP) have attracted
attention in the area of sustainability in which the objective is to optimize jointly
the economic, environmental, and social dimensions. They have gained significant
attention in sustainability studies due to their focus on optimizing economic, en-
vironmental, and social dimensions. As a continuation of Chapter 2, this study
presents an application of MO-VRP to a real-case problem, aiming to minimize
logistics costs, CO4 emissions, and accident risks. The company employs a heteroge-
neous fleet with heavy-duty vehicles powered by various energy sources, including
battery (electric vehicles), compressed natural gas, and diesel fuel. The MO-VRP
was tackled using the Augmented Weighted Tchebycheff (AWT) method, and an
enhanced Genetic Algorithm was employed as a heuristic to generate feasible solu-
tions, which helped to warm-start the optimization process in the exact method
when the model struggled to find solutions. To the best of our knowledge, few
studies have applied the AWT approach to multi-objective and sustainable VRP,
and limited research has been conducted on determining the optimal mix of vehicles
using different energy sources. The results showed that diesel trucks were the
most economically viable, but alternative fuel vehicles were preferred in scenarios
prioritizing environmental considerations, achieving a nearly 90% reduction in
CO, emissions. However, this led to an almost 35% increase in logistics costs.
Additionally, some routes were consistently chosen across different scenarios due
to their short distances and low accident risks. Routes with short distances but
higher accident risks, though less frequently chosen, could become more viable

if road conditions were improved. Finally, the analytical approach proved to be
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useful for the transportation company to make decisions when planning deliveries
considering the three elements of sustainability as a result of its simplicity in
generating solutions, either by changing the weights of the objective function or by

allowing the model to be applied in several scenarios.
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3.1 Introduction

The need for sustainable development has become increasingly urgent
amid recent events such as rapid population growth, natural and social disasters,
climate change, and many other reasons. Furthermore, sustainable development is
important because the needs of the current generation must be met, but resources
must also be guaranteed for the next generations (DUNDAR; OMURGONULSEN;
SOYSAL, 2021). The Triple Bottom Line (TBL) approach supports the concept of
sustainability by promoting a balance between economic, social, and environmental
aspects (ELKINGTON, 2001). In the Vehicle Routing Problems (VRP), Diindar,
Omiirgoniilsen & Soysal (2021) and Reyes-Rubiano et al. (2020) claim that the
economic dimension remains the most extensively explored, while Ferreira, Steiner
& Junior (2020) and Qiao et al. (2020) observe that risk is often underrepresented.

The quantity of COy equivalent in the atmosphere could be understood
as an indicative of global warming. According to the Sistema de Estimativas
de Emissoes e Remogoes de Gases de Efeito Estufa (SEEG, 2021), Brazil was
responsible for the emission of approximately 2.4 billion tons of CO4 equivalent in
2021, which represented an increase of 8% compared to 2019, the last year before
the COVID-19 pandemic; and transportation sector contributed 8.5% of total CO»

emissions in Brazil.

In the social dimension, Abdullahi et al. (2021) state that the risk of
accidents is one of the most crucial social indicators in road transport. As mentioned
by the Confederagao Brasileira de Transportes (CNT, 2022), in 2022 road accidents
accounted for 64,447 records only on Brazilian federal roads, resulting in 52,948
cases with deaths or injuries and an estimated total cost of approximately 13 billion

Brazilian reais.

In addition to considering logistic costs and accident risks, road freight
transport companies must integrate environmental considerations into their decision-
making processes. This includes prioritizing the reduction of greenhouse gas (GHG)
emissions and incorporating alternative fuel vehicles (AFVs) alongside traditional
diesel vehicles in their fleets. Studies on sustainable VRP are less common compared

to the extensive research on the general VRP topic. However, they have gained
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notable attention in recent years, as shown in the upcoming literature review.

This study did not focus on exploring VRP formulations or solution
methods. Instead, it implemented a multi-objective approach based on the Aug-
mented Weighted Tchebycheff method to find efficient, non-dominated solutions for
a VRP that simultaneously considers logistics costs, environmental impact, and
social criteria. We applied this approach to a real instance from a large retail chain
in Brazil with a heterogeneous fleet, including diesel-powered trucks, compressed
natural gas (CNG) vehicles, and electric trucks with battery power. The company
seeks to identify the optimal mix of vehicles to use for deliveries, aiming to minimize
carbon dioxide emissions and accident risks while maintaining efficient logistics

and cost-effectiveness.

This study is organized in four sections, besides this introduction. Section
3.2 reviews existing research on VRP that addresses accident risk and sustainability,
either together or separately. It also identifies gaps in the literature that this study
seeks to reduce. Section 3.3 details the VRP model and outlines the equations
used in our proposed analytical approach. Section 3.4 presents the results of
computational experiments and discusses key findings. Finally, Section 3.5 offers
concluding remarks, bringing some words about the limitations of our study, and

suggests avenues for future studies on this topic.

3.2 Literature related to sustainable VRP

As stated in Section 3.1, the goal of sustainability in the vehicle routing
problem is to optimize economic, environmental, and social aspects. In this literature
review, we focused on papers that address accident risks and sustainable elements
in multi-objective VRP. Table 10 highlights that most studies concerning the Triple

Bottom Line approach in VRP have been conducted in recent years.

According to Ferreira, Steiner & Junior (2020), most studies on multi-
objective VRP optimization focus primarily on economic factors such as costs
and profits, as well as environmental aspects that are limited to greenhouse gas
emissions and fuel consumption. Social considerations are less frequently explored,

presenting an opportunity for contribution to the literature. Similarly, Diindar,
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Omiirgoniilsen & Soysal (2021) note that social aspects continue to receive limited
attention, while economic factors remain the dominant priority among the three

pillars of sustainability.

Diindar, Omiirgéniilsen & Soysal (2021) mention that in sustainable
VRP, the economic dimension typically encompasses operating costs and profits,
while the environmental dimension focuses on reducing greenhouse gas emissions,
fuel consumption, and promoting the use of electric vehicles. The social dimension
includes addressing accident risks, customer satisfaction, employee job satisfaction,

punctuality in deliveries, and creating new job opportunities.

In terms of social considerations, research on risks and safety in road
freight often centers on the transport of hazardous materials, where the risk involves
potential socio-environmental disasters, and cash-in-transit transport, which is
primarily concerned with theft (TALARICO et al., 2017). According to Carrese et
al. (2022) and Holeczek (2021), the risk of damage is proportional to the probability
of accidents and the number of people exposed to such risk. Additionally, Holeczek
(2021), Abdullahi et al. (2021), and Reyes-Rubiano et al. (2020) highlighted the
importance of considering the load amount as a significant factor in assessing
accident risk. Besides these risk factors, Chai et al. (2023) add drive behavior as a

relevant factor that affects the risk of hazardous materials transportation.

Talarico et al. (2017) and Ghannadpour & Zandiyeh (2020) applied
their studies on cash-in-transit transport, focusing on the risk of robberies, which
is directly proportional to the amount of monetary assets and the distance traveled.
Ghannadpour, Zandieh & Esmaeili (2021) reduced the risk of hospital waste
contamination by shortening collection times. Similarly, Lin, Musa & Yap (2023)
minimized the risk of contamination by considering the number of people exposed
during transport, the amount of waste being carried, and the probability of disease

transmission.

Some studies have optimized social dimension factors beyond risks. For
instance, Ouhader & kyal (2017) and Mondal & Roy (2021) focused on maximizing
job creation as a social factor, while Ganji et al. (2020) aimed to minimize customer

dissatisfaction by avoiding service during less-preferred time windows. The model
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outlined in Prajapati et al. (2022) aimed to minimize penalties from late deliveries
and accident risks, both of which were directly connected to vehicle speeds. The
model also emphasized the importance of speed control since higher speeds increase

the probability of accidents, while lower speeds can result in delivery delays.

In the environmental dimension, Demir, Bektag & Laporte (2014) assert
that CO5 emissions are directly related to the amount of fuel consumed by the
vehicle. Authors such as Ouhader & kyal (2017), Molina et al. (2014), Mojtahedi
et al. (2021), Abdullahi et al. (2021), Reyes-Rubiano et al. (2020), and Qiao et al.
(2020) work to minimize CO4 emissions, while Demir, Bektag & Laporte (2014), Xu
et al. (2019), Ghannadpour, Zandieh & Esmaeili (2021), and Kopfer, Schonberger
& Kopfer (2014) focus on reducing fuel consumption. Consequently most authors

prioritize minimizing both CO, emissions and fuel consumption.

There are several alternative methods for measuring the environmental
dimension. For instance, Ganji et al. (2020) aimed to minimize carbon emissions by
considering factors such as load amount, average arc speed, type of vehicle, distance
between origin and destination, and arc-specific constants (related to acceleration
and road angle). Similarly, Prajapati et al. (2022) reduced carbon emissions by
accounting for carbon taxation costs based on fuel consumption and distance
traveled. Meanwhile, Abdoli, MirHassani & Hooshmand (2017) and Niranjani &
Umamaheswari (2022) minimize total GHG emissions considering a vehicle emission
rate that is measured by the ratio between the mass of GHG generated due to the

distance traveled.

In terms of multi-objective approaches, Table 10 displays that some
Multi-Objective Evolutionary Algorithms (MOEAs) were the most commonly used
method for tackling multi-objective problems, followed by scalarization methods
such as the e-constrained and the weighted sum approaches. Ferreira, Steiner &
Junior (2020) also identified heuristics, the e-constrained and the weighted method
as the most prevalent multi-objective techniques applied in VRP, corroborating the
bibliographic research. Regarding the Augmented Weighted Tchebycheff method,
only Mondal & Roy (2021) employed it for addressing multi-objective sustainable
VRP.
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Déchert, Gorski & Klamroth (2012) claim that one of the advantages of
the Augmented Weighted Tchebycheff method is that every non-dominated point of
a multi-objective optimization problem can be generated by varying the weights of
each criterion in a single optimization function. Additionally, Molina et al. (2014),
Mondal & Roy (2021), Filho, Oliveira & Melo (2023) argue that another advantage
of the AWT method is its ability to avoid weakly non-dominated solutions. Thus,

this study explores these positive aspects to solve the multi-objective VRP.

When exploring the optimization approaches presented in Table 10,
heuristic methods were implemented in most studies, with Particle Swarm Opti-
mization (PSO) and Simulated Annealing (SA) algorithms being the most common.
Ferreira, Steiner & Junior (2020) found that, concerning multi-objective vehicle
routing optimization with environmental considerations, genetic algorithms were
the most extensively studied, followed by PSO and SA. Souza (2023) argued that
genetic algorithms do not perform well compared to other heuristics due to their
more random nature in generating new individuals. This way, Souza (2023) en-
hanced a genetic algorithm to generate higher-quality solutions for a VRP with a

mixed fleet, though they did not consider the multi-objective approach.

As Table 10 indicates, no papers considered the use of heuristic and exact
methods simultaneously. Ferreira, Steiner & Junior (2020) highlighted the need for
studies that seek a hybrid approach, where heuristic procedures are implemented to
enhance the performance of an exact method. In this study, we aim to implement
the enhanced Genetic Algorithm found in Souza (2023) with a multi-objective
approach to initiate the exact method due to the significant computational effort

required to find feasible solutions to the problem.

On the subject of fleets, Erdogan & Miller-Hooks (2012), Abdoli, MirHas-
sani & Hooshmand (2017), and Reyes-Rubiano et al. (2020) suggest for future work
the addition of heterogeneous fleets with alternative fuels, such as electricity or
CNG, to better represent reality. Only Abdoli, MirHassani & Hooshmand (2017)
emphasize the implementation of an approach with vehicles powered by multiple
energy sources, where the mono-objective function minimizes the total GHG emis-
sions. In this case, they considered a homogeneous fleet with bi-fuel vehicles, each

composed of two separate tanks, one containing petroleum-based fuel and the other
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containing an alternative fuel.

Asghari & Al-e-hashem (2021) note that despite the extensive literature
in the field of green transportation, most publications considering AFVs assumed
only a homogeneous fleet condition, as evident from Table 10, and did not consider
the development of approaches for determining the optimal combination of vehicles
powered by different fuels. Therefore, this study addresses this literature gap by
minimizing the three dimensions of sustainability using a heterogeneous fleet with

vehicles powered by batteries, CNG, and diesel fuel.

Table 10 — Multi-objective VRP with risks and sustainable considerations.

Authors Objective function Fleet Multi-objective approach Solution method
Env. Social Econ. : Het. AFV MES = WM EC WT AWT MOEA OA : HE EX

Abdoli, MirHassani & Hooshmand (2017) v/ v v v

Abdullahi et al. (2021) v v v v v v

Bektas & Laporte (2011) v v v

Carrese et al. (2022) v v v v

Chai et al. (2023) v v v v

Demir, Bektag & Laporte (2014) v v v v v

Erdogan & Miller-Hooks (2012) v v v

Euchi & Yassine (2023) v v v

Ganji et al. (2020) s v v v v v

Ghannadpour & Zandiyeh (2020) v v v v

Ghannadpour, Zandieh & Esmaeili (2021) v v v v v

Kopfer, Schénberger & Kopfer (2014) v v v

Lin, Musa & Yap (2023) s v v v v

Mojtahedi et al. (2021) v v v v v v v

Molina et al. (2014) v v v v v

Mondal & Roy (2021) v v v v v

Niranjani & Umamaheswari (2022) v v v v v

Ouhader & kyal (2017) v v v v v

Prajapati et al. (2022) v v v v v

Qiao et al. (2020) v v v v

Reyes-Rubiano et al. (2020) v v v v

Soleimani, Chaharlang & Ghaderi (2018) v v v v

Talarico et al. (2017) v v

Xu et al. (2019) v v v v

This study v v v v v v v v v v

AFVs: Alternative Fuel Vehicles, AWT: Augmented Weighted Tchebycheff, EC: e-constrained, Econ.: Economic,Env.: Environmental, EX: Exact,
Het: Heterogeneous, HE: Heuristic, MES: Multiple Energy Sources, MOEA: Multi-objective evolutionary algorithms, OA: Other Algorithms,
WM: Weighted Method, WT: Weighted Tchebycheff.

3.2.1 Review of Literature gap

Based on the literature review of multi-objective and sustainable VRP,
several gaps have been identified that this study aims to address. The following

sections outline these gaps and explain how this study intends to tackle them.

o Ferreira, Steiner & Junior (2020) and Diindar, Omiirgéniilsen & Soysal (2021)
state that the risk dimension is less common in the literature. Therefore, a

multi-objective VRP was developed to support decision-making in minimizing
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the three dimensions of the Triple Bottom Line: social, environmental, and

economic.

e The simultaneous use of heuristic and exact methods to solve specifically
multi-objective sustainable VRP optimization has not been explored before.
Thus, this study aims to implement an enhanced Genetic Algorithm to

generate good feasible solutions to initiate the exact method.

o To the best of our knowledge, few studies on multi-objective and sustainable
VRP have addressed heterogeneous fleets, where vehicles are powered by
multiple energy sources such as batteries, CNG, and diesel fuel. Therefore,
this subject was added to make the problem more realistic, as costs, fuel

consumption, and CO4 emissions vary for each type of vehicle.

o Few papers have addressed the implementation of the Augmented Weighted
Tchebycheff (AWT) method to deal with multi-objective VRP (MO-VRP).
Thus, this study experimented with the use of the AWT method as a way
to generate efficient non-dominated solutions, and also due to the ease of
handling the weighted parameters for a decision-maker to find solutions for

different scenarios.

3.3 Analytical approach

The mathematical approach used to solve the MO-VRP was divided into
four phases, summarized in the workflow described in Figure 13. The highlighted
processes represent the contributions of this study to the literature. The first phase
consisted of defining the MO-VRP, assigning parameters and objectives to be

minimized, grouping vehicles, and exploring the HVRP formulation.

Then, in Phase 2, the enhanced Genetic Algorithm developed by Souza
(2023) was implemented to generate feasible solutions for use in Phase 3, which
initiated the exact method. In Phase 3, the formulation of the Augmented Weighted
Tchebycheff method was applied, where the initial lexicographic Pareto optimal
solutions were identified using the VRPSolverEasy (ERRAMI et al., 2023) to

normalize the objective functions. Subsequently, after finding the lexicographic
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Pareto optimal solutions, the MO-VRP was solved using the Augmented Weighted
Tchebycheff method with the commercial solver Gurobi 10.0.3.

The results obtained were analyzed in Phase 4. Considering the per-
spective of a decision-maker, it is necessary to validate whether the solution is
suitable for the company’s process. If it is suitable, the decision is made based on
the obtained solution; otherwise, the weights are adjusted to generate new solutions.
Therefore, this study analyzed solutions for several scenarios, with experiments
conducted using different sets of weights to allow for the evaluation and comparison

of outcomes.

3
h o Model features:
) AP es of o
PHASE 1 Define the Multi-Objective | v1I¥iI;sel . Logisu‘c' ) « Parameters: depot and |
) i . i~
Hg‘erogeneous Vehicle . CNG - CO; Emissions (e;x) deln\_tery cmes._ demgn@s,
Routing Problem (MO-HVRP) | « Eletric « Risk of accident (r;;) vehicle capacity, logistic
l . v cost and CO, emission )
k[ Define the weight of each Weighted Sum Improved Genetic Feasible solution to start
PHASE 2 g [ objetive (4,,) multi-objective method Algorithm the exact method
Lexmggraphlc_ Pareto Augmented Weighted MO-HVRP solved by
PHASE 3 —»| solutions defined by Tchebycheff — GUROBI
CVRP Solver multi-objetive method
No
Are the -
PHASE 4 Evaluate the results results Yess| Make a decision based on End
adequate? results

Figure 13 — Workflow of the analytical approach in this study.

3.3.1 Phase 1: Multi-Objective Heterogeneous Vehicle Routing Problem
MO-HVRP

During Phase 1, primarily the MO-HVRP parameters were defined

(Section 3.3.1.1) and then the mathematical formulation for the problem is presented
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(Section 3.3.1.2).

3.3.1.1 Phase 1.1: Parameters of HVRP

Table 11 provides parameters such as the average consumption (consuy),
fuel price per volume (costy), and the CO5 emission rate (emissy). The values for
ciji, and e;;, were calculated using Equations 3.1 and 3.3, respectively. In this case,
it was assumed that electric vehicles do not produce CO; , considering only the
tank-to-wheel aspect, where CO, generation is attributed solely to fuel consumption
for vehicle propulsion. The entire chain of fuel production and transportation was
not considered. The fuel consumption and CO, emission parameters were collected
from manufacturers producing these vehicle groups and were based on standard
heavy-duty vehicles with a Gross Total Weight of 40 tons. The prices (in Brazilian
reais — BRL) of the three fuel types were collected in July 2023 from fueling stations

located on roads in Sao Paulo state, Brazil.

Due to the difficulty of finding information about fuel consumption and
CO4 emissions, these parameters were considered constant and do not change with
variations in load amount. The speed of the vehicles is also constant and equal for
all groups. The Alternative Fuel Vehicles (AFVs) were included in the problem,
specifically electric vehicles and those powered by Compressed Natural Gas (CNG).
The AFVs do not have restrictions on the distance they can travel, meaning the

vehicles are sufficiently fueled at the depot to complete all deliveries and return.

Table 11 — Parameters of each group of vehicle.

Diesel CNG Eletric
Fuel consumption 3.03 km/L 2.17 km/m® 0.98 km/kWh
Fuel price (BRL) $459/L  $3.89/m* $1.95/KWh
Emission of COy (Kg/Km) 2.03 1.76 -

Finally, the data used to calculate the risk of accidents, r;;, for each
arc ij, were collected from the CNT (2019), DER-SP (2021), and DNIT (2021).
It was assumed that the factors influencing the risk of accidents include road
infrastructure and the volume of heavy vehicle traffic traversing them. The r;;

values were considered to be the same for all vehicle groups and were presented in
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monetary losses ($), estimated by Monte Carlo simulations. The detailed procedure
is described in Chapter 2.

3.3.1.2 Phase 1.2: MO-HVRP Mathematical Model

The Multi-Objective Vehicle Routing Problem (MO-VRP) was applied
to a large retail chain (Magazine Luiza) whose depot and stores are located in
cities in the macro-region of Campinas, state of Sao Paulo, Brazil. The connections
among the cities in the region were represented by a graph G = (V) A), where
V ={0,...,n} is the set of vertices representing the cities, and A is the set of arcs

between vertex ¢ and vertex j.

The problem involves a heterogeneous fleet, with the set K = {kq, ko, k3}
composed of three vehicle groups: diesel fuel, CNG, and electric. An unlimited
number of vehicles is available, all having the same capacity (cap), and starting
and ending at the depot in Louveira. The MO-VRP was tested on an instance with
53 cities located in Sao Paulo state, as represented in Figure 14. The markers in

blue represent the delivery cities, and the marker in red represents the depot.

The model employs a three-index vehicle flow formulation, which is a
modification of the two-index vehicle flow formulation described in Toth & Vigo

(2002). The sets, parameters, and variables are described as follows.

Sets:

V: set of all vertices representing the locations (delivery cities and the depot);

K: set of vehicle groups.

Parameters:

fuely : fuel price per unit volume for vehicle group k;
consuy, : fuel consumption of vehicle group k;
dist;; : distance between city ¢ and city j;

ciji - logistic cost of vehicle in the group £ that traverses the arc ij;
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emissy : CO9 emission rate for vehicle in group k:

eiji : COq emission of vehicle in the group k that traverses arc ij;
ri; + accident risk cost between city ¢ and j;

d; : demand in city 7;

cap : vehicle capacity (the same for all).

Variables:

Xiji : binary variable that takes the value 1 if a vehicle from group k traverses

arc (i,7) € A, and takes the value 0 otherwise;

Y} : integer variable representing the total number of vehicles from each group

k used to make the deliveries;
U, : positive variable which account the cumulative load of vehicle k after
visiting note <.

Each part of the objective function for the MO-VRP is described below.

Logistic costs: the logistic cost (c¢;;x) was calculated using Equation (3.1),
and the first part of the objective function representing logistic costs is given
by Equation (3.2).

fuely, , o
Cijk = consuy, . dlStij Vk e K, Y (’L,j) eV (31)
filx) = Z Z 2 Cijk - Xijk (3.2)
i€V jeV keK

CO; Emission: the CO, emission (e;;i) is calculated in Equation (3.3) and
the second part of the objective function representing the total emissions are

given by Equation (3.4).
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eijr = emissy . dist;; Yk € K,V (i,j) € V (3.3)
fQ(X) = Z 2 Z eijk . Xijk (34)
i€V jeV kekK

Risk of Accidents: the third part of the objective function that symbolizes
risk of accidents (r;;) are represented by Equation (3.5).

f3(x) = D> > Yy X (3.5)

i€V jeV keK

The Expression 3.6 represents complete objective function:

minimize :  z = {f1(x), fa(x), f3(x)} (3.6)



Chapter 3. Augmented Weighted Tchebycheff for solving VRP considering accident risk and COs

emission using a fleet powered by diesel, electric, and CNG. 67

The constrains of the MO-HVRP are described as follow.

DD X =1V jeV\{0} (3.7)
keK i€V
DD Xip =1 VieV\{0} (3.8)
keK jeV
D Xiow =Yy VheK (3.9)
eV
D Xogr=Yi VkeK (3.10)
JjeV
2 di
D V= (3.11)
keK cap
D Xe— D, Xpp=0 VkeK, VheV\{0} (3.12)
ieV\{h) jEV\{h}

U — Uj, + cap . Xijp <cap—d; YV (i,7) e V\{0} i # j | di +d; < cap (3.13)

d; < Uy < cap YieV \{0} (3.14)
Xij€{0,1} YV (i,j) eV, Vke K (3.15)
YieZtVke K (3.16)

UreR"VikeK (3.17)
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Expressions (3.7) and (3.8) impose that for each vertex representing
a location, there is only one entry and one exit, respectively. Expressions (3.9)
and (3.10) represent the number of vehicles Y that depart from and arrive at the
depot, respectively. We can also compute a lower bound on the number of vehicles
needed, which is the sum of all demands divided by the vehicle capacity, as shown
in Expression (3.11). This constraint is not necessary but usually helps to improve

the performance of the model resolution process.

Expression (3.12) represents the flow at vertex h, where the same
vehicle needs to arrive and depart from the nodes, with the exception of the depot.
Expressions (3.13) and (3.14) impose the vehicle capacity and the connectivity
requirements along the route. Constraints (3.13) ensure sub-tour elimination, as
proposed by Miller, Tucker & Zemlin (1960) and adapted to MO-VRP. The domain
of the decision variables for the routes is described in Expressions (3.15), (3.16),
and (3.17) (TOTH; VIGO, 2002).
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Figure 14 — Location of the cities in the problem.

Legend of Figure 14: 0: Louveira (depot), 1: Aguai, 2: Aguas de Linddia, 3: Ameri-
cana, 4: Amparo, 5: Araras, 6: Arthur Nogueira, 7: Atibaia, 8: Braganca Paulista, 9:
Cabreuva, 10: Campinas, 11: Capivari, 12: Casa Branca, 13: Conchal, 14: Cordeirépo-
lis, 15: Cosmopolis, 16: Divinolandia, 17: Espirito Santo do Pinhal, 18: Hortolandia,
19: Indaiatuba, 20: Iracemapolis, 21: Itapira, 22: Itatiba, 23: Itupeva, 24: Jaguar-
itna, 25: Jundiai, 26: Laranjal Paulista, 27: Limeira, 29: Mococa, 30: Mogi Guacu,
31: Mogi Mirim, 32: Monte Mor, 33: Nova Odessa, 34: Paulinia, 35: Pedreira, 36:
Piracaia, 37: Piracicaba, 38: Rio Claro, 39: Rio das Pedras, 40: Santa Barbara
d’Oeste, 41: Santa Cruz das Palmeiras, 42: Santa Gertrudes, 43: Santo Antonio
de Posse, 44: Sao Joao da Boa Vista, 45: Sao José do Rio Pardo, 46: Sao Pedro,

47: Serra Negra, 48: Socorro, 49: Sumaré, 50: Tambat, 51: Valinhos, 52: Vargem
Grande do Sul, 53: Vinhedo.
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3.3.2 Phase 2: Enhanced Genetic Algorithm

The implementation of a heuristic procedure became necessary to im-
prove the performance of the Augmented Weighted Tchebycheff multi-objective
method optimized by a exact approach, which requires a large computational effort

without the use of a heuristic.

Therefore, in this study, the Genetic Algorithm proposed by Souza
(2023) was improved and implemented to generate feasible solutions to initiate the
exact method using Gurobi. This was necessary because the solver took a long
time to find an initial feasible solution, which always demonstrated a large gap

relative to its lower bound.

The implementation followed the guidelines of Souza (2023), which
employed two mechanisms to improve the performance of the genetic algorithm.
One of these was the Split Algorithm proposed by Prins (2004), designed to handle a
sequence of customers without route delimiters. Instead of considering the sequence
0-3-5-0-4-0-2-1-0, where 0 represents the depot and 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 are delivery
points, the algorithm considered only 3-5-4-2-1, removing the route delimiters
(0). This increased the efficiency of the algorithm. According to Souza (2023),

chromosomes with route delimiters complicate the code.

The second mechanism, developed by Blanton & Wainwright (1993),
utilizes two crossover operations. These operations compare each gene of the parent
chromosomes with a gene from a child precedence sequence and select the gene from
either Parent 1 or Parent 2, depending on which appears first in the child precedence

sequence. This explanation becomes clearer with the example represented in Figure
15.

In the first iteration, two individuals were randomly selected as parents
to generate a new individual (child). Subsequently, the first gene for the child was
chosen randomly from either parent 1 or parent 2. In this example, it was selected
gene 2 from parent 1. Consequently, the gene with the same value from parent 2
was chosen and exchanged with the gene in the first position (same position of

parent 1).

In the next step (Iteration 2), the genes in the second position of parent
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1 and parent 2 were compared with the first gene of the child. Assuming that the
distance between point 2 and point 5 is shorter than that between point 2 and
point 4, the second gene from parent 2 was selected for the child, and the gene with

the same value from parent 1 was exchanged with the gene in the second position.

In the Iteration 3, the genes of the third position of parents 1 and 2
were compared with the second gene of the child. In this case, the distance from
point 5 to point 6 is shorter than form point 5 to point 1. Thus, the point 6 was

selected as a new gene of the child.

This process was repeated successively, following the same procedure,
until the child’s chromosome was completed, representing a new individual and

containing a new solution for the problem.

Iteration 1 Iteration 2 Iteration 3

Parent 1 Parent 1

[]
Child ﬁ

Parent 2

Child

Iteration 8

Figure 15 — Illustration of Blanton & Wainwright (1993) crossover operations.

The heuristic was adapted to address a MO-VRP with a heterogeneous
fleet and was implemented in Python. Consequently, the Weight Sum method was
applied solely to guide the feasible solution that initiates the exact method in Phase
3. Its implementation was simpler because it did not require adding constraints to

the algorithm, and it did not alter the objective function.
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The proposed weighted objective function in Expression (3.18) was
defined as combination of three sustainability dimensions, aggregating the objectives
into a single objective with priority weights, where z* is the optimal solution
obtained from the sum of the weighted objectives. In this way, A, represents the
weights or the relative importance of dimension m € M, where M = 1,2, 3 denotes

the set of three dimensions. We also have 0 < \,,, < 1 and Z A = 1.
meM

minimize : z¥ = Z Am - fm(X) (3.18)
meM
Algorithm 1 is presented as pseudocode and returns the best solution
among all generations. The initial population consisted of random individuals, with
each solution calculated using Algorithm 2. The best solution was identified as the

individual in this initial population that had the minimal objective value.

Subsequently, crossover operations were implemented, including the
order crossover (OX) and two mechanisms proposed by Blanton & Wainwright
(1993): one starting from the beginning of the chromosome and the other starting
from the end. After performing the crossover operations and generating new
individuals for the new population, mutation operations were carried out. Finally,
an elitism function was added to replace a number of random individuals in the
population with the best solution found so far. Each new individual’s solution,
generated by crossover and mutation operations, needed to be calculated using
Algorithm 2.

3.3.3 Phase 3: Augmented Weighted Tchebycheff Method

In multi-objective optimization, techniques are needed to search for
the set of Pareto solutions that represent the best trade-offs between conflicting
objectives. Among the existing techniques, the Weighted Sum, e-Constrained, and
Tchebycheff scalarization methods are the best-known approaches for dealing with

multi-objective problems.

Here, the Augmented Weighted Tchebycheff method was selected to

generate solutions for the MO-VRP because this approach has the main advantage
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Algorithm 1 : Enhanced Genetic Algorithm

Input: TotallInd < number of individuals in the population; TotalGen «—
number of population; n « number of delivery cities
Initial population with random individuals without route delimiters
array route[l ... n].
while ¢ < T'otalInd do:
Ind; — random.shuf fle(route)
Sol[Ind;] < SplitPrins(Ind;)
1—i+1
end while.
MinSol — Sol[Ind;]
BestSol < MinSol
while Gen < TotalGen do:
Crossover Operations
Selects two random individuals to generate a child
SolChild «— Split Prins(child)
if SolChild < BestSol then:
BestSol < SolChild
end if.
Mutation Operations
Selects a random individual
Selects two random points of this individual
Execute the mutation and generate a new individual
SolMut — Split Prins(NewlInd)
if SolMut < BestSol then:
BestSol < SolMut
end if.
Elitism selection
Selects two random individuals of the population
Change these two individuals for the best solution to date and generante a
new individual
SolElit < Split Prins(NewlInd)
if SolFElit < BestSol then:
BestSol < SolFElit
end if.
Gen = Gen + 1
end while.
return: BestSol
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Algorithm 2 : Split Algorithm for Mixed Fleet

Input: S « individual generated by enhanced Genetic Algorithm; ¢, < variable
cost of vehicle k; [;; < length/distance between arcs ij; e, < CO, emission rate
of vehicle k; cap < vehicle capacity; dem; < delivery demand of city i; n «—
number of delivery cities; \,, < weight of objective m; V{ < 0.
for i — 1 to n do:

Vi— 4w
end for.
for : — 1 ton do:

load < 0; dist < 0; risk < 0; car < 0; 7 <1

repeat:
load < load + demg;
if ¢« = j then:

dist < lps; +1s;0
risk <195, + 75,0

end if.

if © # j then:
dist «— dist — lijl,S‘j + lsj70
risk < risk —rs, 5, + 75,0

end if.

if load < cap then:
Zij < +o0
cost(diesel) <« Cgiesel - dist . A\ + €gieser - dist . Ao + risk . A3
cost(gas) < Ceng . dist . M\ + €cpg . dist . Ao+ 1isk . A
cost(eletric) « Ceetric - dist . A\ + €eletric - dist . Ay + risk . A3
if cost(diesel) is the minimum then:

car < 0
Z;; «— cost(diesel)

end if.

if cost(cng) is the minimum then:
car < 1
Z;; < cost(gas)

end if.

if cost(eletric) is the minimum then:
car <2
Z;; «— cost(eletric)

end if.

if Vi_1 + Z;; <V then:
Vi—Via+ Zij
type__car(j] < car
end if.
je—j+1
end if.
this
until : (j > n) or (load > cap)
end for.
return: V, type car
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of eliminating weakly efficient non-dominated solutions. Additionally, it does not
interfere with the set of feasible solutions by avoiding the addition of constraints
that limit the criterion space, which could make the use of exact methods more
exhaustive (FILHO; OLIVEIRA; MELO, 2023).

Another important advantage of the Tchebycheff method is its ability
to generate non-dominated solutions for a multi-objective optimization problem
by appropriately varying the weights of each criterion in the objective function
(DACHERT; GORSKI; KLAMROTH, 2012). This simplifies the decision-making
process because varying the weight parameters for each criterion allows the genera-

tion of solutions for different scenarios, even if the objectives are conflicting.

To the best of our knowledge, studies addressing the MO-VRP with
the Augmented Weighted Tchebycheff technique are less common. In this study,
the implementation of the Augmented Weighted Tchebycheff method followed the
guidelines and detailed explanations presented by Filho, Oliveira & Melo (2023),
who applied the method for optimization with three conflicting objectives in the

area of sugarcane cultivation.

The workflow described in Figure 16 represents the implementation of
the Augmented Weighted Tchebycheff method, which was divided into two steps. In
the first step, the lexicographic points were determined from the ideal and anti-ideal
vectors. In the second step, the Augmented Weighted Tchebycheff method was used
to identify the Pareto solutions through Expression (3.20).

Step 1: Determining the lexicographic points

The first step involved dividing the problem into three sub-problems,
as shown in Expression (3.19). Each sub-problem was minimized separately by
prioritizing logistic costs (fi(x) = z1), COy emissions (f2(x) = z2), and accident
risks (f3(x) = z3). Here, 2z, = {Sm1, Sm2, Sm3} represents the optimal solution
vectors for each sub-problem m € M, where s,,1, Sp2, and s,,3 correspond to the

solutions for logistic costs, CO, emissions, and accident risks, respectively.
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minimize : Zym = fm(x) m e M
(3.19)
subject to: xe 8

The set M represents the three sustainability dimensions we aim to
optimize, and the feasible decision space S is delimited by the constraints defined
by Expressions (3.7) to (3.17). z,, is equivalent to the first three Pareto optimal

solutions and determines the boundaries of the Pareto surface.

Each value of the objectives contained in the solution set z,, was com-
pared to obtain the ideal (v = {vl vl vI}T) and anti-ideal (v* = {v!, vs!, v 7T)
vectors, with the first symbolizing the best alternatives for each objective function
and the second symbolizing the worst alternatives. For example, for the logistic
cost, three different solutions were obtained: the first (s1;) was calculated when
logistic cost was prioritized, the second (ss1) when COy emissions were prioritized,
and the third (s3;) when accident risks were prioritized. From this comparison, it
is possible to obtain the minimum value, which represents the ideal point (v!), and

the maximum value, which represents the anti-ideal point (v{').

The optimal solutions were generated by VRPSolverEasy (ERRAMI
et al., 2023), a Python package that provides a simple interface for VRPSolver
(PESSOA et al., 2020). VRPSolver is a Branch-Cut-and-Price algorithm specifically
designed for VRPs. For instances with fewer than 100 customers, it often produces
optimal solutions within a few minutes (PESSOA et al., 2020). In this case, it
generated the optimal lexicographic solutions necessary for normalizing the objective
functions in Step 2. The use of a solver specifically developed for VRPs was
justified, as it solved the instance presented in this study with significantly lower
computational effort compared to the commercial Gurobi solver. It is important
to highlight that the feasible solutions obtained through the enhanced Genetic
Algorithm were considered only in Step 2, not in Step 1.

Step 2: Determining efficient solutions

Using v! and v* obtained in Step 1, along with the feasible solutions

generated by the enhanced Genetic Algorithm, new efficient solutions can be found
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Solve sub-problem (3.19) Solve sub-problem (3.19) Solve sub-prablem (3.19)
prioritizing Logistics Cost prioritizing Emissions of prioritizing Risk of
(f1(x)) CO: (2 (x) Accident (f3(x))
4 \i
Solutions: Solutions: Solutions:
zy = {511,512, 513} 2 = {521,522, 523} z3 = {531,832, 533}
STEP1 [ T
\i
Determine the
Lexicografic
solutions:
ol ot vl vg, ol od
\
Feasible solutions to Solve the Augmented Objective Weights
start the method Tchebcheff Problem (3.20) Am
STEP 2
\J
Solutions of
MO-HVRP
Figure 16 — Workflow of Augmented Weighted Tchebycheff
by minimizing the Expression (3.20).
minimize : o+ p . Z fm(x)
meM
subjectto: x € S (3.20)

A - fm(z) < a Ym e M

a =0

Where: 0 < \,, <1 and 2 Am = 1. The normalized function f,,(x) is
meM

represented by Expression (3.21) and is obtained using vl and v?, found in Step 1.

Normalization of the objective functions was necessary because each objective has
a different order of magnitude.

An auxiliary variable o was considered to linearize the original Tcheby-
cheff formulation while maintaining convexity. p is a sufficient small positive

constant that makes part of the augmented term, which is added to balance the
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trade-off between the minimum deviation of each objective from its ideal point and
the minimum of the deviations’ sum of the objectives, achieving a well-distributed

set of solutions and avoiding weakly efficient solutions.

Déchert, Gorski & Klamroth (2012) states that a very low p can cause
problems because the augmented term in the objective function may lose significance.
On the other hand, a very high p can make non-dominated points unreachable.
Thus, Steuer (1989) suggests that p values between 0.01 and 0.0001 are normally

sufficient.

Fnlz) = W Ym e M (3.21)

The final formulation of the Augmented Weighted Tchebycheff method
for the MO-VRP problem was based on implementing Expression (3.20) along with
Expressions (3.7) to (3.17). The Mixed Integer Programming model was executed
in Python and utilized the Gurobi Optimizer (version 10.0.3) to solve the MO-VRP.
The Gurobi solver was chosen because it offers the flexibility to construct objective
functions and add new constraints. The alternative of using the VRPSolverEasy
was not considered because it is restricted designed to a subset of VRP variants
(ERRAMI et al., 2023), and does not allow for the addition of new constraints or
modifications to the objective function as required by the Augmented Weighted
Tchebycheff method.

3.4 Experimental results

The entire problem was based on a real instance from a large retail
chain, where some parameters were adapted to simulate conditions under which
the company could make decisions considering different sustainability dimensions.
Different scenarios were created, with each objective receiving different weights, to

analyze the solutions obtained for each scenario.

We started our analysis by presenting, in Table 12, the lexicographic

solutions of each sub-problem defined in model (3.19). Prioritizing the minimization

of logistic costs, the optimization yielded the lowest value for this objective (v] =
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5613.52), while resulting in the maximum values for CO5 emissions (vy = 7506.13)
and risk costs (v{f = 37534.72). This outcome was achieved by selecting only diesel
fuel vehicles due to their lower operational costs and prioritizing arcs with shorter

distances.

When prioritizing CO4y emissions and accident risks, only electric vehicles
were selected for both sub-problems, as they do not emit CO, . This resulted in
the minimum value for the CO, emission objective (vi = 0). Finally, by prioritizing
the minimization of accident risks, the optimization yielded the minimum risk cost
(vh = 28254.20) and the maximum logistical cost (v’ = 12403.79).

Table 12 — Lexicographic pareto optimal solutions obtained by VRPSolver.

Scenarios Solution :: Quantity of vehicles
CO, emission (kg) (A) Logistics ($) (B) Risks ($) A + B (9) Diesel CNG Electric
L1 7506.13 5613.52 37534.72 43148.24 14 0 0
L2 0.00 9315.23 29382.89 38698.12 0 0 14
L3 0.00 12403.79 28254.20 40657.99 0 0 14

Scenario L1: Prioritization of Logistic costs; Scenario L2: Prioritization of COy emission; Scenario L3: Prioritization of Risks.

Based on the lexicographical solutions obtained, the MO-VRP was
then solved using the Augmented Weighted Tchebycheff method. Seven additional
scenarios were selected for this problem, as represented in Table 13. In each scenario,
weights were assigned to each objective: A\; for logistic costs, Ay for COy emissions,

and A3 for minimizing accident risks.

The scenarios were designed to represent situations where evaluating
and assigning weights to each criterion must be considered according to the levels
of risk, CO5 emissions, and logistic costs within which a company wishes to operate.
In Scenarios S1 and S5, conditions were simulated where minimizing logistic costs
is prioritized, such as in transport operations with low cargo values and fewer risks
to the population in case of accidents. Conversely, if these risk factors need to be

prioritized, Scenarios S3 and S7 were created to focus on this criterion.

Due to concerns about environmental aspects, Scenarios S2 and S6
simulated the prioritization of reducing CO, emissions over other criteria. Fi-
nally, Scenario S4 represents the condition where the three dimensions are equally
weighted, assuming the decision-maker considers them equally important in the

decision-process.
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In the Appendix A contains detailed results, and Table 13 presents the
solutions obtained for each scenario, including the number of vehicles from each
group that should be used. Electric vehicles were selected in most scenarios where
minimizing CO, emissions was a priority, as they emit 0 kg/km of CO, . Only in
Scenario S1 were more diesel fuel trucks selected, as the importance of minimizing

logistic costs was eight times greater than reducing CO, emissions.

Table 13 — Solutions obtained for each scenarios.

Scenarios :: Weights Solutions i Quantity of vehicles

CO, emission (kg) (A) Logistics (§) (B) Risks (§) A + B Diesel CNG Electric

M = 0.80

S1 X2 = 0.10 5924.35 6279.89 35293.74  41573.63 10 0 5
A3 = 0.10
M =0.10

S2 X2 = 0.80 283.39 8355.17 31987.89  40343.06 1 0 14
A3 = 0.10
M = 0.10

S3 X2 =0.10 3694.60 9534.11 28959.97  38494.08 6 0 8
A3 = 0.80
A\ = 0.333

S4 Ao = 0.333 2623.77 7995.87 31499.25  39495.10 5 0 10
A3 = 0.333
M = 0.50

S5 Mo =025 3675.72 7272.12 32746.57  40018.69 7 0 8
Ay =0.25
M =025

S6 Ao = 0.50 1260.02 8095.63 31615.70  39711,33 3 0 12
As = 0.25
M =025

S7 Xo =025 3387.66 8699.27 30365.55  39064.82 3 0 12
A3 = 0.50

CNG vehicles were not selected for any of the scenarios because they
have higher operational costs and emit only 15% less CO, compared to diesel
vehicles. Although CNG vehicles have lower costs than electric vehicles, their CO4
emissions are much higher. Consequently, when prioritizing the minimization of
logistic costs, diesel vehicles were preferred, and when prioritizing the reduction of

CO, emissions, electric vehicles were selected.

In this case, selecting more CNG trucks requires addressing technological
improvements to reduce CO, emissions and fuel consumption. According to Seo,
Kwon & Park (2020), technological advancements have the potential to reduce COq
emissions from CNG trucks by 28-35% in the near future and by 41-51% in the

longer term.

New scenarios were made based on the assumption that CNG trucks
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emit 1.14 kg of CO, per kilometer, with a projected potential reduction of 35%
in the near future, while diesel trucks maintain their current emission levels. The
results indicated that in Scenarios S2, S5, S6, and S7, at least one CNG truck was

utilized, whereas Scenario S3 included three CNG vehicles.

Regarding heavy-duty electric vehicles, according to Nykvist & Olsson
(2021), they are currently not economically viable compared to diesel vehicles in
terms of cost per distance. One factor that could enhance the viability of heavy-duty
electric vehicles is the energy density of the battery, measured in watt-hours per
kilogram (Wh/kg). Higher energy storage capacity in a battery results in a lighter
battery, which improves the vehicle’s autonomy. Consequently, in scenarios where
logistic costs are prioritized, electric vehicles may become more preferable than

diesel vehicles, also offering environmental benefits.

Analyzing the total logistic costs, COy emissions, and accident risks
presented in Table 13, the results demonstrated consistency with the weights
assigned in each scenario. The Augmented Weighted Tchebycheff method proved
suitable for the MO-VRP. For instance, when comparing the lexicographic solutions
from prioritizing the minimization of logistic costs (Scenario L1) and Scenario
S1, CO5 emissions were reduced from 7506.13 kg to 5924.35 kg, and the risk cost
decreased from $37534.72 to $35293.74. In Scenario S4, where the weights are equal,
a balanced solution was achieved, avoiding extreme values for each objective and

representing a satisfactory outcome for this scenario.

To compare the variation of the three dimensions in each scenario (S1,
S2, S3, S4, S5, S6, and S7) relative to the lexicographic Scenario L1, commonly used
in VRP for its focus on minimizing logistics costs, Figure 17 displays the variation in
the three dimensions investigated. Among all scenarios, the environmental dimension
exhibited significant negative variations due to the increased use of electric vehicles.
Conversely, the logistics cost dimension showed considerable positive variations when
prioritizing risk (Scenarios S3 and S7) and environmental concerns (Scenarios S2
and S6). In situations where the cargo type poses minimal risks to the population or
has low commercial shipment value, operating under Scenarios S3 and S7 is not cost-
effective due to their high costs. However, substantial technological improvements

in the efficiency of heavy-duty AFVs, as discussed earlier, would lead to a significant
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reduction in logistics cost variations, making AFVs more economically viable.

B Logistic cost @M@ CO:z Emission P& Accident risk

60 - 585

Variation (%)

—100 A -96.5

51 52 53 54 55 56 57
Scenarios

Figure 17 — Variation of each dimension comparing to scenario L1.

Regarding the routes presented in the solution sets of all scenarios,
Table 14 ranks the most frequently used routes, indicating the scenarios in which
they appear, the distances covered, and the associated risks of accidents. The most
frequently used route appears in the solution sets of six scenarios and is listed at the
top of Table 14. The other four routes appear in five scenarios each. These routes
share common characteristics, including shorter distances and lower accident risks
compared to the average distance (d = 311.49 km) and average risk (¥ = 2176.71)
of all routes across the scenarios. Consequently, they are selected more frequently

as optimal solutions.

The exceptions are the routes Louveira > Cabretva > Itupeva > Jundiai
> Itatiba > Louveira, and Louveira > Tambatu > Santa Cruz das Palmeiras >
Louveira. For the first route, although the risk was slightly above the average
(r =2176.71), the total distance covered was one of the shortest. For the second
route, the distance was slightly above the average (d = 311.49) due to Tambat

and Santa Cruz das Palmeiras being farther from the depot. However, the risk of
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accidents for this route was significantly below the average risk (7 = 2176.71).

The ranking was also performed for the least used routes, as shown in
Table 15. These routes were characterized by either long distances or high accident
risks. The route Louveira > Casa Branca > Sumaré > Mococa > Louveira, which
appears in one scenario, required the vehicle to cover a distance of 715.50 km,
significantly above the average (d = 311.49 km). The routes Louveira > Americana
> Limeira > Iracemépolis > Santa Barbara d’Oeste > Nova Odessa > Louveira
and Louveira > Nova Odessa > Santa Gertrudes > Cordeirépolis > Iraceméapolis >
Santa Barbara d’Oeste > Louveira had risks far exceeding the average (7 = 2176.71).
Despite their short distances, these last two routes have high accident risks. They
could be candidates for selection in more scenarios if road conditions were improved.
Enhancements to these roads would reduce accident risks, making these routes

more viable in terms of safety.

Table 14 — Most frequently used routes.

Routes Scenarios Distance (km) Risk cost ($)
Louveira > Cabretiva > Itupeva > Jundiai -> Ttatiba > Louveira L3, S2, S3, S4, S5, S6 139.6 2317.57
Louveira > Serra Negra > Aguas de Lindoia > Socorro > Louveira L1, S1, S2, S5, S6 231.2 1280.72
Louveira > Artur Nogueira > Itapira > Louveira L2, L3, S3, 54, S7 237.0 1395.15
Louveira > Atibaia > Piracaia > Braganga Paulista > Louveira S1, S2, S4, S5, S6 165.7 2054.38
Louveira > Tambati > Santa Cruz das Palmeiras > Louveira S1, S2, S4, S6, S7 383.9 1551.25

Table 15 — Least frequently used routes.

Routes Scenarios Distance (km) Risk cost ($)
Louveira > Americana > Limeira > Iracemépolis > Santa Bérbara . .

d’Oeste > Nova Odessa > Louveira L1 201.60 2635.29
Louveira > Alnerl.calla > No.va Odessa > Sao Pedro > Santa $ 387,50 4931.00
Gertrudes > Pedreira > Louveira

Louveira > Nova Odessa > Santa Gertrudes > Cordeir6polis > s1 152.11 3904.08

Traceméapolis > Santa Barbara d’Oeste > Louveira
Louveira > Casa Branca > Sumaré > Mococa > Louveira L3 715.50 2141.53
Louvelra. > Conchal > Araras > Cordeirépolis > Santa Gertrudes L1 970.10 3732.40
> Louveira

3.5 Concluding remarks

Integrating procedures into road freight transport that consider financial
factors alongside environmental and social impacts is becoming increasingly relevant.

The primary objective of this study was to implement a sustainable Multi-Objective
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Vehicle Routing Problem (MO-VRP) that minimizes logistic costs, CO5 emissions,
and accident risks. This approach includes a heterogeneous fleet consisting of diverse

vehicle groups, such as Alternative Fuel Vehicles (AFVs) and diesel vehicles.
To address the MO-VRP, the Augmented Weighted Tchebycheff (AWT)

method was implemented. Multiple scenarios were created by assigning different

weights to the objectives, generating various solutions.

Given the complexity and computational demands of the problem when
using the AW'T method, both heuristic and exact methods were employed to
generate solutions. The enhanced Genetic Algorithm produced feasible solutions to

initiate the exact method, which helped to optimize performance.

The results indicated that in most scenarios, electric vehicles were the
most utilized due to their significantly lower CO5 emissions, despite higher costs.
Conversely, CNG trucks were not used in any scenario because their emission
rate was much higher than that of electric vehicles and only 13% lower than
diesel, despite not having the highest cost. Thus, the findings suggest a need
for technological advancements in heavy-duty AFVs to enhance their economic
viability.

Additionally, the results showed that the optimization frequently selected
certain routes across different scenarios due to their short distances and low accident
risks. Some routes, which were less commonly selected, may become more viable in

future solutions with improvements in road conditions to reduce accident risks.

One benefit of this analytical approach is that users can generate
solutions for different scenarios by simply adjusting the weights of each objective,
selecting a solution compatible with their operations. Each transport operation
differs; for instance, some loads, such as hazardous materials and valuable cargo,
require safer operations over cheaper ones, while other types of cargo may prioritize
cost over risk. Similarly, if the user needs to focus on reducing environmental

impact, they can adjust the parameters to prioritize this dimension.

Thus, road freight transport companies can plan deliveries based on
sustainable aspects using the proposed analytical approach. By adjusting the

parameters that regulate the multi-objective problem, multiple scenarios can be
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generated, providing different solutions for decision-makers.

A limitation of this study was the lack of real data related to road
accidents and experimental data for CO4 emissions and fuel consumption of heavy
vehicles, which could contribute to more accurate and realistic results. Most electric
heavy trucks are still in the testing phase, explaining the difficulty in finding data
for this type of vehicle. For future work, we aim to incorporate more realistic
elements into the problem, such as varying fuel consumption and CO4 emissions

according to load weight, and considering the value of the cargo and its insurance.



86

Bibliography

ABDOLI, B.; MIRHASSANI, S. A.; HOOSHMAND, F. Model and algorithm for
bi-fuel vehicle routing problem to reduce ghg emissions. Fnuvironmental Science
and Pollution Research, Springer Verlag, v. 24, p. 21610-21624, 9 2017. ISSN
16147499. Cited 3 times on pages 58, 59, and 60.

ABDULLAHI, H. et al. Modelling and multi-criteria analysis of the sustainability
dimensions for the green vehicle routing problem. Furopean Journal of Operational
Research, Elsevier B.V., v. 292, p. 143-154, 7 2021. ISSN 03772217. Cited 4 times
on pages b5, 57, 58, and 60.

ANDROUTSOPOULOS, K. N.; ZOGRAFOS, K. G. A bi-objective time-dependent
vehicle routing and scheduling problem for hazardous materials distribution.
FEURO Journal on Transportation and Logistics, v. 1, n. 1, p. 157183, 2012. ISSN
2192-4376. Cited 5 times on pages 24, 25, 26, 27, and 28.

ASGHARI, M.; AL-E-HASHEM, S. M. J. M. Green vehicle routing problem: A
state-of-the-art review. International Journal of Production Economics, v. 231,
2021. ISSN 09255273. Cited on page 60.

BEKTAsg, T.; LAPORTE, G. The pollution-routing problem. Transportation
Research Part B: Methodological, Elsevier Ltd, v. 45, p. 1232-1250, 2011. ISSN
01912615. Cited on page 60.

BLANTON, J. L.; WAINWRIGHT, R. L. Multiple vehicle routing with time and
capacity constraints using genetic algorithms. Proceedings of the Fifth International

Conference on Genetic Algorithms, July 1993. , San Francisco, 17 July 1993, pp.
452-459. Cited 4 times on pages 11, 70, 71, and 72.

BRAEKERS, K.; RAMAEKERS, K.; Van Nieuwenhuyse, I. The vehicle routing
problem: State of the art classification and review. Computers & Industrial
Engineering, v. 99, p. 300-313, 2016. ISSN 0360-8352. Cited on page 28.

BRANS, J. P.; SMET, Y. D. Promethee methods. International Series in
Operations Research and Management Science, Springer New York LLC, v. 233, p.
187219, 2016. ISSN 08848289. Cited on page 36.

BULA, G. A. et al. Mixed Integer Linear Programming Model for Vehicle Routing
Problem for Hazardous Materials Transportation. IFAC-PapersOnLine, Elsevier
B.V., v. 49, n. 12, p. 538-543, 2016. ISSN 24058963. Cited 3 times on pages 25,
26, and 27.



Bibliography 87

BULA, G. A. et al. Bi-objective vehicle routing problem for hazardous materials
transportation. Journal of Cleaner Production, v. 206, p. 976-986, 2019. ISSN
09596526. Cited 3 times on pages 25, 26, and 27.

CARRESE, S. et al. Optimization of downstream fuel logistics based on road
infrastructure conditions and exposure to accident events. Transport Policy, v. 124,
p. 96-105, 2022. ISSN 0967-070X. Cited 7 times on pages 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 57,
and 60.

CHALI H. et al. Solving bi-objective vehicle routing problems with driving risk
consideration for hazardous materials transportation. Sustainability, v. 15, n. 9,
2023. ISSN 2071-1050. Cited 5 times on pages 25, 26, 27, 57, and 60.

CNT. Acidentes Rodovidrios: Estatisticas envolvendo caminhoes. [S.1.], 2019.
Accessed: 2023-07-15. Available in: https://cnt.org.br/acidentes-rodoviarios-
caminhoes. Cited 8 times on pages 12, 16, 29, 30, 31, 32, 40, and 63.

CNT. Painel CNT de Consultas Dindamicas dos Acidentes Rodovidrios. [S.1.], 2022,
Accessed: 2023-07-15. Available in: https://www.cnt.org.br/painel-acidente. Cited
2 times on pages 15 and 55.

CRUSE, T. Reliability-Based Mechanical Design. [S.1.]: Taylor & Francis, 1997.
(Mechanical Engineering). ISBN 9780824797935. Cited on page 19.

DACHERT, K.; GORSKI, J.; KLAMROTH, K. An augmented weighted
tchebycheff method with adaptively chosen parameters for discrete bicriteria
optimization problems. Computers and Operations Research, v. 39, 2012. ISSN
03050548. Cited 3 times on pages 59, 75, and 78.

DEMIR, E.; BEKTAS, T.; LAPORTE, G. The bi-objective pollution-routing
problem. Furopean Journal of Operational Research, v. 232, p. 464-478, 2 2014.
ISSN 03772217. Cited 2 times on pages 58 and 60.

DER-SP. Contagem Volumétrica Classificatoria VDM. [S.1.], 2021. Accessed:
2021-11-15. Available in: https://www.der.sp.gov.br/. Cited 6 times on pages 16,
29, 30, 31, 32, and 63.

DNIT. Plano Nacional de Contagem de Trifego. [S.1.], 2021. Accessed: 2021-11-15.
Available in: https://servicos.dnit.gov.br/dadospnct /Modelagem. Cited 4 times
on pages 16, 29, 30, and 63.

DU, J. et al. Multi-depot vehicle routing problem for hazardous materials
transportation: A fuzzy bilevel programming. Information sciences, Elsevier,
v. 399, p. 201-218, 2017. Cited 2 times on pages 25 and 27.


https://cnt.org.br/acidentes-rodoviarios-caminhoes
https://cnt.org.br/acidentes-rodoviarios-caminhoes
https://www.cnt.org.br/painel-acidente
https://www.der.sp.gov.br/WebSite/MalhaRodoviaria/PesquisaRodovias.aspx
https://servicos.dnit.gov.br/dadospnct/Modelagem

Bibliography 88

DUNDAR, H.; OMURGONULSEN, M.; SOYSAL, M. A review on sustainable
urban vehicle routing. Journal of Cleaner Production, Elsevier Ltd, v. 285, 2 2021.
ISSN 09596526. Cited 3 times on pages 55, 57, and 60.

ELKINGTON, J. The triple bottom line for 21st century business. The FEarthscan
reader in business and sustainable development, p. 20-43, 2001. Cited on page 55.

ENGSTROM, R. The Roads’ Role in the Freight Transport System. Transportation
Research Procedia, Elsevier B.V., v. 14, p. 1443-1452, 2016. ISSN 23521465. Cited
on page 22.

ERDOGAN, S.; MILLER-HOOKS, E. A green vehicle routing problem.
Transportation Research Part E: Logistics and Transportation Review, Elsevier Ltd,
v. 48, p. 100-114, 2012. ISSN 13665545. Cited 2 times on pages 59 and 60.

ERKUT, E.; INGOLFSSON, A. Transport risk models for hazardous materials:
Revisited. Operations Research Letters, v. 33, n. 1, p. 81-89, 2005. ISSN 01676377.
Cited 3 times on pages 12, 24, and 25.

ERRAMI, N. et al. Vrpsolvereasy: a python library for the exact solution of a rich
vehicle routing problem. Technical report HAL-04057985, p. 1-13, 2023. Cited 3
times on pages 61, 76, and 78.

EUCHI, J.; YASSINE, A. A hybrid metaheuristic algorithm to solve the
electric vehicle routing problem with battery recharging stations for sustainable
environmental and energy optimization. Energy Systems, v. 14, 2023. ISSN
18683975. Cited on page 60.

FERREIRA, J. C.; STEINER, M. T. A.; JUNIOR, O. C. Multi-objective
optimization for the green vehicle routing problem: A systematic literature
review and future directions. Cogent Engineering, Cogent OA, v. 7, 1 2020. ISSN
23311916. Cited 5 times on pages 55, 56, 58, 59, and 60.

FILHO, A. A.; OLIVEIRA, W. A.; MELO, T. Multi-objective optimization for
integrated sugarcane cultivation and harvesting planning. European Journal of
Operational Research, Elsevier B.V., v. 309, p. 330-344, 8 2023. ISSN 03772217.
Cited 2 times on pages 59 and 75.

GANJI, M. et al. A green multi-objective integrated scheduling of production and
distribution with heterogeneous fleet vehicle routing and time windows. Journal of
Cleaner Production, Elsevier Ltd, v. 259, 6 2020. ISSN 09596526. Cited 3 times on
pages 57, 58, and 60.



Bibliography 89

GHANNADPOUR, S. F.; ZANDIEH, F.; ESMAEILI, F. Optimizing triple
bottom-line objectives for sustainable health-care waste collection and routing by a
self-adaptive evolutionary algorithm: A case study from tehran province in iran.
Journal of Cleaner Production, Elsevier Ltd, v. 287, 3 2021. ISSN 09596526. Cited
3 times on pages 57, 58, and 60.

GHANNADPOUR, S. F.; ZANDIYEH, F. An adapted multi-objective genetic
algorithm for solving the cash in transit vehicle routing problem with vulnerability
estimation for risk quantification. Engineering Applications of Artificial Intelligence,
Elsevier Ltd, v. 96, n. September, p. 103964, 2020. ISSN 09521976. Cited 4 times
on pages 26, 27, 57, and 60.

HOLECZEK, N. Analysis of different risk models for the hazardous materials
vehicle routing problem in urban areas. Cleaner Environmental Systems, Elsevier
Ltd, v. 2, n. February, p. 100022, 2021. ISSN 26667894. Cited 5 times on pages 23,
24, 25, 27, and 57.

KOPFER, H. W.; SCHONBERGER, J.; KOPFER, H. Reducing greenhouse gas
emissions of a heterogeneous vehicle fleet. Flexible Services and Manufacturing

Journal, v. 26, p. 221-248, 6 2014. ISSN 19366582. Cited 2 times on pages 58

and 60.

LIN, K.; MUSA, S. N.; YAP, H. J. Adaptive multi-objective algorithm for
the sustainable electric vehicle routing problem in medical waste management.
Transportation Research Record, SAGE Publications Ltd, 2023. ISSN 21694052.
Cited 2 times on pages 57 and 60.

MIETTINEN, K. M. Nonlinear multiobjective optimization. [S.1.]: Springer
Science+Business Media, 1998. ISSN 978-1-4613-7544-9. Cited 3 times on pages
11, 17, and 18.

MILLER, C. E.; TUCKER, A. W.; ZEMLIN, R. A. Integer programming
formulation of traveling salesman problems. Journal of the ACM, v. 7, n. 4, p.
326-329, 1960. Cited 2 times on pages 38 and 68.

MILOVANOVIC, B. Methodology for establishing the routes for transportation
of dangerous goods on the basis of the risk level - Case study: City of Belgrade.
Scientific Research and Essays, v. 7, n. 1, 2012. ISSN 1992-2248. Cited 3 times on
pages 26, 29, and 31.

MOJTAHEDI, M. et al. Sustainable vehicle routing problem for coordinated solid
waste management. Journal of Industrial Information Integration, Elsevier B.V.,
v. 23, 9 2021. ISSN 2452414X. Cited 2 times on pages 58 and 60.



Bibliography 90

MOLINA, J. C. et al. Multi-objective vehicle routing problem with cost and
emission functions. Procedia - Social and Behavioral Sciences, Elsevier BV, v. 160,
p. 254-263, 12 2014. ISSN 18770428. Cited 3 times on pages 58, 59, and 60.

MONDAL, A.; ROY, S. K. Multi-objective sustainable opened- and closed-loop
supply chain under mixed uncertainty during covid-19 pandemic situation.
Computers and Industrial Engineering, v. 159, 2021. ISSN 03608352. Cited 4
times on pages 57, 58, 59, and 60.

NIRANJANI, G.; UMAMAHESWARI, K. Sustainable waste collection vehicle
routing problem for covid-19. Intelligent Automation and Soft Computing, Tech
Science Press, v. 33, p. 457472, 2022. ISSN 2326005X. Cited 2 times on pages 58
and 60.

NYKVIST, B.; OLSSON, O. The feasibility of heavy battery electric trucks. Joule,
v. 5, p. 901-913, 2021. ISSN 25424351. Cited on page 81.

OUHADER, H.; KYAL, M. E. Combining facility location and routing decisions in
sustainable urban freight distribution under horizontal collaboration: How can

shippers be benefited? Mathematical Problems in Engineering, Hindawi Limited,
v. 2017, 2017. ISSN 15635147. Cited 3 times on pages 57, 58, and 60.

PESSOA, A. et al. A Generic Exact Solver for Vehicle Routing and Related
Problems*. 2020. 483-523 p. Cited on page 76.

PRADHANANGA, R. et al. Bi-objective decision support system for routing and
scheduling of hazardous materials. Socio-Economic Planning Sciences, Elsevier
Ltd, v. 48, n. 2, p. 135-148, 2014. ISSN 00380121. Cited 4 times on pages 25, 26,
27, and 28.

PRAJAPATI, D. et al. Sustainable vehicle routing of agro-food grains in the
e-commerce industry. International Journal of Production Research, Taylor and
Francis Ltd., v. 60, p. 7319-7344, 2022. ISSN 1366588X. Cited 2 times on pages
58 and 60.

PRINS, C. A simple and effective evolutionary algorithm for the vehicle routing
problem. Computers and Operations Research, v. 31, p. 1985-2002, 10 2004. ISSN
03050548. Cited on page 70.

QIAO, Q. et al. Optimization of a capacitated vehicle routing problem for
sustainable municipal solid waste collection management using the pso-ts algorithm.
International Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health, MDPIL, v. 17,
3 2020. ISSN 16604601. Cited 3 times on pages 55, 58, and 60.



Bibliography 91

REYES-RUBIANO, L. et al. A biased-randomized variable neighborhood search
for sustainable multi-depot vehicle routing problems. Journal of Heuristics,
Springer, v. 26, p. 401-422, 6 2020. ISSN 15729397. Cited 5 times on pages 55, 57,
58, 59, and 60.

SEEG. Emissoes Totais - Série Historica. Brazil, 2021. Accessed: 2023-12-10.
Available in: https://plataforma.seeg.eco.br/. Cited 2 times on pages 15 and 55.

SEO, J.; KWON, S.; PARK, S. Greenhouse gas emissions from heavy-duty natural
gas vehicles in korea. Aerosol and Air Quality Research, AAGR Aerosol and Air
Quality Research, v. 20, p. 1418-1428, 2020. ISSN 20711409. Cited on page 80.

SOLEIMANI, H.; CHAHARLANG, Y.; GHADERI, H. Collection and distribution
of returned-remanufactured products in a vehicle routing problem with pickup and
delivery considering sustainable and green criteria. Journal of Cleaner Production,
Elsevier Ltd, v. 172, p. 960-970, 1 2018. ISSN 09596526. Cited on page 60.

SOUZA, M. A. Estudo do problema de roteamento com bicicletas. Dissertacao
(Mestrado) — Universidade Estadual de Campinas, Faculdade de Engenharia
Elétrica e de Computacao, Campinas, Brasil, 2023. Accessed: 2023-08-01. Available
in: https://repositorio.unicamp.br/acervo/detalhe/1342720. Cited 3 times on
pages 59, 61, and 70.

STEUER, R. E. Multiple Criteria Optimization: Theory, Computation, and
Application. [S.1.]: Robert E. Krieger Publishing, 1989. 546 p. Cited on page 78.

TALARICO, L.; SORENSEN, K.; SPRINGAEL, J. Metaheuristics for the
risk-constrained cash-in-transit vehicle routing problem. European Journal of
Operational Research, v. 244, n. 2, p. 457-470, 2015. ISSN 03772217. Cited 5
times on pages 22, 25, 26, 27, and 28.

TALARICO, L. et al. A large neighbourhood metaheuristic for the risk-constrained
cash-in-transit vehicle routing problem. Computers and Operations Research,
Elsevier, v. 78, p. 547-556, 2017. ISSN 03050548. Cited 5 times on pages 23, 26,
27, 57, and 60.

TOTH, P.; VIGO, D. An overview of vehicle routing problems. In: TOTH,
P.; VIGO, D. (Ed.). The Vehicle Routing Problem. [S.1.]: STAM, 2002, (STAM
monographs on discrete mathematics and applications, v. 9). p. 1-26. Cited 4
times on pages 36, 38, 64, and 68.

WANG, N. et al. Bi-Objective Vehicle Routing for Hazardous Materials
Transportation with No Vehicles Travelling in Echelon. IEEE Transactions on


https://plataforma.seeg.eco.br/
https://repositorio.unicamp.br/acervo/detalhe/1342720

Bibliography 92

Intelligent Transportation Systems, IEEE, v. 19, n. 6, p. 1867-1879, 2018. ISSN
15249050. Cited 3 times on pages 25, 26, and 27.

XU, Z. et al. A model for capacitated green vehicle routing problem with the
time-varying vehicle speed and soft time windows. Computers and Industrial
Engineering, Elsevier Ltd, v. 137, 11 2019. ISSN 03608352. Cited 2 times on pages
58 and 60.

ZHENG, B. Multi-objective vehicle routing problem in hazardous material
transportation. ICLEM 2010: Logistics for Sustained Economic Development -
Infrastructure, Information, Integration - Proceedings of the 2010 International
Conference of Logistics Engineering and Management, v. 387, p. 3139-3145, 2010.
Cited 2 times on pages 26 and 27.

210, E. The Monte Carlo Simulation Method for System Reliability and Risk
Analysis. London: Springer London, 2013. 19-58 p. ISBN 978-1-4471-4588-2. Cited
2 times on pages 19 and 20.



93

APPENDIX

A Detailed results of Chapter 3

This appendix contains detailed results of the study described in Chapter
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Table 16 — Routes obtained for Scenario L1.

Vehicle Routes Distance (Km) Logistic Cost () CO, (Kg) Risk (8)

Diesel Louveira > Santo Antonio de Posse > Itapira > Louveira 216.50 328.68 439.45 1658.45

Diesel Louveira > Rio Claro > Sao Pedro > Louveira 299.50 454.67 607.98 2252.63

Diesel Louveira > Casa Branca > Divinolandia > Sao Jodo da 420.60 638.53 853.82 1629.97
Boa Vista > Louveira

Diesel Louveira > Paulinia > Artur Nogueira > Cosmépolis > 172.70 262.18 350.58 2163.91
Louveira

Diesel Louveira > Mococa > Sao José do Rio Pardo > Tambat 482.00 731.75 978.46 2290.80
> Santa Cruz das Palmeiras > Louveira

Diesel Louveira > Itupeva > Cabreiva > Laranjal Paulista > 288.60 438.17 585.86 3065.60
Capivari > Monte Mor > Hortolandia > Louveira

Diesel Louveira > Serra Negra > Aguas de Lindoia > Socorro 231.20 351.00 469.33 1280.72
> Louveira

Diesel Louveira > Campinas > Jaguaritina > Pedreira > Am- 153.00 232.28 310.59 3406.21
paro > Itatiba > Louveira

Diesel Louveira > Indaiatuba > Rio das Pedras > Piracicaba 230.10 349.33 467.10 3025.17
> Sumaré > Louveira

Diesel Louveira > Conchal > Araras > Cordeirépolis > Santa 270.10 410.05 548.30 3732.40
Gertrudes > Louveira

Diesel Louveira > Mogi Guagu > Mogi Mirim > Valinhos > 195.70 297.10 397.27 2877.25
Vinhedo > Louveira

Diesel Louveira > Braganca Paulista > Piracaia > Atibaia > 187.30 284.35 380.22 2927.10
Jundiai > Louveira

Diesel Louveira > Americana > Limeira > Iracemapolis < 201.60 306.06 409.25 5635.29
Santa Bérbara d’Oeste > Nova Odessa > Louveira

Diesel Louveira > Espirito Santo do Pinhal > Vargem Grande 348.70 529.38 707.861 1589.22
do Sul > Aguai > Louveira

Total 3697.60 5613.52 7506.13 37534.72
Table 17 — Routes obtained for Scenario L2.

Vehicle Routes Distance (Km) Logistic Cost (8) CO, (Kg) Risk (8)

Eletric  Louveira > Artur Nogueira > Itapira > Louveira 237.00 471.58 0.00 1395.15

Eletric  Louveira > Nova Odessa > Monte Mor > Hortolandia 437.90 871.33 0.00 2625.98
> Rio das Pedras > Cordeirépolis > Serra Negra >
Louveira

Eletric ~ Louveira > Braganca Paulista > Piracaia > Socorro > 257.50 512.37 0.00 1285.98
Louveira

Eletric ~ Louveira > Conchal > Sao Pedro > Araras > Pedreira 437.40 870.33 0.00 2137.82
> Louveira

Eletric ~ Louveira > Sao Joao da Boa Vista > Divinolandia > 420.60 836.91 0.00 1629.97
Casa Branca > Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Laranjal Paulista > Limeira > Mogi Mirim 368.40 733.04 0.00 1423.72
> Louveira

Eletric ~ Louveira > Mogi Guagu > Cosmopolis > Campinas > 281.50 560.13 0.00 2381.24
Paulinia > Louveira

Eletric ~ Louveira > Cabretva > Piracicaba > Rio Claro > Capi- 336.50 669.57 0.00 1949.08
vari > Louveira

Eletric Louveira > Itupeva > Vinhedo > Valinhos > Santo 195.10 388.21 0.00 2938.10
Antonio de Posse > Louveira

Eletric ~ Louveira > Mococa > Sao José do Rio Pardo > Santa 482.80 960.67 0.00 2280.31
Cruz das Palmeiras > Tambat > Louveira

Eletric ~ Louveira > Americana > Iracemapolis > Santa Barbara 240.10 477.75 0.00 3797.34
d’Oeste > Sumaré > Indaiatuba > Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Espirito Santo do Pinhal > Aguai > Vargem 385.80 767.66 0.00 1450.00
Grande do Sul > Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Jundiai > Amparo > Louveira 179.60 357.37 0.00 1210.47

Eletric  Louveira > Aguas de Lindoia > Santa Gertrudes > 421.30 838.30 0.00 2877.95
Jaguaritina > Louveira

Total 4681.50 9315.23 0.00 29382.89
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Table 18 — Routes obtained for Scenario L3.

Vehicle Routes Distance (Km) Logistic Cost ($) CO, (Kg) Risk (8)

Eletric  Louveira > Artur Nogueira > Itapira > Louveira 715.50 1423.70 0.00 1395.15

Eletric  Louveira > Casa Branca > Sumaré > Mococa > Louveira 464.00 923.26 0.00 2141.53

Eletric  Louveira > Laranjal Paulista > Santa Barbara d’Oeste 440.40 876.31 0.00 1700.77
> Iracemapolis > Socorro > Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Serra Negra > Santa Gertrudes > Piracicaba 343.10 682.70 0.00 1768.92
> Mogi Guagu > Louveira

Eletric ~ Louveira > Capivari > Rio Claro > Amparo > Louveira 139.60 277.77 0.00 1052.59

Eletric ~ Louveira > Cabretiva > Itupeva > Jundiai > Itatiba > 437.40 870.34 0.00 2317.57
Louveira

Eletric ~ Louveira > Pedreira > Araras > Sao Pedro > Conchal 620.60 1234.87 0.00 2137.82
> Louveira

Eletric ~ Louveira > Indaiatuba > Rio das Pedras > Hortolandia 338.90 674.34 0.00 2651.40
> Monte Mor > Nova Odessa > Divinolandia > Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Braganga Paulista > Piracaia > Aguas de 316.00 628.77 0.00 2203.89
Lindoia > Atibaia > Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Jaguaritina > Cordeir6polis > Santo Anténio 444.40 884.26 0.00 2296.84
de Posse > Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Vargem Grande do Sul > Limeira > Mogi 528.00 1050.61 0.00 1566.03
Mirim > Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Sao Joao da Boa Vista > Aguai > Americana 471.50 938.19 0.00 2103.47
> Espirito Santo do Pinhal > Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Santa Cruz das Palmeiras > Paulinia > 737.30 1467.08 0.00 2405.04
Campinas > Cosmopolis > Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Tambau > Valinhos > Vinhedo > Sao José 237.00 471.58 0.00 2347.18
do Rio Pardo > Louveira

Total 6233.70 12403.79 0.00 28254.20
Table 19 — Routes obtained for Scenario S1.

Vehicle Routes Distance (Km) Logistic Cost (§) CO, (Kg) Risk (8)

Diesel Louveira > Aguai > Casa Branca > Louveira 328.20 498.26 666.25 1633.36

Diesel Louveira > Atibaia > Piracaia > Braganca Paulista > 165.70 251.56 336.37 2054.38
Louveira

Diesel Louveira > Capivari > Rio das Pedras > Piracicaba > 322.80 490.06 655.28 1995.65
Laranjal Paulista > Cabretiva > Louveira

Diesel Louveira > Conchal > Araras > Limeira > Americana 256.10 388.80 519.88 3678.00
> Louveira

Diesel Louveira > Mococa > Sao José do Rio Pardo > Divi- 462.80 702.60 939.48 2262.33
nolandia > Vargem Grande do Sul > Sao Joao da Boa
Vista > Louveira

Diesel Louveira > Mogi Guacu > Espirito Santo do Pinhal > 294.00 446.34 596.82 1248.73
Amparo > Louveira

Diesel Louveira > Mogi Mirim > Itapira > Louveira 214.80 326.10 436.04 1482.00

Diesel Louveira > Nova Odessa > Santa Gertrudes > 258.90 393.05 525.57 4557.72
Cordeirépolis > Iracemépolis > Santa Barbara D’Oeste
> Louveira

Diesel Louveira > Serra Negra > Aguas de Lind6ia > Socorro 231.20 351.00 469.34 1280.70
> Louveira

Diesel Louveira > Tambat > Santa Cruz das Palmeiras > 383.90 582.82 779.32 1551.25
Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Itatiba > Jundiai > Itupeva > Louveira 90.50 180.08 0.00 1997.25

Eletric  Louveira > Paulinia > Cosmépolis > Artur Nogueira > 173.00 344.23 0.00 2075.72
Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Pedreira > Santo Antonio de Posse > Jaguar- 206.40 410.69 0.00 3619.19
iuna > Campinas > Indaiatuba > Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Rio Claro > Sao Pedro > Louveira 299.50 595.94 0.00 2252.63

Eletric ~ Louveira > Vinhedo > Valinhos > Hortolandia > Monte 160.00 318.37 0.00 3605.35
Mor > Sumaré > Louveira

Total 3847.80 6279.89 5924.35 35293.74
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Table 20 — Routes obtained for Scenario S2.

Vehicle Routes Distance (Km) Logistic Cost ($) CO, (Kg) Risk (8)

Diesel Louveira > Cabretva > Itupeva > Jundiai > Itatiba > 139.60 211.93 283.39 2317.57
Louveira

Eletric ~ Louveira > Aguai > Divinolandia > Sao Joao da Boa 403.10 802.09 0.00 1601.40
Vista > Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Americana > Nova Odessa > Sao Pedro > 387.50 771.05 0.00 4231.00
Santa Gertrudes > Pedreira > Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Atibaia > Piracaia > Braganga Paulista > 165.70 329.71 0.00 2054.38
Louveira

Eletric ~ Louveira > Capivari > Limeira > Piracicaba > Laranjal 373.00 742.19 0.00 1477.65
Paulista > Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Espirito Santo do Pinhal > Mogi Guagu > 294.90 586.79 0.00 1168.35
Amparo > Louveira

Eletric ~ Louveira > Mococa > Sao José do Rio Pardo > Vargem 444.50 884.46 0.00 2038.23
Grande do Sul > Casa Branca > Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Mogi Mirim > Artur Nogueira > Louveira 207.30 412.48 0.00 1512.06

Eletric ~ Louveira > Monte Mor > Hortolandia > Rio das Pedras 302.70 602.31 0.00 2791.04
> Iracemépolis > Santa Barbara d’Oeste > Indaiatuba
> Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Rio Claro > Araras > Conchal > Louveira 269.30 535.85 0.00 2131.24

Eletric ~ Louveira > Santo Antonio de Posse > Itapira > Louveira 216.50 430.79 0.00 1658.45

Eletric  Louveira > Serra Negra > Aguas de Lindoia > Socorro 231.20 460.04 0.00 1280.72
> Louveira

Eletric ~ Louveira > Sumaré > Cordeirépolis > Jaguaritina > 271.80 540.83 0.00 2669.93
Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Tambai > Santa Cruz das Palmeiras > 383.90 763.88 0.00 1551.25
Louveira

Eletric ~ Louveira > Vinhedo > Valinhos > Cosmdpolis > Paulinia 141.10 280.76 0.00 3504.12
> Campinas > Louveira

Total 4232.10 8355.17 283.39 31987.89
Table 21 — Routes obtained for Scenario S3.

Vehicle Routes Distance (Km) Logistic Cost (§) CO, (Kg) Risk (8)

Diesel Louveira > Artur Nogueira > Itapira > Louveira 237.00 359.80 481.11 1395.15

Diesel Louveira > Atibaia > Aguas de Lindoia > Santa 421.30 639.60 855.24 2877.95
Gertrudes > Jaguaritina > Louveira

Diesel Louveira > Capivari > Rio Claro > Amparo > Louveira 343.10 520.88 696.49 1052.59

Diesel Louveira > Ttatiba > Jundiai > Itupeva > Cabretiva > 139.60 211.93 283.39 2317.57
Louveira

Diesel Louveira > Santa Cruz das Palmeiras > Sao José do Rio 421.50 639.90 855.64 1738.85
Pardo > Casa Branca > Louveira

Diesel Louveira > Socorro > Piracaia > Braganca Paulista > 257.50 390.92 522.72 1285.76
Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Aguai > Sdo Jodo da Boa Vista > Tambat 417.50 830.74 0.00 1678.97
> Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Divinolandia > Espirito Santo do Pinhal > 432.00 859.59 0.00 2327.44
Vinhedo > Valinhos > Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Indaiatuba > Sumaré > Santa Barbara 240.10 477.75 0.00 3797.34
d’Oeste > Iracemépolis > Americana > Louveira

Eletric ~ Louveira > Mococa > Limeira > Piracicaba > Mogi 587.40 1168.81 0.00 1921.10
Guagu > Louveira

Eletric ~ Louveira > Mogi Mirim > Rio das Pedras > Hortolandia 456.70 908.74 0.00 1654.63
> Laranjal Paulista > Louveira

Eletric ~ Louveira > Nova Odessa > Monte Mor > Campinas > 354.70 705.78 0.00 2778.90
Paulinia > Cosmopolis > Serra Negra > Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Pedreira > Araras > Sao Pedro > Conchal 437.40 870.34 0.00 2137.82
> Louveira

Eletric ~ Louveira > Vargem Grande do Sul > Cordeirépolis > 477.10 949.33 0.00 1995.90
Santo Antonio de Posse > Louveira

Total 5222.90 9534.11 3694.60 28959.97
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Table 22 — Routes obtained for Scenario S4.

Vehicle Routes Distance (Km) Logistic Cost ($) CO, (Kg) Risk (8)

Diesel Louveira > Atibaia > Piracaia > Braganca Paulista > 165.70 251.56 336.37 2054.38
Louveira

Diesel Louveira > Divinolandia > Sdo Joao da Boa Vista > 405.50 615.61 823.16 1480.39
Aguai > Louveira

Diesel Louveira > Indaiatuba > Rio das Pedras > Santa 329.50 500.23 668.88 2319.76
Gertrudes > Piracicaba > Capivari > Louveira

Diesel Louveira > Ttatiba > Jundiai > Itupeva > Cabretiva > 139.60 211.93 283.39 2317.57
Louveira

Diesel Louveira > Socorro > Aguas de Lindoia > Louveira 252.20 382.88 511.97 1358.97

Eletric  Louveira > Artur Nogueira > Itapira > Louveira 237.00 471.58 0.00 1395.15

Eletric ~ Louveira > Conchal > Araras > Rio Claro > Nova 288.00 573.06 0.00 2961.61
Odessa > Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Cosmépolis > Paulinia > Campinas > Monte 207.90 413.68 0.00 2856.55
Mor > Hortolandia > Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Espirito Santo do Pinhal > Amparo > Lou- 294.90 586.79 0.00 1168.35
veira

Eletric ~ Louveira > Laranjal Paulista > Sao Pedro > Cordeirépo- 476.20 947.54 0.00 2363.28
lis > Pedreira > Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Mococa > Sao José do Rio Pardo > Casa 450.30 896.01 0.00 1949.09
Branca > Vargem Grande do Sul > Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Santa Cruz das Palmeiras > Tambat > 383.90 763.88 0.00 1551.25
Louveira

Eletric ~ Louveira > Santo Antonio de Posse > Jaguariina > 152.00 302.45 0.00 3098.67
Valinhos > Vinhedo > Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Serra Negra > Limeira > Mogi Mirim > 333.10 662.80 0.00 1261.63
Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Sumare > Santa Barbara d’Oeste > 209.00 415.87 0.00 3362.60
Iracemépolis > Americana > Louveira

Total 4324.80 7995.87 2623.77 31499.25
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Table 23 — Routes obtained for Scenario S5.

Vehicle Routes Distance (Km) Logistic Cost ($) CO, (Kg) Risk (8)

Diesel Louveira > Artur Nogueira > Cosmépolis > Paulinia > 173.00 262.64 351.19 2075.72
Louveira

Diesel Louveira > Campinas > Jaguariina > Santo Antonio 151.60 230.15 307.75 2734.95
de Posse > Louveira

Diesel Louveira > Capivari > Hortolandia > Monte Mor > 227.80 345.83 462.43 2243.68
Sumaré > Louveira

Diesel Louveira > Divinolandia > Sao Joao da Boa Vista > 405.50 615.61 823.16 1480.39
Aguai > Louveira

Diesel Louveira > Itatiba > Jundiai > Itupeva > Cabretva > 139.60 211.93 283.39 2317.57
Louveira

Diesel Louveira > Mococa > Sao José do Rio Pardo > Tambat 482.00 731.75 978.46 2290.80
> Santa Cruz das Palmeiras > Louveira

Diesel Louveira > Serra Negra > Aguas de Lindéia > Scorro > 231.20 351.00 469.34 1280.72
Louveira

Eletric ~ Louveira > Atibaia > Piracaia > Braganca Paulista > 165.70 329.71 0.00 2054.38
Louveira

Eletric ~ Louveira > Espirito Santo do Pinhal > Mogi Guacu > 294.90 586.79 0.00 1168.35
Amparo > Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Indaiatuba > Rio das Pedras > Piracicaba 331.10 658.82 0.00 2379.42
> Limeira > Pedreira > Louveira

Eletric ~ Louveira > Itapira > Mogi Mirim > Louveira 214.80 427.41 0.00 1482.00

Eletric  Louveira > Nova Odessa > Rio Claro > Araras > Con- 288.00 573.06 0.00 2961.61
chal > Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Santa Bérbara d’Oeste > Iracemépolis > 231.10 459.84 0.00 3726.21
Cordeir6polis > Americana > Louveira

Eletric ~ Louveira > Santa Gertrudes > Sao Pedro > Laranjal 393.80 783.58 0.00 2094.67
Paulista > Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Vinhedo > Valinhos > Vargem Grande do 353.80 703.99 0.00 2456.10
Sul > Casa Branca > Louveira

Total 4083.90 7272.12 3675.72 32746.57
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Table 24 — Routes obtained for Scenario S6.

Vehicle Routes Distance (Km) Logistic Cost ($) CO, (Kg) Risk (8)

Diesel Louveira > Artur Nogueira > Cosmépolis > Paulinia > 173.00 262.64 351.19 2075.72
Louveira

Diesel Louveira > Santo Antonio de Posse > Itapira > Louveira 216.50 328.68 439.49 1658.45

Diesel Louveira > Socorro > Aguas de Lindéia > Serra Negra 231.20 351.00 469.34 1280.72
> Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Atibaia > Piracaia > Braganca Paulista > 165.70 329.71 0.00 2054.38
Louveira

Eletric ~ Louveira > Divinolandia > Sao Joao da Boa Vista > 405.50 806.86 0.00 1480.39
Aguai > Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Itatiba > Jundiai > Itupeva > Cabretiva > 139.60 277.78 0.00 2317.57
Louveira

Eletric ~ Louveira > Jaguaritina > Mogi Guagu > Espirito Santo 263.50 524.31 0.00 1989.74
do Pinhal > Louveira

Eletric ~ Louveira > Mogi Mirim > Cordeirépolis > Amparo > 330.00 656.63 0.00 1419.24
Amparo

Eletric  Louveira > Nova Odessa > Sdao Pedro > Santa Gertrudes 354.00 704.39 0.00 2867.55
> Capivari > Louveira

Eletric ~ Louveira > Pedreira > Limeira > Piracicaba > Rio das 331.00 658.82 0.00 2379.42
Pedras > Indaiatuba > Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Rio Claro > Araras > Conchal > Louveira 269.30 535.85 0.00 2131.24

Eletric  Louveira > Sumaré > Santa Barbara d’Oeste > 209.00 415.87 0.00 3362.60
Iracemépolis > Americana > Louveira

Eletric ~ Louveira > Tambat > Santa Cruz das Palmeiras > 383.90 763.88 0.00 1551.25
Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Vargem Grande do Sul > Casa Branca > 450.30 896.01 0.00 1949.09
Sao José do Rio Pardo > Mococa > Louveira

Eletric ~ Louveira > Vinhedo > Valinhos > Campinas > Monte 293.10 583.21 0.00 3098.34
Mor > Hortolandia > Laranjal Paulista > Louveira

Total 4215.70 8095.63 1260.02 31615.70
Table 25 — Routes obtained for Scenario S7.

Vehicle Routes Distance (Km) Logistic Cost ($) CO, (Kg) Risk (8)

Diesel Louveira > Aguai > Sao Joao da Boa Vista > Divinolan- 405.50 615.61 823.16 1480.39
dia > Louveira

Diesel Louveira > Braganca Paulista > Piracaia > Amparo > 222.60 337.94 451.88 792.06
Louveira

Diesel Louveira > Paulinia > Cosmépolis > Campinas > 206.80 313.95 419.80 2676.77
Jaguaritina > Louveira

Diesel Louveira > Santa Cruz das Palmeiras > Tambad > 383.90 582.82 779.32 1551.25
Louveira

Diesel Louveira > Serra Negra > Araras > Sao Pedro > 450.00 683.17 913.50 1748.11
Cabretva > Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Artur Nogueira > Itapira > Louveira 237.00 471.58 0.00 1395.15

Eletric  Louveira > Conchal > Limeira > Mogi Guagu > Louveira 312.30 621.41 0.00 1662.74

Eletric Louveira > Itupeva > Jundiai > Itatiba > Louveira 90.50 180.08 0.00 1997.25

Eletric ~ Louveira > Laranjal Paulista > Santa Barbara d’Oeste > 383.40 762.89 0.00 2108.26
Iracemépolis > Rio das Pedras > Indaiatuba > Louveira

Eletric ~ Louveira > Pedreira > Cordeir6polis > Mogi Mirim > 407.80 811.44 0.00 2358.86
Espirito Santo do Pinhal > Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Rio Claro > Piracicaba > Santa Gertrudes 292.80 582.61 0.00 2544.25
> Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Socorro > Americana > Aguas de Lindoia > 510.10 1014.99 0.00 2551.78
Atibaia > Louveira

Eletric Louveira > Sumaré > Capivari > Hortolandia > Monte 270.00 537.24 0.00 3020.66
Mor > Nova Odessa > Louveira

Eletric ~ Louveira > Vargem Grande do Sul > Casa Branca > 450.30 896.01 0.00 1949.09
Sao José do Rio Pardo > Mococa > Louveira

Eletric  Louveira > Vinhedo > Valinhos > Santo Antonio de 144.50 287.53 0.00 2528.93
Posse > Louveira

Total 4767.50 8699.27 3387.66 30365.55
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