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Abstract

Quantum computing (QC) has gained popularity due to its unique capabilities that are quite
different from that of classical computers in terms of speed and methods of operations. This paper
proposes hybrid models and methods that effectively leverage the complementary strengths of
deterministic algorithms and QC techniques to overcome combinatorial complexity for solving
large-scale mixed-integer programming problems. Four applications, namely the molecular
conformation problem, job-shop scheduling problem, manufacturing cell formation problem, and
the vehicle routing problem, are specifically addressed. Large-scale instances of these application
problems across multiple scales ranging from molecular design to logistics optimization are
computationally challenging for deterministic optimization algorithms on classical computers. To
address the computational challenges, hybrid QC-based algorithms are proposed and extensive
computational experimental results are presented to demonstrate their applicability and efficiency.
The proposed QC-based solution strategies enjoy high computational efficiency in terms of
solution quality and computation time, by utilizing the unique features of both classical and

quantum computers.
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1. Introduction

Computational optimization is a ubiquitous paradigm with a wide range of applications in
science and engineering, and it has received tremendous attention from both academia and industry
[1]. For chemical engineering applications, especially in process systems engineering,
optimization is an integral part of synthesis, design, operations, and control [2]. Large-scale
optimization problems with complex economic and performance interactions could be
computationally intractable to solve through off-the-shelf methods and might require specialized
solution algorithms. Therefore, it is important to explore advanced computational paradigms and
strategies that can address complex, large-scale optimization problems.

Primary components of the optimization process are the computational modeling and search
algorithms [1]. Growing demand for optimization techniques that can obtain an optimal solution,
requires the search algorithms to be efficient and computationally tractable. Over the past years,
deterministic optimization techniques, especially nonlinear programming and mixed-integer
nonlinear programming (MINLP) algorithms, have received growing attention from academia and
industry [3, 4]. Despite the algorithmic and applications-oriented advances in global optimization
[5], large-scale nonconvex MINLP problems could still be computationally very expensive to
solve with the state-of-the-art deterministic global optimization algorithms. Specifically,
deterministic algorithms for solving large-scale MINLP problems need to deal with the growing
size of sub-problems and/or exponential growth of branch-and-bound tree, leading to enumeration
of many more alternatives in the feasible space. Heuristic techniques such as simulated annealing
[6], genetic algorithms [7], tabu search [8] and others have also grown popular owing to their easy
implementation and little prior knowledge requirement of the optimization problem. However,
such techniques are most suitable for unconstrained optimization problems and show no rigorous
convergence properties. The ever-increasing complexity of combinatorial optimization problems
accompanied by a quickly growing search space, results in the optimization process being more
time-consuming. This computational challenge could be handled by advancements in computers
with high processing speeds, but saturation limits of Moore’s law render the possibility of rising
processing speeds unlikely in the coming years [9]. There arises a need for novel solution
approaches capable of overcoming limitations of the current optimization paradigms carried out

on state-of-the-art classical computers.



Quantum computing (QC) is the next frontier in computation and has attracted a lot of
attention from the scientific community in recent years. QC provides a novel approach to help
solve some of the most complex optimization problems while offering an essential speed
advantage over classical methods [10]. This is evident from QC techniques like Shor’s algorithm
for integer factorization [11], Grover’s search algorithm for unstructured databases [12], quantum
algorithm for linear system of equations [13], and many more [ 14]. Quantum adiabatic algorithms
too are efficient optimization strategies that quickly search over the solution space [15]. Quantum
computers perform computation by inducing quantum speedups whose scaling far exceeds the
capability of the most powerful classical computers. QC’s major applications can be perceived in
areas of optimization, machine learning, cryptography, and quantum chemistry [16]. Despite the
contrasting views on QC’s viability and performance, there is no doubt that QC holds great
promise to open up a new era of computing.

QC-based solution approaches are in their earliest stages of development compared to their
much more matured classical counterparts. Current quantum machines have very limited
functionality in the context of optimization, such that QC hardware and algorithms are inadequate
for large-scale optimization problems. Although it has been shown that some optimization
problems relevant to energy systems can be solved using quantum computers, their performance
deteriorates with increasing size and complexity [17]. A number of technological limitations face
commercially available quantum computers, such as relatively small number of qubits with limited
connectivity, and lack of quantum memory. Therefore, harnessing the complementary strengths of
classical and quantum computers to solve complex large-scale optimization problems has become
the main strategy for near-term and mid-term solution [18, 19].

There are several research challenges towards developing hybrid QC-based solution strategies
for large-scale mixed-integer optimization problems. The first challenge is to develop a hybrid
algorithmic framework that leverages both QC and classical computers, by integrating exact
solution techniques with QC-based solution techniques. A further challenge lies in developing
subproblems that can be solved using QC techniques, with an essential advantage of computation
speed over classical solution methods. The formulation of these subproblems directly depends on
the properties and structure of the original problem. Formulating appropriate subproblems that can
be solved on a quantum computer poses another research challenge. The final challenge is to keep

the resulting subproblems small enough such that they can be run on current quantum systems. For



example, QC-based solution algorithms for operational planning problems can only solve small-
scale instances and do not produce results that are comparable with those obtained from the state-
of-the-art classical computing approaches [20, 21]. Developing an algorithmic framework that can
benefit from high-quality solutions obtained through QC techniques, is crucial to overcome such
computational challenge.

The objective of this paper is to develop hybrid QC-based models and methods that exploit
the complementary strengths of QC and exact solution techniques to overcome the combinatorial
complexity when solving large-scale discrete-continuous optimization problems. Discrete-
continuous optimization problems are harder to solve than continuous optimization problems due
to the combinatorial explosion that occurs in all but smaller problems. The high combinatorial
complexity stemming from this explosion in large-scale discrete-continuous optimization
problems can be tackled by QC-based solution techniques. In addition, since quantum computers
can only handle discrete binary variables, large-scale optimization problems that involve both
discrete decision variables and continuous variables are most favorable to be solved through hybrid
QC-based solution strategies. The applicability of these QC-based algorithms is demonstrated by
large-scale applications across scales that are relevant to molecular design, process scheduling,
manufacturing systems operations, and vehicle routing. Each application addressed in this paper
belongs to a specific class of optimization problems. They include binary quadratic programming
(BQP), mixed-integer linear programming (MILP), mixed-integer quadratic programming (MIQP),
and integer quadratic fractional programming (IQFP) problems. The proposed hybrid QC-based
solution methods effectively tackle the computational challenges stemming from the structures of
the corresponding application problems. These computational challenges can arise from the large
number of discrete variables, constraints and nonlinearities within an optimization problem. In
order to demonstrate the computational efficiency of the proposed hybrid QC-based methods,
large-scale instances of each application problem are solved using the proposed hybrid solution
techniques. The obtained computational results are compared against the results obtained with
general-purpose state-of-the-art optimization solvers that are implemented on classical computers.

The novel contributions of this paper are summarized as follows:

e A QC-based method to solve molecular conformation problems using the hybrid QC

partitioning algorithm;



e A novel hybrid QC-MILP decomposition method that obtains global optimal solutions
for large-scale job-shop scheduling problems;

e A hybrid QC-MIQP stepwise decomposition method developed specifically for
solving the manufacturing cell formation problem,;

e A novel hybrid QC-IQFP parametric method that efficiently solves the vehicle routing
problem that is formulated as an IQFP problem.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces some of the basic
definitions and relevant properties of QC for computational optimization. A brief overview of the
applications chosen for this study is presented in Section 3. It is followed by the application
problems that are solved using the respective hybrid QC-based techniques and by off-the-shelf

deterministic optimization solvers as well. Conclusions are drawn in Section 8.

2. Background on Quantum Computing for Optimization

Unlike the classical computers, quantum computers follow the logic of quantum mechanics.
The fundamental unit of quantum computer is called a guantum bit or a qubit. The quantum state
of qubits can be in superposition of their basis states, setting them apart from classical bits which
can be in either of the two discrete states. Although infinite quantum states are possible for qubits,
they collapse into one of their basis states after measurement [10]. Another elegant property of
qubits is their ability to form entangled states with each other, allowing them to form co-relations
between individually random behaviors. A two-qubit system is shown in Figure la. Quantum
computers exploit the qubit properties of superposition and entanglement to perform computations.

Two QC architectures with fundamental differences in their operations are commercially
available. They are the gate-model quantum computer and the annealing-based quantum computer
[22, 23]. The gate model as seen in Figure 1b uses quantum gates to manipulate qubit states and
perform calculations. Quantum gate operations are sequentially applied to qubit states and evolve
them towards a desired solution of the problem [24]. On the other hand, the annealing-based model
intrinsically realizes the quantum annealing algorithm for its operation. Quantum annealing is a
quantum analogue of classical simulated annealing that permits quantum tunneling as shown in
Figure 1c to aid in exploring low-cost solutions and ultimately yield a global minimum [25].
Quantum annealing also exhibits convergence to the optimal or ground state with larger probability
than simulated annealing [25]. Although an extended form of quantum annealing is theoretically

equivalent to the gate model [26], their modes of operation are quite different.
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Commercial QC architectures are in the rudimentary stages of development and exhibit
limitations in terms of ease of computation, performance, and even algorithmic limitations. Factors
like poor error correction, qubits susceptible to de-coherence, and limited quantum control
contribute towards the aforementioned hindrances. From an optimization perspective, annealing-
based quantum computers are much closer to discrete optimization problems than the gate-model
quantum computers [27]. This is due to the fact that annealing-based devices are built explicitly
for optimization facilitated by quantum annealing, while a gate-model quantum computer follows
a universal computation approach. Additionally, due to fewer number of qubits with poor error
correction, the current gate-model quantum computers exhibit poor performance in terms of
computation time required to find an optimal solution. Weighing the strengths and drawbacks of
annealing-based and gate-model QC devices, the annealing-based quantum computers are much
more reliable when solving optimization problems. Therefore, our work focuses on quantum
annealing-based optimization techniques for several complex combinatorial optimization
problems of practical relevance. It is also interesting to note that the size of problems that can be
solved on quantum annealing machines have continued to grow as the hardware capacity has

increased, since the physical realization of such quantum systems back in 2011 [28].
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Quantum annealing is an elegant approach that helps escape local minima and overcomes
barriers by tunneling through them rather than stochastically overcoming them. In quantum
annealing, the system is initialized in the lowest-energy eigenstate of the initial Hamiltonian. A
Hamiltonian is a mathematical description of the physical system in terms of its energies and
corresponds to the objective function of an optimization problem [29]. The annealing process then
proceeds by evolving the quantum state towards a user-defined problem Hamiltonian for the
system. The influence of the initial Hamiltonian is also reduced adiabatically to yield an eigenstate
of the problem Hamiltonian when the annealing schedule ends [25]. The amplitude of initial
Hamiltonian causes quantum tunneling between various classical states or the eigenstates of the
problem Hamiltonian. By decreasing this amplitude from a very large value to zero, the system is
driven into the optimal state that is the ground state of the problem Hamiltonian. Compared to its
classical counterpart, quantum annealing gives a larger probability to lead to the ground state under
the same conditions on the annealing schedule and interactions [25].

A family of commercially available QC devices from D-Wave Systems are designed to
implement quantum annealing. In order to solve problems on the D-Wave system, they need to be
formulated as an Ising model or, equivalently, a quadratic unconstrained binary optimization
(QUBO) model. These models can be further represented by a graph comprising a collection of
nodes and edges between them while the corresponding quantum processing unit is expressed as
a lattice of qubits interconnected in a design known as a Chimera graph. Figure 1c represents a
subgraph of the Chimera lattice pattern that is typical of the D-Wave quantum annealing systems
and its operation. The nodes and edges of the objective function graph are mapped to the qubits
and couplers of the Chimera lattice. Since the Chimera lattice is not fully connected, mapping of
variables to physical qubits uses the process of minor-embedding and is crucial to problem solving
[30-33]. While the problem of finding an optimal graph-minor is itself NP-hard, an efficient
embedding for many graphs can be found systematically with heuristic techniques [34]. Mapping
the objective function onto the physical quantum processing unit is followed by the realization of
quantum annealing process [35] which searches for low-energy solutions of the corresponding
problem Hamiltonian [36]. The probability of recovering the global optimal solution is highly
dependent on the embedding and annealing schedule [37, 38].



3. Overview of Quantum Optimization Application Domains

In this section, we provide a brief overview of the application problems addressed in this work,
as well as their model formulations and the proposed QC-based solution algorithms (see Table 1).
Four applications are considered in this paper, namely the molecular conformation problem [39],
the job-shop scheduling problem [40], the manufacturing cell formation problem and the vehicle
routing problem [41]. These applications cover applications across many different scales, from
molecular design to process operations and to supply chain and logistics optimization. The order
of these application problems is also arranged such that their complexity increases successively.

The molecular conformation problem is a building block of molecular design, having major
implications in the field of drug design and product design [42]. Section 4 describes the molecular
conformation problem. It is followed by the job-shop scheduling problem in Section 5. The job-
shop scheduling problem is a notoriously difficult problem in combinatorial optimization and
forms the basis of several practical production scheduling problems [43]. Cell formation is an
important component of cellular manufacturing, and has been gaining popularity in manufacturing
industries as well as engineering management [44]. We consider one of the several formulations
of the manufacturing cell formation problem in Section 6. One of the well-studied problems in
logistics is the vehicle routing problem which has a large number of real-world applications. In
Section 7, we consider a nonlinear formulation of the vehicle routing problem. It should also be
noted that the scope of the proposed hybrid algorithms presented in Table 1 is not limited to these
examples, but can be extended to other real-world problems of practical relevance as well.

All the computational experiments are carried out on a Dell Optiplex system with Intel®
Core™ 17-6300 3.40 GHz CPU and 32 GB RAM. Only one core is used for computation. The
BQP, MILP, and MIQP problems are solved using Gurobi 8. The IQFP problems are solved using
MINLP solvers Bonmin 15 and Baron 18. The same Optiplex computer is also used to perform
basic programming functions and as a classical backend in conjunction with a quantum processor,
for the hybrid QC-based solution methods. The D-Wave 2000Q quantum processor with 2,048
qubits and 5,600 couplers is used for all computational experiments involving hybrid QC-based

methods. The quantum processor is set to use 1,000 reads and an anneal time of 20us.



Table 1. Outline of applications presented in this work along with their distinguishing
characteristics and solution methods

Application Areas of Objective Formulation Hybrid QC General
applications solution purpose
algorithm solver
Molecular Biotechnology, Minimize Binary Existing hybrid QC  Gurobi 8
Conformation  chemistry, drug design, potential energy  Quadratic partitioning
and protein folding Program (BQP)  approach
Job-shop Production planning Minimize Mixed-integer Proposed hybrid Gurobi 8
Scheduling and scheduling processing costs  Linear Program  QC-MILP
(MILP) decomposition
method
Manufacturing  Cellular manufacturing, Minimize Mixed-integer Proposed hybrid Gurobi 8
Cell Formation  group technology manufacturing Quadratic QC-MIQP stepwise
costs Program decomposition
(MIQP) method
Vehicle Transportation systems, Minimize ratio Integer Proposed hybrid Bonmin 15,
Routing production planning of travel costs to  Quadratic QC-IQFP Baron 18
and logistics, waste resources spent Fractional parametric method
management Program (IQFP)

4. QC for Molecular Conformations in Molecular/Product Design

Any spatial arrangement of the atoms in a molecule that result from rotations about their single
bonds are termed as molecular conformations. Molecules in nature may change their conformation
as a stimulus to change in the surrounding environmental conditions. These environmental
conditions drive changes in potential energy function for a cluster of atoms. Minimization of total
potential energy associated with configuration of atoms in a molecule is known as the molecular
conformation problem [45]. An important area of research in computational biochemistry and
biotechnology is the design of molecules for specific applications, such as determining the protein
folded state from a known primary sequence of amino acids. Such applications require solving the

molecular conformation problem to global optimality [46]. Molecular conformation problem helps
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predict the native structure of sequence of molecules, and it can be considered as a simplified form
of predicting native structures of residues in case of protein folding [39, 47-49]. Heuristic solution
techniques for the molecular conformation problem are computationally expensive, depend
heavily on carefully chosen parameters, and do not guarantee a global optimum [50]. Exact
techniques to solve the molecular conformation problem have also been proposed, but they could
perform poorly as the size of the molecule increases [45, 51].

To eliminate complex nonlinearities, the molecular conformation problem can be modeled by
a discrete approximation on a 3-dimensional lattice. Solution to this simplified discretization of
the molecular conformation problem might not provide a global optimum for the original
continuous and highly nonlinear molecular design problem. However, this solution can serve as a
starting point for the global optimization of the continuous molecular conformation problem [47].
This approach has been successful in finding the minimum energy conformations for very large
molecules [52, 53]. QC-based solution techniques can help solve the discretized molecular
conformation problems efficiently by offering a quantum advantage in terms of computation speed.
Quantum annealing searches the molecular conformation space with the promise of returning a

configuration that is near the global minimum.

4.1. Model Formulation

A molecule comprising of B atoms modeled as single spheres or beads is placed inside a 3-
dimensional cubic lattice with N sites such that N > B. In a string of beads model, the molecule
consists of B beads, ai, a,..as, where a; denotes the ith bead in the primary sequence. Between
every pair of consecutive beads a; and ai+1, there exists a bond of length /.. The binary assignment
variable x;; represents the assignment of bead i at lattice site s;. Pairwise potential between beads

aiand ax placed at sites s; and s; 1s modeled as Leonard-Jones (LJ) potential given by Ui]‘]-]kl in Eq.

(1), where ek and oir are LJ parameters representing the depth of potential well and distance at
which inter-particle potential is zero, respectively. These parameter values are dependent on the

nature of beads.
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A bond stretching potential U f’j‘,’(’fd is introduced between each consecutive pair of beads a;and

ar given in Eq. (2). Distance between lattice sites s; and sz is given by 7j; = ||sj — 5 ||2 The penalty

parameter S enforces that the distances between consecutive beads remain within an allowable
distance of the required bond lengths. Ujx represents the total potential energy contribution to the
free energy of the system due to placement of beads a:and ax at sites s; and s:. Moreover, the terms
Ujji and Uy are set to a very high value to ensure that no two beads are placed at the same location,
and no bead is assigned to two locations. Bond bending potentials and torsional potentials are
ignored in this case due to their trivial contribution to the free energy of the system and for the
sake of simplicity. The molecular conformation problem is to determine the locations of beads

within the cubic lattice, set of bond lengths, and bond angles.
2
U;I{c);ld ::B(r_/l _lbi) (2)

U,

ikl = UyLle + U:Zln ¢ (3)
The discretized molecular conformation problem can be formulated as a quadratic assignment
problem [47]. The quadratic term Uy, x; Xy, represents the direct contribution to total free energy
when the bead a; and ax are assigned to sites s; and s;, respectively. The objective function in Eq.
(4) is the total potential energy of the system to be minimized. Constraints in (5) are assignment
constraints to ensure that each bead occupies exactly one lattice site. Constraint (6) makes sure

that at most one bead occupies each lattice site s;.

. B N B N
min > > > > Uy 4)
ko1

i

N

st Y x;=1, Vi=12,.B (5)
j=1
B
>x;<1, Vj=12,.N (6)
i=1
x;€{0,1}, Vi=1.,B,Vj=1.,N (7)
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4.2. Hybrid QC Partitioning Algorithm

As stated earlier in Section 2, only QUBO problems can be solved directly on the quantum
annealing-based machine. Large-scale QUBO problem cannot be directly fit on modest-sized
Chimera lattice, and a specialized hybrid solution approach based on partitioning is required. The
hybrid QC partitioning algorithm is based on a two-level approach. The full QUBO problem is the
primary level, and the secondary level is a sub-QUBO problem sized to fit in the available quantum
processing unit [54]. This algorithm exploits the complementary strengths of the quantum solver
and classical tabu search. It can be viewed as a large-neighborhood local search with tabu
improvements after each iteration.

Each iteration of the hybrid QC partitioning algorithm comprises of multiple calls to the
quantum computer to globally minimize each sub-QUBO and a tabu search call for local
minimization. The key idea behind the hybrid algorithm revolves around determining an order of
variables in the QUBO problem based on their impact on the objective function value. First, the
QUBO problem is split into sub-QUBOs that can be fit on the quantum processor, and then solved
to optimality following the minor-embedding process. The solution vector is updated with the
appropriate variable values from the sub-QUBO solution vectors, such that the updated solution
vector jumps out of a local minimum. The new solution is passed on to tabu search, in order to
obtain a new local minimum. This process is repeated until no better solution is found. The open-
source software tool gbsolv implements this hybrid QC partitioning algorithm to solve QUBO
problems [54].

B N B N B N 2 N B B
min H = Z;;Z{:Uyklxijxk, + AZ(;xj - 1} + A;[ij (;xkj - 1)} (8)

The molecular conformation problem can be formulated as a QUBO problem by modeling the
assignment constraints as weighted penalty functions. Eq. (8) represents the QUBO formulation
of the Hamiltonian to be minimized for the molecular conformation problem. The weight
parameter 4 is chosen such that A >> U to enforce constraint satisfaction. It should also be noted
that the size of this dense QUBO problem increases quadratically with the number of binary
variables. The hybrid QC partitioning algorithm solves the discretized molecular conformation
problem formulated as a QUBO problem by partitioning it into smaller sub-QUBO problems that

can be efficiently solved on the quantum computer.
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4.3. Computational Results

In order to illustrate the viability of the discretized formulation of the molecular conformation
problem, we perform computational experiments for the alkane molecule named butane. This
example is borrowed from literature along with its LJ parameters [47]. The butane molecule
comprises of four carbon atoms and can exist in one of the four conformation states. The anti
conformation shown in Figure 2a is the most stable and well-known conformer of butane with the
lowest potential energy. The molecular conformation problem for butane is initialized by creating
a 4x4x4 cubic lattice with a unit cell of length 1.4 A. The resulting formulation consists of 4 beads
to be placed among 64 lattice sites, implying 256 binary variables in the problem along with 68
constraints. The potential energy contributions are calculated for each pair of bead and lattice site
with the LJ parameter values as € = 0.06 kcal and ¢ = 3.6 A [47]. The approximate bond length
between the carbon atoms is known to be 1.5 A and can be used to calculate the bond penalty
potentials in Eq. (2).

Solving the discretized molecular conformation problem for butane yields a gauche
configuration as shown in Figure 2b. For butane, although the gauche conformer is less stable than
the anti conformation, it is more stable than the other eclipsed configurations. Potential energy
corresponding to the anti conformation is the global optimum of the continuous nonlinear
molecular conformation problem, but the gauche conformation is a global optimum for the
discretized problem. This disparity is due to the fact that the discretized molecular conformation
problem makes several assumptions to reduce model complexities. However, it does not imply
that the discretized molecular conformation model cannot be used in case of molecules found in
nature. In fact, solutions obtained through the discretized molecular conformation model serve as
a starting point for the global minimization of the more complex nonlinear molecular conformation
problem over a continuous domain. This model can provide approximate solutions to the molecular

conformation problems associated with most large molecules under study.
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Figure 2. a) Most stable anti conformation of butane, and b) obtained gauche conformation of
butane

In this section, we also consider molecular conformation instances with varying molecule
sizes and lattice sizes. The instances are chosen such that each molecule is to be placed within
different sized cubic lattices. Theoretically, the minimum energy for a molecular conformation in
a larger lattice is expected to be less than or equal to that of the energy of the same conformation
in a smaller lattice. This follows only if the cubic lattice is large enough to contain the entire
molecule. For each of these instances, the L] parameters are set to unity and potential energy
contribution between each pair of atom and lattice site is calculated beforehand. The problem sizes
of instances for B atom beads and N lattice sites are given in Table 1. This means that, for the
largest problem with 12 atoms and 1,000 lattice sites, the BQP problem includes 12,000 binary
variables and 1,012 constraints, and the reformulated QUBO problem includes 12,000 binary
variables with no constraints. All the integer programming formulations of molecular
conformation problem are modeled with Pyomo [55] and solved with MILP solver Gurobi. The
corresponding QUBO formulations are solved using the aforementioned hybrid QC partitioning
technique through the Python based tool gbsolv. A time limit of 24 hours in Gurobi is set for each

molecular conformation instance to enforce appropriate comparison with the hybrid QC
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partitioning approach. Classical computing and QC facilities reported in Section 3 are used to carry
out all the computational experiments.

Table 2 shows the objective function values representing the potential energy of the molecular
configuration for solving problems directly using Gurobi and the hybrid QC partitioning algorithm.
The detailed computational times of the computational experiments using different methods to
solve molecular conformation instances are also presented in Table 2. The instances are chosen
such that they range across molecules containing 3 atoms to 12 atoms. As seen in the table, small
instances that correspond to small molecules placed in a small cubic lattice are solved to optimality
by the deterministic MILP solver Gurobi. Least energy solutions are also obtained by the hybrid
QC partitioning algorithm for the same molecular conformation instances but require longer
runtimes. As evident from the computational results, deterministic solver Gurobi solves small
instances within much shorter computation times than the hybrid QC partitioning algorithm. The
smallest problem considered here with 81 binary variables is too large to be directly embedded on
the quantum computer and therefore requires partitioning into smaller subproblems by the hybrid
QC partitioning algorithm. Although these subproblems can be solved much faster on the quantum
computer, the higher computation time account for solving the large number of subproblems
formed. However, as the sizes of instances increase, Gurobi solver is unable to obtain optimal
solutions with zero optimality gap. A minimum energy conformation for molecules containing
more than 8 atoms when placed in lattice size larger than 6 units, cannot be found using the branch-
and-cut algorithm implemented in Gurobi solver after running for 24 hours. The largest instance
with 12 atoms cannot be solved to global optimality due to the physical memory limitations of the
classical computer and hence yields a suboptimal solution. The hybrid QC partitioning approach
on the other hand, finds “good quality” near-optimal solutions for these relatively large instances
within reasonable computational time. Since global optimal solutions are not available for the
larger molecular conformation problems, only conjecture can be made on the least energy solutions
for each of these instances. For a molecule of a specific size, increasing the corresponding lattice
size yields a conformation with potential energy slightly higher than that of the smaller lattice,
through the hybrid QC partitioning based technique. This indicates that the optimal solution
obtained through a hybrid QC approach lies within a local neighborhood of its global minimum.
The computational results show that the QUBO problems solved through the hybrid QC

partitioning algorithm are quite effective in terms of both computation time and solution quality.
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The performance of the hybrid QC partitioning based approach is competitive in numerical
results and superior in computation time, compared to the classical deterministic solver Gurobi for
the molecular conformation problem. Being a heuristic technique, the hybrid QC partitioning
approach does not always guarantee a lowest-energy solution. However, this hybrid approach can
provide a “good quality” upper bound and a starting point for the continuous molecular
conformation problem, and this can prove beneficial when good enough solutions are expected

within short computation times.

Table 2. Computational results of the molecular conformation problems

Molecular size Binary Gurobi 8 Hybrid QC partitioning
variables algorithm
Atoms Lattice sites Time (s) Min obj. Time (s) Min obj.
3 27 81 0.14 -0.17 173 -0.17
4 27 108 0.10 -0.33 574 -0.33
5 125 625 646 -0.42 1,010 -0.42
5 216 1,080 3,820 -0.42 1,797 -0.42
8 216 1,728 86,400* -0.83 2,589 -0.76
8 512 4,096 86,400* -0.83 4,762 -0.68
10 216 2,160 86,400* -1.08 2,283 -0.85
10 512 5,120 86,400* -1.08 9,009 -0.79
12 512 6,144 86,400* -1.33 10,384 -0.94
12 1,000 12,000 86,400* -1.33 27,694 -0.93

* Timeout of 24 hours (86,400 CPUs) reached and the best solution found is reported.

5. QC for Job-shop Scheduling

Job-shop scheduling problems belong to the class of most intractable NP-hard combinatorial
optimization problems, and pose a significant computational challenge due to its large and
complex search space [43]. The goal of the job-shop scheduling problem is to schedule a set of
jobs on a set of machines subject to operational, scheduling, and logic constraints, in order to

minimize the total processing cost. Advances in its solution algorithms have been focused on the
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development of exact methods like branch-and-bound that make use of bounds based on
Lagrangean relaxation, bounds based on valid inequalities, and cutting planes [56]. Several
heuristic solution techniques have also been proposed to solve complex job-shop scheduling
problems, but they are unable to find high-quality solutions if large-size and complex search spaces
are involved [56, 57]. Decomposition-based algorithms and hybrid algorithms that combine exact
solution methods with constraint programming reduce the combinatorial complexity of job-shop
scheduling problems, and have proven effective for several real-world industrial-scale problems

[58, 59].

5.1. Model Formulation

In this section, we consider the MILP model of the job-shop scheduling problem with due
dates and sequence-independent processing times [59]. This single-stage parallel scheduling
problem considers a set of jobs / using a set of machines M. Processing job i € I on machine m €
M requires Pin» amount of time and costs Cim. Job i € I can only begin after the release date, and
must be completed before its due date represented by R; and D, respectively. The processing costs,
processing times, and release and due dates for each job-machine pair are known beforehand, and
are independent of the sequence.

The decision variables in this MILP model are #s;, xin and yj;, representing the start time of
jobs, assignments, and sequence of jobs on each machine, respectively. Binary variables xi» are
assignment variables that indicate whether job i is assigned to machine m. The binary variables yi;
are sequencing variables that are equal to one if jobs i and j are assigned to the same machine and
job j is processed after job i. Using the above described variables and parameters, the MILP model

for job-shop scheduling is formulated as follows.

minz Z C, X 9)

iel meM
st 15, 2R, Viel (10)
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meM
> x, =1, Viel (12)
meM
Yityizx,+x, -1, Vijel, j>imeM (13)

17



tsttsi+ZPimxim—U(l—yij), Vi,jel,i#j (14)

meM
yy+yi <1, Vijel,j>i (15)
Vit Y+tx,+x,<2, Vijel, j>i,VmneM,m=n (16)
ts,20,Viel;, x,e{0,1},Viel,VmeM; y,e{0,1},Vi,jeli#j (17)

The objective function in Eq. (9) is to minimize the processing costs associated with
processing jobs assigned to the respective machines. Constraint (10) ensures that each job i € I is
processed after its release date, and constraint (11) does not allow processing of any jobs later than
their respective due dates. The assignment constraint (12) enforces that each job i is processed by
a single machine for this single-stage scheduling model. Constraint (13) models the logical
relationship between the assignment variables and the sequencing variables. It implies that if jobs
i and j are assigned to the same machine m, then the jobs must be processed one after the other.
The parameter U in sequencing constraint (14) is given by U = Y ;e; max,em{Pim}. The
sequencing constraint ensures that job j starts processing after job i finishes, provided that both
jobs i and j are assigned to the same machine. Start times of both jobs remain independent of each
other if they are assigned to different machines. Constraints (15) and (16) are simple logical cuts
that reduce the computational time required to solve the MILP problem by a significant amount
[59]. Constraint (15) is based on the logic relationship that either job j is processed after job i or
vice versa, irrespective of their assigned machines. The last constraint ensures that the sequencing

variables y;; and yji are zero, if jobs i and j are assigned to different machines.

5.2. Hybrid QC-MILP Decomposition Method

The MILP problem for job-shop scheduling is difficult to solve by off-the-shelf optimization
solvers due to the problem structure. Additionally, the sequencing constraints do not significantly
tighten the LP relaxation of the problem [59]. The combinatorial nature stemming from mixed-
integer terms leads to additional computational complexity. To address this computational
challenge, we develop a hybrid solution strategy that integrates a decomposition-based algorithm
with a QC solution technique for global optimization of this challenging job shop scheduling

problem.

18



The main idea is that if a set of jobs cannot be scheduled on a particular machine, then it will
be impossible to find a feasible schedule for any assignment that assigns all those jobs to that
machine. The decomposition procedure selectively eliminates the possibility of such infeasible
assignments by applying integer cuts. The proposed models and solution algorithm draw
inspiration from the hybrid algorithm proposed by Jain and Grossmann [59]. The objective
function (18) is the same as that of the original MILP model in Eq. (9). Constraints (10) - (12) and
(17) form the constraints of the hybrid model described below. These timing and assignment
constraints together form a new set of constraints (19) for the relaxed MILP model. Constraints
(13) - (16) are concerned with sequencing jobs, and are reduced to the model in the QC step shown
in (20). The QC step uses start times for each job as parameters in order to determine a sequence
for the same. The Hamiltonian H represents a single objective function, which uses the identical
sequencing variables yi; and takes the form of a QUBO problem. The size of set S in (20) depends
on the number of jobs assigned to the same machine, for which scheduling start times have already

been determined.

minY Y C,x,, (18)
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The proposed hybrid QC-MILP decomposition method combines the deterministic aspect for
solving the relaxed MILP problem with the quick search space traversal of QC techniques for
solving the problem in the QC step. Details of this hybrid QC-MILP decomposition method for

job-shop scheduling problem are presented in Figure 3. The algorithm described in this section has
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two phases. The first phase involves solving the relaxed MILP problem by the classical CPU-based
deterministic Gurobi solver. Solutions to this relaxed MILP problem produces an assignment of
machines to process each job, and is the partial optimal solution denoted by x;,,, and ts;". If the
relaxed MILP problem is not feasible, then no solution exists for the original problem and the
algorithms stops. The second phase is to determine a schedule for each machine and the assigned
jobs using the QC step. Hamiltonian in the QC step uses the partial optimal solutions from the first
phase, and is solved using the quantum processor in order to locate a feasible schedule in the
integer space. As stated earlier, the size of this Hamiltonian is dependent on the number of
machines, on which multiple jobs are assigned. An optimal solution to the job-shop scheduling
problem can be returned only if a feasible schedule is obtained in the second phase of this
decomposition algorithm. In case the QC step returns an infeasible solution, integer cuts are added
to the relaxed MILP problem to exclude any conflicting assignments. The relaxed MILP problem
is re-solved to obtain alternate assignment decisions that do not have such conflicting assignments
from the previous step. If an alternate assignment is not possible, then the scheduling problem is
infeasible. It is important to note that integer cuts are added cumulatively to ensure the success of
the decomposition algorithm and that all feasibility checks are performed on a classical CPU-based
computer.

The integer cuts added to the relaxed MILP problem after completion of phase two are critical
to the decomposition algorithm. Integer cuts are only added for machines that could not be
scheduled successfully. For each machine with an infeasible schedule, the integer cut formulation
is Yiesi Xim <|S'| =1, where S’ is the set of jobs assigned to machine m. For this parallel
scheduling problem, the sequence for each machine could be determined separately. Instead, to
avoid solving multiple QC problems associated with each machine, we choose to formulate the
Hamiltonian in such a way that the sequence of all machines is determined together. Also,
identifying the machines with an infeasible schedule becomes easier to detect and is done using a
classical computer. Searching for feasible schedules at the QC step is an important aspect of the
proposed hybrid QC-MILP decomposition method, and is crucial to obtain an optimal solution.
The QC step could return multiple solutions due to QC’s probabilistic nature, for which the
feasibility of solutions is considered to continue the algorithm. Therefore, finding an optimal
solution and proving optimality for the problem in the QC step can be difficult. If a feasible

solution exists for the problem in the second phase of the hybrid algorithm, the algorithm will
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converge to a global optimum [59]. Thus, it should be noted that the hybrid QC-MILP
decomposition method converges to an optimal solution or proves infeasibility in finite number of
iterations. The decomposition scheme proposed by Jain and Grossman [59] plays an important role
in solving the job-shop scheduling problem. The proposed hybrid QC-MILP decomposition
method integrates QC-based solution techniques with the decomposition scheme to solve large-

scale MILP problems and guarantee an optimal solution.

5.3. Computational Results

We carry out computational experiments for instances of the job-shop scheduling problem to
illustrate the applicability of the proposed QC-MILP decomposition method. The job-shop
scheduling problem being an MILP is solved using the MILP solver Gurobi on the classical
computer mentioned in Section 3. The same classical computing configuration with Gurobi is used
to solve the relaxed MILP problem of the hybrid QC-MILP decomposition method, to keep track
of the iteration number, and to perform feasibility checks. The problem in QC step, on the other
hand, is solved with the quantum processor reported in Section 3. Additionally, large Hamiltonians
corresponding to the QC step were solved with the gbsolv utility tool with the quantum processor
as backend. The sub-QUBOs are compiled on the same quantum processor. Both classical and
quantum computation times are recorded at each iteration of the QC-MILP decomposition method,
and the total computation times are reported for each instance. This time is the wall-clock time
required by the hybrid QC-MILP decomposition method to return an optimal solution. For
comparison, the objective function values and computational times required to solve the original
MILP problems directly with Gurobi are also reported. Table 3 shows these details from
computational experiments using different solvers and algorithms for the job-shop scheduling
instances.

Problems of various sizes are considered in this section. The size of the job-shop scheduling
problem depends on the number of jobs to be processed and the available machines. Randomly
generated instances ranging from 40 jobs and machines to 150 jobs and machines are solved to
identify the varying trends of computation time and solutions quality. Problem sizes of these
instances are also reported in Table 3. For the largest problem with 150 jobs and 150 machines,

the original MILP problem contains 150 continuous variables, 44,850 binary variables and
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126,579,825 constraints. Note that job-shop scheduling problem size increases quadratically with

the number of jobs and machines.

Hybrid QC-MILP decomposition method

[

16:
17:
18:
19:
20:
21:
22:

iter « 0,0pt « False

while Opr is False do

iter « iter +1

Solve relaxed MILP problem in (19) to minimize Y} Ymenm CimXim -
if relaxed MILP problem is infeasible

No solution exists.

Stop procedure and exit the loop.

else

*

Return partial optimal solution x;,,,, ts;".

end if
Solve problem in QC step to determine schedule with Hamiltonian given in Eq. (20).
if feasible schedule not found
Identify machines for which feasible schedule could not be found.
Add respective integer cuts to the relaxed MILP problem in (19).
Z Xim < 15" = 1
IES
where S = {i | x;,, = 1,Vi € I, vm € M}
Opt < False
else
Return optimal solution x;,,, ts;, ;-
Opt < True
end if

end while

* * *
return Xim» tSl' ’yfj

Figure 3. Hybrid QC-MILP decomposition method for solving job-shop scheduling problem
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The size of QUBO problem in the QC step, however, changes dynamically with each iteration of
the decomposition procedure and depends on the optimal assignments in the previous step. In order
to illustrate the applicability of the proposed solution strategy, a small scheduling instance
comprising of 8 jobs to be scheduled on 8 parallel machines is also considered. This instance was
solved using Gurobi solver and the hybrid QC-MILP decomposition technique. Figure 4 represents
the obtained schedule in each case. As seen in the chart in Figure 4a, multiple jobs have been
scheduled on two single machines. Specifically, jobs 7 and 8 have been scheduled on machine 7,
with jobs 3 and 4 scheduled on machine 2. Unlike the schedule obtained with Gurobi solver, the
hybrid QC-MILP decomposition method yields an alternative schedule that utilizes each available

machine to process the jobs. The alternative optimal schedule is shown in Figure 4b.
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Figure 4. Gantt charts of scheduling results of a job-shop scheduling problem with eight jobs and
machines obtained using a) MILP solver Gurobi and b) Hybrid QC-MILP decomposition method.

Comparing the computational times and objective values reported in Table 2, we can see that
the hybrid QC-MILP decomposition method performs competitively against the Gurobi solver.
General-purpose solvers like Gurobi are developed from the ground up to exploit modern classical
computing architectures for solving MILP problems. Therefore, small job-shop scheduling
problems can be solved within short computation times by these state-of-the-art classical solvers.

With Gurobi solver, the size of the branch-and-bound tree exceeds the allotted physical memory
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and does not return any solution for job-shop scheduling instances with more than 70 jobs and
machines. Yet, the proposed hybrid QC-MILP decomposition strategy yields a solution for each
of these instances within reasonable computational time without any memory limitations.
Iterations required for convergence to optimal solution in the decomposition procedure increase
with the problem size. It can also be seen that classical resource utilization time, which is the time
taken by Gurobi solver to solve the relaxed MILP problems, is much less compared to the
computation time utilized by the quantum processor. However, it should be noted that quantum
time does not only represent quantum annealing time exclusively, but also includes time required
to partition the large QUBO problems in the QC step. Increasing the problem size increases the
number of assignments in the first phase of the algorithm. As scheduling the jobs on machines is
a demanding task, large-scale problems require longer computation time to determine a feasible
schedule in the second phase. Integer cuts added to the original constraints in the relaxed MILP
problem also contribute to the efficiency of the decomposition algorithm.

The disadvantage of the original MILP model for the job-shop scheduling problem is that the
sequencing constraints do not contribute directly to the objective function value. Alternatively, the
hybrid QC-MILP decomposition method includes only assignment constraints in the relaxed MILP
model, while the QC step effectively uses the quantum annealing process to determine a feasible
schedule. Clearly, the relaxed MILP problem is smaller than its corresponding original MILP
problem and can be solved with less computation time. It can be argued that memory limitation of
the Gurobi solver can be overcome by using classical computers of larger physical memory.
However, as the branch and bound tree size increases exponentially with problem size, the MILP
solver does not guarantee a solution for larger job-shop scheduling instances. Advantages of
increasing allotted physical memory are disproportionate to the expected improvement in problem
size solvable by Gurobi. From a practical standpoint, 150 jobs and 150 machines is a reasonable
industrial size problem. The hybrid QC-MILP decomposition method yields an optimal solution
without any physical memory augmentation at the cost of reasonably longer runtimes. We note
that a global optimal solution is guaranteed by the hybrid QC-MILP decomposition method. This
job-shop scheduling application demonstrates that the complementary strengths of MILP and QC

methods are able to tackle more complex and large-scale problems.
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Table 3. Computational results of the job-shop scheduling problems

Jobs and  Continuous Binary Gurobi 8 Hybrid QC-MILP decomposition method
Machines variables variables
Time (s) Min obj. Iterations Time () Min obj.
Classical Quantum Total
50 50 4,950 79 50.0 142 51 177 228 50.0
60 60 7,140 243 60.0 169 78 555 633 60.0
70 70 9,730 405 71.0 270 162 1,886 2,048 71.0
80 80 12,720 -- -k 299 212 5,173 5,385 80.0
90 90 16,110 -- --* 367 342 9,504 9,846 90.0
100 100 19,900 -- --* 552 3,630 23,176 26,806 101.0
110 110 24,090 -- --* 666 936 22,287 23,223 110.0
120 120 28,680 -- --* 775 1,355 38,141 39,496 120.0
130 130 33,670 -- -k 805 1,549 35,213 36,762 130.0
150 150 44,850 -- --* 1,252 3,684 61,244 64,928 150.0

* Memory limit of 32 GB RAM exceeded and no solution is returned.
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6. QC for Manufacturing Cell Formation

Cellular manufacturing is an important application of group technology and is being widely
applied in manufacturing industries [44]. In this manufacturing approach, the equipment is
arranged to facilitate continuous flow production, resulting in increased work flow, reduced
response and production times, and increased profits. The basic idea underlying cellular
manufacturing is to divide the manufacturing system into several cells. Similar parts are processed
in the same cell, such that the interactions of machines and parts within a cell are maximized to
improve efficiency. The first step of cellular manufacturing system design is cell formation which
involves selecting parts and machines that will be allocated to each cell [60]. The objective of the
manufacturing cell formation problem is to minimize the total cost associated with intracellular
movement, resource utilization, and machine set-ups. Manufacturing cell formation belongs to the
class of complex NP-hard optimization problems and has received significant attention.
Metaheuristic techniques have demonstrated exceptional performance for solving some variants
of the manufacturing cell formation problem, but they can only obtain near-optimal solutions for
small to medium-sized problems [61]. Exact solution methods like branch-and-cut consume a
considerable amount of time to obtain a global optimum for large-scale manufacturing cell
formation problems [61]. Hybridization of exact and metaheuristic algorithms has proven to be a
more viable option that uses complementary strengths of both techniques, and overcomes
difficulties associated with determining mutually separable cells [62]. Such hybrid techniques can

obtain optimal solutions in most cases and solve large problems with satisfactory results.

6.1. Model Formulation

Several variants of the manufacturing cell formation model exist in literature. Factors like
resource and operational costs, intra-cellular movement costs, resource utilization costs, grouping
efficiency, and others are considered in the manufacturing cell formation model formulation. Here
we consider the MIQP model where the operational requirements for each part are known
beforehand. This formulation involves grouping a set of parts P and a set of machines M into
subsystems termed as cells denoted by the set R. The cost of inter-cell movement per unit of part
i € P is given by ¢;, with v; units of each part i in the manufacturing system. The cost of part i € P
not utilizing machine j € M is represented by u;;. Each part i needs to be processed o; times on

machine j, and a;j; is a real-valued parameter that indicates whether a part i requires machine j. A
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non-zero value of aj implies that part i requires machine j for processing. These operational
parameters for cellular manufacturing are known a priori and remain independent of any external
factors like product demand and operational changes.

The major decisions involved in the manufacturing cell formation problem is to determine the
parts and machines assigned to each cell k € R. The continuous assignment variables xi denote
whether part i is assigned to cell £, and binary assignment variable yj« is equal to one when machine
Jj is assigned to the cell k. Assignment variable xi is bounded between zero and one with its non-
zero value implying that part i is processed in cell £ Using the above described variables and
parameters, the MIQP model for the manufacturing cell formation problem can be formulated as

follows.

min Y > > evo,a,x, (1=, )+ 20 2 > v, (1-a, ),y 21)

ieP jeM keR ieP jeM keR

st Y. x, =1, VieP (22)
keR
dyi=l, VjeM (23)
keR
0<x,<l, ViePVkeR (24)
v €01}, VjeM,VkeR (25)

The objective function in (21) represents the total cost to be minimized where the first term
represents the total cost of inter-cell movement. Second term of this objective function represents
the total cost of resource underutilization. It should be noted that the variable xi and parameter a;;
are set as real numbers bounded between [0,1] to ensure consideration of alternate routings.
Constraint (22) ensures allocation of each part to a cell. Similarly, constraint (23) ensures that each
machine can be assigned to only one cell. In this MIQP model, we do not place any restrictions on
machine pairs in a particular cell, and it is assumed that any machine can be placed in any cell
irrespective of other assignments. Capacity limitations of the number of machines in each cell are
also discarded to allow flexibility, but such restrictions can be easily considered by adding

constraints of the form My,;, < Xiey Yik < Mpax. It should be noted that empty cells are also

allowed in the formulated model.
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6.2. Hybrid QC-MIQP Stepwise Decomposition Method

MIQP optimization problems are frequently considered expensive to solve. There are several
methods available to efficiently solve such problems. The branch-and-cut method and generalized
Bender’s decomposition based methods are some of them [63, 64]. However, as the size of the
MIQP problem grows, it is difficult to handle by off-the-shelf optimization solvers directly.
Additionally, due to the combinatorial nature and nonlinearity stemming from the quadratic
objective function, large-scale MIQP problems could be challenging to solve. To tackle this
computational challenge, we propose a novel hybrid solution strategy to solve the manufacturing
cell formation problem.

The proposed hybrid QC-MIQP stepwise decomposition method is based on Bender’s
decomposition [65], by considering the above manufacturing cell formation problem given in Eq.
(21) to (24) as the primal problem. The dual of this problem is constructed after introducing new
variables to replace the quadratic terms in the primal problem. It is important to note that we do
not need dual variables corresponding to the upper bound in constraint (24). The main idea behind
the decomposition algorithm is to iteratively generate upper and lower bounds on the optimal value
by solving smaller subproblems.

The primal problem is MIQP with quadratic terms in the objective function using the set of
real variables xi and binary variables yjx. The dual problem is constructed corresponding to this
primal problem, and is referred to as the dual LP model. The dual LP model is linear with objective
function (26) and constraints given in (27). This problem consists of four sets of real variables /i,

mijk, nijk and s;, where i, mix and n;x are nonnegative variables and s; are free variables.
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Optimal values of the variables mj, nijx and si, obtained by solving the dual LP problem are
used as parameters in formulating the model described in the QC step and are denoted as
Myjk, Ayji, and §;, respectively. The objective of the QC step in (28) is to determine the
assignments of machines to respective cells. The Hamiltonian H represents a single objective
function that uses the sequencing variables yjx and takes the form of a QUBO problem. It comprises
of two distinct Hamiltonians represented by Hos and He corresponding to the objective function
and constraint (23), respectively. Parameter values 4 and B are fixed and determined empirically.
QC step is dynamic in nature and changes with each solution iteration. Additionally, size of the

problem in the QC step that contains all possible machine-cell assignments, remains constant.
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The proposed hybrid QC-MIQP stepwise decomposition method combines the deterministic
aspect of dual LP model with quantum approach of the QC step and yields an optimal solution for
the manufacturing cell formation problem. Details of this algorithm are shown in Figure 5. An
outer loop for this algorithm keeps a record of the lower bound LB, upper bound UB and the
iterations 7. First step of the hybrid QC-MIQP stepwise decomposition technique involves
initializing all assignment variables y LB and UB, as shown in the figure. Optimal values of the
dual variables are obtained through solving the dual LP problem using a CPU-based classical
computer. An infeasible dual LP problem implies that the original manufacturing cell formation
problem is unbounded. The upper bound is updated based on the objective function value of the
dual LP problem denoted by Z;. The problem in the QC step is constructed using the optimal dual

variable values, and is solved on a quantum processor to yield the assignment decisions
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Vjk corresponding to all machine-cell pairs. The objective value obtained through the QC step, Zr

during the 7" decomposition iteration, is determined using equation Z = m?X(Ft -

Yjemker @ jkt}A’jk)- Functional forms of F; and Qji are provided in the QC step. The lower bound
is updated using this maximum value obtained through solving the problem in the QC step. The
algorithm stops if the lower bound assumes a value higher than that of the upper bound, with the
upper bound as the optimal solution of the manufacturing cell formation problem. Alternatively,
if the lower bound value is less than the upper bound value, assignment variables used in the dual
LP problem are updated to those obtained from solving the problem in the QC step, and the same
procedure is repeated. It should be noted that the feasibility checks, as well as value comparisons,
were performed on a classical CPU-based computer. Feasibility of the dual LP problem is
determined by the MILP solver Gurobi. This solution algorithm converges within finite iterations.
The probabilistic nature of the solutions returned at the QC step might affect the total
computational time, by requiring fewer or more iterations. A global optimum might not be
guaranteed by the proposed hybrid QC-MIQP stepwise decomposition method, but varying the
Hamiltonian in the QC step can eliminate its heuristic nature. Studying the impacts of the
Hamiltonian on the convergence of this decomposition algorithm is beyond the scope of this work.
The manufacturing cell formation problems are solved using the proposed hybrid QC-MIQP
stepwise decomposition method that is based on generalized Bender’s decomposition [65], which
has been used in batch manufacturing systems [66, 67]. The upper bound computed by solving the
dual LP problem does not need to be a global optimum, resulting in a trade-off between the number

of iterations until convergence and the required computation time.

6.3. Computational Results

In order to illustrate the applicability of the proposed solution strategy, we carry out
computational experiments on several manufacturing cell formation instances. The formulated
manufacturing cell formation problem is a MIQP problem and can be solved using the Gurobi
solver. A time limit of 24 hours is enforced on the Gurobi solver for an appropriate comparison
with the proposed hybrid QC-based solution strategy. The classical computer reported in Section
3 is used to solve the MIQP problems and as a backend to solve the dual LP problem, as well as
to perform feasibility checks for the proposed hybrid QC-MIQP stepwise decomposition method.

The quantum computer mentioned in Section 3, on the other hand, is used to solve the problem in
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the QC step. Large Hamiltonians in the QC step are solved with gbsolv utility tool and the same
quantum processor as backend. At each iteration of the decomposition procedure, computation
times for each of classical and quantum backend are recorded. The total computation times for the
hybrid QC-MIQP stepwise decomposition method and the original MIQP problem solved with
Gurobi, along with the obtained objective function values, are reported in Table 4 for each of the

manufacturing cell formation instances.
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Figure 5. Hybrid QC-MIQP stepwise decomposition method for solving the manufacturing cell
formation problem

In this section, we consider manufacturing cell formation problems of various sizes. The
instances are chosen such that their problem sizes increase gradually in terms of both continuous
and binary variables. It is also ensured that a feasible solution exists for each of these randomly

generated instances. This is achieved by fixing the number of available machines that satisfy
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capacity constraints to the ratio of total time required for all processing operations and the total
available operating time. The size of manufacturing cell formation problem depends on the number
of types of parts to be processed, number of machines available and the number of cells permitted.
Problem sizes for the used manufacturing cell formation instances are also reported in Table 4.
The largest instance solved with 75 parts, 70 machines, and 15 cells comprises of 1,050 binary
variables, 1,125 continuous variables and 1,270 constraints in the MIQP problem. Size of this
MIQP problem increases with the product of the numbers of parts and cells, and the number of
machines and cells as well. It is also interesting to note that the size of QUBO problem in the QC
step is fixed throughout the decomposition procedure and comprises of an equal number of binary
variables as the original MIQP problem. We also consider a small instance with five parts and
machines to be divided into two cells to illustrate the application of the manufacturing cell
formation problem in Figure 6. The interactions between machines and parts processed by them
are represented by lines in this figure. The objective of manufacturing cell formation problem is
to arrange these parts and machines into cells such that inter-cell movement cost along with
resource under-utilization is minimized. In this case, formation of cells results in no inter-cell

movement and is represented by Figure 6b.

a) Initial problem b) After cell formation

Figure 6. Interactions between the machines and the processed parts a) before cell formation, and
b) after cell formation.

From the computational results presented in Table 4, it can be clearly seen that the proposed
hybrid QC-MIQP stepwise decomposition method performs more efficiently than the conventional
Gurobi solver in terms of both solution quality and computation time for medium to large size

problems. The mixed-integer programming solver Gurobi utilizes an advanced branch-and-cut
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algorithm that can quickly and robustly solve MIQP problems. The MIQP problems with fewer
variables and constraints, can therefore be solved much more efficiently than the proposed hybrid
QC-MIQP stepwise decomposition method. The performance of Gurobi solver deteriorates
beyond instances with 500 binary variables, and a clear quantum advantage is perceived with the
hybrid QC-MIQP stepwise decomposition method. There were no specific trends observed for the
number of iterations required for convergence to the optimal solution, in the decomposition
procedure. It can also be observed that larger manufacturing cell formation instances could not be
solved to optimality by the state-of-the-art mixed-integer programming solver Gurobi, while the
proposed hybrid QC-MIQP stepwise decomposition method obtains optimal or near-optimal
solutions with almost half of that time. Although classical resource utilization time is much less
compared to the quantum time, it should be noted that quantum time does not only represent
annealing time exclusively, but also includes the time required to partition the large QUBO
problems in the QC step.

Although the MIQP problem of manufacturing cell formation is loosely constrained, the main
disadvantage faced when solving this problem with mixed-integer programming solver is the
quadratic nature of its objective function. Size of the dual LP problem is much larger than that of
its quadratic variant, but this problem can be solved with ease by a linear solver. As mentioned
earlier, problem size in the QC step remains constant throughout the decomposition procedure,
and hence the corresponding QUBO problem can be efficiently solved after an embedding scheme
is determined for this QUBO problem by simply changing edge and node weights. The heuristic
nature of QC techniques when combined with the deterministic aspect of solvers like Gurobi can

prove beneficial, and is demonstrated through this manufacturing cell formation application.
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Table 4. Computational results of the manufacturing cell formation problems

Parts Machines Cells Continuous Binary Gurobi 8 Hybrid QC-MIQP stepwise decomposition method
variables  variables
Time (s) Min Iterations Time (s) Min
obj. Classical Quantum Total obj.
10 10 4 40 40 0.09 771 25 5 0.97 6.38 771
20 25 5 100 125 6 6,467 20 7 13,747 13,754 6,467
25 30 7 175 210 8 9,197 24 36 32,540 32,566 9,243
35 35 8 280 280 180 16,130 29 30 25,827 25,857 16,130
45 40 9 405 360 36,006 18,913 25 42 22,854 22,896 18,913
45 45 9 405 405 17,322 26,573 29 54 24,164 24218 26,753
50 50 10 500 500 75,448 32,065 26 83 38,819 38,902 32,065
50 60 10 500 600 86,400*  37,105% 29 116 46,316 46,432 37,105
75 60 15 1,125 900 86,400*  55,478% 27 178 45,311 45,489 55478
75 70 15 1,125 1,050 86,400* 59,888 ? 31 253 75,409 75,662 59,888

* Timeout of 24 hours (86,400 CPUs) reached and the best solution found is reported.

2 The optimality gap for best solution found is more than 34% after running for 24 hours.
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7. QC for Vehicle Routing

An important logistics optimization problem is the vehicle routing problem. This problem is
concerned with determining an optimal set of routes for a fleet of vehicles in order to serve a given
set of customers or locations, in order to minimize the total transportation cost [68]. Operational
constraints must also be satisfied when minimizing the global transportation cost. Due to the
versatile nature and richness in terms of real-world applicability, the vehicle routing problem has
attracted significant attention [69]. In addition, the vehicle routing problem leads to challenging
formulations that belong to the NP-hard computational complexity class and requires development
of sophisticated solution strategies [70]. Sophisticated exact solution techniques based on integer
programming like branch-and-cut and branch-and-prize can solve medium-sized vehicle routing
problems, but success of these methods depend on the model formulation [71]. As most of the real-
world applications consist of hundreds of customers or locations to be serviced, the focus has
largely been on the development of approximate solution techniques that can provide high-quality
solutions within reasonable computation time. Heuristic and metaheuristic algorithms can be
directly applied to several variants of the vehicle routing problem [41, 72], but such techniques are
context dependent and require careful parameter tuning to obtain good-quality solutions [73, 74].
Hybrid techniques can combine different components of both exact and heuristic search schemes

to overcome such difficulties.

7.1. Model Formulation

Mathematical programming formulations for the vehicle routing problems can be broadly
classified into two categories, namely the vehicle flow formulation and the set partitioning
formulation [75]. The vehicle flow formulation leads to a compact model, while the set partitioning
formulation has a large number of variables to represent all possible routes but fewer constraints.
Here we consider the quadratic vehicle flow model for a variant of the capacitated vehicle routing
problem. The purpose of this quadratic formulation is to significantly reduce the number of
constraints, so that it can also serve as a basis for more complicated vehicle routing problem
variants [76]. This formulation involves a vertex set V representing the customer and depot
locations, where the vertex 0 represents the depot. Customers are to be serviced by the available
vehicles in set H. Set N is a collection of steps covered by the vehicle. The maximum number of

allowable steps for a vehicle is equal to the number of vertices so as to avoid multiple visits to the
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same location. The cost of travelling from location i € V to location j € V is denoted by Cj;, and
the working time for the same pair of locations is represented by Wj;. The working time and travel
costs between two locations are not considered to be proportional as the costs and time are
influenced by several external factors, thus mimicking real-world conditions.

The vehicle routing problem aims to determine at most |H| optimal routes such that specific
design requirements are satisfied along with operational constraints, while minimizing total travel
cost/time or maximizing profits. The decision variables in this model are the set of binary variables

xl-”p that indicate whether the customer location i € V is visited by vehicle v € H at step p € N of

its route. Using the above described variables and parameters, the vehicle flow model for the

vehicle routing problem can be written as follows.

Z Z Z Z CiXipXipa1

veH i€V jeV peN (29)

min —
DIDIPIP I

veH i€V jeV peN

st Y Y x =1, VieV\{0} (30)
veH peN
Z xLsz;H, VpeN,Vve H (31)
ieV\{0} ieV
x,€i0,l}, VveH,VpeN\VieV (32)

The objective of this problem in (29) is to minimize the logistic ratio defined as the ratio of
total cost incurred to the overall resources spent to serve the customers. Such fractional objective
function formulations have been previously applied to real-world large-scale routing problems
with inventory management [77]. The numerator of objective function in this IQFP model
indicates the total travelling cost of vehicles; the denominator represents the total working time
used to serve all the customer locations. Each customer must be visited and serviced only once by
exactly one vehicle, as given by constraint (30). The set V\{0} represents all the customer
locations only, where the 0™ vertex is the depot location. Constraint (31) enforces that a vehicle
servicing a customer must leave for another customer or return to the depot in the next step of its
route. We do not place any capacity restrictions on the vehicle, and assume complete flexibility of

its demand and supply operations. The demand capacity constraints are not considered in this
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vehicle flow model. However, such constraints can be easily incorporated into this formulation to

facilitate the formulation of some complex variants of the vehicle routing problem.

7.2. Hybrid QC-1QFP Parametric method

As mentioned above, the vehicle routing problem is an IQFP problem that involves a fractional
objective function. Notably, fractional programs have been known to be intrinsically difficult to
optimize globally [78]. Because of its combinatorial nature and pseudo-convexity, the IQFP
problem can be computationally intractable [79]. Moreover, the quadratic terms in the fractional
objective function adds to the complexity of this problem, resulting in a challenging optimization
problem that could be difficult to handle by off-the-shelf MINLP solvers directly. To tackle this
computationally challenging problem, we develop a hybrid algorithm which adopts an efficient
parametric algorithm [80] along with sophisticated QC-based techniques.

The vehicle routing problem given in Eq. (29)-(32) can be solved using the proposed hybrid
QC-IQFP parametric method. This method uses an extension of inexact parametric algorithm as a
basis framework for the global optimization of fractional programming problems [80]. The
proposed hybrid parametric method revolves around the idea of iteratively solving the problem in
the QC step until convergence is achieved. The objective of QC step in (33) is to determine the set
of optimal routes for the formulated vehicle routing problem. Solving the problem in the QC step
minimizes the Hamiltonian H that takes the form of a QUBO problem. This Hamiltonian comprises
of two separate Hamiltonians Hos and H. shown in the QC step that correspond to the quadratic
objective function and the route and service constraints, respectively. The model in the QC step
uses a parameter A that is dynamic in nature and changes with each iteration. Penalty weight 4 in
the QUBO problem also changes with each iteration and is set considerably higher than any
coefficient in Hop. Thus, the QUBO problem in the QC step is dynamic in nature, but the size of
this QUBO problem remains constant with the number of binary variables equal to that of variables

in the original IQFP problem.
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min H = Hobj +AH,

st H, =3 S S (Cy =AW, ) xx,

veH ieV jeV peN

ZE P

ieV\{0}\ veH peN

Yy

veH peN \ ieV \{0}

v
Z Xip

QC step (33)

v
Zx[pﬂ

ieV

;

The proposed QC-IQFP parametric method exploits the deterministic aspect of inexact

parametric algorithm and quantum search to obtain solutions for the quadratic objective function.

Solution obtained by solving the QUBO problem in the QC step lie within the feasible search space

of the original IQFP vehicle routing problem. Details of this hybrid parametric algorithm are

provided in Figure 7 below.

Hybrid QC-IQFP parametric method

iter « 0,4 « 0,0bj « +,8 « 107°

2: while | A —obj| > §,do
3: iter « iter +1
4: Solve the Hamiltonian A in QC step given by Eq. (33).
5: if infeasible solution is returned
6: No solution exists.
7 Stop procedure and exit the loop.
8: else
9: Return partial optimal solution %,
10: end if
11: obj « A
12: 1 e Yo,ijp CijRipXjp+1
Zv,i,j P Wij f:;)%l,:) +1
21:  end while
22: return %j,,0bj

Figure 7. Hybrid QC-IQFP parametric method for solving vehicle routing problem
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The parametric solution strategy is initialized by setting the parameter A to zero and a user-
defined tolerance value. An outer loop of this algorithm keeps track of the parameter values and
the number of iterations. During each iteration of the process, problem in the QC step is solved

using a quantum processor to obtain a set of feasible vehicle routes denoted by X;,. Using this set

of routes, the objective function value is computed for the original IQFP problem given in (29).
The absolute difference between this fractional objective function and the parameter A is used to
determine the convergence criteria. For the algorithm to stop iterating, this absolute difference

should be less than or equal to the pre-defined tolerance value. Upon reaching convergence, the

v

partial solution %,

is returned as an optimal solution to the vehicle routing problem. The algorithm

continues if convergence criteria is not met, and the problem parameters A and A4 in the QC step
are updated. The parameter A is updated to assume a new value equal to that of previously
computed fractional objective function value. The problem in the QC step with updated parameter
values is solved repeatedly until an optimal solution for the vehicle routing problem is found. It
should be noted that programming functions like updating parameter values and checking
convergence criteria are performed on a CPU-based classical computer. The inexact parametric
method has been demonstrated to converge to a global optimum, within a finite number of
iterations [80]. Due to QC’s probabilistic nature, the QC step does not always guarantee a solution
with less than 100% optimality gap. It should be noted that the proposed method is heuristic in
nature and always converges provided that a feasible solution exists at each step of the hybrid QC-
IQFP parametric method. The proposed hybrid QC-IQFP parametric method uses the inexact
parametric algorithm [80] as a support framework combined with QC-based solution techniques
to solve the vehicle routing problems. Since a global optimal solution is not required at each step
of the parametric algorithm, a quantum computer can be exploited to obtain near-optimal solution

for the formulated QUBO problem at the corresponding step.

7.3. Computational Results

Computational experiments are conducted based on vehicle routing instances of various sizes
to test the computational efficiency of the proposed hybrid QC-IQFP parametric method. The
vehicle routing problem here is an IQFP problem and can be solved using MINLP solvers Bonmin

and BARON. It is important to note that BARON is a global optimization solver, meaning that the
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optimal solutions obtained by BARON are the global optimal values for the corresponding vehicle
routing instances. A 24-hour time limit is enforced on both MINLP solvers for a more appropriate
comparison with the hybrid parametric method. The classical computer mentioned in Section 3 is
used to solve the IQFP instances. The same machine is used as a classical backend for the hybrid
QC-IQFP parametric method to perform simple computations and value comparisons. Problems
in the QC step are solved on the quantum processor. Additionally, large Hamiltonians
corresponding to the QC step are solved using gbsolv tool with the same quantum processor as its
backend. The sub-QUBOs are compiled and run on the quantum processor reported in Section 3.
The computational times for both classical and hybrid quantum procedures were recorded at each
step, and the required total time is reported in Table 5 for each considered instance.

The size of the IQFP vehicle routing problem depends on the number of customer locations
and available vehicles. It should also be noted that problem sizes exhibit a quadratic growth with
the number of customers to be serviced. The problem sizes increase sequentially by changing the
number of customer locations and vehicles in an ordered manner to identify any trends with respect
to computation time and solution quality. Problem sizes for all instances are also reported in Table
5. Here, the largest vehicle routing instance consists of 12 customer locations and 4 available
vehicles, corresponding to the problem size of 676 binary variables and 60 constraints in the
quadratic fractional programming problem. Although the QUBO problem in the QC step changes
dynamically with each iteration, the size of this problem remains fixed and equal to the size of the
original IQFP problem. In order to illustrate the application of this vehicle routing model, we also
consider an instance with 5 customer locations to be serviced using 2 vehicles as shown in Figure
8. Solution to this problem yields two optimal routes utilizing both available vehicles as shown in
this figure. These optimal routes minimize the logistic ratio, which is the fractional objective
function, while making sure that each route begins and ends at the depot. Also as seen in the
illustration, each customer is visited only once as enforced by the defined constraints. In this case,
both vehicles have been assigned a route, but under-utilization of vehicles is also possible for some
vehicle routing problems.

It can be clearly seen that the hybrid QC-IQFP parametric method obtains high quality
solutions within reasonable computation times, by comparing the computational times and
objective function values reported in Table 5 for each solution strategy. This method also performs

better than the MINLP solvers Bonmin and global optimizer BARON by using less computation
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time for medium and large-sized instances. Even for small vehicle routing problems, the QUBO
problem corresponding to the QC step cannot be directly embedded on the quantum computer. The
proposed hybrid QC-IQFP parametric method requires longer computation time to solve these
vehicle routing problems as the QUBO problem needs to be partitioned into smaller subproblems
during each iteration of the hybrid method. Performance of BARON starts deteriorating beyond
problem sizes with 128 variables, and Bonmin exhibits poor performance at relatively larger
instances. Deviation from the global optimum is also observed in some cases with both Bonmin
solver and the hybrid QC-IQFP parametric method, but this deviation lies within 10% from its
global optimum. The hybrid QC-IQFP parametric method obtains a solution within 2 hours in case
of medium size instances. Similarly, for larger instances, both nonlinear solvers could not find an
optimal solution after 24 hours, while the proposed hybrid QC-IQFP parametric method obtains a
near-optimal solution within 10 hours of computation time. Unlike any of the previous case studies,
the time required by the hybrid strategy reflects the majority of the computation time used by the

quantum processor and the time required to partition large QUBO problems.

(a) Possible feasible routes (b) Optimal routes

Figure 8. Vehicle routing problem with two available vehicles showing a) all possible routes and
b) optimal routes for each vehicle

Without any operational constraints like the demand or capacity constraints, this vehicle

routing problem is relatively loosely constrained. Despite this fact, classical MINLP solvers face
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difficulty in tackling quadratic fractional problems. Furthermore, computational performance of
the hybrid QC-IQFP parametric method can be improved by using the same embedding scheme
for the QUBO problem in the QC step, since the size of the QUBO problem remains fixed
throughout the process. Lowering the acceptable tolerance level can also improve the solution
quality. QC’s probabilistic nature can obstruct the performance of the proposed hybrid QC-IQFP
parametric method by impeding the algorithm from reaching convergence. With the growing
scalability and improving qubit error-correction schemes, the heuristic nature of the hybrid QC-
based method can be subdued to further compete with any tailored solution algorithm for solving
IQFP problems. Overall, the hybrid QC-IQFP parametric algorithm performs better than general
purpose MINLP solvers in solving large IQFP problems in terms of computational time and
solution quality in some cases. This hybrid QC-based method can be used competitively with other
MINLP solvers in solving large-scale IQFP problems and would lead to economic benefits when

applied to vehicle routing problems.

8. Conclusions

In this paper, we proposed hybrid QC-based solution strategies for solving large-scale mixed-
integer optimization problems. The applicability of hybrid QC-based algorithms was demonstrated
through application problems of practical relevance, namely, the molecular conformation problem,
job-shop scheduling problem, manufacturing cell formation problem, and the vehicle routing
problem. The molecular conformation problem was reformulated into a QUBO problem and
solved directly using the hybrid QC partitioning algorithm. In the second application, the job-shop
scheduling problem was solved with a proposed hybrid QC-MILP decomposition method.
Moreover, the hybrid QC-MIQP stepwise decomposition method was developed specifically to
solve the manufacturing cell formation problem. We further proposed a hybrid QC-IQFP
parametric method to solve the vehicle routing problem. The computational results showed that
the proposed hybrid QC-based algorithms clearly outperformed general-purpose state-of-the-art
exact solvers for solving large-scale mixed-integer optimization problems. Although the exact
solvers were efficient in solving small-scale problems, a clear quantum advantage was perceived
with hybrid QC-based solution techniques for large-scale optimization problems. The performance
of the proposed hybrid QC-based solution strategies was independent of the annealing-based QC
device used to perform quantum computations, and may improve with the scalability of such

devices.
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Table 5. Computational results of the vehicle routing problems

Customer  Vehicles Binary Bonmin 15 Baron 19.7.3 Hybrid QC-IQFP parametric method
locations variables
Time (s) Min Time (s) Min Iterations Time (s) Min
obj. obj. obj.
3 2 32 1.80 0.68 1.04 0.68 3 0.14 0.68
5 2 72 15 0.5 7 0.5 3 497 0.50
6 2 98 46 0.49 44 0.45 4 682 0.45
7 2 128 103 0.40 1630 0.40 3 1,132 0.4
8 3 243 2,124 0.26 86,400* 0.26 3 924 0.26
9 3 300 7,921 0.21 86,400%* 0.21 4 1,059 0.21
10 3 363 15,590 0.40 86,400* 0.37 5 3,415 0.40
11 3 432 36,246 0.32 86,400* 0.31 15 5,813 0.33
11 4 576 86,400* -- 86,400* 0.27 4 3,573 0.28
12 4 676 86,400%* -- 86,400%* 0.24 77 35,299 0.28

* Timeout of 24 hours (86,400 CPUs) reached and no solution is returned.
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Nomenclature

Molecular Conformations

Parameters
S Penalty parameter for each bond pair
€ Depth of Leonard-Jones potential well
Ib Bond length
rij Distance between locations of atoms i and j
o Leonard-Jones pairwise distance at which potential is minimum
Uiji Potential energy contribution due to atoms i and £ at locations j and /, respectively
U iLj] Potential energy contribution due to pairwise interaction between atoms i and j
U l-bjond Potential energy contribution due to presence of bonds between atoms i and j

Binary variables

Xij Binary variable that indicates whether atom i is placed at location j

Job-shop Scheduling

Sets

~

set of jobs or orders

M set of machines
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Parameters

Cim Processing cost of job i on machine m
Di Due date for processing job i

Pim Processing time for job i on machine m
Ri Release date of job i

Binary variables
Xim Binary variables that indicates whether job i is processed on machine m

Vij Binary variable denoting whether job j is processed after job i on the same machine

Continuous variables

1si Start time of job i

Manufacturing Cell Formation

Sets
M set of machines
P set of parts
R set of cells
Parameters
aij Whether part i requires machine j
ci Inter-cell movement cost per unit of part i
0ij Number of times part i requires operation on machine j
uij Cost of part i not utilizing machine j
Vi Number of units of part i

Binary variables

Vik Binary variable that indicates whether machine j is in cell &

Continuous variables

Xik Whether part i is processed on cell £
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Vehicle Routing

Sets
H set of vehicles
N set of steps
V set of vertices or locations
Parameters
Ci Cost of travel from location i to location j
Wi Working time used up on route between location i and location j
Binary variables
Xin Binary variable denoting whether vehicle v visits customer location i at step p
References

[1] S. Koziel and X.-S. Yang, Computational optimization, methods and algorithms vol. 356.
Berlin: Springer, 2011.

[2] T. F. Edgar, D. M. Himmelblau, and L. S. Lasdon, Optimization of chemical processes.
New York: McGraw-Hill, 2001.

[3] L. T. Biegler and I. E. Grossmann, "Retrospective on optimization," Computers &
Chemical Engineering, vol. 28, pp. 1169-1192, 2004.

(4] I. E. Grossmann and L. T. Biegler, "Part II. Future perspective on optimization," Computers
& Chemical Engineering, vol. 28, pp. 1193-1218, 2004.
[5] C. A. Floudas and C. E. Gounaris, "A review of recent advances in global optimization,"

Journal of Global Optimization, vol. 45, pp. 3-38, 2009.

[6] S. Kirkpatrick, C. D. Gelatt, and M. P. Vecchi, "Optimization by Simulated Annealing," in
New Series, 1983, pp. 671-680.

[7] C. R. Reeves, "Genetic Algorithms," in Handbook of Metaheuristics, ed, 2010, pp. 109-
139.

[8] M. Gendreau and J.-Y. Potvin, "Tabu Search," in Handbook of Metaheuristics, ed, 2010,
pp. 41-59.

[9] C. A. Mack, "Fifty Years of Moore's Law," IEEE Transactions on Semiconductor
Manufacturing, vol. 24, pp. 202-207, 2011.

46



[10]

[11]

[12]
[13]
[14]

[15]

[16]
[17]
[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]
[23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

[28]

M. A. Nielsen and 1. L. Chuang, Quantum Computation and Quantum Information:
Cambridge University Press, 2010.

P. W. Shor, "Algorithms for quantum computation: discrete logarithms and factoring,"
presented at the Proceedings 35th Annual Symposium on Foundations of Computer
Science, 1994.

L. K. Grover, "Quantum Mechanics Helps in Searching for a Needle in a Haystack,"
Physical Review Letters, vol. 79, pp. 325-328, 1997.

A. W. Harrow, A. Hassidim, and S. Lloyd, "Quantum algorithm for linear systems of
equations," Physical Review Letters, vol. 103, 2009.

A. Montanaro, "Quantum algorithms: an overview," Npj Quantum Information, vol. 2, p.
15023, 2016.

G. E. Santoro and E. Tosatti, "Optimization using quantum mechanics: Quantum annealing
through adiabatic evolution," Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and General, vol. 39,
2006.

J. Preskill. (2018, Quantum Computing in the NISQ era and beyond. arXiv e-prints.
Available: https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018arXiv180100862P

A. Ajagekar and F. You, "Quantum computing for energy systems optimization:
Challenges and opportunities," Energy, vol. 179, pp. 76-89, 2019.

T. S. Humble and E. P. DeBenedictis, "Quantum Realism," Computer, vol. 52, pp. 13-17,
2019.

C. Coffrin, H. Nagarajan, and R. Bent. (2017, Evaluating Ising Processing Units with
Integer Programming. arXiv e-prints. Available:
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017arXiv170700355C

T. T. Tran, M. Do, E. G. Rieffel, J. Frank, Z. Wang, B. O'Gorman, et al., "A hybrid
quantum-classical approach to solving scheduling problems," in Symposium on
Combinatorial Search.

E. G. Rieffel, D. Venturelli, B. O’Gorman, M. B. Do, E. M. Prystay, and V. N. Smelyanskiy,
"A case study in programming a quantum annealer for hard operational planning
problems," Quantum Information Processing, vol. 14, pp. 1-36, 2015.

Y. Wang, Y. Li, Z.-q. Yin, and B. Zeng, "16-qubit IBM universal quantum computer can
be fully entangled," npj Quantum Information, vol. 4, p. 46, 2018.

E. Gibney, "D-Wave upgrade: How scientists are using the world's most controversial
quantum computer," Nature, vol. 541, pp. 447-448, 2017.

L. Gyongyosi. (2018, Quantum Circuit Designs for Gate-Model Quantum Computer
Architectures. arXiv e-prints. Available:
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018arXiv180302460G

T. Kadowaki and H. Nishimori, "Quantum annealing in the transverse Ising model,"
Physical Review E - Statistical Physics, Plasmas, Fluids, and Related Interdisciplinary
Topics, vol. 58, pp. 5355-5363, 1998.

D. Aharonov, W. van Dam, J. Kempe, Z. Landau, S. Lloyd, and O. Regev, "Adiabatic
Quantum Computation is Equivalent to Standard Quantum Computation," SIAM Journal
on Computing, vol. 37, pp. 166-194, 2007.

E. Zahedinejad and A. Zaribafiyan. (2017, Combinatorial Optimization on Gate Model
Quantum Computers: A Survey. arXiv e-prints. Available:
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017arXiv1708052947Z

H. Johnston. (2011, Quantum-computing firm opens the box. Available: physicsworld.com

47



[29]
[30]
[31]
[32]

[33]

[34]

[35]

[36]

[37]

[38]

[39]

[40]

[41]
[42]
[43]
[44]
[45]

[46]

[47]

A. Lucas, "Ising formulations of many NP problems," Frontiers in Physics, vol. 2, 2014.
C. Klymko, B. D. Sullivan, and T. S. Humble, "Adiabatic quantum programming: minor
embedding with hard faults," Quantum Information Processing, vol. 13, pp. 709-729,2014.
K. E. Hamilton and T. S. Humble, "Identifying the minor set cover of dense connected
bipartite graphs via random matching edge sets," Quantum Information Processing, vol.
16, p. 94, 2017.

T. D. Goodrich, B. D. Sullivan, and T. S. Humble, "Optimizing adiabatic quantum program
compilation using a graph-theoretic framework," Quantum Information Processing, vol.
17, p. 118, 2018.

S. Okada, M. Ohzeki, M. Terabe, and S. Taguchi, "Improving solutions by embedding
larger subproblems in a D-Wave quantum annealer," Scientific Reports, vol. 9, p. 2098,
2019.

J. Cai, W. G. Macready, and A. Roy. (2014, A practical heuristic for finding graph minors.
arXiv e-prints. Available: https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014arXiv1406.2741C

T. S Humble, A. J McCaskey, R. S Bennink, J. J Billings, E. F D’Azevedo, B. D Sullivan,
et al., "An integrated programming and development environment for adiabatic quantum
optimization," Computational Science & Discovery, vol. 7, p. 015006, 2014.

D-Wave System Documentation (2018). Available:
https://docs.dwavesys.com/docs/latest/index.html

D. Venturelli, S. Mandra, S. Knysh, B. O’Gorman, R. Biswas, and V. Smelyanskiy,
"Quantum Optimization of Fully Connected Spin Glasses," Physical Review X, vol. 5, p.
031040, 2015.

V. S. Dencheyv, S. Boixo, S. V. Isakov, N. Ding, R. Babbush, V. Smelyanskiy, et al., "What
is the Computational Value of Finite-Range Tunneling?," Physical Review X, vol. 6, p.
031015, 2016.

A. Perdomo-Ortiz, N. Dickson, M. Drew-Brook, G. Rose, and A. Aspuru-Guzik, "Finding
low-energy conformations of lattice protein models by quantum annealing," Scientific
Reports, vol. 2, p. 571, 2012.

D. Venturelli, D. Marchand, and G. Rojo, "Job shop scheduling solver based on quantum
annealing," in Proc. of ICAPS-16 Workshop on Constraint Satisfaction Techniques for
Planning and Scheduling (COPLAS), pp. 25-34.

F. Neukart, G. Compostella, C. Seidel, D. von Dollen, S. Yarkoni, and B. Parney, "Traffic
Flow Optimization Using a Quantum Annealer," Frontiers in ICT, vol. 4, 2017.

J. C. Meza and M. L. Martinez, "Direct search methods for the molecular conformation
problem," Journal of Computational Chemistry, vol. 15, pp. 627-632, 1994.

D. Applegate and W. Cook, "A Computational Study of the Job-Shop Scheduling
Problem," ORSA Journal on Computing, vol. 3, pp. 149-156, 1991.

N. C. Suresh and J. M. Kay, Group technology and cellular manufacturing: a state-of-the-
art synthesis of research and practice. Boston: Springer Science & Business Media, 2012.
C. D. Maranas and C. A. Floudas, "Global minimum potential energy conformations of
small molecules," Journal of Global Optimization, vol. 4, pp. 135-170, 1994.

C. D. Maranas and C. A. Floudas, "A deterministic global optimization approach for
molecular structure determination," The Journal of chemical physics, vol. 100, pp. 1247-
1261, 1994.

A. T. Phillips and J. B. Rosen, "A Quadratic Assignment Formulation of the Molecular-
Conformation Problem," Journal of Global Optimization, vol. 4, pp. 229-241, 1994.

48



[48]

[49]

[50]

[51]

[52]

[53]
[54]

[55]

[56]

[57]

[58]

[59]

[60]

[61]

[62]

[63]

[64]

T. Babej, C. Ing, and M. Fingerhuth. (2018, Coarse-grained lattice protein folding on a
quantum annealer. arXiv e-prints. Available:
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018arXiv181100713B

N. M. D. Oliveira, R. M. D. A. Silva, and W. R. D. Oliveira, "QUBO formulation for the
contact map overlap problem," International Journal of Quantum Information, vol. 16, p.
1840007, 2018.

R. S. Judson, M. E. Colvin, J. C. Meza, A. Huffer, and D. Gutierrez, "Do intelligent
configuration search techniques outperform random search for large molecules?,"
International Journal of Quantum Chemistry, vol. 44, pp. 277-290, 1992.

T. F. Havel, I. D. Kuntz, and G. M. Crippen, "The combinatorial distance geometry method
for the calculation of molecular conformation. I. A new approach to an old problem,"
Journal of Theoretical Biology, vol. 104, pp. 359-381, 1983.

R. S. Maier, J. B. Rosen, and G. L. Xue, "A discrete-continuous algorithm for molecular
energy minimization," in Supercomputing '92:Proceedings of the 1992 ACM/IEEE
Conference on Supercomputing, 1992, pp. 778-786.

G. Xue, "Molecular conformation on the CM-5 by parallel two-level simulated annealing,"
Journal of Global Optimization, vol. 4, pp. 187-208, 1994.

M. Booth, S. P. Reinhardt, and A. Roy, "Partitioning Optimization Problems for Hybrid
Classical/Quantum Execution," 2017.

W. E. Hart, J.-P. Watson, and D. L. Woodruff, "Pyomo: modeling and solving
mathematical programs in Python," Mathematical Programming Computation, vol. 3, p.
219,2011.

J. Btazewicz, W. Domschke, and E. Pesch, "The job shop scheduling problem:
Conventional and new solution techniques," European Journal of Operational Research,
vol. 93, pp. 1-33, 1996.

H. Yu and W. Liang, "Neural network and genetic algorithm-based hybrid approach to
expanded job-shop scheduling," Computers & Industrial Engineering, vol. 39, pp. 337-
356, 2001.

I. Harjunkoski and I. E. Grossmann, "Decomposition techniques for multistage scheduling
problems using mixed-integer and constraint programming methods," Computers &
Chemical Engineering, vol. 26, pp. 1533-1552, 2002.

V. Jain and I. E. Grossmann, "Algorithms for hybrid MILP/CP models for a class of
optimization problems," Informs Journal on Computing, vol. 13, pp. 258-276, 2001.

U. Wemmerlév and N. L. Hyer, "Procedures for the part family/machine group
identification problem in cellular manufacturing," Journal of Operations Management, vol.
6, pp. 125-147, 1986.

G. Papaioannou and J. M. Wilson, "The evolution of cell formation problem methodologies
based on recent studies (1997-2008): Review and directions for future research," European
Journal of Operational Research, vol. 206, pp. 509-521, 2010.

J. S. Chen and S. S. Heragu, "Stepwise decomposition approaches for large scale cell
formation problems," European Journal of Operational Research, vol. 113, pp. 64-79,
1999.

R. Lazimy, "Mixed-integer quadratic programming," Mathematical Programming, vol. 22,
pp. 332-349, 1982.

D. Bienstock, "Computational study of a family of mixed-integer quadratic programming
problems," Mathematical Programming, vol. 74, pp. 121-140, 1996.

49



[65]

[66]

[67]

[68]
[69]
[70]

[71]

[72]

[73]

[74]

[75]

[76]
[77]

[78]

[79]

[80]

J. F. Benders, "Partitioning procedures for solving mixed-variables programming
problems," Numerische Mathematik, vol. 4, pp. 238-252, 1962.

Y. Chu and F. You, "Integration of Scheduling and Dynamic Optimization of Batch
Processes under Uncertainty: Two-Stage Stochastic Programming Approach and Enhanced
Generalized Benders Decomposition Algorithm," Industrial & Engineering Chemistry
Research, vol. 52, pp. 16851-16869, 2013.

Y. Chu and F. You, "Integrated Scheduling and Dynamic Optimization of Complex Batch
Processes with General Network Structure Using a Generalized Benders Decomposition
Approach," Industrial & Engineering Chemistry Research, vol. 52, pp. 7867-7885, 2013.
P. Toth and D. Vigo, "An Overview of Vehicle Routing Problems," in The Vehicle Routing
Problem, ed: Society for Industrial and Applied Mathematics, 2002, pp. 1-26.

B. L. Golden, S. Raghavan, and E. A. Wasil, The vehicle routing problem: latest advances
and new challenges vol. 43. Boston: Springer Science & Business Media, 2008.

J. K. Lenstra and A. H. G. R. Kan, "Complexity of vehicle routing and scheduling
problems," Networks, vol. 11, pp. 221-227, 1981.

P. Toth and D. Vigo, "Exact Solution of the Vehicle Routing Problem," in Fleet
Management and Logistics, T. G. Crainic and G. Laporte, Eds., ed Boston, MA: Springer
US, 1998, pp. 1-31.

S. Feld, C. Roch, T. Gabor, C. Seidel, F. Neukart, I. Galter, et al., "A Hybrid Solution
Method for the Capacitated Vehicle Routing Problem Using a Quantum Annealer,"
Frontiers in ICT, vol. 6, 2019.

G. Laporte, "The vehicle routing problem: An overview of exact and approximate
algorithms," European Journal of Operational Research, vol. 59, pp. 345-358, 1992.

G. Laporte, M. Gendreau, J. Y. Potvin, and F. Semet, "Classical and modern heuristics for
the vehicle routing problem," International Transactions in Operational Research, vol. 7,
pp- 285-300, 2000.

P. Munari, T. Dollevoet, and R. Spliet. (2016, A generalized formulation for vehicle
routing problems. arXiv e-prints. Available:
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016arXiv160601935M

P. Ji, H. Wu, and Y. Wu, "Quadratic Programming for the Vehicle Routing Problem,"
presented at the International Symposium on Operations Research and Its Applications.
T. Benoist, F. Gardi, A. Jeanjean, and B. Estellon, "Randomized Local Search for Real-
Life Inventory Routing," Transportation Science, vol. 45, pp. 381-398, 2011.

D. Yue, G. Guillen-Gosalbez, and F. You, "Global Optimization of Large-Scale Mixed-
Integer Linear Fractional Programming Problems: A Reformulation-Linearization Method
and Process Scheduling Applications," AIChE Journal, vol. 59, pp. 4255-4272, 2013.

Y. Chu and F. You, "Integration of production scheduling and dynamic optimization for
multi-product CSTRs: Generalized Benders decomposition coupled with global mixed-
integer fractional programming," Computers & Chemical Engineering, vol. 58, pp. 315-
333,2013.

Z. Zhong and F. You, "Globally convergent exact and inexact parametric algorithms for
solving large-scale mixed-integer fractional programs and applications in process systems
engineering," Computers & Chemical Engineering, vol. 61, pp. 90-101, 2014.

50



