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ABSTRACT 

This research investigates a multi-product, multi-echelon and multi-period vaccine supply 
chain (SC) network model under uncertainty and quality inspection errors. The objective 
function seeks optimizing the total cost (economic cost) of the SC. Moreover, the proposed 
model is formulated as a Mixed Integer Linear Programming problem (MILP) under multiple 
sources of uncertain parameters including demand, inspection errors, vaccine waste 
generated in healthcare centers, and defective treatment rate of vaccine waste. To provide 
meaningful solutions which are robust against future fluctuation of parameters, the robust 
optimization approach is utilized to incorporate the decision maker’s risk attitude under 
different type of uncertainty sets namely, box, polyhedral and combination of 
interval polyhedral. The performance of the proposed model is demonstrated through an 
illustrative example. The results show the effect of different types of uncertainties on the 
overall objective function. Managerial insights and research implications in terms of reverse 
vaccine SC is advised and future research directions are proposed. 

Keywords: vaccine supply chain, robust optimization,  inspection errors, uncertainty sets. 

1 INTRODUCTION AND LITERATURE REVIEW 

    Vaccines are one of the most cost-effective methods to contain outbreaks. Over years, 
vaccination has proven to be the most efficient way to prevent and control the spread of 
infectious diseases [1]. Vaccine supply chain has drastically affected by the emergence of 
COVID-19 pandemic in the last two-years. Therefore, distribution of vaccines become a 
challenge for policymakers. Moreover, the World Health Organization (WHO) defined 
priorities for containing epidemics by distributing mass vaccination (especially for 
developing countries) into three main priorities namely, products and packaging, 
immunization supply system efficiency, and environmental impact of immunization supply 
systems [2]. Recently, many researchers have extensively addressed these preferences in 
the literature in order to tackle the vaccine supply chain problems through its life cycle. 
Most importantly, a focus has been shaded on four components of the vaccine supply chain; 
product, production, allocation and distribution [2]. Vaccine delivery may take different 
levels to the patients, for instance, from supplier to distribution centers and finally to 
medical centers (hospitals, school/university medical centers), thus, the mass vaccination 
planning dilemma presents a difficulty for scholars and policymakers [3]. Another issue that 
may arise during a pandemic containment is the huge amounts of medical waste generated 
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from healthcare centers due to patient’s vaccination campaign. Because it is hazardous, 
this type of waste needs to be handled accordingly [4]. Consequently, vaccination waste 
represents an additional risk that needs to be handled with caution and disposed of so as 
to protect medical staff and those working on the containment effort [4]. Vaccine supply 
chain is prone to disruption by many factors, one of the major causes that may lead to 
shortages and stockouts of vaccines in the market is imperfect or contaminated items 
(defective items). As results, vaccine inspection could take place in different stages along 
its distribution to the end user.  
    Since the appearance of COVID-19 outbreak, many research have been conducted on 
vaccine supply chain. For instance, Gilani and Sahebi.[5] presented a mathematical model 
which propose a robust optimization model to address the vaccination distribution as an 
uncertain parameter, based on a polyhedral uncertainty set. Manupati et al.[6]  suggested 
a decision support in order to distribute the vaccine and give access to it. In terms of 
vaccine distribution, many aspects have been investigated in the literature; Bertsimas et 
al.[7] presented the location of vaccine facilities in the mass vaccination campaign using 
a data-driven method to optimize COVID-19 vaccine supply chain. Duijzer et al.[2] 
proposed a literature review on vaccine distribution where many structures and 
frameworks have been identified. 
    The existing literature on vaccine quality control along with its waste management need 
to be extended, since quite few works have combined these issues together in the literature.    
In contrast, cold supply chain has been drastically carried out during the past years in 
different setting.  
    To this end, the vaccine SC with inspection errors along with its waste are critical aspect 
for stakeholders during an outbreak like COVID-19, which limit the access to the vaccine 
items and cause shortages at the healthcare centers level. According to the conducted 
literature, vaccine SC with inspection errors and its waste management have not been 
addressed before in the literature, this motivates us to investigate the proposed problem. 
    The rest of the manuscript is structured as follows; first, we formulate the deterministic 
model and define the problem, then the robust convex optimization approach is introduced, 
the deterministic model is transformed into a robust counterpart program for all 
uncertainty sets, interval-polyhedral, polyhedral and box. Next, to validate the proposed 
model, an illustrative example is introduced; computational results and analysis are 
conducted. Finally, the paper is concluded with comprehensive discussion along with 
conclusion and future extensions. 

2 PROBLEM STATEMENT AND FORMULATION 

    In this work, a vaccine supply chain system comprised of multiple periods, multiproduct, 
and echelons are considered. The flow of vaccine is depicted in figure-1, and can be 
described as follows; the vaccine orders are received from suppliers(s) to a set of 
healthcare distribution centers for inspection, and then are moved to the healthcare 
centers according to the demand. Furthermore, due to a massive vaccination campaign, a 
considerable amount of vaccine waste is generated. Consequently, the vaccine wastes 
resulted from healthcare centers are shipped to vaccine waste storage centers along with 
defective items from the distribution centers. It is assumed that vaccine storage centers 
have an inventory in order to handle the massive vaccine waste generated from healthcare 
centers. Another reason of contemplating the inventory in the storage centers is that 
vaccine waste treatment centers have a defective treatment rate, which cannot treat all 
the generated vaccine waste directly due to machine breakdowns, periodic maintenance.     
Next, vaccine waste is transported to possible treatment facilities, in practice, these 
centers are devoted to treating special medical waste generated by hospitals and clinics 
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using specialized technology. Finally, the treated wastes are disposed through landfills. 
The supply chain facilities are considered to be fixed and predefined. The provided 
healthcare distribution centers serve as inspection unit in which the vaccine orders 
received are inspected and screened for any defects, in addition, type I & II errors (γ1 & γ2) 
assumed to occur during the inspection and considered as uncertain parameters. The 
objective function seeks to minimize the total cost of the proposed supply chain problem 
to better serve the healthcare centers with vaccine items and get dispose of vaccine waste 
generated in an efficient manner. 
The following are the problem’s primary presumptions: 
• It is assumed that items in the potential healthcare distribution centers are subject to 

partial disruption due to inspection errors. 
• Healthcare distribution centers consists of inspection units and warehouses. The 

received vaccine items are all inspected and screened for any defects in the inspection 
units and then moved to the warehouses. While defective items are discarded directly 
through the storage waste centers.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

2.1 Notation 

Sets Parameters 
S   Set of possible suppliers  s ∈ S. 
W Set of potential distribution centers w ∈ W. 
H  Set of healthcare centers  h ∈ H. 
O  Set of potential treatment centers  o ∈ O. 
G  Set of potential storage centers g ∈ G. 
L  Set of potential landfills l ∈ L. 
P  Set of vaccine products types  p ∈ P. 
T  Set of time periods t ∈ T. 

FSs  The fixed cost of supplier selection   s ∈ S at time t. 
FWw  The fixed cost of opening a warehouse w ∈ W at 
time t. 
FGg   The fixed cost of opening vaccine waste storage 
center g ∈ G at time t. 
FOo   The fixed cost of opening a treatment center o ∈
O at time t. 
FLl    The fixed cost of opening a landfill  l ∈ L at time t. 

Figure 1: Supply chain network for the proposed 
problem. 
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Decision variables Dhpt   The demand of vaccine items p ∈ P  in the 
healthcare center h ∈ H at time t. 
𝑉𝑉𝑉𝑉ht  The amount of vaccine waste generated in the 
healthcare center h ∈ H at time t. 
KWwp  Ordering cost per lot size of vaccine items p ∈
P incurred at the distribution center w ∈ W. 
HCWwp The inventory holding cost of vaccine items p ∈
P at the distribution center w ∈ W . 
php  The shortage cost of vaccine items in the healthcare 
center h ∈ H. 
csp   The purchasing cost per vaccine items  p ∈ P  at the 
supplier s ∈ S. 
HCGg  The holding cost of vaccine waste in the waste 
storage centers g ∈ G. 
TCo Treatment cost incurred in treatment center o ∈ O. 
Θ   The defective treatment rate in the potential 
treatment center o ∈ O. 
Iwp  Inspection cost of the vaccine items p ∈ P incurred 
at the distribution center w ∈ W.  
p     The probability of defective items. 
(1 − p)  The probability of non-defective items. 
p�  The apparent probability of defective items. 
(1 − p�) The apparent probability of non-defective items. 
𝛾𝛾1     Probability of type I error of inspection. 
𝛾𝛾2     Probability of type II error of inspection. 
TSsw  Transportation cost of vaccine from supplier to 
distribution center. 
TWwh Transportation cost of vaccine from distribution 
center to healthcare center. 
TGwg  Transportation cost of defective vaccine items 
from distribution center to waste storage center. 
THhg    Transportation cost of vaccine waste from 
healthcare centers to waste storage center. 
TMgo   Transportation cost of vaccine waste from the 
waste storage center to treatment center. 
TOol    Transportation cost of treated vaccine waste 
potential o landfills at time t. 
CSsp    The supplier capacity of vaccine  p ∈ P. 
CWwp  The distribution center capacity of vaccine p ∈ P. 
CGg     The waste storage center capacity g ∈ G. 
COo     The treatment center capacity, o ∈ O. 
CLl      The landfills capacity, l ∈ L. 
M        Big number. 

QSswpt  Amount of vaccine ordered from supplier  s ∈
S to distribution centers w ∈ W at time t. 
QWwhpt  Amount of vaccine shipped from distribution 
centers w ∈ W to healthcare centers h ∈ H at time t. 
QDwgpt   Amount of defective vaccine shipped from 
distribution centers  w ∈ W to vaccine waste storage 
center g ∈ G at time t. 
QUwhpt   Amount of unmet demand of vaccine items to 
the healthcare center h ∈ H at time t. 
QHhgt    Amount of vaccine waste shipped from 
healthcare centers h ∈ H  to vaccine waste storage 
centers  g ∈ G at time t. 
QGgot   Amount of vaccine waste shipped from waste 
storage centers  g ∈ G  to treatment facility  o ∈ O  at 
time t. 
QOolt   Amount of treated vaccine waste shipped from 
treatment centers o ∈ O to landfill l ∈ L at time t. 
INVgt    Inventory level of vaccine waste at the waste 
storage center g ∈ G at time t. 
Ywt  = 1: If an order is placed at time t. 0, otherwise. 
Sst    = 1: If a supplier s ∈ S is selected at time t, 0 
otherwise. 
Wwt = 1: If a distribution center w ∈ W is opened at 
time t, 0 otherwise. 
Ggt   = 1: If storage center is opened at time t, 0 
otherwise. 
Oot  = 1: If a treatment center  o ∈ O is opened at time 
t, 0 otherwise. 
Llt    = 1: If landfill  l ∈ L  is opened at time t, 0 
otherwise. 
 
Uncertain parameters 

D�hpt   The demand of vaccine items p ∈ P  in the 
healthcare center h ∈ H at time t. 
VW�ht The amount of vaccine waste generated in the 
healthcare center h ∈ H at time t. 
Θ�   The defective treatment rate in the potential 
treatment center o ∈ O. 
γ�1     Probability of type I error of inspection. 
γ�2     Probability of type II error of inspection. 

 
The deterministic problem is formulated as follows: 
 
𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀 𝑍𝑍1 = ��𝐹𝐹𝐹𝐹𝑠𝑠 ∗

𝑠𝑠∈𝑆𝑆 𝑡𝑡∈𝑇𝑇

𝐹𝐹𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡 + � � 𝐹𝐹𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤 ∗𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤𝑡𝑡
𝑤𝑤∈𝑊𝑊 𝑡𝑡∈𝑇𝑇

+ ��𝐹𝐹𝐹𝐹𝑔𝑔 ∗ 𝐹𝐹𝑔𝑔𝑡𝑡
𝑔𝑔∈𝐺𝐺 𝑡𝑡∈𝑇𝑇

 

+��𝐹𝐹𝐹𝐹𝑜𝑜 ∗ 𝐹𝐹𝑜𝑜𝑡𝑡
𝑜𝑜∈𝑂𝑂 𝑡𝑡∈𝑇𝑇

+   ��𝐹𝐹𝐹𝐹𝑙𝑙 ∗ 𝐹𝐹𝑙𝑙𝑡𝑡
𝑙𝑙∈𝐿𝐿 𝑡𝑡∈𝑇𝑇

 + �� � �𝑄𝑄𝐹𝐹𝑠𝑠𝑤𝑤𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡
𝑠𝑠𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝

∗ 𝑇𝑇𝐹𝐹𝑠𝑠𝑤𝑤𝑠𝑠
𝑤𝑤∈𝑊𝑊𝑠𝑠∈𝑆𝑆 𝑡𝑡∈𝑇𝑇

 

+� � �𝐾𝐾𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡 ∗ 𝑌𝑌𝑤𝑤𝑡𝑡 + �� � �  𝑄𝑄𝐹𝐹𝑠𝑠𝑤𝑤𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡 ∗ 𝑐𝑐𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡 
𝑠𝑠𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑤𝑤∈𝑊𝑊𝑠𝑠∈𝑆𝑆 𝑡𝑡∈𝑇𝑇

   
𝑠𝑠𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑤𝑤∈𝑊𝑊 𝑡𝑡∈𝑇𝑇

 

+�� � �(𝑄𝑄𝐹𝐹𝑠𝑠𝑤𝑤𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡 ∗ 𝐼𝐼𝑤𝑤𝑠𝑠)
𝑠𝑠𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝

+ �� � �(𝑄𝑄𝐹𝐹𝑠𝑠𝑤𝑤𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡 ∗ 𝐻𝐻𝐻𝐻𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤)
𝑠𝑠𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑤𝑤∈𝑊𝑊𝑠𝑠∈𝑆𝑆𝑡𝑡∈𝑇𝑇

 
𝑤𝑤∈𝑊𝑊𝑠𝑠∈𝑆𝑆 𝑡𝑡∈𝑇𝑇
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+� � ��𝑄𝑄𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤ℎ𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡 ∗ (1 − �̅�𝑝) ∗ 𝑇𝑇𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤ℎ𝑠𝑠
𝑠𝑠𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝ℎ∈𝐻𝐻𝑤𝑤∈𝑊𝑊 𝑡𝑡∈𝑇𝑇

 

+� � ��𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑤𝑤ℎ𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡 ∗ 𝑝𝑝ℎ𝑠𝑠
𝑠𝑠𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝ℎ∈𝐻𝐻

+ � � ��𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑤𝑤𝑔𝑔𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡 ∗ (�̅�𝑝) ∗ 𝑇𝑇𝐹𝐹𝑤𝑤𝑔𝑔
𝑠𝑠∈𝑝𝑝

   
𝑔𝑔∈𝐺𝐺𝑤𝑤∈𝑊𝑊 𝑡𝑡∈𝑇𝑇

  
𝑤𝑤∈𝑊𝑊 𝑡𝑡∈𝑇𝑇

 

+���𝑄𝑄𝐻𝐻ℎ𝑔𝑔𝑡𝑡 ∗ 𝑇𝑇𝐻𝐻ℎ𝑔𝑔 + ���𝑄𝑄𝐹𝐹𝑔𝑔𝑜𝑜𝑡𝑡 ∗ 𝑇𝑇𝑀𝑀𝑔𝑔𝑜𝑜 
𝑜𝑜∈𝑂𝑂𝑔𝑔∈𝐺𝐺 𝑡𝑡∈𝑇𝑇

   
𝑔𝑔∈𝐺𝐺ℎ∈𝐻𝐻 𝑡𝑡∈𝑇𝑇

 

+���𝑄𝑄𝐹𝐹𝑜𝑜𝑙𝑙𝑡𝑡 ∗ 𝑇𝑇𝐹𝐹𝑜𝑜𝑙𝑙
𝑙𝑙𝑝𝑝𝐿𝐿𝑜𝑜∈𝑂𝑂

+ ��𝐼𝐼𝐼𝐼𝑉𝑉𝑔𝑔𝑡𝑡 ∗ 𝐻𝐻𝐻𝐻𝐹𝐹𝑔𝑔 + ���𝑄𝑄𝐹𝐹𝑔𝑔𝑜𝑜𝑡𝑡 ∗ �1 − 𝛩𝛩�� ∗ 𝑇𝑇𝐻𝐻𝑜𝑜 
𝑜𝑜∈𝑂𝑂

  
𝑔𝑔∈𝐺𝐺𝑡𝑡∈𝑇𝑇

  

 𝑔𝑔∈𝐺𝐺𝑡𝑡∈𝑇𝑇

 
 𝑡𝑡∈𝑇𝑇

 

Subject to: 

(1) 

 

�𝑄𝑄𝐹𝐹𝑠𝑠𝑤𝑤𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡 ∗ (1 −  �̅�𝑝) ≥ �𝑄𝑄𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤ℎ𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡
ℎ∈𝐻𝐻𝑠𝑠∈𝑆𝑆

+ �𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑤𝑤𝑔𝑔𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡 ∗ �̅�𝑝
𝑔𝑔∈𝐺𝐺

   ∀ 𝑝𝑝,𝑤𝑤, 𝑡𝑡    (2) 

� 𝑄𝑄𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤ℎ𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡 ∗ (1 −  �̅�𝑝) + 𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑄ℎ𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡
𝑤𝑤∈𝑊𝑊

 ≥  𝑄𝑄�ℎ𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡     ∀ 𝑝𝑝, ℎ, 𝑡𝑡     (3) 

� 𝑄𝑄𝐹𝐹𝑠𝑠𝑤𝑤𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡 ≤ 𝐻𝐻𝐹𝐹𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠 ∗ 𝐹𝐹𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡
𝑤𝑤∈𝑊𝑊

    ∀ 𝑝𝑝, 𝑠𝑠, 𝑡𝑡              (4) 

�𝑄𝑄𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤ℎ𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡 ≤ 𝐻𝐻𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤𝑠𝑠 ∗ 𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤𝑡𝑡     ∀ 𝑝𝑝,𝑤𝑤, 𝑡𝑡 
ℎ∈𝐻𝐻

          (5) 

� 𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑤𝑤𝑔𝑔𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡 ∗ �̅�𝑝
𝑤𝑤∈𝑊𝑊

+ �𝑄𝑄𝐻𝐻ℎ𝑔𝑔𝑡𝑡
ℎ∈𝐻𝐻

≤ 𝐻𝐻𝐹𝐹𝑔𝑔 ∗ 𝐹𝐹𝑔𝑔𝑡𝑡     ∀ 𝑝𝑝,𝑔𝑔, 𝑡𝑡          (6) 

�𝑄𝑄𝐹𝐹𝑔𝑔𝑜𝑜𝑡𝑡 ∗ (1 − 𝛩𝛩�)
𝑔𝑔∈𝐺𝐺

 ≤ 𝐻𝐻𝐹𝐹𝑜𝑜 ∗ 𝐹𝐹𝑜𝑜𝑡𝑡    ∀𝑜𝑜, 𝑡𝑡       (7) 

�𝑄𝑄𝐹𝐹𝑜𝑜𝑙𝑙𝑡𝑡  
𝑜𝑜∈𝑂𝑂

≤ 𝐻𝐻𝐹𝐹𝑙𝑙 ∗ 𝐹𝐹𝑙𝑙𝑡𝑡     ∀ 𝑙𝑙, 𝑡𝑡          (8) 

�𝑄𝑄𝐻𝐻ℎ𝑔𝑔𝑡𝑡 = 𝑉𝑉𝑉𝑉�ℎ𝑡𝑡
𝑔𝑔∈𝐺𝐺

 ∀ ℎ, 𝑡𝑡         (9) 

𝐼𝐼𝐼𝐼𝑉𝑉𝑔𝑔𝑡𝑡 =  𝐼𝐼𝐼𝐼𝑉𝑉𝑔𝑔(𝑡𝑡−1) + � �𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑤𝑤𝑔𝑔𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡 ∗ �̅�𝑝
𝑠𝑠∈𝑝𝑝𝑤𝑤∈𝑊𝑊

+ �𝑄𝑄𝐻𝐻ℎ𝑔𝑔𝑡𝑡 −�𝑄𝑄𝐹𝐹𝑔𝑔𝑜𝑜𝑡𝑡 ∗ (1 − 𝛩𝛩�)
𝑜𝑜∈𝑂𝑂ℎ∈𝐻𝐻

  ∀ 𝑔𝑔, 𝑡𝑡   (10) 

𝐼𝐼𝐼𝐼𝑉𝑉𝑔𝑔𝑡𝑡 ≤ 𝐻𝐻𝐹𝐹𝑔𝑔 ∗ 𝐹𝐹𝑔𝑔𝑡𝑡     ∀ 𝑔𝑔, 𝑡𝑡 (11) 

�𝑄𝑄𝐻𝐻ℎ𝑔𝑔𝑡𝑡
ℎ∈𝐻𝐻

 + � �𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑤𝑤𝑔𝑔𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡 ∗ �̅�𝑝
𝑠𝑠∈𝑝𝑝𝑤𝑤∈𝑊𝑊

≤ �𝑄𝑄𝐹𝐹𝑔𝑔𝑜𝑜𝑡𝑡
𝑜𝑜∈𝑂𝑂

    ∀ 𝑔𝑔, 𝑡𝑡          (12) 

�𝑄𝑄𝐹𝐹𝑔𝑔𝑜𝑜𝑡𝑡 ∗ (1 − 𝛩𝛩�)
𝑔𝑔∈𝐺𝐺

≤�𝑄𝑄𝐹𝐹𝑜𝑜𝑙𝑙𝑡𝑡  
𝑙𝑙∈𝐿𝐿

    ∀ 𝑜𝑜, 𝑡𝑡          (13) 

�𝑄𝑄𝐹𝐹𝑠𝑠𝑤𝑤𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡 ≤ 𝑀𝑀 ∗ 𝑌𝑌𝑤𝑤𝑡𝑡   ∀
𝑠𝑠∈𝑆𝑆

𝑝𝑝,𝑤𝑤, 𝑡𝑡    (14) 

�𝑄𝑄𝐻𝐻ℎ𝑔𝑔𝑡𝑡 ≤ 𝑀𝑀 ∗ 𝐹𝐹𝑔𝑔𝑡𝑡   ∀ 
ℎ∈𝐻𝐻

𝑔𝑔, 𝑡𝑡   (15) 

𝐹𝐹𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡 ,𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤𝑡𝑡 ,𝐹𝐹𝑔𝑔𝑡𝑡 ,𝐹𝐹𝑜𝑜𝑡𝑡 , 𝐹𝐹𝑙𝑙𝑡𝑡 ,𝑌𝑌𝑤𝑤𝑡𝑡 ∈ {0,1} ∀ 𝑡𝑡 ∈ 𝑇𝑇, 𝑠𝑠 ∈ 𝐹𝐹,𝑤𝑤 ∈ 𝑉𝑉,𝑔𝑔 ∈ 𝐹𝐹, 𝑜𝑜 ∈ 𝐹𝐹, 𝑙𝑙 ∈ 𝐹𝐹 .      (16) 
𝑄𝑄𝐹𝐹𝑠𝑠𝑤𝑤𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡 ,𝑄𝑄𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤ℎ𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡 ,𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑤𝑤𝑔𝑔𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡 ,𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑤𝑤ℎ𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡 ,𝑄𝑄𝐻𝐻ℎ𝑔𝑔𝑡𝑡 ,𝑄𝑄𝐹𝐹𝑔𝑔𝑜𝑜𝑡𝑡 ,𝑄𝑄𝐹𝐹𝑜𝑜𝑙𝑙𝑡𝑡 , 𝐼𝐼𝐼𝐼𝑉𝑉𝑔𝑔𝑡𝑡  ≥ 0        (17) 

 

    Equation (1) minimizes the total cost of the SC; constraint (2) states that the order 
amount of vaccine items from the supplier should be greater than the amount of perfect 
and defective vaccine shipped from the Healthcare distribution centers to healthcare 
centers and from distribution centers to vaccine waste storages respectively. Constraint (3) 
maintain the demand in the healthcare center, constraint (4), (5), (6) ,(7), and (8) are 
capacity limitation for the supplier, warehouse vaccine waste storages, vaccine waste 
treatment centers and landfills respectively. (9) Ensure that the vaccine waste generated 
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in the healthcare centers equal to the total amount of vaccine waste shipped to the storage 
center. (10) Represents the inventory balance at the vaccine waste storages, (11) limits 
the vaccine waste inventory to not exceed the storage center capacity, (12) is the flow 
balance of vaccine waste and defective vaccine items shipped from healthcare centers and 
distribution centers respectively to vaccine waste storages. (13) Are the flow balance of 
vaccine wastes between treatment centers and landfills. (14) States that if an order is 
placed, a cost is incurred for each supplier. (15) Ensure the assignment of healthcare 
centers to the opened storage centers. (16) Are binary constraints, (17) is non-negativity 
constraints. 
    It is assumed that all vaccine units received from the supplier(s) are screened and 
inspected in the distribution centers. However, the inspection procedure is not error-free 
and two types of errors occur; type I error (γ1 ) is occurred when misclassifying of a 
conforming vaccine unit occurs, and type II error (γ2) is committed when a misclassifying 
of a non-conforming vaccine unit occurs. The probability of underlying errors is constant in 
all distribution centers. If the proportion of defective units in a vaccine order is denoted 
as p, then the apparent non-defective items probability is obtained as follows. 

(1 − 𝑝𝑝)(1 − 𝛾𝛾�1) + 𝑝𝑝 𝛾𝛾�2 = 1 − 𝛾𝛾�1 − 𝑝𝑝(1 − 𝛾𝛾�1 − 𝛾𝛾�2) = 1 −  �̅�𝑝   (18) 
Where 
�̅�𝑝 = 𝛾𝛾�1 + 𝑝𝑝(1 − 𝛾𝛾�1 − 𝛾𝛾�2)                                                                                

 
(19) 

The apparent probability of defective items. 
𝑝𝑝(1 −  𝛾𝛾�2) + (1 − 𝑝𝑝)(𝛾𝛾�1) = 𝑝𝑝 − 𝑝𝑝𝛾𝛾�2 − 𝑝𝑝𝛾𝛾�1 + 𝛾𝛾�1 = 𝛾𝛾�1 +  𝑝𝑝(1 − 𝛾𝛾�1 − 𝛾𝛾�2) = �̅�𝑝 (20) 

3 ROBUST CONVEX OPTIMIZATION 

    Robust optimization (RO) is young research field which has been developed in the last 2 
decades. RO is very practical, since it is suited to the available data at hand and leads 
tractable formulations [8]. Different approaches have been discussed in literature; the 
most well-known concepts are adjustable robust optimization introduced by Ben-Tal et 
al.[9], while interval and budget of uncertainty are coined by Bertsimas and Sim [10]. The 
proposed model is formulated following the approach provided by Li and al.[11], which has 
the flexibility of choosing the desired uncertainty (box, polyhedral, combined interval-
polyhedral) set based on the decision maker’s risk attitude. 
3.1 Definition  
    By considering uncertainty in the deterministic model the robust counterparts can be 
formulated by introducing the uncertain parameter within the desired studied set (box, 
polyhedral, combined interval-polyhedral). In the following we show the combined interval-
interval-polyhedral robust counterpart formulation based on Bertsimas and Sim [10], Li et 
al.[11]: 
Let consider the following deterministic linear optimization problem: 
𝑀𝑀𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚 𝑐𝑐𝑇𝑇𝑚𝑚𝑗𝑗 (21) 
𝑠𝑠. 𝑡𝑡. 𝐴𝐴 𝑚𝑚𝑗𝑗 ≤ 𝑏𝑏𝑗𝑗 (22) 

𝑚𝑚 𝜖𝜖 𝑋𝑋 (23) 
    Where  𝑐𝑐𝑇𝑇 ,  𝐴𝐴 , 𝑏𝑏𝑗𝑗  and 𝑋𝑋  are n-vector of coefficients, 𝑀𝑀 × 𝑀𝑀  matrix of coefficients 
consumptions, m-vector of the Right-Hand-Side (RHS) values, and the uncertainty set of 
solutions. Assume that  𝑐𝑐𝑇𝑇 ,  𝐴𝐴(𝑚𝑚𝑖𝑖𝑗𝑗)  and 𝑏𝑏𝑗𝑗  are uncertain parameters and considered as 
bounded, symmetric and independent. Then these parameters take the values in [𝑐𝑐𝑗𝑗 −
�̂�𝑐𝑗𝑗, 𝑐𝑐𝑗𝑗 + �̂�𝑐𝑗𝑗] , [𝑚𝑚𝑖𝑖𝑗𝑗 − 𝑚𝑚�𝑖𝑖𝑗𝑗 ,𝑚𝑚𝑖𝑖𝑗𝑗 + 𝑚𝑚�𝑖𝑖𝑗𝑗], and [𝑏𝑏𝑗𝑗 − 𝑏𝑏�𝑗𝑗, 𝑏𝑏𝑗𝑗 + 𝑏𝑏�𝑗𝑗]   where  𝑐𝑐𝑗𝑗  ,𝑚𝑚𝑖𝑖𝑗𝑗  and 𝑏𝑏𝑗𝑗  stand for the 
nominal value of the parameters; �̂�𝑐𝑗𝑗 and 𝑚𝑚�𝑖𝑖𝑗𝑗  depict the parameter’s perturbation. 
Then the equation can be rewritten as follows: 
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𝑀𝑀𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚��̃�𝑐𝑗𝑗
𝑗𝑗𝑝𝑝𝑗𝑗

𝑚𝑚𝑗𝑗 
(24) 

𝑠𝑠. 𝑡𝑡.   �𝑚𝑚�𝑖𝑖𝑗𝑗𝑚𝑚𝑗𝑗 ≤ 𝑏𝑏�𝑗𝑗    ∀ 𝑀𝑀𝜖𝜖 𝐼𝐼
𝑗𝑗𝑝𝑝𝑗𝑗

 (25) 

    Where c�j , a�ij and b�j represent the true values which are subject to uncertainty. 
Therefore, the above problem is formulated as follows: 

𝑀𝑀𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚�𝑐𝑐𝑗𝑗
𝑗𝑗𝑝𝑝𝑗𝑗

𝑚𝑚𝑗𝑗 + 𝑀𝑀0𝛤𝛤0 + �𝑝𝑝0𝑗𝑗
𝑗𝑗𝑝𝑝𝑗𝑗

 (26) 

𝑠𝑠. 𝑡𝑡.�𝑚𝑚𝑖𝑖𝑗𝑗𝑚𝑚𝑗𝑗 + [𝑀𝑀𝑖𝑖𝛤𝛤𝑖𝑖 + �𝑝𝑝𝑖𝑖𝑗𝑗 + 𝑝𝑝𝑖𝑖0
𝑗𝑗𝑝𝑝𝑗𝑗

] ≤ 𝑏𝑏𝑗𝑗    ∀ 𝑀𝑀𝜖𝜖 𝐼𝐼
𝑗𝑗𝑝𝑝𝑗𝑗

 (27) 

𝑀𝑀0 + 𝑝𝑝0𝑗𝑗 ≥ �̂�𝑐𝑗𝑗  ∀ 𝑗𝑗𝜖𝜖 𝐽𝐽0 (28) 
𝑀𝑀𝑖𝑖 + 𝑝𝑝𝑖𝑖𝑗𝑗 ≥ 𝑚𝑚�𝑗𝑗 ∀ 𝑗𝑗𝜖𝜖 𝐽𝐽𝑖𝑖 (29) 

𝑀𝑀𝑖𝑖 + 𝑝𝑝𝑖𝑖𝑜𝑜 ≥ 𝑏𝑏�𝑗𝑗 ∀ 𝑗𝑗𝜖𝜖 𝐽𝐽𝑖𝑖 (30) 

𝑀𝑀0, 𝑀𝑀𝑖𝑖,𝑝𝑝0𝑗𝑗,𝑝𝑝𝑖𝑖𝑗𝑗 ,𝑝𝑝𝑖𝑖0 ≥ 0 (31) 
 

    Where z0, zi, p0j, pij, pi0 are auxiliary variables,  Ji indicates the index subset containing 
the variable indices of coefficients which are subject to uncertainty. Γi is the adjustable 
uncertainty set parameter for the combined interval-polyhedral uncertainty set. 

3.2 Combined Interval-Polyhedral robust counterpart formulation 

    The proposed model is formulated as a robust convex optimization problem with 
different uncertainty sets; interval-polyhedral, polyhedral and box. 
 
Robust parameters Robust variables 

ΓDEF, ΓTR, ΓD, ΓVW   Polyhedral adjustable uncertain 
parameters for inspection errors, treatment rate, 
demand and vaccine waste respectively. 
p� ,Θ�o, Dhpt� , VWht�     Parameter deviation from 
nominal values for inspection errors, treatment 
rate, demand and vaccine waste respectively. 
 

Z7, Z8, Z9  Combined interval-polyhedral auxiliary 
variables. 

mDEF, Wwhpt
DEF  , Wwgpt

DEF , Wswpt
DEF   Auxiliary variable to the 

change in inspection errors. 
mTR, Wgot

TR , Whgt
TR     Auxiliary variable to the change in 

treatment rate. 
mD, Whpt

D     Auxiliary variable to the change in demand. 
mVW, Wht

VW  Auxiliary variable to the change in vaccine 
waste. 

 

    The combined interval-polyhedral robust counterpart is formulated by taking into 
consideration the uncertainties in the objective function and changing them into 
constraints; (for the proof see Li et al. [11]). 
The constraints contain uncertain parameters are replaced by its robust counterparts then 
added to the deterministic model as follows.  
 

𝑍𝑍7 −� � ��𝑄𝑄𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤ℎ𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡 ∗ 𝑇𝑇𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤ℎ𝑠𝑠 ∗ (1 − �̅�𝑝) −� � ��𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤ℎ𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡
𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷

𝑠𝑠𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝ℎ∈𝐻𝐻𝑤𝑤∈𝑊𝑊 𝑡𝑡∈𝑇𝑇

  − 𝛤𝛤𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 ∗ 𝑀𝑀𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷
𝑠𝑠𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝ℎ∈𝐻𝐻𝑤𝑤∈𝑊𝑊 𝑡𝑡∈𝑇𝑇

≥ 0 (32) 

𝑍𝑍 8 −� � ��𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑤𝑤𝑔𝑔𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡 ∗ 𝑇𝑇𝐹𝐹𝑤𝑤𝑔𝑔 ∗ �̅�𝑝
𝑠𝑠∈𝑝𝑝

+ � � ��𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤𝑔𝑔𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡
𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷

𝑠𝑠𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝ℎ∈𝐻𝐻𝑤𝑤∈𝑊𝑊 𝑡𝑡∈𝑇𝑇

  + 𝛤𝛤𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 ∗ 𝑀𝑀𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷   
𝑔𝑔∈𝐺𝐺𝑤𝑤∈𝑊𝑊 𝑡𝑡∈𝑇𝑇

≥ 0      (33) 

𝑀𝑀𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 + 𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤ℎ𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡
𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 ≥   �̂�𝑝 ∗ 𝑄𝑄𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤ℎ𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡     ∀ 𝑤𝑤, ℎ, 𝑝𝑝, 𝑡𝑡 (34) 

𝑀𝑀𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 + 𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤𝑔𝑔𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡
𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 ≥   �̂�𝑝 ∗ 𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑤𝑤𝑔𝑔𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡     ∀ 𝑤𝑤,𝑔𝑔, 𝑝𝑝, 𝑡𝑡 (35) 

𝑀𝑀𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 ≥  0,𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤ℎ𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡
𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 ,𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤𝑔𝑔𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡

𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 ≥ 0 (36) 
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𝑍𝑍9 −���  𝑄𝑄𝐹𝐹𝑔𝑔𝑜𝑜𝑡𝑡 ∗ 𝑇𝑇𝐻𝐻𝑜𝑜 ∗ (1 − 𝛩𝛩) −���𝑉𝑉𝑔𝑔𝑜𝑜𝑡𝑡
𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇

𝑜𝑜∈𝑂𝑂𝑔𝑔∈𝐺𝐺 𝑡𝑡∈𝑇𝑇𝑜𝑜∈𝑂𝑂

− 𝛤𝛤𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇 ∗ 𝑀𝑀𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇
𝑔𝑔∈𝐺𝐺𝑡𝑡∈𝑇𝑇

≥ 0    (37) 

𝑀𝑀𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇 + 𝑉𝑉𝑔𝑔𝑜𝑜𝑡𝑡
𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇 ≥   𝛩𝛩� ∗ 𝑄𝑄𝐹𝐹𝑔𝑔𝑜𝑜𝑡𝑡   ∀ 𝑔𝑔, 𝑜𝑜, 𝑡𝑡 (38) 

𝑀𝑀𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇 ≥  0 ,𝑉𝑉𝑔𝑔𝑜𝑜𝑡𝑡
𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇 ≥ 0   (39) 

�𝑄𝑄𝐹𝐹𝑠𝑠𝑤𝑤𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡 ∗ (1 −  �̅�𝑝) −�𝑉𝑉𝑠𝑠𝑤𝑤𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡
𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷

𝑠𝑠∈𝑆𝑆

 − 𝛤𝛤𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 ∗ 𝑀𝑀𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 ≥ �𝑄𝑄𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤ℎ𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡
ℎ∈𝐻𝐻𝑠𝑠∈𝑆𝑆

+ �𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑤𝑤𝑔𝑔𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡 ∗ �̅�𝑝 + �𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤𝑔𝑔𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡
𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷

𝑔𝑔∈𝐺𝐺

+ 𝛤𝛤𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 ∗ 𝑀𝑀𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷
𝑔𝑔∈𝐺𝐺

   ∀ 𝑤𝑤, 𝑝𝑝, 𝑡𝑡    

(40) 

𝑀𝑀𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 + 𝑉𝑉𝑠𝑠𝑤𝑤𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡
𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 ≥   �̂�𝑝 ∗ 𝑄𝑄𝐹𝐹𝑠𝑠𝑤𝑤𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡    ∀ 𝑠𝑠,𝑤𝑤, 𝑝𝑝, 𝑡𝑡 (41) 

𝑀𝑀𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 + 𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤𝑔𝑔𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡
𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 ≥   �̂�𝑝 ∗ 𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑤𝑤𝑔𝑔𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡    ∀ 𝑤𝑤,𝑔𝑔, 𝑝𝑝, 𝑡𝑡 (42) 

𝑀𝑀𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 ≥  0 ,𝑉𝑉𝑠𝑠𝑤𝑤𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡
𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 ,𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤𝑔𝑔𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡

𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 ≥ 0 (43) 

� 𝑄𝑄𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤ℎ𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡 ∗ (1 −  �̅�𝑝) − 𝛤𝛤𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 ∗ 𝑀𝑀𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 − � 𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤ℎ𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡
𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷

𝑤𝑤∈𝑊𝑊

+ 𝑉𝑉ℎ𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡
𝐷𝐷 + 𝛤𝛤𝐷𝐷 ∗ 𝑀𝑀𝐷𝐷 + 𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑄ℎ𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡

𝑤𝑤∈𝑊𝑊

 

≥  𝑄𝑄ℎ𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡     ∀ ℎ, 𝑝𝑝, 𝑡𝑡      

(44) 

𝑀𝑀𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 + 𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤ℎ𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡
𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 ≥   �̂�𝑝 ∗ 𝑄𝑄𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤ℎ𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡     ∀ 𝑤𝑤, ℎ, 𝑝𝑝, 𝑡𝑡 (45) 

𝑀𝑀𝐷𝐷 + 𝑉𝑉ℎ𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡
𝐷𝐷 ≥   𝑄𝑄�ℎ𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡  ∀ ℎ, 𝑝𝑝, 𝑡𝑡 (46) 

𝑀𝑀𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 ,𝑀𝑀𝐷𝐷 ≥ 0,𝑉𝑉ℎ𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡
𝐷𝐷 ,𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤ℎ𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡

𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 ≥ 0 (47) 

� 𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑤𝑤𝑔𝑔𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡 ∗ �̅�𝑝
𝑤𝑤∈𝑊𝑊

+ 𝛤𝛤𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 ∗ 𝑀𝑀𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 + � 𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤𝑔𝑔𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡
𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷

𝑤𝑤∈𝑊𝑊

+ �𝑄𝑄𝐻𝐻ℎ𝑔𝑔𝑡𝑡
ℎ∈𝐻𝐻

≤ 𝐻𝐻𝐹𝐹𝑔𝑔 ∗ 𝐹𝐹𝑔𝑔𝑡𝑡     ∀ 𝑔𝑔, 𝑝𝑝, 𝑡𝑡          (48) 

𝑀𝑀𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 + 𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤𝑔𝑔𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡
𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 ≥   �̂�𝑝 ∗ 𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑤𝑤𝑔𝑔𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡    ∀ 𝑤𝑤,𝑔𝑔, 𝑝𝑝, 𝑡𝑡 (49) 

𝑀𝑀𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 ≥ 0,𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤𝑔𝑔𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡
𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 ≥ 0 (50) 

�𝑄𝑄𝐹𝐹𝑔𝑔𝑜𝑜𝑡𝑡
𝑔𝑔∈𝐺𝐺

∗ (1 − 𝛩𝛩) − 𝛤𝛤𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇 ∗ 𝑀𝑀𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇 −�𝑉𝑉𝑔𝑔𝑜𝑜𝑡𝑡
𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇

𝑔𝑔∈𝐺𝐺

 ≤ 𝐻𝐻𝐹𝐹𝑜𝑜 ∗ 𝐹𝐹𝑜𝑜𝑡𝑡    ∀𝑜𝑜, 𝑡𝑡       (51) 

𝑀𝑀𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇 + 𝑉𝑉𝑔𝑔𝑜𝑜𝑡𝑡
𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇 ≥   𝛩𝛩� ∗ 𝑄𝑄𝐹𝐹𝑔𝑔𝑜𝑜𝑡𝑡   ∀ 𝑔𝑔, 𝑜𝑜, 𝑡𝑡 (52) 

𝑀𝑀𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇 ≥  0 ,𝑉𝑉𝑔𝑔𝑜𝑜𝑡𝑡
𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇 ≥ 0 (53) 

�𝑄𝑄𝐻𝐻ℎ𝑔𝑔𝑡𝑡 + 𝑉𝑉ℎ𝑡𝑡
𝑉𝑉𝑊𝑊 + 𝛤𝛤𝑉𝑉𝑊𝑊 ∗ 𝑀𝑀𝑉𝑉𝑊𝑊 = 𝑉𝑉𝑉𝑉ℎ𝑡𝑡

𝑔𝑔∈𝐺𝐺

 ∀ ℎ, 𝑡𝑡        (54) 

𝑀𝑀𝑉𝑉𝑊𝑊 + 𝑉𝑉ℎ𝑡𝑡
𝑉𝑉𝑊𝑊 ≥   𝑉𝑉𝑉𝑉ℎ𝑡𝑡�     ∀ ℎ, 𝑡𝑡 (55) 

𝑀𝑀𝑉𝑉𝑊𝑊 ≥ 0,𝑉𝑉ℎ𝑡𝑡
𝑉𝑉𝑊𝑊 ≥ 0 (56) 

𝐼𝐼𝐼𝐼𝑉𝑉𝑔𝑔𝑡𝑡 = 𝐼𝐼𝐼𝐼𝑉𝑉𝑔𝑔(𝑡𝑡−1) + � �𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑤𝑤𝑔𝑔𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡 ∗ �̅�𝑝
𝑠𝑠∈𝑝𝑝𝑤𝑤∈𝑊𝑊

+ 𝛤𝛤𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 ∗ 𝑀𝑀𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 + � 𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤𝑔𝑔𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡
𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷

𝑤𝑤∈𝑊𝑊

+ �𝑄𝑄𝐻𝐻ℎ𝑔𝑔𝑡𝑡 −�𝑄𝑄𝐹𝐹𝑔𝑔𝑜𝑜𝑡𝑡 ∗ (1 − 𝛩𝛩) + 𝛤𝛤𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇 ∗ 𝑀𝑀𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇 + �𝑉𝑉𝑔𝑔𝑜𝑜𝑡𝑡
𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇

𝑜𝑜∈𝑂𝑂𝑜𝑜∈𝑂𝑂ℎ∈𝐻𝐻

  ∀ 𝑔𝑔, 𝑝𝑝, 𝑡𝑡       

(57) 

𝑀𝑀𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 + 𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤𝑔𝑔𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡
𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 ≥   �̂�𝑝 ∗ 𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑤𝑤𝑔𝑔𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡    ∀ 𝑤𝑤,𝑔𝑔, 𝑝𝑝, 𝑡𝑡 (58) 

𝑀𝑀𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇 + 𝑉𝑉𝑔𝑔𝑜𝑜𝑡𝑡
𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇 ≥   𝛩𝛩� ∗ 𝑄𝑄𝐹𝐹𝑔𝑔𝑜𝑜𝑡𝑡   ∀ 𝑔𝑔, 𝑜𝑜, 𝑡𝑡 (59) 

𝑀𝑀𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇,𝑀𝑀𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 ≥  0,𝑉𝑉𝑔𝑔𝑜𝑜𝑡𝑡
𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇 ,𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤𝑔𝑔𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡

𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 ≥ 0 (60) 

�𝑄𝑄𝐻𝐻ℎ𝑔𝑔𝑡𝑡
ℎ∈𝐻𝐻

 + � �𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑤𝑤𝑔𝑔𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡 ∗ �̅�𝑝
𝑠𝑠∈𝑝𝑝𝑤𝑤∈𝑊𝑊

+ 𝛤𝛤𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 ∗ 𝑀𝑀𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 + � �𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤𝑔𝑔𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡
𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷

𝑠𝑠∈𝑝𝑝𝑤𝑤∈𝑊𝑊

≤ �𝑄𝑄𝐹𝐹𝑔𝑔𝑜𝑜𝑡𝑡
𝑜𝑜∈𝑂𝑂

    ∀  𝑔𝑔, 𝑜𝑜, 𝑡𝑡         (61) 

𝑀𝑀𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 + 𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤𝑔𝑔𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡
𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷    ≥   �̂�𝑝 ∗ 𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑄𝑤𝑤𝑔𝑔𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡     ∀ 𝑤𝑤,𝑔𝑔, 𝑝𝑝, 𝑡𝑡 (62) 

𝑀𝑀𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷 ≥ 0,𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤𝑔𝑔𝑠𝑠𝑡𝑡
𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷  ≥ 0 (63) 

�𝑄𝑄𝐹𝐹𝑔𝑔𝑜𝑜𝑡𝑡
𝑔𝑔∈𝐺𝐺

∗ (1 − 𝛩𝛩) − 𝛤𝛤𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇 ∗ 𝑀𝑀𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇 −�𝑉𝑉𝑔𝑔𝑜𝑜𝑡𝑡
𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇

𝑔𝑔∈𝐺𝐺

≤�𝑄𝑄𝐹𝐹𝑜𝑜𝑙𝑙𝑡𝑡  
𝑙𝑙∈𝐿𝐿

    ∀ 𝑜𝑜, 𝑡𝑡          (64) 

𝑀𝑀𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇 + 𝑉𝑉𝑔𝑔𝑜𝑜𝑡𝑡
𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇 ≥   𝛩𝛩� ∗ 𝑄𝑄𝐹𝐹𝑔𝑔𝑜𝑜𝑡𝑡   ∀ 𝑔𝑔, 𝑜𝑜, 𝑡𝑡 (65) 

𝑀𝑀𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇 ≥  0,𝑉𝑉𝑔𝑔𝑜𝑜𝑡𝑡
𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇 ≥ 0 (66) 

Constraints (4),(5),(8),(11),(14),(15),(16) and (17) remain the same as in the deterministic. 
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4 RESULTS AND ANALYSIS  

    The uncertain parameters we consider are type I and type II errors (γ1, γ2) with 10% 
deviation of coefficient, demand Dhpt and generated amount of waste in the healthcare 
centers VWht with 15 % perturbation from nominal values, and finally a 10 % of deviation 
of defective treatment rate of waste Θ. Moreover, the uncertain parameters are assumed 
to be subject to bounded uncertainty. The three-uncertainty sets considered are, box, 
polyhedral and interval polyhedral, the three proposed robust approaches are carried out 
for the uncertain parameters separately, and all of them simultaneously afterwards. Table-
1 depicts the size of the adopted example with small size inputs. 

Table 1: The size of the illustrative example. 

 No. of 
time 

periods 

No. of 
products 

(vaccines)  

No. of 
Suppliers 

No. of 
distributi

on 
centers 

No.  of 
healthc

are 
centers 

No.  of 
Vaccine 
waste 

storages 

No. of 
vaccine 
waste 

treatment 
centers 

No. 
of 

land
fills 

Size of the 
example  

 
12 

 
3 

 
3 

 
4 

 
3 

 
  4 

 
3 

 
3 

    In order to provide stakeholders with a meaningful interpretation on the three 
approaches applied to our model, a comparison is conducted with an extensive computation 
based on the decision maker’s risk attitude to help make better decisions. The problem is 
coded in Python 3.11.4 [12] and solved with Gurobi 10.0 [13] on Laptop Core(TM) i7 with 
16 GB, 3.00 GHz of RAM. Table-2 shows the perturbation of the four random parameters 
for each uncertainty set in the worst-case scenario i.e.( Ѱ=1,   Γi = |Ji| ) with 1%, 5% and 
10% from the nominal values, moreover the robust objective function along with the 
average unmet demand, average vaccine inventory waste and price of robustness are 
computed, optimality gaps and solution time are calculated. 

Table 2: Deviation of the uncertain parameters in the worst-case  
scenario for the three uncertainty sets. 

 Deviation 
of the 

uncertain 
parameters 

Robust 
objective 
function 

Average 
Unmet 

demand 

Average 
Vaccine 

Inventory-
waste 

Price of 
robustness 

% 

Optimality 
gap % 

CPU 
time 

 
 

Box 

 

1% 6.02055 × 107 
 

57.29904 
 

665.2994 
 

29.87 0.0034 
 

1 

5% 6.25635 × 107 
 

65.93386 
 

724.4574 
 

34.95 0.0099 
 

1 

10% 6.55994 × 107 
 

76.77277 669.2883 41.5 0.0003 2 

 
 

Polyhedral 

1% 6.72895 × 107 79.94379 
 

144.2217 
 

45.15 0.0090 
 

3 

5% 9.96763 × 107 
 

217.3719 
 

322.8301 
 

115.01 0.01 
 

4 

10% 14.7974 × 107 
 

400.5709 
 

631.1597 
 

219.2 0.0093 
 

3 

 
Polyhedral 
+ Interval 

 

1% 5.643 × 107 
 

49.29007 
 

126.8978 
 

21.72 0.01 
 

195 
 

5% 5.83877 × 107  
 

57.3647 
 

137.235 
 

25.95 0.0058 
 

125 
 

10% 6.08649 × 107 
 

67.0765 
 

148.1362 
 

31.29 0.0093 
 

135 

 

    It can be concluded that the combined interval-polyhedral uncertainty set is less 
conservative in the worst-case scenario and gives robust solutions with 21.72 %, 25.95 and 
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31.29 % worse than the deterministic model, for the three deviations 1%,5% and 10% 
respectively. While box and polyhedral uncertainty sets are providing more conservative 
robust solutions in the same studied scenario. In addition, the interval-polyhedral 
uncertainty sets are able to provide less shortages and vaccine inventory waste in the worst-
case scenario compared with other sets. Figure-2 depicts the average amount of unmet 
demand and vaccine inventory waste in terms of the uncertainty sets with different level 
of robustness. it can be observed that the polyhedral uncertainty set provides much worse 
results in terms of the average amounts of shortages and vaccine inventory waste compared 
to the other investigated sets. 

    From this point of view, and based on figure-3 it can be observed that the combined 
interval-polyhedral set is less conservative when the level of robustness is 
approximately  Γi > 0.8. On the other hand, when the set size parameter is around Ѱ ≤ 0.8  
the box uncertainty set is less conservative and could provide good solutions.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

    In terms of solution time, the interval-polyhedral uncertainty set has much 
computational time compared to the other studied sets, while the optimality gap is showing 
marginal results for almost all the three sets. 
Next, we study the combined interval-polyhedral set-in depth to see the effect of the four 
random parameters on the proposed model, and provide robust as well as feasible solutions 
for the problem. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 Figure 3: Total cost versus box, polyhedral, interval polyhedral 
with level of robustness. 

Figure 2: Average amount of unmet demand & vaccine inventory 
 waste versus box, polyhedral, interval-polyhedral uncertainty sets. 
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Table 3: Combined Polyhedral-interval robust objective function for the 
four uncertain parameters (worst-case scenario   𝚪𝚪𝐢𝐢 = |𝐉𝐉𝐢𝐢|) 

Uncertain parameter I and type II 
errors 

Treatment 
rate 

Demand Vaccine Inventory 
waste 

Objective function 
(Interval-polyhedral) 

5.67417 × 107 
 

4.6556 × 107 4.9144 × 107 
 

4.86644 × 107 
 

    The combined interval polyhedral uncertainty set approach is applied to the proposed 
model in the worst-case scenario for the uncertain parameters separately first, and then 
all simultaneously. From table-3, it can be concluded that type I&II uncertain parameters 
with  ΓDEF = 1  exert the biggest effect in terms of cost, with 22.4% worse than the 
deterministic, followed by demand, vaccine waste and defective treatment rate 
uncertainties with 6.01%, 4.97% and 0.42% of price of robustness respectively. To see the 
deterioration of the cost in terms the decision maker’s risk attitude, type I&II and demand 
uncertainties are combined with defective treatment rate and vaccine waste random 
parameters. Figure-4&5 show the effect of incorporating the latter mentioned parameters 
with type I&II and demand uncertain parameters, we can observe the increase of the 
objective function gradually as  ΓDEF  and    ΓD  increase in the range   ΓD ∈ [0, |Ji|] 
,respectively. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 Figure 5: Objective function versus Γ_D (Interval-Polyhedral 
uncertainty set). 

Figure 4: Objective function versus Γ_DEF 
 (Interval Polyhedral uncertainty set). 
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5 DISCUSSION  

    In this research, a multi-echelon multi-vaccine reverse supply chain problem is studied. 
In addition, a robust optimization approach is adopted to provide robust and feasible 
solution and protect against parameters deviation. First, we address all three uncertainty 
sets for our proposed problem, computational results show that the Interval-polyhedral 
uncertainty set is less conservative when   Γi > 0.8 compared to other sets. However, when 
Ѱ𝑖𝑖 ≤ 0.8  the box uncertainty is less conservative than polyhedral and combined interval-
polyhedral uncertainty sets. Moreover, the three uncertainty sets are compared in terms 
of the average unmet vaccine demand and vaccine inventory waste, as expected the 
combined interval-polyhedral uncertainty set provides the best results with less amount of 
vaccine shortages and vaccine inventory waste among the three sets in the worst case-
scenario. While the box uncertainty set with  Ѱ𝑖𝑖 = 0.5   shows better solutions than others.  
The four uncertain parameters are further investigated based on combined interval-
polyhedral uncertainty set. Extensive computations are conducted for the proposed 
approach. The computational results are able to provide robust solution for all uncertain 
parameters separately and simultaneously afterwards. Moreover, considering only 
deviation of type I&II parameters, with   ΓDEF = |T| the solution is 22.4% worse than the 
deterministic, while demand uncertainty solution is 6.01% worse. 
    The obtained result also suggests that vaccine waste randomness has more pronounced 
effect on the objective function with 4.97% worse than the deterministic compared to 
defective treatment rate deviation, which has 0.42%. 
    The above results show the sensivity of the proposed model (objective function) to 
parameters deviation, specifically to inspection errors randomness incorporated in the 
problem. In addition, taking into account uncertain parameters gradually deteriorate the 
total cost, while ignoring it could lead to sub-optimality or infeasibility. 
    It could be concluded that the proposed model is greatly affected by the uncertainty in 
inspection (type I&II errors), which calls for decision maker to be robust against 
uncertainty, shortages and disruptions in vaccine supply. Moreover, considering multiple 
uncertainties in the proposed model could improve the robustness of the supply chain 
network and help policymakers for better planning.  

6 CONCLUSION 

    This manuscript contributes to the existing literature by proposing a new MILP model for 
multi-vaccine multi-echelon supply chain to help provide access to different types of 
vaccines during an outbreak such as COVID-19 pandemic and get dispose of infectious waste 
generated from massive vaccination campaign efficiently. While taking into consideration 
the decision maker’s risk attitude by providing robust and feasible solutions in acceptable 
computational time in face of multiple uncertainties, such as inspection errors, demand, 
vaccine waste and defective treatment rate, which lie within box, polyhedral and interval-
polyhedral uncertainty sets.   

    Further research could be focusing on optimizing the set size of the desired studied 
uncertainty set to provide less conservative solutions and account for the decision maker’s 
risk behavior. Another interesting aspect of extending the on-hand problem by transforming 
the single objective into bi-objective or multi-objective function. While computation 
complexity could be handled by developing an exact or metaheuristic algorithm for a large-
scale problem. Perishability of vaccines and its deterioration could be incorporated in the 
model along with inventory in healthcare centers. 
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