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Abstract:

A novelm ethod ispresented and explored within thefram ework ofPottsneuralnetworksforsolving

optim ization problem s with a non-trivialtopology,with the airline crew scheduling problem as a

target application. The key ingredient to handle the topologicalcom plications is a propagator

de�ned in term s ofPotts neurons. The approach is tested on arti�cialproblem s generated with

two real-world problem s as tem plates. The results are com pared against the properties of the

corresponding unrestricted problem s.The latterare subjectto a detailed analysisin a com panion

paper[1].Very good resultsareobtained fora variety ofproblem sizes.Thecom putertim edem and

fortheapproach only growslike(num berofights)
3
.A realisticproblem typically issolved within

m inutes,partly due to a prior reduction ofthe problem size,based on an analysis ofthe local

arrival/departurestructureatthe singleairports.

To facilitatethereading foraudiencesnotfam iliarwith Pottsneuronsand m ean �eld techniques,a

briefreview isgiven ofrecentadvancesin theirapplication to resourceallocation problem s.
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1 Introduction

Arti�cialNeuralNetworks(A N N )haveoverthelastdecadeem erged aspowerfultoolsfor\intelli-

gent"com puting.M ostattention hasbeen paid tofeed-forward architecturesforpattern recognition

and prediction problem s.Conceptually,these approachestie nicely into existing statisticaland in-

terpolation/extrapolation schem es. The application offeedback ANN m ethods to com binatorial

optim ization problem s[2,3,4,5]also looksvery prom ising.In contrastto m ostsearch and heuris-

ticsm ethods,the ANN-based approach to optim ization doesnotfully orpartly explore the space

ofpossible con�gurations;rather,the ANN \feels" its way through a continuous space offuzzy

con�gurationstowardsa good �nalsolution.The interm ediate fuzzy con�gurationshavea natural

probabilisticinterpretation.

Typically,two basic steps are involved when using ANN to �nd good solutions to com binatorial

optim ization problem s[6]:(1)m ap theproblem ontoaneuralnetwork(spin)system with aproblem -

speci�cenergy function,and (2)m inim izetheenergy by m eansofa determ inisticprocessbased on

the iteration ofm ean �eld (M F)equations.

Initially,m ostapplicationsconcerned fairly arti�cialproblem slikethe traveling salesm an problem ,

variousgraph partition problem s[2,3]and knapsack problem s[7,8].In refs.[9,10],am orerealistic

problem (high schoolscheduling)wasaddressed.In alltheseapplications,topologicalcom plication

wasnotan issue,and could be dealtwith in a straightforward way using \standard" ANN energy

functionssim ilarto thoseencountered in spin physics.

Recently,aform alism hasbeen developed within thefeedback ANN paradigm tohandleapplications

with m orecom plicated topologies,likeairlinecrew scheduling and telecom m unication routing prob-

lem s[11,12].Thispaperdealswith airlinecrew scheduling using thetechniquesbriey reported in

ref.[11].

In airline crew scheduling,a given ightschedule isto be covered by a setofcrew rotations,each

consisting in a connected sequenceofights(legs),thatbeginsand endsata distinguished airport,

the hom e base (H B ).The totalcrew tim e isto be m inim ized,subjectto a num berofrestrictions

on the rotations.

A com m only used approach to thisproblem proceedsin two steps.(1)Firsta largepooloffeasible

crew rotationsthatconform with the restrictionsisgenerated (this isoften referred to ascolum n

orm atrix generation).(2)W ith such a setasa starting point,theproblem isthen reform ulated as

�nding the bestsubsetofrotationssuch thateach ightiscovered precisely once.Thistransform s

the problem into a setpartitioning problem (see e.g.[13]and referencestherein).Solutionsto this

\standard" problem are then found by approxim ate m ethods based on e.g. linear program m ing;

m orerecently an exactbranch-and-cutm ethod hasbeen used [13].Even form oderateproblem sizes,

feasible rotationsexistin astronom icalnum bers,and the poolhasto be incom plete;thisapproach

isthereforenon-exhaustive.

Feedback ANN m ethods could be used to attack the resulting set partitioning problem . In fact,

ANN m ethods have been successfully applied to the sim ilar knapsack and set covering problem s

[7,8,14]. W e will,however,follow a com pletely di�erentpathway in approaching the airline crew

schedulingproblem :First,thefullsolution spaceisnarrowed down usinga reduction techniquethat

rem oves a large part ofthe sub-optim alsolutions. Then,an M F annealing approach based on a
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Pottsneuron encoding isapplied.A key featurehere isthe use ofa recently developed propagator

form alism [11]forhandling topology,leg-counting,etc.

The m ethod isexplored on a setofsynthetic problem s,which are generated to resem ble two real-

world problem srepresenting long and m edium distanceservices.Thealgorithm perform swellwith

respectto solution quality,with a com putationalrequirem entthatatworstgrowslike N 3
f,where

N f isthe num berofights.

The reduction technique em ployed,and the evaluation ofthe test problem results,rely heavily

upon exploiting the propertiesofthe solutionsto the corresponding unconstrained problem ,which

decom poses into a localproblem at each airport,and is solvable in polynom ialtim e. A fairly

extensiveanalysisofthesepropertiesisgiven in a com panion article[1].

This paperisorganized asfollows: In Section 2 we de�ne the problem sunderstudy,and Section

3 containsa discussion ofthe propertiesofthe unrestricted localproblem s.O urm ethod forinitial

reduction oftheproblem sizeispresented in Section 4.A genericbriefreview oftheartofm apping

resource allocation problem s onto spin (neuron) system s,and a description ofthe M F annealing

procedure, can be found in Section 5, and in Section 6 the Potts M F m ethod for airline crew

scheduling is presented. Section 7 containsperform ance m easurem entson a setoftestproblem s,

and �nally in Section 8 we give a briefsum m ary and outlook. Appendix A de�nesa toy problem

thatisused throughoutthepaperforillustrating thedi�erenttechniques,whiledetailson thePotts

ANN algorithm and the problem generatorcan be found in AppendicesB and C respectively.

2 Problem D e�nition

In arealisticairlinecrew schedulingproblem onewantstom inim izelabourand othercostsassociated

with a schedule ofights with speci�ed tim es and airports ofdeparture and arrival,subject to a

num berofsafety and union constraints.Typically,a real-world ightschedulehasa basicperiod of

oneweek.

The problem considered in this work issom ewhatstripped. W e lim itourselvesto m inim izing the

totalcrew waiting-tim e,subjectto the constraints:

� The crews m ust follow connected ight sequences { rotations { starting and ending at the

hom e-base.

� Thenum berofightlegsin a rotation m ustnotexceed a given upperbound.

� Thetotalduration (ight-tim e + waiting-tim e)ofa rotation issim ilarly bounded.

W e believe thatthese are the crucialand di�cultconstraints;additionalreal-world constraintswe

haveignored do notconstitute furtherchallengesfrom an algorithm icpointofview.

Throughoutthispaper,wewilluseasm alltoyproblem ,depicted in �g.1,toillustrateourapproach.

The underlying ightdata can be found in Appendix A.
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Figure1:An illustration ofthe problem oftableA1.

Priorto developing ourarti�cialneuralnetwork m ethod,we willdescribe a technique to sim plify

the problem ,based on an analysisofthe localightstructureateach airport.

3 Properties ofthe U nrestricted Solutions

A solution to a given crew scheduling problem is speci�ed by providing,at each airport (except

HB),a one-to-one m apping between the arriving and departing ights. Thisim plicitly de�nesthe

crew rotations.

It is the globalconstraints that m ake the crew scheduling problem a challenge. In the absence

ofthese,there willbe no interaction between the m appings atdi�erentairports;accordingly,the

waiting-tim es can be m inim ized independently at each airport. This sim pli�ed problem willbe

referred to asthe corresponding unrestricted problem ;itissolvablein polynom ialtim e.A detailed

analysisofthestatisticalpropertiesofsuch problem sispresented in ref.[1].Herewebriey describe

the resultsfrom [1]needed forourpreprocessing and analysisofthe results.

Sum m ing the resulting m inim alwaiting-tim es over the airports de�nes the m inim alunrestricted

waiting-tim e,denoted by Tunr
wait

. Thisprovidesa lowerbound to the m inim alwaiting-tim e forthe

fullproblem .Em pirically,thisbound isalm ostalwayssaturated,i.e.am ong the m inim alsolutions

to the unrestricted problem ,a solution to the fullproblem can be found. Thiscan be understood

asfollows.

Atasingleairport,thewaiting-tim eforagiven m appingisobtained by addingtogetherthewaiting-

tim esforeach arrival-departurepair(ij),given by

t
(w)

ij =

�

t
(dep)

j � t
(arr)

i

�

m od period: (1)

Thus,the sum over pairs can only change by an integer num ber ofperiods. At a large airport,

them inim um often ishighly degenerate:Fora random problem ,thelocalground-statedegeneracy

typically scales as (N =2e)
N
for an airport with N � 1 departures per period [1]. Consequently,

the totalnum berofm inim alsolutionsto a com plete unrestricted problem ,de�ned asthe product
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oftheindividualairportdegeneracies,willbevery large,and itisnotinconceivablethata solution

satisfying the constraintscan be found am ong thisset.

By insisting on ground-states,the state-space typically can be reduced by a factoroftwo foreach

ight.Partofthisreduction isdue to airportsbeing splitinto sm allerparts,which on the average

gives a factor oftwo for each airport. This willbe exploited in the next section,to reduce the

size ofa restricted problem . The unrestricted ground-states willalso be used when gauging the

perform anceofourPottsapproach.

4 R eduction ofProblem Size

By dem anding a m inim alwaiting-tim e,the unrestricted localproblem at each airport(excluding

the hom e-base)typically can be further split up into independent subproblem s,each containing a

subsetofthearrivalsand an equally largesubsetofthedepartures.Som eofthesearetrivial,forcing

the crew ofan arrivalto continueto a particulardeparture.

Sim ilarly,by dem anding a solution with Tunr
wait

also forthe constrained globalproblem ,thiscan be

reduced asfollows:

� Airportfragm entation: Divide each airportinto e�ective airports corresponding to the unre-

stricted localsubproblem s.

� Flightclustering:Join every forced sequenceofightsintoonee�ectivecom positeight,which

willthusrepresentm ore than one leg and have a form alduration de�ned asthe sum ofthe

durationsofitslegsand the waiting-tim esbetween them .

Every problem willbepreprocessed based on thesetwo reduction m ethods,which willbeexplained

in m oredetailbelow.In instanceswhereno solution obeying theglobalconstraintsisfound within

the reduced solution space,one can attem ptto solvethe problem with no preprocessing.Thiswas

notnecessary forany ofthe probed problem s.

4.1 A irport Fragm entation

Inspecting thelocalarrivaland departuretim esrevealswhich airportscan befragm ented (fora full

discussion,see ref. [1]). In the toy exam ple of�g.1,airports B and D can be split (see �g.2).

ForairportB thereisonly onepossibility forconnecting theightswithoutadding a period to the

localwaiting-tim e,yielding three e�ective airports (B1,B2 and B3). Sim ilarly,airportD can be

divided into two e�ectiveairports(D1 and D2).Thestructurethatresultsfrom thisfragm entation

isshown in �g.3a.
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Figure2:Arrivaland departuretim esforairportsB and D in thetoy exam ple.Thedotted ellipses
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Figure 3:(a) The e�ective airportsresulting from airportfragm entation forthe toy-problem ,and

(b) the com positeightsdue to a subsequentightclustering.

4.2 Flight C lustering

Theairportfragm entation typically leadsto severale�ective airportshaving only onearrivalight

and one departure ight. Hence we can com bine these into e�ective com posite ights(ightclus-

tering), with a form alduration obtained by adding together the ight duration tim es and the

em bedded waiting-tim es,and an intrinsicleg-countgiven by thenum berofproperightsincluded.

The resulting structureforthe toy problem isshown in �g.3b and table A2.

The reduced problem thusobtained di�ersfrom the originalproblem only in an essentialreduction

ofthesub-optim alpartofthesolution space;thepartwith m inim alwaiting-tim eisuna�ected.The

resulting inform ation gain,taken as the naturallogarithm ofthe decrease in size ofthe solution

space,em pirically seem sto scaleapproxim ately like2� (num berofights),and rangesfrom 100 to

2000fortheproblem sprobed.Thisisconsiderablym orethan foracom pletelyrandom ,unstructured

problem ,wherethe gain isexpected to scalelikelog2� (num berofairports)[1].
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4.3 T he K ernelProblem

Thereduced problem m ay in m ostcasesbefurtherseparated into a setofindependentsubproblem s,

connected only via the hom e-base;these can be solved one by one. Som e ofthe com posite ights

willform ally arriveatthe sam e e�ective airportthey started from .Thisdoesnotpose a problem ;

indeed,iftheairportin question isthehom e-base,such asingleightconstitutesaseparate(trivial)

subproblem ,representing an entireforced rotation.Typically,oneofthesubproblem swillbem uch

largerthan therest,and willbereferred to asthekernelproblem ,whiletherem aining subproblem s

willbe essentially trivial.

In this way,our toy problem decom poses into two independent subproblem s,one containing the

single com posite ight 9-10-11,the other containing the ights 1-2-3,4-5,6-7,and 8. The latter

de�nesthekernelproblem forourtoy exam ple.Relabeling thecom positeightsgivesthestructure

shown in �g.4.In the form alism below,we allow forthe possibility thatthe problem to be solved

hasbeen reduced asdescribed above,which m eansthatightsm ay be com posite.In whatfollows

welim itourselvesto the kernelproblem .

5 O ptim ization w ith Feedback N euralN etworks

In this section we give a m ini-review ofhow to m ap resource allocation problem s onto feedback

neuralnetworks and the M F m ethodology for �nding good solutions to such system s. M uch of

the form alism hereoriginatesfrom spin m odelsin physics.Hence wewillinitially denote the basic

degreesoffreedom \spins".AfterdiscussingtheM F approxim ation theterm \neuron"willbeused.

W e startoutwith a binary (Ising)system and then proceed to a m ulti-valued (Potts)system .The

latteristhe m ostrelevantforthe crew scheduling problem .

5.1 T he Ising System

The Ising system isde�ned by the energy function

E = �
1

2

X

ij

wijsisj; (2)
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where the binary spins si= � 1 representlocalm agnetic properties ofsom e m aterial,and !ij how

thesespinscoupletoeach other.M inim izingE in eq.(2)yieldsthespin con�guration ofthesystem .

Feedback networksforresourceallocation problem swith binary variableshavea sim ilarform .O ne

such exam pleisthegraph bisection problem ,wheresi encodesto whatpartition nodeiisassigned

and wij= 0,1 de�nestheproblem in term sofwhetheriand jareconnected ornot.To enforceequal

partition,
P

si = 0,eq.(2)needsto be augm ented with a softpenalty term .O negets:

E = �
1

2

X

ij

wijsisj +
�

2

 
X

i

si

! 2

; (3)

equivalentto m aking the replacem entwij ! wij � �.The im balanceparam eter� setsthe relative

strength between thecutsizeand thebalancing term .Thenextstep isto �nd an e�cientprocedure

form inim izing the energy in eqs.(2,3)aim ing forthe globalm inim um .

5.2 Ising M ean Field Equations

Ifoneattem ptsto m inim izetheenergy ofeq.(3)according to a localoptim ization rule,thesystem

willvery likely end up in a localm inim um closeto thestarting point,which isnotdesired.A better

m ethod isto usea stochasticalgorithm thatallowsforuphillm oves.O nesuch m ethod issim ulated

annealing (SA )[15],in which a sequence ofcon�gurationsisgenerated,em ulating the Boltzm ann

distribution

P [s]=
1

Z
e
�E [s]=T

; (4)

with neighbourhood search m ethods.In eq.(4),Z isthe partition function,

Z =
X

[s]

e
�E [s]=T

; (5)

needed fornorm alization,and the width ortem perature T representsthe noise levelofthe system .

For T ! 0 the Boltzm ann distribution collapses into a delta function around the con�guration

m inim izing E .By generating con�gurationsatsuccessively lowerT (annealing)thesearelesslikely

to getstuck in localm inim a than ifT = 0 from thestart.Needlessto say,such a procedurecan be

very CPU consum ing.

Them ean �eld (M F)approachaim satapproxim atingthestochasticSA m ethod with adeterm inistic

process. This can be derived in two steps. FirstZ in eq. (5)is rewritten in term s ofan integral

over new continuous variables ui and vi. Then Z is approxim ated by the m axim um value ofits

integrand.

To thisend,introducea new setofreal-valued variablesvi,oneforeach spin,and setthem equalto

thespinswith a Diracdelta-function.Then wecan expresstheenergy in term softhenew variables,

and Z takesthe form

Z =
X

[s]

Z

d[v]e�E [v]=T
Y

i

�(si� vi)=
X

[s]

Z

d[v]

Z

d[u]e�E [v]=T
Y

i

e
ui(si�v i); (6)
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wherethedelta-functionshavebeen rewritten by introducing a new setofvariablesui.Then carry

outthe originalsum over[s]and write the productasa sum in the exponent:

Z /

Z

d[v]

Z

d[u]e
�E [v]=T �

P

i
uivi+

P

i
logcosh ui: (7)

The originalpartition function is now rewritten entirely in term softhe new variables[u;v],with

an e�ectiveenergy in theexponent.So farno approxim ation hasbeen m ade.W enextapproxim ate

Z in eq.(6)by the extrem alvalueofthe integrand obtained for

vi = tanh(ui)= tanh

�

�
@E [v]

@vi
=T

�

: (8)

Them ean �eld variables(orneurons)vican beseen asapproxim ationstothetherm alaverageshsiiT
oftheoriginalbinary spins.TheM F equations(eq.(8))aresolved iteratively,eithersynchronously

orasynchronously,underannealing in T.Thisde�nesa feedback ANN.

The dynam icsofsuch an ANN typically exhibitsa behaviourwith two phases:W hen the tem per-

ature T ishigh,the sigm oid function,tanh(� =T)in eq. (8),becom esvery sm ooth,and the system

relaxesintoa trivial�xed point,v
(0)

i = 0.Asthetem peratureislowered aphasetransition (bifurca-

tion)occursatT = Tc,wherev
(0)

i becom esunstable,and asT ! 0,�xed pointsv
(�)
i = � 1 em erge

representing a speci�c decision m ade asto the solution to the optim ization problem sin question.

The position ofTc dependsupon wij and can be estim ated by linearizing the sigm oid around v
(0)

i
,

i.e. linearizing eq. (8). Based on such an analysis,one can devise a reliable,parallelizable \black

box" algorithm forsolving problem softhiskind.

Very good num ericalresults have been obtained for the graph bisection problem (see ref. [3]for

references) for a wide range ofproblem sizes. The solutions are com parable in quality to those

of the SA m ethod, but the CPU tim e consum ption is lower than any other known m ethod of

com parable perform ance. The approach ofcourse becom eseven m ore com petitive with respectto

tim e consum ption ifthe intrinsicparallelism isexploited on dedicated hardware.

The M F approach di�ers fundam entally from m any other heuristics,in that the evolution ofthe

solutionsstartsoutsidetheproperstatespace,and then graduallyapproachesthehypercubecorners

in solution space. This feature indicatesa relation to interiorpointm ethods [16]. Indeed,aswas

pointed outin ref.[17],ifthee�ective(orfree)energy isconvex,a variantofM F annealing can be

obtained,which isequivalentto the interiorpointm ethod [16].

5.3 T he Potts System

Forgraph bisection and m any otheroptim ization problem s,an encoding in term sofbinary elem en-

tary variablesis natural. However,there are m any problem swhere this is notthe case. In m any

casesitism orenaturalto replacethetwo-stateIsing spinsby m ulti-valued Pottsspins,which have

K possible values (states). For our purposes,the best representation ofa Potts spin is in term s

ofa vectorin the Euclidean space EK . Thus,denoting a spin variable by s = (s1;s2;:::;sK ),the

j:th possible state isgiven by the j:th principalunitvector,de�ned by sj = 1,sk = 0 fork 6= j.

Thesevectorspointto thecornersofa regularK -sim plex.They areeach norm alized and ful�llthe

8



condition X

k

sk = 1; (9)

and they arem utually orthogonal,

5.4 Potts M ean Field Equations

The M F equationsfora system ofK -state Pottsspinssi = (si1;si2;:::;siK )with an energy E (s)

arederived followingthesam epath asin theIsingcase{rewritethepartition function asan integral

overvi and ui and approxim ateitwith the m axim um value ofthe integrand.O neobtains

uij = �
@E (v)

@vij
=T; (10)

vij =
euij

P

k
euik

; (11)

from which itfollowsthatthe M F Pottsneuronsvi,which approxim atethe therm alaverageofsi,

satisfy

vij > 0;
X

j

vij = 1: (12)

O ne can think ofthe neuron com ponentvij asthe probability forthe i:th Pottsspin to be in state

j.ForK = 2 onerecoversthe form alism ofthe Ising casein a slightly disguised form .

Supplying the Pottsneuronswith a dynam icsbased on iterating eqs.(10,11),yieldsa PottsANN.

Again onecan typically analyzethelinearized dynam icsin ordertoestim atethecriticaltem perature

Tc.W e referthe readerto ref.[3]fordetails.

Itisoften advantageousto replacethe derivativein eq.(10)with the corresponding di�erence,

uij = �
�
E jvij= 1 � E jvij= 0

�
=T; (13)

which willbe used in the airlinecrew problem below.

6 Potts N euralA pproach to the C rew Scheduling Problem

6.1 Encoding

W earenow ready to encodetheairlinecrew problem in term sofPottsspins.A naiveway todothis

would be to m im ic whatwasdone in the teachers-and-classesproblem in refs. [9,10],where each

event(lecture)wasm apped onto a resourceunit(lecture-room + tim e-slot).Thiswould require a

Pottsspin foreach ightto handle the m apping onto crews.

Since the problem consists in linking together sequences of(com posite) ights into rotations,it

appearsm ore naturalto choose an encoding where each ightiism apped,via a Pottsspin,onto

9



the ightj to follow itin the rotation:

sij =

�
1 ifightiprecedesightj in a rotation;

0 otherwise;

where it is understood that j be restricted to depart from the (e�ective) airportwhere iarrives.

In order to ensure that proper rotations are form ed,each ight has to be m apped onto precisely

oneotheright.Thisrestriction isinherentin thePottsspin form ulation,which isde�ned to have

precisely onecom ponent\on",asisevidentfrom eq.(9).

To startorterm inatea rotation,weintroducedum m y ightsa and bofzero duration and intrinsic

leg count,availableonly atthe hom e-base,representing the start/end ofa rotation { atthe hom e-

base,a isform ally m apped onto every departure,and every arrivalism apped onto b.

W e illustrate the Potts encoding by one particular solution to the toy kernelproblem of�g. 4,

where ight1 isconnected to ight2,and ight3 to ight4.In eq.(14)the \border" entriesofs

corresponding to the dum m y ightsa (i;j= 0)and b(i;j= N + 1)arem arked in bold face.

s=

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
@

0 1 0 1 0 0

0 0 1 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 1

0 0 0 0 1 0

0 0 0 0 0 1

0 0 0 0 0 0

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
A

; (14)

G lobaltopologicalproperties,leg-countsand durationsofrotations,etc.,cannotbe described in a

sim ple way by polynom ialfunctionsofthe spins.Instead,they areconveniently handled by m eans

ofa propagatorm atrix P ,de�ned in term softhe Pottsspin m atrix s by

Pij =
�
(1 � s)�1

�

ij
= �ij + sij +

X

k

sikskj +
X

kl

siksklslj +
X

klm

siksklslm sm j + ::: (15)

A pictorialexpansion ofthepropagatorisshown in �g.5.Theinterpretation isobvious:Pij counts

= + + + + ...

Figure5:Expansion ofthepropagatorPij ( )in term sofsij.A linerepresentsa ight,and (� )a

landing.

the num berofconnecting pathsfrom ightito j.TheP-m atrix corresponding to thetoy problem

solution ofeq.(14)isgiven by

P =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
@

1 1 1 1 1 2

0 1 1 0 0 1

0 0 1 0 0 1

0 0 0 1 1 1

0 0 0 0 1 1

0 0 0 0 0 1

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
A

; (16)

whereone�ndstwo pathsfrom a to b(Pab = 2),asthereshould be { onevia 1-2 and onevia 3-4.
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Sim ilarly,an elem entofthe m atrix squareofP ,

�
P
2
�

ij
�
X

k

PikPkj = �ij + 2sij + 3
X

k

sikskj + :::; (17)

countsthetotalnum berofcom positelegsin theconnectingpathsbetween iand j,whilethenum ber

ofproperlegsisgiven by

~Lij �
X

k

PikLkPkj = �ijLi+ sij(Li+ Lj)+
X

k

sikskj (Li+ Lk + Lj)+ :::; (18)

whereLk istheintrinsicnum berofsinglelegsin thecom positeightk.Forthetoy m odelsolution,

weget

P
2 =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
@

1 2 3 2 3 8

0 1 2 0 0 3

0 0 1 0 0 2

0 0 0 1 2 3

0 0 0 0 1 2

0 0 0 0 0 1

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
A

(19)

and

~L =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
@

0 3 5 2 3 8

0 3 5 0 0 5

0 0 2 0 0 2

0 0 0 2 3 3

0 0 0 0 1 1

0 0 0 0 0 0

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
A

; (20)

based on theintrinsicleg counts3,2,2,and 1,forthe ights1,2,3,and 4,respectively.The path

via 1-2 has5 legs,and theonevia 3-4 has3 legs,m aking a totalleg countof8 forallpathsfrom a

to b,ascan be read o� from the upperrightcorner(~Lab = 8).

The average leg countofthe connecting pathsisthen given by

Lij �
~Lij

Pij
; (21)

and fortheaverage duration (ight+ waiting-tim e)ofthe pathsfrom ito j one has

Tij �

P

k
Pikt

(f)

k
Pkj +

P

kl
Pikt

(w)

kl
sklPlj

Pij
; (22)

where t
(f)

i denotes the duration ofthe com posite ight i,including the em bedded waiting-tim e.

The averaging isaccom plished by the division with Pij. In principle,thiscould lead to unde�ned

expressionsin caseswith Pij = 0.Thiswillbeno problem ,sincewewillonly beinterested in cases

eitherwith i= a,probing the path from a to j,i.e. the partup to j ofthe rotation containing j,

orj= b,probing the path from ito b,i.e.the partafterand including iofthe rotation to which i

belongs.

Furtherm ore,any im properloops(such asobtained e.g.iftwo ightsarem apped onto each other)

willm akeP singular{ fora propersetofrotations,detP = 1.
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6.2 M ean Field D ynam ics

In the M F form alism the basic dynam icalvariables are v rather than s;correspondingly,we will

use a probabilistic propagatorP ,de�ned asthe m atrix inverseof1 � v,in analogy with eq.(15),

but with s replaced by v. The clearcutstructure seen in the toy-m odelm atrices in eqs. (14,16),

willonly em ergeasT ! 0.

Ratherthan �nding a suitable energy function in term softhe m atricesv and P ,we have chosen

a m ore pragm atic approach by directly writing down the local�elds uij,bypassing eq. (10). The

corresponding m ean �eldsvij areobtained from theM F equations(eq.(11));they havean obvious

interpretation ofprobabilities(forightito be followed by j).

In the M F equations(eq. (11))vij willbe updated forone ightiata tim e,by �rstzeroing the

i:th row ofv (and updating P correspondingly),and then com puting the relevantlocal�elds uij
entering eq.(11)as

uij = �
c1

T
t
(w)

ij �
c2

T

X

k

vkj �
c3

T
log

�
1

1� Pji

�

�
c4

T
	

�

T
(ij)

rot � T
m ax
rot

�

�
c5

T
	

�

L
(ij)

rot � L
m ax
rot

�

; (23)

wherej isrestricted to be a possiblecontinuation ightto i.Itisdi�cult,and notnecessary from

theviewpointofalgorithm icperform ance,to �nd energy functionscorresponding to thefourth and

�fth term sin eq. (23). In contrast,the �rstand second term sare straightforward in thisrespect,

and thethird term originatesfrom an energy term � logdetP .The�vedi�erentterm sin eq.(23)

servethe following purposes:

1. Costterm :Thelocalwaiting-tim et
(w)

ij between ightiand j.

2. Penalizessolutionswhere two ightspointto the sam enextight.

3. Suppressesim properloops.Pji ! 1 ifa path j! iexists,i.e.ifa loop isform ed ificonnects

with j.Thepenalty approaches1 when Pji ! 1.

4. Prohibits violation of the bound Tm axrot on totalrotation tim e, where T
(ij)

rot stands for the

duration ofthe resulting rotation ifiwhereto be m apped onto j.

5. Prohibits violation ofthe bound Lm axrot on totalnum ber oflegs,where L
(ij)

rot is the resulting

num beroflegsin the rotation ifiwhereto be m apped onto j.

In eq.(23),the rotation tim e T
(ij)

rot and the leg countL
(ij)

rot aregiven as

T
(ij)

rot = Tai+ t
(w)

ij + Tjb; (24)

L
(ij)

rot = Lai+ Ljb; (25)

in term sofeqs.(22,21).

The penalty function 	,used to enforce the inequality constraints[7],isde�ned by 	(x)= x�(x)

where�istheHeavisidestep function.Itturnsout,aswillbediscussed below,thattheperform ance

ofthe algorithm isfairly insensitive to the choiceofthe relativestrengthsci occurring in eq.(23).

12



Afteran initialcom putation ofthepropagatorP from scratch,itissubsequently updated according

to the Sherm an-M orrison algorithm for increm entalm atrix inversion [19]. An update ofthe i:th

row ofv,vij ! vij + �j,generatesprecisely the following changein the propagatorP :

Pkl ! Pkl+
Pkizl

1� zi
; (26)

with

zl=
X

j

�jPjl: (27)

Inverting the m atrix from scratch would take O (N 3)operations,while the (exact)schem e devised

aboveonly requiresO (N 2)perrow.

In principle,apropervalueforan initialtem peraturecan beestim ated from linearizingthedynam ics

oftheM F equations.Theneuronsareinitialized closetothetrivial�xed point.A com m on annealing

schedulefortheupdating,based on iterating theM F eqs.(11,26),isto decreaseT by a �xed factor

periteration.

As the tem perature goes to zero,a solution crystallizes in a winner-takes-alldynam ics: for each

ighti,the largestuij determ inesthe continuation ightj to be chosen.

Im plem entation detailsofthe algorithm can be found in Appendix B.

6.2.1 Parallelizing the A lgorithm

O ne obstacle,ifone wantsto parallelize the algorithm ,isthatthe schem e above,eqs. (26,27),for

updating P isnon-local,in thatallm atrix elem entsofP are updated due to a change in a single

neuron vi.An alternativem ethod using only localinform ation on v and P isto updaterow iofP

according to

Pim ! �im +
X

j

vijPjm ; (28)

in connection with updating thecorresponding row ofv.Ifeach ightkeepstrack ofitsown row of

P ,allinform ation needed can be obtained from the possible continuation ightsj (\neighbours")

to ight i. This schem e gives convergence towards the exact inverse;a sim ilar m ethod has been

successfully used in the contextofcom m unication routing [12].

The handling ofthe globaltim e and leg constraints ofa rotation could be tackled in a sim ilar

m anner,with each ightkeeping track ofthe tim e and num ber oflegs used both from a to itself

and from itselfto b,wherea and barethedum m y ightsstarting and term inating a rotation.The

inform ation needed to calculateT
(ij)

rot and L
(ij)

rot then islocalto iand its\neighbours" j.

7 Test Problem s

In choosing test problem s our aim has been to m aintain a reasonable degree of realism , while

avoiding unnecessary com plication and atthe sam e tim e notlim iting ourselvesto a few real-world

13
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Figure6:Flighttim e distributionsin m inutesfor(a) LD and (b) SM D tem plate problem s.

problem s,where one can always tune param eters and procedures to get a good perform ance. In

orderto accom plish thiswe haveanalyzed two typicalreal-world tem plate problem sobtained from

a m ajorairline: one consisting oflong distance (LD),the otherofshort/m edium distance (SM D)

ights. As can be seen from �g. 6,LD ight tim e distributions are centered around long tim es,

with a sm allhum p forshortertim esrepresentinglocalcontinuationsoflong ights.TheSM D ight

tim eshavea m orecom pactdistribution.

Foreach tem plate we have m ade a distinctproblem generatorproducing random problem sresem -

bling the tem plate.Foralgorithm detailsseeAppendix C.

Due to the excessive tim e consum ption ofthe available exact m ethods,the perform ance ofthe

Potts approach cannot be tested against these { except for in this context quite sm allproblem s,

forwhich the Pottssolution quality m atchesthatofan exactalgorithm .Forarti�cialproblem sof

m ore realistic size we circum ventthisobstacle in the following way: since problem sare generated

by producing a legalsetofrotations,weadd in thegeneratora �nalcheck thattheim plied solution

yieldsTunr
wait

;ifnot,a new problem isgenerated. Theoretically,thism ightintroduce a biasin the

problem ensem ble;em pirically,however,no problem shavehad to beredone.Also thetwo tem plate

problem sturn outto be solvableatTunr
wait

.

Each problem then isreduced asdescribed above(using a negligibleam ountofcom putertim e),and

the kernelproblem isstored asa listofights,with alltracesofthe generating rotationsrem oved.

8 R esults

W e havetested the perform anceofthe PottsM F approach forboth LD and SM D kernelproblem s

ofvarying sizes.

The valuesused forthe coe�cientsc i in eq. (23)are displayed in table 1. O ne should stressthat

these param etersettingshave been used forthe entire range ofproblem sizesprobed. Forthe LD

14



c1 c2 c3 c4 c5

period
�1

1 1 hTroti�1 hLroti�1

Table 1: The coe�cients used in eq. (23). hT roti is the average duration per rotation (based on

Tunr
wait

),and hLrotithe averageleg count,both ofwhich can be com puted beforehand.

problem sthe boundson a rotation arechosen as

T
m ax
rot = 10000; (29)

L
m ax
rot = 15; (30)

and to

T
m ax
rot = 6000; (31)

L
m ax
rot = 25; (32)

forthe SM D problem s.

A typicalevolution oftheindividualneuron com ponentsvij isshown in �g.7.In �g.8theevolution

ofthe num beroflegsofalltherotations(de�ned by L ib whereiisa departureightfrom HB)for

two di�erentvaluesofthe bound L m ax
rot .

0 5 10 15
0

0.1

0.2
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0.4
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1

Iterations

Figure 7: Evolution ofneuron com ponentsvij asthe tem perature islowered forthe tem plate LD

problem .

W hen evaluating a solution obtained with the Pottsapproach,a check isdone asto whetheritis

legal(ifnot,a sim ple post-processortries to restores legality { this is only occasionally needed),
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Figure 8: Evolution ofLib for alldeparture ights from the hom e base,i,for the tem plate LD

problem .The dotted linesdenoteLm axrot .

N f N a < N e�
f

> < N e�
a > < R > < CPU tim e >

75 5 23 8 0.0 0.0 sec

100 5 44 13 0.0 0.2 sec

150 10 46 14 0.0 0.1 sec

200 10 84 24 0.0 0.7 sec

225 15 74 22 0.0 0.4 sec

300 15 132 38 0.0 1.5 sec

Table2:Averageperform anceofthePottsalgorithm forLD problem s.Thesuperscript\e�" refers

to thekernelproblem ,subscripts\f" and \a" referto respectively ightand airport.Theaverages

aretaken with 10 di�erentproblem sforeach N f.R isthe excesswaiting-tim e,and the CPU tim e

refersto DEC Alpha 2000.

then the solution quality isprobed by m easuring the excesswaiting-tim eR,

R =
Twait
Potts

� Tunr
wait

period
; (33)

which isa non-negativeintegerfora legalsolution.

For a given problem size,as given by the desired num ber ofairports N a and ights N f,a set of

10 distinctproblem sisgenerated.Each problem issubsequently reduced,and the Pottsalgorithm

isapplied to the resulting kernelproblem . The solutionsare evaluated,and the averageR forthe

setiscom puted.The resultsfora setofproblem sizesranging from N f ’ 75 to 1000 areshown in

tables2 and 3;forthe two tem plate problem sseetable 4.

The results are quite im pressive { the Potts algorithm has solved allproblem s,and with a very

m odestCPU tim e consum ption,ofwhich the m ajorpartisused in updating the P m atrix,using

thefastm ethod ofeqs.(26,27).Theiteration tim escaleslike(N e�
f )3 / N 3

f with a sm allprefactor.

This should be m ultiplied by the num ber ofiterations needed { em pirically between 20 and 40,
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N f N a < N e�
f

> < N e�
a > < R > < CPU tim e >

600 40 280 64 0.0 19 sec

675 45 327 72 0.0 35 sec

700 35 370 83 0.0 56 sec

750 50 414 87 0.0 90 sec

800 40 441 91 0.0 164 sec

900 45 535 101 0.0 390 sec

1000 50 614 109 0.0 656 sec

Table 3:Average perform ance ofthe Pottsalgorithm forSM D problem s.The averagesare taken

with 10 di�erentproblem sforeach size.Sam enotation asin table 2.

N f N a < N e�
f > < N e�

a > < R > < CPU tim e > type

189 15 71 24 0.0 0.6 sec LD

948 64 383 98 0.0 184 sec SM D

Table 4: Average perform ance ofthe Potts algorithm for 10 runs on the two tem plate problem s.

Sam enotation asin table 2.

independently ofproblem size4.

9 Sum m ary

W ehavedeveloped a m ean �eld Pottsapproach for�nding good solutionsto airlinecrew scheduling

problem sresem bling real-world situations.

A key feature is the handling of globalentities, sensitive to the dynam ically changing \fuzzy"

topology,by m eansofa propagatorform alism .Thisisa novelingredientin ANN-based approaches

toresourceallocationproblem s.Anotherim portantingredientistheproblem sizereduction achieved

by airport fragm entation and ight clustering, narrowing down the solution space by rem oving

m uch ofthe sub-optim alpart.Thisisdone by exploiting the localpropertiesofthe corresponding

unrestricted problem s[1].

High quality solutionsare consistently found throughouta range ofproblem sizeswithouthaving

to �ne-tune the param eters,with a tim e consum ption scaling asthe cube ofthe problem size.The

perform anceofthe Pottsalgorithm isprobed by com paring to the unrestricted optim alsolutions.

At�rstsight,the Pottsalgorithm appearsdi�cultto im plem entin a parallelway with itsglobal

quantities.A concurrentim plem entationscan befacilitated,however,by localizing allinform ation.

The basic approach presented here iseasy to adaptto otherapplications,in particularin com m u-

nication routing [12].

4The m inorapparent deviation from the expected scaling in tables 2,3 and 4 are due to an anom alous scaling of

the D igitalD X M L library routines em ployed;the num ber ofelem entary operations does scale like N 3

f
.
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A ppendix A . A Toy Exam ple

In thisAppendix wede�neand analyzea sm alltoy exam plewith �veairports,thatisused through-

out this paper to illustrate the various steps. W hen exploring the perform ance ofthe algorithm ,

m uch largerproblem sareofcourseinvolved (seeSection 7).

The toy problem is speci�ed in table A1,where a period of10080 is assum ed. An illustration is

Flight Dep.airport Arr.airport Dep.tim e Arr.tim e

1 HB B 0 500

2 B C 1000 1300

3 C D 1500 1850

4 D E 4300 4870

5 E HB 5100 5500

6 HB B 1500 2000

7 B D 2200 2800

8 D HB 3500 4100

9 HB B 6000 6500

10 B D 7000 7500

11 D HB 8000 8250

TableA1:Toy problem speci�cation.

shown in �g.1.

Fragm entation and clustering with ight duration tim es and the num ber oflegs added together

givesthe structuresshown in �g.3b and table A2.The corresponding kernelproblem isshown in

�g. 4 with the e�ective ightsrelabeled according to table A2. The totalight-tim e is5070,and

Com p.ight Leg-count Legs Dep.airport Arr.airport Dep.tim e Arr.tim e

1 3 1-2-3 HB D1 0 1850

2 2 4-5 D1 HB 4300 5500

3 2 6-7 HB D1 1500 2800

4 1 8 D1 HB 3500 4100

5 3 9-10-11 HB HB 6000 8250

Table A2: Toy m odeldescription after fragm entation and clustering. The �rst colum n gives the

com positeightlabel.

withoutrestrictions,therearetwo solutionswith m inim um waiting-tim e,5280.O neconsistsin the

rotations1-2,3-4,and 5 in term sofcom posite ights,i.e.1-2-3-4-5,6-7-8,and 9-10-11 in term sof

the originalights. The corresponding rotation tim es are 5500,2600 and 2250,respectively. The

otherhastherotations1-4,2-3,and 5in term sofcom positeights,i.e.1-2-3-8,6-7-4-5,and 9-10-11

in term sofproperights,with the respectiverotation tim es4100,4000,and 2250.
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A ppendix B . T he Potts A lgorithm

Initialization

The initialtem perature T0 isassigned a tentative value of1:0. Ifthe averaged squared change of

the neurons,

(�v)2 =
1

~N f

X

ij

(�v ij)
2 =

1

~N f

X

ij

(vij(t+ 1)� vij(t))
2
; (B1)

islargerthan 0.2 afterthe �rstiteration,then the system isreinitialized with T0 ! 2T0.If,on the

otherhand,itissm allerthan 0.01 thesystem isreinitialized with T0 ! T0=2.In eq.(B1) ~N f isthe

num berofightsm inusthosedeparting from HB,

Each neuron vi isinitialized by assigning random valuesto itscom ponentsvij in theinterval0:8=K

to1:2=K ,whereK isthenum berofcom ponentsofthePottsneuron.Theneuron isthen norm alized

by dividing each com ponentby the com ponentsum .

Subsequently,Pij,Tij and Lij areinitialized consistently with the neuron values.

The following iteration isrepeated,untiloneofthe term ination criteria (see below)isful�lled:

Iteration

� Foreach airport(in random order)do:

1.Foreach arrivalighti,do:

(a) Update vi (eqs.(11,23))

(b) Update P (eq.(26)

2.Correctthe neuron m atrix by doing the following N norm tim es:

(a) Norm alizethe colum nsofv,corresponding to localdepartures.

(b) Norm alizethe rowsofv,corresponding to localarrivals.

� Decreasethe tem perature:T = kT.

W e haveconsistently used k = 0:9 and N norm = 2.

Term ination criteria

The updating processisterm inated if

1= ~N f

X

ij

v
2
ij > 0:99 and m ax

ij
(�v ij)

2
< 0:01 and m in

ij
v
2
ij > 0:8; (B2)

or

1= ~N f

X

ij

v
2
ij > 0:8 and (�v)2

> 0:000001 and m ax
ij

(�v ij)
2
< 0:01 and m in

ij
v
2
ij > 0:8; (B3)

orifthe num berofiterationsexceeds100.
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Postprocessing

First,the �nalstateofeach neuron vi isanalyzed with respectto itsim plied choice,de�ned by its

largestcom ponent.A check isdoneasto whethera properrotation structureresults.Ifthisisnot

the case (which neverhappened forthe problem sstudied here),one m ay e.g. rerun the algorithm

with m odi�ed param eters.

Then,each rotation ischecked forlegality:Ifthe rotation tim e orleg countexceedsthe respective

bound,a sim ple algorithm isem ployed to attem ptto restore legality,by swapping ightsbetween

rotations.Forthe few cases(� 5 % )where such a correction wasneeded forthe problem sstudied

here,thisprocedurealwayssu�ced.
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A ppendix C . T he Problem G enerator

W ehavem adetwo distinctproblem generators,tuned to generateproblem sstatistically resem bling

the LD or SM D tem plates. In both generators,a random problem with a speci�ed num ber of

airportsand ightsisgenerated asfollows.

First, the ight-tim es between airports are chosen random ly from a distribution, based on the

relevanttem plateproblem .Then,a ightscheduleisbuiltup in theform oflegalrotationsstarting

and ending at the hom e-base. The waiting-tim es between consecutively ights are chosen in a

random fashion in the neighbourhood ofTunr
wait

=N f forthe corresponding tem plate problem .

Fora speci�ed num berofairportsN a and ightsN f,the key stepstakethe following form .

G enerator steps

� Theairportsareassigned distinctprobabilities,designed to m atch thetra�cdistribution

forthe airportsin the relevanttem plate problem .

� Foreach pairofairports,a distance(ight-tim e)isdrawn from a prede�ned distribution.

� W hile the num berofgenerated ightsislessthan Nf:

Starta new rotation from HB,then foreach leg do:

1.Chooseitsdestination:

{ Ifthe num ber oflegs is less than L0,draw the destination from a prede�ned

distribution,whereHB ischosen with a probability PH B.
a b

{ Elseforcethe destination to be HB,and begin a new rotation.

2.Pick the waiting-tim efrom the prede�ned distribution.

3.Setthe ighttim e according to the distancetable,with som erandom deviation.

� Ifanyrotation tim eexceedsthelim it,orifthesolution doesnotend up attheunrestricted

m inim alwaiting-tim e,generatea new problem .

aCare istaken that the very lastleg goes to H B.
bIfm ore than halfofthe ights are generated and som e airportsstillare notvisited,then ifthe destination

isnotH B,change to an unvisited airport.O nly one airportperrotation isallowed to be chosen in this way.

The probability PH B for choosing HB as a destination is for both problem types chosen to 0.25,

exceptforthe �rstleg,giving on the average5 legsperrotation.ForLD-problem s,the m axim um

legcountL0 issetto 15,whileforthe SM D problem sitissetto 25.
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