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Fig. 1 Topology of physical distribution center (156 stocks)
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Fig. 2 Snapshot of developed simulator

Table 1 computation time of TSP (LCO) vs. (GA) vs. (SOM)

GA SOM LCO

AR #9 48000 464 275
(msec)

TBEE 6.7 1.0 1.0

Table 2 Proposed method (LCO) vs. most nearest path method
(NPM)

LCO NPM

Averaged make-span 5326 5694
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