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Abstract

Constraint Programming is an appealing technology for modeling and solving
various real-world problems, and metaheuristic is the most successful technique
available for solving large real-world vehicle routing problems. Constraint
Programming and metaheuristic are complementary to each other. This paper
describes how iterative improvement techniques can be used in a Constraint
Programming framework(ILOG Solver and ILOG Dispatcher) for Vehicle Routing
Problem. As local search gets trapped in local solution, the improvement techniques

are used in conjunction with metaheuristic method.
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e Depot |Addition
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0% 11.8% | 0.07% | 0.63%
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