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Stamina-Aware Sightseeing Tour Scheduling Method
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Abstract: Tour schedules are required to include multiple sightseeing spots taking into account the user’s
preference, but the stamina of tourists may be depleted during sightseeing. In this paper, we formulate
the sightseeing scheduling problem to maximize the user’s satisfaction taking stamina into account. In this
problem, break times are allocated in schedules to hold constraint of stamina. This problem is NP-hard,
and thus it is difficult to be solved in practical time. In order to obtain a semi-optimal solution in practical
time, we propose a method that derives a schedule visiting multiple sightseeing spots with no break times
based on a predatory search technique and then allocates the break times in the schedule using a local search
technique. To evaluate the proposed method, we compared our method with conventional methods through
computer simulations for several different instances containing 10 sightseeing spots. As a result, the proposed
method composed the schedule whose expected satisfaction is 95.65% of the optimum solution in 13 sec.
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Table 1 An example of the sightseeing spot and its methods.
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{HEEART I8 —110 —200 —340{—500 —700 [—120 —90
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Fig. 1 Example of schedules.
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® 2 RETFETROLBIEAT V2 — L ofl
Table 2 An example of schedules obtained by proposed method.

FER | BOUE | BOEN | WREE | ROUfE | SRR | JRAAREH
Hotel By Car 0.0 900.0 09:00
09:04 Spot7 method1l 101.4 644.0 10:34
10:43 Spoth method2 98.7 303.0 11:43
11:43 Spot5 have rest 0.0 343.0 11:47
12:00 Spotl methodl 93.1 10.0 13:00
13:00 Spotl have rest 0.0 210.0 13:20
13:24 Spot10 method1l 105.3 5.0 14:54 14:58
BUCA T ¥ 2 — VO © 398.5
B ATr V2= x vy > vy~ vy & T A, BB
. e - - . Sat(S) = ZdJ q.sat
v, v H L, BOEHR g2, g EBIRL, 20%, BULRE
filids vy OBEH A E LT g (HFEARIMEA —120) %8R —/—’terml
Toe (M13), RIMEDPRICR 270, ZOL)&A -
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*Z@JEE%EC:?@?‘%’\%)I/T 1 Th5b.
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FERL 9 ZHEL, 2ETERLABNAF V- 2T
MEICEA T 5.

3.2 BE7ILIUIL

MRETAHEAT V2= v 7HEIE, B,
BEE, BOEHN R L, BIROF GBI SN &
WO R R o TV, RMEORTHLBNNA T V2 —
LTI, KEMMd * 4THM d = (v,5,q,7) TET. ZZ
To eV IZFuEHM, j € [0,n] (208 EM v ©
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HE [ %02

EERR
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Fig. 2 Predatory Search Algorithm.
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LB TH L. 72& 21X, (v1,2,q2,4), (v2,1,41,0)
&, 1 FBICBDUER v, 2B ¢ T AW TEEL
Thb, 2%HFBICBDUEAT v, 28DEHN ¢ ZHTHI
L, 40RET L L) A7V a— Vv ERY. BOLIER
EBOEHADRT o TO R WHBYHIE (va, %, %,7) DX ) 12
FLiR 5.

RETHT VT AL (1) WEMEN7 24X, (2)
NHRET A XD 2007 2 4 ATHBEN L. 7
WEfREL 7 2 A4 X (AEEOIRBEERICHY) <TiE, 7
CELICER LRl ORTERICLVTGGEL, Y
EFEGD. RICEBHER 7 24 X (RE0RFERER
IZHY) T, 7Y 7 AICBBOTERZARL, BE
R WE 22 SRR L T, WEREID D
BWIRSHOD o 726, Z 0% LIl 0 22m % H
AL, O THEEEZIT) . ZOBRIEHFWICEAS
N, FLRYEH (5 OBz & 720 b Wiy
ERTHPDLI)IEET LI ENTE L. &KL T IV
T X LD T — K% Algorithml 1Z/RF. A7 Y2 —
Sem b S ENENYEM, R THs., T2, M
% TemporarySolutionSearchPhase() |38 ERH T 7 «
A X, B NeighborhoodSearchPhase() 13T EHEER 7 =
1 ACTH5.

Algorithm 1 The Proposed Algorithm
1: S «— TemporarySolutionSearchPhase()
2: S «— NeighborhoodSearchPhase(S™)

T, Shes 724 XN2onTEELLARRS.
3.2.1 EEMEHTI (X

Kol — VA< RHETIE, $XTOHMZ KRS 5
R A RD L. Lo LAGLCTHY ) BT, R
FIZHEDWTKIET 2 HigH 2 W oD EIR L 21 hud %
57\, TEROAETIE T ¥ ¥ LA & Nz Wi
SEREIHO LD, RETFHECTIREENFE LB L7120, F
FTHRER Y k& RATEFREEZ A L CHEOmW G (B
) BT A, ZO7 A4 XOFEM T — K% Algorithm?2
IZRT.

Algorithm 2 TemporarySolutionSearchPhase

n «— MaxTi/mingcq{q.stayt},d «— Mazloc
V'~ V,0 «{1,..,n},8¢ — 0,5 — 0
while |S¢| < n do
select v € V' at random
select j € O at random
q — argmaxqeq, PerCostSat(q)
¢ —5°U{{v,j,q,%)}
V= V' ={v},0 < 0 —{j}
end while
2 S — Modify(S€)
1 S «— LocalSearch(S°, S, 0)
: return S

= = =
N o= O ©
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Algorithm?2 Tix, 9, BUOLHBEHKNEGED L & Th
N5 Z DRz Bt o R KBz KD, HEHithr s
YELICHMMEBEIRL, 1 DOBBAY Vo — VxR
T 5. RIZ, %k PerCostSat() *FIH L, #KEVHETH
BB 2o 5. 2hh b, B Modify() &
WL, @I REE A, BOEAREEATYWLEDEA
FTUa—VOEEERENT A, mEIC, RITERBEIK
LocalSearch() # VT ZUEHET 5.

DFicgibla — 2 v CREllCB~ 4. 147H TKl
THLHMBOH n 2FHHET 5. 22T, HRBOUKERHN
MazxTi B X ORNOBOLKR ¢.stayt 725, KAL) 55
RKOBWEZ KD L. 6 BRPREDORE ST A —
FTHY, FHERICELY, Mazloc=5-|V| Dfiz Hwv
Twa (Kib). 24TH T, BOLEAOES V/, BOUIE
DEE O, BEXURT V2 — VILESH S¢ L EEM S %
DT 5. 3-91TH T, KE§2EEH v e V/,
BYIEjeO%T ¥ alziEl, HHH (v,j,q, %) 21
Be 5. 64THT, Ak (X (8) Thil) ZFHEL, i
bEWEIR D 2 FoBOL K ¢ &, ZOBULHEA v O
BEAFRET 5. T-8ITHTI, AR Sh-HHE S
IZEBMT 5. SCBTA2HWMOBS n 1225 T, &
ROTUv AR KT, F/2, 8THTIE, ED 2D
DB HAE CEDtH R CEDEIEZ & F v &9 #l# S
HrERT s, 2L 21E, BOLEMBOES V| =6, K
By 5HMBOE n =4 DE, 725 LICERT A1
DDAV 2 —IIE {{vg, 0, %, %) (v1,2,g2,%) (va, 1,q1,%)
(vs,4,q1,%) (v3,3,q4,%)} LB, T I TIL, HE/IGEEF
TIIE (vg,0,%,%) &3 5. 104TH T, B KRER
M or OBMmR, HIFEEM % #E2 5  BNHoOEIKZ & oL
PR E Modify() #FIA L, S¢ % B1ET 5. WfklC, S°
TWET S 720, JRPREY: Local Search() V4.
¥ Modify() &B% LocalSearch() OFIE KT 5.

VIR, Algorithm2 N CTHW 2 BEIZD W TR 5,
3.2.1.1 PerCostSat(q) B

B PerCostSat(q) 1%, BN ¢ T IZH52 615
CENTETRNRITHRED T S B 2 (HAKEE &S 7210 ©
WEE)” OETH L. ZOEIFREIVIIE, #ihe L
Toffifin @, K (8) TZDMHEDEEF XN zRd. 7272
L, q.conp/habitus \FIHFEMARITIH$ 2 EERH %2 & T.
T7%bbH, PerCostSat(q) DIEITH L, Wil & HFEAATIA
B S 2, WERESEY, FEERDOREVEDS
M E AR, —T5, =R NIERE D25 “smiT
7, WG ORBEINS L 2 b.

PerCostSat(q)
= g.sat/(q.stayt + abs(g.conp)/habitus) (8)

ol zIE, £ 1T, BOLERH o OB N ¢ 12
L, WHEARTIE go.conp 1& —200, LR go.stayt 1&
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1.5hour, iR go.5at 160 THSH. b LEHEDOKE
KB BTSSR B2 habitus = 10 L ET 5
&, HALREHE S 72 0 O EE ORI PerCostSat(qz) =
60/(1.5 % 60 + 200/10) = 0.55 TH 5.

3.2.1.2 Modify(S°) B%

BH Modify(S°) 1%, A7 ¥ 2—)v S¢ Hhlf 4t % i
72T EIBIEL GETEETH 2. KoRIFEME (5) %
W23 720, ZoOKIE, A7 2—)b S ofi@Ei)ic
WA ANS. §FBEICKEIT 2B d; THRIMEA D
WG, EEOHWNH 4 ORERHE Z2 LT ORXTE
HY5.

d;j_1.r = —RemSt(d;)/habitus

ok 2, %2 T, 3FHOBIGEHMH Spot9 1IZK
H35E, BUHEPSEY 2L % 5b720, EiiOBGERM
Spotl IZBWTAGDREEAT) . LA V2= hE
HREM ORIK (6) iz WA, W27 CTHREND
1oFOHMMZHIBRL Tw . oKL, Do
WKLo TBIEENTAT Va2 — L ERT.
3.2.1.3 LocalSearch(S¢, S™, ) B

% LocalSearch(S¢, 5™, 8) &, A7 ¥ a—)b §¢H
DECERE T ¥ ¥ AT 5 RETHRE 2479 B
THhb. Arva—VHOHWNH d, &7 >~ 5 L I12ER
L, I8 EM Y 2V 2067 0 FAI0EIRT S,
IR S N2 BOEBEMH o 2527 V2 — )L SC NORoH
B d; ICEER Tz e &, Bl 4, & d; OBDL
EE AL, FiohArYa—N S 285, EIRER
B o EE N T oz &2, B
Hod; OBERE o TREEEZT L, L 2E, AT
V2= {{vg, 0, %, %) (v1,2,q2,%) (v2,1,q1,%) (vs,4,q1,%)
(v3,3,q4, %)} WO HMHL (vy,1, g1, %) & T ¥ ¥ LITHEIRL,
F 7O (s, 5,5,%) BV 05T Y LITHERT 5,
FEAR S NBOCBERH (vs, *, %, %) DA T T 2 — VINIZH
INTVAHDT, 2200 HWIOBILIEZZHBL, X7
V2= {{vg, 0, %, %) (v1,2,q2,%) (v2,4,q1,%) (vs,1,q1,%)
(v3,3,q4, %)} 15 5. & LBOGEEAIHL (ve, *, %, *) VIR S
n2e, A7 Y 2= {{vg,0, %, %) (v1,2,qa, *) {vg, 1, *, *)
(vs,4,q1,%) (v3,3,q4, %)} 155, 72 Algorithm?2 O 6 17
HERERD T2 HOWHE ) EFRKOBIE T X & 5 2
T, e Arya—=V8c%2f5sb., A7rJ2—) 8§
AR DBEEL Modi fy(S') @A L, HHEEEZmZTE)
BIET A, BICEFERMDOAT TV 2 — )b S LER SN
2R T a—)v S OMREZIEL, s Tuiud
RHE 5. TR, BFETL. ZOYUEDORKAIL A
Bk .
3.2.2 HFERFETAX

REFETIIHAELEZAAL, BOERATr T a— V2@t
M, BOUE, BOLHRDIEFTHRET LS. T TIEX
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TV a = )V ORRZERM & AR RZER, R, A
fRzEl], & L CTHROIETHSEL T <.

o DR A Y a— VOBLEM, BOLE, &
HH, REEEZ T _TCREL LREHMTH D,
(v, %, %, %) THRT,

o EBAERZME [ KT HBULEMO AL PE LD
D. Zoft EFLBDEHR) 2hE L LHERT
HY, (v, % %" TERT.

o EAEAERZEM  HHEHMEMT S 51T, BOLIE
FreRrELZb0, BHRARKIVEZRETHY,
(v, 7, %, %)" TET,

o BB & LI ERDRZERTE 512, BOEHA L IREF
BaELizbo, ZHEBXX SV 2—-, 2%
1ODFTHY, WRENFHHETES.

BREMOBEE i ZNEh, Algorithm3, 4, 6 12
Y.

Algorithm3 13, &KDMEROEREZITHI TNV T X
LTHD., WEMEN 7 = 4 XTHRLNHR SO & B E i
S OMIME L 3 5. BULEMH O A E ORI O R 22
TV LIMERL, WERS ICETHZEME BT 5.
B DistV () @A L, LBHRE LT, HHROH»HZE
Bz — 35, RIZ, SEBRZEBNEIEICHER S 55
# SubDomainSearch() Z# ) ZLIFOH LT, 156N 72
fRASEE SN2 AITIE, WER S 2HT L, & mse
MZ2BERL, BERKRZ L. ERINTTXTOHE
fRZEMZER L COYEMR S EH SN h o/l &, T
VT ANEERERT T 5.

Algorithm 3 NeighborhoodSearchPhase

1: S «— S n «— MazTi/mingeq{q.stayt}, lmaz — B, Dy —
0, SearchDone < false

2: while SearchDone = false do

3 for all k such that 1 < k <4, do

4: generate Dy, by selecting n v € V' at random

5 Dy, .distv < DistV (S, Dy)

6 end for

7 generate Df,...,D; by sorting D1,..., Dy,,,, in the in-
creasing order of Dk:distv (1 <k <lmnaz)

8: k «— 1, UpDated «— false

9: while k < ;4 and UpDated = false do

10: S’ «— SubDomainSearch(D;,,n)
11: if Sat(S") > Sat(S) then

12: S «— S’, UpDated «— true

13: else

14: k—k+1

15: end if

16: end while

17: if kK = lmaa + 1 then SearchDone «— true, and give up
the neighborhood search

18: end while

19: return S

DT IcHa — 2w CREllic i~ 5. 3-647H T,
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lmaz O RZEME T~ ¥ MK L CnE, 22T
& D1,...,Dy,,,, TEY. EBTE, 8 (=lne) OMHEIEL
Wk [10] & [17) 2 BE AT - FHERL D 3n & LTW
b, FRZER Dy (&R E T 5 n fll o B OB
DH G, 41THT, BOLBEMHILO 05 25 HiYH & 7
YF LI DR AEIML T L BARIICIE, BUGREHHE
BV HILT U AGERL, BULEHOA» S 25 H
By Hh 2 SRR ZE RSB L, SRS Wz eiEsith v &
BT 2O/ L5, 54THT, BEM S I
EWERZE D LB T 720, FNENDES RS
e, SICET 52%M (BULEMHbOA) & OO
% DistV () TEHUIT 5. WEM S BT 5 22H & &
SIRZEEOEEIHUEE LT, L, UERE
H7 24 XA THEONIZEEAY Y 2— )L S= {{vo, 0, *, x)
(v1,2,q2,0) (v2,1,q1,0) (vs,4,q1,5) (v3,3,q4,10)} £ T 5.
Imaz= 3 x 4 DT IREZERH D1 = {(vo,0, %, %) (v1,*, *, *)
(va, %, %, %) (vg, *,%, %) (Us,*, %, %)}, ..., D1a = {{v0,0, %, %)
(03, %, %, %) {vg, %, %, %) (Us,*, %, %) (vg, %, %, %)} & T 5 A
VES 5. ENENOEGREZER L, SIZET 52EM &
OO EHEE Dy distv = 0, ..., Dig.distv =2 TH 5. B
¥ DistV () OFiHIZHZAE T 5. 74TET, FHUIS 7o
WIB L, HEEwd o206 ESEZERE Y — L, DI, ...,
D; &¥%. 8161THT, B% SubDomainSearch() %
AT, HomEBANEIEICERL TWL, o8
gz S" &35, 11-1247H T, BN H S PUESh
7, EEM S EEHT A, X LT3ITHIIRE-T
SRR 2 B L, BTSN YER S 1T VESG
ZER» S BERECHGT L. REOWSHIEM T CHEE
LTS ESINRTNET VT XL EKRTT 5. ZO
HTOSH, BETVIT)XNILNVEONHERD.

VLR, Algorithm3 W THW 2 BEIZ DWW TR 5,
3.2.2.1 SubDomainSearch %

B SubDomainSearch(D,n) &, H5H2EH D N O#E
RefrH)METH L. ZOMBOHEM I — F% Algorithm4
IRT. 22 Tnld, A7 V2= IWiZ& s oM E
TH%. Algorithmd TlL, T3, Algorithm3 THRL L 72%6
IRZEEMNIC, B3 TemporarySolution() @M L, 20
T IRZEM O EMR S 2 T A, RIC, BOGEHI OB
N % e 3 BB O E o H2EM & 7 > 4 LB L,
WEM S IET AEDUIEZERM & T 5. B SDistV()
Zi#iMH L, Algorithm3 & [FAk 7% PEER I CHE D 5356
AfRZEEE YV — A, Fhunh, KEESTRZERIN %
MEIZ R 5 B%L RandomSelectionInSubSubDomain()
DB LIPS, 2 2 THRONZHEIUE S NG E
20X, WEMR S EHT L, &R 2 AL,
HERELT L., RS NI XTOHEGERTH2EH & 35
KL TOYEMRS EHF I N o728 &, Algorithmd
ERTT 5.
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Algorithm 4 SubDomainSearch Function
1S « (Zj7 O « {1,...,7’1}, Mmaz ¥, SDp wv
SearchDone «— false

2: S «— TemporarySolution(D,n)
3: while SearchDone = false do
4: for all k such that 1 < k < myq, do

5: generate SDy, by selecting v € {v'|(v/, *,*,*) € D} and
j € O at random

6: SDy,.distv — SDistV (S, SDy)

7:  end for

8:  generate SDy,...,SD;, by sorting SD1,...,SDp,,,, in
the increasing order of SDy.distv (1 < k < Mmaq)

9: k «— 1, UpDated «— false

10: while k& < muq. and UpDated = false do

11: S’ « RandomSelectionInSubSubDomain(SD; ,n)
12: if Sat(S") > Sat(S) then

13: S «— S’ UpDated «+ true

14: else

15: k—k+1

16: end if

17: end while

18: if K = Muae + 1 then SearchDone «— true, and give up
the subdomain search

19: end while

20: return S

Algorithm 5 TemporarySolution Function
1§ «— Mazxloc, S°™ «— ()
: while |S| < n do

select v € {V'|(v', *,*,*) € D} at random

select j € O at random

S = Su{(v,j,q#)}
Vi<V —{v},0 < 0 —{j}
: end while
2 S — Modify(S)
10: S «— LocalSearch(S,S°™,§)
11: return S°™

1
2
3
4
5: ¢« argmazqecq,PerCostSat(q)
6
7
8
9

UTHIZHEE g — FE AW TSRS, T3FEEA T
Ja—V S, BOEIEO, BXUT T SearchDone % f1H
b9 5. 24T TIE, B TemporarySolution() & AT,
WM S AT 5. B TemporarySolution() DHEL.
I— F% Algorithmb (27~ $. B TemporarySolution()
FEEREE T 2 A XL 2RO EZFT > TV DB D
T, BEOFBIL Algorithm2 DFM 2R E v,
T, PRHEBRICEID, Mazloc = 3 - |V| D% H
TWwh. 4-84THTIX, 0 2Em D oHi, BHEDH
S RZER SDy, ..., SDyy,,,, ZEKT S, OF D, FH
CEDtEmith 2 KB 35 0T, KENEF T mopae HHZ
TRET S, v ZEB0 R0 22 O A 2 R $ /8T
A—=FTHb. FEBFTIX, THK[10] & 17] B L O TIE
BRICE D, vidn&¥5. 72, 647THT, SIKETA
BOBNEZER & SDy, DR O HiEE % % SDistV () TaHll¥
5. 1ok 2, B TemporarySolution() T, HiE
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f# S= {(v0,0,%,%) (v1,1,¢2,0) (v2,2,q1,0) (v3,3,g3,10)
(Va,4,q4,5)} Z L, Mppae = 4 18O ER 55 57 22
M SDy = {{(vo,0,%,%) (v1,2,%,%) (va, 1,%,%) (v3,4,%,%)
(v4,3, %, %) }, ..oy SDg = {{0, 0, %, %) (v1,2,%,%) (vo,1,%,%)
(v3,3,%,%) {vg,4,%, %)} F T Y FLIMER L2 T 5. %
NENOIG S RZER &, SICET 2EDLIRZEH & D
DO SDy.distv = 3,...,8D . distv =2 TH 5. FHK
SDistV() OFHIEZRE T 5. 84TH T, EHAl S L7zl
BT, HEEDIS O SRR E Y — b 5.
RIZ, 9-1TATHTIE, NS ERE 22N SD), % I
I2, B% RandomSelectionInSubSubDomain() % I-U%HH
LCTHRTALE. BN S 25UEESN88123, B
Eff S ZHEHT A, £ LTAITHICR - Tt EzE
W2 mARS L, B SN EMR S 12 R ER 53 % 22
MO HERREHIGT 5. REOERTED 22 £ THRE
LTdEsniibnig, 77 7 SearchDone 13 true |2
HEL, SA Algorithmd 12X VRO NTfEE % 5.
3.2.2.2 DistV & SDistV B#
PREFPTIZ, FoRZE R R0 5558 R 22 [ % R 22 [ O
ESICEY Y= bF 5, 22T, 2OEE4%252522
DR EEFRT 5.
(1) BA%k DistV I TORTEZRS NS,

DistV =n — Vsame (9)

2T, Vsgme T 2DODAFT V2= LDOHOD
MLULEtEfRBOBETH), n IRKOBED
WoBThr., LezE, 200A75 Y-
S1 = {dg.vo,dy.v1,d2.v2, d3.v3,dg.v4,d5.v5}, S2 =
{do-vo, d1.v3,d2.v4,d3.v5, dy.vg, ds.v7} DE DI S 25
B34, FUBEERMIIE v, vs, v4, v5 RDT,
Vsame = 4, DistV(S1,82)=6—-4=2%&7%5%.
(2) % SDistV IZD.ToOXTER SN,

SDistV =n — jsame (10)

C TR, same 20D AY Y 2= VOWIZHELET B
L “0” 2% ) HEHOBEOK TH A, 72, n
BATFVa—VD 1 ODTHAH, LTFTO2ODR7r
Va—)b S1 & 52 Tid, HAE O 07 13« THE
IRT A, 2L zIE, 2D0DATr T a—)V ST = {dg.vo—
dy.v1—dg.va—d3.v3—dy.v4—d5.v5—dg.vo }, S2' = {dg.vo—
dy .va—da.v1—d3.v3-dy.v5—ds.v4—dg.vo} DE DI S % &
B35, FLAE divi-da.ve, dgva—ds.vs (2 2T,
MEPETHE—D 0”7 THhbLERLRT) DT,
Jsame =2, SDistV(S1,82) =6 —-2=4%%%.
3.2.2.3 RandomSelectionInSubSubDomain BEEX
B % RandomSelectionInSubSubDomain(SD,n) i3,
Algorithmd TH L 72E8 508870 22 /] SD M2 B\ T
BOLHR%E T v S LICE LT A T V2 — VR RTEET
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H5bH. ZOBEBOEM I — F% Algorithm6 IZ/R¥ . 2-6
THTIX, SO0 MHZ2ER SD NIcBWT, £HBMOH
WHRE T ¥ LIRS, TITHT, BOLE, BDUEE
LB REVE LA V2 — Tkt L, B Modify()
ZWMAL, MYNKEEZ ANLZBNA Y Y 2 — VOl RE
*EHT 5.

Algorithm 6 RandomSelectionInSubSubDomaln Func-

tion

1: S0

2: while |S| < n do

3: select d € {d'|(v', j’, *,*%) € SD} at random
4 select ¢ € @ at random

5 S — SU{{v,4,q,%)}

6: end while

7: S «— Modify(S)

8: return S

RETNVT) ALEFHERHTNT) ALTHY, HiEO
V=T THRLINZLD L) bYEE S NP H o0 5 R
D7NT) ALFHET LRV, F0O70, HrLWEINK 4
ERRENTGE, V=TI F0ooE )ty bEh, BE
FHEOT—A M=%, KBEEHERIZOM!) 124 5.

4. FHM=xEER

RETEOWREZMERET L2012, Java BTy I 2
L—%%ERL, av¥a—% 2 Ial—Ya VERET-
7. ¥3Ialb—v 3 reFETLEPCIE CPU 2 Celeron
2GHz, A A4 ¥ AE1H2GB, 0OS ?° Windows XP T®
5. RETHOWRELMERT HI12H720, MoOREMES X
EBERZFNZNOBEIC BT, RETFLE LMD S
ZEFDL A1H) LBL, REFEOMELEETS
(4.2 i) .

(1) BORMENE T A7V 2— VORREZIREL L, B
LA AOEMMESICBNT, SERFECEED
ZEFLEERBL, $HMTFETHI LA Y2 -
DWW RERS ENUT ERBEHEISTE DT B0 a2 ELE L7,

(2) HEREH @ SEFESH L KD 5 £ TOMEBREM % 15
L, BWEEEHERNIRO 5E2I12onT
EEL7z.

BB ORNRE L LT, wABIIME MazSt % 900 &
L, RERREIZ BV Tl AT 8= habitus = 10 & 5%
& L7z, EEBTIE, 13,500m x 9,000m O 7 1 —)b FIZE
Wl z 5 > ¥ AICEATZA Y AY U A%EF 108 %EH
Wiz
o {YVAF VAN *y Tidl~5, &FNDECE

oI 10.

o fYVAYVA[K]: =Y 7id6~10, & Fh 2B
HliHh D %4 20.

ZER O EEE L 1-100 DL T~ ¥ A THRELT.
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x 3 BOLERI OB
Table 3 The data structure of the sightseeing spot.

BT THIERER | WERE | I
%55 a 1h 27 410
%55 b 1.5h 72 615
%52 c 2h 85 819
TaX¥rrEBRTOMEY a 1h 48 341
TaF¥Fr s ERTOMAEE D 1.5h 79 512
Ta¥r s EBRTOMAEY ¢ 2h 75 682

FE & GEAL T 5720, SO % 2 e L
oo FREOE R OWAERRNIZ, 1, 15 BEB X
2Bl E L7z, |3 IIINSDREICHED  BEHHBF
D12THA. EHOBOLHAIF 6 @Y H Y, BOLH
KT & OHFEARTEISIEIER (18] IO W Tk L 7.
F7, BEARXEZABELEEL, $XTOFERICBNWT
HiME OBE#E* 30km/h & L7z, %8, BEhHEEC
W AEIHNT A =5 o % 3L L, BEEEA 1knm 2%
BT IR 3 A E NS,

4.1 SEFE
REFFEOUREZTMT 5 720, HROSETFIEL g
EEEE T 72,

o MERVE WM SBE) L%, ROBNH - 8L
FROWREERALT LI L 21242 4GEIRT S
Tk BIEOENVP L b L, KEEZANT, &
ERZE CHWE KRBT 5. ZOFEIERO B
DRERTIEE T 5720, BEIFEEEORNZ KE
fLLEH & LA,

o GARK  HHNICOZLBIDOD A, Y 2 — W E
BT (7] 2R LT, ToF R RN E2ZEE L
T aholohs, REFLELEFEKICHED ZEE L TR
HEHATLLIBIEL TS,

o PSE I WEMEAL T 2 A X2 VT, 705 AIE
B S NI O ERER 7 = A ADATUYET 5 Fik.
HEE Dt (Predatory Search, PS) 1ZH24§ 5.

o TSSE I REFLEOYEMEN 7 24 ZDHEH
72 TSS &E Temporary Solution Search OW
FLTHAH. TSSEEFERET A, ZLLakkD B
VETH L. BEEROBIRY BB >imss GEl
EBRER L EE) TRORE, 3.2.1.1 THIF MK
PerCostSat() #HfH L T\ 5.

o BIFETE I TRTOMAETELAERIZLYRD, KK
DIRED A ¥ 2 — V&5 5 Jik.

4.2 Y3zl —3Y a3 ER
4.2.1 BOEREE

BHAT V2= VO REZ M 572012, 5O
BETHREOBEREIT- 72, T2, KT OB

© 2013 Information Processing Society of Japan

e E

450
430+ AVRBVRIN
410
20 Emapl
370 Emap2
330 = map3
330 Hmap4
310 - ®map5
290 -
270
250 -

Greedylk GAik  PSik  TsSik REFERLSRRA

(a)
i E
450
430 +——— AVRAZVAK
410
il B map6
370 mmap?
350 = maps8
330 Hmap9
310 4 Emapl0
290 +
270
250 - : o
Greedyik  GAK pPSik TSSiE REFE
(b)

3 O M

Fig. 3 Results of comparison for satisfaction degree.

Bl (A VAV A) BEBIIAVDL Z LT, fETHEDA
=S8N T 4 RMER L. FNENOERKFIT 30 K
O ERo>TWE, 72, GAFE PSEIIHL, #HE
BFfE 2 HIBR L, {HEREMATE ULBo b & Tz 1T - 72,

AR Y AN OfiREHE 3 (a) LR 4 ITIRT. &R
WETIE, R#EBT KD D DI 109.75 55502 72D IxF
L, REFEIIH 13 B TREFD 95.65%LL L /& B %
FoMaRODL I ENTE, GAEE PSETIE, %
FHEID O RVEERMEZZRE LI 20Db5T, 45
NIRRT &L kv, —J5, Greedy #:& TSS
FXF OB THE AR Z 505, MOEIIKL, BT
flaoTwabeEZOLNL., RN ELIBLIZL A, it
T, 136 BOMEEEFOMEEL LN TET.

AV Ay YA K] OFERIZK 3(b) LR 4 ITRENT W
L. SREFETRERERD AL Z EITFEARBN TR EE
720, FORREEERL TRV, BEFELBOTE-
B LR, BIREROWEEOMERS TS, R
FTHETIL 93758, GA L PS T 160 AREEDL D >
7o, MEFHREIMOBEEHMEF LoD, GAEL PSELD
O DIEEERD W E3Gh5E, 2 e, TSS
FEERBRY B3 A v A5 v A [N 04 L AR R E AR
S, EWEHERE CHE L RO SN0, ORI,
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R4 CPHEIERERH O ILEGER
Table 4 Results of comparison for computing time.

FYORHSEER | ARV | GA L PS# | TSS# | RETE | &R
A VAY AN 0.6 ms 19.43s 20.16s 0.52s 13.68s 109.75 min
A Y AY Y AK | 10.5ms | 164.21s | 167.45s | 6.28s 93.75s -

xR 5 AYERLEOF TR H G

Table 5 Computing time of Brute-force search.
Ar 28 A | s (6) | WA (8) | mEwidk (10) | Badi (12)
EREE 1.37 min 18.44 min 106.2 min 424.93 min

Bfi:s

ERIFICHIR S L2 2 L EIFET & 2. FIIRHEE O I

350
300 REFE
250

200

150

100

50

16 18 20 22 24
ik

6 8 10 12 ‘ 14
m30E DT EHEERRE (s)

B4 BETFEOFHHED
Fig. 4 Computing time of proposed method.

4.2.2 ETEEREOE
REFHOFERMZ T 5 720, SEROFIHERH
EHEU. EBRICIE, FUF AR ENRZA A Y Y
A2 10 %= HW/z, 10fHDA4 v 2% v A& T 58
% 62418 (6, 8, 10, 12, 14, 16, 18, 20, 22, 24)
Thb. Tz, KEMHBOBHXOWMEEDS 7 > 5 412
AR L 72, EREIIRREMESE 2 51200, FHEREH
PRBEEWICHINT 5720, BOLEMHE (6, 8, 10, 12)
DEEIZDWTORGFHRR M ZFHI L7z, ERBRiERER 5
R, B 12 DA, EHERE AT 7.08 KE 22 5
Zlwgahols. K412, RETFHORERRH (30 34T
DY) ERT. B I8 LT %4, 145 UNTHZ
BEZEDNTETCVWLI ENGHD., RETEORIHIEY
W EREDY 20 T T, BN TWD, FRTICB
JEEERMOIESDE O RE R, LA L, REFE
ERBEAT22 DL &, FHERHEMRIISIIEE - T
WS, ZRITOFIREM OIS D EAREL LY, 5
itEAt 24 o & &, FHEBR 25300 B ETHND
Mole—75, FHERMOIES2E L S5ICHBEII -T2
PRETILTY) AL TIE, BERHHNOKES 2 B e &8
HHRE T T LITPRET HDOT, EHEAS VL,
B RREOEDLENRE L b, REFEEIREDY;
HGORMEHE=REEZOM) THHb00, FHINHE 20
KHROty VEHOL2PUOBETLILEOTRIZLD,
HZEm A L T A LR Bbh, TEtEE
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BHEMRY IA4BROBETH 5.
5. ¥&H

KFFE T, BB ORI LBOLRM G E L, &8
DEE AT 5 &9 BREBOEA T ¥ 2 — VOV EFE
RIRE L. RETER, TSP OAMRED 1 DTH A
HEAFAL TV S0 d 5. HORERNZE % 57
T57:0, MEFELEHRETROLMELK L. 20
W RO 95.65% L iR & Hoff % P4 12.99
WCTHELZENTE, T2, RV LKL EZ S,
20 D B A A v A Y ¥ AIZBWT 1.36 5D
REZFOREHEL I LTS

SHBOMEE LT, BEHOKRNEEEST L DT
SND. BLWEBEDOT TR, BEEESBINPEN D,
FENALERFHTELDIEIHERICRE REELS
ZABETENEZLN, INLDOFHAAT Y 2a—IVE ) FL
VETALILEZEETHLIEZONA., $7-, HHMOH
FSEEPEDDORIEIC O BEENEZOND. 2L 2
WL AP U TEFHEL LY, BATKRELAEZD TSR L,
HM TORBOER L7227y YV a—1) v FFEZRET
LFETHD.
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