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The quadratic assignment problem (QAP) is a challenging combinatorial problem. The problem is NP-hard
and in addition, it is considered practically intractable to solve large QAP instances, to proven optimality,
within reasonable time limits. In this paper we present an attractive mixed integer linear programming
(MILP) formulation of the QAP. We first introduce a useful non-linear formulation of the problem and then
a method of how to reformulate it to a new exact, compact discrete linear model. This reformulation is effi-
cient for QAP instances with few unique elements in the flow or distance matrices. Finally, we present
optimal results, obtained with the discrete linear reformulation, for some previously unsolved instances
(with the size n =32 and 64), from the quadratic assignment problem library, QAPLIB.
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1. Introduction

The quadratic assignment problem was introduced by
Koopmans and Beckmann (1957) in the basic form:

n n n n
min3~ 33" S apbu-x 0
i=1 j=1 k=1 I=1

subject to

doxy=1, j=1,....m (2)
i=1

n

doxy=1, i=1,....m 3)
j=1

x;€{0,1}, ij=1,...,n (4)

a; are given distances between locations and by, flows between facil-
ities defined in the matrices, A and B. The QAP is an NP-hard problem
and many different formulations and methods for this problem have
been suggested. These include heuristics (Taillard, 1991), linear
reformulation techniques (Adams et al., 2007) and convex quadratic
programming (Anstreicher and Brixius, 2001) to name a few. Com-
puting lower bounds for QAPs using SDP relaxations has recently
also been widely studied (Peng et al., 2010). In fact over one hundred
papers have been published in the subject since 1999 according to
Loiola et al. (2007). However, to this date only a few QAPs of size
n > 30 from QAPLIB (Burkard et al., 1997; Hahn and Anjos, 2002)
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have been solved to proven optimality including the famous
nug30 and the kra instances (Anstreicher et al., 2002). Most of these
instances have been solved using computers connected in parallel
and the CPU times required to solve the models, calculated for a
single computer, are immense. It should however be mentioned
that in addition to the instances in the QAPLIB Drezner et al.
(2005) reported solutions of some special classes of QAPs as big as
n=75.1

This paper presents a compact exact discrete linear reformula-
tion (DLR) of the QAP that can be solved using general MILP solvers.
This formulation gives promising results on instances where one of
the matrices has few unique elements per row. Various different
MILP formulations have been presented through the years. The
model with the smallest amount of variables and constraints, is
to our knowledge, the model presented by Kaufman and Broeckx
(1978). Their model contains n? binary variables, n? real variables
and 2n + n? constraints. The formulation gives, however, very poor
lower bounds and the tightening of the formulation has recently
been studied by Zhang et al. (2010). The MILP model in this paper
contains o - n binary variables, f - n? real variables and y - n + 6 - n?
constraints, where o, 8, y and ¢ are problem specific parameters. In
the worst case, our formulation has n? binary variables, n® real
variables and 2n+n> constraints. However, this is almost never
the case. Values for these parameters for some instances in
the QAPLIB are found in Sections 3-4. With respect to the nota-
tions, vectors and matrices are written in bold face throughout
the paper.

! In addition, after the submission of this paper, Fischetti, Monaci and Salvagin
reported the solution of the instance esc128 in QAPLIB with n =128.
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2. QAP-reformulations

Consider two permutation vectors p and p where p; = k if facility
iis at location k and p; = k if facility k is at location i. The objective
function in Eq. (1), can then be written as:

n n n n
D> b= > aibpy. (3
i=1 j=1 i-1 j=1
In matrix form Egs. (2) and (3) can be written as Xe = X’e = e where
e is a vector with all elements equal to 1 and X is the so-called per-
mutation matrix containing the binary variables, x;;. The permuta-
tion vectors p and p are given by p=Xq and p=X'q where
q"=(1,2,...,n). Using the properties of the permutation vectors,
Eq. (5) can be rewritten in the form:

n n n n
> 2 anbi, =3 > _aibj; (6)
i=1 j=1 i=1 j=1

/ . .
where aj; and by are given by:

n

@ = ayxi Vij, (7)
k=1

b;,— = Zbikxkj Vi,j. (8)
k=1

The row sum and the column sum of the binary variables x are equal
to 1 according to Egs. (2) and (3).

Using more compact matrix notation, Egs. (6)-(8) can also be
written as XAeBX where estands for the scalar product of the
matrices, defined as the sum of the product of the corresponding
elements. This representation is considered later on in Section 3.
From Eq. (6) we find that the objective function is a sum of bilinear
terms, a,fjb;j, of discrete variables, where each variable can obtain, at
most, n different numerical values, defined by the elements of cor-
responding columns and rows of the matrices A and B respectively.
We can formulate a linear relaxation, wy, of the bilinear term a;jbgj
by considering the discrete nature of the variable b,fj as follows:

M;
Wy > ZB:HZ:F 9
m=1
M;
> 7 =g 1o
m=1
<A xy Ym=1,. M (11)
keK["

B" are the constant unique values of the elements b;; in row i of the
matrix B and M; the number of unique elements in the row, where
M; < n. zJ} are nonnegative variables of which one will be equal to aj;
while the others will be zero. A; = max;a; (i.e. the largest element in
column j of the matrix A). The index sets K" are connected to the
unique values of the elements (with corresponding binary vari-
ables) of row i in the B matrix and are defined as follows:

KM= {jlby =B"} Vj Am=1,... M. (12)

Since both aj; and b;j are nonnegative variables and the objective is
to minimize a sum of such bilinear terms we will get an exact dis-
crete linear relaxed reformulation of the QAP by including the con-
straints in Eqgs. (10) and (11) and by replacing the bilinear terms
agjbﬁj in the objective function with the corresponding variables
wy. The complete formulation is given in the next section.

2.1. A simple example
To conclude this section we will illustrate the exact relaxation

of one bilinear term as given in Eqgs. (9)-(12). We consider the fol-
lowing QAP with n =5 where:

03 5 9 6 0 3 7 7
30 2 6 9 4 0 4 10 4
=|52 0 8 10| and B=|3 0 2 3
96 8 0 2 7 10 2 0 4
6 9 10 2 O 7 4 3 4 0

Now, as an illustrative example, consider the relaxation of the bilin-
ear term aj;bj;, with i=2 and j =3, i.e. aj;b);. According to Egs. (7)
and (8) d; and b, are given by:

(1/23 = 5X21 + 2X23 + 0X23 + 8X24 + 10x35,
bly = 4X13 + OXp3 + 4X33 + 10X43 + 4Xs3,

where according to Egs. (2) and (3):

X13 +X23 + X33 + X3 +X53 =1,
X21 + X2z + Xo3 + X0 + X5 = 1.

Since row two (i=2) in the matrix B has three unique values,
namely 0, 4 and 10 and Eq. (2) holds, (i.e. Xj3+Xy3+Xx33+
Xa3+Xs3= 1), we get b, € {0,4,10} = {35,35,33} and M, = 3. Thus
according to Eq. (9):

Was > 0zy; + 422, + 1023,.
Furthermore, according to Eq. (10):
Zhy + 225 + 253 = 5X21 + 2X35 + 0Xp3 + 8Xa4 + 10Xss,

where the RHS is equal to a),. The index sets K}’ (connected to the
unique values of the elements of row two in the B matrix) are,
according to Eq. (12), in this case K} = {2}; K3 = {1,3,5}andKk =
{4}. Furthermore, A; = 10 (i.e. the largest value in column three
of the A matrix). From Eq. (11) we, thus, obtain:

2%3 < 10X23,
2

233 < 10(X13 + X33 + Xs3),

233 < 10x43.

Since only one of the binary variables above will be equal to 1 and
the others equal to 0 only one of the zJ; variables can be nonzero
and, thus, according to Eq. (10) equal to a),. Furthermore, observe
that the binary variables above are connected to the parameters
B, i.e. the unique values of b);.

As we minimize w,s, the inequality as in Eq. (9) will be active
and we obtain:

Wy3 = 0235 + 423, + 10235,

which result in an exact discrete linear relaxation of the bilinear
term. In a similar way bilinear terms for all i, j in the QAP can be
handled. Since, in a QAP, both aj; and bgj are discrete variables, we
can do the discretization in either a; or bﬁj In Fig. 1 both discretiza-
tions are illustrated. The left figure correspond to the example
above. From the figures we observe that the representation is a
relaxation of the bilinear term for continuous values of the variables
a; and b;}. but an exact reformulation of it if one of the variables is a
discrete variable. A similar type of relaxation for continuous vari-
ables in pooling problems, using piecewise linear expressions, is gi-
ven in Gounaris et al. (2009).

3. The discrete linear QAP reformulation

Now we reformulate every bilinear term in the QAP using the
method described in Section 2. Thus we get an exact discrete linear
reformulation (DLR) of the QAP. The discretization can be done in
either a; or b:] as mentioned before. In the below reformulation,
the discretization is done in the variables b,’j
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Fig. 1. Bilinear term a,,b), discretized in b); (to the left) and in ), (to the right).

n n M
min’y B'z}! (13)
i=1 j=1 m=1
subject to
n
doxj=1 V], (14)
i=1
n
doxj=1 Vi, (15)

M vij, (16)

X €{0,1} 2z} €[0,A] Vijam=1,... M, (17)
where

Kj:miaxa,-j v j, (18)
K" = {jb; = B"} Vijam=1,. M, (19)
bije{B,-],Bf,...,B?’"‘} Vij. (20)

The values of a; and b;; are defined in the matrices A and B. The
amount of variables and constraints in the model is dependent on
the number of unique values in the rows or columns of the matrices
(depending on which one is discretized). The number of binary vari-
ables is o - n? and the number of real variables § - n? while the num-
ber of constraints is y - n+ & - n. In Table 1 the values of &, §, 7 and &
are given for certain instances from QAPLIB when reformulated in
this manner. In Table 1 the solution times when solving the in-
stances to optimality in the different discretized forms are also
given. As can be noted, fewer constraints and variables do not
always result in shorter CPU times. Furthermore, it can be observed
that the two discretization directions will result in highly different
solution times. When the problem size increases, the choice of the
direction will have a crucial importance on whether the problem
can be solved or not. This can already be seen at the root node, since
the value of the lower bound differs greatly depending on which
way the model has been discretized.

Remark. The two optional discretization directions can algorith-
mically be implemented in different ways. In case the implemen-
tation is simply done by switching the matrices in the objective

Table 1
Parameters o, f, y and ¢ as well as solution times in seconds, when discretizing in A or
B

Instance in A inB

o B y 4 time(s) o A y 0 time (s)
chr12a 1 283 2 383 10 1 1133 2 1233 2
escl6a 1 312 2 275 33 1 25 2 312 11
nugl2 1 617 2 517 59 1 533 2 633 1186

function, XAeBX, it should, however, be noted that the permuta-
tion matrix X must then be considered as its transpose as well (and
the permutation vector p would be p) since XAeBX = BXeXA =
X"BXeA = X'BeAX'.

From the formulation in Egs. (13)-(20) it may, further, be ob-
served that if A; = 0 then the corresponding variables, Z7 v i,mwill
be equal to zero. This reduces the number of variables, constraints
in Eq. (16) and corresponding terms in the objective function Eq.
(13). On the other hand if B[" = 0 it only reduces corresponding
terms in the objective function, but does not affect the number
of variables and constraints.

4. Special structures of the QAP

Many of the instances in the QAPLIB (e.g. esc32a-esc32h) have
matrices where all elements in a row and the corresponding col-
umn are equal to zero. It is important to consider such special
structures of QAP since they result in multiple equal solutions.
We therefore, introduce a way to exclude such solutions in the
DLR model. By first considering the B matrix and partitioning the
matrices in the objective function (Eq. (6), written in matrix form)
we obtain,

XXy ABI‘AB2] {BI‘B2}|:X1‘X2:|7
XA.BX_[X3‘X4]{AB3‘AB4 ¢ B; | By X3 [ Xy |

[ X1Ap1 + XoAps | X1Aps + XoApy } . [ B;X; + BoXs | BiXs + BoXy }
X3Ap: + X4Aps | XsAps + X4Apy B;X; + BuX; | BsX; + BuXy

When B,, B, B, =0 we obtain:

Ap: | Aps

XAeBX =[ X; | X, ] { A Ans

}oBl[Xl\XQ}

=[ X1 |Xs JAeB [ X; | X, ]
=XpzAeBXp
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If the number of remaining rows and columns in the B matrix is ng
then n — ng rows of the permutation matrix have been removed.
The original QAP contains n! permutations, but since (n — ng) rows
of the permutation matrix have been eliminated, (n — ng)! permuta-
tions have as well. The number of permutations in the reduced
problem is thus n!/(n — ng)!. In Table 2 and 3 examples of the influ-
ence of the compression is illustrated by some instances from
QAPLIB.

As we apply this method to certain instances in QAPLIB we can
decrease the number of binary variables and constraints. The dif-
ference in the formulation after the removal of the unnecessary
binary variables is that the index i should be summed up to only
ng and Eq. (14) should now be written as an inequality constraint,

ng
doxp<1, j=1,....m (21)
i=1

However, in Eq. (21) all binary variables may be equal to zero and
forcing all other variables in Eq. (16) to be equal to zero as well.
Then the equality constraint in Eq. (16) would not hold. Therefore,
an additional variable, zg, with a corresponding relaxation con-
straint must be added. This constraint is given by:

ng
Z0 <A (1 - Zx,(,) Y i,j. (22)
k=1

The variable, zf]’ is then added to the equality constraint in Eq. (16)
by starting the summation in the LHS from m = 0. Also, in a similar
way, rows and corresponding columns with all elements zero in A
can be utilized to reduce the number of columns in the permutation
matrix. In the latter case the index j should be summed up to only
ns and Eq. (15) must be written as an inequality constraint:

7
doxp<1, i=1,...m (23)
j=1

where 1,4 is the number of remaining rows and columns in the A
matrix. No additional relaxation constraints connected to the
inequality constraint Eq. (23) need be added in this case, as long
as we have discretized in B. On the other hand, if we discretize in
A an additional variable and a corresponding relaxation constraint
should be connected to Eq. (23) as well.

Additional remarks. If both the matrices A and B have rows (and
columns) with all elements equal to zero we obtain:

XA ¢ BX = X;A ¢ B X; = X,A; ¢ BX, = XA; ¢ B, X,

where

S RNERES
8

Table 2

Variables, (o + $)n?, and constraints, 7 n + én?, in the model discretized in A with and
without compression.

Instance  No compression Compressed (n — np)!
o B y 0 o B V 0
esc32a 1 294 2 372 078 272 18 349 7!
esc32b 1 250 2 325 075 225 18 299 8!
esc32c 1 272 2 331 059 231 16 289 13!
esc32d 1 206 2 262 056 162 1.6 217 14!
esc32e 1 134 2 162 028 062 13 088 231
esc32g 1 141 2 162 022 062 12 082 25!
esc32h 1 262 2 322 059 222 16 280 13!
esc64a 1 139 2 173 034 073 13 1.07 421
esc128 1 126 2 150 024 050 12 074 97!
tai64c 1 120 2 141 020 041 12 060 51!
tai256¢ 1 136 2 172 036 072 14 1.08 164!

Table 3
Variables, (o + $)n?, and constraints, y n + én?, in the model discretized in B with and
without compression.

Instance  No compression Compressed (n — ng)!
o p vy 9 o p b o
esc32a 1 391 2 4.69 0.78 391 1.8 4.68 7!
esc32b 1 375 2 450 0.75 3.75 1.8 4.49 8!
esc32c 1 297 2 3.56 0.59 297 1.6 3.55 13!
esc32d 1 281 2 338 0.56 281 1.6 3.36 14!
esc32e 1 141 2 1.69 0.28 141 13 1.67 23!
esc32g 1 1.09 2 131 0.22 1.09 1.2 1.29 25!
esc32h 1 297 2 356 0.59 297 16 3.55 13!
esc64a 1 206 2 241 034 206 1.3 2.40 42!
esc128 1 1.70 2 1.94 0.24 1.70 1.2 1.93 97!
tai64c 1 305 2 325 020 3.05 1.2 3.24 51!
tai256c 1 15.09 2 1545 036 1509 14 1545 164!
and
A |0 B,y |0
A= 1 B= 1
0|0 0|0

X, A; and B, are ng x na, N4 x N4 and ng x ng matrices respectively.
If both A and B are compressed an additional constraint to Egs.
(21)-(23) is needed to ensure the remaining number of permuta-
tions. This constraint is written as follows:

Ng  Np

Z inj > Ng+ny —n. (24)

i=1 j=1

The permutations eliminated after compressing in both A and B are:

min{n!(nfng)!,n!(nfn,*)!} (25)

ny! ng!

while the number of permutations left is:

max {(”7"' ”73'} (26)

n—ng)!l’ (n—ny)!

From Eq. (26) we find that only one permutation remains when
ng+n, —n=0. In this case the optimal value of the QAP is 0 and
all x;; = 0 in the compressed model. ng+ny —n=0whenng =n, =4.

Symmetries In addition to compressing the matrices, optional
symmetry strategies can be utilized. Considering the objective func-
tion written as XAeBX we observe that when both A and B are

Table 4

Solution times (in seconds) for solving some instances to optimality utilizing
symmetry (S) and compression (C) (when possible). DLR indicate the solution time
when solving without S and C.

Instance Disc in DLR S C C+S

nugl2 A 59 20

scri2 B 9.6 3.6

chr12a B 1.6 0.8

tail2a A 246 157

roul2 B 1187 216

escl6a B 114 10.0 9.9 71

esc16b B 158 >1200 71 >1200

escl6¢ B 286 264 168 250
Table 5

Solution results when solving the instances esc32a, esc32c, esc32d, esc64a and tai64c
from the QAPLIB

Instance BKS old LB DLR Nodes Time (s)
esc32a 130 103 130 110365472 1618580
esc32c 642 616 642 1473284 24365
esc32d 200 191 200 2922791 36256
esc64a 116 98 116 62365 16370
tai64c 1855928 1855928 1855928 385103 182983
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Fig. 2. Solution progress for the instance esc32c.

Table 6

Optimal permutation vectors obtained with the DLR model for the instances esc32a, esc32b, esc32c, esc32d, esc64a and tai64c in the QAPLIB.
Instance
esc32a 11, 3,7, 23,19, 27, %, 14, 20, 17, 28, 9, 12, 4, 8, 2, 26, 24, 32, %, 22, 25, 6, 18, 29, 10, 30, *, *, *, *, * S {1,5,13,15,16,21,31}
esc32c 15,12, %, 13,22, 8,24, 23,20, 19,4, 2,1, 7,6, 3,5, 18, 17, 21, x, x, *, *, *, %, %, *, *, *, %, * S€ {9,10,11,14, 16,25,26,27,28,29,30,31,32}
esc32d 18, 29, 10, 2, 25, 32, 22, 20, 24, 17, 30, 9, 1, 26, 31, 21, 19, 23, =, *, *, *, *, *, ¥, *, *, *, *, %, * S€ {3,4,5,6,7,8,11,12,13,14,15,16,27,28}
esc64a 18, 29, 10, 2, 25, 32, 22, 20, 24, 17, 30, 9, 1, 26, 31, 21, 19, 23, *, *, *, *, *, *, ¥, *, *, *, *, %, * S€ {3,4,5,6,7,8,11,12,13,14,15,16,27,28}
tai64c 1, 15, 32, 35, 61, 41, 29, 18, 12, 45, 63, 59, 47, *,....x S€{2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,13,14,16,17,19,20,21,22, 23,24,25,26,27,28,30,31,33,34,

36,37,38,39,40,42,43,44,46,48,49,50,51,52, 53,54,55,56,57,58,60,62,64}

symmetric we can write either XA e BX = A ¢ X'BX = A « X'BX or
XA e BX = Be XAX' — B e XAX' where A=2-Us—Ds and B =
2-Ug — Dg. Up and U, are the upper (or lower) triangular parts
and D4 and Dg the diagonal parts of the corresponding matrices. This
reduces the number of variables and constraints. In Table 4 solution
times for solving some smaller instances from the QAPLIB to opti-
mality utilizing symmetry as well as compression (when possible)
are given. When the symmetry option has been used it has been
applied to the matrix not being discretized. Only the A matrix in
the three last instances can be compressed. Table 4 shows that uti-
lizing symmetry and compression reduces the solution time in
many cases.

Some of the QAPLIB instances have persymmetric (symmetric
w.r.t. the counter diagonal), centrosymmetric (symmetric w.r.t.
the matrix center) or bisymmetric (symmetric and centrosymmet-
ric) matrices. These properties can be utilized as well. For example,
a centrosymmetric matrix A has the property MA = AM, where M is
a counter-diagonal matrix, with elements equal to one in the coun-
ter diagonal and all entries off the counter-diagonal equal to zero.
In this case two permutation vectors, p; = Xq and p, = XMq result
in the same value of the objective function. In order to break this
symmetry the first row of the permutation matrix can be parti-
tioned to a left and a right half, (x;|xg). Letting X; = 0 the symmetry
will be broken and only one of the solutions will remain valid. In a
similar way if the B matrix is centrosymmetric, a permutation vec-
tor ps = MXq result in the same value of the objective function as
with p;. This symmetry can be broken, for example, by including
zero elements in the upper half of the first column in the permuta-
tion matrix. Breaking the centrosymmetry eliminates multiple
solutions. There are several other symmetry options as well and
several of them have been introduced in the literature
(Anstreicher, 2003; de Klerk and Sotirov, 2010). However, we
conclude this section only by stating that symmetries in the matri-
ces have not been considered in greater detail in this paper, but we
will introduce some alternative options for special structures of the
A and B matrices in a forthcoming paper.

5. Results

By using the model formulation presented in this paper we have
solved some previously unsolved instances from the QAPLIB to
proven optimality. In Table 5 the results obtained with the DLR
model are given. The first two columns show the best known solu-
tions and the best lower bounds for the instances, reported in the
QAPLIB.2 The verified optimal solution obtained with the discrete
linear reformulated MIP model, the total number of nodes visited
and the solution time in seconds, as reported by Gurobi, are given
in the last three columns. All instances in Table 5 have been discret-
ized in B and compression was utilized in the n = 64 instances. All in-
stances have been solved on a single PC with an Intel i7 4-core
2.8 GigaHertz processor and 6 GigaByte RAM, except for the esc64a
instance where a PC with an Intel i7 6-core 3.2 GigaHertz processor
was used. As a MILP solver Gurobi (4.0.1) with default parameter set-
tings was used. The node files were stored on the hard drive, thus
reducing the amount of RAM needed to solve the models. In Fig. 2,
to the left, the best integer and best node solutions versus the solu-
tion time are illustrated when solving the instance esc32c. To the
right, in the same figure, the number of nodes explored and nodes
remaining versus the solution time are shown. The permutation vec-
tors for the problems solved to optimality are given in Table 6, in the
Appendix. Surprisingly the esc64a instance was solved in about
4.5 hours and tai64c in about 51 hours. Even though the problems
with n = 64 are huge we were still able to solve them to proven opti-
mality. This is both because of the efficiency of the discrete reformu-
lation as well as the reduction of the permutation matrix by using
compression. When solving the esc32a, esc32c and esc32d instances
compression did, however, not result in a shorter solution time.

2 The instance tai64c is a so-called grey pattern problem having a simplified QAP
structure. The problem has previously been solved to proven optimality by Drezner
(2006), using a special purpose algorithm utilizing the simpler structure. The problem
is included in Table 5, since we have solved it in the QAP form and it was reported as
unsolved in the QAPLIB.
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Table 5 indicates that the solution times are quite moderate when
comparing them to previously solved instances of n > 30
(Anstreicher et al., 2002; Adams et al., 2007). A good branching
strategy is crucial for any large MILP problem as indicated in
Achterberg et al. (2005). In all the test runs we, however, used
default settings for Gurobi. A drawback with some recent methods
is the amount of RAM required as indicated in (Adams et al., 2007;
Hahn et al., 2008). With the DLR-model presented in this paper the
amount of RAM is, on the other hand, not a crucial issue. Even on
the largest problem from the QAPLIB, tai256c¢, the DLR can be written
as a MILP model with 0.36n2 binary and 0.72n? continuous variables
as well as 1.4n + 1.08n? constraints.

Having the opportunity to test the efficiency of new solution ap-
proaches on instances from the QAPLIB is a great resource. Results
obtained with several different solvers on the same instances can
easily be found in the QAPLIB from well documented references,
thanks to the maintainers Hahn and Anjos (2002). The unsolved
and recently solved problems in the library are however very chal-
lenging. This restricts the possibilities of doing comprehensive
numerical comparisons, because of the CPU-time required to solve
these problems. Already the CPU-time for a single instance might
end up lasting weeks, even when solving it using parallel compu-
tation (Anstreicher et al., 2002). This practical limitation has also,
in our case, limited the amount of comparisons done in this paper.

6. Conclusions

The exact discrete linear reformulation, DLR, presented in this
paper is shown to be compact and from numerical experiments
we have found that it gives very good results, especially on sparse
instances with few unique elements per row. We have presented
solutions to never before solved instances in the QAPLIB. The run
times for problems solved with the DLR-model are reasonably
short (taking into account the combinatorial complexity of the in-
stances) and the RAM memory required is not a crucial issue with
this model. However, we do not think that any QAP can be solved
more efficiently with the given reformulation than with some
other approach but we are of course happy that some of the in-
stances in the QAPLIB that had never been solved to optimality be-
fore could be solved with this formulation. Default settings in the
MILP solver Gurobi were used when conducting the experiments,
whilst the node files were stored on a hard drive. A good branching
strategy could probably still speed up the solution times. Symme-
try options were not considered in greater detail in this paper, but
will be considered in a forthcoming paper.
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Appendix A. Optimal permutations

Below are the optimal permutation vectors for the instances
esc32a, esc32b, esc32c, esc32d, esc64a and tai64c obtained with
the DLR QAP formulation. For each instance, the elements indi-
cated by * can be replaced with any permutation of the elements
in the corresponding set S.
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