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Abstract

This study applies the network interception problem to the construction of the fourth line
of defense for national security from the perspective of national defense. The enemy's objective
is to seek the shortest total time attack path from the landing point to the capital city, and the
interception actions are taken to increase the difficulty of achieving this objective for strategic
endurance. Therefore, the shortest path network interception problem is adopted as the basis to
construct the "defender-attacker" model using game theory. The top layer of the model is an
optimization problem for choosing the ambush points for the military, and the bottom layer is
the shortest path problem for enemy attack, which belongs to a two-layer binary integer
programming problem. To balance solution efficiency and quality, this study proposes a nested
sequence architecture based on simplified swarm optimization for solving the problem. To
improve algorithm performance, a local search mechanism for the shortest ambush path is also
proposed. Finally, algorithm parameter settings, verification, and empirical analysis are

conducted on 20 random problems of different sizes and 24 example problems.

Keywords: Network Interdiction, Bi-level Programming, Nested Sequential, Simplified
Swarm Optimization, Dijkstra Algorithm
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PAARLBGE FLRG AR ERML P FERAT - L EWE o R T
A BRSSPl FITRGE R (Hsi-minand Lee, 2020) - ;zq‘]&f@} 5
BEAL90A vE ek sk K 2 5 R ANl Ik S BT L L 4 ik R o )55
TR 4 0 BT ApcEREA AR s > NEDRGEE A gk RBEFR T8
Bk b Eard po hiegop R o
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i e o B R4 o R Hmi2ds s -4 % (Hunzekeretal, 2018) -

FURITRY DY e i A {;}F];""W‘l FiEdE It g E e ‘=‘§;~ e b de A R
%ﬁ-%ﬁ%¢&¢’%*£%% PARF RS N e R B B R SR §
Rl p i (g M3 ) > KA FIBERDP che BT UBRSHET XY o P
AR W %\'ﬁn“ml‘gp‘ﬁ(ff’ PONZREPEE LR ELENTEEL
FBELFRPE AR cAFERRA > 2372 - BRTOp EPL (258 > 2013)
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BRFEmyoe ko DRI RFEH S e RS AN R (X 2R
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Bt it B e g ORI o B EE foivRoE B o Agd - BITR Sgten
A fef dm (FRE 02020) Flt > AT 2 - AN RE g R R ik
S R SR A T X PR TR AR I DA

fept4f# (network interdiction) i & #F3d4eie JI* 3 ek 4 > FFHFFER DS 0
BpL e RdEECE > W H gstd BB P (Wollmer, 1964) c A F T o JFR T
B A R FF A VIR EDER AR @ R FILFY SR A o PR e
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B 6 C AP e B B ~ AR iR (Ao e P gus ;}%ﬁiz& BLEC) 1R G
PP M HAANEREERE > KRB fﬁé\ ( Bidgoli and Kheirkhah, 2018; Smith and Song,
2020; Wood, 2010 ) o i€ ¥ iy £ A Bu 2 B FE P £ > bldohf 428 % (arc) &
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R E H TR A P o

v =) i” BE>RI P ETRY BT k=S ;}ﬁé LA 0 BBk F{ﬁ B e mmﬁk%%}ﬁ
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BB R EBAITFRA L KE G U REFR EH 5 E R (Hunzeker et al.,
2018) & 0 R AP B ALS 6 B AL RCE 103 - B0 0 A BB K4
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Wood ( 1993)”“‘?‘9 i hrr B AP R R T o R IF A R 32 1 £ NP-complete
RRE > @ A AR REF BNP-hardP 32 o Flpt > K2R igf P 32 8- %
BE P RnEaE o f 19708 1% > F X S EEK R KR 2 s AL TR
% (branch-and-bound ) ( Bard and Falk, 1982 ) ~ Karush-Kuhn-Tucker ;# ( Bard and Moore,
1990) ~ #& ) S iz (penalty function ) (White and Anandalingam, 1993 ) frsT4g < & %%
(Benders decomposition ) (Panetal.,2003) o X m > B RLF|FF L P Bggfeld @ @ sien
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A By SR o BEIRE (Slmphﬁed Swarm Optimization, SSO ) # %%
F A8 5 E 2 L3 HFRP A be s 5 ERPAEDRfE > 5 £ R 1EBE (Laiand
Yeh, 2016) o 477 3 & F i jd &R %7% BH#F R A DY R LR RPN R
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gL 3F A B 32 (network interdiction problem ) # & Jq p 3t 1950& & #1iE = g & R
# ] 2] ¥ 32 (Ford and Fulkerson, 1956 ) o gL # i 48 5 Hp e * R E 30 @02 5 4
LA ZUEFERET HE I TR E G g P 0F > e E R H
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game ) ( Smith and Lim, 2008 ) »
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PP AR ER] T R AR ﬁé‘;?’jgj e B AR BT o b s ) | AR B B
B it S REd (S BRERERFE )  RBFESHE S AR v RAZAMA (- ) T
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2.2 Bk RA)

A AR AL (bilevel programming problem ) ¥ 12 if j#3]1934# > Stackelberg i
W FEADE FY F & i (Von Stackelberg, 1934) - H A A3 ¢ » § Bk A7 T
@Tm‘;“_,kn&’ﬁt§ EET A ul%;i—g\ domdedlA- K Sk N E REEMEpaeE (P
Snfe) o e H AR ”‘”bgﬁ’ﬁgf—* o B¢ Apgg méﬁl%—'*‘ ( leader ) Kﬁ%;ﬁ'&iﬁ
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RAL™ (Fjfep ol @ ' EF DAL HAEFFPRERFLIF AT PRFS (
Bard, 2013 )
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A0 .,’.fl“xER"lLfi’yEan :



min F(x,y) (la)

x€X,y

s.t. G(x,y) <0 (1b)
myinf(x,y) (lc)
s.t. glx,y) <0 (1d)

B RAIR AL RS B TR TR Rl ERMAET K Ry €R™
ke e SofgcF - R™M X R™ - Rfef : R™M X R™ - R& B E_F B fo™  p o &
G R™ X R™ - R™MArg : R™ x R - RM2 Q) A u] §_F & foT & ST 15 & o + 12
FIEEHZ A BE B Ll (FTxBy) > T ERFHFTNES > L FHBF D
B (et B LR BETRADRRP TR EAZERERHLSE S
s T R ,La\iﬁ ;- P 7% (Colsonetal., 2005) -
3L
g@ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂ’ﬁmﬂﬂ=@&fpmfw)mﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂiﬁfﬁ'
B g 0 A AT R ERY > & Eﬁ’*ﬁ*ﬁ@é frAee o B3 B BBl
% pBest > P = (plll,pl,z,. o Dijy e )z\'F CRTT OFRFEEEY 0 B &lii)@:z
#s gBest s MG = (g1, 92 s Gjpo)FoF c BH BRI FEZET B2t
1 #7#%4] (update mechanism) - H A A4 £ 0 & wjie £ 7 %! ]q\nz:}f;
71 %+(0,1)2 Fé&m";iﬁﬁ@:pi‘j AR %‘L\&Cg N0 - JOWEL i 4 T s R B AT g gBeSt
(fF5 2RhiE%) ~pBest (175 HEIER ) ~f3rL 2 - WIgP¥ Fzorfofp+ - 1
EEFREMO S KR (Lai 2019; Yeh, 2009, 2012a, 2012b ) - H § 3754 HE H4 do
F(2) w0 B xR B B R E B R x LA T R U s
¥E

gj if pf; €[0,Cy]
N xitj_1 if pfj € [Cp; Cw]
[Cw, 1]

(2)

kx if pfje

VA4 f3d %8 Yeh 2015 3% discig an @ % 8 2 (improved simplified
swarm optimization, iSSO ) - i} #xfs R A 4lde 234 (3) #77 (Yeh,2015) - H ¢ y;
e (4) w0 Nvar L - xR xR EE B fent TR

gj t+ P-05,05] " Y if pit,j € [0, Cyl
xl-'j = xl-tJ_-l + p[_0_5‘0.5] . uj if p£] (S [Cg, CW] (3)
xltj_l + P[-05,05] (xltj_l - gj) if Pit,j € [Cy, 1]



”f» ﬁ”{’c —Cg+cp 4T (R ATE R
cw=1—c> 2T fRLATIIEA L 2 485

Nitr/ 5] 7 FM < ) 2 s =l R TR A Fhed 1o

W

%1 ? HWFEEFE "'5/#

SSO Procedure

Initialization Phase:

Step 0. Randomly generate X}, calculate F(X}), define pBest P; and gBest G,
andlet t =1 for i =1,2,...,Nsol.

Evolution Phase:

Step 1. Let i = 1.

Step2.  Update X' to X} basedonEq. (2) and calculate F(X}).
Step 3. If F(X}) isbetter than F(P)), let P; = X}; otherwise, go to Step 5.
Step 4. If F(P;) is better than F(G),let G = P;.

Step 5. If i <Nsol,let i =i+ 1 and go to Step 2.

Step 6. If t <Nitr,let t =t+ 1 and go to Step 1. Otherwise, haltand gBest isthe
final solution.

2.4 Dijkstra ;% ¥ /%

Dijkstraii & i L_f @B E@ S B el rniw B2 2 - o d At B 348 7Edsger
Dijkstra*t 1956 # fﬁ‘i ~1959 & 4o g B I E AR & BRe X F & B2 B R R R T
FRRAER Y 2 ¢ 3 f L E i @il E P 4L (Dijkstra, 1959) 0 H PR iFseR L
O(V?) & & »a % >3 & M Feif B /% > 4oFloyd-Warshall; & ;2 (0(V3)) #2 Bellman-Ford
w2 (O(V-E)) % (DiCaprioetal., 2022) -

T B AR EVE Y E&«t €V E &4 > Dijkstraig 5/ 7 7 120 £ f25 282 T € &
(g =Yl (f'r’ﬁf»r\—"fr"lg_) AHEER TS AP ARSI R &8y € VDB ER
EERLD) - &t S ERG = V,E )¢ - 4o BHYEE (TEARSA) ik
wE->N> 47 H° = BFWwv)EELF - B2L) FihE L Ewwv)EN - §
wuv)=0u€eVzi w(u,v)=00m,(uv) ¢ EFF » ¥ &2 38 FE 2 0: VXV > NU{x}-
Dijkstra;# & ;2 #3842 B 4o % 29777 (Deepa et al., 2018 ) -
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Dijkstra Algorithm Procedure
Input: Edge-weighted graph, G = (V,E, w) with (extended) weight function w : V X
V — N, and a source vertex s € V.
Output: Function L : V = N U {0}, such that for all v € V, L(v) is the length of the
shortest path from s to v in G.
Algorithm:
Initialize S « {s}; L(s) < 0;
Initialize L(v) « w(s,v), forall v €V — {s};
while (S #V) do
u < arg min {L(z)}

ZEV-S

S« Su{u}

forall veV — S suchthat (u,v) €E do
L(v) « min{L(v),L(w) + w(u, v)}

end for

end while

Output function L(.).

T kiR Deepaetal. (2018)

= E3EH
3.0 KA
AT %*ﬁ*?@%yﬁﬁﬁﬁm;é@,j@k§14ﬁyhﬁﬁ BEon
SR A R ARG A E - R R g BB R RS ?
WA (e 1977 ) > S B &R P iFEiER eRFE T °ﬁﬂﬂ’*=%#

I”J\‘g‘(«—é—vl{ﬁmﬁygli lL F\: » ‘ > TF }é] ‘Lf?p?{ﬁ ‘E;(mﬁ,‘ﬂ."&x,{;ﬁ: —g\o

tRASE (BRE)

BAZ 1 wmARAbAZ S ) L 1S AR R

BR|IATREBEMAE

TREME (B%4) |

BAZ ¢ oMb i s AE 4R BE

ROR CRR AR

Bl 73 f’%‘ " 'K‘? po A



32 RELRP
AT RN EFHEATE PERLLR AT

nCt 7 EHRFSp gL LR LEBLA T REL -
I 5 &gk & oI ={s,1,2,...,nCt, t}
I FOATEEs R B b ery SRR & o [ =1/{s,t]
A AR B X || %] 90, DB > 0 & 77 & 8hz B2 4 49k > 1 & 7

G Ebz B EApag e
nEg MEEEL Y F i o
D(i) #BE&gint Enps o oViel
EG) #»&8i%s Bt oviel
m BECEAR BLE S=r i %
coe  TReR D& BLECE TN A Bom 2 RP] S8 o
SB[ ¥ 2 R NpEdE o Vi jE T
« REiFHEg R > i 2/ pFo
A BFREFL > A TREGERFR T B o L) e
wy  BBig 2 Bfenigd > RAERF  HEL | FoVijeET
5 B B IR T D PEE o

{1 P IRFEAT G BEIREE o
X; = Viel
0°RIE -

(1 FE SR E
Vi _{0’ Iz

(1 g EEsE L
4 _t’mﬁ°

a2 Bhi o

o

Viel

§ R .

TN

vi,jel

3.3 falwp

FELIRWFOAR 22 Lo in FRUPRIEFG BHafe o 13550 (R
HoFEEAEFRE) BHAR (FAE EFEELREE) §RBEH - ol 27
FHFARBE S A o R E aitrtid? o HEAF RN RERE . B TRER 7
L8R BEREBEHAGFIEGR > ZH N NaiaREDFEER > AL T
RE G RFBEAT IR 2 W B PFRY o

AL BRK R F R NIER D LR S g T B PR LR
ISR BT AP R (LN Ew LR G EE Q)T E TREE Y
25 (5) om0 B P dy/a i ik Pp i (1)) EEEd 2 OB DT B R adrt B oania
£OAEEFPEE > A0 REF R G B i A Bk o E TR T AT o
PEST L5t (6) 30 o

\_.

>
> %

AL
w T

R
SN



Wij=dl-j/a+/1-xj,Vi,jEI’ (5)

| 1]

6= ZZaUWU (6)

i=1j=

Piﬁ*@*H%ﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁ4%%&%$H%¢ju$&ﬁ§wﬁéﬁ%%
, -w.rn ﬁ'{% %-w-m] F;bp'} —Qr'—': :

max f (7)
s.t.
1]
Xi<m (8)
i=1
x; € {0,1},Vi € I (9)
f =miné (10)
s.t.
1, ifi=s
aij — Ay = {—1, ifi=t Vi kel (11)
(i,))ED (D) (k,)EE (D) 0, otherwise
1]
zaij=yi,ViEI (12)
j=1
yi€{0,1},Viel (13)
Qij E{O,l},Vi,jEII (14)

+ %a PRl (7) 5359 REBDEH S 1 FE S| BATRITEPF L o 5
(8) & TR UG > PAF A7 5 IR EILNS BT AZIH T 70 F PPN S om o P
(9) «Lai fé]/i—?:ii**%ﬁim: e a5 (10) AT K P Rl VARG RE R K
e (REF B R ) S U H B ARSI PE R o P15 (1) "R F A
SEALT MEBRtR R 0 DY 2 EAFE- S8 I (12) IR E BRBEEG T SE
%s’ FORRLIT b en&BL ¥ RSO E FanEBEY T - B~ el o U5 (13) 2
TR ARG - AR W (14) Pl AR ARG - Ak

p R R
AT RRRER N BRE S S - BAABROHREEE b L

Enumeration-Dijkstra Algorithm (EDA) > P e %z Al E N 2.3 1 /r ~ 3206 3
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= & i B o4k B> fL2 SSO-Dijkstra Bilevel Evolutionary Algorithm (SDBEA ) % = f& &_

57 # % SDBEA chi@ B it 4 » R A TR L RE BRI S 2 F B 40 15

» 3% ¥4 & & 5 Shortest-path-based Ambushing Scheme (SAS) » 12 4ei# f§ # % 5 % e ac

LR RfREH o fi2 SDBEAsase = fifE 2 et s TR 2L R o F LA
%3 Rz

i EDA SDBEA SDBEAsas
ok .f‘:‘é.*f# Enumeration SSO SSO + SAS

Tk B Dijkstra Algorithm Dijkstra Algorithm Dijkstra Algorithm

4.1 Enumeration-Dijkstra Algorithm

EDA 3 @ Fe e mfidiz » % - B EVERZ BN o v iRk & (R¥E
BEEE K0k ) B FREL B K 28 £ 3% - B Dijkstra i ¥ 2 KR T LR A
PR KR s BT R R A SRR RFNARAR 2T 0 B Y AT
Frengfcansol c X YA u A r b R R IEfRE R T B AR X =
(X1, X0 oo, Xpso P 277 b B RFBLE S B 1L B REen T 7 (7R E £ o

. —
i /’ WEE A E A /

il arg n;a;}xf(Xi,Yi),vi =1,2,...,nsol
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L= CR=3 Hi=1 |
\ 1
: ! :
! . A LERX |
| l !
\ 1
\ 1
! UADijkstrai® Bk R T B :
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4.2 SSO-Dijkstra Bilevel Evolutionary Algorithm

SDBEA et K B & i #iw 82 Rje A8 RFRER P G A P RS
% [# f—r-'*Ff R LR o AT 2 AP g A4 - HEE NSOl':"ﬁ)'&’XO L
BRREXEBEI e E NS e B R R AnCt £V EH RF o 8 Ho X; =
(X1 X120 o Xinee) © # B B Adagy 0 j=1,2,.,nCt » AA [0, 1]4E 4 e 4
Bt A [ R A BT S RFELE LA (0B 3 X AR A AR R L)
=T *Em%m“% Lm0 O E R MR BB KRB RS AR
A X = (X1 Xip o Xipce) (AW 3T 2F0) B Xiph 2~ dxg ;5 - ~F o x ;=1
R E B R KB x); = 0T B RKE RF B BT A G e
FRaBm =3 5 A BRALERDEERE REY > AU LG8 45 2 80 %
Xia=1l xjs=12xg=1> 245 0-

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 = NodelID
X; =10.3510.21{0.24]0.75(0.91(0.39]0.02]0.84 {0.46]0.17 |— Code

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 — NodelID
X={o|lo|lOo])1]1]O0|lO]|1]0]| 0 |— Solution

The ambush points: 4, 5 and 8

B3 kR
RAA ARG S 0 = E N RS0 KR 0 BT & R0 Dijkstra iF 8 2 &
JRECERIR A P KRR 2 hE - BEX A E SR § A h T R
Dijkstra ;& & /2 f /2 R 2 5] BPFE BB LY B RS R E L S 0 e S
#ce ™ UF (XY % 7 o Dijkstra j§ 5 2 - B2 B 40 ¥ = § 04 2 A0 R
BRG=(V,Ew) B* & BEuv)e Eﬂ’ﬁ - B2f BT Bwy, € 0 Wy, Tk
BXIREREFHNEE > d 230 (4) P E25FWv)E AL > F 3L 2R
RfE DG e Bl Y ACBEST| ¥ Bt g | BITR S RPELS 0 TER AN (5) ¥ 4
FXLY)) =60 w @3 b & B4 352X higy o % SDBEA i & it AZ4r Bl 4 #7

T oo

4.3 % B E B4

AR TR DDA AL R o B R S ;ﬁﬁ *dfre s A
EICRAE R0 /B R 1__{ FTRE B S » R B2 4 0 H p end A4
EFHEFEAF UL LEE o RpFBEETREET ANDELR Féﬁlsb P { 45 iz
(Pirlot, 1996 ) = 12 § 3% A 7 % H 2 g RAIPF >+ K 5 23X ¢ T - 27 K ke
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Shortest-path-based Ambushing Scheme Procedure
Step 1. Let Apt; be the ambush point set selected by Xf = [xf j]lxNvar
its corresponding shortest path found by lower-level method.

, and path; be

Step 2. Randomly select vy, and v, from Path; and Apt;respectively.
Step3. Copy X{ to X{*' let x{3' < x{, ~—and x{3! < x]
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Group F T
Source DF SS MS F value # DF SS MS 5 2
value value value
Cy 2 0.0062 0.0031 4.17 0.0157 2 0.13 0.067 0.11 0.9003
Cp 2 0.0219 0.0110 14.69 0.0000 2 1.81 0907 1.42 0.2424
Cw 2 42719 2.1360 2863.13 0.0000 2 1.01 0.504 0.79 0.4547
Cs 4 0.6782 0.1695 227.25 0.0000 4 1434.50 358.625 561.20 0.0000
Cy*Cyp 4 0.0032 0.0008 1.08 0.3650 4 488 1220 191 0.1065
Cy*Cw 4 0.0245 0.0061 8.21 0.0000 4 480 1200 1.88 0.1120
Cy*Cs 8 0.1078 0.0135 18.06 0.0000 8 2.87 0358 0.56 0.8106
Cp*Cy 4 0.0044 0.0011 1.48 0.2053 4 235 0588 092 0.4513
Cp*Cs 8 0.0088 0.0011 1.48 0.1596 8 375 0469  0.73 0.6620
Cy*Cs 8 1.8204 0.2276 305.02 0.0000 8 544 0.680 1.06 0.3857
Cy*Cp*Cy 8 0.0049 0.0006 0.82 0.5843 8 8.27 1.033 1.62 0.1154
Cy*Cp*Cs 16 0.0060 0.0004 0.50 0.9468 16 13.10 0.819 1.28 0.2006
Cy*Cy*Cs 16 0.0469 0.0029 3.93 0.0000 16 1196 0.747 1.17 0.2857
Cp*Cy*C 16 0.0082 0.0005 0.69 0.8064 16 547 0342  0.54 0.9296
Cy*Cp*Cy*Css 32 0.0314 0.0010 1.31 0.1138 32 1852 0.579 091 0.6199
Error 1215 0.9064 0.0008 1215 77643 0.639

Total 1349 7.9512 1349 2295.29
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k) ’%f.., ) T f avg f std Tavg Gap Rate (%)
1 9.9865 0.1205 9.9865 0.0000 4.3144 0 100
2 10.5374 0.1053 10.5374 0.0000 4.2190 0 100
3 14.9865 0.1823 14.6232 1.1489 4.4859 0 90
4 15.5681 0.4735 15.4635 0.2205 4.6692 0 80
5 16.3535 1.9311 16.2719 0.2581 4.5798 0 90
6 20.0451 8.9713 17.7390 1.2348 4.6464 0 10
7 20.5681 32.6112 20.5620 0.0130 4.5555 0 80
8 21.3535 95.8146 21.0838 0.4582 5.2651 0 20
9 25.0451 228.7507 21.9983 0.7711 4.6418 -11 0
10 25.5681 474.9763 24.0483 1.7387 4.3398 0 10
11 11.0024 0.1739 11.0024 0.0000 4.2599 0 100
12 16.0024 0.1058 16.0024 0.0000 4.4343 0 100
13 21.0024 0.1579 21.0024 0.0000 4.4988 0 100
14 21.7552 0.5312 21.6369 0.2494 4.4912 0 80
15 22.0876 2.3702 22.0715 0.0509 4.4772 0 90
16 26.0024 9.9672 23.9242 1.4392 4.4679 0 20
17 26.7552 34.8553 25.8318 1.3156 4.5221 0 40
18 27.0876 96.8860 26.6849 0.4882 4.4952 0 50
19 29.3876 242.0848 27.8692 1.3349 4.4870 0 40
20 31.0024 497.7393 28.3167 1.7822 4.4277 0 20
= 20.6049 86.4404 19.8328 0.6252 4.5139 -1 61
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