DRAFT (approximately final) of a chapter that appeared in
"The Traveling Salesman Problem and its Variations,"Gutin
and Punnen (eds), Kluwer Academic Publishers, 2002, 369-443
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Errors in Running Time Normalization: Benchmark Greedy Code
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PERCENT EXCESS OVER THE HELD-KARP BOUND
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Fl vs Savings
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CCA vs Savings
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