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Abstract—The vehicle routing problem with simultaneous
pickup-delivery and time windows (VRPSPDTW) has attracted
much attention in the last decade, due to its wide application
in modern logistics involving bi-directional flow of goods. In
this paper, we propose a memetic algorithm with efficient local
search and extended neighborhood, dubbed MATE, for solving
this problem. The novelty of MATE lies in three aspects: 1) an
initialization procedure which integrates an existing heuristic into
the population-based search framework, in an intelligent way; 2)
a new crossover involving route inheritance and regret-based
node reinsertion; 3) a highly-effective local search procedure
which could flexibly search in a large neighborhood by switching
between move operators with different step sizes, while keeping
low computational complexity. Experimental results on public
benchmark show that MATE consistently outperforms all the
state-of-the-art algorithms, and notably, finds new best-known
solutions on 44 instances (65 instances in total). A new benchmark
of large-scale instances, derived from a real-world application of
the JD logistics, is also introduced, which could serve as a new
and more practical test set for future research.

I. INTRODUCTION

REVERSE logistics plays an important role in modern
transportation. Generally, it is related to bi-directional

flow of goods regarding delivery and pickup activities, where
the former refers to shipping commodities to the customers,
while the latter refers to the opposite. Because of its significant
effect on lowering costs associated with energy consumption
and reducing the environmental impact, many enterprises
have incorporated reverse logistics into their regular delivery
systems. As a consequence, the integrated system is becoming
increasingly popular in many fields, including library books
distribution [1], grocery distribution [2], parcel delivery [3],
home health care service [4], [5], bicycle sharing systems [6]
and urban courier service [7].

In the literature, the problem involving bi-directional flow
of goods has been often referred to as the pickup and delivery
problem (PDP). According to the surveys on PDP [8], [9],
it could be further categorized into 3 different types: 1)
many-to-many PDP where each commodity may have multiple
origins and destinations and any location may be the origin
or destination of multiple commodities; 2) one-to-many-to-
one PDP where some commodities are delivered from a depot
to many customers, while other commodities are collected at
customers and delivered to the depot; 3) one-to-one PDP where
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each commodity has a single origin and a single destination
between which it must be delivered. The most widely studied
variant of the second type or one-to-many-to-one PDP, is the
vehicle routing problem with simultaneous pickup and delivery
(VRPSPD) [1], [10], due to the ever-growing trend toward
recycling and product reuse.

This paper studies an extended situation of VRPSPD, in
which customers can request their goods to be delivered and
picked up within predefined time windows. In the literature
this problem is referred to as the vehicle routing problem
with simultaneous pickup-delivery and time windows (VRP-
SPDTW) [11]–[13]. Such a problem is frequently encountered
in modern logistics systems, e.g., JD logistics and CAINIAO
logistics. In these systems, in addition to delivering com-
modities purchased by customers from online, one must also
plan the collection of used, defective, or obsolete products
from customers; moreover, in order to provide satisfactory
service, either delivery or pickup needs to be operated within
predefined time windows.

It has been shown that VRPSPDTW is NP-hard since
it can be trivially reduced to VRPSPD (which is NP-hard)
[14]. Hence exact algorithms [12], [14] can only be used to
find optimal solutions for small-scale instances (with number
of customers smaller than 25). As a result, researchers and
practitioners are usually interested in developing heuristics and
meta-heuristics to find high-quality solutions within reasonable
computational time. The proposed approaches include differ-
ential evolution [11], genetic algorithm [12], simulated anneal-
ing [13], [15], [16], swarm intelligence optimization [17], ant
colony optimization [18] and tabu search [19]. Considering
the practical significance of VRPSPDTW, one could observe
that there is an absence of memetic algorithms (MAs) for this
problem. As an important area of evolutionary computation,
MAs combine global search strategies (e.g., crossover) with
local search heuristics, and have been shown to be very
effective on a wide variety of combinatorial optimization
problems [20]–[24]. More importantly, MAs are the state-of-
the-art approaches for many variants of the vehicle routing
problems (VRP) [25]–[31]. It is thus expected that there exists
considerable merit to apply MAs to solve VRPSPDTW.

On the other hand, since MA is a generic framework,
appropriately instantiating it for a specific problem is non-
trivial. Generally, effective MAs should make good use of
domain-specific knowledge in its main algorithm components
(e.g., initialization, crossover operator and local search), and
meanwhile achieve a good balance between global and local
search. This paper proposes a highly-effective MA for solving
VRPSPDTW. The main contributions of this work could be
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summarized as follows.
1) From the algorithmic perspective, the proposed MA

integrates several novel ingredients. First, we propose
an initialization procedure by combining an existing
construction heuristic with population-based search, in
an intelligent way, which is expected to construct an
initial population with high diversity. Second, we si-
multaneously leverage the ideas of route inheritance
and regret-based insertion, and propose a new crossover
operator for VRPSPDTW. Third, we design a highly-
effective local search procedure for VRPSPDTW, which
could flexibly search in a large neighborhood of a
solution by switching between move operators with dif-
ferent step sizes. Moreover, we describe a sophisticated
move evaluation process, which enables evaluating any
neighborhood solution (generated by move operators) in
constant time, thus dramatically improving the search
efficiency. Finally, we incorporate these components into
the MA framework, and propose the Memetic algorithm
with efficienT local search and Extended neighborhood
(MATE) for VRPSPDTW.

2) From the computational perspective, MATE shows ex-
cellent performance on existing benchmark instances (65
instances in total). In particular, it consistently outper-
forms all the four state-of-the-art algorithms. Notably,
on 44 instances from the benchmark, MATE finds new
best-known solutions.

3) From the benchmarking perspective, we introduce a
new instance set for VRPSPDTW, which could serve
as a new and more practical benchmark in this field.
Compared to existing synthetic ones, the new instances
are derived from a real-world application of JD logistics,
and are with larger scales. The evaluation results of
MATE on the new benchmark are also reported.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section II
presents a literature review on the areas closely related to VRP-
SPDTW. Section III formally defines the problem. Section IV
first presents the framework of MATE, followed by its detailed
implementation. Section V compares MATE against the state-
of-the-art algorithms on the existing benchmark and introduces
a new benchmark derived from a real-world application.
Finally, Section VI concludes the paper.

II. RELATED WORK

As aforementioned, VRPSPDTW is a variant of VRPSPD.
The latter was first studied in [1] for a book distribution
system involving 22 customers and two vehicles. The solution
was obtained by clustering customers into two groups and
then solving the traveling salesman problem (TSP) for each
group. The results in [1] showed that, compared to traditional
one-directional logistics, bi-directional logistics could achieve
substantial time/distance savings. Since then numerous studies
have been conducted on VRPSPD. The proposed approaches
could be categorized into three groups: exact approaches,
heuristics and meta-heuristics. There exists several exact al-
gorithms for VRPSPD in the literature, including branch-
and-price algorithm [32] with commodity-flow formulation,

branch-and-cut algorithm [33], [34] and branch-and-cut-and-
price algorithm [35] with vehicle-flow formulation.

Compared to exact approaches, heuristics and meta-
heuristics for solving VRPSPD have attracted much more
research interest in the last decade, due to the fact that the
problem is NP-hard. A number of construction heuristics, such
as cluster insertion [36], tour partitioning [37], parallel savings
heuristic [38], and residual capacity and radical surcharge
(RCRS) heuristic [2], have been proposed for VRPSPD. These
approaches have also been used as initialization procedures
for later proposed meta-heuristics [13], [16]. Compared to
construction heuristics, meta-heuristics combining local search
procedures could often obtain much better solutions. Early
research on meta-heuristics for solving VRPSPD mainly fo-
cused on tabu search (TS). Various techniques, such as record-
to-record travel approximation [39], reactive mechanism [40]
and guided local search (GLS) [41], have been proposed to
enhance the performance of TS. Many other meta-heuristics
have also been applied to solve VRPSPD, such as variable
neighborhood search (VNS) [42], iterated local search (ILS)
[43], adaptive local search (ADL) [44], simulated annealing
(SA) [45], ant colony optimization (ACO) [46]–[49], particle
swarm optimization (PSO) [50], [51], and genetic algorithm
(GA) [52], [53]. One may refer to [10] for a comprehensive
review on existing approaches for VRPSPD.

VRPSPD with time-window constraints, i.e., VRPSPDTW,
is probably the most studied variant of VPRSPD, due to
its wide application in modern logistics. The problem was
first introduced in [14], where the considered objective is to
minimize the total travel distance (TD). A branch-and-cut-and-
price algorithm was also proposed. Optimal solutions were
obtained on small-scale instances with up to 20 customers.
Later the same objective was considered in [11], [15], in which
a differential evolution (DE) approach and a SA approach were
proposed, respectively. The DE approach uses a decimal cod-
ing to construct an initial population and involves several new
problem-specific move operators. It was tested on instances
with 8 and 40 customers, and the results were competitive.
The SA approach uses a sequential route construction heuristic
to generate an initial solution, and then uses a SA procedure
to improve the solution by searching in its neighborhood. The
evaluation results of the approach on instances with 10, 15
and 50 customers were also reported.

Another line of research in VRPSPDTW takes into account
the number of used vehicles (NV), since the usage of a
vehicle would result in its depreciation. In particular, the
primary goal is to minimize NV, and the second one is to
minimize TD. Such a setting was first considered in [12], in
which a co-evolutionary GA (Co-GA) was proposed. Co-GA
uses modified cheapest-insertion heuristics to generate initial
solutions, and maintains two populations in the evolutionary
process for diversification and intensification. The well-known
Solomon benchmark [54] was modified in [12] to generate
65 instances with 10, 25, 50, and 100 customers. Co-GA was
then compared with CPLEX and the results showed the former
could find better solutions within a comparatively shorter
period of time. It is noted that the benchmark introduced in
[12] has become the most widely used benchmark in this area.
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For convenience, we refer to this benchmark as wc (authors’
initials) set in this paper.

Following [12], a number of approaches, including a SA
approach [13], a parallel SA approach (p-SA) [16], a swarm in-
telligence approach (IGAFSA) [17], an ACO approach (EAC)
[18], and a TS approach (ETSP) [19], have been proposed
to solve VRPSPDTW concerning minimizing NV and TD.
The SA approach adopts a slow cooling schedule and a
randomized local search procedure. It was tested on three
10-customer instances, three 25-customer instances, three 50-
customer instances and six 100-customer instances from the
wc set. On average, the solutions found by it were 0.22% better
(regarding TD) than Co-GA. p-SA could be seen as a parallel
variant of the SA approach. It uses the RCRS heuristic to
generate initial solutions and adopts a master–slave paradigm
in which multiple SA procedures are run independently and
simultaneously. Competitive results on the wc set were ob-
tained, with 28 new best-known solutions in total (12 with
lower NV and 16 with lower TD). In addition, the evaluation
results of p-SA on 30 large-scale instances, with customers of
200, 400, 600, 800 and 1000, were also reported. However,
the large-scale benchmark is not publically available. IGAFSA
is a nature-inspired approach that allows infeasible solutions
to enhance diversification. On 39 instances from the wc set,
it found better solutions with lower TD than p-SA. EAC is
an ACO approach involving a local search procedure. It was
tested on twelve 100-customer instances from the wc set, and
on 6 instances it obtained better solutions (regarding TD) than
Co-GA, p-SA and IGAFSA. ETSP is the most recent approach
for VRPSPDTW. It is composed of two types of TS strategies
for intensification and diversification. The testing results of
ETSP on 27 instances with 100 customers from the wc set were
reported. On 14 instances it found better solutions (regarding
TD) than Co-GA and p-SA.

Two observations could be made from the above review.
First, currently MAs have not been applied to VRPSPDTW,
which directly motivated this paper. Second, the commonly
used benchmark in the area, i.e., the wc set, is a synthetic
data set containing instances with up to 100 customers, which
might not represent real-world cases very well, especially
considering the large scale of modern logistics [55]. This
motivated us to introduce a new large-scale VRPSPDTW
benchmark derived from a real-world application.

III. NOTATIONS AND PROBLEM DEFINITION

Given a number of customers who require both pickup
service and delivery service within certain time windows, the
target of VRPSPDTW is to send out a fleet of capacitated
vehicles, which are stationed at a depot, to meet the customer
demands with the minimum total cost. Formally, the problem
is defined on a complete graph G = (V,E) with V =
{0, 1, 2, ...,M} as the node set and E as the arc set defined
between each pair of nodes, i.e., E = {〈i, j〉|i, j ∈ V, i 6= j}.
For convenience, the depot is always denoted as 0 and the
customers are denoted as 1, ..., N . Each arc 〈i, j〉 ∈ E is
associated with a travel distance dist(i, j) and a travel time
time(i, j). Each node i ∈ V is associated with 5 attributes,

i.e., a delivery demand di, a pickup demand pi, a time window
[ai, bi] and a service time si. di is the amount of goods to
deliver from the depot to customer i and pi is the amount of
goods to pick up from customer i that must be delivered to the
depot. ai and bi are the start and the end of the time window
in which the customer receives service. Arrival of a vehicle at
customer i before ai results in a wait before service can begin;
while arrival after bi is infeasible. Finally, si is the time spent
by the vehicle to unload/load goods at customer i. Note that
for the depot, i.e., 0, a0 and b0 are the earliest time the vehicles
can depart from the depot and the latest time the vehicles can
return to the depot, respectively, and d0 = p0 = s0 = 0.

A fleet of J identical vehicles, each with a capacity of
Q and a dispatching cost u1, is initially located at the
depot. The vehicles depart from the depot and then serve the
customers, and finally return to the depot. Thus a solution
S to VRPSPDTW could be represented by a set of vehicle
routes, i.e., S = {R1, R2, ..., RK}, in which each route Ri
consists of a sequence of nodes that the vehicle visits, i.e.,
Ri = (hi,1, hi,2, ..., hi,Li), where hi,j is the j-th node visited
in Ri, and Li is the length of Ri. For the sake of brevity, in
the following we temporarily omit the subscript i in Ri, i.e.,
R = (h1, h2, ..., hL). The total travel distance of R, denoted
as TD(R), is:

TD(R) =

L−1∑
j=1

dist(hj , hj+1). (1)

The time of arrival at and the time of departure from hj ,
denoted as arr(hj) and dep(hj), respectively, could be com-
puted recursively via the following equations:

dep(h1) = a0

arr(hj) = dep(hj−1) + time(hj−1, hj), j > 1

dep(hj) = max
{
arr(hj), ahj

}
+ shj

, j > 1

. (2)

The vehicle load on arrival at hj , denoted as load(hj), is:

load(h1) =

L∑
j=1

dhj

load(hj) = load(hj−1)− dhj−1
+ phj−1

, j > 1

. (3)

The total cost of S, denoted as TC(S), consists of two parts:
the dispatching cost of the used vehicles, which is u1 ·K, and
the transportation cost, which is the total travel distance of S
multiplied by cost per unit of travel distance u2. The objective
is to find a S with the minimum TC, as presented in Eq. (4):

min
S

TC(S) := u1 ·K + u2 ·
K∑
i=1

TD(Ri)

s.t. : K ≤ J
hi,1 = hi,Li

= 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ K
K∑
i=1

Li−1∑
j=2

I[hi,j = x] = 1, 1 ≤ x ≤M

load(hi,j) ≤ Q, 1 ≤ i ≤ K, 1 ≤ j ≤ Li
arr(hi,j) ≤ bhi,j , 1 ≤ i ≤ K, 2 ≤ j ≤ Li
dep(hi,1) ≥ a0 and arr(hi,Li) ≤ b0, 1 ≤ i ≤ K

, (4)
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where the constraints are: 1) the number of used vehicles
cannot exceed the number of available ones; 2) each route
must start from and return to the depot; 3) each customer must
be served exactly once (note I[·] is the indicator function); 4)
vehicles cannot be overloaded during transportation; 5) service
to each customer must be performed within that customer’s
time window; 6) vehicles can only depart after the start of the
time window of the depot (a0) and must return to the depot
before the end of its time window (b0).

It is noted that the two different objectives considered in
the literature of VRPSPDTW (see Section II) are both special
cases of Eq. (4). Specifically, the distapching cost u1 could be
set to 0 to only minimize TD. On the other hand, the ratio of
u1 to u2, i.e., u1/u2, could be set to a sufficiently large number
such that minimizing NV is the primary goal and minimizing
TD is the second one.

IV. MEMETIC ALGORITHM FOR VRPSPDTW

In this section we first describe the general framework of
the proposed MA, and then elaborate each component in turn.

A. General Framework

As presented in Algorithm 1, the proposed algorithm, called
MATE, follows the general memetic framework that combines
population-based evolutionary search and local optimization,
which have been shown very effective in solving VRPs [25]–
[31]. The search space of MATE is limited to the feasible
region. That is, each individual is a feasible solution to the
VRPSPDTW instance, and its fitness is the inverse of its total
cost as defined in Eq. (4). More specifically, the population
consists of N individuals, where N is a parameter. After
initialization (line 1), MATE enters an evolutionary process. In
each generation (lines 4-11), each individual in the population
is selected once as parent p1 and once as parent p2, in a random
order (lines 4 and 6). Such a mechanism could promote the
population diversity since each individual has exactly the same
chance of being selected. For each pair of parents, MATE
generates an offspring solution via the crossover operator (line
7), and then tries to improve it by local search (line 8).
After that, the better one among the offspring solution and
p1 will replace the population member selected as p1 (line
9). Therefore, no replacement will take place if the offspring
solution is worse than p1. In other words, the loss of population
diversity is allowed only if the average fitness of the population
is improved. The iterations of generation in MATE terminate
when the best found solution has not been improved (line 11)
in the last consecutive Gmax generations (line 12), in which
case the algorithm is considered to have converged. Finally,
the best found solution is returned (line 13).

B. Initialization

The initial population is constructed using the RCRS heuris-
tic, which is an extension of the cheapest-insertion heuristic.
A detailed description of the RCRS heuristic could be found
in [2]. Specifically, it first chooses an arbitrary unassigned
customer as the “seed” customer and builds a route from

Algorithm 1: The General Framework of MATE
input : A VRPSPDTW instance; population size, N ;

longest consecutive generations without
improvement, Gmax

output: the best found solution x∗

1 {x1, x2, ..., xN} ← Initialization();
2 x∗ ← Select Best(x1, x2, ..., xN );
3 repeat
4 π (·)← a random permutation of 1, ..., N ;
5 for i← 1 to N do
6 p1 ← xπ(i), p2 ← xπ(i+1);
7 xchild ← Crossover(p1, p2);
8 xchild ← Local Search(xchild);
9 xπ(i) ← Select Best(xchild, p1);

10 end
11 x∗ ← Select Best(x∗, x1, x2, ..., xN );
12 until x∗ not improved in the last Gmax generations;
13 return x∗

the depot to it and back to the depot. Then the remaining
unassigned customers are iteratively inserted into the route at
the position with the best value of the RCRS criterion until no
feasible insertion exists. Then the next route is built following
the same way with an arbitrarily chosen “seed” customer. This
route building is repeated until all customers are assigned.
After that, the total cost of the obtained complete solution
is calculated. The whole of the above described procedure is
repeated until all unassigned customers have served as the
initial “seed” customer, thus producing a number of different
complete solutions. Finally, the best solution is returned.

The core of the RCRS heuristic is the RCRS criterion,
which is used to assess how good a potential insertion is.
The conventional cheapest-insertion heuristic uses the TD
criterion, i.e., the extra travel distance caused by inserting
a customer, which is usually considered short-sighted. The
RCRS criterion extends the TD criterion in two aspects. First,
the remaining vehicle capacity after an insertion is taken
into account, i.e., the residual capacity (RC) criterion, which
measures the degrees of freedom for future insertions. Second,
the distances of customers to the depot are considered, i.e.,
the radial surcharge (RS) criterion, which seeks to avoid
the unfavorable extra travel distances caused by inserting the
remotely located customers which are “left over” to a late stage
of the insertion procedure. RCRS criterion is a combination of
RC criterion and RS criterion, with two weighting parameters
λ, γ ∈ [0, 1]. Generally, the best values of λ and γ vary across
different problem instances. For a given instance it is hard to
determine a good choice of λ and γ in advance.

However, in MATE we could take advantage of the
population-based search by trying different values of λ and
γ for different individuals. As presented in Algorithm 2, for
each of λ and γ, we start with the value of 0, and gradually
increase it with a step size of 1/(

√
N − 1) until it reaches

1 (lines 4-5). In summary, for each of λ and γ, we use
√
N

different values ranging from 0 to 1 that are equally spaced,
thus obtaining a total of N different combinations of (λ, γ),
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Algorithm 2: The Initialization Procedure
input : population size, N
output: {x1, x2, ..., xN}

1 count← 1;
2 for i← 1 to

√
N do

3 for j ← 1 to
√
N do

4 λ← 1√
N−1 · (i− 1);

5 γ ← 1√
N−1 · (j − 1);

6 xcount ← RCRS(λ, γ);
7 count← count+ 1;
8 end
9 end

10 return {x1, x2, ..., xN}

based on each of which the RCRS heuristic is used to construct
an initial solution (line 6). Such an approach enables a good
coverage on the design space of (λ, γ), and is expected to
construct an initial population with high diversity. Finally, it
is required that the parameter N , i.e., the population size, is
a square number., e.g., 4, 9, 16, 25, etc.

C. Crossover Operator

An effective crossover operator should be able to trans-
mit useful building blocks from parents to offspring, and
meanwhile incorporate domain-specific heuristics to generate
high-quality offspring that are significantly different from
either of the parents. In this paper, we propose a new route-
assembly-regret-insertion (RARI) crossover. As presented in
Algorithm 3, RARI crossover first repeatedly chooses a ran-
dom route from each parent solution in turns to insert into the
offspring solution until no feasible insertion exists (lines 2-5).
In other words, the offspring solution would inherit as many
routes as possible from each parent equally.

After that, the remaining unassigned customers (if there
exist) will be inserted into the offspring solution to form a
complete solution. In the literature of VRP, one commonly
used procedure to insert these nodes is the two-step strat-
egy [56]. First, the insertion of them are tested in existing
routes of the offspring solution. If some nodes continue to
be unassigned, they will be inserted into new empty routes
by cheapest-insertion heuristic. Here, RAI crossover simul-
taneously simplifies and improves this insertion procedure
by regret-based insertion [57] (lines 7-15). More specifically,
regret-based insertion uses a so-called regret value, which
represents the expected cost of inserting a node not in this
iteration but in a future iteration, to assess how good a potential
insertion is. Such a look-ahead information could help avoid
the postponing issue of cheapest-insertion heuristic—placing
“difficult” nodes (which are expensive to insert) late in the
process where there exist few opportunities for inserting them
as many of the routes are already “full”. The regret value for
a node v is obtained as follows. Supposing that there exist m
routes in the current partial solution, i.e., {R1, R2, ..., Rm}.
For each route Ri, the position and the cost ci of the best
feasible insertion (based on the objective value) of v into Ri

Algorithm 3: The RARI Crossover Operator
input : parent solutions p1, p2
output: xchild

1 xchild ← initialize an empty solution with no routes;
2 repeat
3 copy random route from p1 to xchild;
4 copy random route from p2 to xchild;
5 until no more inherited routes are feasible;
6 /* --- regret-based insertion --- */
7 U ← all the remaining unassigned customers;
8 while U 6= ∅ do
9 foreach node v ∈ U do

10 calculate regret(v) according to Eq. (5);
11 end
12 v∗ ← arg maxv∈U regret(v);
13 Insert v∗ into xchild at its best insertion position;
14 U ← U/{v∗};
15 end
16 return xchild

is calculated. Moreover, the cost of inserting v into an empty
route, i.e., a route from the depot to v and back to the depot, is
also calculated, which is denoted as c0. Then c0, c1, ..., cm are
sorted in ascending order, and the sorting results are denoted
as cπ(0), cπ(1), ..., cπ(m), i.e., cπ(0) ≤ cπ(1) ≤ ... ≤ cπ(m). The
regret value of v, denoted as regeret(v), is the difference in
the cost of inserting v in its best route and its second best
route:

regret(v) = cπ(1) − cπ(0). (5)

In each iteration of the regret-based insertion (lines 9-14),
first the regret value of each currently unassigned customer
is calculated (lines 9-11), and then the one with the maximum
regret value (ties are broken by selecting the insertion with
lowest cost) will be inserted at its best position (lines 12-14).
Informally speaking, in each iteration the insertion that we
will regret most if it is not done now will be carried out. The
iterations terminate when all unassigned customers have been
inserted into the offspring solution.

D. Local search Procedure

The local search procedure is the core component of MATE.
Its effectiveness has a decisive impact on the performance
of the algorithm. In particular, we have simultaneously con-
sidered three different goals when designing the local search
procedure. First, it should be able to quickly identify high-
quality local optima. Second, it should be able to jump out
from the current local optimum to other promising regions.
Third, its computational complexity should be as low as
possible such that the incurred computational cost is reason-
able. As demonstrated in Algorithm 4, the local search in
MATE utilizes the idea of switching between move operators
with different step sizes to accomplish the first two goals.
Specifically, given a solution x, it first finds the local optimum
around x in a small region defined by several traditional
move operators (line 1). Then, it extends the search step size
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Algorithm 4: The Local Search Procedure
input : solution x; the lower and upper bounds for the

proportion of the removed nodes, ω1, ω2

output: x
1 x← Find Local Optimum(x);
2 while true do
3 x′ ← x;
4 /* escape from local optimum */
5 q ← a random number ∈ [ω1M,ω2M ];
6 U ← remove q nodes from x′ via the Shaw’s

removal heuristic [59];
7 Insert U into x′ via regret-based insertion;
8 /* exploit the new local region */
9 x′ ← Find Local Optimum(x′);

10 if x′ is better than x then x← x′;
11 else break;
12 end
13 return x

by applying the removal-and-reinsertion operator (lines 3-7),
trying to jump out from the local optimum. After that, the step
size will be reduced again to identify the local optimum x′ in
the new local region (line 9). If x′ is better than the current
solution x, the latter will be updated and then used as the base
solution for the next iteration of jumping to other regions and
then identifying a new local optimum (line 10). Otherwise the
procedure would terminate (line 11) and the current solution
x is returned (line 13).

1) Finding Local Optimum: To identify the local optimum
around a given solution, the embedded Find Local Optimum
sub-procedure in Algorithm 4 utilizes several traditional move
operators [58], namely 2-opt, 2-opt*, or-opt and swap, as
described in the following. The 2-opt operator inverts a
subsequence of two consecutive customers in a route. The 2-
opt* operator removes two arcs from two different routes to
divide each route into two parts, and then reconnects the first
part of the first route with the second part of the second route
and vice versa. The or-opt operator removes a subsequence
of one or two consecutive customers from a route, and then
reinserts it into another position of the same route or a different
route. The swap operator exchanges two subsequences of one
or two consecutive customers, which may be on the same route
(but not overlapping with each other), or on different routes.

Given a solution x, a best-improvement search is conducted
in the neighborhoods of x defined by the four above-described
move operators. That is, all solutions that can be reached by
applying either of the four operators to x are evaluated, and
the best feasible solution among them, say x̄, is then compared
with x. If x̄ is better than x, the latter will be updated. This
procedure is repeated until no further improvement can be
found. By this means, it is ensured that a local optimum has
been reached in each neighborhood w.r.t the move operators.

2) Escaping from Local Optimum: The above-described
move operators modify only a small part (one or two routes)
of the solution; thus the neighborhoods defined by them are
actually a small region around the solution. Once a local opti-

mum has been found in the region, an operator with a bigger
step size is needed for jumping out of it. Here a removal-
and-reinsertion operator, which is similar to the destroy-and-
repair procedure in the Large Neighborhood Search (LNS)
algorithm [59], is used to accomplish this goal. This operator
first removes a number of customers from the solution (lines
5-6 in Algorithm 4), and then reinserts them into the solution
again (line 7 in Algorithm 4). The number of the removed
nodes, i.e., q, is a random number in [ω1M,ω2M ], where M
is the total number of customers and ω1, ω2 are two parameters
satisfying 0 < ω1 < ω2 < 1. In this paper, ω1, ω2 are set to 0.2
and 0.4, respectively. In other words, 20-40% of all customers
in the solution are rearranged by the removal-and-reinsertion
operator; thus it is very likely that the obtained new solution
will be quite different from the original one.

The node removal is conducted using the Shaw’s removal
heuristic [59]. Its general idea is to remove customers that
are correlated. More specifically, this heuristic first randomly
removes a customer. Then two customers that are most cor-
related to the last removed customer are identified. After
that, roulette wheel selection is used to select one of these
two customers to remove. This procedure is repeated until
q customers have been removed in total. Unlike [59] which
adopts a correlation definition measuring how similar two
customers are, we propose to define the correlation of a
customer j to a customer i as the weighted sum of the distance,
the minimum waiting time, and the minimum time-window
violation on a direct service from i to j:

corr(i, j) = dist(i, j) + η · [ max{aj − time(i, j)− si − bi, 0}
+γ·max{ai + si + time(i, j)− bj , 0}],

(6)

where η is a factor that rescales time into distance and equals
to the average distance between all nodes divided by the
average travel time between all nodes. γ is a positive penalty
factor (i.e., 10) for the time-window violation. The lower
corr(i, j) is, customer j is more correlated to customer i.
Intrinsically, Eq. (6) measures how good customer j is as the
next serviced one after customer i. Therefore it is expected to
be reasonably easy to shuffle those highly-correlated customers
(which have been removed from the current solution) around
and thereby create perhaps new better solutions. The node
reinsertion is conducted once again using the regret-based
insertion heuristic (see lines 6-15 in Algorithm 3).

3) Move Evaluation in Constant Time: To accomplish the
third design goal of the local search procedure, i.e., keeping
its computational complexity as low as possible, we propose
to optimize the time complexity of move evaluation, i.e.,
calculating the cost and checking the feasibility of the so-
lutions generated by the move operators (2-opt, 2-opt*, or-opt
and swap), since it is the most time-consuming part of the
local search procedure with a huge number of solutions being
generated and evaluated. Recall that these move operators will
modify at most two routes of a solution. Hence, to evaluate a
move, one only needs to evaluate the changed routes, which
could be trivially done in O(n) by traversing the routes, where
n is the route length. Recently, a sequence-based evaluation
approach [60] with constant time complexity, i.e., O(1), has
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been proposed for evaluating moves when solving VRPTW.
In this paper, we extend this approach by taking into account
the impact of pickup and delivery on the vehicle load, and
propose a new move evaluation approach for VRPSPDTW.

The basic idea of sequence-based evaluation is that any
move can be viewed as a separation of routes into subse-
quences, which are then concatenated into new routes. For ex-
ample, supposing the 2-opt operator is applied to a route R =
(h1, h2, h3, h4, h5) and a new route R′ = (h1, h2, h4, h3, h5)
is generated, i.e., the subsequence (h3, h4) is inverted, this
move can be viewed as σ1 ⊕ σ2 ⊕ σ3, where σ1 = (h1, h2),
σ2 = (h4, h3) and σ3 = (h5) being three subsequences,
and ⊕ represents the concatenation operator. To evaluate a
move, one could equivalently evaluate the concatenation of
the subsequences. More specifically, following [60], for each
subsequence σ, the minimum duration D(σ), the earliest
arrival time E(σ) and the latest arrival time L(σ) to the
first node of σ allowing the minimum duration, and the
cumulative travel distance S(σ) are computed. In addition,
in this paper three new attributes, i.e., the initial load CE(σ),
the highest load CH(σ) during σ and the final load CL(σ),
are computed for checking capacity violation. These attributes
are straightforward to compute for a sequence σ0 involving
a single node i, as D(σ0) = si, E(σ0) = ai, L(σ0) = bi,
R(σ0) = 0, CE(σ0) = di, CL(σ0) = pi and CH(σ0) =
max{CE(σ0), CL(σ0)}. Eq. (7) then enables computing the
same data on the concatenation of two subsequences σ1, σ2:

D(σ1 ⊕ σ2) = D(σ1) +D(σ2) + time(i, j) + ∆WT

E(σ1 ⊕ σ2) = max{E(σ2)−∆, E(σ1)} −∆WT

L(σ1 ⊕ σ2) = min{L(σ2)−∆, L(σ1)}
R(σ1 ⊕ σ2) = R(σ1) +R(σ2) + dist(i, j)

CE(σ1 ⊕ σ2) = CE(σ1) + CE(σ2)

CH(σ1 ⊕ σ2) = max{CH(σ1) + CE(σ1), CL(σ1) + CH(σ2)}
CL(σ1 ⊕ σ2) = CL(σ1) + CL(σ2),

(7)

where ∆WT = max{E(σ2)−∆− L(σ1), 0}, ∆ = D(σ1) +
time(i, j), i is the last node of σ1 and j is the first node of σ2.
Let ∆TW = E(σ1)+D(σ1)+time(i, j)−L(σ2); then σ1⊕σ2

is feasible regarding time-window constraint if ∆TW ≤ 0.
Moreover, σ1 ⊕ σ2 is feasible regarding capacity constraint
if CH(σ1 ⊕ σ2) ≤ C, where C is the vehicle capacity. The
transportation cost of σ1 ⊕ σ2 is u ·R(σ1 ⊕ σ2), where u2 is
the cost per unit of travel distance.

The sequence-based evaluation approach is used in the best-
improvement search in the neighborhoods of solution S, i.e.,
the Find Local Optimum sub-procedure. Specifically, first
the attributes of subsequences (and their reversal) of S are
precomputed, which will then be used in the search process
for checking the feasibility and computing the costs of routes
issued from the moves. The four move operators used in
this paper correspond to a concatenation of less than five
subsequences. Hence, given the data on subsequences, any
move evaluation is performed in constant time. Note that if
S is updated, the attributes of the changed routes need to be
recomputed in O(n2), where n is the route length. However,

this is acceptable since in the search process the number of
updates is smaller in orders of magnitude than the number of
move evaluation.

4) Infeasible Arc Set: To further improve the search ef-
ficiency, a pre-processing step is applied to remove infea-
sible arcs of the VRPSPDTW instance. Specifically, an arc
〈i, j〉(i 6= j) will be added to the so-called infeasible set if
any of the following conditions hold (according to the capacity
and time-window violations):

di + dj > Q or pi + pj > Q

ai + si + time(i, j) > bj
. (8)

In the local search procedure, the infeasible set is used to
prohibit introducing arcs that are in it into the generated
solutions. In our experiments, this step is able to perceptibly
reduce the total number of considered arcs.

V. COMPUTATIONAL STUDY

To evaluate the effectiveness of MATE, we compared it with
a number of state-of-the-art algorithms on existing benchmark
set and a new benchmark set derived from a real-world
application. After that, we conducted a comprehensive ablation
study to assess the contribution of the novel components
integrated in MATE. Finally, the effect of different values
of the parameter N (the population size) was investigated.
The source code of MATE, as well as all the benchmark sets
used in the experiments, are available at: https://github.com/
senshineL/VRPenstein.

A. Benchmark Sets

The commonly used (also the only publically available)
benchmark set in the literature of VRPSPDTW, referred to
as the wc set in this paper (see Section II), was generated by
[12] through modifying the well-known Solomon benchmark
[54]. The wc set contains 65 instances in total, including
9 small-scale instances (three 10-customer instances, three
25-customer instances, and three 50-customer instances) and
56 medium-scale instances (100-customer instances). Note all
these instances are defined in the two-dimensional Euclidean
space; that is, each node i (customer or depot) has a coordinate
(xi, yi) and the distance between two nodes i and j is the
Euclidean distance, i.e.,

√
(xi − xj)2 + (yi − yj)2. This is a

special case of the problem formulation given in this paper (see
Section III), where the distances between nodes are explicitly
given no matter whether they are defined in the Euclidean
plane. According to the distribution of the customers’ locations
in the space and intensity of the time-window constraints
and the capacity constraints, instances in the wc set could
be further categorized into 6 types (subsets), namely Cdp1∼,
Cdp2∼, Rdp1∼, Rdp2∼, RCdp1∼ and RCdp2∼, where the
categories refer to:

1) Cdp: customers’ locations are clustered;
2) Rdp: customers’ locations are uniform randomly dis-

tributed;
3) RCdp: customers’ locations are a mix of random and

clustered locations;

https://github.com/senshineL/VRPenstein
https://github.com/senshineL/VRPenstein
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4) Type 1: customers have narrow time windows and vehi-
cle’s capacity is small;

5) Type 2: customers have large time windows and vehi-
cle’s capacity is large.

For all instances in the wc set, minimizing NV (number of
used vehicles) is the primary goal and minimizing TD (total
distance) is the second one. To meet this, for the objective
function Eq. (4), the ratio of the dispatching cost of each
vehicle (u1) to the cost per unit of travel distance (u2),
i.e., u1/u2, should be set to a sufficiently large number (see
Section III). Following [12], in the experiments for these
instances we set u1 and u2 to 2000 and 1, respectively.

As aforementioned, the wc set contains only synthetic
instances of small or medium scales. To further assess the
potential of the algorithms, we introduce a new benchmark
set derived from the distribution system of JD logistics. In
this system, in addition to delivering the goods purchased by
customers, one also needs to collect goods (e.g., defective
goods or goods in need of maintenance) from customers, and
both of these operations must be executed in predefined time
windows to provide satisfactory service. Therefore in essence
it could be modeled as the VRPSPDTW problem considered
here. Further, original data was collected from this system,
which contains requests occurring during a period of time in
a city. The total number of requests is 3000. We then sampled
from the data to generate instances with 200, 400, 600, 800,
and 1000 customers. For each scale, we generated 4 instances,
which finally gave us a benchmark set of 20 instances. The
new benchmark set is called the jd set. Unlike the wc set,
for this new set there is no priority for minimizing either NV
or TD. Instead, u1 and u2 are directly given based on the
estimated values in the application, and the objective is to
minimize TC (total cost), the sum of the dispatching cost and
the transportation cost, as defined in Eq. (4).

B. Compared Algorithms and Algorithm Settings

We considered four state-of-the-art algorithms 1 in the
comparative study, including Co-GA [12], p-SA [16], IGAFSA
[17], and ETSP [19]. Each of these algorithms has been tested
on part or all of the instances in the wc set, and for each
instance in the wc set, at least one of the four algorithms has
been reported to obtain the best-known solution (BKS). Hence,
for the wc set, we directly obtained the best testing results of
these algorithms from the original publications. For the new
jd set, we chose Co-GA as the competitor since it is the only
open sourced algorithm among the four, and the parameter
settings reported in the original publication were used.

The detailed settings of MATE are summarized in Table I.
MATE has four parameters that need to be set, i.e., N , Gmax,
ω1 and ω2, where N is the population size, Gmax is the longest
consecutive generations without improvement, and ω1, ω2 are
the lower and upper bounds for the proportion of the nodes

1The well-known TSP solver LKH (version 3.0) [61] is also applicable
to VRPSPDTW. However, in our preliminary experiments, we found LKH
generally took prohibitively long time (typically two days) to find a feasible
solution to the problem instances considered. Therefore we did not consider
it during our experiments.

TABLE I
ALGORITHM SETTINGS OF MATE.

Description Value

Gmax
longest consecutive generations

without improvement 50

ω1, ω2
lower and upper bounds for the
proportion of the removed nodes 0.2, 0.4

N population size
{
16, M ≤ 100

36, M > 100

T maximum running time


3s, M ≤ 25

15s, M = 50

300s, M = 100

7200s, M > 200

M: the number of the customers.

removed by the removal-and-reinsertion operator in the local
search procedure (see Algorithm 4). We set Gmax to 50. To
make fair comparison, when testing on the wc set, MATE
will also be terminated as long as it running for time T ,
where T was set according to the reported running time of
the compared algorithms in the original publications; when
testing on the jd set, a larger T was set for both MATE and
Co-GA. We set ω1 and ω2 to considerably large values, i.e., 0.2
and 0.4, respectively, such that the newly generated solution is
likely to be very different from the original one. For parameter
N , given finite time budgets, there exists a trade-off between
promoting the exploration in larger search space (i.e., large N )
and facilitating more refined search in local areas (i.e., small
N ). We consider the latter has direct and decisive impact on
the algorithm’s performance, especially when the search space
is too large to sufficiently explore. Therefore, for instances
with M ≤ 100, we set N to 16. Otherwise, we set N to 36
(note N must be a square number). The effect of different
values of N will be further analyzed in Section V-F.

All the experiments went through 30 independent runs, on
an Intel Xeon machine with 128 GB RAM and 24 cores each
(2.20 GHz, 30 MB Cache), running Centos 7.5. Both MATE
and Co-GA were implemented in C++.

C. Results on Small-scale and Medium-scale Instances

The commercial linear programming software CPLEX has
been used in [12] to find the optimal solutions for the small-
scale instances (M ≤ 50) in the wc set. The best results of
CPLEX on these instances, obtained from [12], in comparison
with the testing results of MATE, are presented in Table II.
In addition, the testing results of Co-GA and p-SA, obtained
from the original publications, are also included in Table II.
Note that for instances in the wc set, minimizing NV has
a higher priority than minimizing TD; this is achieved by
setting u1 and u2 in Eq. (4) to 2000 and 1, respectively.
Therefore for these instances, the TC of a solution equals
to 2000 · NV + TD, and a solution is better than another
if the former has smaller TC. From Table II it could be
observed that CPLEX managed to solve five of the instances,
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TABLE II
COMPARISON BETWEEN CPLEX, CO-GA, P-SA AND THE PROPOSED MATE ON SMALL-SCALE INSTANCES IN THE wc SET.

Instance|M CPLEX Co-GA p-SA MATE
Avg±std Best

NV TD T NV TD NV TD NV TD NV TD

RCdp1001|10 3 348.98 1 3 348.98 3 348.98 3.00±0.00 348.98±0.00 3 348.98
RCdp1004|10 2 216.69 1503 2 216.69 2 216.69 2.00±0.00 216.69±0.00 2 216.69
RCdp1007|10 2 310.81 25 2 310.81 2 310.81 2.00±0.00 310.81±0.00 2 310.81
RCdp2501|10 5 551.05 16 5 551.05 5 552.21 5.00±0.00 551.05±0.00 5 551.05
RCdp2504|25 7a 738.32a 485660 4 473.46 4 473.46 4.00±0.00 473.46±0.00 4 473.46
RCdp2507|25 7a 634.20a 439321 5 540.87 5 540.87 5.00±0.00 540.87±0.00 5 540.87
RCdp5001|25 9 994.18 327404 9 994.18 9 994.70 9.00±0.00 994.18±0.00 9 994.18
RCdp5004|50 14a 1961.53a 839320 6 725.59 6 725.90 6.00±0.00 733.21±0.00 6 733.21
RCdp5007|50 13a 1814.33a 1546429 7 809.72 7 810.04 7.00±0.00 809.72±0.00 7 809.72

For each instance, the best performance regarding TC (i.e., 2000 · NV + TD) is highlited in grey.
M: the number of customers in the instance.
T: computation time in seconds executed on the reference machine in [12].
a: the “out-of-memory” values.
Avg±std: the average and the standard deviation of NV and TD of the 30 solutions found by the 30 independent runs.
Best: The best solution regarding TC among the 30 solutions found by the 30 independent runs.

on which MATE and Co-GA also found optimal solutions.
For the other four instances, CPLEX prematurely terminated
due to the “out-of-memory” condition, while the three meta-
heuristic algorithms quickly found much better solutions than
CPLEX, in a much shorter time (within 15s, see Table I).
It is worth mentioning that MATE performed very stably on
these instances, achieving the standard deviation of 0 across
the solutions found by 30 independent runs. In conclusion,
on the small-scale instances, all the compared meta-heuristic
algorithms performed very closely, and all of them performed
much better than CPLEX, with the performance gap becoming
even bigger as the problem scale increasing.

In general, the algorithms’ performamce on instances of
larger scales is of more interest. Table III presents the best
results of the four compared algorithms, obtained from the
original publications, and the testing results of MATE on the
medium-scale instances (M = 100) in the wc set. The efficacy
of MATE can be evaluated from two perspectives, i.e., the best
and the average performance it has achieved in 30 independent
runs. We first take a closer look at the best performance since
the compared algorithms’ results reported in Table III are their
best performance, although the number of their independent
runs was not reported. Considering the row headed “No.best”,
it can be found that MATE obtained the best solutions on 47
out of 56 instances, which is much better than all compared
algorithms. More importantly, MATE managed to find new
BKS (best-known solutions) on 44 instances (15 of them are
of fewer NV than before), including 10 out of 12 in the Rdp1∼
subset, 9 out of 9 in the Cdp1∼ subset, 8 out of 8 in the
RCdp1∼ subset, 9 out of 11 in the Rdp2∼ subset, and 8 out
of 8 in the RCdp2∼ subset. Considering the node distribution
and constraint intensity are different across different instance
types (see Section V-A), these results indicate that MATE
performs both strongly and robustly. There is only one subset,
Cdp2∼, where MATE is not the best-performing algorithm.
Recall that the instances in Cdp2∼ have clustered customers’
locations and loose constraints (large time windows and large
vehicle capacity). It is conceivable that in the solutions to these
instances, customers from the same cluster are very likely
to appear in the same route, finally leading to long routes.

Since MATE limits the maximum length of the subsequences
manipulated by its local-search operators (2-opt, or-opt and
swap) to 2 to ensure search efficiency (see Section IV-D),
in cases of long routes this may unexpectedly exclude high-
quality solutions from the search space, finally resulting in
unsatisfactory performance. We consider this as a valuable
direction for further improving MATE.

The row headed “w-d-l” in Table III presents the results of
comparing the average performance of MATE with the best
performance of other algorithms. It could be seen even in this
case, MATE still shows great advantage over the competitors.
It is worth mentioning on almost half of the instances, i.e.,
26 out of 56, the average performance of MATE across 30
independent runs is the same as its best performance. This
demonstrates that MATE performs very stably, although it is a
randomized algorithm in nature. In conclusion, all of the above
observations are evidence that MATE performs consistently
better than the state-of-the-art algorithms on a wide range of
problem instances, and in particular, it has significantly raised
the performance bar on the wc set.

D. Results on Large-scale Instances

Table IV presents the testing results of Co-GA and MATE
on large-scale instances in the jd set. Unlike the wc set,
for this set there is no priority for minimizing either NV
or TD; thus the TC of the solutions are reported. In the
experiments, Co-GA kept crashing on instances with 1000
customers; for these instances “N/A” is reported. Moreover,
nonparametric tests (Wilcoxon rank-sum test with significance
level p = 0.05) were conducted to compare the performance
of Co-GA and MATE, with p-value shown in the last column.
Overall, MATE performs significantly better than Co-GA
on every instance in the jd set. The gap between the best
performance of Co-GA and MATE across 30 independent
runs, i.e., [TC1 − TC2]/TC2 where TC1 and TC2 are the
best performance of Co-GA and MATE respectively, is 5.37%,
6.65%, 9.48% and 13.12%, averaged on 200-customer, 400-
customer, 600-customer and 800-customer instances, respec-
tively. For average performance, the corresponding gaps are
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TABLE III
COMPARISON BETWEEN CO-GA, P-SA, IGAGSA, ETSP AND THE PROPOSED MATE ON MEDIUM-SCALE INSTANCES IN THE wc SET.

Instance Co-GA p-SA IGAFSA ETSP MATE
Avg±std Best

NV TD NV TD NV TD NV TD NV TD NV TD

Rdp101 19 1653.53 19 1660.98 19 1720.20 N/A N/A 19.00±0.00* 1650.80±0.00* 19* 1650.80*
Rdp102 17 1488.04 17 1491.75 17 1470.45 N/A N/A 17.00±0.00 1486.12±0.00 17 1486.12
Rdp103 14 1216.16 14 1226.77 14 1203.40 N/A N/A 13.00±0.00* 1294.64±0.00* 13* 1294.64*
Rdp104 10 1015.41 10 1000.65 10 1003.65 N/A N/A 10.00±0.00* 984.81±0.00* 10* 984.81*
Rdp105 15 1375.31 14 1399.81 14 1346.41 N/A N/A 14.00±0.00 1377.11±0.00 14 1377.11
Rdp106 13 1255.48 12 1275.69 12 1258.89 N/A N/A 12.00±0.00* 1252.03±0.00* 12* 1252.03*
Rdp107 11 1087.95 11 1082.92 12 1074.72 N/A N/A 10.00±0.00 1129.46±2.01 10* 1124.90*
Rdp108 10 967.49 10 962.48 10 962.48 N/A N/A 9.00±0.00 973.02±3.22 9* 965.54*
Rdp109 12 1160.00 12 1181.92 12 1173.52 N/A N/A 11.93±0.25 1161.71±18.43 11* 1219.45*
Rdp110 12 1116.99 11 1106.52 11 1105.32 N/A N/A 10.97±0.18 1084.39±15.24 10* 1166.47*
Rdp111 11 1065.27 11 1073.62 11 1055.42 N/A N/A 10.00±0.00* 1098.84±0.00* 10* 1098.84*
Rdp112 10 974.03 10 966.06 10 957.40 N/A N/A 10.00±0.00 956.41±1.86 10* 953.63*
Cdp101 11 1001.97 11 992.88 11 990.96 N/A N/A 11.00±0.00* 976.04±0.00* 11* 976.04*
Cdp102 10 961.38 10 955.31 10 953.05 N/A N/A 10.00±0.00* 941.49±0.00* 10* 941.49*
Cdp103 10 897.65 10 958.66 10 960.74 N/A N/A 10.00±0.00 895.14±0.58 10* 892.98*
Cdp104 10 878.93 10 944.73 10 940.62 N/A N/A 10.00±0.00* 871.40±0.00* 10* 871.40*
Cdp105 11 983.10 11 989.86 11 992.78 N/A N/A 10.00±0.00* 1074.51±0.00* 10* 1074.51*
Cdp106 11 878.29 11 878.29 11 868.93 N/A N/A 10.00±0.00* 963.45±0.00* 10* 963.45*
Cdp107 11 913.81 11 911.90 11 903.63 N/A N/A 10.43±0.50 960.99±47.86 10* 988.60*
Cdp108 10 951.24 10 1063.73 10 1067.43 N/A N/A 10.00±0.00 932.55±0.13 10* 932.49*
Cdp109 10 940.49 10 947.90 10 938.01 N/A N/A 10.00±0.00* 909.27±0.00* 10* 909.27*
RCdp101 15 1652.90 15 1659.59 15 1648.29 N/A N/A 14.00±0.00* 1708.21±0.00* 14* 1708.21*
RCdp102 14 1497.05 13 1522.76 14 1512.26 N/A N/A 12.00±0.00 1586.62±7.31 12* 1570.28*
RCdp103 12 1338.76 11 1344.62 11 1324.62 N/A N/A 11.00±0.00 1284.66±0.85 11* 1282.53*
RCdp104 11 1188.49 10 1268.43 10 1248.23 N/A N/A 10.00±0.00 1172.37±1.06 10* 1171.37*
RCdp105 14 1581.26 14 1581.54 14 1557.34 N/A N/A 13.87±0.34 1566.46±46.91 13* 1651.93*
RCdp106 13 1422.87 13 1418.16 13 1425.76 N/A N/A 12.00±0.00* 1392.47±0.00* 12* 1392.47*
RCdp107 12 1282.10 11 1360.17 11 1347.85 N/A N/A 11.00±0.00* 1252.79±0.00* 11* 1252.79*
RCdp108 11 1175.04 11 1169.57 11 1148.78 N/A N/A 10.83±0.37 1163.77±27.35 10* 1208.58*
Rdp201 4 1280.44 4 1286.55 4 1266.55 4 1268.52 4.00±0.00 1252.55±0.29 4* 1252.37*
Rdp202 4 1100.92 4 1150.31 4 1150.31 4 1099.61 3.70±0.46 1141.45±94.90 3* 1275.15*
Rdp203 3 950.79 3 997.84 3 987.68 3 981.48 3.00±0.00 946.18±1.32 3* 943.50*
Rdp204 3 775.23 2 848.01 2 848.01 3 775.93 2.70±0.46 789.85±62.60 2 852.07
Rdp205 3 1064.43 3 1046.06 3 1034.45 3 1045.12 3.00±0.00 997.83±2.55 3* 994.43*
Rdp206 3 961.32 3 959.94 3 938.67 3 973.44 3.00±0.00 908.69±2.10 3* 906.14*
Rdp207 3 835.01 2 899.82 2 894.59 3 841.24 3.00±0.00 814.90±0.63 3 812.76
Rdp208 3 718.51 2 739.06 2 739.06 2 740.82 2.00±0.00 733.41±2.44 2* 727.92*
Rdp209 3 930.26 3 947.80 3 929.38 3 999.06 3.00±0.00 917.77±1.82 3* 913.14*
Rdp210 3 983.75 3 1005.11 3 995.64 3 964.59 3.00±0.00 950.44±3.69 3* 942.17*
Rdp211 3 839.61 3 812.44 3 804.21 3 805.53 3.00±0.00 778.62±1.50 3* 774.71*
Cdp201 3 591.56 3 591.56 3 591.56 3 591.56 3.00±0.00 591.56±0.00 3 591.56
Cdp202 3 591.56 3 591.56 3 582.42 3 591.56 3.00±0.00 591.56±0.00 3 591.56
Cdp203 3 591.17 3 591.17 3 580.45 3 591.17 3.00±0.00 591.17±0.00 3 591.17
Cdp204 3 590.60 3 594.07 3 578.86 3 599.87 3.00±0.00 590.60±0.00 3 590.60
Cdp205 3 588.88 3 588.88 3 588.88 3 588.88 3.00±0.00 588.88±0.00 3 588.88
Cdp206 3 588.49 3 588.49 3 579.95 3 588.49 3.00±0.00 588.49±0.00 3 588.49
Cdp207 3 588.29 3 588.29 3 588.29 3 588.29 3.00±0.00 588.29±0.00 3 588.29
Cdp208 3 588.32 3 599.32 3 587.98 3 588.32 3.00±0.00 588.32±0.00 3 588.32
RCdp201 4 1587.92 4 1513.72 4 1508.57 4 1441.52 4.00±0.00 1407.16±0.36 4* 1406.94*
RCdp202 4 1211.12 4 1273.26 4 1258.59 4 1216.59 4.00±0.00* 1161.29±0.00* 4* 1161.29*
RCdp203 4 964.65 3 1123.58 3 1094.97 3 1106.72 3.00±0.00 1071.13±4.05 3* 1060.45*
RCdp204 3 822.02 3 897.14 3 897.14 3 900.65 3.00±0.00 798.82±0.21 3* 798.46*
RCdp205 4 1410.18 4 1371.08 4 1376.45 5 1253.44 4.00±0.00* 1297.65±0.00* 4* 1297.65*
RCdp206 3 1176.85 3 1166.88 3 1183.75 4 1161.89 3.00±0.00 1156.23±2.96 3* 1146.32*
RCdp207 4 1036.59 3 1089.85 3 1099.97 3 1125.50 3.00±0.00 1073.42±1.94 3* 1066.94*
RCdp208 3 878.57 3 862.89 3 848.43 3 873.28 3.00±0.00 833.40±1.11 3* 832.36*

w-d-l 48-8-0 48-6-2 44-3-9 20-7-0 N/A 0-26-30
No.best 3 4 12 3 19 47

For each instance, the best performance regarding TC (i.e., 2000 · NV + TD) is highlighted in grey.
Avg±std: the average and the standard deviation of NV and TD of the 30 solutions found by 30 independent runs.
Best: the best performance achieved among 30 independent runs.
N/A: not applicable.
w-d-l: the number of “win-draw-lose” of the average results of MALONE versus the results of other algorithms.
No.best: the number of instances on which the algorithm finds the best solution.
∗: new best known solutions (i.e., never found before).
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TABLE IV
COMPARISON BETWEEN CO-GA AND THE PROPOSED MATE ON

LARGE-SCALE INSTANCES IN THE jd SET.

Instance|M Co-GA MALONE p-value

Avg±std Best Avg±std Best

F201|200 67506±712 69301 66097±292 65106 0.0000
F202|200 66734±766 68513 66038±422 65012 0.0002
F203|200 67651±713 69480 67090±332 65980 0.0010
F204|200 66247±590 67557 65851±326 64747 0.0071
F401|400 127626±960 129258 123261±446 122319 0.0000
F402|400 133307±1069 135032 128091±410 126887 0.0000
F403|400 126660±1212 129191 122306±682 120130 0.0000
F404|400 130807±993 133203 125242±359 124517 0.0000
F601|600 195250±1599 198688 184119±608 182504 0.0000
F602|600 202907±1235 205101 188891±645 187236 0.0000
F603|600 201579±1809 205827 188050±621 186644 0.0000
F604|600 200232±1830 203499 188110±790 186289 0.0000
F801|800 235445±2870 241995 214634±561 213661 0.0000
F802|800 238457±1500 240912 213276±292 212752 0.0000
F803|800 236211±2136 241150 214870±318 214126 0.0000
F804|800 231765±1959 237389 210845±429 209431 0.0000
F1001|1000 N/A N/A 314914±1096 312606 N/A
F1002|1000 N/A N/A 311718±1153 309158 N/A
F1003|1000 N/A N/A 313989±981 311377 N/A
F1004|1000 N/A N/A 311415±943 308816 N/A

For each instance, the best performance is highlighted in grey; the average perfor-
mance of an algorithm is indicated in bold if it is significantly better than the other
algorithm based on 30 independent runs.
M: the number of customers in each instance in the subset.
Avg±std: the average and the standard deviation of TC of the 30 solutions found

by 30 independent runs.
Best: the best performance achieved among the 30 independent runs.

1.16%, 3.90%, 6.78%, and 10.34%. It can be observed as the
problem scale grows, the performance gap between Co-GA
and MATE also becomes larger.

E. Assessing the Effectiveness of Each Component in MATE

An ablation study was conducted to further assess the
effectiveness of the novel components integrated into MATE.
More specifically, we tested the following three different
variants of MATE on the wc set, each of which is different
from MATE in one component:

1) w/o EQ: In initialization, it uses random values drawn
from [0,1] for (λ, γ), instead of the proposed evenly-
distributed values (lines 4-5 of Algorithm 2);

2) w/o RI: After doing route inheritance during crossover,
it adopts the two-step strategy as described in [56]
(see Section IV-C) to reinsert the unassigned customers,
instead of the proposed regret-based insertion strategy
(lines 7-15 of Algorithm 3);

3) w/o LS: It has no local search procedure, i.e., line 8 in
Algorithm 1 is removed;

For each of the above variant, the performance degradation
ratio (PDR) is computed as [TC1 − TC2]/TC2 for each
instance, where TC1 and TC2 are the average TC obtained by
the variant and MATE across 30 independent runs. Therefore,
the component being examined is useful for this specific
instance only if the PDR > 0, and the larger it is, the greater
the component contributes to the performance of MATE.
Table V presents the PDR averaged on each instance subset
of the wc set, where wcsmall refers to all the small-scale
instances. In can be observed that, on average, none of the
examined components has negative effect on the performance

TABLE V
AVERAGE PDR FOR 3 MATE VARIANTS ON EACH SUBSUET OF THE wc

SET.

Subset w/o EQ w/o RI w/o LS

wcsmall 0.00% 0.00% 0.01%
Rdp1∼ 0.90% 0.66% 1.49%
Cdp1∼ 1.54% 1.43% 0.69%
RCdp1∼ 1.23% 0.67% 0.99%
Rdp2∼ 1.29% 1.18% 1.17%
Cdp2∼ 0.00% 0.00% 0.17%
RCdp2∼ 0.11% 1.15% 2.47%

Avg 0.76% 0.74% 1.02%

For each subset, the highest average PDR is high-
lighted in grey.
Avg: the average PDR on all instances in the wc set.

of MATE, and in most cases, they make MATE perform
better. In particular, the results in the “w/o EQ” column
indicate that using evenly-distributed values for (λ, γ) is better
than using random values, since the former enables more
sufficient exploration in the design space. The results in the
“w/o RI” column indicate the regret-based insertion performs
better than the two-step strategy; this is especially appealing
considering the former is simpler. Finally, as we expect, the
local search procedure has the most significant contribution
to the algorithm’s performance, and it is also the only one
achieving positive affect on all subsets.

One may notice that the new move evaluation approach was
left out from the above analysis. Since it does not affect any
algorithmic behavior of MATE, but serves as an accelerator, in
the experiments we kept tack of the average computation time
spent on move evaluation at different route lengths, with the
new approach turned on/off. Note when it was turned off, the
traditional approach which would traverse the involved routes
was used. The results are presented in Figure 1, where “O(1)
eval” refers to the new evaluation approach. In addition, the
proportions of different lengths of routes encountered through
the whole experiments are also shown. It can be clearly seen
that the move evaluation time for the traditional approach
grows linearly with route length, while for the new approach,
the time is almost constant. These results have verified that
the new approach indeed has time complexity of O(1), and
the longer the route is, the more time it saves. On instances
in the wc set, the route lengths that occur most frequently are
1∼10 and 21∼30, on which the new approach could achieve
nearly 1.5× and 3.5× speedups over the traditional approach,
respectively. Averaged on all instances in the wc set, it offers
nearly 3.3× speedup over the traditional approach.

F. Sensitivity Analysis of the Population Size N

The population size N is a user-defined parameter that
has an important impact on the algorithm’s performance. A
larger N directly enables more adequate coverage on the
design space of (λ, γ) in the initialization procedure (see
Section IV-B), leading to higher diversity among the initial
population and therefore better exploration. On the other hand,
a smaller N facilitates MATE to search more sufficiently in
local areas, leading to better exploitation. To quantitatively
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Fig. 1. Average evaluation time at different route lengths and proportions of
different route lengths when turning on/off the new evaluation approach.

investigate its impact, we tested MATE with different N , i.e.,
4, 9, 16, 25, 36, 49 and 64, on instances of different scales.
More specifically, we considered all the seven subsets of the
wc set, and two additional subsets F20∼ (containing four 200-
customer instances) and F40∼ (containing four 400-customer
instances) of the jd set. On each instance, MATE with each
considered N , denoted as Ni, was tested for 30 independent
runs, and the average TC, denoted as TCi, was computed.
Then as before, for Ni the PDR against the best-performing
N was computed, i.e., [TCi−TCbest]/TCbest, where TCbest
is the best performance achieved among all the considered
N . Therefore a PDR of 0.00% means the corresponding
N achieves the best performance on the instance. For each
considered N , its average PDR on each subset is presented
in Table VI. Note the larger the average PDR is, the worse
the corresponding N performs on the subset, and an average
PDR of 0.00% means the corresponding N performs the best
on every instance in the subset.

One could make three important observations from Ta-
ble VI. First, on the small-scale instances (the wcsmall subset),
the performance of MATE is completely insensitive to the
value of N . Second, the same phenomenon also occurs on the
Cdp2∼ subset. However, considering on this subset MATE is
inferior to an existing algorithm (see Table III), these results
have verified our previous speculation (see Section V-C) that
currently MATE is not good at optimizing very lengthy routes
due to the limitation of its move operators, no matter what
population size is used. Third, for instances of medium scales
(M = 100), larger values of N (36, 49 and 64) enabling
better exploration perform better. In particular, each of the
three values has achieved the best average PDR on two
such subsets, besides Cdp2∼. On the other hand, as problem
scale increases, the search space grows exponentially. In this
case more sufficient search in local areas is becoming more
important under limited time budgets; therefore a smaller value
of N (4, 9 and 16) is better. In summary, the above results
show that the parameter N is indeed important for MATE,

TABLE VI
AVERAGE PDR FOR 7 DIFFERENT N VALUES ON DIFFERENT SUBSETS.

Subset|M N=4 N=9 N=16 N=25 N=36 N=49 N=64

wcsmall|10,25,50 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
Rdp1∼|100 0.67% 0.48% 0.90% 0.67% 0.09% 1.16% 1.27%
Cdp1∼|100 0.79% 1.37% 1.17% 1.38% 0.42% 0.00% 1.38%
Rdp2∼|100 1.19% 1.21% 1.17% 1.78% 0.28% 1.79% 0.00%
Cdp2∼|100 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
RCdp1∼|100 1.01% 1.40% 0.92% 2.13% 0.95% 0.09% 1.49%
RCdp2∼|100 0.09% 0.09% 0.08% 0.10% 0.00% 0.11% 0.09%
F20∼|200 0.00% 0.56% 0.77% 1.88% 2.11% 2.48% 2.22%
F40∼|400 0.42% 0.29% 0.21% 0.68% 0.64% 0.57% 0.63%

For each subset, the lowest average PDR is highlighted in grey.
M: the number of customers in each instance in the subset.

and setting N to 36 in case of M ≤ 100, and 16 in case of
M > 100, is a reasonably good default choice if no other
prior knowledge is suggested.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we proposed a memetic algorithm, dubbed
MATE, for solving VRPSPDTW. Compared to existing algo-
rithms, MATE is novel in three aspects: initialization proce-
dure, crossover operator and local search procedure. Based
upon our comprehensive experimental studies, two main con-
clusions can be drawn. First of all, MATE is capable of finding
better solutions than the state-of-the-art algorithms on a wide
range of problem instances. Second, each novel component in-
tegrated into MATE has contributed to its overall performance,
and the local search procedure is the one with the biggest con-
tribution. It is worth noting that these new components can also
be easily applied to other algorithms/problems. For example,
the RARI crossover is not specially designed for VRPSPDTW,
but is a general-purpose crossover for a wide range of VRP
variants as long as its solution can be represented by a set
of routes. Moreover, the efficient move evaluation approach is
applicable to all traditional move operators (not just the ones
used in this paper), and is a plug-and-play acceleration module
for existing VRPSPDTW algorithms.

Despite the fact that MATE has shown excellent perfor-
mance in the computational study, it has some disadvantages.
As aforementioned, currently MATE cannot satisfactorily opti-
mize lengthy routes, due to the fact that it limits the maximum
length of the subsequences manipulated by its local-search
operators to 2. Using a larger maximum length, on the
other hand, will cause higher computational costs. An option
is to enhance MATE with self-adaptation that dynamically
adjusts the maximum length according to the routes being
manipulated. Another impossible improvement to MATE is
a more refined scheme of conducting local search. It has been
well recognized in the literature that not all individuals in
the population deserve local search. Hence, mechanisms (e.g.,
heuristics or learned models) can be integrated into MATE to
exclude those “unpromising” individuals from the local search
procedure to further reduce the computational costs.

Another interesting direction is to gradually build MATE
into a highly parameterized algorithm framework that supports
solving more VRP variants, e.g., multi-depot VRP and VRP
with electric fleet. In this way, one who needs to solve a
specific type of VRP can utilize automation tools [62]–[65] to
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search in the configuration space built upon MATE, to obtain
an effective algorithm for the specific VRP of interest.
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