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Decomposition-based Multi-objective Evolutionary Algorithm for Industrial Dynamic Pickup and
Delivery Problems

CAT Junchuang,ZHU Qingling, LIN Qiuzhen, LI Jiangiang and MING Zhong

College of Computer Science and Software Engineering,Shenzhen University, Shenzhen, Guangdong 518060, China

Abstract Due to the constraints of industrial dynamic pickup and delivery problems(DPDPs) ,such as docks.time windows, ca-
pacity,and last-in-first-out loading.most of the existing vehicle routing algorithms only optimize a single weighted objective func-
tion, which is difficult to maintain the diversity of solutions,so it is easily get stuck in local optimal region and stop converging.
To alleviate this issue. this paper introduces a decomposition-based multi-objective evolutionary algorithm with efficient local
search for solving the above DPDPs. Firstly,our algorithm models the DPDP into a multi-objective optimization problem(MOP) ,
which is further decomposed into multiple sub-problems and solves them simultaneously. Then,crossover operation is used to en-
hance the diversity of solutions,followed by using an efficient local search to speed up the convergence. By this way,our algorithm
can better balance the diversity and convergence of solutions when solving this MOP. Finally, the best solution can be selected
from the population to complete the pickup and delivery tasks. Simulation results on 64 test problems from practical scenario of
Huawei company demonstrate that our algorithm outperforms other competitive algorithms for tackling DPDPs. Meanwhile, the
algorithm is also tested on 20 large-scale delivery problems of JD Logistics to validate its generalization.

Keywords Dynamic pickup and delivery problem, Decomposition method, Multi-objective evolutionary algorithm, Local search,
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Zresorore TVAE L N AN G2 F 7] 3014 A BR D LG P A . ZE T CI
90 ey A A A I R0 07 6 2 A 1 1) BT A4k b o 2 3K (12) 5 DT
UE T #0 GG R RE ) 22 A . 5% 1 o D)2 38 8 e R 36 AR IR BB e
KisfritEl . ¥ ALSE . MOEA/D-ES AR k10 LT $#4F (4
11— 14 47) 32 XARAE L JR #4820 T4 Ah R AL AE U, 22 X
BRI R A 48 W5 3
&% 2 MOEA/D-ES B{RHESR
Hi A :DPDP S, NCREE R /) mCHFREO
i < x e RN ) BE A9 )
1. B=Initialize-Weight-Vector(N,A, T ) s //5 8 1 B3
2./ % WIRALFIRE * /
MAERG RS A B TR BE A % Xresore 5
B RUHTIT B0 N A B HLHES P8 5
RIS RS BT IT S CT B A B Xresore TR LR BE X!, v,
x\’;
. z=Initialize-Ideal-Point(x) 5 / /8 1 1 Bk
. while AN L3 R4 0F do
8. fori=1,++,N do
9. P=rand; << 87 B':{1,-*,N};

A~ W

1921

~N o

10. M P BEHLIEEE A EERE]
11. Xenild < & AR (x5 x"2,K) 5/ /59 3
12. Xehitd < JR) TR A8 R (xewita) 5/ /55 4
13. 2= Update-Ideal-Point (xenia »2) 3/ /335 1 B %L
14. x= Update-Population(P, Xenila » o1, ) 5/ /B 1 REL
15.  end for
16. end while
17. x* <Select_Best(x) 5 / /AR TC 1 fe b Y fist
18. 4% <" IRAEZAERY
3.2 ZXIBME

WM 3 TR . MOEA/D-ES #E 3 7 — Bl {7 5010 A 34 1)
28 U AF KK M Tolk DPDP, %t T F A%z B 550 42 09 2%
18 38 B AR R BEAIL A2 1 AT 78 A A i o (0 5% g B AR 25 a5
] W B zana TR E A9 1 8 W wana BB AT AT (5F 15
1o LR L IRE E AT BB 2and T I ITAE 4505 B A2 4R
AR k&, SR B R A4 0 R 4 L IT B AN SR A7) 1A
Zaa VAT S8 48 W AT AT B3k . ELOROR UL, 1 S BT A R A
ARG EITRRAFEES UPCEE 61T . HTR B U PR
BT o; 3 A B 2 X B 1] 3 06 B E (X (12)) Je /b i
PR 7—917) . fJa, 38 LA A R — A 58 5 1Y vl A7
zaia . BT Tl DPDP WY& 2P, 12 50 7 AR 5 B A R il
Fl . ARSI LB RS AR A A 2R L
N7 A AL B AR S e A0 DX Sk RO E 3%, B RS A T R 48 R DL T
AR b A 4 R e A AR
k3 ZXHEAEGD K
A prspe GOV , BT A MR B K
B0 2 xenia CF AR AR)
1. Xchita <O
2. for k=1 to K do
3. M prop BEMLE 40 k BB ric 48 Xehila 3

4o MBRICAR T SAB IE xcna 8 R AT AT 1% 5
5. end for
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6. U~ F ARG IR IT . 5
7. for iTH 0, € U do
8. M o i AE xeaua H I (12) 5 /NI 37 B
9. end for
3.3 EHMER

MOEA/D-ES YR 48 2R 75 1 b1 4 B Jsy 48 2R 5 g 20
- X B e B A e B T o R K A V. K B R R R
W A T A A R WL SRR (34 ], P 4 FR . xs e 20w 20 B ROR
— AN BRI T — 043 3 R B TR A IR 3% 1Y

Bl Bk, B 4 () 52 ) IR AR 5 X 38 3 45 4 22 4 1 4>
XX Lt o JR[w’ sw™ DA — B AR, 4 (b)

i 5 B 28 W4 AR A5 e AN B (e B, AN B, ) DRI BB AR
W 4O i s X 8 AR AE K — A X X L= .2~ DEH
A F] 5B — AT AT A 7 B DL BB B A B 242 A 4D BTR
P T LR — A B (A B B) TR A B B — A 0] A7 4L
BB AR I 4 PR,

*--@-@-0-9-0-0-0 0O

*--@-09-0-90-0-0 9
0~ O-0-0-9-0 0O

———md e e e

0 @-O-0-0-0-O-O-©-
-0 000 OO

_____________ ____J

B4 IR AR DL KOS TR 5 W 1 1Y s 42

Fig. 4 Initial route and route formed by different strategies

AR SR A R A R O ARRD QS 4 PR, Hodh 4 iR
T AR W 1 R0 ] 3 R IR R A T R . 4T Y
TR o 0 AT 2 — ) AR 48 22 SR W T 2 ok Y A 18— A 4B
B . 7€ MOEA/D-ES 4 GE R A B F R zan 7 - 8 T $05)
T/ TCCGR GO E Y SR A 8 3% 22 AT 28 — Fh R iR 18 RO
W O 32450 F T A2 R AR vy s JF K OB 28 o o AR XY
AT 4 SREWE LA A LG gt DU P 5 R R 4 R SR (B sg
XS 2aa B ABIR AT R TR R, G 2R e A H SR g R 3 o F
2 U BEHT e » I EL K 2B A 565 — b Jay 38 48 2R 3 4
SeH R . L AT A AR A R R (BT E D)
HAFR o BIBCHE AR . QTR ER = R 4R R S e 2 B R
o T AL RS S T o T T BT AE — b R R R R
W 20k S 1 AR RO HE A . A )L AR TR I A R R A R R W OO
AL R PUAT 5 1T 1)) #8480 AR SR W L 4R A . 21 5 DU R &
2R SR TG 1 R B R AR oy B DRI IACH e 76 4 FI SR B 1Y
BR= IEHEPEL@J)%%EW SRR R H AW
SR B R T vk A A 3 A 4 Al R SR W, R % T AR R M
18 R UL
ik 4 JRBER xu)
A« xenaa CFAURD
2 Ximp (CHE D
1.2 idx=0, rmax =43/ / T 72 J7 BRIR R BT 10 B
2.4 — AR R AT Neor=1,2. s rmaxs

3. // Ny X284, Ny« A, Ny BEEE AL, Ny o 0 8 € i

4. while idx<rma.x do

5. r=1;

6.  while r<<rm.x do

7. ST Ne X xenta BEAT R #8348 2,45 2R SR SR AL x5

8. if TC(x1)<<TC(Xehila) then
9. Xchild = X1 3

10. idx=0;

11. break;

12. else

13. idx=1idx+1;

14. end if

15, r=r+1;

16. end while
17. end while

18. Ximp = Xehild 3
4 KBHAR

4.1 WX EFIEMREN

FE Tolk 3 v A5 S bR 29 B DPDP 2R % WL G, 4E
A FIHE ICAPS 2021 240 W AL % SE T P 42 1 T — A4~ 3k
FAER 82 R Tl 3 56 DPDP AR 1A F1 % i (59 [ 8500 32t 48
(HW [A] f3 4 ) 200 ] i 38 43— AN B0 25 FH T B BT B0 2% A Al

ﬁﬁm@fﬁi%ﬁ@éﬁﬂz | CZE A0 0 0 4 75 ok L 38 B R R
MR E SRR . YR TR DPDP A LR AR, Azn

B0 F IR BT R AR A R A LIFO 2 3% % 29 3, 35X il 45 ) 2
BHelitk, XA HW a4k AN HLL RS U F 30 X
BT Bl . e 1 BT A, HW i) 5 48 f0 5 4 o R) B 45 40 5k
A (5,20,50 A1 100) Al 8 Fh 1T B 4= A4 (50,100, 300,
500.1000,2000,3000 Fl 4000),

F 1 HW [l B4E A 280580 iT ok

Table 1 Number of vehicles and orders of HW problems
¥ F X ¥ A
HWI1-HW8 5 50 N
HW9-HW16 5 100 N
HW17-HW24 20 300 AN
HW25-HW32 20 500 /N
HW33-HW40 50 1000 1
HW41-HW48 50 2000 e
HW49-HW56 100 3000 X
HW57-HW64 100 4000 x
KT AEF A F AT, A SR P IT B R R X 64 4> 5L
G3R 3 I AL O o RO . TS SR T 3 R In) R AR Y
5 — AL B (HW32, HW48, HW64) ¥E — K N 3h 75 A BT

VT B8 73 A 5 B0 CLUREAS I ) Bt 10 min #4758 41 . Horr, /b
PR [ 50 v (1 3T BLAE — R0 144 A B[R] BE N 1 43 A 358 R
Bt » LA I () B A T B A s o e BB A ] A, G
VIR — RN A A L /N ALK ) RS Ay 4 4 L 3T S B A
T 5 AR SRR AR (] e, BT 1T TR — K B 43 A R AR %
A T LA I 1) B A ORI B R B TR
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B 5 3 FpOANEIMIAL HW [a] 7= A 0 3T 5 0 43 A
Fig.5 Distributions of new orders generated by three HW

problems with different scales
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Fﬁﬁﬁ/\ﬁtt%?ﬁ HIT R EAN A,
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PR N 2E M TT BT A, LASRAS AR B 45 21 . B3 B8 77 A
S AH R L hE A [R) A4 GO B2 A

2R B VE (Silver) X F % DPDP %% 4k o 15 4 7] 8,
JF 38 o K A R T Ik B A8 B e IA] A A A S 0 B (E R 43 T
ITH,

3) 4 2 573k (Bronze) %535 aF CI 844 & DPDP fY
WIUR A . SR 5 8 2 B - H Y JR S 48 22 OR W Ik 2 ML
R f#

D HMEH 1 (Baseline) : % 595 5% 1% 48 4 31 # &5 PDP
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(i

Fi A X B M MOEA/D-ES 78 £ > 18] BE (10 min) B
GTPRIT AL B S WA B ) B 3T B IO 4 SR I ARAI B ST,
T R B R DT BRI 45 SR S 5 I 214 T 2 1 R A 7 R
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A DPDP 114 52 B 55 3K, 2 35 1 3 A 5327k 1 — 4> Bl 24 3 0 X
4. MOEA/D-ES Bt 4 X b 58 32 43 51 4l 37 328 77 HW
) AR 1Y A SE A 20 IR
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VIFE LR 7 M”43, B MOEA/D-ES 5k M T [A
— AR E . DITHIRE] Th AETIE :«=10000/3600;2) %
AT RSB OBERN 6:;D BB KERERE QN 16;
4) e Kz 47 I A % B M 10 min, X 26 B 5 ICAPS 2021
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BN BT Y — B RE AT S B e R R 7 VR i
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A CAEAS ] Ubuntu 16. 04 LTS $#24E 24 . Intel(R) Core
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RATH T B R S A0 8 S X A E HW ) 4k
LSS B Ay N R R 3 4 AT A R 5 A AT
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T2 ST HANTIEAE 3 DM HW [0 B4 by is
T 20 AR SR 25 1, DR S Mo 4 SR LRI IR 28 il . b, “B.
Cost”* Ave. Cost™ 43 5l /R £ 4F LB 78 20 YR 3738 47 H 3K
SRl TCE Y TCEMbREZ ., AN 8 T RS
2 AR 458 78 B 3 MK SE «=0. 05 BHE LT HEAT Wil-
coxon BRAIKEHE . DL b3 MOEA/D-ES 5 H il % b 5 3 1 4%
REGITF LMER . EZERAN 7= "~ R R
LBk 25 R B BT L 22 T #E LT MOEA/D-ES 9 % 11
K gh . FE A4 R A BIBCE 17, “best/all” A 43 3 4 11
TEANBEAEB. Cost” F1“ Ave. Cost” I+ B B 1 45 A% e
A BA KRB — AT 4/ — /~7 BB TR L5 3 AE I 3 1)
W] AT 22 TALE LT MOEA/D-ES 944K,
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D https://competition. huaweicloud. com/information/1000041411/circumstance

» https://competition. huaweicloud. com/information/1000041411/Winning
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FERF /N HW ] 8 - R I w4 B AR F I 4 4> %
FeB ¥, 78 B. Cost J5 i » MOEA/D-ES 1& 32 >/NHLEE HW
() R AR A 27 AN AP S AE TR SR ke gE . Tt
bk A Gold ¥ 5 A~ HW [n] 8 I 3% B & 4F , Silver,
Bronze il Baseline £ 32 ~/NELAE HW 1] 35 o 34 ok HUAS fe 4
HI4E 3. Ak, MOEA/D-ES 78 5 >R HUfS 5 4 45 21 1 ] it

WU TC A 5 sl 45 R i 22 BEAR /N X U] T MOEA/D-
ES HA BRI & B, £ Ave. Cost J5 i, MOEA/D-ES 1k
32/ HW [ 3545 26 D ipcdf a5 A, Bk UL, 78 32 4~ /0
FUBE HW [A) 38 (%) — 5t — % . MOEA/D-ES # 25,32,31,
32 A A B F#IAE T Gold, Silver, Bronze 1 Baseline,
HFE 3 A RIS T Gold.

# 2 MOEA/D-ES.Gold,Silver, Brone fl Baseline ZE/NARE HW [a] 88 F A4 %} L 45 5
Table 2 Comparison results of Gold,Silver,Brone,Baseline,and MOEA/D-ES on mall-scale HW problems

. Gold Silver Brone
B. Cost Ave. Cost B. Cost Ave. Cost B. Cost Ave. Cost
HW1 1.35x10% 1.35X10%(0.00) — 2.30x10°% 2.30X10%(0.00) — 1.30x 102 1.30X10%(0.00) —
HW2 9.56X 10 9.56>10(0.00) — 3.05x 10" 3.05>10%(0.00) — 9.14Xx10 9.14X10(0. 00) —
HW3 9. 68X 10 9. 68> 10(0.00) — 3.58%10* 3.58X10%(0.00) — 9.65x10 9. 65> 10(0.00) —
HW4 9.46X10 9.46>10€0.00) — 5.49Xx10°% 5.49X10%(0.00) — 1. 04102 1. 04102 (0. 00) —
HW5 3.31X103 3.31X10%(2. 11) ~ 1. 69 10" 1.69>10* (0. 00) — 5.45x10° 5.45>10%(0.00) —
HW6 1.05% 102 1. 05X 102 (0. 00) — 4.76X10°% 4.76X10%(0.00) — 1.18x10? 1. 18102 (0.00) —
HW7 4.39X10° 4.39X10%(0.00) — 1.29X10" 1.28>10%(0.00) — 7.36x10°% 7.36X10%(0.00) —
HWS 6.88X 10 6.88X10(0.00) — 7.97 X102 7.97X10%(0.00) — 7.69 %102 7.69>10%(0.00) —
HW9 1.52X10?2 1.52X102(0.00) + 1.81x10° 1. 8110°(0.00) — 8.48x10° 8.4810%(0.00) —
HW10 1.63X10° 1.78X10°(1.47X10%) — 1.77X108 1. 77>X10%€0.00) — 1.87X10° 1. 87>10°(0.00) —
HWI11 1. 98X 10% 1. 98102 (0. 00) — 1.81X10° 1.81X10° (0. 00) — 3.04%10° 3.04X10%(0.00) —
HW12 5.30x10* 5.30X10%(0.00) — 5.67X10° 5.67>10°(0.00) — 8. 42X 10* 8.4210%(0.00) —
HW13 7.18X 103 7.18X10%(0.00) — 2.20X10° 2.20X10°(0.00) — 2.77X10? 2.77X10%(0.00) ~
HW14 9.39x10° 9.39>10°(0.00) — 2.37X10° 2.37X10°(0.00) — 7.82X10° 7.83>10°(0.00) —
HW15 1.36X10* 2.91X10*(1.42X10%) ~ 7.93X10° 7.93X10°(0.00) — 1.49X10° 1.49>10° (0. 00) —
HW16 1.68Xx 10" 2.83X10"(6.46X10%) — 8. 54X 10° 8. 54> 10°(0.00) — 5.78x 10" 5.78>10"(0.00) —
HW17 8.17X 10 8.17>10(0.00) — 9.65x10 9.65>X10(0.00) — 4.11x10? 4.11X10%(0.00) —
HWI18 8.22X10 8.22X10(0.00) — 1.12X 102 1.12X102(0. 00) — 8.56x10° 8.56 X 10%(0.00) —
HW19 1.09X 102 1.09X10%(0.00) ~ 1.78X10? 4.78>10%(0.00) — 1.15%10° 4.15X10%(0.00) —
HW20 3.30X10% 3.30X1030.00)+ 3.98x10° 3.98X10°%(0.00) — 1.62x10" 1. 62>10%€0.00) —
HW21 1. 13102 1.13X102(4.47X10 %) — 2.34%10°% 2.3410%(0.00) — 1.85x10* 1. 85X10*(0.00) —
HW22 1.65x10°% 1.65X103%(0.00) — 3.32X10°% 3.32X10%(0.00) — 2.11x10* 2.11X10%(0.00) —
HW23 1.05%10% 1.05X10% (0. 00) ~ 6.87x10° 6. 87> 10°(0.00) — 8.09 X107 8.09>10%(0.00) —
HW24 9. 44X 10 9.44X10€0.00) — 1.29x10° 1.29>10° (0. 00) — 2.00x10°% 2.00X10%(0.00) —
HW25 1.03x 10" 1.03>10*(0.00) — 9.24 X 10" 9.24X10%(0.00) — 2.15x 10" 2.15X10%(0.00) —
HW26 8.95x10° 8.95>10%(1.09) — 2.76X10° 2.76>10°(0.00) — 5.40 % 10" 5.40X10%(0.00) —
HW27 1. 34102 1. 34>102(0.00) — 1.84x10* 1. 84>10*(0.00) — 1.88x10* 1.88>10*(0.00) —
HW28 7.10X103 7.10X103(3.12)+ 9.45x10° 9.45>10°%(0.00) — 1.49x10% 1. 4910 (0. 00) —
HW29 6.40x10° 8.26>X10%(1.04X10%) — 1.63X10° 1.63X10° (0. 00) — 4.24 % 10" 4. 2410 (0.00) —
HW30 1.19x 102 1.19X102(4.47X103) — 7.40X10* 7.40X10%(0.00) — 2.11x10* 2.11X10*(0.00) —
HW31 2.26x10" 2.83X10"(3.19X10%) — 1.47X10° 1.47>10° (0. 00) — 2.33X10* 2.33X10%(0.00) —
HW32 7.67X10°% 7.67>10°(0.00) — 6. 04> 10" 6.04X10%(0.00) — 1. 96 < 10" 1. 96 X10* (0. 00) —
best/all 5/32 5/32 0/32 0/32 0/32 1/32
+/—=/~ 3/25/4 0/32/0 0/31/1
Baseline MOEAD-ES
5] AL ‘
B. Cost Ave. Cost B. Cost Ave. Cost
HW1 1.58X10° 1.58X10° (0. 00) — 1.17 X102 1.18 X102 (1. 11)
HW2 8. 98X 10" 8.98x10%(0.00) — 8.88X 10 8.88X10(0.00)
HW3 3.38X10* 3.38X10%(0.00) — 9.41X10 9.41X10(0.00)
HW4 4,18%10* 4.18X10% (0. 00) — 9.45X10 9.45X10(0.00)
HW5 1.47X10° 1.47>10% (0. 00) — 3.31x10°% 3.31X103(1.35)
HW6 5.24X10* 5.24X10%(0.00) — 1.05X10?% 1.05X10%(0.00)
HW7 9.58x10" 9.58x10"(0.00) — 4.32X103 4.37X103(2.97X10)
HWS 3.88X 10" 3. 88X 10" (0.00) — 6.39X10 6.39X10(0.00)
HW9 2.12x10° 2.12X10°¢0.00) — 1.65%10% 1.68X102(1.53)
HW10 5.42X10° 5.42>10°%€0.00) — 7.47X 104 1.05X105(1. 70X 10%)
HWI11 1.92x108 1.92>108¢0.00) — 1.61X10?2 1.73X10%(9.02)
HW12 3.25X106 3.25x10°€0.00) — 8.61X10% 2.66X10%(1.14X10%)
HW13 2.50X10° 2.50X10°%(0.00) — 1.73X10?% 3.23X10%(2.10°10%)
HW14 2.61X10° 2.61>10°€0.00) — 1.50 X102 1.59X10%(7.31)
HW15 3.36X10° 3.36X10°%(0.00) — 1.92x10* 2.29X10%(3.44X10%)
HW16 3.24X108 3.24X10°€0.00) — 1. 04 X 10* 1.38X10%(2.22X10%)
HW17 1.31X108 1.31X105(0. 00) — 7.34X10 7.59X10(1.55)
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(83
- Baseline MOEAD-ES
[7] L
B. Cost Ave. Cost B. Cost Ave. Cost
HW18 9.72X10° 9.72X10°(0.00) — 7.97X10 8. 11X 10(1.01)
HW19 1. 93X 106 1. 931050, 00) — 1.06X102 1.107°10%(2. 96)
HW20 2.107106 2.10710°% (0. 00) — 3.30X103 3.44X10%(1.29X10%)
HW21 2.60X10° 2.60>10°€0.00) — 9.74X10 1.02X10%(2.50)
HW22 2.29X10° 2.29X10°€0.00) — 1. 64 X103 1. 64 X103 (1. 94)
HW23 2.32X106 2.32X10°%(0.00) — 1. 00X 102 1.06X102(3. 66)
HW24 1. 44108 1. 441050, 00) — 8.53X10 8.66X10(1.43)
HW25 3.69x107 3.69X107(0.00) — 5.93%X103 8.09X10%(1.96X103)
HW26 3.54X107 3.54X107(0.00) — 4.49X103 5.96X103(1.84X10%)
HW27 3.13%107 3.13X107(0.00) 1.19X102 1.22X102(3. 46)
HW28 2.86x107 2.86X107(0.00) — 7.12X%103 7.13X10°%(2.33)
HW29 3.64X107 3.64 107 (0. 00) — 5.92X103 6.34X103(2.86X10%)
HW30 3.19x 107 3.19X107(0.00) — 1.10% 102 1.11X102(8.98X 10~ 1)
HW31 3.80x107 3.80X107 (0. 00) — 1.45X 104 1.57X10%(7.73X10%)
HW32 3.63X107 3.63>107(0.00) — 5.69X10% 6.56X10%(8.13X10%)
best/all 0/32 0/32 27/32 26/32
4=/~ 0/32/0 _

WA, FE /NI 3R, 5] B |, Baseline 7E B. Cost #1 Ave.
Cost FRYRIW] A W HAh B 2, X2 K4 Tl DPDP B
TOATHEh A REME R AR B A £ B J2 4 HAL , R[] B i) Bt
P 3T B 43 T 285 SR 01 AS J2 A B0 ST 19, 1T — B B 1T B A D &5

S22 2T B AR A R A A RS T R S S ST B
AR 5 PR 3 e 3% 82 o 1R A 4 A i S 18] R fif pe
DPDP #J Baseline 75 214 #& K w11 58 W I . 5 BUOLHOR K,
T2 . DCTFFUIE T 4558 1 20 3 25 e A 21 2 80 S0l 1 2%
H e & B B AL 88 0 8 2 3% 22 5B Ak B #AS  1a)
R f#% P DPDP ) J5 1 B8 0 /25 30
4.3.2 PHE HW FH

F3HH T HAFIEAE 16 AR HW [n] B 1 37 38
120 G R . F 3 Hal L& B, MOEA/D-ES 1 # L%

HW [n] 5 R B ., 7£ B. Cost 4 1 » MOEA/D-ES £ 16
AL HW 5] 8 BRAS T 14 A Bl 45 50 i % b Ak
A Gold Ml Silver £ K18 1 A e 45 5 . 45 5 76 7] A
HW34,HW35, HW38 fl HW40 I, MOEA/D-ES 3% 8 1§

TSRO, MR T A S LB . #E Ave. Cost
Jr . MOEA/D-ES 1E 16 A~ Sl 3k 14 4> &l 45 1%,
— B AE T MOEA/D-ESH A MMM EME. 55—

T X5 T A bR HW [A) 8 19 734 TC {d , MOEA/D-ES
J 1. 640 X 10", Gold iy 2. 628 X 10", Silver Jy 8. 535 X

. Bronze N 3. 734X 10°,1ii Baseline /& 2. 379X 10%, 5
Gold, Silver, Bronze #l Baseline # [t., MOEA/D-ES 1 £ 1t
HARME (TC) 2 91 % T 37. 59%.80. 78%,95. 61 % A
99.99% .

# 3 MOEA/D-ES,Gold, Silver, Brone Fll Baseline £ {1 BLAE HW [a] 8 I ) %f b 45 5%
Table 3 Comparison results of Gold, Silver, Brone,Baseline,and MOEA/D-ES on medium-scale HW problems
N Gold Silver Brone
[7] L
B. Cost Ave. Cost B. Cost Ave. Cost B. Cost Ave. Cost

HW33 1.59%103 1.59X103(4,47X1073) — 7.03X103 7.03X103(0.00) — 9.50 X104 9. 50X 10%(0.00) —
HW34 1.05X10%1  1,05X101(3.45X10~ 1) ~  1,05X104 1.05X101(0.00) ~ 5.44 X101 5.44X10%(0.00) —
HW35 3.44 X103 3.44 X103 (0. 00) — 1.58% 104 1. 5810 (0. 00) — 1. 04105 1. 04105 (0. 00) —
HW36 1. 75X 104 1.75X104(0.00) ~ 2.32X104 2.32X104(0.00) — 1.13%105 1. 13105 (0. 00) —
HW37 1.12X104 1.12X104(0.00) ~ 5.14X103 5.14X103(0.00) + 9.57 X104 9. 57104 (0.00) —
HW3S8 1.50X 104 1.56X10%(3. 89X 102) — 3.01x10% 3.01X10%(0.00) — 9.42X 104 9.42X10*(0.00) —
HW39 1.49X 104 1.49X104(0.00) + 2.23X 104 2.23X10%(0.00) — 8.52X 101 8.52X104(0.00) —
HW40 1.02> 104 1.02X104(0.00) ~ 2.43X 101 2.43>10%(0.00) 1. 17105 1. 17X 105 (0. 00)
HW41 2.93 X104 2.93X10%(0.00) — 1.24 X105 1. 24105 (0. 00) — 5.49X105 5.49X105(0.00) —
HW42 3.59 X101 4.45X101(7.94X103) — 1.64>105 1. 64 X105 (0. 00) — 6.01x10° 6.01>105(0.00) —
HW43 6. 05> 101 7.55X101(2.32X10%) — 1. 67105 1. 67105 (0. 00) — 5.51X10° 5.51X105(0.00) —
HW44 4.96X 104 7.09X104(1.23X10%) — 1.91X10% 1.91X105(0.00) — 7.16 X105 7.16X105(0.00) —
HW45 3.63 X101 4.32X101(9.61X103)— 1. 81105 1.81X105(0.00) — 6.16>10° 6.16>105(0.00) —
HW46 3.09 X104 3.09X104(1.30X 10~ 1) — 1. 77 X105 1. 77105 (0. 00) — 7.98X 105 7.98X105(0.00) —
HW47 2. 68X 104 2. 68> 10%(0.00) — 1.04X 105 1.04 105 (0. 00) — 6.03x10° 6.03>10%(0.00) —
HW48 1.33X 104 1.45X104(1, 06 X103) ~ 1.20X105 1.20105 (0. 00) — 7.82X105 7.82>105(0.00) —
best/all 1/16 1/16 1/16 1/16 0/16 0/16
+/—/~ 1/10/5 1/14/1 0/16/0

N Baseline MOEAD-ES

HA B. Cost Ave. Cost B. Cost Ave. Cost

HW33 3.86x107 3.86X107(0.00) — 1.39X103 1.55X103(8.85X10)

HW34 3.98 X107 3.98X107(0.00) — 6.32X103 8.30X103(1.95X10%)

HW35 5.11x107 5. 11107 (0.00) 8.05X10 1.42X10%(1.84X10%)

HW36 4.67x107 4.67>X107(0.00) — 1.29X10* 1.57X10%(2.29X10%)

HW37 4.67X107 4.67X107(0.00) — 7.63x10°% 1.08X10*(1.79X10%)

HW38 4.70x107 4.70x107(0.00) — 6.69X103 1. 18X 10*(3.06 X 10%)

HW39 4.43x107 4.43X107(0.00) — 1.65x10* 1.75>X10%(9.91x10%)

HW40 3.73%107 3.73X107(0.00) — 9.34X103 1.00X10* (4. 77X 102%)

HW11 4.48x108 4.48%10%(0.00) — 1.84X10* 2.05X10*(1.53X10%)

HW42 4.23X108 4.23>108(0.00) — 2.00X10* 2.08X10%(5.30X102)

HW43 4.24x108 4.24x108(0.00) — 2.76 X104 2.85X10%(6.34X10%)
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(83

- Baseline MOEAD-ES

[7] L

B. Cost Ave. Cost B. Cost Ave. Cost

HW44 4.27x108 4.27>108(0.00) — 3.62X10* 4.27X10*(3.70X10%)
HW45 4.26x108 4.26X10%(0.00) — 1.71X10* 2.14X10%(2.89X10%)
HW46 4.50Xx 108 4.50X108(0.00) — 1.38X10* 1.68X10%(1.73X103%)
HW47 4.24% 108 4.24>108(0.00) — 1.73X10* 2.06X10%(1.95X10%)
HW48 4.32X108 4.32>108(0.00) 1.27X10* 1.42X10%(1.37X10%)
best/all 0/16 0/16 14/16 14/16
+/—/~ 0/16/0

e HW i) 8 i, MOEA/D-ES 7E B. Cost Fl Ave.
Cost J7 T {3 BLHE 8. Z 48 T Gold. Silver, Bronze 1 Baseline,
RO A4 AR L S AU A T B — 1 AL H AR CEP TO)
T A B AR TE SR X Bl A2 2 Tk DPDP | 7] DL 3R 18 484 1
AATIR . VA S A R i B L X ., 0 MOEA/D-ES ¥ H ¥
DPDP # 46 h — & WA B AR (L M ) B MOP, If#%

MOP 3t — 2543 R £ 4> T 8, AT 0] B8R 38 SR AE
AR IR R U R DU AL - BESR 1 W% 89 241 L LS T B AR
AR AL X Ak

4.3.3  KHAE HW 4

e 1 ATA, A KM HW 8 8 & 3T e 2 B
K,Z£iK 3000 £ 4000 P78, ™N T R RE M. BEAh,
WS ] LUE W RS KA HW [n) A B 109 3T 243 75 3

FHAE HW [ 850 3 B AR &
F AP T HAEIELE 16 A KA HW [0 8 Lk 5738
1T 20 ARG Ry 5286 245 5 . 7E B. Cost 7, MOEA/D-ES 7£

16 A~ KHAM HW A3 F RS T 14 AN ifr 85 8-, 78 Ave.
Cost 77 i s MOEA/D-ES 7£ 16 A~ 52 7] - 3578 T 11 A 4
45 BT Gold R AE HW59, HW60 il HW62 X 3 AN 3 |
B A5 e i 25 3R, Silve HAE HWS50 fl HW54 31X 2 4~ W] J3
BSR4 R, BBk UL, MOEA/D-ES Y 3 2 1 fig LtH—

M B T g OB . 3 — O L AE BT A R B HW [ 3 -
¥ TC I, MOEA/D-ES 2 5. 758 X 10°, Gold J§ 6. 155 X

.Silver 2 9. 791X 10°, Bronze & 8. 533 X 10°, 1fii Base-
line S 1. 394 X 10°. 5 Gold, Silver, Bronze fi Baseline 4§
It . MOEA/D-ES iy E$R = T 6. 45%,41. 19%,32. 51 % Al

WO, X R e a8 B A R Bh A M. Nk, SRR 99.59%
# 4 MOEA/D-ES,Gold,Silver, Brone 1 Baseline 7£ KHAE HW [a] 8 _F 1% XF b 25 5
Table 4 Comparison results of Gold, Silver, Brone, Baseline,and MOEA/D-ES on large-scale HW problems
. Gold Silver Brone
Ji] L N
B. Cost Ave. Cost B. Cost Ave. Cost B. Cost Ave. Cost
HW49 1.23X10° 1.44X105(1.39X10%) — 1.18x10° 1. 18105 ¢0.00) — 1.60x10° 1. 60>105€0.00) —
HW50 7.44X10° 7.95X10°(7. 84X 10%) ~ 5.73X10° 5.73X10%(0.00) + 2.51X10° 2.51x108(0.00) —
HW51 7. 44101 2.07X10%(1.38X10%) — 5.16X10° 5. 16107 (0. 00) — 1.34 X108 1.34 1050, 00) —
HW52 7.01X10° 7.53X10° (4.25X10%) — 4.48X10° 4.48X10°(0.00) ~ 2.03X10° 2.03X108(0.00) —
HW53 8.47X 10" 9.56X10%(1.47x10%) — 3.17X10° 3.17X10%(0.00) — 1.93% 106 1.93105¢0. 00) —
HW54 1.93%10° 1.98>%105(6.16X10) ~ 1.63>10° 1.63X10°(0.00) ~ 2.00X10° 2.00X105(0.00) —
HW55 2.62X10° 3.02X105(2.79X10%) — 7.30X10° 7.30X10°(0.00) — 1.98x 108 1.98>105(0.00) —
HW56 1.92% 105 1.99X10°%(6. 09X 10%) — 1.84X106 1. 84 10° (0. 00) — 2.16 X109 2.16>10%(0.00) —
HW57 9.83X10° 1.01X107(2.75X10%) ~ 2.24 X107 2.24X107(0.00) — 1.65x107 1.65X107 (0. 00) —
HW58 9.37x105 1.01X107(8.15X10°) ~ 1.32X107 1.32X107(€0. 00) — 1.12X107 1.12X107€0. 00) ~
HW59 7.77 X108 8.81X10°(6.02X105) ~ 1.24 X107 1.24 1070, 00) — 9.54x 108 9.54x10%(0.00) ~
HW60 1.07 <107 1.09X107(1.52X10%) ~ 2.15X107 2.15X107(0.00) — 1.32x107 1.32X107(0.00) —
HW61 6.03x105 7.18X100(7.96X10%) — 9.10x10° 9.10x10°€0.00) — 7.21X109 7.21X10°€0.00) —
HW62 8.80x 106 9.12X10°(2.34X10%) ~ 1.45x107 1.45%107€0.00) — 1.09x 107 1.09>X107(0.00) ~
HW63 1.34>107 1.76X107(2.69x105) ~ 3.09X107 3.09X107(0.00) — 2.50X107 2.50X107(0.00) —
HW64 1.57%107 1.71X107(8. 68 X10°) ~ 2. 54 %107 2.54>107(0.00) — 2. 74%x107 2.74X107(0.00) —
best/all 1/16 3/16 1/16 2/16 0/16 0/16
+/—/~ 0/7/9 1/13/2 0/13/3
R Baseline MOEAD-ES
[] #2
B. Cost Ave. Cost B. Cost Ave. Cost

HW49 9.20X108 9. 20X 10%(0.00) — 4.03X10° 5.58X105(9.78X10%)

HW50 9.20x108 9.20X10%(0.00) — 7.96 X107 8.52X10° (7,54 10%)

HW51 9.13x 108 9.13X10%(0.00) — 2.80X 104 5.65X10%(2.48X10%)

HW52 9.20X108 9.20x10%(0.00) — 2.54X105 3.96X105(1.10%10%)

HW53 9.55x108 9.55x10%(0.00) — 3.12X104 4.53X10*(1.23X10*)

HW54 9.11x108 9. 11x10%€0.00) — 1.53X10° 1.76X10°(1. 84X 10%)

HW55 8.97 X108 8.97>108(0.00) — 6.61X10* 1.31X10%(9.58X10%)

HW56 9.45x108 9.45X10%(0.00) — 1.50X10° 1.62X10°(1.01X10%)

HW57 1.83% 109 1. 83>107 (0. 00) 8. 44X 10° 9.16X10°(8.67X10%)

HW58 1.81X107 1. 81109 (0. 00) — 8.52X 108 9.55X10°(1.36X105)

HW59 1. 90X 109 1.90>107 (0. 00) — 8.29x 100 9.37X10%(7.64>X10%)

HW60 1.83% 107 1.83X107 (0. 00) — 1.03X107 1.18X107(1. 02X 10%)

HW61 1.81x107 1.81x10%(0.00) — 4.32X10° 5.43X10°(8.21X10%)

HW62 1.87 X 10° 1. 87107 (0.00) — 7.60X10° 9.18X10%(1.64>105)

HW63 1.91X107 1.91X109 (0. 00) — 1.33X107 1.60X 107 (1.92X10%)

HW64 1.96 X109 1. 96109 (0. 00) — 1.49X 107 1.62X 107 (1.38X10°)

best/all 0/16 0/16 14/16 11/16

+/—/~ 0/16/0 —
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Fig. 6 Average performance ranks of comparison algorithms

on HW problems at three scales
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Fig. 7 Average performance ranks of ablation components on

HW problems at three scales
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# 5 EMK CI,Crossover Ml LS 7E 3 fHLEE HW [l il F ¢ T TC ¥
P VA 5 2

Table 5 Significance test results of variants CI,Crossover,

and LS with respect to TC values on HW problems at

three scales

CI CI Crossover
"ﬂ Eﬁ Vs Vs Vs
Crossover LS LS
)~ 4 /=)~ f— )~
/N LA 0/7/25 1/26/5 2/26/4
F AL 0/8/8 0/11/5 0/11/5
KA 0/13/3 0/16/0 0/16/0

4.4.2 EACK L

9T WA MOEA/D-ES W93z Ak M FiLA 280 M % 3 H T i
YA Z Y L 3% B 5T IR T IR 180 1 R (] R R 1Y 4 4 I 1R
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delivery and Time Windows, VRPPDT), 7% 3¢ 3% F — 4~ K #i
1 VRPPDT #4042 57 1 S s 1] 1, 1% 80 e 455k A 5 R )
WELE RG . TERRG T, B T 75 R % % 5 I 3K 1 4, 16
e L AE T 1 B[R] 6 P9 ISCH & R I A0 A e B Y R B
TR R . B B AR E R 6 iy, i
B F AR SR S/ ME— A AL B WC CRI 4297 8 B2 A iz
AR Y R BT

6 HARBIRER R
Table 6 Features of Jingdong dataset
7] #L 2 iT# rE
F201-F204 500 200 2.5
F401-F404 500 400 2.5
F601-F604 500 600 2.5
F801-F804 500 800 2.5
F1001-F1004 500 1000 2.5
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Fig. 8 Average performance ranking of MOEA/D-ES and
five comparison algorithms on eachcase of Jingdong

dataset

# 7 MOEA/D-ES #l 5 %t b5 1 78 58 4 800 4 b A X Lb 32 98 25 21

Table 7 Comparative experimental results of MOEA/D-ES and five comparison algorithms on Jingdong dataset

5] 22 MBEA GOLD MATE EMA CCMO MOEA/D-ES
F201  6.68X10%(4.23X102)~  7.55X10"(0.00) — 6.66>X10"(5.60X10%2)~ 6.84>X10%(0.00)— 7.93X10%(1.28X10%) — 6.63X10*(1.74X10%)
F202  6.64X10%(2.30X102)~  7.44>10%(0.00) — 6.66X10%(2.65X10%)~ 7.04>X10%(0.00)— 7.78X10%(1.41X10%)— 6.67>X10*(2.37X10%)
F203  6.77X10%(4.14X10%)~  8.13X10%(0.00) — 6.70X10*(7.95X102)~ 7.28X10%(0.00)— 8.15X10*(1.18X10%)— 6.72>X10*(3.87x10%)
F204  6.62X101(1.95X102)—  7.57X10"(0.00) — 6.72X10"(4.66>X10%2)— 7.03X10%(0.00)— 7.71X10%(8.29X10%)— 6.59X10*(1.05X10%)
F401  1.24X10°(7,01X102)~  1.42X10°(0.00) — 1.35X10°(2.52X10%)— 1.48X10°(0.00)— 1.55X10°(1.35X10%)— 1.22X10%(3.86X10%)
F402  1.28X10°(7.36X10%)—  1.47X10°(0.00) — 1.40X10°(4.58X10%)— 1.53X10°(0.00)— 1.59X10°(2.23X10°)— 1.27X105(5.65X10%)
F403  1.22X10°(1.26X10%)~  1.39X10°(0.00) — 1.34X10°(5.30X10%2)— 1.51X10°(0.00)— 1.53X10°(1.19X10%) — 1.21X10%(6.58X10%)
F404  1.25X10°(2.32X10%2)—  1.39X10°(0.00) — 1.36X10°(5.07X10%)— 1.45X10°(0.00)— 1.57X10°(1.03X10%) — 1.24X10%(4.92X10%)
F601  1.85X10°(5.13X10%)—  2.13X10°(0.00) — 2.12X10°(9.08X10%)— 2.49X10°(0.00)— 2.40X10°(2.34X10°)— 1.83X105(5.71X10%)
F602  1.89X10°(1.08X103)—  2.18X10°(0.00) — 2.17X10°(1.97X10%) — 2.54X10°(0.00) — 2.45X10°(2.75X10%) — 1.88X10%(2.96X10%)
F603  1.90X10°(6.98X102)—  2.14X10°(0.00) — 2.15X10°(3.92X10%)— 2,48>X10°(0.00)— 2.46X10°(2.42X10%)— 1.87X10%(7.57X10%)
F604  1.90X10°(1.55X10%)—  2.15X10°€0.00) — 2.15X10°(1.11X10%)— 2.52X10°(0.00) — 2.42X10°(3.68X10°)— 1.87X105(1.01X10%)
F801  2.23X10°(1.39X10%)—  2.43X10°(0.00) — 2.45X10°(2.38X10%)— 3.05X107(0.00) — 2.92X10°(4.11X10%) — 2.16X10%(1.01X10%)
F802  2.21X10°(2.11X10°)—  2.46>X10°(0.00) — 2.43X10°(1.13X10%)— 2.90>X10°(0.00)— 2.95X10°(5.09X10%) — 2.14X10%(1.52X10%)
F803  2.21X10°(1.70X10%) 2.42X10° (0. 00) 2.45X10°(1. 76X 10%) 3.02X10°(0.00) 2.94X10°(2.36>X10%) — 2.15X10%(6.74X10%)
F804  2.19X10°(1.88X10%)—  2.38X10°(0.00) — 2.40X10°(1.65X10%)— 2.91X10°(0.00) — 2.89>X10°(3.38X10%)— 2.12X105(1.91X10%)
F1001  3.29X10°(1.69>X10%)—  3.48X10°(0.00) — 3.60X10°(2.83X10%)— 4.46>X10°(0.00)— 4.47>X10°(3.09X10%)— 3.13X105(9.65X102)
F1002  3.27X10°(2.88X10%)—  3.49X10°(0.00) — 3.59X10°(2.29X10°) — 4.40>X10°(0.00)— 4.42X10°(1.88X10°)— 3.10X105(1.27X103)
F1003  3.29X10°(2.68>X10%)—  3.44X10°(0.00) — 3.64>X10°(3.75X10%)— 4.41>X10°(0.00)— 4.44>X10°(2.23X10%)— 3.11X105(1.72X10%)
F1004  3.26X10°(2.68X10%)—  3.47X10°(0.00)— 3.56X10°(5.20X10%) — 4.48>X10°(0.00)— 4.41X10°(4,58X10°)— 3.10X105(1.63X10?)
best/all 1/20 0/20 1/20 0/20 0/20 18/20
+/—/~ 0/15/5 0/20/0 0/17/3 0/20/0 0/20/0
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