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Abstract: Focusing on the problem of “multiple depots, punctuality, multiple products and energy intensity” arising
in the distribution scenario of community group purchase, this paper studies the multi-depot multi-compartment green
vehicle routing problem with time windows (MDMCGVRPTW). A mixed integer linear programming (MILP) model and
an improved variable neighborhood search (IVNS) algorithm are proposed. High quality initial solutions are obtained by
a two-stage hybrid (2SH) algorithm. A new balanced shaking heuristic is designed to fully explore the solution space,
and a granularity mechanism is introduced to improve the efficiency of local search. The 2SH algorithm and the IVNS
algorithm have already demonstrated their effectiveness in solving the benchmarks. The experiment results based on the
simulation examples show that the proposed model and algorithm can effectively solve the MDMCGVRPTW, and the
improved strategies enhance the exploitation capability of the IVNS algorithm. Finally, some management insights for
relevant distribution enterprises are given based on the sensitivity analysis of distribution strategy and timeliness to achieve
cost reduction and efficiency increase.
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1: S+ &,m <« Tj(1,end)

: for ¢ in size(T}, 1) do
if T (i,end) < m then

S« {i}.m < Ty (i, end)
else if T (i,end) = m then

S+ Su{i}
end if
: end for
9: len < length(S)
10: j < S(randi(len))
11: Ty (j,end) + Ty (j,end) + 1
12: 2’ < Ni(z,Ti(j,1: end — 1))

AN A

3.8 fREIHESZAHEN

TR RIS oy S EURE RN R AR, (Rt
A K FDueck 4 Hi ) (record-to-record travel, R-
RT)#EN, B T-150 58 B VE O bR H0 B R T 3 2 T 42
W, B 2 TR AR, o AT, o 2 R R
320 B . W f (o) > f (a*), W Hrafila
R, WR(f(2) = f@))f(a') <e, WEZ 2 1EN
YR, e WERIIESHL.
3.9 WERZRESHT

AR AR R VR N T R 2 FE A s X
A 7 A A, ROk, FIEIEARIRECAN,
ARSI T PR IEARIRECAG. W SE IR, TSR A
SIRFEWTR:

1) WG fERE FE A S AP B

Ty(n) = n*logn + n®.
2) JREIE RN B A 6T AR, B
To(n) =6 x N x G x n*.

3) #IEhFr B P sh B AR A — AN IR

(rERAE, BP

Ts(n) = N x k* x 1.
4) fRfE, B
T4(n) =N x 1.
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25 b, BRI TR A BE R A 5
T(n) =
O(n’logn+n®+6x NxGxn®>+ N x k* + N) =
O(n®+ N x G xn®>+ N x k?).

4 SERWITS5HT

TEARTIH, 155, i HU MDVRPTW #5451 56 11F
HVEA R, 2k, 18 H MDMCGVRPTW 15 . % 4
5 IO ARSI ) T 0 I AN By A R

BT A5 9% 138 33 MATLAB R2020a 4 F2 5231, 4
1E & 4125 Windows 10, HLJix P4 1748 GB, CPU Hlntel
i5-9500 3 GHz. R4 SCifik [4, 261 F122 VRS, 2R
HUHTHH 0 IE R B o BB 2.5, Bz k) b i) 1 R8T
W ENO.1. FRKIERIRE M axTter i & A5000. ok
AR B B S SRS G, 2 B A
n < 500F, Max NonImpi% 4 200; 50< n <1508, %
N150; H4n > 1508, %8 100, ARz ATSLIEIIET10
UGBAT IR st L.
4.1 MDVRPTW &Sz

MDVRPTW S ) H A5 R 9 i /MU R S, E4h,
MDVRPTW ik 75 % & — /M7 B A1 25, Rk, %5
5] S B 1) R IO I [ o S i B S A
AT BRI [RDE &, R ESH A B N 100. B4
>KVi: http://www.bernabe.dorronsoro.es/vrp/index.htm
1?/Problem_Instances/MDVRPTWInstances.html.
4.1.1 2SHHEERARMSLE

NBRAEA SR HH I 2SHEA VR A 25, o be o 24
A(greedy insert, GI)& 119, RIS i:9/EMDVRPT
WS FIRIE AR BREUE fin LASOSATIS TR T s

% 3 7] LAE Y, 6 b GI AN RIW U i AE i 0 Vs,
2SHAEWI G fif o7 A B B et WIUG M A 18 e i
T A AR EE, BXTPri102 J5 I i) & 2 46 7
S, Z 07 VR R KM > 20 PR SRR . 2SHAR I
RilA CWARIRIEE, A — 4T+ 1 W46 #3 SR A
R, T HREN VAN EIEEISATI ] ERA 2.
4.1.2 IVNSHIEA LR

ARICHF L T2 A AR IR -HT K HUARYE (discrete firefly
algorithmwith compound neighborhoods, DECANY?S! |
25 S — AR A8 48 2 BV (efficient variable neighborh-
ood search with tabu shaking, EVTNS)* 5 # H [ TV
NSTEMDVPRTW A #E 5471 (1) 3K fif 25 2R, 0 R4F 7,
n N SR, d N0 #L BKS (best konwn solu-
tion) Ay H HI SCHR O RN S LR, Best, Avg sy Bl RSk
IBAT 10U 48 BT SR A R S A e A0~ 3 i, <= Rom %
BV AR S HUOH S B, Gap i (3743 3. A Sk L

EVTNSCPUYE NFritE, IVNSIZ AT [a)e h=(38) 3

H41 %
ITHREE, B
Best — BKS
Gap% — eSBT % 100%,  (37)
Mark
t=t X — VNS 38
% Mark (38)

BVTNS
K 3 TRFBI#E R s ik 4 R LA
Table 3 Comparison of initial solutions obtained by
different algorithms
GI RI

sl 2SH

fini T/s fini T/s fini  T/s

prOl 143501 1.33 122196 1.77 1158.81 0.30
pr02 2384.22 7.28 214731 8.63 2113.69 1.86
prO3 3642.02 23.00 2639.94 29.65 2618.51 4.29
pr04 415690 66.16 4304.46 76.08 3283.41 20.98
pr05 4283.32 101.34 4271.21 106.66 3925.02 35.30
pr06 5504.61 186.14 7512.74 275.22 4398.28 47.33
pr07 1814.83 4.41 155143 6.45 1516.03 0.31
prO8 3040.98 23.28 2420.32 32.47 2412.30 4.94
pr09 4172.28 81.07 3548.50 115.47 3077.50 15.49
prl0 5317.71 189.14 4116.20 246.38 4028.77 47.95
prll 3124520 0.85 17040.07 1.19 4369.93 0.32
pri2 12830.90 5.84 10033.95 8.68 2250.44 2.26
pr13 28946.83 19.37 5520.40 27.44 2350.38 3.61
pr14 4004.80 4595 4582.16 55.63 2965.42 18.23
prl5 3597.62 90.11 3141.30 104.61 2840.32 27.35
prl6 4775.73 174.14 3445.88 247.82 3356.66 24.61
prl7 31644.44 3.09 4021.01 4.10 3851.83 1.09
prl8 2660.33 22.02 5242.06 25.98 2301.64 6.10
pr19 393491 8493 268527 120.66 2561.85 11.51
pr20 16064.93 188.01 3626.45 201.55 3438.96 34.24

FHF4 R, TESRARIT &7 T, A SCIVNS HE K g
45 1 5BKSHI fie /M 7 40.00%, 15 K i 25 92.26%,
I ZE N0.89%. TE R fRAS 18] 77 T TVNS SVEAE R
R PSR AA T R AR MR 255 T ETVNS, {H7E
3B O A AR /NI R AB_-TVNS FR1R figi
FEELRTEVTNS, 5 PL_EX LA B 7 Hvk A
.

345 HPrO3 ISR AR AR AR ALk 34 B, W LA HE Bk
TE300KIEARL AT TE SR, FEAE4SOUIER A ATk B
I RAS S IE AR RE. RIS i 22 T LUK B, S7%
TEIEAH 5 BARA N S5 i B LA, o] DA Bk H J3 50
WAL, B RIFHSLRE ). 254 HPro3 (1) i k1%
VES
4.2 MDMCGVRPTWj EL 524

17 L SEEGHE T IR TITIT W SR 1) S B4, 240
PP K SANECE O A9/ BT B AL . B
P FE R AL B I TR RN 75 SR A R VRS B
B T iEid hitps://gitee.com/caojian98/CCTA220182/
blob/master/data.txtHHL .
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Table 4 Comparison of experimental results of MDVRPTW benchmark
DFCAN EVTNS IVNS
BBl n d BKS
Best Avg T/s Gap/%  Best Avg T/s Gap/%  Best Avg T/s  Gap/%

PrO1 48 4 1074.12 1074.12 1074.12 0.00 1074.12 1074.12 50.18 0.00 1074.12 1074.12 4421 0.00
Pr02 96 4 1762.21 1762.21 1771.55 0.00 1762.21 1763.54 24997 0.00 1762.21 1770.23 153.12 0.00
PrO3 144 4 2373.65 2373.65 2380.77 0.00 2373.65 2375.49 38547 0.00 2373.65 2374.37 581.57 0.00
Pr04 192 4 2814.34 2822.09 2823.78 0.28 2814.34 2819.16 2558.71 0.00 2866.46 2883.71 1035.78 1.85
PrO5 240 4 2964.06 2964.06 2973.84 0.00 2965.18 2979.87 678.41 0.04 3012.79 3079.21 1289.12 1.64
PrO6 288 4 3588.78 3588.78 3623.95 0.00 3590.58 3601.05 2982.68 0.05 3645.26 3739.22 289291 1.57
Pr07 72 6 1418.22 1418.22 1420.49 0.00 1418.22 1418.28 108.58 0.00 1418.22 1430.68 93.82  0.00
PrO8 144 6 2096.73 2096.73 2105.96 0.00 2096.73 2101.29 371.27 0.00 2101.55 2144.12 284.55 0.23
Pr09 216 6 2712.69 2712.56 2719.88 0.00 2717.69 2722.96 1140.11 0.18 2750.42 2839.88 732.37 1.39
Pr10 288 6 3469.29 3469.29 3481.09 0.00  3469.29 3485.29 3450.75 0.00 3547.70 3675.08 2083.44 2.26
Pr11 48 4 1005.73 1005.73 1011.56 0.00 1005.73 1005.73 10.24 0.00 1005.73 1013.47 39.46 0.00
Pr12 96 4 1464.5 1464.50 1467.43 0.00 1464.50 1470.89 355.61 0.00 1464.50 1502.65 286.54 0.00
Pr13 144 4 1994.14 2001.81 2007.21 0.38  2001.81 2006.59 232.65 0.38 2010.96 2072.21 613.14 0.84
Pr14 192 4 2195.33 2196.29 2199.15 0.04 2195.33 2204.29 142531 0.00 2236.47 229347 91441 1.87
Pr15 240 4 2434.94 2436.28 2448.46 0.06 243494 2445.13 1173.17 0.00 2488.91 2564.87 1320.63 2.22
Pr16 288 4 2836.67 2842.30 2848.55 0.20 2850.69 2855.69 1867.41 0.49 2872.44 2967.06 3358.71 1.26
Pr17 72 6 1236.24 1236.24 1237.48 0.00 1236.24 1239.81 58.87 0.00 1236.24 1241.35 73.89 0.00
Pr18 144 6 1788.18 1788.18 1794.80 0.00 1788.18 1794.29 280.05 0.00 1788.18 1839.17 341.45 0.00
Pr19 216 6 2261.08 2261.08 2267.18 0.00 2263.74 2270.59 966.06 0.12 2289.49 2385.64 630.83 1.26
Pr20 288 6 2984.01 2987.24 3006.36 0.11  2995.08 3011.52 2111.64 0.37 3024.83 3173.96 2736.26 1.37
Avg - - - 2225.07 2233.18 0.05 222591 2232.28 1022.86 0.08 2248.51 2303.22 975.31 0.89

2650 T T T

2.24 W, Q, =2.24 W, HAREBIIIET 2S5, 5, v

BEE N100.

2600 |
2550 .
i
W
@ 2500 .
R
2450 i
2400 .
2350 1 1 1 1
0 100 200 300 400
R EL

Kl 3 PrO3FRLIEAT A LA ]
Fig. 3 The iterative trend of shortest parth of Pr03

BT UL SERREGE, 2B A1 440 AN [RIURE  A
1. Ins 1~Ins 145 AR R 4405504 v] 18 i hps://git
ee. com/ caojian98/CCTA220182/ tree/master£73. Ins
1~Ins 715 T A 7N FE RS S5 450) 56 G1E A 7Y T i 4, Ins 8~
Ins 14352 1H 9 RIS E A R AG AU
421 iEEREMSHEE

A% B MGMCGVRPTW MR S U R: f =
500 JC/4H, c=5 Ju/ T K, Fy=16.5FHH A B, F,,=
20 A AR, e=2.66 T3/, P.=2 Ju/ T3, a, =
0.02, ay =0.04, p=5000 JC/M, by = 15 JC//INEF, by =
20 JB//NIF, p = 4 JTl/INEE, v = 36 T K/ NI, Q) =

4.2.2

k5 ALH R KMEGPr0O3552
Table 5 The algorithm solution path of Pr03
AT RER AR SRR

D1-133-129-73-127-10-112-12-78-87-91-D1
D1-11-118-42-38-20-31-103-27-13-1-139-D1
D1-39-62-80-3-132-26-17-45-109-107-5-28-
35-71-D1
D1-95-114-110-119-69-40-121-88-52-14-D1
D2-37-79-19-50-72-100-74-141-24-D2
D2-117-8-125-34-101-105-70-135-56-4-6-D2
D2-75-55-67-85-57-36-61-111-83-115-D2
D2-51-25-126-76-116-54-120-98-49-D2
D3-2-134-77-30-7-90-32-94-D3
D3-102-48-97-64-137-142-113-44-144-99-130-D3
D4-124-136-60-140-89-9-131-47-D4
D4-86-21-66-29-65-33-93-59-82-53-D4
D4-92-63-41-15-143-96-138-81-122-23-84-106-D4
D4-43-104-123-128-68-46-108-58-22-18-16-D4

2373.65

NIRRT H B LI
NS UE SR H AR TR PR AE R IR AN SR A R, XLt

IVNSH.2 5 CPLEXAEH B Ins 1~Ins 7_LHIR g 4: 5.
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H41 %

645 HCPLEXFITVNS B2 7E %515 B 5 A7) 7 Fi SR 13
HI AR AR O I8 1T [8)T/s LA S IVNS L3 FIT SR 151
OptHH% T CPLEX ¥ 5 i i ¥ Gap/ %, Gap’/Iy 1037
IVNSH LR il 4k B CPLEX A Huidk. % & CPLEXiz
A7 I 1] _E PR 299600 s, 3K 7 fif CPLEXAE KN 7E I
[N IZ AT B — AT AT R

HZR6 1] %1, IVNSHFISRAFESER B ELT CPLEX. /£
Ins 1% Ins 355 HIVNS 5 CPLEX R 15AH [F] 24 71 fie e
fi#t, T {EIns 4~Ins 7, IVNS S0 7 24807 fe 0 g, H
PR S %14 3.82%. Ak, IVNSHH#L T-CPLEX 1) 24
R Gapb 2 GRS 3G K S BN .
423 KU B EF 5%

NRE— DI IE SR R SO SN 7 SR AR R R A1)
(A 25 AN R 1, R FITVNS 532556 545 Ins 8~Ins
VAT SR AR, H-5 A% FE SR B ML Rk 48 2% 5K
EEFABRVNSHIL, LU SCHR 16181 H & M

LR35k 4% 2% B 97 (adaptive large neighborhood search,
ALNS)SERHATRT . 7945 H VNS . ALNSH
TEAITVNS FVEAE & 561 SRAF 1) 4 AT iR E Opt. ~F

IVNSHEVEAR A (1) 24 57 e L, T VNSEVELE T A 5
151 Fy SR A SR B H AN INTVNS B3, b3 4 5 a3 B e ok
FUE Re G R L A RS R R ), W G0 SR BN SR
B, SRARI B 7 T, IVNS S8 SR AT 5451 B
6 B R 1] B /b ALNS B9, 78 3K i it R e 1 7
[, VNSH 15 Gap v 4.31%, ALNS H.1%:F- %) Gap
N3.93%, T TVNS 55 F44 Gap /), X N1.69%, i
BATVNS 532 1) 3K i B A s i A e V. 44
IVNSHIL R s 145 LACIE R 2R, FAS R 1)
R X 73 AN [E] R 4.

% 6 IVNSH % 5CPLEX 5 I 4% R LAk
Table 6 Comparison of experimental results between
IVNS and CPLEX

CPLEX IVNS
s Gap/%
Opt T/s Opt T/s

Ins1 3687.89 3.45
Ins2 3884.12  44.88
Ins3  4668.72  456.94

3687.89 291 0.00
3884.12 584  0.00
4668.72 18.75  0.00

- o o Ins4 531837 9600  5296.61 31.90 —0.41
#}jﬁAvg’ AV X T Optify 17 o A Gap/ % FIIZ AT Ins5 6440.56% 9600 597225 4245 7.7
I8 T7s. Ins6 7319.09 9600  6661.62 5831 -8.98
WIRTHR, TERME 77T, IVNSE VRIS Ins7 9094.67% 9600 817623 7227 -10.10
G B 24 B R A AR, ALNS 295V #EIns 81 {1k 155 Avg 577335 555790 547821 3321 -3.82
% 7 IVNSH 5 5VNS H ik & ALNS H ik 55 o 45 R b
Table 7 Comparison of IVNS experimental results with VNS and ALNS
VNS ALNS IVNS
451
Opt Avg  Gap/% TIs Opt Avg  Gap/% TIs Opt Avg  Gap/% TIs
Ins8 10671.81 10990.13 2.98 5341  9667.20 9850.43 1.90 8341 9667.20 972991 0.65 4432

Ins9 14165.15 14636.43 3.33  90.94
Ins 10 17531.91 18186.31 3.73 19477 17137.61 17682.54 3.18 215.27 16952.00 17133.85 1.07 175.04
Ins 11 22596.62 23591.50 4.40 466.54 21205.78 22038.62 3.93 809.24 21036.41 21272.66 1.12 466.54
Ins 12 24843.36 26038.97 4.81 129543 24783.15 25985.61 4.85 1638.75 24264.10 24639.72 1.55 1286.88
Ins 13 27603.77 29062.97 5.29 2209.99 28045.51 29550.05 5.36 2477.17 26590.82 27350.30 2.86 2139.63
Ins 14 30375.12 32080.06 5.61 3352.82 30560.53 32299.85 5.69 3960.19 29138.83 30171.65 3.54 3272.78
Avg 21112.53 22083.77 4.31 1094.84 20717.66 21626.52 3.93 1325.56 20159.47 20557.27 1.69 1066.95

13623.86 13978.51 2.60 94.88 13466.96 13602.77 1.00 83.45

5 MUtk
51 AFEIECIE SN HEURAE 7 A

NS IE 2 A 3L HC SRS £E AT B G 1A R 10 S B,
BT 5] Ins 8~Ins 14, 735£ AR HCIE HIESC(73 %
PAT A RR SR BT ECIE) A 2 fig L HC SR MC T 32 H
IVNSEARAT oM. S Es oG i K 22 ity
ARG ZE, FRAR RS T N4.48 Wl BT IE 0 IR R
22 AN TR AL 2 ) ZE B O [ K| /2] & SHEBIAS
[Fi] HEME N =4 5 5 D A Opt A B HE T8 B CE AN 2R 8T s,

Ferhgh IMC S R Opt AMCEARN T SC A& [ i ik
Gap, % Gap,%.

R8T AN, TE TR AT h, 2 AR ILTC Seng
T B BSCA R BUE T B AR BCIE S, HPHek
2 1K20.25%A140.23%. Jl A Uik 2R B HE sk
A FU I KIS 5 .
5.2 AIn]ECiE i U 3 i

RS T e SR A 8] B 1 B R SR U I R
SU T R, R AN [F) 2% i 0 B i 7 R R2 . 78
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JE AR B Ins 8~Ins 141 Al B, B & a0 B A4 S
YF AR S5 i s} TR 42520 min(TW 1), 15 min(TW2)AilHE
IR 15 min(TW3), A2 328 5451, FK 556 45 S [A] Ji
U5 5 B (normal time window, NTW) #E47 %} Lk, 9
25 AN RIBCIE I R, S P AC Iz SREmE ot 2 1R 4 1 A%
MR f#EOPt. B & CE/ T S AT 35{H Avg, PA K & I
3N OptACEARRT T J5 4R 241 Gap/%.

Bk B, IR (R TBORS TT LA SR R A R AR HE i
10T Bée, T s T 100 0 5 ) 2 SR AR A HE AR
. PR, TR ORI 55, 75 B P47 R 45 ) 28
B ik 2 5 1k o BRI, 6F EETW LFITW2, 3 2H 2451 ()
i 1) 7 95 A AH 225 min, {HOptAICER AR 4L 2 3%, 7T
PIAFH PLU R 4518 24ACIE RS RII RUE B — e K F
I, Bl & RGECIER A BT, S B A R HE
TR B0 2%

1. x x x x
N * 8 ARBLE R SEIRLE R AT
3 Table 8 Comparsion of results between different
313 | distribution strategies
312 1 sc MC
o 311 | =0 A A Gap/% Gapy/%
® Opt CE/T% Opt CE/T
310 | Ins 8 11042.06 385.46 9667.20 24598 -1245 -36.19
30.9 ] Ins9 15896.84 44582 13466.96 280.10 —-1529 -37.17
30.8 ] Ins 10 20755.18 533.48 16952.00 330.71 -18.32 -38.01
307 1 1 1 1 Ins 11 2652644 650.82 2103641 39568 -20.70 -39.20
1210 1212 1214 1216 1218 122.0 Ins 12 31679.78 876.82 24264.10 51026 -23.41 —4181
2 Ins 13 35716.20 995.02 26590.82 596.18 -255.55 —40.08
Kl 4 Ins 145ALACIE LR Ins 14 39394.93 1143.38 29138.83 647.56 -26.03 —-43.36
Fig. 4 The best routes of Ins 14 Avg 25858.70 718.68 20159.47 42949 -2025 -40.23
% 9 TRBLEZ T R s Rtk
Table 9 Comparsion of results between different distribution timeliness
TWI TW2 NTW TW3
A5
Opt CE/ % Opt CE/ 7% Opt CE/T7% Opt CE/T7%
Ins 8 10625.18 265.58 9826.48 260.02 9667.20 245.98 9120.91 242.94
Ins9 1424277  306.13 13466.96  289.09 13426.69  280.10 13014.42  270.23
Ins 10  17787.33 364.17 17176.18 350.24 16952.00 330.71 16246.44 325.55
Ins 11 2149554  437.76 21072.52 400.14 21036.41 395.68 20125.76 387.35
Ins 12 25041.85  557.79 24626.87  535.37 24264.10  510.26 22705.18  493.27
Ins 13 28071.54 643.16 27772.19 599.45 26590.82 596.18 26384.12 585.39
Ins 14 30849.89  706.39 30603.31  650.54 29138.83  647.56 28841.04  636.51
Avg  21159.16  468.71 20649.22  440.69 20159.47  429.49 19491.12  420.18
Gap/% 4.99 9.13 2.46 2.61 0.00 0.00 -3.31 -2.17

6 L4d5RHE

A X ) A B T 308 M R, AN SCET X 2 4
Yty i [B) 8 () G B 20 42 R AR A% in) AT AL, £
BB IR: 1) A SCHFE IMCMDGVRPTW MY %
2 P ), i B R 2 R R ) IRERFR R
()45 25, & SPMDVRP, MCVRPHIGVRPH 3 — 35 I
PRI, HAT B S SCRTBE G 7 3C; 2) $2 L s By
BUR A WIURIRAE B, 456 T B G EREA
SRR AR, S T AR 2 AR KBB4, Retg 1
BRI [R] A 73 2 T )RR FE R NG AR 3) 20t

2 UGN B SIZBG:, 72T A A E AR RIS R 5%
th, SINHPRL L BEA R4 = B R B B 340
R, PRI HTRE S g a] DU S [R S [a] A
SEFR I AR R MR 2 1] 4) BURTE D45 R R, A
SEHC SRS BE S A R 22 Wl SR BTV P [ Ok Xl 4 7E
1 R G R IL B — e KPR, BEE RSB 2L
RIASWTSE Y, 3 B AR AR A H 58 T =
ARSI AR AR B35 A 3 B A9 i VRPAH SC B
WHT TR, BERS it b RIS AL P SR Rt
R KRR TR Bl Se it — PRI SRR R L7
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