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Improved ant colony optimization algorithm for

time-dependent vehicle routing problem

DUAN Zheng-yu, YANG Dong-yuan, WANG Shang
(School of Transportation Engineering, Tongji University, Shanghai 200092, China)

Abstract: Time-dependent vehicle routing problem (TDVRP) is concerned with vehicle routing optimization in road
networks with fluctuant link travel time. The traditional vehicle routing problem (VRP) has been proven to be an NP-
hard problem, so it is difficult to solve TDVRP in considering traffic conditions. We design an improved ant colony
optimization algorithm (ACO) for TDVRP. It uses nearest neighbor algorithm based on minimum cost(NNC algorithm) to
generate the initial solution, improves feasible solution by local search operations, and updates pheromone with max/min ant
system strategy. Test results show that compared with the nearest neighbor algorithm and genetic algorithm, the improved
ACO algorithm is more efficient and able to get better solutions. Furthermore, this improved ACO algorithm show good
performance in large scale TDVRP instances, even if the customer number of TDVRP reaches 1000, the computation time
is still in an acceptable range.
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1 5|E (Introduction)

1.1 TA] K 5 2 4 95 2% 45 ) 1) 73 ] At (Brief
introduction of TDVRP)

PUFE I VRPHIFFTUK 22 2 55 T % M 1) A v, /Y
5 BAT RE IS TR A A Ay 2 0 A 1), A0 B AR 1) 1) g A
TR P A S R AR AR SR I, T2 3
IR KA R FHEER Z g m, s BAT R
oI, AT REIN T AT AR 20 R A AR A AR B % W
PR RUAT RIS TR AN 5 AT 2 TR ER B A 5%, K
AT L R IR ],

i )44 51 7 VR P ) /@ (time dependent vehicle rou-
ting problem, TDVRP), #& il 57 % Bt AT F& IR ] it H &
IS TR A2 A R 8 R, ] <2 AR A BC 6 2 2k, LA
K3 A H AR R d i s 9 F B /b I [a]

ke H #: 2009—11—-07; W& oeks H #3: 2010—-03—15.

e/ A R R 21,

e GEVRPI) 8 A IE W & NP-hard i) &, 177 TD-
VRPjit) g A% e VRP i) e 5 53 2%, SR gkt B8 Ay VA k.
Bt BARAD IR R A e, Sk it 22 3 A7 3 ) 1 7 S, A
eI VRPASE B AE LA L PR, =y SBC IR (225K, PRI,
WU TDVRP i) 13 i 2.

1.2 WF5% 0] )@ (Literature review)

TDVRP i i[RI T A I TR) AR 2R R AT RS ) 7
(time dependent traveling salesman problem, TDTSP)
KM 2K, Bowman B X4 i 7 TDTSP i P, K
21 1978 £E 4" 1 Picard 25 55 — X4 K i fi#%. Ma-
landrak %5 HE H FEZTTHR, 45 T TDVRPIK ™ 4% 4L
SRR R T e AR R E P S R UL, T
PAAL FE10~254 % F7 15 23 (1) 1) /. Soojung Jung!?7E

FEGTH K 8RR IE G BB H (50738004); 5K “863” R B BT H (2007AA11Z245).
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HA 418 30 RGWESY T TDVRPR S, Wik 7 —Fh
AL Bk, SRR T30 1 A5 HE BE [ TDVRP ] 8.
IchouaZ: LK “ 4 A5 HY 7 (FIFO)HE Ul 5] ATDVRP
] 5, e P 5 T ] A4 8 o 503 s Bl 245 B A, i vk
7 Malandraki [R50 55 B AR Y ARSI A K H
SO IATAE S IRR GV, SRR T 1004715 s B 1) iy
I 7] Z TDVRP ) 3. Donati%%% 71443+ 7 TDVRP 1)
(1) Z O RS, Ml T LA Sl i 28 7Y,
A B B bR R Bl A5 5 Y, 6 100/ 11 i A Y A ]
% I TDVRP [0 BT T 3K fift.

S F K, TDVRP A U 5334 b T W] 2 B B, T

1.3 BB M )3 7 (Description of dynamic net-
work)
AR SR Pl Ichoua 55V -1 47 F2 3 5 1) B 1] 4
B RR T, R R IR B A B M. Ichoualf) B 7Y 4y
BT 7, A0 % BeAT R 0 26 s O 43 B R B0 T
(Ela), H A5 30 3% S8 1) % BOAT R I 8] o8 250K b),
S5 199 ki AL FIFO% 3 'E.

3l 3
i) [ —Y %27
s =
él O [ U\j l\ﬁ
0 ] I I
00 1 5 3 0 1 2 3

H R %1
(b) ATREMSIA]

H RN
(a) ATHEHEE

1 IR e 7R A T R R K D)

Time-dependent travel function &)

Fig. 1

1.4 TDVRP i & i) £ % # &(Mathematical
model for TDVRP)

A SCHIF ST I 2 A ) 1] B8 TDVRP ) 3, 1 & AN
e & I I ) 5 225K, TDVRP) S — A2
H AR LA ], 7R A S, PiAl H AR A0 56 T 24
T A e, RO RE I ), AT RE IS R], SR, R
R, R, 22 A H bR —
A H AR, 7RI BUR A Bk A 7 X, & A5 18 “E
AR RN LIRS )7 AEAR SO, R “AAmEL
LRI I TR)” B L RICR A T A AR A g
RO T R R G I I TR)” A8 K, AR ST A
HIXAN T AR

10 45 HTDVRP ] 8 1) — Bl ik G 2 200 ) 45
ﬂ[1,2,4]:

P27 4%
minz = o - K + oy - ST, (1)
o
ST =TT+WT+ SVT,
M
IT= Y YOS (R xal).
i€SD jEDE m=1
J#1
WT = > max(e; — t;,0),
i€D
SVT =3 svt,
i€D
s.t.
M
>, Y xp=1,j€DE, 2
i€SD m=1
J#i
M
> 2 x;=1141€S5D, 3)
i€EDE m=1
J#i
K M
> k(v —vin) < B(1— X 23),
k=1 m=1
1€ 8D, je€ DE, i +# j, 4)
K M
> k(v —vn) 2 B( Y 23 — 1),
k=1 m=1
1€SD, jeDE, i +#j, (5)
K
Z’Uik:l,ieD, (6)
k=1
Z(Qixvik)ngak:1a2a"'7K7 (7)
i€D
M M
DOEDIEDIE D DD DD 5 8)
€S jJEDE m=1 i€SD jeE m=1
t; < (max(e;, t;) +svt;+ Ry} )+ B(1—x),
)
t; = (max(e;, t;) +svt;+ R )+ B(xj; —1),
(10)
M
3 Z < |SC| -1, 8CeV. (1)
3,7€SC m=1
i#]
R X
1) HH.

a1, ao: IR, FEASCH, R “ZERiRE
bl RATCIE A A] 7 B B S, DRI, Ko BEEDN Hhan
KIE, BB R 5 T A 25

[0, T]: Ficti HoCo f A e I

Lei, Ll 25 /1 p B sR (I (i)

Qr : K5 M E

M H R ) 4 B

B: T3 KIEL, B — AN 08 KIS
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E: &35 5S4 A BT Rl an (1 ).

D: KA A

SD: iR R TR RNES,

DE: 3R i 54500 st fr

SDE: itfi 7 s 5EA

V&P RS

SC: RF P HERVIE— T4, |SC| R
SCHTEL& % I E .

3) AR E.

K: 2404

ST ATCIE ), BT EATFE B TR), s S A B[]
SRS B[] 22 A

TT: SATFRE, RIBT A 240 1 i A2 AT R 1) 1)
Z 0,

WT: S Ta], RIBTA ZE 0 ) Pk 55 4 1) ()
ZH;

SVT: SRS IR, BRI BT A 4250 (0 P2k ik 45 16 18]
ZF;

xR AEmIN BEA R, BT, (5 N1
153 024 05

t;(i € SDE): Flik 45 ik sl (I 215

suty: N R RS ) )

qi: BT S IE R

Vig: Are R kS RV, E 1 A0,

Ry ety BEY It A 215 10 i B AT R I ], G
:i€ 8D, j€ DE, i #j.

W7, H s ek 8k 23507 41k

1) AR T INAUE: o - K

2) RAELIE I R I ABUE: o - ST, ST H BATFE
IHEN (DT, SRR A (W TR RS I TR (SV TR
FIECED

YRR A T LS A 53R 43

1) TR ZERBGAE S B —44E kS, HAX
25— an=X(2)(3);

2) WML [F— 484 ERR T R —
W2 NR S5 (4)(5), BEAN R K RE 44 Ik 45
K(6), FHN DR AR M AR W X(7);

3) BRARZI: R A R B G 4, R
T4 NG A R, S8 G AT 45 S 4 m 21 4% ki dn
X(®);

4) I [H) B 2 o BA SRR P 2 B B — R
JUIR B I 2, ik 45 I TR i B AT R I TR] A E
HK9)(10);

5) A5 TRl HERR 2 A B 1R TR L% B AR T R

2 TDVRP|a] & ) WCRE 52 B v (ACO algo-
rithm for TDVRP)
2.1 BB (Algorithm process)

N4 AP TDVRPa) @ RO 5272 (ant colo-
ny optimization, ACO), s U1 -

Step1 ¥Jaifk.

T WOHE B 24, ik B L 7 v Bl 18 002
AL W)U W AT R, T BT R AR B B VTR AR R
FOREAE 7,;(0). ARJE, KA “BUEBAL” (ant-cycle
model) S HTRE I S 25 4% B 14045 ) 2R B4 T BT

EAH, RHANNCH L R0 4 — e
1) v O B T AT, S E R L AR AR Sy SR 5 1 )
GhE.

Step 2 it i WAL B, A4 1 OO B AR, JEREAT
Jr SRR .

o RSO BCIR o0 R, AR P e RS R 1B 5 T
AN, A A A RN TR) A A A, I B %
ARG FERZ ROE SR B AR AR T I, IR R
HR, BRI — OB R AR, R ITH & AR
BV 1), ISR T R T — IR .

HER MR R« Oy B LG R 7 OV s, AR
me BERT CLRH S 56 R, XOnT LAREAT A7 (08 1) P 1)
WRR. J ST, AR\ w3 SR AR R —A

Step3 JaiiERERE.

FEAE H I SOR) 3 5 RO B A2 LU, WG IS % 42
HEAT R S = e AR, R4 R AR 2-opt
J7 ¥~ or-opt )5 i — 4 BE AR N IR T 1A B VR RN -
interchange J7 V%, X i AT AR i AT AR 4 %R, LIIRAS B
DL

Step4 SR HEFFEE.

A Je B, 2 A T AT B SO e R LA S, R B
PUERAT IR 2H it Bl AT A RV 3R BERT.

Step 5 AW k41

AT 2 A Ik B T 1) B IR ARIREL, 7AW
HENF—28; 50, 3= [7] 5] Step 2.

Step 6 i B LA,

W SR U, IR AL

T Tk G SR A B RS 1 ), A
SCRH B RN &R g B0 [ 4 B E R R

SRS, g e B SR IR AE [Tmin, Tmax AL
1

Tmax = W- (12)
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Forp f (s°P) R BRI 2 () B LB AR I RV G I, ).
1, B £ (5°%) = ST, HLAER A H A HH T B, 1 (16)# 5
Tnunmﬁ(l:s)ﬁ.‘txtlu? Eij — lj _ (bl + s; + tij), (16)

~_ Toa(l = VPest)
(/2= DY PR
b n oW T KB Pt NIESERAUMR IR,

A7 C N Pyt L BB 3K #5710, Stiizle!!1iH 3 TSP
0] e A5 PRI T SR W, Proest ORI, R 7 BN I,
REARAF IS B 45 R, AEASCH, WP, esr = 0.05.

2.2 NNCHE(NNC algorithm)

JE T B /N AR 1) 552 4B I Vi (Nearest neighbor al-
gorithm base on minimum cost, NNC %) /& — Ff #4
S, AT LA AR B o R R AT AT AR B R
Solomon! i H - W F T VRPI] 8, N [k L4 e
FITDVRP il i, DB T

Step 1 X245 5E IS T, 76 0) F 240 rh ik Rk
H A, NS G K.

Step2 IEHE “RHEY” fefn— IRV ) USRI
RIS R, A R ARG, WK AZY Ri A E 2
A EgAE.

Step 3 & Step 2, 47 LB IL 1 4240 (1 4
B A, JULE IR o A S A E U R, ISR
.

H R TR “BRE” 5E SCh: IS RUAT RIS TH],
IS ) B PRI R SR, 5 — A9 e IS W) 5 5 2k 8
BORAN. ] LRI B “ PR, VR s« 4
ANA”

CIN TR B RGE AL AR JE A R “TT
B IR 55 IS 8] 7 L5 T — AN Y U 58 IR 95 I 1A 7 22
7.

) I A B B A A T R BB IR
S5 IR)” 5570 k)« TFaR RS I ) 7 22 22

W2, W31 R “BRE” X4y k5

Cij = O1tij + 0215 + 03By, (14)

(13)

Hor:
iyt TR, JZTAN) “ERE
tij: AT RGH G IATREIN TA]
Ty 15 Ra, IR [ B R R RS
Eyjr 7 5 g BRI 1A) i B a
01, 02, 031 IIBLREL, W01 + 02 + 05 = 1.
T, (1573 51
T =bj — (bi + s4), (15)

Forpe b, Ky s TT AR IR 55 NI, s, 24719 R iR 55 I

Forp L A R g R B AR R 45 I ).
2.3 JA¥ER8 R HE % (Local search algorithms)
Jril 98 2 (local search) /& il i X L AT 47 i AR,
(48 %, RARAT AR 1 T AT i e R U2 T 22
S AISCRE SRR TP B R F R UM ) i 48— Bk
2-opt/y ik W IR AR TR 24T R, AR S, IS
G5, LIRS SEAR I R A2
or-opt/7 ik B B AR P I HEAS T B AR B BB
(I, LASRAT AL B 4.
AR N I SRR B R AR I B A
Bl 2R AL E, LASRAT AR A2
A-interchange /7 ¥%: MM 45 B AE T & ik 8 — 551
AR, T K AN, 58T B, LIIRIS 5
PLH AT
3 H LS H AR E (Calibration of algorithm
parameters)

3.1 0K H B i K 1 (Construction of test prob-

lems)

KT TDVRPIH R, AT 4 ¥ A bR I Sk 5451,
A XL G VRP 0] 181 ) Solomon i #E 5451 i3E 1 716 24,
S8 o < 3 R I ) 4 A R K, 49 B TDVRP ) &) il
WA,

Zx JSCHRITT0 A, e SO I ) 46 R R 250 4
e SRR R B OR, 3 SRR, 23 AR S
AN[RI B Y 1) %, BE K R BT A S S N B, 2R
I 19 P L e WA . O T DRAIEAE U R S4B
JEUSKE PR I T i e v, 45 Al 1S 0 T S )kl e /M
WAL HH I, 45 3134052 I TR ARORS R £t 26 19T 7.

A1 i E A AR BLE A

Time-dependent function of travel speed
KA v ) vs U4

1.80 220 1.60 240
1.60 240 1.80 220
140 2.60 1.00 3.00
120 2.80 140 2.60
1.00 3.00 1.20 2.80

Table 1

(O S

i BT JE I S th A7) e, IXH 5 ikn] A
AT % A R AE W 2% TR 5] 73 A
Grade(i,j) = Mod((i + 7),5). (17)
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Horf: Grade(i, 7)K% B (4, 7) I 18 % 28 84, Mod(a,
b) A =R al LAbAF B AR 2L
3.2 AR BL(Test environment)
ARSI B W T (F hL):
CPU: Intel Core 2 Duo(¥ #%), 2.20 GHz; W 1%:
2 GB: #:1E & 4:: Windows Server 2003; % f&iE =
C#(Microsoft Net'T-&).
3.3 HIESHIH X (Algorithm parameters value)
WO S T 2 E S A B B IE S Mo,
e WL Z 0, 15 B =15 K & B, D BEAL L 4 K
N qo, MUK Em.
SR FH A B3V 1 o WURE S I B L 2 8, R A
R eh 2 50 — A B, e St 2 4 e
ARG P o ARl B 0 1% 2 H S A0 (. I A
il 1% H Solomon& #E ' [)C101, C201, R101, R201,
RC101, RC201. Xf T H b5 b8 %(1), Ha; = 10000,
ar=1. 132 &S HIPUE R 2T R, Hin kg p

RIP=L 8
A2 BB EOAHIUL
Table 2 Parameters value of ACO

a B p @ m
I 1 2

09 02 n/10

4 B LM HE 9 P (Analysis of algorithm per-
formance)
4.1 W)U f# A3 (Impact of initial solution)

a3 K B ML 7 1k, NNCH %k A2 1l v i i,
XRCIOTSH G BEAT TH 55, 75 B R3PTR IS5 R, %
SEWILAMR ()50, 1% AR ] R S48 R A, 4K
Hh2000K.

FH AT I, e T-NNCHE LA Aa A IO 5032, 7
R4 R EE T BE N L) 46 At PR ISORE S0 B K 3 v,
XU WY e TR R A 0 i AT R T bR B () Wi Sl
.

A3 s ipat BUBE Lk 9 Woh

Table 3 Impact of initial solution to ACO
WIBEMR AR, Ak BCIETR) ATRRRS TR s ZLPS s i W A TV
REL 16 2,819.15 1,130.55  2,086.35 1,476 12.90
NNC 12 2,307.97 1,090.38 1,983.40 676 14.00
4.2 R84 R EAE B 5 W (Impact of local search  F|FR4FT/R 45

operations)

TP 4% JR) A R AR AR X U SR IR S R, S
SFE T BT AR AR, NNCHIEA BRI aa iR, 15K
F Ry 48 R ERAE AR JR) 4% R AR E PR IG
T, XRCI0VF B BEAT v 57, iEARIREL A 2000K, 13

12 AT L, )T BENLRT UG R, K R iR R
YEJG, RIAT ff A 2058t TINNCYZ AR B )46
ik, R WIUR R DR s e, R SR i i R A ),
b LA Re S 2Dk, R R R ARG,
VLI S T3 0 T 2180%.

R4 R R RS BBE IR 0 R
Table 4 Impact of local search operations to ACO

VIR R W RUERR ATRERTIR RS RRAE TR
b i 16 2,819.15  1,130.55  2,086.35 1,476 12.90
2 13 243561  1,059.10  1,961.61 876 2345
NNC 5 12 2,307.97  1,090.38  1,983.40 676 14.00
& 12 227243 1,057.18  1,907.08 676 23.80

5 WXE B (Experimental results)
5.1 I 8] H TDVRPH #l (Instances of TDVRP
without time windows)
SCHR[1145 H T —ANJo i (A T TDVRP ] 78 1) 5
B, CLFEH20/N % 7 15 i, B b BAT I [R) 2 200,

e BOATRE AR LSS 25 23 I BT 6 26 BB 3C
. JESCRE T M e B AR A AT SR AR,
ST AW H RN ) AR B0 R PRI AR AR A,

AR SORE R IO S0 S BE AT SR A, AETX
B 25 8 R IN 2 D5 0 eI BR AR AL, A5 RE
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07 %

I ) AT AR R DL T H AR e ), BT
G “BCIR A I — A0, 10001, FrLA:
Wy = 1000, ap = 1.

LA R WS P GE AR E R 2009K), HEE
AL UL, AT 45 RAEBOIE A, AR B T
JESCH 5 R, Hor “Blak oA ” BRI T 6.19%. 1t
A, WO SR B TH SN RN 0231 s, X5 W] 500
HA R HITERE.

k5 Lot ETDVRPFA A6 693+ 4 R
Table 5 Experimental results of TDVRP instances

without time windows
KT T TS i & UE

R A B AR s
AL 6 33638 115319 195 231
k[l 6 358.56 117161 195  —

ARICAFRI AL B R A0 F

0—-8—10—-4—-20—0

0—-7—1—-11—-15—-0

0—-14—-2—-18—17—0
0—-16—-19—-6—0

0—-5—12—-3—0

0—-9—-13—0
5.2  SolomonZE#EF il (Solomon instances)

K FH3.1°15 11 U7 75 K5 Solomonit #E 5. 4] 15 ik
ATDVRPH A, 4R J5 73 59 R HIMSCRE 57, Malan-
drak M H (1) 55 A0 I VA (NN V) 5 564 5491 HEAT
T, 13 26 S 1)~F- ¥ S 45 Rk 6. &
ERIERIRECRH2000K. HTARAL S I« S BCIE I
8] (R 5 M [0, 10000], H i pf K (1)) R %K
HAEA: . = 10000, ag = 1.

H 6T W, HNNELEAH B, SO HE I v 5
SURA T ORI RS, o “ A idcE 7 b
T40%~80%, “ KABCIEI 8] ” Jd /D T 40%~70%.

k6 BAERA R ENNI® 6 ek Rk
Table 6 Comparison between ACO and NN algorithm

S Sk R BOXRE ATRERTE BRE RIREE AT
c1 NN 2644  18,87590 1,563.16 2,568.20  3,478.89 0.01
ACO  10.00 9,796.89 729.53 1,339.67 190.00 28.81
2 NN 15.00  29,468.13  1,054.06 1,882.39  8,690.00 0.03
ACO 3.25 9,580.43 552.67 1,041.12 465.00 82.46
R1 NN 20.67 3,455.68 1,132.73  1,991.74  2,675.33 0.01
ACO  10.17 1,938.47 802.41 1,538.55 575.33 28.71
R2 NN 8.00 4,957.49 871.01 1,613.17  6,542.00 0.03
ACO 2.36 1,831.10 777.93 1,505.94 905.64 81.95
RC1 NN 18.63 3,347.60 1,318.00 2,262.48  2,001.00 0.02
ACO  10.75 2,051.24 935.02 1,755.28 426.00 27.95
RC2 NN 9.13 5,379.39 1,050.86  1,948.19  7,401.00 0.02
ACO 2.88 2,107.34 1,033.41  2,00595 1,151.00 63.18

5.3 KIBLHE B (Large scale instances)

Joerg Homberger7tSolomon #E 5451 () FE At 1
T4, M T % 711 1200~ 1000 1 K HE A
I3, SR 3.5 1K) 7 7%, B Homberger ) 5451 13
T e, T A B TDVRP il §3 1 )RS 1. %) T
H ARk 2D, TGS I« SBCIR IR ] FR{E

15— % 410, 100000], AT LAEX: ap =100000, ap =1.

i AFRC1_2.1~RC110_1 {154 5 451 3 47 11
B, SR mRTPTR. R, BEAE R R
T BE N, BRI SR A AR P S R
10000, V18 (8] 29 24520 min, £F 1] L4529
FEl A
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R T ORHAREAI 6t F LR

Table 7 Experimental results of large scale instances

4 BB BAREC EERTR] ATAERSTE P B TH LI 18] /min
RC12_1 200 19 6,972.34 3,466.16 6,309.55 1.37
RC1.4_1 400 39 17,359.35 8,597.18 15,389.00 3.95
RC1.6_1 600 62 41,260.36 20,560.28 34,428.16 7.96
RC1.8_1 800 80 70,062.44  37,271.13 62,153.25 12.79
RC110_1 1000 97 106,954.00 55,745.45 93,133.14 18.97
5.4 458 (Conclusions) 379 - 396.

AL AT U il 1) 2 B, ) 0 4 2R 45 A T A,
“EeR-T/NEICR G e B R B SR 3AN T T
T, Beil T TDVRP [ 8 ) —Fh Sodb R 5%, 159
BILL RIS 18

1) HIUR AR 1 T 5 ISR B2 (R e A A i B
(15, A SC R FINNC ) 8 55032 A2 s S5 1)
WIUEAE, AR T In R S B Slos B

2) e R R A AL, R DL S SR AV
(AR IR 2R A ), M4 o T AT ik 1 o 22

3) ARSI % B, 5 B AR vk, dsiAk
SR L, SRk O S HA S S R ROR, fe s 19
BRI TH 5 25

4) AL SO R S, 75 K AR TDVRPA.
it B0 R AT R, B IE 110000 %
TSR, L BRI T £ 220 min, 7F 0] #2572
RS IR
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