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Vehicle routing problems and other combinatorial optimization problems have been approximately
solved by reinforcement learning agents with policies based on encoder-decoder models with atten-
tion mechanisms. These techniques are of substantial interest but still cannot solve the complex
routing problems that arise in a realistic setting which can have many trucks and complex re-
quirements. With the aim of making reinforcement learning a viable technique for supply chain
optimization using classical computing today and quantum computing in the future, we develop
new extensions to encoder-decoder models for vehicle routing that allow for complex supply chains.
We make two major generalizations. First, our model allows for routing problems with multiple
trucks. Second, we move away from the simple requirement of having a truck deliver items from
nodes to one special depot node, and instead allow for a complex tensor demand structure. We
show how our model, even if trained only for a small number of trucks, can be embedded into a
large supply chain to yield viable solutions.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the setting of commercial operations, computa-
tional problems of substantial theoretical and practi-
cal difficulty regularly arise. Even a small improve-
ment on the quality of solutions to such problems can
translate to a very substantial benefit. One such prob-
lem, heavily studied in operations research, is the ve-
hicle routing problem [1, 2].

Vehicle routing problems are NP-hard combinato-
rial optimization problems for which there are numer-
ous heuristic algorithms which yield approximate so-
lutions. Relatively recently, there has been interest
in solving such routing problems using reinforcement
learning (RL) [3]. In this context, a truck driving be-
tween nodes can be thought of as an agent performing
actions (selecting its next node to drive to) in the envi-
ronment of the supply chain. This approach has been
successful for a wide range of combinatorial optimiza-
tion problems, especially when using models with an
encoder-decoder attention mechanisms [4].

In a sense, the use of reinforcement learning for
such problems is very natural. RL is appropriate in
contexts where decisions must be made with complex
consequences can only be learned through experience.
Games like Go naturally fit that description, and in-
deed they have been well-addressed with RL method-
ology [5]. More easily overlooked is that the routing
of a truck through a supply chain is in many ways
similar to a game like Chess or Go. The “moves” in
this game are the selections of where to drive, what
to pick up, and what to drop off. The consequences of
these moves are complicated and can have long-term
effects that are best learned through experience.

Unfortunately, reinforcement learning approaches
for combinatorial optimization are not readily de-
ployed in a commercial setting because of simplifica-
tions that they make. For the vehicle routing prob-
lem in particular, past work has largely focused on
the case of a single truck with a simple task: bring
“demand” from nodes to a depot. In reality, supply

chains involve numerous trucks, and requirements are
more complex than simply bringing material to one
depot node, and the current machine learning models
are not equipped to handle such complex situations.

In this work, we take steps toward developing RL
agents that can obtain good solutions in complex sup-
ply chains. We use as our model a real commercial
supply chain of Aisin Corporation, a Japanese auto-
motive manufacturing company. We build on the work
of [4] by adding new techniques allowing for multi-
ple trucks and for far more general requirements for
trucks. While our model is specially designed with
Aisin Corporation’s vehicle routing problems in mind,
our techniques for applying RL to a very general class
of routing problems apply widely.

II. VEHICLE ROUTING PROBLEMS

This section describes the particular vehicle rout-
ing problem that we apply a reinforcement learning
method to solve as well as the full-scale logistical prob-
lem that it is based on.

Broadly speaking, vehicle routing problems (VRPs)
[1, 2] are combinatorial optimization problems where
one or more trucks must carry material between lo-
cations to accomplish certain requirements subject to
constraints like capacity and time limitations. There
are numerous variants of VRPs so “vehicle routing
problem” is an umbrella term rather than a specific
computational problem.

The three subsections below describe VRPs of grad-
ually increasing complexity. Section II A reviews stan-
dard vehicle routing problems for which there are al-
ready many solution methods including reinforcement
learning. Section II B describes a more general form
of VRP that we use as the environment for our rein-
forcement learning agent. Unlike the basic VRP, the
general VRP allows for multiple trucks and all-to-all
connectivity for demand structure. Finally, section
II C describes a real routing problem encountered by
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Aisin Corporation. This real routing problem is quite
similar to the general VRP of section II B, but includes
additional constraints that are difficult to model on a
GPU.

A. Basic Vehicle Routing Problems

In this section, we review the the capcitated vehicle
routing problem with split-deliveries (SDVRP). We
use the term “basic VRP” to refer to this problem
because it can be thought of as the base-model from
which we generalize.

For the SDVRP, we are given a graph where nodes
z0, z1, . . . zn are locations and weighted directed edges
are the times needed to drive between the locations.
One of the nodes ,z0, is special and is called the depot.
To every non-depot node i, there is a certain nonneg-
ative real number di called the demand for node i. A
truck, which starts at the depot, must drive between
the nodes, pick up demand, and return it to the de-
pot. The truck has limited capacity 1 so it may need
to make multiple trips to the depot.

To be precise, an instance of the basic VRP is spec-
ified by:

1. A graph G with n+ 1 nodes z0, z1, . . . , zn.

2. An n + 1 × n + 1 matrix T with non-negative
entries and Tii = 0 for all i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n} called
the time matrix.

3. A non-negative number di assigned to each node
zi except for the depot (i 6= 0). These numbers
are called initial demands.

The nodes of the graph can be abstract, but in many
cases they are explicitly given as coordinates for loca-
tions that trucks might drive to. The time matrix
entry Tij is supposed to be the time it take a truck to
drive from node i to node j. That is why we require
Tii = 0. The initial demand di is supposed to be the
amount of material1 that must be carried by a truck
from the node zj to the depot node z0.

A candidate solution to this VRP is given by a
route: a list of integers ξ = ξ1, ξ2, . . . , ξk where k is
some positive integer (called the route length) and
each ξj is an element of {0, 1, . . . , n}. We require that
ξ1 = 0 and ξk = 0 so that the truck starts and ends
at the depot. Given such a sequence, there are two
questions:

• What is the total driving time for ξ?

• Is ξ a demand-satisfying route?

1 “Amount of material” is intentionally vague. In a practical
application, demand can be quantified by geometrical vol-
ume, by weight, or even by monetary value. For our purposes,
we will use geometrical volume as the standard meaning for
“amount of material” which makes it sensible that trucks
have a limited carrying capacity.

Here, the driving time for the route ξ is defined as

time(ξ) =

k−1∑
t=1

Tξtξt+1
. (1)

Meanwhile, the question of whether or not the route
is demand-satisfying is intuitive but not mathemati-
cally elegant to describe. In short, a route is demand
satisfying if it will result in a truck carrying all of the
initial demand to the depot. The truck which starts
at ξ1 and follows the route has a capacity which we al-
ways take to be 1. This is the amount of demand that
the truck can store. The amount of demand the truck
is carrying at a given time is called on-board demand
to distinguish it from off-board demand which is the
dynamical demand waiting to be picked up at each
node. As the truck navigates its route, it picks up
as much demand as possible2 at each stop, converting
off-board demand to on-board demand. The on-board
demand is never allowed to exceed 1. When the truck
returns to the depot, the on-board demand is reset
to 0, and the route can continue until all off-board
demand is zero and the truck as at the depot.

The optimization goal of this basic vehicle rout-
ing problem is to find, among all demand-satisfying
routes, the one with minimal driving time.

The usage of reinforcement learning for this split-
delivery vehicle routing problem is well-established in
the literature [4]. In fact, the model we use is a gen-
eralization of that of Kool et al. our

B. Generalized Vehicle Routing Problems

We now turn to a generalization of the basic vehi-
cle routing problem which is inspired by the realistic
supply chain optimization problem of Aisin Corpora-
tion that we explain in detail in section II C. The pur-
pose of the “general VRP” is to find a middle ground
between the overly simple basic VRP and the enor-
mously complex Aisin Corporation VRP. This middle
ground has major features of the full-scaled supply
chain logistics problem, but does not include some
messy constraints that are difficult to simulate effi-
ciently for training.

There are two ways that the general VRP is more
complex than the basic variant:

1. There are multiple trucks.

2. There is no special depot. Instead, demand is re-
quired to be moved between specific nodes with
various constraints. We refer to this as a tensor
demand structure and explain it in detail below.

2 Actually, we might decide to not pick up the full demand at
a given node by optimizing a pickup-selection algorithm, but
we don’t consider this case here.
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The use of multiple trucks is an obvious challenge
for any routing algorithm as optimal routes can in-
volve subtle collaboration between trucks. Less obvi-
ous is the surprisingly complex issue of tensor demand
structure, where any node can be a depot. For both
these new ingredients, we have developed modifica-
tions to the encoder and decoder models of [4].

Tensor Demand Structure

The basic VRP discussed in section II A has the
property that all demand must be taken to the same
destination node (the depot). This is built into the
mathematical description of the problem because the
off-board demand has a vector demand structure. This
means that the demand at a given time step t is given
by a vector

dt =
(
dt1, d

t
2, . . . , d

t
n

)
.

In a realistic supply chain, we do not have the lux-
ury of a single delivery destination. Goods from a
given node may be split into groups which need to
be taken to various delivery destination nodes. To ac-
commodate such a situation, we introduce the concept
of a tensor demand structure. We begin with a rank-2
tensor.

Rank-2 Demand

Assume that there is only one truck and consider
a graph with n nodes z1, . . . , zn. (There is no longer
any need for a special z0 node). We introduce an n×n
matrix Dt=0 with non-negative entries. The meaning
of the entry D0

ij is, intuitively, the initial amount of
demand that is located at node i and must be shipped
to node j. D is referred to as rank-2 off-board demand
or as a matrix demand structure.

When the truck arrives at node i at time t with this
sort of demand structure, an issue arises: a pickup
selection decision must be made. There are n differ-
ent types of demand that can be picked up from node
i:
(
Dt−1
i1 , Dt−1

i2 , . . . , Dt−1
in

)
. There is not an obvious

way to perform pickup selection. In principle, a rein-
forcement learning agent could learn optimal pickup
selection, but this is beyond the scope of our work.
We assume that some reasonable selection algorithm
is used.

After pickup selection, we obtain a new matrix Dt

by reducing Dt−1 by the amount of demand picked
up by the truck from node i. Another issue now
appears: with demand on the truck, we have to re-
member which parts of the on-board demand must go
to which destination nodes. This can be dealt with
by promoting on-board demand at time t to a vector
Et = (Et1, E

t
2, . . . , E

t
n). The meaning of Eti is that,

after the operations at time step t (including pickup),
Eti is the amount of demand on the truck which must
be delivered to node i.

Now that there is on-board demand in the truck,
we need to revisit what happens when the truck first
arrives at a given node i. Before pickup selection or
any other operation, the first step is now to completely
drop off demand Et−1

i . Mathematically, this simply
means setting Eti = 0. If we wish, we can also keep
track of the overall total demand satisfied after each
time step, in which case we would iteratively defined
a sequence S by

S0 = 0,

St = St−1 + Et−1
ξt

,

where ξt refers to the node visited at time step t.

Arbitrary Rank Demand

The ideas of a demand matrix Dt
ij can readily be

generalized to higher-rank tensors. The reason for do-
ing this is that in a practical supply chain (includ-
ing the one our study is based on), there are delivery
requirements along the lines of “move this box from
node 3 to node 7, and then from node 7 to node 5”.
Such multi-leg requirements may sound odd, but they
can arise for numerous practical reasons. There may
be capacity limitations at node 5, and node 7 may
be a storage warehouse. Or perhaps the box needs
to have an operation performed on it before its final
delivery. Another important reason for multi-leg de-
livery requirements is that a cargo container may need
to be sent somewhere else after delivery.

Whatever the reason, there promoting the matrix
and vector structure ofD and E to higher rank tensors
allows us to encode the data that we need for this
new situation. An initial demand tensor D0

ijk can be

interpreted as “there is initially demand D0
ijk located

at node i which needs to first travel to node j and
then travel to node k.”

Unfortunately, with higher-rank tensor structure
like this, the operations that are performed when a
truck arrives at a node become even more compli-
cated. Consider first an empty truck arriving at node
i at time t. It starts by performing pickup selec-
tion to decide what off-board to pick up: any part
of Dt−1

ijk is fine as long as the first index is i. After
the pickup, the off-board demand is correspondingly
reduced. However, the loaded demand is now material
with instructions like “go to node j, then go to node
k” so we must introduce a matrix on-board demand
Etjk to track this. However, now that the truck has
this on-board demand, when it later drives to node j,
the on-board Ejk will be dropped off. This demand is
not satisfied because it hasn’t reached its final desti-
nation of node k. We are therefore forced to introduce
a rank-2 matrix off-board demand structure when this
demand is dropped off! When that matrix off-board
demand is later picked up, it is converted to rank-1
vector on-board demand.

In conclusion, rank-r off-board demand will au-
tomatically require tracking off-board demands with
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ranks 2 through ras well as on-board demands with
ranks 1 through r−1. These can be separately tracked
by a collection of tensors like

Dr t

Dr−1 t Er−1 t

...

D2 t E2 t

E1 t

or, alternatively, we can use “diagonal entries” like
Dijj instead of Dij . Regardless of the organizational
approach, there is no question that bookkeeping is one
of the major issues that arise when dealing with this
more realistic version of a vehicle routing problem.

As with the cases above, we can introduce a “to-
tal demand satisfied” sequence St which accumulates
only when demand is sent to its final destination. We
do not accumulate S when rank-2 on-board demand
arrives at a node, but we do accumulate it when rank-
1 on-board demand arrives because that node is the
final destination for that material.

Multiple Trucks

The next complexity to consider is the involvement
of multiple trucks. This is intuitive and easy to de-
scribe mathematically, but it adds immense difficulty
for optimization.

The main observation to make about the mathe-
matical structure is that there is an on-board demand
for every truck, but there is only one off-board de-
mand. Thus, we need a new index m, which ranges
from 1 to the number of trucks N , added to on-board
demand. For instance:

Et,mij

for rank-2 on-board demand. In this notation, we are
dropping the r = 2 symbol as it is implied by the fact
that there are two lower indices (i and j). In fact,
because the notation involves so many indices, we will
occasionally also drop the reference to time as well.
To help clarify, we use notation like

Em=2
ij

to refer to rank 2 on-board demand for truck 2 in cases
where we leave time t implicit. In other words, we
explicitly write “m =” to indicate that we are referring
to truck number which ranges from 1 to N .

In general, different trucks to have different capaci-
ties C1, . . . , CN , but throughout our work we assume
that all trucks have capacity 1. There is very little
difficulty in adding varying capacities to our models if
needed.

The introduction of multiple trucks adds great sub-
tleties to the problem. The optimal solution to an
instance with many trucks may involve highly collab-
orative relationships between trucks.

FIG. 1. Illustration of rank-2 cyclic off-board demand. At
top, a package at node 2 is waiting to be picked up. The
package is to be sent to node 5 and then returned. This
contributes to Dcyclic

2 5 . After being picked up by truck #1
(middle), the truck need not immediately travel to node 5.
There is now a contribution to rank-2 on-board demand
(and the cyclic demand is gone). After dropping off the
box at node 5, the empty box is still required to go to node
2, contributing to rank-2 direct demand while waiting to
be picked up.

Cyclic Demand Structure

The mathematical structure above is sufficient to
describe another closely related scenario with very lit-
tle modification. In some commercial logistics prob-
lems, trucks are required not only to deliver mate-
rial but to then return empty containers back to the
origin location. This constraint is particularly com-
mon for operations that occur in a repeating manner:
trucks may need to make regular (e.g. daily or weekly)
shipments of identical items, and the same specialized
containers may need to be used. We allow for this
constraint in our general VRP.

Mathematically, we regard an empty box as no dif-
ferent from a full box as it occupies the same amount
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of space in a truck.3 The most straightforward way to
enforce a box return constraint is to simply increase
the rank of tensor demand by one. However, there is a
more memory-efficient approach: we introduce a con-
cept of cyclic off-board demand. Meanwhile, we use
the term direct off-board demand to refer to the sort
of demand described earlier.

As an example of cyclic off-board demand, consider
figure 1 in which material initially at node 2 must be
brought to node 5 before being returned to node 2.
We encode this demand as a term in a rank-2 ten-
sor: Dcyclic

2 5 . When a truck stops at node 2 to pick
up this cyclic demand, something different happens

from the case of picking up direct demand: the de-
mand is converted to rank-2 on-board demand rather
than rank 1. Specifically, such a pickup of Dcyclic

2 5 con-
tributes to E5 2 because the demand must be brought
to node 5 and then it must later be brought to node
2. It’s important to understand that once this de-
mand is dropped off at node 5, it contributes to direct
off-board demand Ddirect

5 2 as discussed above.

To summarize the flow of demand in this example,
we can write the following table which shows how rel-
evant components of demands are nonzero at various
moments of time:

Component Description of most recent event.

Dcyclic
2 5 Initial material is at node 2; must be brought to node 5, then node 2

Em=1
5 2 Box picked up from node 2 by truck 1; must go to node 5, then node 2

Ddirect
5 2 Box dropped off and emptied at node 5 by truck 1, must be returned to node 2

At this point, the situation can continue. Suppose that truck 3 now picks up the empty box. Then, then
route for the box would end as follows:

Component Description of most recent event.

Em=3
2 Empty box picked up from node 5 by truck 3; next stop: node 2

0 Empty box returned to node 2 by truck 3, requirements fulfilled

Note that our notation may cause confusion ini-
tially. When truck #3 picks up the empty box from
node 5, the demand tensor component that gets a con-
tribution is Em=3

2 which makes no reference to node 5.
This is because node 5 is no longer relevant. The fact
that the node is currently located at node 5 is han-
dled by tracking truck locations, which is a separate

matter from tracking demand flow.
The general behavior of cyclic and direct demand,

at rank 3 and beyond, is intuitive but even more con-
fusing. The following table shows a sequence of events
for cyclic initial demand starting at node 3 that must
go to node 7 and then node 4 before returning to node
3.

Component Description of most recent event.

Dcyclic
3 7 4 Initial material is at node 3; must be brought to node 7, then node 4, then node 3

Em=2
7 4 3 Picked up from node 3 by truck 2, next stop node 7

Ddirect
7 4 3 Dropped off at node 7 by truck 2; must be brought to node 4, then node 3

Em=1
4 3 Picked up from node 7 by truck 1, next stop node 4

Ddirect
4 3 Dropped off at node 4 by truck 1; must be brought to node 3

Em=3
3 Picked up from node 4 by truck 3, next stop node 3

0 Dropped off at node 3 by truck 3, requirements fulfilled

3 Here, we are using volume as the metric limited by truck
capacity. We do not consider models constrained by both
weight and volume.

Restricted Driving Windows

Typical VRPs involve minimizing driving time to
accomplish the goal of fulfilling all deliveries. How-
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ever, in a commercial setting there is a limitation on
the time in which trucks can drive. As a result, we
may need to consider routes that fail to satisfy all de-
mand.

Suppose that all trucks are only allowed to drive
during an overall period of time Tmax > 0. The trucks
drive simultaneously during this time. We are not nec-
essarily guaranteed that it is possible to fully satisfy
demand within that constraint, and the optimization
goal is no longer obvious because we need to make
some decision about the relative importance of maxi-
mizing demand satisfied and minimizing driving time.

C. Aisin Corporation Vehicle Routing Problem

The goal of this work is develop a new technique for
solving a supply chain logistics problem that arises in
the operations of Aisin Corporation. In this section,
we explain the remaining complexities of that Aisin
Corporation VRP which we refer to as the AVRP for
brevity. Note, however, that we do not consider AVRP
to be a well-defined computational problem; it is bet-
ter thought of as a problem instance. In fact, when we
discuss the AVRP below, we always mean a specific
instance which has 21 nodes and a specific demand
structure that we now explain.

The general VRP from section II B is carefully de-
signed to already accommodate most of the key de-
tails of the AVRP already. As a result, an instance of
the general VRP can be found to model the AVRP.
Our approach is therefore to train a machine learning
model (see section III) that can solve the general VRP
and to then apply it to instances that approximate the
AVRP.

Perhaps the most substantial AVRP complexity is
the presence of individual boxes. Demand is not an
ambiguous real number but is composed of discrete
boxes that occupy a certain volume and have certain
routing requirements. We can use an index a which
we call box number:

a ∈ {1, . . . ,number of boxes}

to list all of the boxes. Given a box number a, there
is a specific routing requirements

Ra =
(
R1
a, R

2
a, . . . , R

ra
a

)
(2)

where each Rka is a node. The meaning of this is that
box a must start at the node R1

a and then it must
visit the node R2

a and so on. Moreover, for the AVRP,
after visiting the final node Rraa , all boxes must then
be returned to the starting node.

The difficulty of the AVRP somewhat reduced by
the following facts:

• All boxes either have ra = 2 or ra = 3.

• Although there ∼ 330, 000 boxes for the AVRP,
there are actually “only” 107 unique paths for
boxes.

FIG. 2. Depiction of the time matrix for the AVR.P

FIG. 3. Connectivity graph for the AVRP of section II C.
Lines indicate pairs of the 21 nodes that trucks drive be-
tween in the routes determined by Aisin Corporation lo-
gistics experts. 142 trucks deliver approximately 340,000
boxes containing ∼ 15, 000 unique parts. Among these
parts, there are 107 unique routing requirements.

Given these observations, a general VRP instance
that models the AVRP must have initial off-board
rank-2 and rank-3 cyclic demand and no initial direct
demand. We sometimes refer to the simplification of
using continuous quantities for demand, rather than
discrete boxes, as the box soup simplification.

The AVRP has 21 nodes and it has driving time
windows: Tmax is equal to 16 hours, providing a pair
of 8 hour shifts for each truck. Driving times between
nodes are illustrated in figure 2. The scale of the ini-
tial demand is substantial: Aisin Corporation logistics
experts currently use 142 trucks to delivery parts fol-
lowing routes illustrated in figure 3.
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III. POLICY NEURAL NETWORKS

There are a variety of ways to solve routing opti-
mization with reinforcement learning [6, 7]. Our spe-
cific model is an encoder and decoder directly inspired
by that of Kool et al. [4]. Their model is quite general:
after training with REINFORCE [8], it performs well
for numerous routing problems including the travel-
ing salesman problem, basic vehicle routing problems,
and the orienteering problem. However, it does not ac-
count for multiple trucks. Moreover, there is no obvi-
ous way to incorporate a tensor demand structure into
their model without a substantially new approach.

A. RL Structure for Routing Problems

Before describing our neural networks, we first ex-
plain how a routing problem like the general VRP fits
into the framework of reinforcement learning and also
how and encoder and decoder furnish a policy.

Reinforcement learning concerns a Markov decision
process (MDP) where an agent, presented with state
of the environment, performs an action of its choice
which results in a new environment state and gives
the agent some reward. The new state as well as the
reward are both stochastic: there is a probability of
a given new state and reward value given the original
state and the agent’s action. The goal of the agent is
not to maximize the reward for a given action but to
maximize the long term reward (a concept known as
the return).

The agent does not know the probability of getting
a certain new state and action, but can learn through
experience the best actions to take in given states.
The agent learns a policy which is a probability dis-
tribution over possible actions to take in a given state.
In other words, given a state s and a potential action
a, the agent computes a quantity π(a | s) ∈ [0, 1] such
that

∑
a′ π(a′ | s) = 1. π, interpreted as a conditional

probability distribution, is known as a policy, and the
agent samples from π to select an action. Finding the
optimal policy (the one that maximizes the expecta-
tion value of return) is the goal of the agent’s learning
process.

Consider the case of a basic vehicle routing problem
with one truck. When the truck is at a given node ξt−1

at time t−1, we want to use an RL agent to determine
the next node ξt for the truck to drive to.

The most obvious approach is to make the state
include the following information:

• The route so far up to a given moment:
(ξ0, ξ1, . . . , ξt−1),

• The current remaining truck capacity,

• The remaining demand to be picked up at each
node,

• The time matrix.4

Given this, the probability of going to node z in a
given state can be written as

π (z | (ξ0, . . . , ξt−1), Dt−1) .

where Dt−1 is meant to include all of the demand
information at time t− 1.

Assuming that we use the same policy π for every
step of the route, the probability for selecting an entire
route x0, . . . , ξk is

π(ξ |D0) =

k∏
t=1

π (ξt | (ξ0, . . . , ξt−1), Dt−1) . (3)

This formula leads to an important observation that
we will make use of when discussing the learning al-
gorithm below. Rather than thinking of the route as
consisting of k actions, we can alternatively think of
it as one single action which has probability given by
equation (3). Although this may seem unnecessarily
complicated, it’s convenient for the REINFORCE al-
gorithm which involves the logarithm of the probabil-
ity which conveniently converts to product in equation
(3) to a summation.

RL Structure With Multiple Trucks

How does the discussion above need to change when
we consider a vehicle routing problem (or another
routing problem) with multiple trucks? There are two
natural approaches:

• Use a different policy for each truck, and have
multiple agents interact simultaneously with the
environment, learning to work together.

• Use the same shared policy for each truck.

The first approach is arguably a more powerful tech-
nique, allowing different trucks to use different strate-
gies in the same situation. However, the second ap-
proach is simpler to implement and still has the poten-
tial to approach optimality for vehicle routing prob-
lems. We use the second approach throughout this
work.

The concept is that every truck has the same policy
and views every other truck as a part of the envi-
ronment. At the start of an episode, all trucks are at
initial nodes and we start with the first truck (m = 1).
That truck is presented with the environment which
can include, in principle, all of the information about
the locations of the other trucks as well as all of the
initial demand. The m = 1 truck uses the (shared)

4 The time matrix is static throughout the episode, but is con-
veniently included in the state data as we may want to train
over states with various time matrices.
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policy to select its next node. We then go to the next
truck m = 2 and do the same.

After all N trucks have assignments, the next step
has an important difference. All trucks now drive to
their selected nodes, but they may not all arrive at
the next node at the same time. This is controlled
by a time matrix Tij giving driving times between
nodes. Suppose that truck m = 3 happens to arrive
at its node first. In that case, we proceed by using
the policy for truck 3 to give it a new node. When we
do this, every truck other than truck 3 is treated as a
part of the environment. After assigning a new node
for truck 3, the environment is updated to the state
where whichever next truck arrives at its destination
node at the earliest time.

In this example, we refer to the truck m = 3 as the
active truck while the other trucks with m 6= 3 are
called passive trucks. One point of potential confusion
here is that there are two usages of “time”. The first,
which we will sometimes refer to as physical time, is
the time measured by the time matrix. The order
in which active trucks are selected is determined by
the order of the physical times for arrivals. The other
“time” is a discrete index which enumerates arrival
nodes for trucks. It’s important to understand that if
we say that an episode has a “route” (ξ0, . . . , ξk), then
the nodes ξt are not all for the same trucks. We thus
need to separately keep track of the active trucks at
each time step (m0, . . . ,mk).

B. Encoder Without Tensor Demand

We begin by discussing a modification of the model
of Kool et al. which accounts for multiple trucks. This
model accounts for many of the complexities in the
problem, but does not have any way to deal with ten-
sor demand structure described in section II B. Tensor
demand structure requires a modification to the atten-
tion mechanism, and we describe two approaches to
this later.

The encoder-decoder model we use follows the ba-
sic idea of the transformer network [9]. A sequence
of input data is converted to a sequence of vectors
with dimension d by an encoder. Then, a decoder
acts on the encoded sequence and some additional in-
formation (called context) to determine a probability
distribution over the inputs. We can then select one
of the inputs by sampling from that distribution.

Encoder Overview

The encoder is essentially identical to the encoder
of Kool et al., so we do not cover it in great detail
here. The input data is a sequence of node coordinates
x1, . . . ,xn with each xi a two-dimensional point.5

5 We use two dimensions in our analysis, making nodes points
on a plane. However, any dimension can be used as an input

The input sequence should contain information not
only about the locations of the points but also about
the initial demand structure. Initially, even if there is
high-rank tensor demand, we can compute a myopic
rank-2 demand Dij giving the material that is located
at node i and needs to go to node j as its first stop.
For example, if we have cyclic rank-3 initial demand

Dcyclic
ijk , then we can sum over the third index to obtain

a contribution to Dij . At this point, define

δout,init
i =

∑
j

Dij , (4)

δin,init
i =

∑
j

Dji. (5)

These quantities are “myopic outgoing and ingoing
demands” for every node. We can concatenate the
initial coordinates with these demands:

xi = xi ⊕
(
δin,init
i , δout,init

i

)
(6)

where ⊕ denotes direct sum (which is equivalent to
concatenation in this context). We use these extended
vectors (x1, . . . ,xn) as the sequence of inputs for the
encoder.

The first encoding step is a learned linear map with
bias from the initial input space R4 to an encoding
space R4. (In our experiments, we typically take d =
128.) We denote this by

h0
i = W initxi + binit (7)

where W init is a (d, 4) matrix and binit is a d-
dimensional vector. We emphasize that the same
mapping is applied to every input entry in the se-
quence: W init and binit do not depend on i.

After this initial encoding, we proceed with a se-
quence of three encoder layers. Each encoder layer
can be thought of as a two step process: an attention
layer (equation (8)) followed by a feedforward layer
(equation (9)).

h̃l−1
i = BN

(
hl−1
i + MHA

(
hl−1
i

))
, (8)

hli = BN
(
h̃l−1
i + FF

(
h̃l−1
i

))
. (9)

In these equations, BN is a batch normalization
layer [10], FF is a feedforward network, and MHA is a
multi-head attention layer which we describe in detail
below. The feedforward layers have a single hidden
dimension dff and consist of a linear layer with bias
mapping Rd → Rdff followed by a ReLU activation
function, a dropout layer, and finally a linear map
with bias back to Rd.

dimension.
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Multi-Head Attention

The function MHA is a multi-head attention mech-
anism identical to that of [4]. Below we consider two
major generalizations of this attention mechanism to
deal with tensor demand structure, and this subsec-
tion establishes the groundwork needed for those gen-
eralizations.

We begin by using prior embedded nodes
h1, . . . ,hn ∈ Rd to compute vectors known as queries,
keys, and values. In a single-head attention mecha-
nism, we compute a single query, key, and value vector
for each encoded node hi:

qi = Mquery hi ∈ Rα, (10)

ki = Mkey hi ∈ Rα, (11)

vi = Mvalue hi ∈ Rd. (12)

Here, each M is a matrix mapping Rd to either Rd or
Rα where α is some a new hyper-parameter.

For the multi-head attention mechanism, we have a
positive integer nheads which we typically take to be 6.
For each s ∈ {1, . . . nheads}, we have a different query,
key, and value map and thus different queries, keys,
and values computed:

qs i = Mquery
s hi ∈ Rα, (13)

ks i = Mkey
s hi ∈ Rα, (14)

vs i = Mvalue
s hi ∈ Rβ . (15)

The linear maps M are learned during training.
Note that like other aspects of the encoder that we
have discussed, i behaves as batch index, allowing se-
quences to have arbitrary length.

The next step is to compute a compatibility for ev-
ery query-key pair (for each head). We define

us ia =
1√
α
qs i · ks a (16)

with · denoting a standard dot product. After this, a
softmax version of compatibility is computed

ρs ia =
exp(us ia)∑
b exp(us ib)

∈ R (17)

which is used to weight a sum over values:

h′s i =
∑
a

ρs iavs a. (18)

The only remaining step to to merge the data from
the nheads attention heads. To do this, we simply con-
catenate the output from each head,

h′1 i ⊕ . . .⊕ h′nheads i

and use a learned linear map with bias on this vector,
from dimension nheadsβ to dimension d to recover a
vector h′i ∈ Rd.

We use the symbol MHA to denote the function
which starts with encoded vectors hi ∈ Rd, and re-
turns the output sequence h′i ∈ Rd. MHA computes
queries, keys, and values following equations (13)-
(28), then computes compatibility and new encoded
vectors for each head, and finally maps to the original
encoding dimension.

C. Decoder Without Tensor Demand

Unlike our discussion of the encoder, this section
deviates meaningfully from the model of [4] because
we include new techniques for using multiple trucks.

After encoding, through l layers, we obtain a tuple
of n vectors

(
hli
)n
i=1

which are interpreted as encoded
nodes for the graph. To obtain the probability of se-
lecting a given node as a next action, we “decode” the
nodes along with some additional information called
context.

At the moment of decoding, we are given

• The encoded nodes
(
hli
)n
i=1

which were encoded
once at the start of the episode,

• the active truck mt−1,

• the current on-board demands Emi1,...,ir ,

• the current off-board demands
Di1, . . . , ir, D

cyclici1, . . . , ir,

• the next expected nodes for each passive truck
and the time until those trucks arrive, and

• the remaining capacities for all of the trucks.

This is an enormous amount of information, and we
do not attempt to convey all of it without loss to our
agent.

Information Added to Nodes

As a first step, we consider a myopic form of off-
board and on-board demand. We define

εmi =
∑

i2,...,ir

Emi,i2,...,ir (19)

and

δout
i =

∑
i2,...,ir

Dtotal
i,i2,...,ir , (20)

where Dtotal is the sum of cyclic and direct demand.
In words, εmi is the total material on truck m which
needs to be dropped off at node i for its next stop, and
δout
i is the total material at node i that is waiting to
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be picked up. We will also define an ingoing myopic
off-board demand

δin
i =

∑
i1,i3,...,ir

Dtotal
i1,i,i3,...,ir , (21)

but we won’t need it for the time being.
The quantities ε and δ do not fully encode on-board

and off-board demand but instead only give the most
immediately relevant aspects of the demand structure.
Below we will give a technique than can encode the
full tensor structure at the cost of substantial memory
consumption.

Now, let m? be the active truck index. We then
modify the encoded nodes as follows

hi = hi ⊕
(
δi, ε

m?
i , ε1i , ε

2
i , . . . , ε

m?−1
i , εm?+1

i , . . . , εNi
)

(22)
where ⊕ is concatenation.

It’s worth stopping to observe some key principles
for these new encoded nodes. First, note that every-
thing on the right hand side of equation (22) strictly
corresponds to the appropriate node: the index i con-
sistently appears on both sides. This is one of the
main reasons that it is difficult to convey a tensor
demand structure with attention models: we tensor
demand involves more than one node at a time. Our
usage of myopic demands avoids the difficulty at the
cost of presenting the agent with incomplete environ-
ment information.

Another important principle of equation (22) is the
ordering of components. The original encoded vectors
have dimension d. After the dth component, we have a
slot for the off-board demand. Then we have a slot for
the on-board active truck’s demand. Finally we have
N−1 slots for the on-board demands of passive trucks.
Note that very little care is taken with regard to the
order of the passive trucks; this is intentional as all
passive trucks should be treated on equal footing.

Additional Contextual Information

There is still additional information that we need
to convey: the remaining truck capacities and the lo-
cations of trucks. To do so, we follow the spirit of [4]
and introduce one special context node. To define it,
let m? be the active truck index and put

C = (Cm? , C1, C2, . . . , Cm?−1, Cm?+1, . . . , CN ) (23)

where Ck is the capacity remaining for truck k. We
will use C as a part of the context vector, but we
need to include also information about truck loca-
tions. Let z1, . . . , zN denote the nodes of all trucks
in the sense that zm?

is the current node of the active
truck from which it is about to depart and, for the pas-
sive trucks, z1, . . . , zm?−1, zm?+1, . . . , zN are the next
scheduled that the passive trucks are currently head-
ing toward. Ideally, we would like to append to the
context node(

hm? , hz1 , hz2 , . . . , hzm?−1 , hzm?+1 , . . . , hzN
)

but this would be extremely expensive: the context
vector would have dN dimensions just from these com-
ponents. To avoid this, we take the view that the pas-
sive truck is less important than the active truck, and
use a single-layer feedforward neural network f , con-
sising of a linear layer, ReLU nonlinearlity, and then
one more linear layer, to reduce the dimension of the
passive trucks. From this we can define

H =
(
hzm?

, f (hz1) , f (hz2) , . . . ,
)(

f
(
hzm?−1

)
, f
(
hzm?+1

)
, . . . , f (hzN )

)
. (24)

There is one more ingredient for the context node.
An important piece of information is the time until
each passive node will arrive at its next scheduled des-
tination. Let tm denote the time until truck m will
arrive at its next stop. We emphasize that tm mea-
sures the remaining physical time (see section III A)
until the truck arrives. It is not the absolute phys-
ical arrival time of the scheduled event for truck m
but rather the difference between that absolute time
and the physical time of the current event for the cur-
rent active truck. In particular, note that we can have
tm = 0 if m = m? or in the event where truck m has
the same arrival time as the active truck.

Now we define

T = (t1, . . . tm?−1, tm?+1, . . . , tN ) . (25)

Note that the last N − 1 components of H (equation
(24)) correspond to the same trucks with the same or-
der as the components of T. This consistency is what
matters. With different events, the same components
may correspond to different trucks, but for any given
event, the components of C,H, and T line up in the
same way.

We finally define the context node:

hctx = H⊕T⊕C. (26)

Decoder Structure

We now take the modified nodes of equation (22)
and put them through a single layer with a structure
identical to the encoder layers of equation (8) and (9)
except that the nodes have a greater dimension due to
the modifications in equation (22) and one additional
modification explained momentarily. We denote the

output as
(
h

1

i

)n
i=1

.

The additional modification is that, following [4], we
adjust the computation of keys and values in equations
(14) and (15) by adding source terms:

ks i = Mkey
s hi + ukey,out

s δout
i + ukey,in

s δin
i , (27)

vs i = Mvalue
s hi + uval,out

s δout
i + uval,in

s δin
i . (28)

Here, s is an index for attention heads, and various
us are learned vectors with the same dimension as



11

the left hand side of the equations they appear in; for
example, ukey,out

s is a vector with the same dimen-
sion as keys which is α as specified in equation (14).
Note δout

i , defined in equation (20), is a real number
that re-scales the vector ukey,out

s . This modification of
keys and values helps to convey the current demand
situation to the attention mechanism directly.

We now proceed with a second attention layer, this
one with the same number of heads nheads but defined

on n + 1 nodes: the n nodes
(
h

1

i

)n
i=1

from the first

decoder layer, and the one context node 26. However,
for this attention layer, following [4], we only make a
single query from the context node and have keys for
all of the other nodes. In other words, for each head we
compute one query (for the context node), n keys, and
n values (for the other nodes). In equations (16)-(18),
the index i only take on a single value. We use sources
δout
i , δin

i just as in equations (27) and (28). Moreover,
for this layer we only compute MHA as described at
the end of section III B. This is a pure attention layer
(as opposed to and encoder layer which uses equation
(8) and (9).

The output of this second layer is one new context
vector h′ctx with dimension dctx. This vector is then
used for a final (third) layer much like the second layer
although we only use one head. Once again, a query
qctx is computed only for h′ctx and keys are computed

for the encoded nodes h
1

i .
For this last layer, we obtain compatibility in the

usual way except that we regulate with tanh and we
allow for masking :

ui =

{
A tanh(qctx · ki) if node i is allowed

−∞ otherwise
(29)

where A is a hyper parameter that we take to be 10.
The idea is that we can block certain nodes for the
active truck to drive to if we know, for some reason,
that doing so is a poor choice. We describe the specific
rules we use for masking in section [[FILL]].

Finally, the ui are converted to probabilities with a
softmax layer, and these probabilities are interpreted
as the values of the policy: the probabilities of select-
ing node i for the active truck’s next destination:

π(i) =
eui∑n
j=1 e

uj
. (30)

There is no need for values to be computed in the final
attention layer.

D. Incorporating Tensor Demand Structure

In the prior sections, we have not fully incorporated
tensor demand structure described in section II B. We
have been able to incorporate aspects of the demand
structure by reducing to quantities like δout,in and εmi ;
these quantities fit into the framework of [4] because
they can be associated with a single node. Consider

for example equation (22) where we append the en-
coded nodes. The left and right hand sides of equa-
tion (22) have the same i index in a consistent manner.
A similar observation can be made for equations (27)
and (28).

The fact that a quantity like a demand matrix Dij

cannot be conveyed to an encoder or decoder demon-
strates a limitation of the attention model of [4]. To
be certain, their model is very general and very pow-
erful, providing excellent solutions to a wide range of
combinatorial optimization problems. However, the
difficulty arises in optimization problems where the
problem structure unavoidably involves data related
to subsets of nodes.

As a example of a combinatorial optimization prob-
lem beyond the scope of [4], we could consider a vari-
ant of the traveling salesman problem where we are
given a tensor Rijk and the goal is to navigate through
the graph such that we collect a reward Rijk when the
agent moves from node i to node j and next to node
k. If the goal is to find the tour that maximizes the
sum of these rewards, or perhaps to find the path that
does so within a time constraint (given travel times
between nodes), then there is no way around the fact
that a rank 3 tensor is central to the problem. This
is a situation where the attention model of [4] would
require a meaningful modification.

In this section, we describe two different modifica-
tions of [4] which incorporate tensor demand struc-
ture. The first, dynamical masking, is a fairly simple
modification that does not result in a substantial com-
putational overhead. However, it only accounts for
rank-2 quantities. The second technique, which we
refer to as a tensor attention mechanism, is general
and powerful but can be extremely memory consum-
ing.

Dyamical Masking

The step of the attention mechanism that involves
more than one node is the dot product evaluation be-
tween keys and queries. If we want incorporate a de-
mand tensor Dij , a natural idea would be to replace
the dot product with

1√
α
Gij qi · kj (31)

where G is some tensor determined by D. This
approach can exaggerate query-key compatibility in
cases where Dij is large and suppress compatibility
when the demand is small.

There are a few reasonable choices for G. The first
is Gij = 1 which reduces to a basic dot product com-
patibility. Next is Gij = Mij where M is the mask
defined as Mij = 1 when Dij > 0 and Mij = −∞
otherwise. Both of these are within the methodol-
ogy of [4]. A third and more novel choice of G is
Gij = logDij . This last form has several virtues: it
reduces to a mask in the case in the sense that it
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approaches −∞ as Dij → 0+. Moreover, it can ex-
aggerate compatibility when Dij is large. A simple
additional adjustment is to use

Gij = ADij +B logDij

which is more sensitive to changes in Dij for larger
values.

Rather than having to pick from these various
choices, we can in fact choose all of them by taking
advantage of the multiple heads. In other words, for
a given head s ∈ {1, . . . , nheads}, we can put

Gsij = Asbasic+AsmaskMij+A
s
log logDij+A

s
linDij . (32)

In principle, even more terms can be used, and a
more thorough investigation of various models would
be sensible.

Tensor Attention Mechanism

The drawback of dynamical masking is that it spe-
cializes to rank 2 tensors. To move to arbitrary rank,
we could add terms that sum over certain indices like∑
kDijk but this will not access to full structure of

the tensor.
There is, however, a way to modify the attention

mechanism at a more fundamental level. In equation
(14)-(15), we obtain queries, keys, and values by map-
ping embedded nodes hi to keys by means of “atten-
tion vector maps” Mquery,key,value. These maps create
a correspondence: for each node there is a query and
so on. Demand structure can then be presented to
the decoder through equations (27) and (28). How-
ever, we would like to modify, e.g., equation (27) to
get something like

ki
??
= Mkeyhi + uDijk.

This equation is intentionally nonsensical, but it
does reveal what we need. The indices ijk must match
on both sides. Thus, in the rank 3 case, rather than
requiring that a single node corresponds to a key, we
instead define a key Kijk for each 3-tuple of nodes
(i, j, k). We do this as follows:

Kijk = Mkey (hi ⊕ hj ⊕ hk) + ukeyDijk (33)

where Mkey is a learned linear map (without bias)
from R3d to Rα and ukey is a learned vector with
dimension α. As before, ⊕ denotes concatenation or,
equivalently, direct sum.

Note that Mkey acts on the full vector hi⊕hj⊕hk.
The operation that maps (hi)

n
i=1 to the the 3-index

object
(
h⊕3

)n
i,j,k=1

is just a reorganization, but it is,

unfortunately, an expensive one. In practice, an im-
plementation of this object would have b ·n3 · 3d com-
ponents where n and d are, the number of nodes and
the encoding dimension, and b is whatever batch size

is used in the implementation (for, e.g., paralleliza-
tion). The problem is the n3 factor, which leads to
a substantial memory cost for this technique as the
number of nodes grows.

Equation (33) is generalized as follows

Ks
a1...ar = Mkey

s (ha1 ⊕ . . .har ) + ukey
s Da1...ar , (34)

V sa1...ar = Mvalue
s (ha1 ⊕ . . .har ) + uvalue

s Da1...ar .

(35)

In these equations, we refer to the tensor Da1...ar as a
source. We can generalize to multiple sources in the
obvious way: replacing usDa1...ar by

nsources∑
k=1

uk,sD
(k)
a1...ar . (36)

Note that we are not constructing a tensor query.
Our method is to keep using equation 13 for the con-
struction of queries. The concept is that each node
queries a sequence of r other nodes, yielding a com-
patibility

usi,a1...ar = qsi ·Ks
a1...ar (37)

from which we find attention weights

ρsi,a1...ar =
exp(usia1...ar )∑

b1...br
exp(usib1...br )

(38)

and finally we obtain new nodes through a value sum:

h′i,s =
∑
a1...ar

ρsia1...arV
s
a1...ar . (39)

As before, a final feedforward layer must be used to
convert the concatenated outputs for each head to a
single new output node h′i.

IV. TRAINING METHODOLOGY

In this section, we go into some detail for our train-
ing techniques. One aspect of this is our reinforcement
learning algorithm which, keeping in line with [4], is a
variant of REINFORCE [8]. This section also elabo-
rates on our methodology for environment simulation
and generation.

Objective Function

Reinforcement learning requires a reward definition.
For our purposes, the entire route can be regarded as a
single action, and thus we only need to define a reward
R(ξ) for a full route ξ. Equivalently, we an define an
objective function F (ξ) = −R(ξ). This approach is
natural because of our use of REINFORCE.

Typical vehicle routing problems can use total driv-
ing time as an objective function to minimize. How-
ever, our routing problem has a time constraint Tmax
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FIG. 4. Example of a training curve showing the objective
function (equation 40) during training.

and we are not guaranteed that all demand will be
fulfilled. To address this, we define demand coverage
as the percentage η of initial demand that is eventu-
ally fulfilled. This quantity requires care to calculate:
when a truck arrives at a node i, all rank 1 on-board
demand with index i is dropped off as a final stop.
We can keep track of the accumulated total of such
demand as it is dropped off. This total, divided by
the sum of all components of initial demand, is the
demand coverage η.

We also use a parameter T to denote the physical
time of the last truck when it finishes its route. It’s
very important to note that T is not the average time
for all trucks.

We then introduce the objective function

F (ξ) = −Bcoverageη + T/Tmax (40)

where Bcoverage is a hyperparameter. Note that we are
writing ξ is the input to F to emphasize that η and T
are determined by the route (and also initial demand,
time matrix, etc.)
B is meant to be greater than 1, and a typical value

is 10. The idea is that demand coverage takes first
priority, and until coverage approaches its maximum
value of 1, we do not try to reduce T below the ter-
minal time limit.

Environment Simulation

Training the model of section III for the general
VRP requires a simulation of the environment that is
able to take advantage of GPU parallelization. We
developed such a simulation using PyTorch. There
are several challenges that our simulation overcomes
that we highlight in this section.

Consider multiple episodes for vehicle routing prob-
lems which run in parallel. The truck routes can be
stored as a tensor ξb,t. Here, b is a batch index and t is
a time index. The value of ξb,t is a node providing the

departure node at (indexed, not physical) time t for
batch entry b. However, if there are multiple trucks,
then it’s not clear which truck ξb,t refers to. Thus, we
need to track a separate tensor Ab,t which specifies
which truck is the active truck at time t for batch en-
try b. This approach allows us to perform operations
in parallel over a batch with a CUDA implementation.

One of the pitfalls of this organizational approach is
that routes are likely to terminate for different batch
entries with different t. As a result, we must accept
that ξb,t will have a tail of repeating entries for most
values of b.

Demand structure must be tracked with great care
for the general VRP. We use tensors to separately
track each rank of on-board demand, cyclic off-board
demand, and direct off-board demand. For example,
we use a tensor Eb,m,ijk to track rank-3 on-board de-
mand. The indices refer to, respectively, the batch
entry, the truck number, and the three tensor indices.

Environment Generation

Generating episodes is particularly challenging be-
cause of the need to efficiently create examples of de-
mand structures. Episodes start with zero on-board
demand and zero direct off-board demand, but have
initial cyclic off-board demand with ranks 2 and 3.

Not just any tensor Dcyclic
ij , Dcyclic

ijk are acceptable. For

example, a component like Dcyclic
232 must be excluded.

To create instances, we start with a mask tensor with
components which are 1 only for allowed tensor com-
ponents. We give random values within an allowed
range for tensors, mask away components that are not
allowed. We then randomly further mask components
with some given probability. This is meant to cause
instances to be more representative of real data, where
we don’t have all-to-all connectivity.

REINFORCE Implementation

Following [4] we implemented a variant of REIN-
FORCE [8].

The REINFORCE algorithm is a policy-gradient re-
inforcement learning algorithm. While many RL algo-
rithms are based on the idea of first trying to estimate
(from experience) the “value” of various actions in a
given state, and then taking actions with higher es-
timated value, policy-gradient algorithms circumvent
the intermediate step of estimating values. Instead,
we work directly with a parameterized policy, varying
parameters to optimize the return from an episode.

The REINFORCE algorithm, following [11], is
given as follows
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Algorithm1 REINFORCE
Inputs:

Parameterized policy π
Initial parameter θ

while desired performance not achieved do
Using π(θ), generate episode
(s0, a0, r1, . . . , rT )← episode
for t = 0, 1, 2, . . . , T − 1 do
G← rt+1 + γrt+2 + . . . γT−t−1rT
∇J ← γtG∇θ log (π(at | st, θ))
θ ← Ascent(θ,∇J)

end for
end while

In this algorithm, γ ∈ (0, 1) is a fixed discount fac-
tor. “Ascent” refers to any gradient-based ascent opti-
mization step. This could be gradient ascent on J(θ)
or it could be replaced by other optimization algo-
rithms like Adam[12].

REINFORCE can learn much faster when a baseline
is added. This essentially means that some function b
of states (but not of actions) is constructed with each
episode and the return G in the algorithm is replaced
by G−b(s). This algorithm still converges to the opti-
mal policy theoretically and, with a well-chosen base-
line, does so much faster. This is easiest to understand
when b(s) is taken to be an estimate of the return after
state s based on data from recent previous episodes.
In this case, G−b(s) being positive indicates that this
episode was better than expected and thus it’s sensible
to increase the probability of following this sequence
of actions. Meanwhile, if G− b(s) is negative, the re-
turn is less than what is considered a reasonable par,
and the gradient ascent would reverse and reduce the
probability of taking these actions. The REINFORCE
algorithm works regardless of whether or not such a
baseline is used, but the learning time is dramatically
reduced with a good baseline.

For our purposes we take a variant of REINFORCE
adapted to our vehicle routing problem as follows.
First, the for the purposes of the algorithm we take
the entire episode to be defined by a single action. In
other words, the episode is just a0, r1. The action a0 is
the entire route specification a0 = (ξ1, ξ2, . . . ξk) where
each ξi are nodes. This odd-sounding choice is sensi-
ble because with the structure of 3 which makes the
logarithm of the policy equal to a sum over logarithms
of probabilities of each action in an episode. The re-
ward r1 is simply the negation of the route length (or
time) −L(ξ) which is computed by summing the ap-
propriate distances between nodes based on a metric
or on known travel times.

The second important aspect of our variant is the
baseline methodology. This idea is roughly adapted
directly from [4]. We maintain a “baseline agent”
which uses the same parameterized policy but does
constantly update its parameter θ. Instead, the base-
line agent uses an outdated parameter θBL which is
occasionally updated to match the primary agent’s θ,
but only when the agent substantially and consistently
outperforms the baseline.

Our REINFORCE variant is given in algorithm 2.
Note that this algorithm is broken up into epochs and
batches.

Algorithm2 REINFORCE variant for VRP

Input: Parameterized policy π
Input: Integers num epochs, batch size,

batches per epoch

Input: Initial parameter θ
θBL ← θ
for e = 1, . . . , num epochs do

for b = 1, . . . , batches per epoch do
ξ ← (batch size many episodes from π(θ))
ξBL ← (batch size many episodes from π(θBL))

∇J ← batch mean
(

(L(ξ)− L(ξBL)∇θ log
(∑k

i=1 π(ξi, θ)
))

θ ← descent(θ,∇J(θ))
end for
if baseline test() then
θBL ← θ

end if
end for

One confusing part of this algorithm may be the

summation
∑k
i=1 π(ξi, θ). To clarify, this is a sum over

the probabilities computed by the encoder/decoder
network at each stage of the route. k refers to the
number of steps in the route and the index i runs over
steps in the route, not over batch entries. The entire
computation is performed for each batch entry and
averaged over.

The baseline test() subroutine returns true
when the policy π(θ) substantially outperformed the
baseline policy π(θBL) in recent episodes. More specif-
ically, after each epoch we compute percentage of
epochs in which the policy outperforms the baseline
policy. If this percentage exceeds 50% for 10 con-
secutive epochs then we update the baseline parame-
ters. Moreover, if the percentage exceeds 70% for any
epoch, we update the parameters. There is certainly
room for experimentation with different methods here
(like the one-sided T Test used in [4] but our methods
were satisfactory).

V. SUPPLY CHAIN MANAGEMENT
WORKFLOW

The ultimate goal of our work is to find a way to ap-
ply reinforcement learning techniques for combinato-
rial optimization problems in a realistic commercially
valuable setting. Training an agent through the meth-
ods of sections III and IV yields approximate solutions
to the general VRP described in section II B. This sec-
tion explains how we can use such a trained agent to
obtain approximate solutions to the full AVRP of sec-
tion II C.

There are two difficulties to overcome:

1. The scale of the AVRP is too large, with 21
nodes and with so much demand that ∼ 150
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trucks may be necessary to fulfill requirements
in the 16 hour time window.

2. The general VRP lacks the discrete box struc-
ture of the full VRP.

To deal with the first difficulty, we decompose the
graph into pieces that can be treated by agents trained
for a smaller number of trucks and nodes as described
in section V A. The second difficulty is handled by
processing truck routes obtained through the general
VRP into a full-scale simulation of the AVRP (see
section V B).

A. Node Subset Search

Consider an instance of the general VRP with n and
demand structure Dinit. Given the demand structure,
the time matrix, and the driving window Tmax, we can
estimate the number of trucksN that will be necessary
to fulfill all requirements.

Suppose that we have an algorithm to find solutions
to general VRPs with a smaller number of nodes and
trucks and with smaller demand structure. Our algo-
rithm works for n′ < n nodes and N ′ < N trucks.

This situation arises in our context naturally: we
can train, for instance, an agent to solve general VRP
instances with 10 nodes and three trucks, a scale
smaller than the AVRP with its 21 nodes and over
100 trucks.

We should be able to use our smaller-scale algorithm
to solve the larger problem by applying it repeatedly
to different subsets to nodes to gradually fulfill all de-
mand requirements. This raises a question of how to
find good subsets.

We begin by looking at the demand structure Dinit.
For simplicity, assume that this consists only of rank-
3 cyclic demand (other cases are very similar and we
describe the necessarily modifications below). From
Dinit we can identify the nonzero components. These
are tuples of nodes

i1,j1, k1

i2,j2, k2

...

iu,ju, ku

where u is some integer (which happens to be 107
for the AVRP). We can begin our node search by uni-
formly randomly selecting one of these triples of nodes
from the list. (In cases where demand also includes
rank 2 or another rank, we include tuples of appro-
priate length in the list for nonzero demand cases and
we allow such tuples to be selected as well.) After
drawing a tuple from the list, we remove it from the
list. Suppose that we select the tuple (i3, j3, k3). We
define a starting subset of nodes as A = {i3, j3, k3}
If 3 < n′, we continue to draw nodes. Suppose that

we next draw (i5, j5, k5). We now consider the set
A = {i3, j3, k3, i5, j5, k5}. If any node repeats (for in-
stance, if i3 = j5), that entry is only counted once in
the set. There will now be between 4 and 6 elements
in A. If |A| < n′, we continue and otherwise we stop.
Continuing in this way, we can either eventually run
out of tuples or we can reach |A| ≥ n′. If we reach
|A| = n′, we stop and use A as our first guess of a node
subset. If |A| exceeds n′, we remove the most recently
added subset. If we run out of tuples, we stop.

After this process, we might have |A| < n′. In this
case, we simply randomly add additional nodes out-
side of |A| until reaching |A| = n′.

At this point, we have obtained a random node
subset A. We repeat this process K times to ob-
tain knode draws different random subsets, and we ap-
ply our algorithm ksubset attempts times for each of the
knode draws subsets. We compute the mean demand
fulfilled for the ksubset attempts trials, and we select the
node subset with the highest mean demand coverage.

B. Execution Loop

With a technique for selecting node subsets, we
are now in a position to describe the execution pro-
cedure. This begins with the initial demand struc-
ture Dinit which is determined by the AVRP’s re-
quirements. Next, a node subset is selected through
the node search technique of section V A. We identify
the portion of Dinit that is supported by the subset
and we map it onto a demand structure D′ for n′

nodes. To regulate the policy input, we clip D′ at
some maximum value C. We then apply the trained
agent kexecution trials times and select the trial with the
highest percentage of covered demand. This trial has
a specific routing for N ′ trucks and corresponds to a
certain demand fulfillment. The route as well as the
on-board and off-board demand at each step is saved
and the initial demand Dinit is modified: it is reduced
by the amount of demand satisfied by the route.

This process is repeated, each time first performing
node selection and then finding the best route out of
kexecution trials attempts. We repeat until all demand
is satisfied. The total number of iterations of this
procedure multiplied by N ′ will be the total number
of trucks needed for our solution.

C. Full Scale Simulation

The result of the execution loop yields approximate
solutions to the general VRP. We obtain a collection
of routes for various trucks xmτ where m ranges over
trucks and τ over time steps for each truck.6 However,

6 Here, we are breaking out earlier convention and using a uni-
fied time index t and instead using τ to range over the time
steps for individual trucks.



16

we still need a way to convert such routes to candidate
solutions to the AVRP of section II C.

Our strategy is to interpret the routes x as “sug-
gested routes” and to attempt to use them in a full-
scale supply chain simulation. We make use of a mod-
ified variant of the simulation of [13]. Every box is
individually tracked and has rank-2 or rank-3 require-
ments. Unlike [13], we require that demand is cyclic:
boxes must be returned to their origin node. Each
box has a specific individual volume. The simulation
is designed to be as similar as possible to the actual
commercial routing problem of Aisin Corporation.

Trucks follow along the routes xm,τ that they are
assigned from the execution algorithm and they pick
up boxes as is appropriate for their route. Boxes a
picked up according to the algorithm described in [13]
and we carefully ensure that trucks only drive within
the allowed drive time windows (two 8 hour shifts).
The result of full-scale simulation is that, rather than
having a list of suggested truck routes, we obtain a
precise statement about what each truck in the supply
chain is doing at all times, including exactly which
boxes must be picked up and dropped off at various
nodes.

VI. RESULTS

A. Training Parameters

When training the general VRP agent, we used and
encoding dimension d = 128 and three encoder lay-
ers and 8 attention heads for all layers except for the
final policy output layer. For feedforward layers we
used 64 dimensional hidden layers. We used dynam-
ical masking as described in section II B as we found
that the memory limitations were too prohibitive for
full tensor demand structure. For dynamical masking
in the decoder, we used one source Dij given by

Dij =
∑
k

Dtotal
ijk +Dtotal

ij

where Dtotal is the sum of cyclic and direct off-board
demand. We also used dynamical masking in the first
encoding layer with the same Dij (although for the
encoder we are using initial demand while for the de-
coder we are using the demand at the moment of de-
coding).

Training was conducted in batches of length 256
with the Adam optimization method. Using an ini-
tial learning rate of 2−23, we trained 100 epochs each
consisting of 64 batches each. The learning rate was
taken to decay by a factor of .965 for each epoch un-
til reaching a final rate of 2−15 at which point it was
held constant. An example training curve is shown in
figure 4.

FIG. 5. Typical demand satisfied by trucks as we as-
sign trucks. Unlike the algorithm used in [13], we main-
tain strong demand coverage consistently as we add more
trucks. However, the newly implemented box-return con-
straint cancels this benefit.

FIG. 6. Remaining demand as we iterate through trucks.
This is the remaining demand, not the demand share on
individual trucks.

B. Execution Performance

The methods described in section V were used with
truck groups of size N ′ = 3. The estimated demand
satisfied by each truck during this process is shown
in figure 5 and the estimated remaining demand as
truck groups are iteratively assigned is shown in figure
6. Upon full-scale simulation (section V C), we obtain
the the routing graph shown in figure 7.

VII. CONCLUSION

While there is much additional work to do in ex-
ploring algorithmic and workflow improvements, these
first results demonstrate that this general VRP agent
can successfully train a model to solve the logistics
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FIG. 7. The truck-routing connectivity graph obtained by
assigning teams of 3 trucks using the methods of section
V. Note that this figure only shows connectivity without
regard for the demand flow along each edge, routing ori-
entations, or specific timing details.

problem. This is especially noteworthy in that the
general VRP agent addresses multiple trucks and a
distributed network of pickup and delivery nodes be-
yond the spoke and hub model. This generality ex-
tends beyond the needs of the AVRP and can address
a wide variety of logistics situations.

This reinforcement learning approach is computa-

tionally demanding, especially considering multiple
trucks and the tensor demand structure, but the in-
troduction of attention head mechanism and decom-
posing the agents into sub-teams of truck reduced
the computational burden while still achieving solu-
tions. The box return constraint especially added to
the computational burden of finding solutions, just
as it adds greater complexity to real-life operations.
This suggests that the design of future logistics ap-
proaches might try to mitigate or replace the box re-
turn requirement with a different approach that would
increase efficiency and reduce cost.

We were only able to study a few training ap-
proaches during the course of this project. Further
work in alternative training approaches would likely
find more efficient and more effective training ap-
proaches. While the model incorporates many key
features of Aisin data, the overall workflow was not
optimized for Aisin data. So exploring problem struc-
ture unique to the Aisin data might yield better train-
ing results.

And finally, the use of teams of trucks was necessary
to make the problem computationally tractable, and
was also successful in yielding solutions, but we have
only explored a small sub-space of how teams of trucks
can be used iteratively to decompose the actions of the
entire fleet of trucks. So more work in this area would
likely improve results.

Overall the results are quite promising using clas-
sical computing today and amenable to benefit from
quantum computing in the future. And given the mul-
tiple parts of the training algorithm, exploring how to
better implement each part in future studies could
yield significant improvement in the overall solution
quality for supply chain logistics.
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