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Abstract

This paper focuses on solving the capacitated arc routing problem with time-dependent service costs (CARPTDSC), which is
motivated by winter gritting applications. In the current literature, exact algorithms designed for CARPTDSC can only handle
small-scale instances, while heuristic algorithms fail to obtain high-quality solutions. To overcome these limitations, we propose
a novel dual-stage algorithm, called MAENS-GN, that consists of a routing stage and a vehicle departure time optimization stage.
The former obtains the routing plan, while the the latter determines the vehicle departure time. Importantly, existing literature
often ignores the characteristic information contained in the relationship between the route cost and the vehicle departure time. The
most significant innovation in this paper lies in the exploitation of this characteristic information during the vehicle departure time
optimization stage. Specifically, we conduct a detailed analysis of this relationship under various scenarios and employ tailored
methods to obtain the (approximately) optimal vehicle departure time. Furthermore, we propose an improved initialization strategy
that considers time-dependent characteristics to achieve better solution quality. In addition to the modified benchmark test sets, we
also experiment on a real-world test set. Experimental results demonstrate that MAENS-GN can obtain high-quality solutions on
both small-scale and larger-scale instances of CARPTDSC.
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1. Introduction

The arc routing problem (ARP) is a complex planning and
scheduling problem commonly found in operations research,
transportation, and industrial applications [1]. Among ARPs,
the capacitated arc routing problem (CARP) is the most repre-
sentative form with capacity constraints [2]. CARP is widely
applied in numerous practical scenarios, such as winter gritting
applications [3], urban waste collection [4, 5], street sweeping
[6], and electric meter reading [7]. As a combinatorial opti-
mization problem, CARP requires determining the least-cost
routing plan for vehicles to serve all tasks subject to certain con-
straints [2]. CARP is generally described by a directed graph in
which each task is associated with an arc. Arcs with tasks that
must be served are terms required arcs, and each required arc is
associated with a service cost and a demand. Arcs without tasks
are called deadhead or travel arcs, which do not require service.
Each travel arc is always associated with a travel cost. If certain
information, such as service cost, travel cost, or demand, varies
with time, then the problem becomes the time-dependent ca-
pacitated arc routing problem (TDCARP). Among TDCARPs,
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the CARP with time-dependent service costs (CARPTDSC) is
common in real-life scenarios.

CARPTDSC is motivated by winter gritting or salting appli-
cations [8, 9]. In this scenario, a fleet of fully loaded trucks,
carrying deicing material (like salt), is dispatched to remove
snow from critical roads in the urban road network. The objec-
tive is to determine the routing plan and the vehicle departure
time that minimizes the total cost while serving all tasks. Each
task is specified for a road from which a truck must remove
snow by salting. The service cost of each task is defined as
the consumption of time or deicing material when serving the
task. However, this consumption always varies depending on
the time at which the service begins for a particular road, due to
factors like traffic, temperature, and weather conditions. There-
fore, the time of beginning of service for a task affects its ser-
vice cost, making the service cost time-dependent. In [8, 10],
the relationship between the service cost of each task and its
time of beginning of service is modeled as a three-segment lin-
ear function, as depicted in Fig. 2(a). In this case, if the task
is served at the optimal time point or interval (i.e., [bt, et] in
Fig. 2(a)), the service cost is minimal. If service begins ear-
lier or later than this time point or interval, the service cost of
the task will increase dramatically. For convenience, in [9],
the relationship is modeled as a two-segment linear function, as
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shown in Fig. 2(b), which is a degenerate form of the three-
segment linear function. In this case, the service cost is lowest
when the service starts at time 0, although this rarely happens
in real life [9]. Based on the types of time-dependent functions,
CARPTDSC can be classified into two-segment linear function
problems (abbreviated as 2LP) and three-segment linear func-
tion problems (abbreviated as 3LP).

For the 2LP, the variable neighborhood descent heuristic
(VND) [9] has been proposed, but it has been observed to be
less effective. On the other hand, for the 3LP, an exact algo-
rithm [8] has been proposed, which however is only capable of
handling small-scale problem instances (number of tasks ≤ 40).
Motivated by these limitations, this paper investigates two re-
search questions:

RQ1 For the 2LP, the quality of the approximate solutions ob-
tained by the existing algorithm is not high, how to further
enhance the quality of the solutions?

RQ2 For the 3LP, the existing algorithm is limited to solving
small-scale instances, how to effectively address larger-
scale instances?

To address the aforementioned research questions, we pro-
pose a novel dual-stage algorithm. Given that CARPTDSC
involves two types of decision variables, namely the routing
plan X and the vehicle departure time T , the two stages of the
proposed algorithm align with solving for these decision vari-
ables, respectively. Consequently, the dual stages are denoted
as the routing stage and the vehicle departure time optimization
stage, respectively. In the routing stage, the primary focus is
on obtaining a routing plan X by modifying the memetic algo-
rithm with extended neighborhood search (MAENS) [2]. On
the other hand, the vehicle departure time optimization stage
concentrates on determining the vehicle departure time corre-
sponding to each route in X using the golden section search
(GSS) [11] or negatively correlated search (NCS) [12]. As a re-
sult, the proposed algorithm is termed MAENS-GN. The con-
tributions made in this paper are briefly summarized as follows.

• When optimizing for vehicle departure time, existing
works have ignored the characteristic information embed-
ded in the relationship between the route cost and the vehi-
cle departure time. To exploit this information to improve
performance, we conduct a detailed analysis of the rela-
tionship across different scenarios. Based on the relation-
ships analyzed in different scenarios, tailored approaches
are adopted.

• An improved initialization strategy that considers time-
dependent characteristics is proposed to enhance the ef-
fectiveness.

• Experiments were conducted on both modified standard
test sets and a test set derived from real-world applications
in Jingdong Logistics. The experimental results demon-
strate that MAENS-GN yields positive effectiveness, indi-
cating that this algorithm has addressed two research ques-
tions well.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 intro-
duces the background and related work. Section 3 describes the
proposed algorithm, i.e., MAENS-GN. After that, experimental
studies are presented in Section 4. Finally, Section 5 presents
the conclusion and future work.

2. Background and related work

In this section, the definition of CARPTDSC is first intro-
duced. Then, the static algorithm MAENS [2], especially its
initialization strategy, is described. Finally, we introduce the
related work.

2.1. Problem definition

G = (V, A) is a directed graph where V is the set of vertices
and A denotes the set of arcs. Each arc e ∈ A, which can be
represented as e = ⟨i, j⟩, and i, j ∈ V . i, j represent the tail node
and head node of arc e, respectively. A can be partitioned into
two subsets, namely A1 and A2. A1 ⊆ A denotes the set of re-
quired arcs, also known as the set of tasks, each of which must
be served. Each required arc is assigned a unique ID, which is
set to the positive integer. A2 ⊆ A represents the set of travel
or deadhead arcs, each of which does not need to be served and
is used only for a traveling action. Each required arc re ∈ A1
is associated with a demand d(re), a length lenre, a deadhead
or travel time dtre, a service time stre, a deadhead or travel cost
DCre, and a time-dependent piecewise linear service cost func-
tion S C(re,Tre), where Tre denotes the time of beginning of
service on required arc re. Each travel arc de ∈ A2 is associated
with a length lende, a travel time dtde, and a travel cost DCde.

K identical vehicles with capacity Q are available to serve
these required arcs. Initially, all vehicles are stationed at the
central depot from which each vehicle starts a single route at
a certain vehicle departure time. The route starts and ends in
the depot. For the sake of convenience, the depot is used as a
dummy required arc (task), represented by the unique ID 0. The
value of each attribute of the depot is set to 0, such as service
cost, service time and demand, etc. Notably, since no waiting
time is permitted on the route, the arrival time of the task is
equal to its time of beginning of service. The objective is to
get a feasible solution with minimum total cost. In [8] [9], it is
noted that in winter gritting applications, if the vehicle depar-
ture time is different, the cost in time will be different. Conse-
quently, in this context, the total cost incurred is specified as the
total time expended, which means that the service cost and the
travel cost are equal to the service time and the travel time, re-
spectively. Therefore, in this paper, the time-dependent service
cost is actually the time-dependent service time. The mathe-
matical form of the objective function is as follows:

min C(X,T ) =
m∑

k=1

C(Rk, tk), (1)

where have two types of decision variables, denoted as X and
T , representing the routing plan and the vehicle departure time,
respectively. Therefore, the feasible solution S consists of two
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parts, i.e., X and T , which can be expressed as S = (X,T ).
Specifically, X = (R1,R2, ...,Rm) and T = (t1, t2, ..., tm), where
m indicates the number of routes or vehicles. Each Rk repre-
sents the route served and traveled by vehicle k, expressed as
Rk = (rek

0, rek
1, rek

2, ..., rek
lk
, rek

lk+1). In essence, Rk comprises
depot 0, required arcs (rek

1, rek
2, ..., rek

lk
) and travel arcs (dek

1,

dek
2, ..., dek

pk
). These travel arcs result from the shortest paths

between every two neighboring (dummy) required arcs in the
route. The shortest paths are gotten through Dijkstra’s algo-
rithm [13]. Fig. 1 presents a simple illustration of the routing
plan representation. The routing plan X = (0, 1, 3, 0, 2, 4, 0).
In X, 0 is the separator, denoting the depot. And each r ∈
(1, 3, 2, 4) represents a task. Notably, every sequence of tasks
enclosed by two separators (including separator 0) represents a
route. So X comprises two routes, i.e., (0, 1, 3, 0) and (0, 2, 4, 0).

Additionally, C(Rk, tk) denotes the cost of the route Rk at ve-
hicle departure time tk, with a mathematical formula as follows:

C(Rk, tk) =
lk∑

i=1

S C(rek
i ,Trek

i
(tk)) +

pk∑
i=1

DCdek
i
, (2)

where lk and pk represent the numbers of the required arcs (ex-
cept the dummy required arc, i.e., depot) and the travel arcs in
the route Rk, respectively, and k ∈ {1, 2, ...,m}. S C(rek

i ,Trek
i
(tk))

denotes the service cost of the required arc rek
i with its the time

of beginning of service Trek
i
(tk), where i ∈ {1, 2, ..., lk}. Trek

i
(tk)

can be further expressed as Trek
i
(tk) = tk+

∑i−1
h=0 stk

reh
+
∑i−1

h=0 dtk
sph

,
where stk

reh
denotes the service time of the h-th required arc and

dtk
sph

is the travel time of the shortest path sph between the h-th
and (h + 1)-th required arcs and h ∈ {0, 1, ..., i − 1}. Addition-
ally, DCdek

i
represents the travel cost of the travel arc dek

i , where
i ∈ {1, 2, ..., pk}.

In addition to the objective function, CARPTDSC has some
constraints whose mathematical formulas are as follows.

rek
0 = rek

lk+1 = 0, (3)

rek
i , rek′

i′ ,∀(k, i) , (k′, i′), (4)

rek
i , inv(rek′

i′ ),∀(k, i) , (k′, i′), (5)
m∑

k=1

lk = |A1|, (6)

lk∑
i=1

d(rek
i ) < Q, (7)

0 ≤ Trek
i
(tk) ≤ T. (8)

In the Eqs. (3)-(8), k ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}. In the Eqs. (4)-(5),
i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , lk}, and i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , lk, lk + 1} in the Eq. (8). Eq.
(3) represents the constraint that each route must begin and end
at the depot. Eqs. (4)-(6) denote the constraint that each re-
quired arc can be served only once. In Eq. (5), inv(rek′

i′ ) repre-
sents the arc rek′

i′ with the reverse direction of itself (if inv(rek′
i′ )

exists). |A1| in Eq. (6) denotes the number of all required arcs
in the set of required arcs A1. Eq. (7) is the capacity constraint

which means that the total demand of each route doesn’t ex-
ceed the capacity of the vehicle. The last constraint is the time
constraint, as shown in Eq. (8), which indicates that the time
of beginning of service on each (dummy) required arc must be
within the planning horizon [0,T ].

1

3

2

4

depot

X=(0,1,3,0,2,4,0)

The ordered sequence 
of tasks

Figure 1: Illustration of the routing plan representation. Each solid line and
each dotted line represent a required arc (task) and a travel arc, respectively.

2.2. MAENS

MAENS [2] is a state-of-the-art method for solving static
CARP. It includes initialization, crossover, three local search
operators, and a novel large-neighborhood operator. This sec-
tion mainly details the initialization strategy of MAENS.

2.2.1. Initialization strategy of MAENS
The initialization strategy in MAENS is to generate the initial

population with psize distinct individuals. This process of gen-
erating an individual is termed individual initialization strategy
here, whose main purpose is to generate an initial routing plan
that contains all tasks.

The individual initialization strategy is a constructive heuris-
tic strategy, and its process of constructing the routing plan is
the process of constructing routes one by one. When construct-
ing a route, the route is first initialized to empty, and then 0 (i.e.,
depot) is added to the route. Then one task is added iteratively
to the route. When selecting the task to be added, the task near-
est to the end of the current route (i.e., the head node of the
last task) is selected from all the unserved and feasible tasks.
If multiple tasks meet the selection condition at the same time,
the tie-breaking rule selected at this time is to randomly select
one from multiple tasks that meet the condition. When there is
no feasible task to select, 0 is added to the route. At this time,
the process of constructing a route ends.

2.3. Related work

In [14], CARP was introduced for the first time, and it
was proved that CARP is NP-hard. Due to the limitations
of exact algorithms in handling only small-scale instances,
the research community has increasingly embraced heuris-
tic and meta-heuristic approaches. Prominent heuristic algo-
rithms include construct-strike [15], path-scanning [16], and
augment-merge [14]. And many meta-heuristic methods are
also applied, including tabu search [17], variable neighbor-
hood descent [18], guided local search [19], evolutionary algo-
rithm [3, 20], memetic algorithm (or hybrid genetic algorithm)
[2, 21, 22].
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Compared to ARP, vehicle routing problem (VRP) or node
routing problem is a more extensively studied routing problem,
commonly applied in logistics. Due to the extensive research
on VRP, some ARPs are transformed into VRPs for resolu-
tion [23, 24], including CARPTDSC [8]. And among various
VRPs, TDVRP is the one that has the same kind of charac-
teristics as the time-dependent arc routing problem (TDARP),
i.e., time-dependent. Therefore, understanding the solving al-
gorithms for TDVPR is also very helpful to address TDARPs.
In TDVRP, the travel time is generally time-dependent, influ-
enced by factors such as the distance between two customers
and the time of day. Numerous TDVRPs have been formulated
as mixed integer programming models [25, 26]. Algorithms for
dealing with TDVRP include exact algorithms, heuristic algo-
rithms, and meta-heuristic algorithms. Among them, the ex-
act algorithms include branch-and-price method [27] and dy-
namic programming [28, 29]. The heuristic algorithm has
mathematical-programming-based heuristic [25]. Additionally,
meta-heuristic algorithms encompass genetic algorithm [30],
and ant colony algorithm [31, 32].

Although some ARPs can be transformed into VRPs for res-
olution, it is advantageous to design algorithms specifically for
ARPs. In the original form of the problem, it is easier to ex-
ploit the characteristics of the problem [10]. In addition, the
transformation from VRP to ARP increases the dimension of
the problem and reduces the attempt to use the VRP algorithms
to solve ARP [33]. Regarding TDARPs, some algorithms have
been designed. Sun et al. [34] proposed a new integer pro-
gramming formulation for the Chinese postman problem with
time-dependent travel times, which significantly reduces the
size of the circuit formulation. Black et al. [35] studied a time-
dependent prize-collecting arc routing problem in which travel
time changes with the time of day. Then, two metaheuristic
algorithms were proposed to address this problem. Nossack
et al. [36] proposed the windy rural postman problem with a
time-dependent zigzag option, which was modeled as (mixed)
integer programming formulation and then an exact algorithm
was used to solve the problem. Calogiuri et al. [37] mainly
dealt with the time-dependent rural postman problem where
the travel time of certain arcs varies in the planning horizon.
Branch-and-bound algorithm was developed to solve this prob-
lem.

Jin et al. [1] studied a capacitated arc routing problem with
time-dependent penalty costs, which stems from the planning of
garbage collection services. Penalty costs are related to park-
ing patterns and service periods. The problem was formalized
as a mixed integer linear model and a problem-specific intelli-
gent heuristic search approach was proposed for its resolution.
Ahabchane et al. [38] dealt with the mixed capacitated gen-
eral routing problem with time-dependent demands. CPLEX
was used to solve small-scale instances and slack induction by
string removals metaheuristic method was developed to address
large-scale instances. Additionally, Vidal et al. [39] studied
a capacitated arc routing problem with time-dependent travel
times and paths, marking the first exploration of CARP with
time-dependent travel times at the network level. Branch-and-
price algorithm and hybrid genetic search were proposed for

solving such problems.

Algorithm 1: The general framework of MAENS-GN

Input: A TDCARP instance inst;
Output: The routing plan Xb f and the vehicle departure

time Dt;
1 Get the routing plan Xb f by MAENS(inst);
2 Get the instance type intp from inst;
// Based on the analyzed relationship

between the route cost and vehicle

departure time under various scenarios

(2LP, 3LP (slope |k| ≤ 1 and |k| > 1)),
vehicle departure time begins to be

optimized.

3 if intp == 2LP then
4 n← the number of routes in Xb f ;
5 for i← 1 : n do
6 Dt ← Dt ∪ 0;
7 end
8 end
9 else if intp == 3LP then

10 if |k| ≤ 1 then
11 Dt ← GSS(Xb f , 0, T);
12 end
13 else if |k| > 1 then
14 Dt ← NCS(Xb f , 0, T);
15 end
16 end
17 return Xb f and Dt

a

b

c

0 Th(t)

SC(h,T h(t))

etbt

(a) Three-segment linear function

b

c

0 Th(t)

SC(h,T h(t))

et

(b) Two-segment linear function

Figure 2: Schematic diagram of two types of linear functions between the ser-
vice cost of task h and its time of beginning of service. a, b, and c represent the
decreasing, unchanged, and increasing segments, respectively.

Despite several studies on various types of TDARPs, limited
research has been dedicated solely to CARPTDSC. Tagmouti et
al. [8] first introduced time-dependent service costs to CARP
which originates from winter gritting applications. Since the
relationship between the service cost of each task and its time
of beginning of service was modeled as a three-segment lin-
ear function, the type of CARPTDSC is 3LP. This problem was
initially transformed into a node routing problem and addressed
through a column generation approach. However, the exact al-
gorithm can only address the small-scale instances in which the
number of tasks is only up to 40. To tackle larger-scale in-
stances, Tagmouti et al. [9] proposed a variable neighborhood
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descent heuristic (VND). For simplicity, a two-segment linear
function was employed to represent the relationship between
the service cost of the task and its time of beginning of ser-
vice, which is a degenerate form of three-segment linear func-
tion. Therefore, the type of CARPTDSC is 2LP, in which the
route has the lowest cost if the corresponding vehicle starts ser-
vice from time 0. In this case, the need for further departure
time determination is eliminated and the problem’s complex-
ity is reduced. What’s more, VND was less effective, which
fails to reach optimal solutions in all test instances. To incor-
porate more practical considerations, Tagmouti et al. [10] in-
troduced a dynamic factor to CARPTDSC, i.e., changes in the
optimal service time interval due to updates from weather fore-
casts. An adapted VND was used to address this problem. In
the above papers [8–10], it is mentioned that the cost in time is
time-dependent. However, the service time of the task is still
assumed to be constant. Therefore, this is a bit unrealistic.

3. The proposed dual-stage algorithm

The proposed dual-stage algorithm is termed MAENS-GN,
which is divided into two stages, i.e., the routing stage and the
vehicle departure time optimization stage. The general frame-
work is described in Algorithm 1. In the routing stage, MAENS
[2] was used to get the routing plan, i.e., Xb f (line 1). When us-
ing MAENS to get Xb f , the evaluations need to be modified
into time-dependent evaluations, which will not be described
here. Furthermore, the initialization strategy of MAENS has
been adapted to novel initialization strategy. After Xb f is ob-
tained, the vehicle departure time Dt begins to be optimized
based on the analyzed relationship between the route cost and
the vehicle departure time under various scenarios in the vehicle
departure time optimization stage. If the problem is 2LP, time 0
is the optimal vehicle departure time (lines 3-8). If the problem
is 3LP, suitable methods are employed to search the (approxi-
mately) optimal departure time from the planning horizon [0,
T ] according to the absolute value (i.e., |k|) of the slope (lines
9-16). MAENS-GN introduces two key innovations: the opti-
mization of vehicle departure time and the novel initialization
strategy. The subsequent sections provide a detailed description
of these two components.

3.1. Optimization of the vehicle departure time

This optimization of the vehicle departure time is divided
into two parts below, namely, the analysis of the relationship
between the route cost and the vehicle departure time, and the
methods for optimizing the vehicle departure time.

3.1.1. Detailed analysis of the relationship between the route
cost and the vehicle departure time

When analyzing the relationship between the route cost and
the vehicle departure time, the travel cost is not calculated be-
cause it has no relationship with the vehicle departure time. It
is worth noting that in this paper, the time-dependent service
cost is specified for the time-dependent service time. We per-
formed a detailed analysis of the relationship between the route

cost and the vehicle departure time for both the 2LP and 3LP
(slope |k| < 1 and |k| > 1) scenarios. Since the relationship
under |k| = 1 in the 3LP is similar to that under the |k| < 1,
it will not be analyzed here. For convenience, in the 3LP, it is
assumed that the absolute values of the slopes of three-segment
linear functions of all tasks in an instance are the same, as done
in [8]. For example, the absolute value of the slope is 2, which
means the slopes of all tasks are 2 and -2, as shown in Fig. 3.

3.1.1.1. Detailed analysis of the relationship between the route
cost and the vehicle departure time in the 2LP.

1. When there is only one task, i.e., h, in the route, the rela-
tionship between the route cost and the vehicle departure time is
consistent with the non-decreasing two-segment linear function
of the task, as illustrated in Fig. 2(b).

2. When there are multiple tasks in the route, the service cost
of each task has a non-decreasing relationship with its time of
beginning of service. As the vehicle departure time increases,
the time of beginning of service of each task will also increase.
Consequently, the service cost of each task will also be non-
increasing. The route cost is equal to the sum of the service
costs of all tasks in the route. Therefore, the route cost will
have a non-decreasing relationship with the vehicle departure
time, as shown in Fig. 4(b).

Hence, whether there are one or more tasks in a route, the
route cost has a non-decreasing relationship with the vehicle
departure time. Consequently, time 0 is the optimal vehicle de-
parture time for this route in the 2LP. This is also the reason
why in [9], the algorithm does not need to solve for the vehicle
departure time.

3.1.1.2. Detailed analysis of the relationship between route
cost and vehicle departure time in the 3LP with the slope |k| < 1.

When |k| < 1 in the 3LP, the analysis needs to be divided into
two stages. Firstly, it is necessary to analyze the relationship
between the time of beginning of service of each task in the
route and the vehicle departure time. Secondly, the relationship
between the route cost and the vehicle departure time is ana-
lyzed. In the first stage, it has been observed that as the vehicle
departure time increases, the time of beginning of service of
each task in the route also increases. The main analysis process
is as follows.

Assume that there are n tasks in the route. When the vehicle
departure time dt increases by ∆t (∆t is a sufficiently small posi-
tive real number), if the increase of time of beginning of service
of the i-th (1 ≤ i ≤ n) task in the route is to be minimal, the time
of beginning of service of the tasks before i-th task in the route
need to be in the decreasing segments (i.e., segment a in Fig.
2(a)). In this case, when dt increases by ∆t, the time of begin-
ning of service of the first task increases by ∆t, and its service
time (i.e., service cost) will decrease by |k|∆t. Consequently,
the time of beginning of service of the second task increases by
(1 − |k|)∆t, and its service time will decrease by |k|(1 − |k|)∆t.
Therefore, the time of beginning of service of the third task will
increase by (1 − |k|)2∆t. It can be deduced that the time of be-
ginning of service of the i-th task will increase by (1− |k|)i−1∆t.
Because |k| < 1, 0 < (1 − |k|) < 1. Therefore, among all the
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a

b

c

0 Th1(t)

SC(h 1,Th1(t))

-2 2

f1

1 3

1

(a) h1

a

b

c

0 Th2(t)

SC(h 2,Th2(t))

-2 2

f2

10 12

1

(b) h2

a

b

c

0 Th3(t)

SC(h 3,Th3(t))

-2 2

f3

14 16

1

(c) h3

Figure 3: Three-segment linear functions of the service cost of the three tasks (h1, h2 and h3) in the route and their time of beginning of service.

tasks in the route, the last task (i.e., the n-th task) experiences
the least increase in time of beginning of service, which in-
creases by (1 − |k|)n−1∆t. This value is still positive. Why is it
that when the time of beginning of service of the tasks before
n-th task in the route is all within the decreasing segments, the
increase of the time of beginning of service of the n-th task is
minimal as dt increases by ∆t? Below is an example. Among
the n tasks in the route, the time of beginning of service of only
the i-th (i < n) task is not within the decreasing segment, but
within the increasing segment (i.e., segment c in Fig. 2(a)). At
this time, the time of beginning of service of the n-th task is
(1+ |k|)(1− |k|)n−2, which is greater than (1− |k|)n−1. Therefore,
as dt increases, the time of beginning of service of each task in
the route also increases. The analysis of the second stage is as
follows.

When dt is 0, the time of beginning of service of the tasks in
the route lies within different segments (e.g., segments a, b, or
c in Fig. 2(a)) of the three-segment linear functions. Therefore,
when dt increases by ∆t from 0 (i.e., dt = ∆t), the service costs
of the tasks in the route may be decreasing, unchanged, or in-
creasing. Assume that the change of the route cost at this time is
tc0. As dt continues to increase with the size of ∆t, the time of
beginning of service of all tasks in the route will also continue
to increase, gradually approaching the increasing segment (i.e.,
segment c in Fig. 2(a)) or continuing to increase in the increas-
ing segment. In the end, the time of beginning of service of all
tasks will fall within the increasing segment. Consequently, if
tc0 < 0, as dt increases continually, the change in route cost
will gradually become greater than 0. During this period, the
route cost will initially decrease (then remain unchanged), and
finally increase, showing a (similar) unimodal trend as shown
in Fig. 4(a). Conversely, if tc0 ≥ 0, with the continued increase
of dt, the relationship between the route cost and the vehicle
departure time will show a non-decreasing trend, as shown in
Fig. 4(b).

Therefore, in the 3LP with slope |k| < 1, the relationship be-
tween the route cost and the vehicle departure time exhibits a
(similar) unimodal or non-decreasing trend.

3.1.1.3. Detailed analysis of the relationship between route
cost and vehicle departure time in the 3LP with slope |k| > 1.

When |k| > 1, the relationship between the route cost and the
vehicle departure time no longer meets the (similar) unimodal
property. This is mainly because when dt increases by ∆t, the
time of beginning of service of the task in the route may not
increase, but appears to decrease. An illustrative example is

provided below.
A route contains three tasks (i.e., h1, h2, h3), and their three-

segment linear functions (i.e., f1, f2, f3) are shown in Fig. 3,
and the absolute value of the slopes is 2. The ranges of segments
b of f1, f2, and f3 are [1, 3], [10, 12] and [14, 16], respectively.
Among the three functions, the minimum service costs of the
tasks are 1. The route can be represented by the sequence of
tasks h1h2h3, with the depot positioned at the tail node of h1
and the head node of h3. The three tasks are directly connected,
signifying that the head node of h1 is equal to the tail node of
h2, and the head node of h2 is equal to the tail node of h3. Let
Th(dt) (where h ∈ {h1, h2, h3}) represents the time to arrive at
task h, and S C(h,Th(dt)) represents the service cost of task h
at Th(dt). Assume that the time ∆t by which dt increases each
time is 1.

When dt = 0, Th1 (dt = 0) = 0. At this time, according to f1,
S C(h1, 0) = (1−0)∗2+1 = 3. And Th2 (0) = S C(h1, 0)+Th1 (0) =
3. According to f2, S C(h2, 3) = 15. And Th3 (0) = Th2 (0) +
S C(h2, 3) = 18. According to f3, S C(h3, 18) = 5. Let tc(x)
represent the sum of service costs of all tasks in the sequence of
tasks x. Therefore, tc(h1h2) = S C(h1, 0) + S C(h2, 3) = 18, and
tc(h1h2h3) = S C(h1, 0) + S C(h2, 3) + S C(h3, 18) = 23.

When dt increases by ∆t, dt = 1. At this moment, Th2 (1) = 2
and tc(h1h2h3) = 25. When dt = 2, Th2 (2) = 3, and
tc(h1h2h3) = 21. Furthermore, when dt = 10, Th2 (10) = 25
and tc(h1h2h3) = 115.

From the above computations, it is evident that when dt is
0, 1, 2, and 10 respectively, Th2(dt) is 3, 2, 3, and 25, respec-
tively. The route cost, i.e., tc(h1h2h3), are 23, 25, 21, 115 re-
spectively. It can be observed that as dt increases from 0 to 1,
Th2 (dt) decreases from 3 to 2. At the same time, as dt increases
continually from 0, the route cost initially increases, then de-
creases, and subsequently increases again, which demonstrates
a non-unimodal relationship, as shown in Fig. 4(c).

3.1.2. Methods for optimizing the vehicle departure time
In the 2LP, time 0 is the optimal vehicle departure time.
In the 3LP, when the slope |k| ≤ 1, the route cost and the

departure time of the vehicle exhibit a (similar) unimodal or
non-decreasing relationship. In this case, GSS [11] is used to
quickly identify the optimal vehicle departure time for each
route in the routing plan. GSS, characterized as an interval
search method, initiates with the entire planning horizon, i.e.,
[0, T ], and successively narrows down the search interval using
the golden ratio until the length of the search interval becomes
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Figure 4: Schematic diagram of the relationship between the route cost C(R, dt) or tc(h1h2h3) and vehicle departure time dt.

Table 1: Results on the gdb benchmark test set in the 2LP in terms of costs of solutions. For each instance, the average performance of an algorithm is indicated in
bold if it is the best among all comparison algorithms. “‡” and “†” indicate MAENS-GN performs significantly better than and equivalently to the corresponding
algorithm based on 20 independent runs according to the Wilcoxon rank-sum test with significant level p = 0.05, respectively.

Instances |R| LB MAENS-GN VND VND*

Ave(std) Best Time Ave(std) Best Time Ave(std) Best

gdb1 22 316 316.0(0.00) 316 0.799 363.0(0.00)‡ 363 0.102 359.5(5.82)‡ 340

gdb2 26 339 345.2(0.65) 345 8.505 379.6(2.82)‡ 375 0.149 372.4(9.30)‡ 346

gdb3 22 275 289.0(0.00) 289 6.131 315.4(0.49)‡ 315 0.088 307.7(8.25)‡ 289

gdb4 19 287 287.0(0.00) 287 1.118 342.0(0.00)‡ 342 0.056 334.9(7.65)‡ 317

gdb5 26 377 381.7(3.84) 377 7.287 417.0(0.00)‡ 417 0.121 407.4(9.83)‡ 388

gdb6 22 298 299.3(5.67) 298 1.395 344.0(0.00)‡ 344 0.085 339.2(7.65)‡ 324

gdb7 22 325 325.0(0.00) 325 1.548 377.8(4.28)‡ 364 0.088 359.0(13.57)‡ 335

gdb8 46 348 357.1(1.48) 355 34.872 395.0(0.00)‡ 395 0.588 389.8(5.78)‡ 370

gdb9 51 303 312.0(3.19) 309 38.796 358.2(4.59)‡ 346 0.836 343.2(4.36)‡ 336

gdb10 25 275 278.6(4.04) 275 5.327 313.8(5.08)‡ 309 0.117 306.6(7.45)‡ 290

gdb11 45 395 403.8(2.14) 399 32.816 446.1(2.86)‡ 435 0.671 429.8(4.36)‡ 421

gdb12 23 458 458.0(0.00) 458 1.061 503.0(0.00)‡ 503 0.082 503.0(0.00)‡ 503

gdb13 28 536 545.4(4.75) 536 9.129 586.0(6.49)‡ 578 0.150 569.7(4.52)‡ 560

gdb14 21 100 101.5(1.50) 100 4.179 109.0(0.00)‡ 109 0.072 107.0(1.73)‡ 104

gdb15 21 58 58.0(0.00) 58 0.255 62.0(0.00)‡ 62 0.072 61.5(1.07)‡ 58

gdb16 28 127 129.0(0.00) 129 10.749 137.0(0.00)‡ 137 0.146 133.1(1.04)‡ 131

gdb17 28 91 91.0(0.00) 91 0.123 92.4(0.92)‡ 91 0.161 92.8(0.60)‡ 91

gdb18 36 164 169.4(1.56) 164 14.403 178.2(3.18)‡ 172 0.307 173.2(1.44)‡ 171

gdb19 11 55 55.0(0.00) 55 0.053 63.0(0.00)‡ 63 0.020 62.1(1.84)‡ 55

gdb20 22 121 122.8(0.60) 121 6.309 125.0(0.00)‡ 125 0.070 124.8(0.51)‡ 123

gdb21 33 156 157.9(0.54) 156 12.504 169.2(2.17)‡ 166 0.236 165.4(2.15)‡ 162

gdb22 44 200 202.2(0.60) 202 25.411 206.0(0.00)‡ 206 0.538 205.2(1.01)‡ 203

gdb23 55 233 237.5(0.92) 236 41.476 244.0(0.00)‡ 244 1.003 243.8(0.36)‡ 243

w-d-l - - - - - 23-0-0 - - 23-0-0 -

No.best - - 9 23 - 0 1 - 0 4

Ave.PDR - - 1.37% - - 10.82% - - 8.74% -

Ave.Time - - - - 11.489 - - 0.25 - -

smaller than a threshold ε. At this point, the optimal vehicle
departure time is determined. In addition, GSS is an algorithm
with low time complexity. For more details on GSS, please re-
fer to [11].

In the 3LP, when the slope |k| > 1 , the route cost and the de-
parture time of the vehicle exhibit a non-unimodal relationship,
and GSS is no longer applicable. In such a scenario, an evolu-
tionary algorithm, that is, NCS [12], is employed to obtain the
(approximately) optimal vehicle departure time. NCS is good at
dealing with complex optimization problems. It mainly main-
tains the search process of multiple individuals in parallel, and
models the individual search process as a probability distribu-

tion. For more details on NCS, please refer to [12].

3.2. Novel initialization strategy

When constructing a route in the individual initialization
strategy of MAENS, the nearest task to the end of the route
needs to be selected to add to the route. If more than one task
satisfies the condition simultaneously, these tasks form a task
set termed Tasksnearst. At this time, the tie-breaking rule se-
lected is to randomly select one from Tasksnearst. However, this
stochastic tie-breaking rule is a little blind in the CARPTDSC.
Because in the CARPTDSC, the service cost of the task is time-
dependent, meaning that the task’s service cost varies based on

7



Table 2: Results on the egl benchmark test set in the 2LP in terms of costs of solutions. For each instance, the average performance of an algorithm is indicated in
bold if it is the best among all comparison algorithms. “‡” and “†” indicate MAENS-GN performs significantly better than and equivalently to the corresponding
algorithm based on 20 independent runs according to the Wilcoxon rank-sum test with significant level p = 0.05, respectively.

Instances |R| LB MAENS-GN VND VND*

Ave(std) Best Time Ave(std) Best Time Ave(std) Best

egl-e1-A 51 3548 3550.6(8.97) 3548 28.973 4323.8(110.19)‡ 4018 0.687 4033.2(94.85)‡ 3900

egl-e1-B 51 4498 4576.9(18.31) 4557 74.811 5006.6(35.66)‡ 4877 0.902 4760.1(80.10)‡ 4573

egl-e1-C 51 5595 5677.6(59.91) 5595 66.548 6178.4(71.04)‡ 5923 1.017 6091.4(84.25)‡ 5907

egl-e2-A 72 5018 5102.4(64.53) 5018 189.315 5886.0(158.29)‡ 5558 2.552 5425.3(73.00)‡ 5307

egl-e2-B 72 6317 6424.9(26.91) 6355 163.441 7114.4(75.27)‡ 6869 1.765 6703.0(66.97)‡ 6554

egl-e2-C 72 8335 8599.0(64.46) 8474 163.261 8910.6(5.88)‡ 8885 1.768 8779.8(101.86)‡ 8548

egl-e3-A 87 5898 6099.4(77.63) 6002 335.078 6483.0(0.00)‡ 6483 3.104 6475.2(34.00)‡ 6327

egl-e3-B 87 7744 8040.6(71.43) 7909 251.941 8819.0(0.00)‡ 8819 4.752 8491.9(94.51)‡ 8264

egl-e3-C 87 10244 10460.6(54.10) 10390 213.761 11485.4(185.13)‡ 10865 2.642 10928.1(141.76)‡ 10429

egl-e4-A 98 6408 6710.6(100.79) 6580 364.345 7526.5(19.66)‡ 7460 6.271 7222.0(81.88)‡ 7075

egl-e4-B 98 8935 9329.9(78.16) 9165 318.551 10251.3(170.85)‡ 9876 5.741 9748.6(101.41)‡ 9438

egl-e4-C 98 11512 11992.6(91.87) 11854 264.948 12614.8(14.17)‡ 12553 5.560 12484.6(114.52)‡ 12225

egl-s1-A 75 5018 5145.9(102.02) 5018 218.771 5804.3(7.41)‡ 5772 2.148 5613.8(154.15)‡ 5267

egl-s1-B 75 6388 6576.6(106.89) 6394 187.171 6856.0(0.00)‡ 6856 2.677 6856.0(0.00)‡ 6856

egl-s1-C 75 8518 8783.8(62.16) 8677 162.748 9643.8(17.13)‡ 9573 2.794 9479.2(96.17)‡ 9256

egl-s2-A 147 9825 10490.1(60.67) 10392 1172.03 11414.2(86.52)‡ 11037 23.580 11204.4(109.18)‡ 11015

egl-s2-B 147 13017 13887.2(119.45) 13698 795.669 14680.0(0.00)‡ 14680 14.923 14661.8(30.65)‡ 14567

egl-s2-C 147 16425 17392.6(139.47) 17165 761.257 18408.6(14.82)‡ 18344 18.951 18327.3(83.45)‡ 18174

egl-s3-A 159 10165 10733.0(99.71) 10593 1417.264 11764.7(75.41)‡ 11436 19.466 11406.1(100.94)‡ 11207

egl-s3-B 159 13648 14418.0(125.53) 14168 1046.018 15858.4(169.85)‡ 15367 27.001 15325.0(93.46)‡ 15111

egl-s3-C 159 17188 18269.3(151.44) 17983 902.040 19666.0(0.00)‡ 19666 22.921 19277.8(155.11)‡ 19029

egl-s4-A 190 12153 13197.1(152.21) 12932 1531.802 14918.2(319.64)‡ 14285 46.072 14142.2(139.63)‡ 13762

egl-s4-B 190 16113 17260.1(91.44) 17121 1499.895 18407.2(12.20)‡ 18354 34.835 18242.6(144.89)‡ 17943

egl-s4-C 190 20430 21796.0(188.09) 21427 1348.113 22996.4(2.83)‡ 22984 37.787 22945.9(113.44)‡ 22513

w-d-l - - - - - 24-0-0 - - 24-0-0 -

No.best - - 0 24 - 0 0 - 0 0

Ave.PDR - - 4.18% - - 13.80% - - 10.48% -

Ave.Time - - - - 561.573 - - 12.08 - -

its position (i.e., the time of beginning of service) in the route.
Consequently, this stochastic tie-breaking rule may select a task
with the larger service cost caused by its time of beginning of
service being distant from its optimal service time interval, such
as the time of beginning of service of h1 is 10 in Fig. 3(a).

In this context, we design a specialized tie-breaking rule that
takes into account the time-dependent property of CARPTDSC
in the individual initialization strategy. If choosing the task with
the smallest service cost from Tasksnearst, the time of beginning
of service of the selected task may fall within or not far from
its optimal service time interval (e.g., the time interval [bt, et]
in Fig. 2(a)). In this way, it is avoided that the task is in an-
other position (i.e., the time of beginning of service of the task
is far away from its optimal service time interval) of the route,
resulting in a larger service cost. Because each task needs to be
inserted into the routing plan and only once, selecting the task
being in a good position can avoid the increase of service cost
caused by its being in a bad position. In this way, the further
increase of the route cost is avoided. However, if doing this,
the individuals produced in the initial population will all be the
same, meaning no diversity. So this is not a good method. To
address this, we devised a roulette wheel selection-based [40]
approach where the task with the smaller service cost will have
a greater probability of being selected. Therefore, this method

not only considers diversity but also makes tasks with better
quality more likely to be selected.

Here we will select a task from Tasksnearst by the roulette
wheel selection strategy and one score is associated with each
task in Tasksnearst. The higher the score of the task, the higher
the probability of being selected. Due to the need to make the
service cost of the task lower, the probability of being selected
is higher. Consequently, we define the score of task x, denoted
as score(x), to be equal to the reciprocal of the task’s time-
dependent service cost, as expressed in Eq. (9).

score(x) =
1

S C(x, t)
, (9)

where S C(x, t) is the time-dependent service cost of task x. The
probability of the task xi being selected, denoted as p(xi), is the
proportion of the score of task xi to the sum of the scores of all
tasks in tasksnearst, as shown in Eq. (10).

p(xi) =
score(xi)∑N

j=1 score(x j)
, (10)

where N is the size of Tasksnearst. The detailed process of the
roulette wheel selection will not be introduced in detail below.
For more details on roulette wheel selection, please refer to the
[40]. Below is an illustrative example.
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Table 3: Results on the S olomon-25 benchmark test set in the 3LP in terms of costs of solutions. For each instance, the average performance of an algorithm is
indicated in bold if it is the best among all comparison algorithms (except CG). “‡” and “†” indicate MAENS-GN performs significantly better than and equivalently
to the corresponding algorithm based on 20 independent runs according to the Wilcoxon rank-sum test with significant level p = 0.05, respectively.

Instances CG MAENS-GN VND-GN

Cost Time Ave(std) Best Time Ave(std) Best Time

r101 893.7 258.4 1014.3(10.86) 1003.4 10.725 1089.9(34.49)‡ 1050.3 0.100

r102 806.0 410.0 865.5(11.79) 853.8 9.955 908.1(3.68)‡ 900.8 0.095

r103 726.1 80.5 770.7(2.14) 767.0 10.525 819.2(6.22)‡ 806.8 0.095

r104 690.0 571.1 715.2(8.01) 703.0 6.865 767.8(27.37)‡ 736.8 0.086

r105 780.4 118.2 839.7(3.18) 836.3 10.140 946.1(38.53)‡ 853.9 0.090

r106 721.4 236.9 744.0(4.61) 740.1 9.595 864.6(7.33)‡ 847.3 0.097

r107 679.5 137.8 700.5(2.81) 697.5 9.850 760.0(9.95)‡ 740.1 0.092

r108 647.7 232.9 663.1(10.17) 653.1 6.900 712.0(17.36)‡ 689.4 0.087

r109 691.3 71.7 744.0(2.33) 734.7 9.460 822.5(22.36)‡ 777.8 0.087

r110 668.8 125.9 716.8(10.05) 697.2 15.925 758.8(23.82)‡ 729.8 0.093

r111 676.3 157.8 710.5(5.16) 707.9 16.575 778.9(16.80)‡ 746.3 0.094

r112 643.0 356.1 666.3(5.17) 656.0 15.925 718.3(13.18)‡ 696.1 0.088

rc101 623.8 62.4 648.4(3.07) 643.9 19.290 761.3(58.66)‡ 681.7 0.090

rc102 598.3 179.8 611.5(5.07) 606.6 20.185 803.9(36.15)‡ 761.5 0.103

rc103 585.1 941.5 607.8(4.96) 598.1 20.005 738.2(26.23)‡ 645.4 0.089

rc104 572.4 3183.1 603.3(3.52) 595.4 20.705 609.0(0.00)‡ 609.0 0.077

rc105 623.1 743.7 656.3(9.24) 641.1 21.335 813.6(62.44)‡ 677.3 0.082

rc106 588.7 372.6 605.6(0.00) 605.6 18.370 631.3(0.00)‡ 631.3 0.084

rc107 548.3 824.8 567.0(2.15) 565.4 12.530 628.5(11.66)‡ 600.1 0.079

rc108 544.5 3457.1 553.5(4.42) 546.8 12.630 579.7(13.99)‡ 555.9 0.075

w-d-l 0-0-20 - - - - 20-0-0 - -

No.best 20 - 0 0 - 0 0 -

Ave.PDR 0.00% - 4.95% - - 16.44% - -

Ave.Time - 626.115 - - 13.875 - - 0.089

Assume that there are only two tasks h2 and h3 (in Fig. 3)
that have not been inserted into the initial routing plan Xinit, and
both tasks are in Tasksnearst, and the two tasks are connected
directly. Therefore, the order of inserting into Xinit of these two
tasks depends on the task selected firstly from Tasksnearst. Be-
cause the arrival time of the tasks in the Tasksnearst is the same,
assume that it is 12. At this time, the service costs of h2 and h3
can be obtained to be S C(h2, 12) = 1 and S C(h3, 12) = 5, re-
spectively. If roulette wheel selection is used, the probabilities
of h2 and h3 being selected is (1/1)/(1/1+1/5) ≈ 0.83 and 0.17,
respectively. At this time, if h2 is inserted firstly and then h3,
then S C(h2, 12) = 1 and S C(h3, 13) = 3. The total cost of the
sequence of tasks h2h3 is tc(h2h3) = 1 + 3 = 4. If h3 is inserted
firstly and then h2, then S C(h3, 12) = 5 and S C(h2, 17) = 11,
leading to that a total cost of h3h2 is tc(h3h2) = 16. Using the
roulette wheel selection, the probability of the total cost of the
sequence h2h3 being 4 is 0.83, and the probability of the total
cost of h3h2 being 16 is 0.17. In contrast, if the stochastic se-
lection method is used, the probabilities of the total costs of the
sequence of tasks being 4 and 16 would both be 0.5.

Therefore, the roulette wheel selection exhibits a higher like-
lihood of acquiring an initial solution with high quality.

4. Experimental studies

The experiments aim to verify whether MAENS-GN has ef-
fectively addressed the two research questions (RQ1 and RQ2).

Consequently, the verification of the performance of MAENS-
GN is divided into two aspects.

1. In the 2LP, the quality of approximate solutions obtained
by existing algorithms is not high, but does MAENS-
GN significantly improve the quality of approximate so-
lutions?

2. In the 3LP, the existing exact algorithms can only handle
small-scale instances (number of tasks ≤40), whereas what
is the quality of the solutions of MAENS-GN on larger-
scale instances in addition to small-scale instances?

Additionally, we also assessed the contribution of the compo-
nents in MAENS-GN, including GSS, NCS and the novel ini-
tialization strategy. In each instance, each algorithm was run
independently 20 times to ensure robust evaluations.

4.1. Experimental setup
Two distinct types of benchmark test sets, i.e., test sets in the

2LP and 3LP, were utilized for evaluations. The gdb and egl in
the 2LP, which already exist in [9], were modified based on the
static test sets gdb [41] and egl [42], i.e., two-segment linear
functions were added. In the 3LP, Solomon’s test set [43], as
used in [8], was adopted. In [8], 25-customer, 35-customer, and
40-customer instances in Solomon’s test set were used, which
are denoted as S olomon-25, S olomon-35, S olomon-40 here. In
addition to Solomon’s test set, the same method in [9] was used
to apply the three-segment linear function on the static bench-
mark test set gdb and egl, making them time-dependent test sets
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Table 4: Results on the S olomon-35 benchmark test set in the 3LP in terms of costs of solutions. For each instance, the average performance of an algorithm is
indicated in bold if it is the best among all comparison algorithms (except CG). “‡” and “†” indicate MAENS-GN performs significantly better than and equivalently
to the corresponding algorithm based on 20 independent runs according to the Wilcoxon rank-sum test with significant level p = 0.05, respectively.

Instances CG MAENS-GN VND-GN

Cost Time Ave(std) Best Time Ave(std) Best Time

r101 1168.3 4165.8 1316.9(12.38) 1293.9 42.405 1373.4(6.25)‡ 1369.5 0.312

r102 1048.0 6574.1 1097.3(7.34) 1085.0 45.620 1265.9(44.77)‡ 1158.8 0.282

r103 929.2 5129.9 981.1(8.18) 969.4 43.460 1126.1(34.16)‡ 1071.4 0.227

r104 837.8 6210.9 862.4(7.97) 853.4 49.230 921.9(9.63)‡ 898.3 0.250

r105 1017.1 2926.2 1108.2(10.03) 1091.9 46.450 1186.5(17.82)‡ 1156.7 0.300

r106 930.8 2247.1 968.5(9.10) 956.4 43.235 1090.6(27.85)‡ 1045.2 0.277

r107 874.8 8957.4 911.8(10.55) 896.2 44.770 1011.2(21.72)‡ 944.1 0.260

r108 805.7 14698.5 826.5(5.89) 820.3 47.030 887.7(28.64)‡ 841.0 0.259

r109 914.8 8044.2 951.7(9.51) 942.0 43.595 1010.5(14.26)‡ 976.1 0.274

r110 893.6 16259.7 910.5(8.71) 902.2 33.580 993.1(40.58)‡ 948.5 0.257

r111 864.4 9957.6 895.6(5.86) 887.6 35.015 913.8(1.96)‡ 907.2 0.290

r112 834.3 10377.9 839.6(2.84) 835.1 35.230 887.9(8.24)‡ 854.3 0.239

w-d-l 0-0-12 - - - - 12-0-0 - -

No.best 12 - 0 0 - 0 0 -

Ave.PDR 0.00% - 4.66% - - 13.58% - -

Ave.Time - 7962.442 - - 42.468 - - 0.269

in the 3LP. In addition, a real-world jd dataset was also used,
which is derived from the Jingdong logistics distribution sys-
tem. The jd set is similar to Solomom’s test set, being also
VRP test set with time windows. For convenience, the absolute
values of the slopes in a instance of 3LP are the same, such as
2 and -2 in Fig. 3(a), as done in the [8]. The slope in the test
sets in the 2LP is 1 [9]. The slopes in Solomon’s test set are
1 and -1 [8]. Furthermore, the absolute values of the slopes in
the instances of other test sets, i.e., gdb, egl, and jd in the 3LP,
were randomly chosen from the set {0.3, 0.5, 1, 2, 3}.

In the 2LP, the currently existing algorithm is variable neigh-
borhood descent (VND) [9], which was as a comparison al-
gorithm in solving 2LP. Because the vehicle departure time
does not need to be calculated in the 2LP, MAENS-GN only
needs to run the algorithm in the routing stage, i.e., MAENS.
For a fairer comparison, VND* was added as a comparison
algorithm, which denotes that VND runs the same time with
MAENS-GN. During the time it takes MAENS-GN to com-
plete one run, VND is run multiple times until it reaches the
runtime of MAENS-GN and then stops, and finally the best
value of the multiple values gotten by multiple runs is as the
result of VND* running on that instance.

In the 3LP, the currently existing method is column gener-
ation (CG) [8], which serves as one comparison algorithm of
MAENS-GN. The data that CG used in the comparative exper-
iments were all provided by [8]. Because only Solomom’s test
set is used in [8], CG only participated in the comparison of
Solomon’s test set. Because the data [8] of CG on Solomon’s
test set was obtained assuming that the service time remains
unchanged. Therefore, when solving Solomon’s test set, for
fairness, the evaluation functions of MAENS-GN need to be
simply modified. But CG, being an exact algorithm, is limited
to handling small-scale instances. To evaluate the performance
of MAENS-GN on larger-scale instances, we adapted the algo-

rithm VND [9], which was initially designed for the 2LP. Since
the primary difference between dealing with 2LP and 3LP is
whether or not to optimize for vehicle departure time, the tech-
niques for optimizing vehicle departure time (GSS and NCS)
were incorporated into VND. VND-GN is formed in this way,
which was as another comparison algorithm of MAENS-GN
in the 3LP. For a fairer comparison, VND-GN* still acted as
a comparison algorithm for MAENS-GN in the 3LP, just like
VND* acting as a comparison algorithm for MAENS-GN in
the 2LP. VND-GN* denotes that VND-GN runs the same time
as MAENS-GN. What’s more, to verify the effects of GSS and
NCS, MAENS and VND were also employed as comparison al-
gorithms on the gdb and egl test sets in the 3LP. MAENS here
denotes the method in the first stage of MAENS-GN.

In MAENS-GN, the population size (psize) was set to 10.
The number of generations (Gm) was 50, and the probability
of performing a local search (Pls) was 0.1. All other parame-
ters in MAENS were consistent with those in [2]. In addition,
the code for VND was reproduced from the description in [9].
There are two initialization methods in VND, i.e., the savings
heuristic and the insertion heuristic, where the savings heuris-
tic is a deterministic method. In the process of constructing a
route in the insertion heuristic, each time one arc is required
to be selected to insert into the current route. Among all can-
didate arcs, the next arc selected into the route is the arc that
incurs the least additional cost to the route. However, in reality,
there may be multiple arcs meeting this condition simultane-
ously, and the article [9] does not specify the tie-breaking rule.
We opted for a stochastic tie-breaking rule, where an arc is ran-
domly chosen from multiple arcs meeting the condition. There-
fore, the insertion heuristic is a stochastic method, and VND
is thus categorized as a stochastic algorithm. Because in [9],
VND solves the CARPTDSC assuming constant service time.
Therefore, the evaluation function of VND (or VND-GN) was
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Table 5: Results on the S olomon-40 benchmark test set in the 3LP in terms of costs of solutions. For each instance, the average performance of an algorithm is
indicated in bold if it is the best among all comparison algorithms (except CG). “‡” and “†” indicate MAENS-GN performs significantly better than and equivalently
to the corresponding algorithm based on 20 independent runs according to the Wilcoxon rank-sum test with significant level p = 0.05, respectively.

Instances CG MAENS-GN VND-GN

Cost Time Ave(std) Best Time Ave(std) Best Time

r101 1318.4 4467.3 1479.8(14.61) 1449.0 55.340 1602.5(23.20)‡ 1531.0 0.462

r102 1194.8 18641.9 1268.1(11.38) 1255.1 59.620 1403.6(37.67)‡ 1338.2 0.399

r103 - - 1113.8(13.83) 1099.9 59.500 1238.6(18.60)‡ 1189.6 0.385

r104 - - 975.0(4.40) 970.2 63.320 1065.7(15.82)‡ 1027.3 0.325

r105 1171.2 3780.2 1267.7(7.55) 1256.3 59.140 1301.0(1.14)‡ 1298.5 0.413

r106 - - 1139.5(6.29) 1124.1 59.260 1257.1(29.45)‡ 1205.4 0.366

r107 995.3 5164.6 1034.4(8.05) 1025.5 62.400 1151.1(29.71)‡ 1085.9 0.380

r108 - - 946.5(5.93) 942.0 61.810 1012.9(17.46)‡ 975.5 0.325

r109 1045.7 13239.2 1086.0(12.05) 1072.9 51.530 1194.0(33.40)‡ 1124.5 0.408

r110 - - 1042.5(5.24) 1034.9 52.480 1120.8(10.02)‡ 1083.3 0.370

r111 - - 1010.1(11.83) 1004.8 55.735 1132.1(44.24)‡ 1053.0 0.358

r112 937.1 28734.1 957.6(2.41) 956.4 55.550 1028.7(15.64)‡ 990.8 0.369

w-d-l 6-0-6 - - - - 12-0-0 - -

No.best 6 - 0 6 - 0 0 -

Ave.PDR 0.00% - 3.05% - - 12.26% - -

Ave.Time - 12337.883 - - 57.974 - - 0.380

Table 6: Results on the gdb benchmark test set in the 3LP in terms of costs of solutions. For each instance, the average performance of an algorithm is indicated in
bold if it is the best among all comparison algorithms. “‡” and “†” indicate MAENS-GN performs significantly better than and equivalently to the corresponding
algorithm based on 20 independent runs according to the Wilcoxon rank-sum test with significant level p = 0.05, respectively.

Instances |R| LB MAENS MAENS-GN VND VND-GN VND-GN*

Ave Ave(std) Best Time Ave Ave(std) Best Time Ave(std) Best

gdb1 22 316 2510.0 618.5(0.90) 617.4 43.850 2510.0 618.5(0.76)† 617.7 10.310 617.9(0.51) 617.2

gdb2 26 339 2132.0 622.4(0.92) 621.2 65.591 2143.8 631.8(12.98)‡ 621.1 12.730 627.6(10.27)† 621.0

gdb3 22 275 634.0 289.0(0.00) 289.0 6.703 698.9 331.7(30.21)‡ 311.0 0.098 312.2(5.45)‡ 311.0

gdb4 19 287 4641.0 745.5(0.88) 744.4 49.972 4641.0 745.8(0.97)† 744.1 11.488 745.1(0.54)† 744.3

gdb5 26 377 426.6 389.6(9.22) 377.5 9.601 452.8 416.5(9.95)‡ 396.5 0.125 403.8(7.06)‡ 391.0

gdb6 22 298 2526.0 572.9(14.64) 562.3 37.047 2596.9 593.5(25.46)‡ 539.3 8.065 579.3(29.16)† 538.7

gdb7 22 325 507.2 468.0(3.82) 459.4 28.250 547.7 497.6(17.55)‡ 468.9 6.823 486.7(12.32)‡ 467.4

gdb8 46 348 525.7 391.7(11.09) 368.8 39.971 550.5 439.5(6.43)‡ 411.5 0.655 397.5(13.44)† 383.0

gdb9 51 303 1056.5 319.8(10.18) 309.0 46.583 1145.0 413.2(31.61)‡ 348.0 0.899 353.0(10.63)‡ 334.0

gdb10 25 275 340.2 286.6(11.19) 275.0 8.081 370.2 321.2(3.97)‡ 318.0 0.117 313.9(7.34)‡ 294.0

gdb11 45 395 759.9 417.5(5.36) 411.0 39.611 856.6 468.3(17.18)‡ 439.0 0.625 436.2(10.30)‡ 417.0

gdb12 23 458 925.4 479.4(25.84) 458.0 9.007 1020.8 577.6(26.76)‡ 540.0 0.088 533.8(12.06)‡ 520.0

gdb13 28 536 705.2 615.1(3.39) 609.8 31.838 740.9 643.8(13.52)‡ 621.1 8.240 641.6(14.78)‡ 620.6

gdb14 21 100 342.2 167.5(6.13) 154.8 7.418 353.1 169.8(10.18)† 141.8 0.081 155.2(7.85) 140.4

gdb15 21 58 2826.0 79.5(1.52) 76.8 43.215 2827.7 79.8(1.24)† 77.2 5.389 78.2(1.06) 76.2

gdb16 28 127 152.2 137.1(2.61) 133.1 11.062 155.9 138.2(0.00)† 138.2 0.159 138.2(0.00)† 138.2

gdb17 28 91 3897.8 113.3(1.50) 109.9 50.624 3900.6 112.7(1.26)† 111.3 9.821 111.7(0.28) 111.3

gdb18 36 164 618.6 167.6(3.34) 164.0 16.700 641.0 192.9(12.65)‡ 172.0 0.327 175.8(5.03)‡ 166.0

gdb19 11 55 134.0 60.0(0.00) 60.0 2.045 145.4 68.6(10.29)‡ 55.0 0.022 61.5(7.67)† 55.0

gdb20 22 121 269.2 129.4(3.92) 124.0 7.272 309.8 146.5(20.27)‡ 127.0 0.080 129.3(2.24)† 126.0

gdb21 33 156 528.1 258.2(11.32) 239.5 18.885 536.9 262.4(3.74)‡ 249.6 0.330 250.1(8.09) 236.9

gdb22 44 200 593.6 317.7(9.57) 298.5 39.338 599.8 308.2(0.14) 308.1 0.750 307.9(1.04) 303.4

gdb23 55 233 839.3 346.8(8.51) 335.6 71.849 813.2 337.4(0.00) 337.4 1.690 337.4(0.00) 337.4

w-d-l - - - - - - - 15-6-2 - - 9-7-7 -

No.best - - - 1 18 - - 0 5 - 0 8

Ave.PDR - - 638.86% 37.38% - - 649.94% 45.22% - - 39.27% -

Ave.Time - - - - - 29.761 - - - 3.431 - -

modified here to handle the instances (except Solomon’s test
set) of CARPTDSC under time-dependent service time.

The metrics are those commonly used in the literature of ve-
hicle/arc routing [44–48] and are divided into two categories.

One is the metric for evaluating the solution quality, includ-
ing w-d-l, No.best and Ave.PDR. The other is the time metric,
namely Ave.Time [44]. w-d-l refers to the number of instances
on which the proposed algorithm is superior to, not significantly
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different from, or inferior to the corresponding compared al-
gorithm in the test set. The comparison is based on the av-
erage value of 20 independent repeated experiments, and the
wilcoxon ranksum test [49] with the significance level p = 0.05
was employed here. No.best refers to the number of instances
where the algorithm reaches the best value in the test set. The
best value refers to the optimal result achieved by all compar-
ison algorithms on that instance in 20 independent runs. Note
that No.best, unless otherwise specified, refers to the data in
the column headed Best in the tables, even though No.best has
also data in the columns headed Ave(std). Ave.PDR refers to
the value of the average performance degradation ratio (PDR)
of the algorithm over all instances in the instance set. PDR is
calculated as (TC1 − TC2)/TC2 ∗ 100%, where TC1 is the av-
erage cost value of the algorithm on that instance, and TC2 is
the lower bound or the best value of all compared algorithms on
that instance. Ave.Time refers to the average time spent by the
algorithm on all instances in this test set. Therefore, the smaller
the values of Ave.PDR and Ave.Time, the better.

In Tables 1-9, the columns headed Ave(std), Best, and Time
stand for average results (standard deviations), best results, and
average computation time (in seconds) over 20 independent
runs, respectively. In addition, the columns headed |R| pro-
vide the number of tasks in the instances. According to the
method in [9], the lower bounds of gdb and egl in the static
test set are still the lower bounds of gdb and egl in the 2LP
and 3LP. Therefore the columns headed LB provide the lower
bounds found so far for the instances, which were collected
from [2, 9, 22, 19, 50–52].

4.2. Results related to RQ1

This section is mainly to verify whether MAENS-GN signif-
icantly improves the solution quality on the test sets in the 2LP.

From Tables 1-2 and the solution quality metrics, i.e., w-d-l,
No.best and Ave.PDR, it can be seen that MAENS-GN is signif-
icantly better than VND in terms of average values, best values
and proximity to the lower bounds on the small-scale gdb and
larger-scale egl test sets in the 2LP. For example, the w-d-l value
of VND on the gdb set in the 2LP is 23-0-0, which means that
the average values of MAENS-GN on all 23 instances of the
gdb set in the 2LP are significantly better than those of VND.
However, for Ave.Time, MAENS-GN is more time-consuming
than VND. For a fairer comparison, VND* also participated in
the comparison. It can be seen from Tables 1-2 that when VND
runs for more time, i.e., the runtime of MAENS-GN, the effect
becomes better. For instance, on the gdb set in the 2LP, the
Ave.PDR values of VND and VND* are 10.82% and 8.74%,
respectively, which is an improvement of 2.08%. However,
MAENS-GN still maintains its superiority. The small standard
deviation values for MAENS-GN indicate good robustness.

The experiments reveal that MAENS-GN significantly out-
performs VND and VND* on both small-scale gdb test set and
larger-scale egl test set for w-d-l, No.best, and Ave.PDR, sug-
gesting that MAENS-GN significantly improves the solution
quality in the 2LP. The main reason why MAENS-GN can out-
performs VND and VND* may be that the search performance

of MAENS is better than that of VND. The inclusion of vari-
ous search operators, such as Merge-split, helps to improve the
performance of MAENS-GN. In addition, the novel initializa-
tion method makes the effect better. However, it is noted that
MAENS-GN is more time-consuming than VND, primarily due
to the higher time complexity of operators like Merge-split.

4.3. Results related to RQ2
This section mainly verifies the performance of MAENS-GN

on both small-scale and larger-scale instances in the 3LP. Addi-
tionally, the contribution of GSS and NCS to the performance
of MAENS-GN is examined.

Because the comparison algorithms were run on different
computers, the runtime needs to be normalized. So about
the time values of CG, they were converted according to the
types of computers. The computer processor used for CG in
[8] was the 400 MHz UltraSparc II, while the computer used
for MAENS-GN and VND-GN was Intel(R) Xeon(R) Plat-
inum 9242 CPU @ 2.30GHz. To make a fair comparison,
all the time values of CG in [8] were divided by 5.75 (i.e.,
2.3GHz/400MHz), then added to Tables 3-5. In Table 5, CG
could not get results on many instances due to memory or time
constraints, denoted by “-”. These instances are not involved in
the calculation, such as Ave.PDR and Ave.Time. Although CG,
being an exact algorithm, outperforms MAENS-GN in terms
of the solution quality (since CG can find optimal solutions),
MAENS-GN significantly reduces runtime. For example, the
average runtimes of CG and MAENS-GN on S olomon-25 were
626.115 and 13.875, respectively, which results in a reduc-
tion of approximately 45 times in runtime. The reason why
MAENS-GN is faster than CG is mainly because MAENS-GN
is a stochastic approximate algorithm, which only needs to get
some good approximate and feasible solutions. While CG is
an exact algorithm, which needs to find the optimal solution,
the search accuracy and time complexity are generally higher.
Therefore, the search speed of MAENS-GN is generally faster.

As can be seen from Tables 3-8, in terms of solution quality
metrics w-d-l, No.best, and Ave.PDR, MAENS-GN is signifi-
cantly better than VND-GN in the S olomon-25, S olomon-35,
S olomon-40, gdb, egl and, real-world jd test sets in the 3LP.
For example, on the jd set, the w-d-l value of VND-GN is 16-
0-0, indicating that the average values of MAENS-GN on all
16 instances in the jd set are significantly better than those of
VND-GN. However on Ave.Time, MAENS-GN is worse than
VND-GN. For a fairer comparison, VND-GN* is compared on
the small-scale gdb test set and the larger-scale egl test set in the
3LP in Tables 6-7. It can be seen that as the runtime increases,
the performance of VND-GN improves. For example, on the
gdb set in the 3LP in Table 6, the Ave.PDR values of VND-GN
and VND-GN* are 45.22% and 39.27%, respectively, which
indicates an improvement of about 6%. Despite this improve-
ment, MAENS-GN remains better than VND-GN*.

In the comparison between MAENS and MAENS-GN, as
well as between VND and VND-GN, presented in Tables 6-
7, it is observed that GSS and NCS have greatly improved
the performance of both MAENS and VND. For example, it
can be seen from Table 6 that the Ave.PDR values of MAENS
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Table 8: Results on the jd benchmark test set in the 3LP in terms of costs of solutions. For each instance, the average performance of an algorithm is indicated in
bold if it is the best among all comparison algorithms. “‡” and “†” indicate MAENS-GN performs significantly better than and equivalently to the corresponding
algorithm based on 20 independent runs according to the Wilcoxon rank-sum test with significant level p = 0.05, respectively.

Instances |R| MAENS-GN VND-GN

Ave(std) Best Time Ave(std) Best Time

jd-50-1 50 3268.2(11.80) 3252.8 79.554 3386.7(18.44)‡ 3334.1 1.872

jd-50-2 50 3593.8(32.80) 3546.0 87.707 3690.6(40.37)‡ 3612.0 10.185

jd-50-3 50 3363.5(8.92) 3342.0 51.834 3484.1(37.69)‡ 3423.0 1.677

jd-50-4 50 3580.2(28.08) 3514.1 50.784 3710.0(38.18)‡ 3672.0 9.003

jd-100-1 100 6234.8(18.29) 6211.0 569.377 6411.4(47.80)‡ 6348.0 18.275

jd-100-2 100 6186.2(25.71) 6117.0 555.759 6383.2(55.38)‡ 6308.0 17.363

jd-100-3 100 5876.3(33.83) 5822.2 561.251 6194.8(48.66)‡ 6088.2 13.642

jd-100-4 100 6280.4(33.85) 6213.0 552.321 6467.9(67.47)‡ 6317.0 16.815

jd-150-1 150 8992.4(36.63) 8916.9 1584.547 9316.4(74.51)‡ 9186.0 97.842

jd-150-2 150 9298.0(56.46) 9188.0 1598.263 9712.7(54.72)‡ 9605.0 106.934

jd-150-3 150 9277.6(63.22) 9131.0 1544.837 9644.1(84.76)‡ 9453.6 95.801

jd-150-4 150 9188.0(40.36) 9080.0 1479.287 9380.8(88.57)‡ 9205.0 62.927

jd-200-1 200 10865.5(52.49) 10755.4 3260.699 11442.5(116.23)‡ 11074.9 114.503

jd-200-2 200 10866.2(45.73) 10770.1 3311.978 11351.7(72.46)‡ 11190.3 122.243

jd-200-3 200 11727.0(35.86) 11658.0 3018.696 12117.7(124.04)‡ 11870.6 225.431

jd-200-4 200 11529.8(52.23) 11440.0 3052.575 11767.8(107.15)‡ 11593.0 135.499

w-d-l - - - - 16-0-0 - -

No.best - 0 16 - 0 0 -

Ave.PDR - 0.00% - - 3.58% - -

Ave.Time - - - 1334.967 - - 65.626

and MAENS-GN are 638.86% and 37.38%, respectively, which
indicates that GSS and NCS improved MAENS by about 17
times. It can also be seen that the difference between MAENS-
GN and VND-GN is almost equal to the difference between
MAENS and VND on Ave.PDR. For example, on the egl set
in the 3LP in Table 7, the Ave.PDR values of VND-GN and
MAENS-GN are 10.95% and 5.74%, respectively, and the dif-
ference is 5.21%. The Ave.PDR values of VND and MAENS
are 14.14% and 9.50%, respectively, and the difference is
4.64%. This shows that the reason why MAENS-GN is better
than VND-GN is largely due to the fact that MAENS is better
than VND.

In summary, MAENS-GN demonstrates excellent results
across the small-scale, larger-scale, or real-world test sets in
the 3LP. Moreover, GSS and NCS have greatly enhanced the
performance of MAENS-GN.

4.4. Effectiveness of the novel initialization strategy

This section aims to investigate a question: Is the novel ini-
tialization strategy in MAENS superior to the original initial-
ization strategy? Here, two algorithms are compared, namely
MAENS with the original initialization strategy (here repre-
sented as MAENS) and MAENS with the novel initialization
strategy (here represented as MAENS*). The larger-scale egl
test set in the 2LP was used. Ave.CD and Ave.PDR were used
as the metrics on the test set. Ave.CD represents the aver-
age CD on all instances. CD, representing the cost difference
from the lower bound (i.e., LB) on an instance, is expressed as
CD = (cost − LB).

In Table 9, the Ave.CD values of MAENS* and MAENS are
482.28 and 498.18, respectively, with a difference of 15.9. This

observation indicates that the novel initialization strategy en-
hances the cost value of the algorithm by 15.9 on each instance
on average. Turning to Ave.PDR, the values of MAENS* and
MAENS are 4.18% and 4.32%, respectively, with a difference
of 0.14%. This shows that the novel initialization strategy im-
proves the algorithm by 0.14% on Ave.PDR.

Through the aforementioned experiments, it is evident that,
on the larger-scale egl test set in the 2LP, the novel initializa-
tion strategy has visible improvements to the proposed algo-
rithm in terms of the average costs of the solutions. However,
experiments, conducted on the small-scale gdb test set in the
2LP, did not exhibit substantial improvement with the novel ini-
tialization strategy, and the results are not presented here. The
main reason behind this observation may be that, as the num-
ber of the tasks increases, the quality of the initialized solu-
tions deteriorates when using the original initialization strategy.
MAENS with the original initialization strategy already demon-
strates satisfactory results on the small-scale gdb test set in the
2LP, making the impact of the operation for the time-dependent
characteristics less apparent. However, on the larger-scale egl
test set, the effectiveness of the original initialization strategy
diminishes. At this time, the incorporation of targeted opera-
tions for time-dependent characteristics proves to enhance the
effect of the initialization strategy. It is worth mentioning why
experiments were not conducted on the test sets in the 3LP, such
as the gdb and egl sets in the 3LP. One reason is due to space
limitations. Of course, the main reason is that the original/novel
initialization strategy is embedded in the algorithm in the first
stage of MAENS-GN, i.e., MAENS, and assessing the effect of
MAENS provides a more direct perspective. Additionally, as
indicated in Section 4.3, the superiority of MAENS-GN over
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Table 9: Comparison between MAENS* and MAENS on the egl benchmark test set in the 3LP in terms of costs of solutions.
Instances |R| LB MAENS* MAENS Instances |R| LB MAENS* MAENS

egl-e1-A 51 3548 3550.6 3549.2 egl-s1-A 75 5018 5145.9 5178.2

egl-e1-B 51 4498 4576.9 4575.7 egl-s1-B 75 6388 6576.6 6576.6
egl-e1-C 51 5595 5677.6 5679.8 egl-s1-C 75 8518 8783.8 8803.6

egl-e2-A 72 5018 5102.4 5116.9 egl-s2-A 147 9825 10490.1 10514.6

egl-e2-B 72 6317 6424.9 6442.9 egl-s2-B 147 13017 13887.2 13903.4

egl-e2-C 72 8335 8599.0 8597.1 egl-s2-C 147 16425 17392.6 17399.6

egl-e3-A 87 5898 6099.4 6047.4 egl-s3-A 159 10165 10733.0 10800.9

egl-e3-B 87 7744 8040.6 8032.0 egl-s3-B 159 13648 14418.0 14490.4

egl-e3-C 87 10244 10460.6 10462.4 egl-s3-C 159 17188 18269.3 18279.0

egl-e4-A 98 6408 6710.6 6729.0 egl-s4-A 190 12153 13197.1 13193.5
egl-e4-B 98 8935 9329.9 9337.2 egl-s4-B 190 16113 17260.1 17302.6

egl-e4-C 98 11512 11992.6 12004.3 egl-s4-C 190 20430 21796.0 21880.0

Ave.CD - - - - - - - 482.28 498.18

Ave.PDR - - - - - - - 4.18% 4.32%

VND-GN is primarily attributed to the superiority of MAENS
over VND. This insight suggests that an improvement in the
effect of MAENS generally leads to the improvement of perfor-
mance of MAENS-GN on the test sets in the 3LP. Therefore, it
is not really necessary to conduct experiments on the test sets
in the 3LP either.

5. Conclusion and future work

Experiments were conducted on the modified standard test
sets and a real-world test set, which demonstrates excellent
results for MAENS-GN. Specifically, the proposed algorithm,
i.e., MAENS-GN, has effectively addressed two research ques-
tions, which indicates that two existing limitations are ad-
dressed in this field.

In the optimization of the vehicle departure time, this pa-
per conducts a detailed analysis of the relationship between the
route cost and the vehicle departure time in various scenarios.
Based on the analyzed relationship, tailored methods are em-
ployed in different scenarios to optimize the vehicle departure
time, which thereby avoids the waste of calculation time and
lack of accuracy of the obtained departure time caused by using
a uniform method. Furthermore, in the routing stage, a special-
ized operation for time-dependent characteristics is introduced
to the initialization strategy to improve its effectiveness.

Despite its significant advantages, MAENS-GN also has
some shortcomings. Firstly, MAENS-GN exhibits high time
consumption. Secondly, although many solutions obtained by
MAENS-GN reach the lower bounds of the instances in the
2LP, there remains a discernible gap from the lower bounds
of the instances in the 3LP. Consequently, our next work fo-
cuses on reducing the time consumption of the algorithm and
enhancing the solution quality in the 3LP. One way to improve
solution quality in the 3LP can be as follows. With the reduc-
tion of time consumption of MAENS-GN, the algorithms in the
two stages of MAENS-GN, i.e., MAENS and GSS (or NCS),
can be iterated multiple times to further enhance the quality of
the solutions in the 3LP.
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