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Abstract

Nowadays, with advanced information technologies deployed citywide, large data volumes and powerful compu-
tational resources are intelligentizing modern city development. As an important part of intelligent transportation,
route recommendation and its applications are widely used, directly influencing citizens’ travel habits. Developing
smart and efficient travel routes based on big data (possibly multi-modal) has become a central challenge in route
recommendation research. Our survey offers a comprehensive review of route recommendation work based on urban
computing. It is organized by the following three parts: 1) Methodology-wise. We categorize a large volume of tradi-
tional machine learning and modern deep learning methods. Also, we discuss their historical relations and reveal the
edge-cutting progress. 2) Application-wise. We present numerous novel applications related to route commendation
within urban computing scenarios. 3) We discuss current problems and challenges and envision several promising
research directions. We believe that this survey can help relevant researchers quickly familiarize themselves with the
current state of route recommendation research and then direct them to future research trends.
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1. Introduction

The world has witnessed a vigorous development
of information technologies such as electronic devices,
data storage, and the 5G Internet, which enable vari-
ous information systems to record vast spatio-temporal
data regarding citizens’ trajectories [1]. These data re-
flect people’s activities such as daily commutes, travels,
and gatherings. Meanwhile, people living in the big data
era also demand for more intelligent route recommenda-
tions when facing richer travel options [2]. How to de-
sign smart, efficient, and personalized travel routes with
provided navigation services is of great research and
practical value for developing modern travel schemes.

Route recommendation or planning is key to many
route-based applications such as navigation, deliver-
ies, and travel planning [13]. The main goal is to de-
sign routes that can be realized on a given transporta-
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tion network with certain travel requirements. This
has long been a very active research area. Traditional
search-based algorithms (e.g. Dijkstra and tree-based
searches) [14] convert a given physical space into an
abstracted graph structure, where nodes represent lo-
cations and edges connections. The edges are further
defined with weights that reflect certain travel costs.
Then, given a set of nodes and some travel constraints, a
search algorithm returns desired routes that can traverse
through the queried nodes. While such exact search al-
gorithms can provide very optimal solutions, they often
do not scale up well. Therefore, heuristic search algo-
rithms (e.g. A*[15], LPA* [16]) and machine learn-
ing methods based on approximate optimization have
emerged. The main advantage is that they typically
avoid processing global or exact information, and thus
end up with an acceptable sub-optimal solution but with
a significant improvement in search efficiency. More
recently, route recommendation algorithms have expe-
rienced a revolution brought by deep learning. With the
advances in data storage and computing technologies,
deep learning [17] prevails and has demonstrated much
stronger data representation and knowledge extraction
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Table 1: A summary of survey articles related to route recommendation.

Title Category Reference

A Survey of Traffic Data Visualization
Data Visualization;

[3]
Visual Analysis

A Survey on Trajectory Data Mining: Techniques and Applications
Trajectory Data;

[4]
Applications Analysis

Beyond the Shortest Route: A Survey on Quality-Aware Route Route Navigation;
[5]

Navigation for Pedestrians Applications Scenario

Deep Learning for Spatio-Temporal Data Mining: A Survey
Spatio-Temporal Data;

[6]
Applications Analysis

Designing Mobile Application Messages To Impact Route Choice: Mobile Messages;
[7]

A Survey And Simulation Study Impact Route Choice

Mobile Recommender Systems in Tourism
Mobile Tourism;

[8]
Tour Planning

Online Delivery Route Recommendation in Spatial Crowdsourcing
Route Recommendation;

[9]
Spatial Crowdsourcing

Route Guidance and Information Systems
Route Navigation;

[10]
Driver Behaviour Models

Route Search and Planning: A Survey
Route Matching;

[11]
Route Planning

Stochastic Dynamic Vehicle Routing in The Light of Prescriptive Vehicle Routing;
[12]

Analytics: A Review Prescriptive Analytics

abilities. It enables dealing with more complex route
recommendation problems that are large-scale, multi-
objective, and personalized-oriented with multi-source,
multi-modal contextual information [18]. Therefore,
how the traditional machine learning approaches and
the modern methodologies are inherently connected and
improved, and what novel applications have been con-
ceived need a thorough review from new perspectives.

Our survey of route recommendation mainly focuses
on the work that is conducted within the context of
urban computing [19], where most of the applications
flourish. To start, we first searched for survey arti-
cles that are broadly related to route recommendation,
as shown in Table 1. But we find that most surveys
have only briefly mentioned urban computing scenarios
for route recommendation, without providing a deeper
understanding of the data and methods. The most re-
lated surveys to our scope of review are by Siriaraya et
al. [5] and Li et al. [11]. Siriaraya et al. [5] intro-
duced route recommendation from the perspective of
navigation systems and classified them based on their
proposed SWEEP classification standard. It also pro-
vided an overview of various data sources, algorithms,
and evaluation methods for implementing quality-aware
path navigation systems. Li et al. mainly focused on
search-based methods for route recommendation tasks
from the perspective of trajectory data [11]. It elab-
orated on data storage techniques for trajectories and

presented a few matching methods among trajectories,
thus having touched on the fundamentals of route rec-
ommendation. However, none of the abovementioned
surveys concentrate on modern route recommendation
work, so our survey aims to fill this gap. Most of
the papers reviewed in this survey were published in
well-known international conferences (e.g. SIGKDD,
SIGSPATIAL, NeurIPS, ICLR, ICML, KDD, WWW,
IJCAI, and VLDB) and journals (e.g. ACM or IEEE
Transactions, Elsevier or Springer journals) in various
research fields of artificial intelligence, big data, data
mining, and network.

Our survey provides a comprehensive review of route
recommendation methods and applications based on
urban computing scenarios [19]. We survey existing
work from both traditional machine learning and mod-
ern deep learning perspectives. Our contributions are
threefold:

1. We present an overview of route recommendation
research work, from its early development to the
current state and future trends. We stand at the
viewpoint of urban computing [19], which is a new
interdisciplinary field that aims to improve urban
life with big data and ubiquitous computing.

2. We categorize and compare a wide range of
methodologies and applications of route recom-
mendation. We cover both classical machine learn-
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Figure 1: A route recommendation task. A user specifies a travel plan defined by departure time, source location, destination, and other preferences,
and an algorithm outputs a desired route recommendation that satisfies the query.

ing methods such as collaborative filtering, matrix
factorization, and Markov models as well as mod-
ern deep learning approaches such as graph neu-
ral networks, attention mechanisms, and generative
models. We also demonstrate many recent novel
applications of route recommendation, e.g., per-
sonalized travel planning, traffic optimization, and
urban exploration.

3. We summarize existing challenges and limitations
of route recommendation and envision several
promising future directions. For example, incor-
porating multi-modal data, enhancing user privacy,
exploiting social and environmental factors, and
integrating with large models.

The structure of this survey is organized below. Sec-
tion 2 gives a brief introduction of the background,
problem definitions, and evaluation metrics for route
recommendation. Section 3 overviews traditional ma-
chine learning route recommendation methods. Sec-
tion 4 reviews and classifies modern route recommen-
dation works based on deep learning. Following that,
Section 5 demonstrates different categories of route rec-
ommendation applications. And finally, Section6 dis-
cusses current open problems and points out the future
research directions.

2. Background

In this section, we provide an overview of the back-
ground. Route recommendation is a crucial function in

various applications such as navigation systems, logis-
tics, and travel planning. In our survey, we stand from
the perspective of urban computing, which is a new in-
terdisciplinary field that leverages big data and ubiqui-
tous computing to improve urban life. In the following,
we formally introduce the definitions, algorithms, and
evaluation metrics of route recommendation.

2.1. What is Route Recommendation?

A route recommendation task aims to provide a suit-
able route for a user based on their travel constraints and
preferences. Figure 1 illustrates an example of this task.
Here, a user needs to visit a hospital nearby and then
continue to stop by a friend’s home. A route recom-
mendation model takes such a query as input and out-
puts one or more desired routes that satisfy the user’s
requirements. This is a basic route recommendation
process, but more complicated queries can be further
extended. Below are formal definitions associated with
route recommendation.

Definition 1. A road network is a directed graph G =<
V, E, I >, where V represents a set of nodes, E a set of
edges, and I the graph information. Let |V | represent
the number of nodes, and |E| the number of all edges.
Then, V = {v1, v2, . . . , v|V |} and each ei j ∈ E represents
an edge that directly connects vi and v j. ei j can be a
scalar or a vector storing different types of weights. I
optionally contains the graph information such as addi-
tional edge information, transitional probabilities, and
node features.
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Figure 2: A graph abstraction of a road network.

Figure 2 shows a simple urban traffic road network
with seven nodes and nine edges. In this example, all
edges are bidirectional and only one direction is marked
out. Note that G is built from knowledge and/or from
data. Minimally, G should have V and E defined; but
more recently, graphs are built from various types of
data, and thus a graph may contain much richer infor-
mation. As a result, the basic definition of G =< V, E >
becomes insufficient, so we add a generic field I that can
store such additional graph information.

Definition 2. A route r is defined as a sequence of di-
rectly connected nodes. r(s, d) = [v(1), v(2), . . . , v(k)],
where v(1) = s is the starting node, and v(k) = d is the
destination node. Note that if v(i) = vx and v(i+1) = vy,
then it implies that exy ∈ E (direct connection). We fur-
ther denote all the routes traversing from node s to node
d as R(s, d), i.e. r(s, d) ∈ R(s, d).

We define routes by graph nodes, as shown in Def-
inition 2. Other literature also uses edges to represent
routes. For example, the route r = {v1, v6, v7, v4} in Fig-
ure 2 can be written as r = {e16, e67, e74}.

Definition 3. A user’s query is defined as a tuple q =<
s, d, o >, where s and d represent the start node and
the end node respectively, and o includes other optional
information like travel preferences. We use q.s, q.d, and
q.o to denote the corresponding fields in q.

A route recommendation algorithm (Definition 4)
aims to find the optimal route(s) that meets the user’s
query q (Definition 3). Besides q.s and q.d, the op-
tional information q.o can contain departure time, a set
of waypoints, a maximum travel cost, and so on. Such
additional information often serves as the constraints of
the optimization objectives.

Definition 4. A route recommendation algorithm (or
model) returns the most probable route r∗ that satisfies
a user’s query q based on a network G:

r∗ = arg max
r∈R(q.s, q.d)

P(r | q,G)

Definition 4 defines the optimality from the proba-
bilistic view, though other types of optimality may also
be adopted (see subsection 2.2). The probabilistic mea-
sure of optimality is widely used and is a natural choice
for many modern methodologies, most of which are
data-driven methods. Hence, the probabilistic formu-
lation can be defined based on data, for example, traffic
flows among a network. Given such a setting, often by
assuming appropriate probabilistic independence, the
probability of the whole sequence of r can be decom-
posed as multiplications of step-wise probabilities. As
shown by Equation (1), P(r) can be computed as the
multiplication of transitional probabilities P(v(i+1) | v(i)),
which are pre-defined in the given graph G.

P(r | q,G) =
k−1∏
i=1

P
(
v(i+1) | v(i); q,G

)
(1)

Similarly, when using edges to represent routes, Equa-
tion (1) can be equivalently rewritten as follows:

P(r | q,G) =
k′−1∏
i=1

P
(
e(i+1) | e(i); q,G

)
(2)

To find r∗, one can compute all the P(r) for every
r ∈ R(s, d) and return the optimal one. However, this
can yield factorial computation complexity. In prac-
tice, people often adopt dynamic programming to solve
this problem (even the global optimality may no longer
hold). That is, finding the optimal r∗ is reduced to
finding a sequence of step-wise optimals. Formally, let
v∗(1) = s, then the next optimal node v∗(i+1) transitioning
from v∗(i) is the one that has the maximum transitional
probability:

v∗(i+1) = arg max
v∈{v∗(i)’s neighbor}

P(v | v∗(i); q,G) (3)

Then, the optimal nodes [v∗(1), v
∗
(2), . . . ] comprise the op-

timal r∗:

r∗ = arg max
[v1,v2,... ]

∏
i

P(v(i+1) | v∗(i); q,G) (4)

To optimize the above maximum probability function,
one can transform it into a sum of negative log proba-
bilities and find the minimal:

r∗ = arg min
[v1,v2,... ]

∑
i

− log P(v(i+1) | v∗(i); q,G) (5)
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2.2. Evaluation Metrics

To evaluate routes returned by an algorithm, there are
a few commonly used metrics. Most of them are su-
pervised, meaning that an algorithm-found route r∗ is
compared to r̃, which is a ‘true label’ or ‘golden route’,
defined differently by situations. Note that these met-
rics can also be used to define optimality in a model,
provided the training data are labeled.
Edit distance. Edit distance, or Lev distance, named
after Levenshtein, was proposed by Ristad and Yiani-
los [20], which refers to the minimum number of edit-
ing operations required to convert one string to another.
In our setting, it can be used to measure the difference
between r∗ and r̃. In Definition 2, a route is defined as
a sequence of nodes, so we denote by r[i] (1 ≤ i ≤ k)
the i-th node of r. Let the edit distance between r∗ and
r̃ be denoted by Lev(r∗, r̃). One can use dynamic pro-
gramming to compute Lev(r∗, r̃), of which the recursive
calculation is defined as follows:

Levr∗ ,r̃(i, j) =



max(i, j) if i ∗ j = 0

min


Levr∗ ,r̃(i − 1, j) + 1

Levr∗ ,r̃(i, j − 1) + 1

Levr∗ ,r̃(i − 1, j − 1) + 1(r∗[i],r̃[ j])

otherwise

(6)

Precision. Precision measures the percentage of the
number of overlapped nodes between the nodes in r∗

and the nodes in r̃ over the number of nodes in r̃. Let
r∗ ∩ r̃ = {v | v ∈ r∗ ∧ v ∈ r̃}, then precision is defined as:

Precision =
|r∗ ∩ r̃|
|r̃|

(7)

Recall. Recall measures the percentage of the number
of overlapped nodes over the number of nodes in r∗ in-
stead:

Recall =
|r∗ ∩ r̃|
|r∗|

(8)

F1 score. F1 score simultaneously considers precision
(P) and recall (R) and is in fact a harmonic average of
precision and recall:

F1 =
2 ∗ P ∗ R

P + R
(9)

3. Machine Learning Methods for Route Recom-
mendation

We start with reviewing traditional route recommen-
dation algorithms and broadly name them as machine
learning (ML) methods, in contrast to modern deep

learning methods. Typically, ML-based methods aim to
find optimal routes according to a given objective (of-
ten single-objective), such as minimum distance, time,
or cost. These algorithms, methods, or models can
be roughly categorized into five groups: search-based,
probability-based, biomimetic-based, clustering-based,
and constraint-based. Many of these methods originated
from the field of robotics, where automatic pathfinding
tasks are crucial. Later, they were adapted and applied
to various other domains such as urban road finding and
navigation. In the following subsections, we will dis-
cuss the representative methods and their extensions for
each group.

3.1. Search-based Methods
Search-based methods work by exploring all possible

paths from one node to the other, and meanwhile, filter-
ing out the paths that fail to satisfy the given constraints
such as a maximum distance or cost. A search tree can
often be built to construct the search space, and many
search algorithms may apply, such as recursive search,
dynamic programming, branch and bound method, etc.
Search-based algorithms are usually simple and optimal
but can also be inefficient. They are not suited to deal
with large networks with dynamic changes.

The early concept of route recommendation orig-
inated from data structure textbooks. For instance,
Drozdek [21] introduced breadth-first search (BFS) and
depth-first search (DFS) algorithms, which are the basic
search methods for graph-structured data. Moreover, to
find the optimal paths that achieve a predefined criterion
(e.g. shortest path), Floyd’s algorithm and Dijkstra’s
algorithm are the classic methods, but they also suffer
from a computational complexity of O(N3) for finding
optimal paths between any pair of nodes in a graph.

The abovementioned algorithms are called exact
methods since they traverse through all the nodes and
paths. However, this can be computationally intractable
for large networks. To avoid exhaustive searches,
Lester [15] proposed A*, which employs a heuristic
search function that guides searches to the optimal di-
rections. For example, consider a cost function F(x) =
g(x) + h(x) for finding a shortest path, where g(x) is
the shortest distance traveled from the source node vs

to vx, and h(x) is the add-on heuristic function that es-
timates the distance from vx to the destination node vd.
Having such an h(x), the algorithm can avoid finding
the smallest g(x) for every node but is instead, guided
to find those nodes with small h(x). Despite this ef-
ficiency improvement, one must be warned that good
heuristics may not be easy to design as it requires good
‘pre-knowledge’ of the problem.
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Table 2: Classification of Route Recommendation methods

Category of methods Refined classification References

Machine Learning Methods

Search-based methods [21] [22] [23] [24] [25] [26] [27] [28] [29]
[30] [31] [32] [33] [34] [35] [36] [37] [38]
[39] [40] [41] [42] [15] [16]

Probability-based methods [43] [44] [45] [46] [47] [48] [49] [50]

Biomimetic methods [51] [52] [53] [54]

Clustering-based methods [55] [56] [57] [58] [59] [60] [61]

Constraint-based methods [62] [63] [64] [65] [66] [56] [67] [68] [69]
[70] [71] [72]

Deep Learning Methods

Hybrid methods [73] [74] [75] [76] [77] [78] [79] [80] [81] [13]

Sequence-based methods [74] [75] [82] [77] [81] [83] [73] [84] [85] [86]
[87] [88] [89] [90] [91]

Graph-based methods [74] [92] [75] [82] [93] [94] [76] [78] [79] [81]

Multi-modal methods [85] [86] [95] [96] [97] [98] [99] [100] [101]
[102] [103] [104] [105] [106] [107] [108] [109]

Reinforced learning methods [110] [111] [112] [13] [93] [80] [113] [114]

So far, we have implicitly assumed static graphs. But
in practice, urban road accessibility can change over
time due to road work, accidents, public events, etc.
How to dynamically generate an alternative path is crit-
ical to real-time applications. To address this problem,
Ebendt and Drechsler [22] proposed a weighted A* al-
gorithm, which considers the difference between the es-
timated distance and the actual distance, and they trade
off the optimality of A* for faster computation speed
and real-time route recommendation. Likhachev et
al. [23] developed ARA*, which is another weighted A*
algorithm. They iteratively compute the optimal path
by search step and optimization step until the weighted
value α is reduced to one. Stentz [24] proposed the
D* algorithm that improves A* in real-time situations.
The D* algorithm maintains the latest state informa-
tion for nodes and path accessibility for edges such that
the recommended paths are both accessible and optimal.
Koenig et al. [16] introduced the LPA* algorithm based
on A*. The LPA* algorithm can adapt to changes in the
graph by updating the g value during every search pe-
riod and making necessary corrections. Similar to A*,
LPA* also uses heuristic functions that are derived from
the lower bound cost of the path from a given node to
the destination. Later, Koenig and Likhachev [25] im-
proved the LPA* algorithm by using dynamic program-
ming to adapt to sudden changes of urban road condi-

tions.

The rapid expansion of cities and urban road net-
works imposes an increasing demand for real-time com-
puting. Therefore, efficient storage and computation
methods for live searches are needed. Sanders and
Schultes [26, 27] proposed the Highway Hierarchies
(HH) algorithm optimized for practical applications.
The main contribution is that HH reduces the size of
network data when preprocessing directed graph struc-
tures, thus saving storage and improving computation
speed. Geisberger et al. [28] introduced the Contrac-
tion Hierarchies (CH) algorithm, which searches and
recommends the fastest path based on real-time travel
time using heuristic functions. The system developed
by Delling et al. [29] can support multiple types of opti-
mization objectives for route recommendations in larger
map structures, and their methods using overlay topol-
ogy and parallel computing methods can speed up real-
time searches and responses.

To close this subsection, we mention a few recent
works that are characterized by the classic search-based
methods. Mohdnord et al. [31] applied the A* algorithm
to the development of an ambulance routing system,
which achieved faster and more efficient recommenda-
tions. Gareau et al. [32] used path generation techniques
to reduce the travel time of electric vehicles by search-
ing for charging stations with less waiting time. Chen et
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al. [34] developed two parallel algorithms, fully split
parallel search (FSPS) and group split parallel search
(GSPS), which used pruning techniques to deal with
network expansions. Hacker et al. [36] proposed an al-
gorithm that searched over all the paths that satisfy the
length constraints and generated their k subsets as can-
didate results. Chen et al. [38] studied online route plan-
ning problems based on time-dependent road networks.
They proposed two effective heuristic algorithms and
accelerated them by using indexing techniques. Finally,
Fitzgerald and Banaei-Kashani [39] dealt with planning
problems in a fully algorithmic routing scenario and
proposed an algorithm that incorporated the impact of
in-route replanning actions on the overall network per-
formance.

3.2. Probability-based Methods
Generally speaking, large graphs with complete sets

of nodes and edges can still be hard to search, even en-
hanced with heuristics or pruning techniques. There-
fore, sampling-based methods have been proposed,
which essentially trade off search completeness for
probabilistic completeness. In other words, graphs or
routes can be sampled in part for construction. For ex-
ample, Lavalle [43] developed a Probabilistic Road Map
(PRM), which constructs a path network in a complex
environment by random sampling (transforms the con-
tinuous space into a discrete one) and then performs
path planning on the sampled network to improve search
efficiency in high-dimensional spaces. Besides, the fol-
lowing works, falling in the RRT family, are methods
that sample paths. First, Lavalle and Kuffner [44] pro-
posed the Rapidly-exploring Random Tree (RRT) algo-
rithm, which is a single-query algorithm that quickly
finds a feasible path from the start point to the end
point by random exploring. Its search process resem-
bles a tree growing and expanding in different direc-
tions. Kuffner and LaValle [45] later introduced the
RRT-Connect algorithm, which can be considered as a
bidirectional expansion of two RRT trees. The two trees
grow from the start/end point respectively, and they to-
gether generate a path when they connect. Karaman and
Frazzoli [46] proposed RRT*, which is an asymptoti-
cally optimal algorithm. RRT* works similarly to RRT,
except that RRT* has a reconnection process when se-
lecting a parent node for a newly added node vnew. In-
stead of using the original parent node that generates
vnew, RRT* selects a new parent vpa within a neighbor
of vnew that has the smallest path cost from vpa to vnew.

Several other works similarly used probabilistic mod-
els to recommend routes (particularly, driving paths in
urban situations). Chen et al. [47] adopted the Viterbi

algorithm to find the most probable path with the high-
est random-walk probability and also used integer linear
programming to avoid repeated traversal of the same
paths. Qu et al. [48] established a probabilistic net-
work model using Kalman Filtering to predict the num-
ber of passengers in need of taxis at each location. They
considered load balancing between passengers and taxis
and introduced the shortest expected cruising distance
to determine the potential cruising distance of taxis.
Qian et al. [49] modeled the optimal driving process
as a Markov Decision Process (MDP) and solved the
MDP problem to obtain the optimal driving strategy for
taxi drivers. Rajan and Ravishankar [50] introduced a
tiering technique for Contraction and Edge Hierarchies
(CHs [28] and EHs [115]) to deal with stochastic route
planning problems. They developed Uncertain Contrac-
tion Hierarchies (UCHs) and Uncertain Edge Hierar-
chies (UEHs), which were shown to improve upon both
CH and EH when processing real-time stochastic rout-
ing queries.

3.3. Biomimetic Methods
Biological organisms have inspired many artificial in-

telligence applications including path planning. Among
them, one of the simplest forms of life is called
physarum polycephalum, a slime mold that belongs to
the amoeba species in the protozoa. This single-celled
organism exhibits an interesting phenomenon: on a flat
culture medium, its cellular growth path can provide
valuable insights for the design of planar transportation
networks [116]. Therefore, methods that observe, sum-
marize, and apply the rules of biological behaviors in
reality to route recommendation are collectively called
biomimetic methods.

Several studies have applied swarm intelligence and
genetic algorithms to personalized route recommenda-
tion. Zheng et al. [51] modeled the actual road net-
work using Arc Map and constructed a personalized
multi-constraint interest model based on an interest-
label matching method and a scoring function. Then
they proposed a neighborhood search algorithm and a
hybrid particle swarm genetic optimization algorithm to
recommend Top-K routes. Liu et al. [52] used genetic
algorithms to simulate the users’ personalized path se-
lection and the communication system between vehi-
cles. Nguyen and Jung [53] proposed a decentralized
traffic path system based on a new ant colony optimiza-
tion algorithm pheromone model and designed an auto-
matic negotiation technique in connected vehicle envi-
ronments. They introduced a reverse pheromone model
to generate repulsive forces between vehicles and pro-
vide negative feedback on congested roads. Liang et
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al. [54] designed an efficient spatio-temporal metric-
based routing recommendation scheme named RTS,
which uses a simulated annealing algorithm to achieve
real-time routing recommendations without much sacri-
fice of recommendation performance.

3.4. Clustering-based Methods

Clustering techniques are common useful tools for
data dimension reduction and pattern recognition. In
our route recommendation setting, clustering is usually
used for finding similar route preferences among dif-
ferent users and/or for detecting similar road network
structures and traffic flow patterns. By applying appro-
priate clustering techniques, the original problems can
be solved structurally on a smaller scale, thus improv-
ing the search efficiency.

Chen et al. [55] proposed a personalized navigation
recommendation method based on user preferences.
They first used a binary K-means algorithm to obtain
the initial user preferences and then used differential
perception to adaptively update preferences. Finally,
they quantified the road network individually based on
the user preferences and adopted the Tabu search al-
gorithm to obtain the optimal path. Li et al. [56] de-
signed a physics-guided energy consumption model for
path recommendation. They used K-means to aggre-
gate trajectories to the closest scene and in turn, updated
the signature of each scene based on the trajectories it
includes. Chen et al. [57] proposed a two-stage bidi-
rectional method for nighttime bus route planning. The
first stage was to gather densely populated hot spot ar-
eas and divide them into clusters. Then, they derived
search rules to construct a bus route map based on the
cluster-level information, thus achieving more efficient
bus route planning. Zhou et al. [58] proposed a tourism
route planning algorithm using a cluster-based iterative
search. By using the tourist’s residence as the clustering
center, the algorithm could output a one-way shortest
path from scenic spots to the clustering center. Then it
generated a complete binary tree that outputs the opti-
mal closed-loop route for tourism. Lou and Gu [59] im-
proved the traditional k-means clustering analysis algo-
rithm that relies less on the initial clustering centers and
applied the improved method to the design of intelli-
gent tourism route planning schemes. Yu and Yang [60]
used hierarchical clustering to find similar routing needs
and matched them with the most cost-efficient tourism
routes. Chen et al. [61] analyzed the social relationships
among users and obtained clusters in terms of friend-
ship. Then, they compared the trajectories of people in
the same cluster and recognized similar travel patterns.

In this way, they reduced the search space by clustering
and could recommend travel routes more efficiently.

3.5. Constraint-based Methods
Constraint-based methods explicitly take into ac-

count the route requirements or preferences of users and
model them as constraints in the optimization proce-
dure.

Qu et al. [62] designed a graphical representation of
road networks based on historical taxi GPS trajecto-
ries and formulated an objective function with practi-
cal constraints to evaluate the profit of different driving
routes. Salgado et al. [63] dealt with an indoor route
planning problem that is category-specific and multi-
criteria. They explicitly required that each planned
route must pass through at least one middle point in
each given category, which was added as a constraint to
the route search procedure. Huang et al. [64] proposed
a dynamic programming method for mobile sequential
recommendations for taxi drivers. Their method con-
sists of a pre-processing stage and an online search stage
where the former stage pre-computes potentially opti-
mal sequences from a set of pickup points, and the lat-
ter stage selects the optimal driving route based on the
pre-computed sequences. Such a two-stage optimiza-
tion process was demonstrated more efficient. Barth et
al. [66] proposed a route recommendation system for
cyclists, which incorporated three metrics (distance,
height gain, suitability for cycling) and could recom-
mend preferred routes to meet different cycling habits.
Li et al. [56] introduced a physics-guided energy con-
sumption (PEC) model based on lower-order physical
models, which estimates energy consumption as a func-
tion of vehicle parameters (such as mass and power-
train efficiency) and used this estimation for path se-
lection in their proposed dynamic programming algo-
rithm. Teng et al. [67] solved a joint optimization prob-
lem for POI recommendation, which maximizes the di-
versity of POIs within a certain travel budget such as a
distance/cost constraint. Cheng et al. [68] formulated
taxi routing problems based on electric fields. They
simulated taxis and passengers as electric charges and
modeled their relationships as attraction or repulsion.
Based on an urban transportation heat map, they pro-
posed a taxi routing method that mimics charge mo-
tions. Reza et al. [69] defined several optimization
problems with constraints for carpooling routes and stop
points planning. The goal of each problem is to mini-
mize the cost and time of individual travelers under var-
ious constraints. Rajan and Ravishankar [70] presented
a new EV modeling method to find the optimal balance
between travel time and energy consumption for electric
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vehicles. Their major contribution was to model energy
consumption accurately at lower temporal granularity
and then construct realistic vehicle speed profiles for
real-world routes. Lai et al. [71] applied Coulomb’s law
to urban transportation when modeling the relationship
between taxis and passengers and based on this physics
model, designed a new route recommendation frame-
work. Herschelman et al. [72] developed a method to
generate evacuation routes with minimized evacuation
time and the minimum number of movement conflicts.

4. Deep learning for Route Recommendation

Deep learning has become the mainstream for route
recommendation methods in recent years. Though neu-
ral network models have been researched for decades,
they are gradually becoming feasible for solving practi-
cal problems lately. This mainly benefits from the rapid
development of hardware such as CPU, GPU, and data
storage, which allow faster computation with large vol-
umes of data. Compared to traditional machine learning
methods, neural networks, especially deep models with
delicate structural designs, have huge potential to dis-
cover very complex relationships among data. So in this
section, we will see why and how deep learning meth-
ods prevail in route recommendation research.

4.1. Why Deep Learning for Route Recommendation?

The power of deep learning lies in its strong repre-
sentation ability, realized by comprising multiple lev-
els of non-linear data transformation layers [17]. With
properly designed structures, deep learning models can
extract very useful hidden knowledge behind data, ei-
ther realistic knowledge or statistical correlations. As
for route recommendation tasks, richer information, ei-
ther w.r.t data volumes or data types such as traffic/road
information, trajectories, or user activities, allow deep
models to learn novel and complex travel patterns of
people. And consequently, more satisfactory and per-
sonalized routes can be designed for individuals.

There are three advantages of using deep learning for
route recommendation. First, deep models, consisting
of many layers of flexible nonlinear transformations,
can approximate very complex mapping between data
domains and thus enjoy strong representation abilities.
This allows us to process complicated real-world data
for route recommendation. Second, deep learning is
more of a data-driven method. If with sufficient data,
deep models can extract hidden knowledge behind data
and thus may rely less on human knowledge (which
might be biased and limited) and save labor. Third,

many deep models can be trained in an end-to-end man-
ner in route recommendation tasks, which enables the
design of more complex and accurate models and their
application in practice.

In the following, we will present deep route recom-
mendation works and categorize them into five types:
hybrid models, sequence-based models, graph neural
network models, multi-modal models, and deep rein-
forcement learning models. Hybrid methods usually ex-
tend traditional machine learning methods (such as A*)
with neural networks; sequence-based methods mainly
model the temporal relations with recurrent neural net-
works (RNNs); graph neural networks (GNNs) further
model spatio-temporal relations; multi-modal methods
can process more complex data coming from different
modalities; and lastly, reinforcement learning methods
explicitly focus on making decisions for route recom-
mendations.

4.2. Hybrid Approaches

Traditional route recommendation methods are de-
veloped based on solid theoretical foundations but are
also limited by simplistic assumptions and models. To
this end, people attempted to follow the same rigorous
logic but also enhance the modeling parts with more
complex neural networks. Hence, hybrid methods en-
joy both good explainability and empirical performance.
Here, we mainly introduce A*-based models, which are
good representatives and many works fall into this cate-
gory. A high-level pipeline is shown in Figure 3.

Figure 3: Hybrid Route Recommendation Approaches. Feature ex-
traction through deep learning modules, then integrated into the A*
framework.

Recall that A* aims to model a cost function F(x) =
g(x) + h(x), where g(x) is a base cost function for node
vx and h(x) is a heuristic function. The core of A* is
to design a good h(x) and estimate both g(x) and h(x)
accurately. For example, an early attempt was [75, 81],
which proposed using neural networks to automatically
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learn the cost functions of A* for personalized route
recommendation tasks. Wu et al. [76] extended A*
using neural networks to model complex traffic infor-
mation and applied it to the recommendation of fast-
traveling routes. Yang et al.[79] proposed a new method
named Noah, which combines A* with a graph neu-
ral network to calculate an approximate graph editing
distance more efficiently and intelligently. Agostinelli
et al. [80] proposed and studied batch versions of the
A* algorithm. They applied approximate admissible
transformations to the heuristic functions that are pa-
rameterized by deep neural networks. They showed that
these heuristic functions could find optimal or bounded
suboptimal solutions. Liu et al. [73] designed a fuel-
efficient route recommendation model for long-distance
driving based on historical trajectories. They combined
neural networks with heuristic algorithms to automati-
cally learn the optimal solutions of A*. Lately, Wang
et al. [74] proposed ASNN-FRR, which extracts fea-
tures from trajectory data with urban road information
using AGCRN [117] modules and estimates the val-
ues of g(x) and h(x) through a multi-layer perceptron
(MLP) network. Besides A*, some works also adopted
the classic Dijkstra algorithm in modern models. Jain
et al. [78] proposed an inductive algorithm and a gen-
erative model called NEUROMLR for robust and reli-
able route recommendations. They convert the original
computational task to the problem of finding the shortest
path in a weighted graph and solve it by Dijkstra’s Algo-
rithm, which has guaranteed optimality and accessibil-
ity. Liu et al.[13] utilized a deep inverse reinforcement
learning (IRL) method to recommend delivery routes.
They used the Dijkstra algorithm instead of value iter-
ation to determine the current best strategy and calcu-
late the gradients of the IRL model. Other work such
as Huang et al. [77] proposed a multi-task route rec-
ommendation framework in contrast to single-planning
methods that only work for specific tasks. They used
deep learning techniques to extract path representations
and employed beam search algorithms to provide rec-
ommendations for multiple related tasks.

4.3. Sequence-based Approaches
Temporal relation is a key factor in route-related

tasks, which can be modeled as time-series problems
in general. Therefore, sequence-based models such as
ARIMA, recurrent neural networks (RNNs) and their
variances, and attention-based models like Transform-
ers are now widely used in route recommendation meth-
ods. Figure 4 shows a general example of using RNNs.

As a good representative, RNN [118] is a classic au-
toregressive model that can capture the temporal corre-

Figure 4: Sequence-based methods using RNNs for extraction of tem-
poral relations in sequential data.

lations in sequential data. By summarizing the knowl-
edge obtained from the previous data in a process,
RNNs make predictions for the next timestamp based
on the summarized information. A typical calculation
graph of an RNN model is shown in Equation (10).

Ot = g (V · S t) ,
S t = f (U · Xt +W · S t−1) ,

(10)

where Xt, S t,Ot respectively represent the observed in-
put, summarized state, and output value at time t,
U,W,V respectively represent the input parameters,
transfer parameters, and output parameters. Through
this chain of calculation, one can see that the out-
put Ot is not only related to the current input Xt but
also affected by the information extracted from the
previous moment S t−1. As vanilla RNNs can suffer
from cataphoric forgetting and gradient varnish or ex-
plosion problems, Long Short-Term Memory (LSTM)
networks [119] and Gated Recurrent Unit (GRU) net-
works [120] were developed with additional memories
to enhance longer-sequence modeling with more stable
training processes.

The following examples are RNN-based methods for
route recommendation. An early work [85] used RNN
to extract feature representations of different POI nodes
and added maximum difference constraints to recom-
mend a path with diverse scenes for users. Wang et
al. [75, 81] proposed a personalized route recommen-
dation method, which uses GRU segments to extract
features from numerous user trajectories and employs
the attention mechanism to increase the prediction ac-
curacy. Similarly, Wen et al. [82] used GRUs to ex-
tract the temporal correlations in trajectory data, which
helped to improve route recommendations for cargo de-
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liveries. Huang et al. [77] proposed a multi-task pre-
diction framework for route recommendation, which
uses LSTM to fuse POI features, user features, and
current path features, and applies a greedy network
search algorithm to output results for multiple tasks.
Hahn et al. [83] aimed to monitor collision information
on roads and then recommend safer routes. They ex-
tracted features of collision accidents using LSTM and
used them to predict the next step of moving positions.
Liu et al. [73] combined a bidirectional GRU and at-
tention mechanism to estimate the fuel consumption in
long-distance driving routes and recommended energy-
efficient routes for drivers. Fu and Lee [84] designed
a progressive route recommendation method based on
generative networks, which extracts knowledge from
the selection of the next node using LSTM. Wang et
al. [74] introduced a travel route recommendation algo-
rithm using AGCRN modules [117], which combines an
RNN and a graph convolutional neural network (GCN)
to capture spatial and temporal correlations in a fine-
grained dimensional space.

Besides RNNs which are autoregressive models, the
Transformers [121] are attention-based models that can
process much longer sequences without suffering from
the forgetting problem. Therefore, many studies be-
gan to explore route recommendation methods based
on Transformer. For instance, Bhumika and Debasis
Das [87] introduced a multi-task learning framework,
which uses Transformers to extract spatial, temporal,
and semantic correlations, and adopted epsilon con-
straint techniques to optimize routes that satisfy mul-
tiple objective functions. Wang et al. [88] studied long-
distance travel trajectories, from which they extracted
fuel-consumption factors using Transformer. Further
combining a genetic optimization algorithm, they de-
veloped a model that could recommend more fuel-
economic routes. Wang et al. [89] modeled route rec-
ommendation as a process of inferring a high-sampling
rate fine trajectory from a low-sampling rate coarse
trajectory composed of origin-destinations and way-
points. Their proposed Seq2Seq model using multi-
head self-attention mechanisms can automatically ad-
just the sampling weights to capture more accurate
spatio-temporal correlation. Wang et al. [90] proposed
a new de-biased representation learning method named
TripRec to implement the sequence generation method
from Query to Trip. Based on the encoded representa-
tions, they further used Transformer for decoding and
generated final routes. Ngai Lam Ho and Kwan Hui
Lim [91] proposed POIBERT, which uses the BERT
language model to recommend personalized itineraries
based on users’ preferences and their past POI selec-

tions.

4.4. Graph-based Approaches

Besides temporal correlations in route-related data,
spatial information is also a critical factor in route rec-
ommendation tasks. In urban situations, many data have
strong structural characteristics and can be naturally
modeled as temporal-spatial graphs, such as knowledge
graphs and relational recommendations. Many urban
transportation networks are irregular, large-scale, and
expanding, which fail many traditional machine learn-
ing models. In response to such new challenges, graph
neural networks (GNNs) [122] recently have shown
great potential in temporal-spatial research. GNNs are
used to process graph-structured data which can broadly
include numerous data types such as networks, texts,
molecular biology, chemistry, and physics. In urban
computing scenarios, routes, trajectories, and road in-
formation can be naturally modeled by GNNs with or
without additional neural network modules (e.g. RNNs,
CNNs, deep encoders, or attention-based modules).
This subsection presents GNN-based work for route
recommendation. The general process is shown in Fig-
ure 5.

Figure 5: Graph based methods. A method for feature extraction of
structured data using graph networks.

Many studies have applied GNNs to urban route rec-
ommendation tasks, which have considered various fac-
tors such as road traffic information, user preferences,
historical trajectories, etc. For example, Wang et al. [74]
used graph convolutional networks (GCNs) to represent
traffic information and extract user preferences from
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historical trajectories for personalized route recommen-
dations. Gao et al. [92] used graph a spatio-temporal
network to fuse POI and track location information,
and employed transfer learning techniques to address
the data sparsity problem in travel route recommenda-
tion. Wang et al. [75, 81] used a GNN to estimate the
road distance, travel time, and heuristic function h(x) in
A* based on the extracted features of the GNN. Wen et
al. [82] employed a GCN to encode the checkpoints and
trajectories along goods delivery paths and extracted the
spatio-temporal dependencies for providing more prof-
itable routes. Wu et al. [93] addressed the traveling
salesman problem by using graph attention networks
for path node embedding and applied their model for
delivery route recommendations. Wu et al. [94] uti-
lized a graph attention network to extract features from
road vehicle trajectory and speed information and im-
proved upon the A* constraint method. Wu et al. [76]
constructed a three-level graph neural network struc-
ture to learn the representation of different functional
areas in cities and empirically verified the effectiveness
of the additional features used in route recommenda-
tions. Jain et al. [78] developed NeuroMLR, which
learns a generative model from historical trajectories
by conditioning on three explanatory factors: the cur-
rent location, the destination, and real-time traffic condi-
tions. The conditional distributions are learned through
a combination of Lipschitz embedding with a GCN us-
ing historical trajectory data. Yang et al. [79] applied
graph attention networks and pre-trained models to em-
bed graph-structured data and combined A* to compute
approximate graph edit distance in a more effective and
intelligent way.

As we have seen, GNNs can address some chal-
lenges of data representation and information extrac-
tion problems in graph-structured data. Compared with
sequence-based models that only extract temporal cor-
relations, GNNs can capture both temporal and spatial
dependencies in many urban computing tasks, where
the models need to process various types of informa-
tion such as user activities, trajectories, road informa-
tion, traffic flows, and other physical factors.

4.5. Multi-modal Approaches

Most of the existing route recommendation methods
process two types of data - trajectories and road net-
work information. However, with the development of
urban information systems, many more types of data are
recorded, and thus single-modal methods may not be
sufficient to meet the travel needs of users. Meanwhile,
multi-modal learning paradigms have been shown very

effective in other research areas such as computer vi-
sion [123] and natural language processing [124, 125].
Therefore, multi-modal route recommendation methods
are a promising research area. New modalities in ur-
ban computing include but are not limited to weather
information, different types of transportation networks,
scenic images, texts, and audio. In this sub-section, we
review the literature from two perspectives: one mainly
fuses images, texts, audio, and weather data (Figure 6),
and the other fuses different types of transportation data
(Figure 7).

Figure 6: Input modalities: PoI images, texts, audio, and weather.
This figure illustrates the synergistic use of diverse data types to en-
rich route recommendations by incorporating real-time contextual in-
formation along with physical transportation networks.

Point-of-interest (POI) images and text information,
when fused with historical trajectory data, have the
potential to improve the route recommendation results
with richer scenic information. For example, Zhang et
al. [85] developed a system that recommends routes
with diversified scenes. The diversity was measured
by city views, which come from publicly available data
such as Google Street View images. Bi et al. [86] devel-
oped SpearkNav, a navigation system that allows users
to describe routes through voice and supports clue-
based route retrieval. This system includes a language-
understanding module and a route-designing module
based on the voice input. Park et al. [95] crawled com-
ments from the Landstar website and used Tagxedo, a
text mining and network analysis tool to design travel
routes for tourists in South Korea. Padia et al. [96]
analyzed user interests based on the sentiment behind
their textual comments of visited locations and then rec-
ommended travel plans that can match their interests.
Campigotto et al. [101] proposed to learn user prefer-
ences through a Bayesian approach. They posed for-
matted questions to obtain initial user information and
encoded it as the prior knowledge of their Bayesian
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model. Hu et al. [97] utilized attention mechanism
to dynamically estimate the influence of personal data.
They used an attention network to focus on influential
data in multi-modal POI sequences and then adopted
bi-directional recurrent units (Bi-GRU) to generate rec-
ommended routes.

Figure 7: Input modalities: bicycle routes, subway lines, and ve-
hicle road networks. ➀, ➁, and ➂ represent different transportation
networks, which can be incorporated to enrich route recommendation
tasks.

In reality, people’s travel plans can be chosen from
different modes of transportation or a mixture. So,
recommendation algorithms in certain scenarios need
to consider such multiple choices and find the best
way (or a mix) of transportation. For instance, Geor-
gakis et al. [105] proposed a multi-modal path plan-
ner that allows different transportation modes for dif-
ferent parts of the travel plan. Bucher et al. [100] de-
veloped an algorithm based on user profiles and gen-
erated personalized multi-modal routes among a set of
feasible travel options. Herzog et al. [102] proposed
RouteMe, a mobile recommendation system for person-
alized multi-modal routes. They combined Collabora-
tive Filtering (CF) with knowledge-based recommenda-
tions to enhance the quality of route recommendations.
Cheng et al. [103] tackled the aggregation problem of
transportation modes by modeling travel time, arrival
time, bicycle ownership, and transfer time among dif-
ferent modes of transportation. They introduced TERP,
a path planner that considers time events and optimizes
both travel time and reliability. Zhang and Arentze [99]
estimated the distribution of people’s different travel
patterns and modes. Based on this, they recommended
personalized travel choices to users that are similar to
each other. Yu and Lu [98] developed an approach
that automatically constructs a pedestrian network af-
ter analyzing both the pedestrian infrastructure and se-
mantic analysis. Liu et al. [104] extracted multi-modal
transportation maps from large-scale map query data.

Based on this, they inferred user correlations and origin-
destination correlations, and used such information to
recommend online multi-modal routes. In their subse-
quent work [106–109], they further incorporated a pre-
training mechanism and a contrastive learning approach
to analyze trajectories and road networks.

4.6. Reinforcement Learning Related Approaches

Reinforcement Learning (RL) is a learning paradigm
that involves an agent interacting within an environment
strategically so as to maximize the rewards it can re-
ceive. The agent perceives the environment’s states and
acts accordingly. So the key of RL is to learn a good pol-
icy, or equivalently, a Q function Q(s, a) for the agent.
Modern deep RL (DRL) work approximates the Q func-
tion using deep networks, so the name. RL methodol-
ogy can be naturally applied to route recommendation
as it is intrinsically a decision process. For example,
agents are users, states are the environment’s states, ac-
tions are different moving options, and rewards can be
linked to the original objective functions. The general
elements of RL for route recommendation are shown in
Figure 8.

Figure 8: Reinforcement learning Approaches.

Many RL methods are applied to urban route rec-
ommendations, which have considered various factors
such as cost, distance, evacuation, driving preferences,
and spatio-temporal patterns. For example, Xia et
al. [110] studied the classic constrained shortest paths
(CSP) problem and developed an iterative search pro-
cess. They designed an adaptive controller based on RL
to effectively control the expansions of candidate op-
tions in each search iteration. Chen et al. [111] pro-
posed a generic bi-criteria optimal path-finding frame-
work (cuRL) based on DRL, which co-optimizes two
objective functions - minimized distance and optimized
extra cost incurred when satisfying user’s preferences.
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Bi et al. [112] proposed an evacuation route recommen-
dation method, which first uses an autoencoder to per-
form dimensional reduction and then employs an RL-
based route-selection algorithm to design routes. Liu et
al. [13] developed a deep inverse RL (IRL) algorithm
to learn the driving preferences of transportation per-
sonnel from their GPS trajectories and then recommend
their preferred routes. Liu and Jiang [113] further im-
proved the IRL method for taxi routing problems by
considering real-time traffic conditions. Agostinelli et
al. [80] adopted RL to learn admissible heuristics in the
A* search to solve path-finding problems that have large
state spaces. Wu et al. [93] proposed a DRL frame-
work to automatically learn search heuristics, which are
frequently handcrafted, for routing problems. They ap-
plied their learned heuristics to the traveling salesman
problem (TSP) and the capacitated vehicle routing prob-
lem (CVRP), shown with superior performance. Ji et
al. [114] modeled a taxi routing problem as a decision
process and designed an adaptive DRL method, which
can better integrate spatio-temporal features and recom-
mend more effective routes.

5. Applications

Applications related to route recommendation are
rich. Here we mainly present the latest applications
in the current research community, whereas the clas-
sic ones (like the shortest-path finding problem) are al-
ready well-known and thus omitted. Table 3 gives an
overview.

5.1. Tourism Route Recommendation
The key to tourism route recommendation is to match

user’s interests with different attractions on a poten-
tial route. Also, common basic factors such as travel
time and cost need to be considered as well. A large
body of works focused on user interests [33, 47, 77,
95, 126, 127, 129–131]. They typically start with ex-
tracting user’s travel interests from their historical tra-
jectories and then recommend routes of which the POIs
can best match user’s interests. The matching process
uses some similarity or consistency metrics. For exam-
ple, Park and Liu [95] applied the latent Dirichlet al-
location (LDA) and Word2Vec models to match user
interests with scenic spots. Gao et al. [126] designed
an adversarial network consisting of a generator and a
reviewer (i.e. discriminator) and used the reviewer to
distinguish between a route representation and a user’s
query representation. Huang et al. [77] constructed a
heterogeneous network based on the relationship be-
tween users and POIs, and used a network embedding

method to learn the features of users and POIs. Zheng et
al. [51] proposed a variable neighborhood search algo-
rithm with a hybrid particle swarm genetic optimiza-
tion algorithm to recommend Top-K travel routes. Some
other works still considered travel time as the main fac-
tor of routes [30, 39, 52]; and some aimed to design
navigation systems for traveling routes [129, 132].

5.2. Economic Route Recommendation

Economic route recommendation mainly aims to de-
sign economic routes, i.e. minimizing some costs while
also satisfying the user’s needs. It is a crucial task that
affects energy consumption and revenues of urban trans-
portation, which are key indicators of city life. There are
different aspects to define costs, such as taxi revenue,
fuel consumption, electric consumption, crowdsourcing
solution design, and group mobility plan.

On taxi revenues, many works focused on how to
construct an objective function that maximizes driver’s
income and design different optimization strategies [48,
49, 55, 62, 64, 68, 71, 73, 114]. For example, Qu et
al. [62] developed a cost-effective recommending sys-
tem for economic driving routes. Ge et al. [133] de-
signed a mobile recommendation system that can rec-
ommend a range of parking locations for taxi drivers.
Papadopoulos et al. [136] proposed a coordinated pric-
ing and routing scheme for a truck routing problem,
which not only considers truck drivers’ revenues but
also improves the overall traffic condition in the net-
work.

In contrast to revenue controls, many works directly
study how to reduce fuel consumption [53, 56, 73, 133].
For instance, Li et al. [56] developed a Physics-guided
Energy Consumption model for solving the energy-
efficient path selection problem which aims to find
the path with the least expected energy consumption.
Nguyen and Jung [53] introduced a decentralized traffic
path system based on an ant colony optimization algo-
rithm. Their system was shown to significantly reduce
travel time and fuel consumption compared to existing
systems. In addition, due to the development of electric
vehicles (EVs), route recommendation for EVS poses
a unique challenge that we need to consider the dy-
namic relationship between the charging locations and
real-time power consumption [32, 70, 134]. One repre-
sentative work was by Gareau et al. [32] that focused on
route planning for EVs. They aimed to find the short-
est path between two given locations while passing by
several charging stations. The total time has considered
the total driving time, the charging time, and the waiting
time.
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Table 3: Applications of route recommendations.

Application Category Different Aspects References

Tourism Route Recommendation

Attraction-based [95] [126] [33] [127] [128] [129] [47]
[130] [51] [131]

Travel-time-based [52] [30] [39]

Navigation system development [129] [132]

Economic Route Recommendation

Revenues [62] [48] [49] [114] [68] [71] [64][55]
[73]

Fuel consumption [53] [133] [56] [73]

Electric consumption [32] [70] [134]

Crowdsourcing solution design [82] [42] [13] [93] [135] [37] [38]
[136]

Group mobility plan [69] [137]

Personalized Route Recommendation

Time-oriented [138] [139] [140] [141] [74]

Distance-oriented [110] [76] [142]

Preference-oriented [113] [40] [81] [67] [85] [143]

Difference-oriented [34] [35] [36]

Security-related Route Recommendation
Privacy protection [144] [145] [146]

Safe evacuation [31] [72] [112] [147]

Indoor Route Recommendation / [63] [148] [65]

Crowdsourcing tasks also require efficient and eco-
nomic distribution of routes, so many researchers have
designed different solutions to meet the needs [13, 37,
38, 42, 82, 93, 135, 136]. Costa et al. [42] proposed
an exact (but expensive) solution and other practical
heuristic solutions for the multi-task route selection
problem of crowdsourcing tasks. Liu et al. [13] applied
a deep IRL algorithm to capture the preferences of trav-
eling salesmen from their historical GPS tracks and rec-
ommend preferred routes, thus improving the delivery
efficiency.

Lastly, traveling collectively in a group, such as ride-
sharing, can largely reduce individual costs. There are
works [69, 137] that aimed to design a suitable route
with multiple stop points for users traveling or commut-
ing together. Since the goal is to minimize the total cost
of individuals and also the ride-provider, they modeled
this as a multi-objective optimization problem to solve.

5.3. Personalized Route Recommendation
Personalized route recommendation aims to provide

users with travel suggestions that match their prefer-
ences. By analyzing the temporal and spatial patterns

of user trajectories, personalized route recommendation
methods can capture the user’s travel intentions or con-
straints and satisfy their needs. Compared with tourism
route recommendations, personalized recommendations
focus more on daily commutes. Common factors to be
considered are time, distance, preference, and diversity.

Travel distance and time are still the primary consid-
erations of users [74, 76, 110, 138–142], while other
works also take into account other preferences such as
fuel consumption, visual scenes, driving habits, and di-
versity [40, 67, 81, 85, 113, 143]. Typically, they incor-
porated distance, time, and preferences as constraints
into their learning objectives which also fuse user-based
features (extracted from trajectories) and road traffic in-
formation. For example, Zhu et al. [139] introduced the
FineRoute algorithm, a personalized and time-sensitive
route recommendation system. They considered three
factors: user preferences, appropriate access time, and
transition time in route generation, and measured the
quality of a route at the appropriate travel time.

On the other hand, while most works recommend
routes with similar patterns based on a user’s history,
other users may prefer to discover untraveled routes.
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Therefore, research work based on difference [34–36]
is also a branch of personalized route recommendation.
Specifically, Chen et al. [34] proposed a parallel split-
ting and merging method (RSL-Psc), which constructs
new routes by dividing and combining candidate sub-
routes. The subtasks are executed in parallel to provide
users with multiple different route choices.

5.4. Security-related Route Recommendation
Here we discuss two different aspects of security.

One is to protect user privacy or other security issues
in route recommendations [144–146]. The other is to
provide safe evacuation routes during emergencies. For
example, Mohdnordin et al. [31] developed an ambu-
lance routing system that aims to ensure the availability
of ambulances for emergencies within a limited time.
Herschelman et al. [72] proposed a new method to mini-
mize both the evacuation time and the number of mobile
conflicts. Bi et al. [112] proposed a prediction model
based on the Markov decision process and aimed to de-
sign global optimal evacuation routes. Khan et al. [147]
provided a scalable emergency evacuation service that
can guide evacuees to a safe and least congested route.

5.5. Indoor Route Recommendation
While most of the existing work focuses on outdoor

situations, indoor route recommendation, navigation, or
evaluation is also important in the urban environment,
especially in large malls, buildings, or complexes. For
example, Salgado et al. [63] studied indoor route rec-
ommendations and considered the uniqueness of differ-
ent indoor spots. They proposed to use Category-Aware
Multi-criteria (CAM) route planning queries to catego-
rize the spots and recommended routes with minimized
distance and other costs. Li et al. [65] studied a pedes-
trian route planning problem when the routes connect
both indoor and outdoor scenes. They addressed three
problems - route planning in indoor fine-grained scenes,
indoor-outdoor route connection, and user query trans-
fer in different scenes. Liu et al. [148] demonstrated
an Indoor Keyword-aware Routing System (IKAROS)
that can answer top-k indoor keyword-aware routing
queries. Through the queries, users can customize their
indoor routes, and the system can visualize the designed
routes for users.

6. Conclusions and Future Directions

Route recommendation now plays an increasingly
important role in the development of intelligent trans-
portation and smart cities. We have seen various appli-
cations being extensively researched and deployed such

as public vehicle routing, traffic management, and safe
evacuation. Some works are inherited from the clas-
sic methodologies (like Dijkstra’s algorithm, A*) and
aim to extend them to modern situations. This line of
methods has gradually evolved from using exact so-
lutions or simple machine learning solutions to deep
learning models that can deal with more complicated
and larger-scale route recommendation problems. On
the other hand, many more works attempt to explore
new applications, cope with new problems, process new
data modes, and develop new models accordingly. With
richer data volumes and types, route recommendation
problems can be solved on a finer-grained level, meet-
ing more specific user needs and preferences.

According to our experience, route recommenda-
tion research is still a rising topic and there are many
open problems to be addressed. Meanwhile, since it is
application-driven, there can be many new applications
and new problems to explore. Below we list out a few
of what we think are important and interesting research
directions.

• Explainability. It is widely criticized that deep
learning suffers from poor explainability, though it
is often considered the first choice for route recom-
mendation research. Good explainability of mod-
els and interpretable results are crucial for route
designers and city managers who aren’t even ma-
chine learning practitioners [149]. We think the
key to mitigating this problem is to understand the
mechanisms of people’s travel patterns in depth
and inject such knowledge into modeling. A trend
is still to combine the classic approaches (such as
exact solutions and statistical analysis which enjoy
good explainability and theoretical guarantees) and
deep learning models which can handle more com-
plex problems. We have seen a lot of such practices
in Section 3.1, 3.2 and 4.2. Other general solutions
for improving the interpretability of deep models
are to do model visualization or to interpret black-
box models through their output results [3].

• Multi-modal learning. Though we have men-
tioned some multi-modal route recommendation
work in Section 4.5, this direction is still under-
explored. A good practice would be to fuse visual
data (e.g. images, videos of POIs, traffic, travel
recordings), text data (e.g. user ratings, blogs, pub-
lic announcements), and audio data into standard
modeling processes, given that the general multi-
modal techniques are relatively mature. However,
the major bottleneck lies in data collection. Of-
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ten, the multi-modal data important to our model-
ing aren’t easy to collect because of privacy, cost,
and other issues. Therefore, how to collect multi-
modal data feasibly and then design new applica-
tions to meet more kinds of user needs is a promis-
ing trend.

• Unified large models. Most route recommen-
dation models only serve for specific goals, and
there is a need to study unified tasks and design
very general large models. Recently, affected by
the amazing progress made to the large models
such as GPT [150] and Midjourney [151], an in-
teresting question would be how we can integrate
them into route-designing processes such that pre-
gained knowledge can be transferred and enhance
current models. One example in the urban com-
puting field is CityGPT [152] proposed in WAIC
2023, which is a large model driven by public af-
fairs and the joint services of multiple city depart-
ments. Up until now, incorporating large models
for individual uses is still an open problem. For ex-
ample, an interesting service would be to provide
users with a personal travel manager who fully
understands the user’s needs in various situations
(commuting, traveling, etc.) and can design suit-
able routes accordingly.
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