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In this paper, we explore the challenge of assortment planning in the context of quick-commerce, a rapidly-
growing business model that aims to deliver time-sensitive products. In order to achieve quick delivery to
satisfy the immediate demands of online customers in close proximity, personalized online assortments need
to be included in brick-and-mortar store offerings. With the presence of this physical linkage requirement and
distinct multinomial logit (MNL) choice models for online consumer segments, the firm seeks to maximize
overall revenue by selecting an optimal assortment of products for local stores and by tailoring a personalized
assortment for each online consumer segment. We refer to this problem as quick-commerce assortment
planning (QAP). We employ an integer programming approach to solve this NP-hard problem to global
optimality. Specifically, we propose convexification techniques to handle its combinatorial and nonconvex
nature. We capture the consumer choice of each online segment using a convex hull representation. By
exploiting the geometry behind Luce’s choice axiom, we provide a compact polyhedral characterization of
the convex hull under various operational constraints that are not totally-unimodular. Furthermore, we
conduct a polyhedral study on the relation between assortment decisions for products to offer and choice
probabilities of products under the MNL model. Our methodology, coupled with a modified choice probability
ordered separation algorithm, yields formulations that provide a significant computational advantage over
existing methods. Through comprehensive numerical studies, we emphasize the significance of aligning offline
and online assortment decisions and underscore the perils associated with inaccurately specifying customer
behavior models. Finally, we use the geometry insights from our polyhedral results to develop a polynomial

time randomized algorithm for solving a variant of QAP.
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1. Introduction

Over recent years, brick-and-mortar stores have witnessed slower growth compared to the online
sector. Nevertheless, there exist certain product categories, including meals, fresh food, groceries,
and flowers, which are not well-suited for next-day delivery, which is the fastest service offered by
many online retail giants. Consumers demand these time-sensitive products to be delivered within
an hour to satiate their immediate demands. With the advent of third-party delivery platforms,

such as DoorDash, Meituan, Delivery Hero and Grab, brick-and-mortar stores are capitalizing on
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their proximity to local consumers to offer their products online and deliver them within a short
timeframe. This strategy has given birth to the rapidly-evolving business model of quick-commerce,
which is expected to produce a global market volume of 185 billion US dollars in 2027 (Statista
2022).

As brick-and-mortar stores are increasingly teaming up with third-party delivery platforms to
offer quick delivery services, some online retail giants are taking an alternative approach by estab-
lishing their own local stores that serve both online and offline consumers. Alibaba’s Hema Fresh
is a prime example of such an approach. The store guarantees delivery within 30 minutes to online
consumers residing within three kilometers of their local stores. By leveraging in-store staff to
handpick products for online consumers, Hema Fresh is able to enhance its sales per square foot
and even to venture into opening massive stores in prime downtown areas. Similarly, Amazon chose
to acquire Whole Foods and to roll out speedy delivery to the consumers in the selected cities.

In traditional omni-channels, the constraints of physical space often lead to a smaller assortment
of products available in brick-and-mortar stores compared to that of the online channel. These
offline outlets typically serve as an extension of the online channel, allowing consumers to touch,
feel, and sample products in person (Dzyabura and Jagabathula 2018, Lo and Topaloglu 2022).
However, the quick-commerce model generally focuses on providing products that consumers are
already familiar with. The advantage of quick-commerce lies in leveraging the in-store product
assortment to facilitate prompt delivery and to satisfy the immediate demands of local consumers.

In this paper, we explore the challenge of product assortment in the context of quick commerce.
To meet the need for speedy delivery, it is essential for all products, whether offered online or offline,
to be available at brick-and-mortar stores. Offline consumers can choose their desired products in
the conventional manner, whereas the delivery platform or online retailers can leverage extensive
consumer data, such as browsing and purchase behavior, to offer personalized assortments to online
consumers.

Specifically, we assume that the choice behaviors of both offline consumers and each of the
online consumer segments follow separate multinomial logit (MNL) models. The linkage between
the offline and online channels in the quick commerce setting is established by ensuring that the
personalized assortments for each online segment are carried at a local brick-and-mortar store. The
goal is to maximize the expected revenue by finding the optimal assortment to carry at the local
store and the personalized assortment for every online consumer segment, subject to the linkage
constraint and the other operational constraints. We refer to this problem as the quick-commerce
assortment problem.

In this paper, we formally define the quick-commerce assortment problem as in (QAP). We

show that this problem is NP-hard even when there are no operational constraints and there is
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one single online consumer type. Nevertheless, we develop integer programming techniques for
solving (QAP) to its global optimality. In particular, we propose convexification techniques to
address the combinatorial and nonconvex nature of the optimization problem. Our methodology
yields formulations of (QAP) that are not only capable of providing provably optimal solutions at

a large scale but also offer flexibility in accommodating complex operational considerations.

1.1. Contribution
We summarize the contribution of our study as follows:

1. We prove in Theorem 1 that individually relaxing each online consumer type’s choice behavior
to its convex hull representation still yields an exact formulation. Then, by exploiting the geometry
behind Luce’s choice axiom, we show that a compact polyhedral formulation for the convex hull
can be constructed provided that there is a compact formulation for operational constraints. This
polyhedral result generalizes the linear programming (LP) formulation for the MNL model under
totally unimodular (TU) constraints (Davis et al. 2013, Sumida et al. 2021). As an illustrative
example, we use a compact formulation of the chain polytope to derive a compact LP formulation
for assortment optimization under the two-stage Luce choice model, introduced by Echenique and
Saito (2019), which satisfactorily handles zero-probability choices.

2. We conduct a convex hull study on the relation between assortment decisions for all prod-
ucts and choice probabilities of products under the MNL model. We show that it is impossible
to obtain a tractable convex hull description unless P=NP. Nonetheless, we provide a tractable
convex hull characterization tailored to the single product case (detailed from Theorem 3 to The-
orem 5). Then, the geometry of the convex hull is used to develop a polynomial time randomized
rounding algorithm for solving a variant of (QQAP). In this variant, each online consumer type
selects products according independent demand model and the firm faces a specific class of prece-
dence constraints (as referenced in Theorem 6). This advancement generalizes the tractable LP
formulation for assortment optimization under a mixture of independent demand and multinomial
logit models, as presented in Cao et al. (2023).

3. We apply the convex hull results to obtain formulation CH (resp. CH-Chain) for the quick-
commerce assortment problem under the MNL choice model (resp. under the two-stage Luce
model). Our formulations, coupled with a modified choice probability ordered cutting-plane algo-
rithm (refer to Algorithm 2), surpass the performance of the formulations based on the state-
of-the-art conic integer optimization approach (Sen et al. 2018). The computational efficiency of
our formulations enables us to conduct extensive numerical studies on the quick-commerce assort-
ment problem. Initially, we explore how the optimal assortment structure evolves with variations
in parameters, such as preference weights. Subsequently, we demonstrate situations wherein sub-

stantial advantages arise from jointly optimizing offline and online assortments. Additionally, we
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demonstrate that ignoring consumer behavior when choosing under the two-stage Luce model can

lead to detrimental outcomes.

1.2. Literature Review

Our research is related to the field of optimizing product assortments by using random utility
choice models, specifically the widely used MNL model (Luce 1959, Plackett 1975, McFadden 1978).
In this case, with no restrictions on offered assortments, Gallego et al. (2004) and Talluri and
Van Ryzin (2004) show that the optimal assortment under the MNL model is revenue-ordered,
including a subset of products with the highest revenues. In more recent works, assortment planning
problems under MNL are considered with various constraints (Rusmevichientong et al. 2010, Wang
2012, Davis et al. 2013, Sumida et al. 2021). Some research has been focused on the assortment
optimization problem under a mixture of multinomial logit (MMNL) models in which there are
multiple consumer types and consumers of various types choose according to different MNL mod-
els. Rusmevichientong et al. (2014) demonstrate that the assortment problem under the MMNL
model is NP-hard even when the number of mixtures is two. Despite these hardness results, some
approximation algorithms to solve the problem have been developed (Rusmevichientong et al. 2014,
Désir et al. 2022, El Housni and Topaloglu 2023).

The majority of research on assortment optimization problems focuses on a single channel con-
text. However, with the rise of omni-channel retailing, assortment planning in omni-channel sys-
tems has emerged as a relatively new and important topic for both academics and practitioners.
Dzyabura and Jagabathula (2018) study the problem of determining the subset of products from
the retailer’s online channel to offer in the offline channel to maximize the aggregate revenue. It is
assumed that each product is defined by a set of attributes, and there is a utility associated with
each attribute that depends on whether the product is offered in the offline channel. They incor-
porate the impact of physical evaluation on preferences into the consumer demand model. Under
this model, they demonstrate that the decision problem is NP-hard and propose approximation
algorithms with theoretical guarantees. Lo and Topaloglu (2022) introduce a novel features-tree
structure to organize products by features in an omni-channel setting for the assortment optimiza-
tion problem of a retailer that operates a physical store and an online store. The nonleaf vertices
on the tree correspond to features, and the leaf vertices correspond to products. The ancestors
of a leaf correspond to the features of the product. They show that the assortment optimization
problem in this setup is NP-hard, and leverage the features tree structure to provide an FPTAS
based on dynamic programming that allows for approximately optimal assortments. Chen et al.
(2022a) study the optimal offline store locations and location-dependent assortments decision prob-

lem for an omni-channel retailer in the presence of an online channel that carries all products. They
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develop a tractable mixed integer second-order conic programming reformulation and explore the
structural properties of the reformulation to derive strengthening cuts in closed form.

Our paper most closely related to the growing literature on developing integer programming tech-
niques to solve optimization problems involving customer choice model. Sen et al. (2018) propose
a conic integer optimization formulation for assortment problem under MMNL model. Bertsimas
and Misi¢ (2019) propose a new mixed integer optimization model of the product line design
problem under a first-choice rule, and solve the model using benders decomposition. Chen and
Misié¢ (2021) develop a mixed-integer optimization methodology for solving the assortment opti-
mization problem when the choice model is a decision forest model. Chen et al. (2022a) develop
a tractable mixed integer second-order conic programming reformulation for location-dependent
offline-channel assortment planning in omnichannel retailing. Li et al. (2022) propose mixed-integer
linear programming formulations for solving assortment planning with multi-choice rank list model
in e-commerce. Chen et al. (2023) use disjunctive programming to solve model-free assortment
pricing with transaction data.

Last, we comment on the relation of our paper to the optimization literature. First, our paper
provides new insights into the Charnes-Cooper transformation which is proposed in Charnes and
Cooper (1962) to solve linear fractional programs. Second, our convex hull characterization of
choice probabilities under MNL model with operational constraints is related to Megiddo (1979),
which shows that optimizing a rational function over a combinatorial set is polynomial time solv-
able if optimizing a linear function over the feasible region is polynomial time solvable. Last, our
polyhedral study on the relation between assortment decision and choice probabilities under MNL
is related to the literature on mixed-integer bilinear programming. We review recent developments
in this topic as follows. Convex hulls of bilinear functions are studied in Tawarmalani et al. (2013)
and Gupte et al. (2020). Gupte et al. (2013) present a mixed-integer linear programming formu-
lation for mixed integer bilinear problems. Convex hulls of various mixed integer bilinear sets are
studied in (Tawarmalani et al. 2010, Chung et al. 2014, Bonami et al. 2018, Fampa and Lee 2021,
Gu et al. 2023).

1.3. Organization

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we formulate our quick-commerce
assortment optimization problem (QAP) and show that it is NP-hard. In Section 3, we give the
relaxation model (QAP-RLX) and show its exactness. In Section 4, we provide a compact poly-
hedral formulation for each online segment. In Section 5, we conduct a convex hull study on the
relation between assortment decisions and choice probabilities of products. In Section 6, we pro-
pose formulations for (QQAP) and present computational experiments. In Section 7, we present a

polynomial-time solvable variant of (QAP). Finally, conclusions are given in Section 8.
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2. Model

2.1. Formulation

We consider a set of products N :={1,...,n}. Due to enormous data available from online con-
sumers, we assume that the firm can segment the online consumers into m types. Let M :=
{1,...,m} denote the set of consumer types in the online channel and let {0} denote the only
consumer segment in the offline channel. Let M+ = {0} UM denote the set of all consumer types,
which include {0} and M. For each consumer type i € M and each product j € N, let r;; denote
the revenue obtained from selling the product j to the type ¢ consumer, which allows for model-
ing personalized pricing such as discounts for VIP consumers or personalized discount offered by
mobile application (Elmachtoub et al. 2021). The probability of a consumer of type i arriving to
the system is a;, where ., o =1.

For each type i € M, let ; = (x;1,..., %) € {0,1}" be a binary decision variable to model the
subset of products offered to consumer type 4, namely, x,; =1 if and only if product j is offered to
consumer type 7. In the online channel, x; can be different as the firm can utilize the personalized
assortment to enhance revenue (El Housni and Topaloglu 2023). In addition, due to the prompt
delivery requirement under quick commerce, it is required that the personalized online assortment
needs to be included in the physical store, i.e., xy > x;.

The choice behavior of each consumer type, from either offline or online channels, follows the
multinomial logit (MNL) model. For each consumer type i € M, we use u;; >0 to denote their
preference weight on product j, and u,;g to denote their preference weight on the no-purchase option.
If we offer @; € {0,1}" to a consumer of type ¢, the consumer purchases product j with probability
Ui %45/ (Wio + Zj en WijTi;). Thus, the expected revenue obtained from consumer type i is given by

RYNE () = ZjEN Tttt .
' Ui + D5y WijTij

We note that products such as fresh food and groceries, which are provided through quick-commerce
approaches, are those that consumers are already acquainted with. As a result, the attractiveness of
a product in one channel does not directly correlate with its availability in the other channel. More-
over, it is quite common for consumers to possess a strong channel preference. Certain consumers
may opt to primarily purchase products online, whereas others may lean toward offline shopping
experiences. Hence, in the context of quick commerce, the value of w;; for i € M is independent of
the value of u;.

For a consumer of type i € M, we assume that products recommended to her must be stocked in
the physical store. Our goal is to jointly find feasible offline assortment and personalized assortments

to online consumers to maximize the expected revenue over all consumer types. More specifically, we
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are interested in solving the following nonlinear discrete optimization problem for quick commerce

assortment planning':
max Z a; RN (x;)

ieM+

s.t. xy>x; forie M (QAP)

x, € F; C{0,1}* forie MT,
where the first constraint models that products recommended to online consumers must be available
in the offline physical store, and F; is the set of feasible assortments that we can offer to consumer

type i € M*, which will be specified later.

2.2. Two step revenue-ordered policy

When there is no constraint on assortments, that is, 7; = {0,1}", a natural idea for solving (QAP) is
to use a two step revenue-ordered (RO) policy. In the first step, the offline assortment is determined
by maximizing the revenue from the offline channel only. The structure of the offline assortment
possesses the revenue-order property because it is equivalent to solving the optimal assortment
under MNL. In the second step, the personalized online assortment for each consumer type is
chosen from the offline assortment obtained in the first step. Similarly, the personalized online
assortment obtained in the second step also possesses the revenue-order property. Formally, the

RO policy can be obtained by solving the following sequential problems.

xi© € argmax{ Ry"™" () | o € {0,1}"}
(2-STEP-RO)
x0 € argmax{ R} (x;) | x; € {0,1}", &5 >x;} forie M,
Unfortunately, this strategy fails to solve (QQAP) to global optimality, as we illustrate in the next
example.

EXAMPLE 1. Here, we consider a toy example with four products and two consumer types
in the online channel. The arrival rates of the three types are a = (0.1,0.8,0.1), and the rev-
enues of products are (ro1, 702, 703, To4) = (711,712,713, "14) = (T21,T22, 23, 724) = (10, 8,5,4). The pref-
erence weight of products are (ugy,ugs, U3, u0s) = (6,8,9,7), (w11, ur2,usz,us) = (1,2,8,9) and
(a1, Uaz, Uz, Ugg) = (8,5,7,2), and the preference weights of the no-purchase option is ug = ujp =
ugo = 10. As shown in Table 1, (2-STEP-RO) offers products {1,2} to all three consumer types,
while (QAP) offers {1,2,3,4} to consumer type 0 and type 1 and {1,2} to consumer type 2. By
adding product {3,4} to offline assortment {1,2}, the online revenue increases by 1.12, while the
offline revenue decreases by 0.03. [J
! Instead of modeling online consumers by using the MNL model, many online platforms utilize typical machine
learning based algorithms assuming independent demand in practice (Feldman et al. 2022). In Section 7, we replace

the MNL choice models with the independent choice models for online consumer types. Under such scenario, our
theoretical results yield a polynomial time solvable linear programming formulation (refer to Theorem 6)
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Table 1 Assortment and revenue of two methods

2-STEP-RO QAP
Channel
Assort.  Exp. Rev. Assort. Exp. Rev.
Offline {1,2} 0.52 {1,2,3,4} 0.49
Online  {1,2}{1,2}  2.12 {1,2,3,4}{1,2} 3.2

The key insight behind this example is that the RO policy ignores the needs of online consumers
completely when determining the assortment for the offline channel. Online consumers who do
not appreciate the high priced-products often leave the firm’s online channel without making
a purchase. To provide a better experience to those consumers, it is necessary to expand the
assortments.

In Proposition 1, we argue that solving (QAP) to global optimality not only generates more

revenue but also yields more selections to offline stores than the revenue-ordered policy.

PROPOSITION 1. Assume that the price ranks of products are consistent across different con-
sumer types, that is, iy > 1ip >+ >1y, for each i € MT. Let 20 := (xf°,... xR°) be a solution
given by (2-STEP-RO). Let &P = (x"",..., ") be the optimal solution of (QAP). When
there exist multiple optimal solutions of (QAP), WP is the optimal solution with the mazimal

number of activated products in all channels. Then we have R0 < xAP.

To gauge consumer satisfaction in the assortment planning setting, the total utility of the offered
assortment is utilized by Sumida et al. (2021) and Feldman and Jiang (2023). Higher total utility
of the offered assortment corresponds to greater consumer satisfaction. Proposition 1 suggests
that optimizing assortments jointly for offline and online channels, as opposed to sequentially, can
lead to simultaneous increases in overall revenue and consumer satisfaction for all consumer types
simultaneously. This is due to the higher total utility of the optimal assortment achieved under

joint optimization.

2.3. The Connection between (QAP) and Other Assortment Problems

The assortment under quick commerce is closely related to two other assortment problems. The
first is the assortment under the mixture of MNL models (Bront et al. 2009, Rusmevichientong
et al. 2014, Sen et al. 2018, Désir et al. 2022). The difference between (QAP) and this stream
of literature is that the assortment for each consumer type can be different. If we modify the
constraint in (QAP) to require &y = x; instead of xq > x;, then it becomes assortment optimization
under the mixture of MNL models. Thus, (QAP) generates more revenue by allowing personalized

assortments for different online consumer types.
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The second closely related problem is to analyze the value of personalized assortment with each
consumer type following the MNL model (El Housni and Topaloglu 2023). In the case where the
offline channel is disabled (i.e., ag = 0), there is a cardinality constraint on the assortment from the
offline channel (i.e., Fo={®o | >_,cx ¥o; < k}), and the prices of all products are the same across
different consumer types (i.e., r;; =ry; for ¢ #4’), then (QAP) reduces to the problem studied in
El Housni and Topaloglu (2023).

Similar to the aforementioned assortment problems, the following proposition also shows that

(QAP) is an NP-hard problem.

PROPOSITION 2. The magzimization problem (QAP) is NP-hard even when there is only one

online consumer type, Fo=F1 ={0,1}", and ro=17;.

There are two different directions to tackle difficult assortment problems. The first is to develop
approximation algorithms (Bront et al. 2009, Rusmevichientong et al. 2014, Désir et al. 2022,
El Housni and Topaloglu 2023). The other direction is to aim for global optimality in solving
such problems (Sen et al. 2018). In this paper, we take the latter approach by deriving integer

programming formulation techniques for (QAP).

3. Reformulation Framework

In this section, we aim to provide a framework to reformulate (QAP). Our framework is built upon
a convex relaxation. Namely, we relax the optimization problem of each online consumer type to its
tightest convex relaxation while keeping the offline optimization problem the same. We show that
such relaxation is exact although (QAP) is nonseparable due to the presence of linkage constraints
xo > x; for each i € M. This idea reduces the number of binary variables in (QAP) from mn+n to
n. Moreover, it yields a framework for constructing integer programming formulations of (QAP),

paving the way for our studies in Sections 4 and 5.

3.1. Preliminaries

Before presenting our relaxation of (QAP), we review some basic concepts that we use throughout
this paper. First, we review a prevalent transformation which is proposed in Charnes and Cooper
(1962) to solve linear fractional programming. For each segment ¢ € M+ := {0} U M, the Charnes-
Cooper (C-C) transformation, denoted as II;, maps an assortment offering x; € {0,1}" to a vector

(Yi0,y;) defined as follows:

1 Lij .
Yio = and Yis = for j € N.
T Ui ey UigTis RERTTE D D
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The C-C transformation has a few properties that are useful in our development. Algebraically, for

a given set of assortments F; C {0,1}", it is a one-to-one mapping between F; and the image set

IL(F) := {(yimyi) UioYio + Zuijyij =1, y, €yio - Fi, Yio > 0},

JEN

where we recall that for a set S in R" and a real scalar A > 0, the scalar multiple A- S is defined as
{\x |z € S}. Geometrically, the image set II;(F;) can be viewed as the intersection of a hyperplane

and a cone, given as follows:

{(yioa Y;)

Ui0Yi0 + Z Ui Yij = 1} and {(yiOa v;)

JEN

yi GyiO'E7 Yio >O}7

respectively. This geometrical interpretation will be used to prove the main result of Section 4.1.

In addition to the geometrical interpretation in IL;(F;), the vector (y;0,y,) can be used to gen-
erate the choice probability in (QAP). Specifically, for each fixed point (y;0,y;) in IT;(F;), we may
interpret w;;y;; as the probability that a consumer of type 7 chooses item j and wu,oy;o as the prob-
ability that such consumer chooses the outside option. In other words, the set II;(F;) captures the
choice probabilities among the products in the given assortment and the no-purchase alternative.
In Section 5, we use this interpretation to devise a (choice) probability-ordered algorithm for gen-
erating cutting planes. Henceforth, we will refer to II;(F;) as choice probability set over a given set
of assortments, and we will refer to x; as assortment variable and y, € II;(F;) as choice probability
variable.

Next, we review some concepts from integer programming. Consider a set defined by linear

inequalities and continuous and integer variables as follows
E= {(x,y,)\) eR" xR* x Z' ‘ A:C—l—By—i—C)\Sb},

where A € R™*" BeR™* C eR"™", and b€ R™. We say that F is a mized integer programming
(MIP) formulation of a set S CR" if the projection of E onto the space of z variables is S, that
is S={zxeR"|3(y,\) s.t. (x,y,\) € E}. The polyhedron obtained by dropping all integrality
requirements in F is called the continuous relaxzation or linear programming (LP) relazation of
E. One of the factors that has a strong impact on the performance of an MIP formulation is the
strength of the LP relaxation (Vielma 2015). For two MIP formulations E; and FE, of a set S CR",
we say F, is a tighter than F, if the LP relaxation of F; is contained in that of Ej.

When MIP formulations already have a number of constraints that is exponential in the data
size of the problem, solving the corresponding LP relaxations is not straightforward. In this case,
we would like to solve the separation problem of these linear programs, namely, given a polyhedron

P CR" and a point & € R", either show that & € P or give a valid inequality (o, x) < g for P such
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that (o, &) > . The celebrated theorem of Grotschel et al. (1981) states that optimizing a linear
function over P can be solved in polynomial time if and only if the separation problem over P can
be solved in polynomial time.

One of the most successful techniques for deriving MIP formulations is convexification, see books
and monographs Schrijver (2003), Bertsimas and Weismantel (2005), Conforti et al. (2014). The
basic idea in convexification is to identify substructures, which capture the essence in the problem
at hand, and then derive the convex hull of substructures. Given a set S CR", the convez hull of
S, denoted as conv(S), is the inclusionwise minimal convex set containing S. To prove a convex
hull result, it is often useful to invoke its dual definition, that is, the convex hull of S is the set of

all possible convex combinations of points in S.

3.2. Reformulation via relaxing choice probability sets
By using the algebraic property of the C-C transformation, we obtain an mixed integer bilinear

reformulation of (QAP), that is,

max Z Q; <Z Tij“z‘j?ﬁj)
ieM~+ JEN
st (yio,y;) EIL(F;) forie M*
Yy, =vioxr; and x;€F; forie M+
x,>x; forie M.

Since the objective function only involves the choice probability variable (y,);ca+, we use the
relation x; = y,/y,0 to project the online assortment variable x; out of the feasible region, and

obtain an equivalent formulation:

max Z Q; <Z T'ijuijyi]‘>

ieM+ JEN

st (yio,y;) EIL(F;) forie M+ (CHOICE-PROB)
Yo =Yooy and x€{0,1}" (OFF-BI)
Y; < Yioxo forie M. (LiNnk-Br1)

Constraint (CHOICE-PROB) describes both offline and online consumers’ choice behavior in the
space of choice probability variables as the set IT;(F;) captures the choice probabilities among the
products in F; and the no-purchase alternative. Constraint (OFr-BI1) models offline consumers’
choice behavior using a bilinear relation between the assortment variable and the choice probability
variable. Last, the bilinear inequality (LINK-BI1) models that if a product does not appear in the
offline store then a consumer in an online channel purchases such a product with a probability of

Zero.
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Now, we are ready to construct our relaxation for (QQAP). We relax each choice probability set
in (CHOICE-PROB) to its convex hull and obtain,

max Z (6% <Z Tl-juijyij>

ieM+ JEN

st. (i, y;) € conv(I;(F;)) forie M+ (QAP-RLX)

(OFr-BI1) and (LINK-BI).
Theorem 1 shows that such relaxation is an exact reformulation of (QAP). As a consequence,
to obtain an MIP formulation for (QAP), it suffices to derive the convex hull of IL;(F;) and
MIP formulations for (Orr-BI) and (LiNk-BI). The resulting formulations introduce n binary
assortment variables to select an optimal assortment carried at local stores. In contrast, (QAP)
introduces mn + n binary assortment variables to decide whether we offer a product j € N to a
consumer segment i € M.

Next, we prove the exactness of (QAP-RLX). The main step in the proof is to perform a convex
decomposition of a feasible solution to (QAP-RLx). This is done by observing that a given offline
assortment induces a face for the convex hull of each online choice probability set IT;(F;), and then
by invoking a facial decomposition result, described as in Lemma 1 and visualized in Figure 1. This
lemma has been used in studying disjunctive programming (e.g. Lemma 5.1 in Balas 1998) and in
analyzing the lift-and-project rank for mixed 0-1 linear programs (e.g. Theorem 5.22 in Conforti

et al. 2014).

LEMMA 1. Consider a set S CR" and a hyperplane H :={z |a"x = 8} such that o'z <3 for
x€S. Then, conv(S)NH =conv(SNH).

In Figure 1, we present two cases to demonstrate the significance of H being the face of set S
in validating the decomposition result in Lemma 1. The line segment connecting two red dots
represents conv(S N H), and the blue line segment represents conv(S) N H. When H defines a face
of set S, the line segment connecting two red points is exactly equal to conv(S) N H. However,
when H does not define a face of set S, then conv(S N H) is strictly contained in conv(S) N H.

Using Lemma 1, we derive the main result of Section 3.
THEOREM 1. Problem (QAP) has the same optimal objective value as (QAP-RLX).

To conclude the discussion of this section, we emphasize that the exact result presented here is
a crucial foundation for the rest of this paper. Specifically, the following two sections build upon
this result:

e In Section 4, we characterize conditions under which a polynomial-time tractable convex hull

description of the choice probability set II;(F;) can be obtained. This characterization generalizes
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(a) Inequality is valid for lattice points  (b) Inequality is not valid for lattice points

Figure 1 lllustration of the facial decomposition in Lemma 1.

linear programming formulations for MNL under totally unimodular constraints (Davis et al. 2013,
Sumida et al. 2021), and it can handle assortment applications with more practical considerations,
which are discussed in Section 4.2.

e In Section 5, we propose convexification techniques to obtain tight MIP formulations for (OFF-
BI1) and (LiNk-BI). In particular, we provide a complete convex hull description of the relation
between a single offline assortment variable zq; and the choice probability variables (y;0,vy;) of the
i*® type of consumers. In addition, we devise a modified probability-ordered policy to solve the

separation problem of the convex hull.

4. Convex Hull Results on Choice Probability Sets

To utilize Theorem 1, an important steppingstone is to specify the condition that the convex hull of
the choice probability set (i.e. II;(F;)) for each consumer type i can be found efficiently. The early
works by Davis et al. (2013) and Sumida et al. (2021) provide such a clue. The authors show that the
convex hull of the choice probability set coincides with its linear programming relaxation when the
feasible assortment set F; is characterized by a totally unimodular matrix. This important finding
enables the assortment problem under the MNL model to efficiently tackle the applications arising
from cardinality constraints, display location effects, discrete price menus, price ladder constraints
and product precedence constraints. In Section 4.1, we first characterize general conditions on the
set of feasible assortments JF; for which a polynomial time tractable convex hull description of

II(F;) can be obtained. That is,
conv(IL;(F;)) is polynomial time tractable if conv(F;) is polynomial time tractable.

Built upon this theoretical result, in Section 4.2, we provide tractable formulations with an appli-

cations that arise in quick-commerce assortment planning.
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Before we proceed with the main results in this section, we remove the subscript ¢ to streamline
the presentation. More specifically, we study the convex hull of the choice probability set II;(F)

over a given set of feasible assortments F, where

II(F):= {(yo,y) eR" !

voyo—l-Zvjyj:l, YyEy-F, y0>0},

jEN
where F is a subset of {0,1}" and models constraints on available products.

4.1. Convex hull characterization via geometric decomposition
In this subsection, we use the geometry of the choice probability set to obtain its convex hull
description. For a given nonempty subset F of {0,1}", the choice probability set II(F) is the

intersection of a hyperplane H and a cone K, where,

:={ )

UOyo—i-Zujyj:l} and K::{(yo,y)‘yeyou}", y0>0}.

jEN
Recall that the expression u;y; can be interpreted as the probability of purchasing product ¢ and
that ugyo can be interpreted as the nonpurchase probability. The hyperplane H is used to enforce
probability normalization, which requires that the sum of those probabilities equals one. Hence, H
is referred to as the probability normalization hyperplane.

We note that objective function of (QAP) incorporates the form of the MNL choice model,
while the purchase probability in (QQ AP-RLX) is directly linked with the y variable. Therefore, the
structure of the MNL choice model must be embedded in II(F). Since the hyperplane H enforces
only the probability normalization requirement, the cone K must reflect the structure of the MNL
choice model. The derivation of the MNL choice model is based on independence of irrelevant
alternatives (IIA), the Luce model’s main axiom (Luce 1959). Essentially, the relative ratio of
purchase probabilities of two offered alternatives is independent of others. Suppose that products
a and b are offered to the consumer. Their purchase probabilities are u,y, and uyy;, respectively.

Essentially, any solution satisfying the cone K implies

UqYa _ UaYo _ &

UpYp  UpYo  Up
Thus, the solution to the cone K satisfies IIA. In addition, cone K also involves the feasibility
condition of the assortments specified by F. Thus, the cone K is referred to as the ITA-assortment
cone. The following example illustrates the geometry of II(F) and its role in the convex hull
characterization.
EXAMPLE 2. Let us consider the case with two products where (ug, u;,us) = (1,1, 2). We consider

two structures of feasible assortments. One is F = {0,1}? in Figure 2a and the other is F =
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Yo Yo

Y1
Y2 Y2
(a) F={0,1} (b) F={0,1}*\(1,1)
Figure 2 lllustrate of the geometric decomposition in Lemma 2.

{(0,0),(1,0),(0,1)} in Figure 2b. In both settings, the probability normalization hyperplane H is
the same as the fixed value of preference weights, which is visualized as the light blue plane. The
ITA-assortment cone K is depicted as ultrathick dark rays. The intersection between H and K are
blue points, which correspond to the y variable generated by all feasible assortments specified by
F. Finally, one can visualize the red polygon, which depicts conv(H N K), as the intersection of
the normalization hyperplane and the gray shadow, which depicts conv(K).

In Example 2, we obtain the convex hull of a choice probability set by taking the intersection of
the normalization hyperplane and the convex hull of ITA-assortment cone. In addition, the vertices
of the convex hull of a choice probability set can be derived from the vertices of conv(F). The
following lemma shows that such an observation is not limited to the special structure of F in
Example 2. This lemma is inspired by the geometry behind the disjunctive programming (Balas

1998).

LEMMA 2. For any set F C{0,1}", we have
1. conv(II(F)) = H Nconv(K) and conv(K) = {(yo0,y) | ¥ € yo - conv(F), yo>0}.
2. The vertices of conv(II(F)) are given as HN{(yo,y) ’ yeyo-F, yo>0}.

The connection between the vertices of conv(II(F)) and those of conv(F) shown in part 2 in
Lemma 2 can be helpful. In particular, in Theorem 3, we exploit this vertex characterization to
derive valid inequalities for (Orr-BI) and (LINK-BI).

In the remainder of this subsection, we formally discuss the technical implication of part 1 in
Lemma 2 when a compact extended formulation of conv(F) is given. Here, we say a system of
linear inequalities that defines a polyhedron Q := {(x,2) € R"™* | Az + Bz < b} is an extended

formulation of conv(F) if

conv(F) =proj,(Q) := {x | Iz e R’ s.t. (@, 2) € Q}.
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Furthermore, we say that the extended formulation is compact if both ¢ and the number of inequal-

ities defining @) is polynomial in n.

THEOREM 2. Let Ax + Bz <b be an extended formulation for conv(F). Then, an extended
formulation for conv(l_[(]:)) is {(yo,y,z) | Ay + Bz < byo, (v0,y) € H, yo > O}. Moreover, if

conv(F) admits a compact extended formulation then so does conv (II(F)).

When the feasible assortment set is defined by a totally unimodular matrix, Davis et al. (2013)
show that assortment optimization under the MNL choice model can be formulated as a compact
linear program. Here, Theorem 2 shows that the complexity of characterizing a compact convex
hull description of a choice probability set is equivalent to that of the feasible assortment set.
Relying on the progress in polyhedral combinatorics, one can explore the structure of F beyond
the totally unimodular matrix. As a result, Theorem 2 extends the polynomial solvable boundary
for polyhedral methods on the assortment problem under the MNL choice model. In Section 4.2.1,
we utilize Theorem 2 to handle a more general choice model, the two-stage Luce model, by using
a compact extended formulation of the chain polytope.

To conclude this subsection, we note that Megiddo (1979) constructs a fast combinatorial algo-
rithm for connecting the complexity of optimizing a linear function over F and over II(F). Specifi-
cally, maximizing a linear function over II(F) is solvable in O(p(n) - (p(n) + ¢(n))) if maximizing a
linear function over F is solvable within O(p(n)) comparisons and (’)(q(n)) additions. While this
combinatorial algorithm is sufficient to solve the stand-alone assortment problem with a single con-
sumer type, it cannot be directly integrated into the master problem of quick commerce assortment
planning. In contrast, as demonstrated in Theorems 1 and 2, the compact extended formulation
for conv(F) can be easily incorporated into the MIP formulation of (QAP-RLXx), which can be

directly solved by modern commercial solvers.

4.2. Polyhedral characterizations in assortment planning

Polyhedral characterizations of combinatorial structures have proven to be a powerful and unifying
tool in combinatorial optimization. There has been a tremendous amount of research in polyhe-
dral methods and combinatorial optimization, see books and monographs (Grotschel et al. 2012,
Cornuéjols 2001, Schrijver 2003, Conforti et al. 2014). Here, we present a polyhedral characteriza-

tion of a combinatorial structure arising naturally in quick-commerce assortment planning.

4.2.1. Two-stage Luce model In reality, an online consumer segment may never purchase
certain products within the same category. According to the dataset of Taobao, Chen et al. (2022h)
find that the consumer-item matrices are very sparse (only 1.25% nonzero entries), indicating the

zero-probability scenario of consumer behavior in real-world scenarios. Many utility based discrete
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choice models are not able to capture zero-probability scenarios. For example, if a person always
prefers Coke to Pepsi, then the probability of choosing Pepsi is always zero if Coke is in the
assortment. However, if Coke is unavailable, this person has a positive probability purchasing Pepsi.
Such behavior cannot be modeled by the MNL model. To address this, Echenique and Saito (2019)
propose a two-stage Luce model (2SLM) to accommodate the dominance relationship among some
products. Under the 2SLM, given an assortment, all the dominated products are removed by the
consumers in the first stage and then they make the choice according to the MNL model based
on the remaining undominated products. Ok and Tserenjigmid (2023) develop a methodology to
make rationality comparisons between stochastic choice functions, and show that the 2SLM is at
least as rational as any stochastic choice function.

To obtain a linear programming formulation for the 2SLM, one needs to model the set of all
undominated products. The polytope associated with all undominated products is called chain poly-
tope, which is introduced in Stanley (1986). To formally describe chain polytope and its extended
formulation, we introduce some notation that we use in this subsection. Let P be a partial order
set specifying consumers’ preference on the set of n products, where the partial order is denoted
by <. A strict order a; < a, means that a; < a, and a; # as. An antichain in P is a collection of
elements of P such that no two in the collection are comparable in the partial order. A chain in P
on the other hand is a collection of elements that are totally ordered. Finally, we say that a, cover
a; if a1 < a, and there is no b € P with a; < b < a», and we call this a cover relation. Then, the set

of all undominated products in the partial order set is
.7::{:136{0,1}”}0§xa1+---+xak <1 for chains a; <--- < a; in 77}.

The convex hull of F is called the chain polytope of P. The continuous relaxation of F yields a
linear programming formulation for the chain polytope, but its size is exponential. Corollary 2.9
in Fawzi et al. (2022) gives an extended formulation for the chain polytope with O(n?) inequalities
and n additional variables. This formulation, together with Theorem 2, gives a compact extended
formulation for the convex hull of the choice probability set II(F), that is, (yo,y) € R" belongs to
the convex hull of II(F) if there exists z € R" such that

0< 24, <24y <o for all ay = a; in P

0< Yo, <24, — Za; for all cover relation a; > a;
Ya; = Za, for all minimal element a; € P (2-STAGE-LUCE)
UoYo + Z ujy; =1 and yo>0.
JEN

This formulation reduces to the formulation of the chain polytope given by Corollary 2.9 of Fawzi

et al. (2022) when yo =1 and the normalization plane is removed.
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5. Convexification Techniques for (Orr-Bi) and (LINK-BI)

After establishing tractable formulations for the convex hull of the choice probability set, the next
step is to derive an MIP formulation for (Orr-BI1) and (LiNk-BI1). To do so, we need to devise
an efficient method to deal with the constraints related to bilinear terms. A prevalent method is
to use the McCormick inequalities (McCormick 1976), which, in the context of quick commerce

assortment planning, reformulates (Orr-Bi1) and (LINK-BI) as follows
yijgy%-xj yijgyfo-mj—f—yio—yfo forie M* and j €N
; " " (McCORMICK)
Yoj = Yoo " Tj Yoj = Yoo Tj+Yo — Yy for jEN,
where y% (resp. yY) is a constant lower (resp. upper) bound on the no-purchase probability variable
Yio of consumer type i. However, (McCORMICK) ignores the relation between offline assortment
decisions and choice probabilities of offline and online consumer segments. It is this relation on

which we will conduct a convex hull study. In Section 5.1, we formally define the nonconvex sets

that are studied, and, at the end of Section 5.1, we overview our theoretical findings.

5.1. Motivation: tractable and intractable results

To streamline the presentation of Section 5, we remove the subscript i. Moreover, we assume that
there are no constraints on the feasible assortments, that is 7 = {0,1}". Thus, we can use a compact
notation Y to denote the convex hull of a choice probability set, that is,

uoyo+2ujyj:17 0<y; <yo for alleN}.

JEN

Y = conv (I1({0,1}")) = {(yo,y)

Now, (Orr-BI1) and (LINK-BI) lead us to study two mixed integer bilinear sets

B:= {(a},yo,y) €{0,1}" xY |y; =yox; for all j EN}

and
5= { (0., € 0.1 x ¥

respectively. However, the following complexity result shows that it is impossible to obtain a

y; <yox; for all j GN},

tractable description for conv(B) and conv(B<).
PROPOSITION 3. The separation problems of conv(B) and conv(B<) are NP-hard.

Thus, instead of studying conv(B) and conv(B=), we opt to focus on a mixed integer bilinear set

that is specifically associated with a single product j, that is

B;:= {(%vyo’y) €{0,1} xY } Yj :yowj}-

We also consider a decomposition of B;, that is ng ﬂsz, where

B = {(2;,90,9) €{0,1} x Y | y; <wox;} and BF :={(z;,y0,y) € {0,1} x Y | y; > you; }.
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These sets are relevant to our study since their convex hulls provide a partial description of the
convex hull of B and B=. In the following two remarks, we discuss relevant convexification results
on single product bilinear sets.

REMARK 1. The convex hull of B;, the bilinear set associated with a single product j, can be
obtained by using disjunctive programming (Balas 1998)* since B; is expressible as the union of

two polytopes

Bjm{(mjyy07y)|xj:0} and Bjm{($37y07y)|$j:1}

This approach requires a convex multiplier and a copy of (x;,yo,¥y) variables for each disjunction,
thus introducing 2(n + 2) + 1 additional continuous variables. Hence, using the disjunctive pro-
gramming approach in our MIP framework for (QAP) needs to introduce (mn+n)- (2(n+2)+1)
continuous variables since there are mn + n single product bilinear terms in (Orr-Bi1) and (LINK-
Bn). O

REMARK 2. Sen et al. (2018) propose a novel conic quadratic mixed-integer formulation for
assortment optimization under the MMNL model. This approach yields a convex relaxation for sz
given as follows:

{(J:j,yo,y) ‘ wy; > x3 for je N, wyo > 1, w :u0+Zuj:cj, (yo,y) €Y, x €0, 1]n},
JEN

by exploiting the relation :c? = x; for binary variable x;. However, this relaxation strictly contains
the convex hull of B]-Z. To see this, we consider the following example where n =2, and (ug, uy, uz) =
(1,1,2). To depict its convex hull in 3D, we consider B in the space of (zy,y1,y,) variables, that

is

312:{(1?1,91,92) 0<y1 <1—y; =2y, 0<ys <1 —y1 —2y2, y1 >21(1 —y1 —2y0), $1€{071}}-

The convex hull of BZ, depicted as a gray polytope in Figure 3, is given by

{(33173/17?/2)

0<y1 <1—=w1 -2y, 0<ya <1 —y1 =2y, 0<a; <1,
2y1 +2y2 — T ZO, 4y1 — I 20}7
where the last two inequalities are derived using (UNDER) in Theorem 3, and, in Theorem 5, we

show that they indeed yield a convex hull description for BZ. In contrast, the convex relaxation

from Sen et al. (2018) is given as follows:
{("L‘lvylvyZ) ‘ wys > iﬁ'%, WYz > 33%, WYo > 1a w = 1—{_':Cl +2:B27

0<y1 <¥o, 0<y2<wyo, Yo+ +2y2=1, z€[0,1]?}.

2 Disjunctive programming has been utilized in other assortment problems, such as model-free assortment pric-
ing (Chen et al. 2023).
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T

yv
n

Figure 3  The conic quadratic relaxation in Sen et al. (2018) fails to describe conv(B;)

This relaxation contains the red point (Z,y1,%2) = (0.95,0.25,0.2) in Figure 3 since it can be
extended to a point (o, y1,%2) = (0.35,0.25,0.2), w = 3.61, (Z;,Z2) = (0.95,0.83) which satisfies
constraints in the relaxation. However, the red point does not belong to the gray polytope as it
violates one of the defining inequalities 2y; + 2y, — 21 > 0 and its projection of the plane 2y; +
2yy — x1 = 0 is depicted as the blue point in Figure 3. [

On the one hand, disjunctive programming provides a convex hull description of B; using 2(n +
2) 41 additional continuous variables. On the other hand, while the state-of-the-art conic formula-
tion yields a strong relaxation for sz using few additional variables, it fails to describe the convex
hull for B;. It seems that there is a trade-off between size and tightness in describing the convex hull
of B;. In fact, the remainder of Section 5 aims to demonstrate the existence of a tractable convex
hull description of B; without the introduction of new variables. In particular, in Section 5.2, we
present a family of valid linear inequalities, (OVER) and (UNDER), for the single product set B;.
Although the number of inequalities is exponential in the number of products, we develop a modi-
fied choice probability-ordered policy in Section 5.3 to solve its separation problem. In Section 5.4,

we leverage this modified choice probability-ordered policy to establish that

(OVER) and (UNDER) describe conv(B;) without using additional variables.

5.2. Single product relaxations
To streamline the presentation in the rest of this section, we define
1
U(S) ;:uo-i-Zui and «(S):= G for every S C N.

ies
In Theorem 3, we provide a constructive procedure to derive valid linear inequalities, (OVER)
and (UNDER), for the single product set B;. Our rationale is that this constructive procedure may
be useful in generating valid inequalities for similar structures. Before proceeding to the formal

description, we use the following example to illustrate the basic idea.
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EXAMPLE 3. In this example, we consider the case where n =2 and (ug,u;,u2) = (1,1,2) again,
and derive one of the inequalities defining the polytope in Figure 3. Recall that we are interested in
deriving the convex hull of B = {(z1,y0,y1,52) €{0,1} x Y ! Y1 > x1Yo §, where Y = {(y0,y1,92) |
Yo+tuyi+2y2=1, 0<y; <yo, 0<ys <yo}. Our procedure exploits structures in vertices of Y,

which can be obtained by using part 2 of Lemma 2 as follows:
ext(0) = (1,0,0) ext({1}) = (% %0) ext({2}) = (éo %) and  ext({1,2}) = (i i %)

where, in addition to satisfying the probability normalization condition, the j" coordinate of an
extreme point is either zero or equal to the 0" coordinate, for example, ext({1}) means that
only the first coordinate is nonzero. Our procedure starts by using an extreme point, for example
ext({1}), to define a truncated function 7:Y — R, that is, 7(yo,1,¥2) := max{yo, 3}, which can
be interpreted as the range of y, provided that products in {1} are available to be selected. Next,
we use the truncated function to obtain a linear underestimating function of z;y, over {0,1} x Y
as follows:

1 1
Y1 > x1Yo =1 - T(Yo, Y1, Y2) + 1 (?JO —T(y07y17y2)) > Xy B + Yo — 7(Yo, Y1, Y2) > 21 - 3~

Y2,

where the equality expands x,y, using the truncated function as an intermediate step, the second
inequality holds since the two terms are relaxed individually. For the first term, the truncated
function is relaxed to its lower bound %, and for the second term, x; is relaxed to its upper bound
1. The last inequality holds since —ys, is a linear underestimating function of yo — 7(yo, y1,%2). This

relaxation is performed by linearly interpolating the concave function (1 —y; — 2y2) — 7(yo, Y1, Y2)

over the extreme point ext({1}) and its neighborhood ext({1,2}). O

THEOREM 3. Fiz a product j € N. For S C N\ j, the following inequalities are valid for B;

y; >a(SUj)-xz; — Z ug-a(SUJ) -y (UNDER)
teN\(SUy)
y; <a(SUJ)a;+ (1— (uo+ ;) - a(SUJ)) yo— D ur-a(SUJ) . (OVER)
tesS

Next, we specialize (OVER) and (UNDER) to the case when S € {, N \ j}. The resulting
four inequalities imply McCormick inequalities, thus yielding an MIP formulation of (Orr-BrI)

and (LINK-BI1) which is tighter than that based on (MCCORMICK).
COROLLARY 1. Let j € N be a given product. For S € {0, N\ j}, (UNDER) and (OVER) yield
y; = a(N)-x; y; = (D) -z +yo — a(l)

y; <a(j) -z, yi (N \Jj) -z +yo—a(N\Jj),

which implies McCormick inequalities for the bilinear set B,;.

(McCorMICKPLUS)
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Finally, we show that the proposed inequalities are strong in a sense that they are facet-defining.
In other words, each inequality in (UNDER) (resp. (OVER)) contributes to describing the convex
hull of B (resp. B5).

PROPOSITION 4. For a given product j € N, (UNDER) and (OVER) are facet-defining for

conv(B7) and conv(B5), respectively.

5.3. Modified choice probability ordered separation
Although the inequalities in Theorem 3 are effective due to Corollary 1 and Proposition 4, the
number of inequalities is exponential in the number of products. In order to leverage these inequal-
ities to speed up the computation time for (QAP-RLX), we need to design an efficient algorithm to
find an inequality, out of the exponential many, to separate an infeasible solution. The main result
in this subsection is that a modified choice probability-order policy yields a separation algorithm
with a complexity of O(nlogn).

Given a vector (%,y) €Y and Z € [0, 1], finding a violated inequality in (UNDER) and (OVER)

is equivalent to solving the following combinatorial optimization problems

B Dugrsun e ]
Sg}\fg@}{ 0(50j) U(SUJ) , (SEP-UNDER)
. i’j Ztesut‘(go_gt) _
sgrglvlgj}{ 0507 + 0(SUj) , (SEP-OVER)

respectively. The optimization problem defined in (SEP-UNDER) and (SEP-OVER) can be inter-
preted as follows. We assume that a set SU{j} is the “imaginary” assortment offered to consumers.
If SU{j} is indeed the actual offered assortment (i.e. y; is equal to y, for t € SU{j} and 0 oth-

erwise), then g; should be exactly equal to However, the actual assortment induced by a

TE -
feasible solution (Z;,9o,-..,¥j,---,Yn) to B; may not be S U {j}. Therefore, the value of g; can

deviate from . If g, is positive for ¢ ¢ SUj, it indicates that consumers choose products out-

side the imaginary assortment. Thus, the probability of choosing product j needs to be adjusted
downward. On the other hand, if g, is strictly less than g, for ¢t € .S, it means that some products
inside of the imaginary assortment are chosen less than expected. As a result, the probability of
choosing product j needs to be adjusted upward. Both adjustments are conducted according to
the preference weights. The optimization problem of (SEP-UNDER) and (SEP-OVER) is to seek the
best imaginary assortment that provides the largest lower bound and the smallest upper bound.
Next, we present Algorithm 1, a modified choice probability-order policy to obtain the opti-
mal assortments for (SEP-UNDER) and (SEP-OVER) for a given solution (Z;,%o,y). The algo-

rithm involves sorting ¥; in descending order once. Theorem 4 shows that the optimal solution to

(SEP-UNDER) is the assortment with products whose modified probability ; is no less than g,
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while the optimal solution to (SEP-OVER) is the assortment with products whose modified proba-
bility is no less than g — y;. Sorting has a complexity of O(nlogn), so the overall time complexity

of Algorithm 1 is O(nlogn).

Algorithm 1: Separation for (UNDER) and (OVER)
Data: z; € [0,1] and (go,y) €Y

Result: cither (z;,70,y) satisfies (UNDER) and (OVER) or a violated inequality
find a permutation o of N\ {j} so that ¥,y >+ > Uo(n-1);

S* {0(1)»---»U(k) ‘ Yo (k) Zﬂj};

T {cr(l), i) | Yo(k) = Yo — gj};

if (Z;,90,9) satisfies (UNDER) with S =S5* and (UNDER) with S=T"* then
| (Zi, 7o, y) satisfies (UNDER) and (OVER);

else
| either (UNDER) with S =5 or (OVER) with S =T* violates at point (Z;,%o,¥);

end

THEOREM 4. (SEP-UNDER) and (SEP-OVER) have modified choice probability-ordered optimal

solutions. Algorithm 1 separates (UNDER) and (OVER) in O(nlogn).

5.4. Convex hull characterizations
In this subsection, we investigate the theoretical strength of our proposed inequalities. In particular,
we show that (UNDER) and (OVER) yield a convex hull description for a single product bilinear

set B;. We start with a decomposition result on the convex hull of B;.
LEMMA 3. conv(B;) = COHV(BJ-S) N COIIV(BjZ).

Due to this lemma, it suffices to characterize the convex hull of sz and ng individually. The hard
part of the proof is to show that for a given point satisfying (UNDER) (resp. (OVER)), we need to
decompose into a convex combination of points in ng (resp. sz) In the proof of Theorem 5, this

decomposition is found by using the modified choice probability-ordered separation algorithm.

THEOREM 5. For a given product j, (UNDER) and (OVER) describe conv(B7) and conv(B5),

respectively.

By combining Lemma 3 and Theorem 5, we can conclude that (UNDER) and (OVER) describe the

convex hull of B; without using additional variables.
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6. Numerical Experiments
In this section, we present the results of our numerical experiments. In Section 6.1, we leverage
the convex hull results established in Section 3 to Section 5 to present explicit reformulations for
the quick-commerce assortment planning problems (QAP). Specifically, we offer reformulations for
both scenarios: one involving the MNL choice model (referred to as CH) and the other encompassing
the two-stage Luce choice model (referred to as CH-Chain). Subsequently, we delve into a discussion
about the implementation aspect, wherein we propose a cutting-plane algorithm. In Section 6.2, we
report the performance of our formulation CH and CH-Chain, comparing them to other formulations
using synthetic data. In Section 6.3, our objective is to offer managerial insights into the nature
of (QAP).

All our numerical studies are performed in Python 3.10 on a Virtual Machine with 32 GB
RAM and a 4-core Intel Core (Broadwell) @2.20 GHz processor. All linear, second order conic and
mixed-integer optimization problems were solved by using Gurobi 10.01 (Gurobi Optimization,

LLC 2023).

6.1. Formulation CH and CH-Chain

We start by presenting formulation CH for unconstrained (QAP) with the MNL choice model,
that is, the set of feasible assortments F; = {0,1}" for all i € M*. Recall that Theorem 1 provides
an alternative formulation (QAP-RLx) of (QAP). This reformulation consists of three types of
nonconvex constraints, (CHOICE-PROB), (OFF-BI) and (LINK-BI), which can be convexified using
techniques in Sections 4 and 5. This progress leads us to the following equivalent formulation

of (QAP), which we refer to as formulation CH

CH : max Z ai(z Tijuijyij)
ieEM+ JEN
st. xze{0,1}"

UioYio + Zul'jyij =1and 0<y;; <wio foric Mt and jEN (1a)
jEN
Yo; > ap(SUj)x; — Z oo (S U 7)yor for je N and SC N\ j (1b)
tEN\(SUj)
Yij S oi(SUj)z; + (1 — (uio +uij)ai(SUj))yi0 - Zuitozi(SUj)yit
tes
forie M*, jeN and SCN\j (1c)
(uio—i-Zuijxj)yio Z 1 fOI‘ i€M+, (1d)
jEN
where «;(S) := m for each i € M T and S C N. It follows from Theorem 2 that constraint (1a)
7€y ]

describes the convex hull of the choice probability set II(F;) for the case when F; ={0,1}". The
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constraint (1b) is derived by applying (UNDER) in Theorem 3 to each product j in the offline
segment. The constraint (1c) is obtained by applying (OVER) in Theorem 3 to each product j cross
all offline and online segments. We can interpret constraint (1b) (resp. (1c)) as polyhedral under-
estimation (resp. over-estimation) of choice probability variable y;; of the j* product in the i*"
segment. Note that we have not yet imposed additional constraints on the no-purchase probability
variable y;o except the normalization requirement in (la). Next, we argue that it is natural to
impose constraint (1d) as a convex under-estimation of the no-purchase probability variable. Recall

that in formulation (QAP-RLX), ideally we wish to enforce the following constraint

1
uio+ > jen WigYij/Yio

Yio forie MT,

where y;;/yi0 models whether we offer product j to consumer type i. This is nonconvex. However,

we can relax this constraint as follows

1 1
Yio = >
Wio + D ien Wij¥ij/Yio  Uio + D sen WijTj

forie M,

where the second inequality holds since y;;/y;0 < x; for all i and j. If we now move the denominator
of the right-hand side to the left, we arrive at constraint (1d).

Since the number of constraints in (1b) and (1c) is exponential in the number of products n, even
the continuous relaxation of CH can not be efficiently solved by using state-of-the art commercial
solvers. To circumvent this difficulty, we propose a cutting plane algorithm, Algorithm 2, to gen-
erate a compact approximation of CH. Instead of optimizing over all inequalities in (1b) and (1c),
Algorithm 2 starts with processing a base formulation, referred to as CH-0, which is constructed

using inequalities in (McCORMICKPLUS)

CH-0: max Z Qa; <Z Tij“ijfUz‘j)

ieM+ JEN
st. xe{0,1}", (1a)
(Ui0+zuij$g‘)yio >1 forie M+
jEN
Yo; > ao(N)z; and yo; > ao(D)z; 4+ yoo — (D) forjeN

yij <a;(j)z; and yi; <ai(N\j)zj+yoo — (N \j) forie M*t,jeN.
Next, we solve the continuous relaxation of CH-0 and obtain an optimal solution (Z, gy, y). For each
1€ M™* and j € N, we use the separation oracle, Algorithm 1, to generate cuts, out of exponentially
many ones in (1b) and (1c), to cut off infeasible point (Z;, ¥;0,y;) from the feasible region of CH.
Adding newly generated cuts into the base formulation CH-0 yields a tighter formulation CH-1.

One can repeat this procedure K times, and obtain a formulation, which is referred to as CH-K.



26 Chen, He, Rong and Wang: IP Approach for Quick-Commerce Assortment Planning

Algorithm 2: A cutting-plane implementation of CH

Data: Formulation CH-0 and a positive integer K
Result: Formulation CH-K
k<+1;

while k£ < K do
(Z,Jo,y) + an optimal solution to the continuous relaxation of CH-(k-1);

Cuts <0 ;
for ¢ in M* do
for j in N do
¢ < call the separation oracle, Algorithm 1, to separate (Z;,%i0,Y;);
push(/, Cuts);
end
end
CH-k <— add Cuts into formulation CH-(k-1);

k=k+1,;
end

Next, we present formulation CH-Chain for ((QAP) when consumers in each online segment make
a choice decision according to the two-stage Luce model (2SLM), a choice model introduced in
Section 4.2. For each i € M, let P; be a partial order set specifying consumers’ preference on the
set of n products, where the partial order is denoted as >;. In this setting, online consumers of

type ¢ make the choice according to the MNL model based on the undonimated products F;, where
Fi= {$2 e{0,1}" } 0 < @i, +- -+ 4q, <1 for chains a; =, --- >, a5 in Pi}. (2)

In other words, we need to derive a formulation for (QAP) when F; is defined as in (2) for each
i€ M. In Section 4.2.1, we show that (y;0,¥y,) € conv(IL;(F;)) if and only if there exists z; € R" such

that .
0< Zia; < Ziag < Yio for all ay =;a; in P;

0 < Yia; < Zia;, — Zia, for all cover relation a; ~; a;
Ya; = Zia, for all minimal element a; € P; (3)
UioYio0 + Z uiyi; =1 and g > 0.
JEN
Recall that letting y;o = 1, the first three constraints in (3) describe the chain polytope, which is
defined as the convex hull of (2). Thus, the formulation of (QQAP) obtained from replacing (1a) in
formulation CH with (3) is referred to as formulation CH-Chain. Similarly, the formulation obtained
from replacing (1a) in formulation CH-0 with (3) is referred to as CH-Chain-0, and the formulation

generated by Algorithm 2 with input CH-Chain-0 is referred to as CH-Chain-K.
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6.2. Computational performance of formulation CH and CH-Chain

6.2.1. Alternate formulations We describe two alternate formulations for (QAP). For the
unconstrained case, we consider

Conic: This is a conic integer optimization formulation based on techniques in Sen et al. (2018),
and its derivation is detailed in Appendix B.1;

MILP: This is a mixed-integer linear formulation based on the standard big-M linearization, and
its deviation is detailed in Appendix B.2.
For the case when customers in each online segment make a choice decision according to the
two-stage Luce model, we consider

Conic-Chain: This is obtained by adding into Conic constraints in (2) that describe the set of
undonimated products of each online segment;

MILP-Chain: This is obtained by adding into MILP constraints in (2).

6.2.2. Problem setting We randomly generate data for the revenue and preference weight
of each product across the offline and online segments. Details about data generation can be seen
in Appendix C.1. Generally, we set the revenue of each product for the offline consumer segment
as a random variable of uniform distribution U[10,20]. We assume that the online segments are
divided into two groups: the regular group and the VIP group. For each product, the revenue from
the consumers in the regular group is the same as that from the offline consumer segment and
the revenue from the consumers in the VIP group is lower than that from the regular group. We
set the preference weight on each product across the offline and online consumer segments as a
random variable from the uniform distribution U[0,1]. In addition, we fix the preference weight
on the no-purchase option for the offline consumer segment to be 1, while varying that for the
online consumer segments in {2,5,10}. Furthermore, we assume that the probability of the offline
consumer segment arriving in the system is a and that of each online segment i € M is (1 —ag)/m
equally, i.e., >, 0, =1—ay.

We explore two choice models for the online segments: the standard MNL model and the 2SLM.
The reason for considering the 2SLM exclusively for the online segments is that there is more
data available in the online environment, which enables the firm to gain better insights into the
consumer’s choice behavior. If the behavior of an online consumer is captured by the 2SLM, we
proceed to randomly generate a series of dominant relationships among the products for the online
consumer segment. Specifically, for each online segment, we select a random set containing |0.25 x
n| products and randomly generate arcs joining two products among them. We record the dominant
relationship by a directed acyclic graph G(N, E) for which the details about the generation of arcs
can be found in Appendix C.2 (Algorithm 3).
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6.2.3. Numerical results We compare three different approaches in terms of the following
performance measures: the average computation time (labeled as “Time”), the minimal compu-
tation time (labeled as “min”), the maximal computation time (labeled as “max”), the standard
deviation of the computation time (labeled as “std”)*, the average number of explored nodes by
the Gurobi solver (labeled as “Nodes”) and the number of solved instances within a 3600 second
time limit (labeled as “Solved”). In our implementation of formulation CH and CH-Chain, we use
the Algorithm 2 with K = 2 to obtain CH-2 and CH-Chain-2, respectively. Importantly, the running
time of Algorithm 2 is labeled “Alg. 2 running time”.

Table 2 reports the results for various configurations involving various problem sizes (i.e. (n,m) €
{(100,50), (150,75),(200,100) }) and different preference weight values for the nonpurchase rate of
online segments (i.e. us™ € {2,5,10}). Each configuration includes 36 instances following the data
generating process described in Section 6.2.2 (see details in Appendix C), and the offline consumer
segment arrival probability for each instance is g =0.5.

Based on the results from Table 2, it is evident that CH-2 performs best in all the mentioned
aspects for both choice models, MNL and 2SLM. Specifically, for the MNL, both CH-2 and Conic
are able to solve all the 36 instances with the default optimality gap 0.01% and with a time limit
of 3600 s. However, MILP even fails to solve an instance for (n,m) = (100, 50), not to mention the
configuration with a larger problem size. For the 25LM, CH-Chain-2 is able to solve all the instances
with the average computation time being less than double that under MNL. This indicates the
scalability of our approach as we explore the structure of II(F) effectively. However, the number
of solved instances drops significantly for Conic, while MILP barely solves any instances for the
2SLM. The computational advantage of CH can be attributed to the fact that our formulation is
tighter than the other two approaches, as indicated by the number of explored nodes under all
three approaches. Especially when the preference weight of non-purchase for the online segment is

small, it takes only one node to solve CH-2.

¢ 9

By examining the ““max” and “std” under the “Time” rows in Table 2, it becomes evident that

our proposed approaches exhibit robustness across all the configurations with random instances.
To further visualize the computational performance of our approaches, we employ the performance

profile, introduced by Dolan and Moré (2002), which is commonly utilized to compare different

4

solution approaches. In particular, the performance profile * in terms of CPU time on the instances

tested in Table 2 is displayed in Figure 4, where the time of CH (CH-Chain) denotes the sum of

% The std is omitted (denoted by “”) if some instances are not solved successfully

4 Letting 7. denote the CPU time that approach ¢ consumed in solving problem p and © denote the set of n, test
problems, the distribution function m.(7) for approach c is defined as 7.(7) = size{p€ © : 7, < 7}/ny, 7 >0, which
serves as a performance metric for the approach ¢, with respect to the CPU time. The performance profile of each
approach c is generated by plotting the corresponding distribution function m.(7).
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Table 2 Computational Performance Comparison

Formul. (n,m) (100, 50) (150, 75) (200, 100)
(ugﬁ,ugn) (1,2) (1,5) (1,10) (1,2) (1,5) (1,10) (1,2) (1,5) (1,10)
Time 1.6 4.7 11.7 5.5 28.9 79.7 13.6 156.0 448.6
CH-2 min 0.4 0.8 1.8 1.7 5.1 17.0 3.9 18.1 71.0
max 5.3 26.2 50.8 15.7 153.0 250.6 46.8 3358.0 2014.2
std 1.2 5.7 11.2 2.7 30.9 62.1 9.7 554.1 4584
Time 75.8 120.8 190.6 347.5  583.9 1040.3 744.8 2189.1 3286.3
Conic min 5.7 36.5 56.0 121.0 216.5 346.5 2974 6839 2024.8
max 240.2 588.8 490.9 845.9  2034.9 2430.9 3600 3600 3600
std 48.7 96.4 127.7 146.0 430.9 5315 - - -
Time 46.8 131.8 663.6 251.2  1190.9 3169.8 329.2 32254 3600
MILP min 3.4 17.1 50.6 39.4 1412  793.1 85.9  1658.2 3600
max 175.9 611.4 3600 544.5 3600 3600 3241.6 3600 3600
std 42.2 131.9 - 132.3 - - 519.1 - -
CH-2 Nodes 1.0 1.0 3.0 1.0 3.0 15.8 1.0 95.3 101.8
Conic Nodes 14.4 219.6 482.3 44.1 506.3  752.2 166.7  718.7 892.4
MILP Nodes 411.2 3732.6 19321.2 577.0 10686.7 23726.2 1493.4 12141.4 9841.4
CH-2 Solved 36 36 36 36 36 36 36 36 36
Conic Solved 36 36 36 36 36 36 35 24 17
MILP Solved 36 36 35 36 31 10 36 13 0
Alg. 2 running time 6.6 10.4 16.9 16.0 19.4 112.0 31.8 40.7 95.9
Time 2.0 8.7 18.2 8.4 40.3 113.0 26.3 184.4 608.4
CH-Chain-2 min 0.6 1.2 3.3 3.3 9.9 30.0 7.4 44.1 66.4
max 6.3 34.4 62.1 16.1 140.0 271.0 119.3 3052.2 3469.3
std 1.3 7.7 14.5 3.1 32.7 79.3 18.1 495.1  638.9
Time 335.4 551.2 709.4  2130.7 29484 2837.1 3510.1 3600 3600
Conic-Chain min 32.9 149.2 290.7 332.4  853.8 1249.5 2281.9 3600 3600
max 3600 1250.6  1874.0 3600 3600 3600 3600 3600 3600
std - 227.7 345.1 - - - - - -
Time 3233.0 3600 3600 3600 3600 3600 360 3600 3600
MILP-Chain min 72.9 3600 3600 3600 3600 3600 3600 3600 3600
max 3600 3600 3600 3600 3600 3600 3600 3600 3600
std - - - - - - - - -
CH-Chain-2 Nodes 1.0 1.4 25.2 1.0 10.2 38.2 1.0 109.7  162.9

Conic-Chain Nodes 52344  2628.8 2201.3 25308.7 12792.8 80829 7338.2 1546.8 1507.6
MILP-Chain Nodes 308996.9 182801.1 113729.0 105800.7 45419.9 16591.3 25915.5 10538.1 5426.1

CH-Chain-2 Solved 36 36 36 36 36 36 36 36 36
Conic-Chain Solved 35 36 36 28 16 25 5 0 0
MILP-Chain Solved 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Alg. 2 running time 7.5 9.1 12.9 23.4 29.0 31.8 60.1 71.9 83.4
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the time for solving the IP problem CH-2 (CH-Chain-2) and the corresponding Alg. 2 running time,
respectively.

The performance profile clearly demonstrates that our approach outperforms the other
approaches in terms of CPU time. Moreover, the performance difference between CH and CH-
Chain is very small, indicating the scalability of our approaches when the assortment set F can
be efficiently represented. Notably, both CH and CH-Chain successfully solve nearly all instances
within 1000 seconds, while Conic (Conic-Chain) and MILP (Conic-Chain) complete approximately
72% (34%) and 61%(1%) of all instances for the MNL (2SLM) choice model within the same
time frame, respectively. Based on these compelling findings, we can confidently conclude that
our approaches demonstrate significant efficiency, making it a preferred choice for handling these

complex assortment planning problems.
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Figure 4 Time performance profile in terms of CPU time.

6.3. Managerial Insights
Thanks to the efficiency of CH and CH-Chain, in this subsection, we are able to provide some man-

agerial insights regarding the quick-commerce assortment planning based on our solution approach.

6.3.1. Assortment Map We employ an Assortment Map to visually capture the impact of
different parameters on the optimal assortment. Figure 5 presents the assortment map by varying
the proportion of the offline channel oy, across a range from 0.01 to 0.99, using increments of 0.05.
Additionally, Figure 6 displays the assortment map by varying the online consumers’ preference
weight on the no-purchase option, i.e., ug", ranging from 1 to 20 with a step of 1.

In both figures, we visually depict the purchase probabilities for three distinct consumer seg-

ments: the offline consumer segment, a regular online consumer segment, and a VIP online consumer
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segment. These depictions are presented under two scenarios: one employing the MNL choice model
and the other utilizing the two-stage Luce choice model. The y-axis in all figures corresponds to
the product index, which is arranged according to the descending order of product price for the
offline consumer segment, despite potential variations in price orders between the offline and VIP
segments. A smaller product index indicates a higher price for the corresponding product in the
offline channel regardless of its price for the VIP segment. Only the results for the first 100 prod-
ucts are disclosed because few of the remaining products are offered. Each square block in the
subfigures represents the purchase rate corresponding to a specific product under different values of
a parameter. Darker shades of blue indicate higher purchase probabilities. These assortment maps
provide valuable insights into the influence of different parameters on the optimal assortment for
the quick commerce assortment planning problem.

In Figure 5, we observe that when «y is close to 1, indicating a predominant share of traffic from
the physical store, the offline assortment aligns with the ranking based on product price. As ay
diminishes and more traffic shifts to online channels, more products are activated in the optimal
offline assortment. This change occurs because the decreased importance of the offline segment
makes the cannibalization effect in the offline channel less relevant from the perspective of the
entire market. As a result, it becomes more beneficial to provide a broader assortment of products
in the offline channel to cater to the needs of different online segments. However, under smaller «,
the optimal offline assortment departs from adhering solely to the product ranking based on price.
This deviation underscores the necessity to account for the intricate influence of online segments
more comprehensively on the assortment planning process.

In Figure 6, as the preference weight of the nonpurchase option for online segments increases,
the cannibalization effect in the online channel becomes less significant. Consequently, it becomes
more advantageous to offer a broader assortment of products for online segments. As a result, more
products are offered in the optimal assortment in the offline channel.

Furthermore, when comparing the case with the MNL model, it becomes evident that the pat-
tern of the optimal assortment for the online segments becomes more intricate under the 2SLM,
primarily due to the influence of dominant relationships among products. However, it is important
to note that these dominant relationships among different online segments are generated indepen-
dently, which subsequently limits their impact on the offline segment. As a consequence, assortment

planning in the offline segment maintains a relatively stable nature.

6.3.2. Benefit of the Joint Optimization Next, we will assess the benefits of jointly opti-
mizing assortments from both the offline and online channels. In Section 2.2, we introduce a two-step

revenue-ordered policy (RO) procedure. This strategy involves initially determining the assortment
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Figure 6  Assortment maps by varying ug" with oo =0.5.

for the offline channel and then utilizing this assortment as a candidate set for each online segment
to select their respective optimal assortments. We denote the resulting revenue of the firm using
the RO procedure as rev®©. Furthermore, we use rev°* to represent the optimal revenue achieved

by solving the joint optimization of quick-commerce assortment planning. To gauge the benefits of
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this joint optimization approach, we quantify the benefit of joint optimization as follows:

opt __ RO
Cainont - "V rev
' reyopt ’

In Figure 7, we present box plots of Gain?*™ for each scenario using 12 random instances.
Figure 7a delves into the impact of ag on Gain?*™. Notably, as o decreases, Gain’*™* increases.
This trend arises from the growing importance of accounting for the online channel’s influence on
the offline assortment, which becomes particularly pronounced as the market share of the online
channel expands. This is further evidenced by Figure 5a, where the optimal offline assortment is
the smallest with «q close to 1. As oy decreases, the optimal offline assortment expands. This
reflects how the joint optimization process incorporates the requirements of the online channel
when devising the optimal offline assortment.

In Figure 7b, we explore the influence of ud" on Gain’*™*. Clearly, as ud" rises, so does Gain’*™.
This outcome can be attributed to the heightened need for more extensive assortments in the
online segments due to a larger preference weight assigned to the non-purchase option. However,
the offline assortment determined by the RO procedure neglects these attributes, and the resulting
significant disparity between desired offline and online assortments leads to a higher revenue loss
attributed to the RO policy. This is also evident from Figure 6a that the optimal offline assortment

expands when ug" increases under the joint optimization approach.
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The Benefit of Joint Optimization under (n,m) = (200, 100).

6.3.3. Revenue Loss of the Model Mis-Specification Leveraging the data accessibility
in the online channel, the firm can pinpoint the dominant product relationships for each online
segment, as shown in Section 4.2.1. Unfortunately, these influential relationships are often disre-
garded during assortment planning. Let us delve into a scenario where this misspecification occurs:

the firm develops an assortment strategy assuming that consumers, who actually follow the 2SLM,
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behave in the same manner as consumers in the conventional MNL model. Our primary objective
is to quantitatively assess the resulting loss from this misspecification.

In cases of model misspecification, the firm tackles the joint optimization for the quick-commerce
assortment planning problem under the presumption that consumer behavior adheres to the MNL
model. Nevertheless, with the implemented assortment, consumers make selections in accordance
with their inherent two-stage procedure following the 2SLM. We denote the resulting revenue aris-
ing from this model misspecification as rev™#. Hence, the metric used to gauge the loss attributed
to model misspecification can be expressed as follows:

revoPt — rey™s

Loss™® := ,
reyoPt

The trends observed in Figure 8 highlight that the loss amplifies with a decrease in oy or ug".
This pattern can be elucidated as follows. As «q decreases, the significance of online segments in
the overall revenue generation becomes more pronounced. On the other hand, reducing ui" leads
to an increase in revenue from online segments due to the decreased likelihood of nonpurchase.
Consequently, the contribution of online segments to the total revenue becomes more prominent.

In both scenarios, neglecting the inherent behaviors of online consumers results in elevated losses.
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Figure 8  The Loss of Model Mis-Specification under (n,m) = (200, 100).

7.

Oftentimes, due to the low access cost in the online channel as opposed to the offline channel

A Polynomial-time Solvable Quick-Commerce Assortment model

(where a click replaces a physical visit), the rate of non-purchases is much higher in the online
environment. Consequently, the independent demand assumption can serve as a reliable choice
model. According to van Ryzin (2005), vast revenue management systems are built upon such a
independent demand model (IDM) in practice. In this section, we aim to capture the distinction

in choice models between offline and online channels. We assume that a consumer in the online
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segment makes purchase decisions in accordance with the independent choice model, while the
offline customers continue to adhere to the MNL model.

For each online type ¢« € M and for each product j € IV, we use 6,; >0 to denote the probability
that a consumer in online segment ¢ purchases product j. Letting 7;; be the revenue obtained from
selling a product 7 € N to a consumer in online segment ¢ € M, if we decide to offer assortment
x; € {0,1}" then the expected revenue obtained from the online segment ¢ is

RPM(z,) = Z 7:i0i5 ;.
JEN
For offline consumers, we use u; to denote their preference weight on the product j, and wuy to
denote their preference weight on the no-purchase option. Given an offline assortment x, € {0,1}",
the expected revenue is given as follows
2 jen TojUiTo;

o+ 2 e UiToj

Ry'™ (o) =

Moreover, we assume that the set of feasible assortments that we can offer to the offline store needs
to satisfy precedence constraints, see Davis et al. (2013), Sumida et al. (2021) for applications of
precedence constraints in assortment planning. More specifically, letting G = (N, E) be a directed
graph, where N is a set of nodes and F is a set of arcs, we assume that the set of feasible assortments
is given by zq; >z, for (j,k) € E. Our goal is to solve the following variant of (QAP),

max  agRY™N" (o) + Z a; RIPM(x;)

ieM

t. x;€{0,1}" forie M+
s x; €{0,1} or i (QAP-IDM)

o 2 €r; for ¢ eM
Toj > Lok for (], k?) e FE.
The main result of this section is to show that inequalities (UNDER) yield a polynomial time

solvable linear programming (LP) formulation for (QAP-IDM), that is
max aozTOjijj + ZOQ <Z Tijeijxj>
jEN ieM  NjeN
s.t. UpYo + Z U;Y; = 1

jeN (QAP-IDM-LP)
0<y; <o forje N

Yi = Yn for (j,k) € E
(j,v0,y) satisfies (UNDER)  for j€ N and SC N\ {j}.

In particular, we use a randomized rounding approach to prove the correctness of the LP formu-

lation. This approach has been used in Teo and Sethuraman (1998) to provide an elegant proof
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of the integrality of the stable marriage polytope, and more applications can be found in Sec-
tion 3.3 of Bertsimas and Weismantel (2005). The general idea of the rounding approach is as
follows. We solve (QAP-IDM-LP) and obtain an optimal solution (x,yo,y) and optimal revenue
r*. Then, from y we create a new random assortment, that is feasible to (QAP-IDM), and show
that the expected revenue generated from the random assortment is r*. This shows the equivalence
between (QAP-IDM) and (QAP-IDM-LP). The key in the proof is to design an appropriate

randomization method, which is inspired by the exactness proof of (UNDER) in Theorem 5.

THEOREM 6. (QAP-IDM-LP) is a polynomial-time solvable linear programming formulation
of (QAP-IDM).

Last, we discuss a consequence of Theorem 6. In Cao et al. (2023), they consider assortment

optimization problems when customers choose under a mixture of MNL and IDM, that is

Vi T4
maX{Zri <CMW + (1 — 04)911'1)

i€EN

xeF C{o, 1}”}, (MIXTURE)

where r; is the revenue obtained from selling product ¢ € N, v; denote consumers’ preference on
product i € N, 0; is the probability that a consumer select product i € N, and « is the probability
that an arriving customer is in the first segment. It is shown in Cao et al. (2023) that (MIXTURE)
is polynomial time tractable by solving a linear program when F = {0,1}", and, unfortunately,
is NP-hard when the feasible region F is defined by a cardinality constraint. A natural follow-
up question is to characterize a class of constraints under which (MIXTURE) is polynomial time
solvable. Next, we show that Theorem 6 implies that (MIXTURE) with precedence constraints is

polynomial time solvable.

COROLLARY 2. Let G = (N, FE) be a directed graph. If F = {ac e{0,1}" } x; > xy for (j,k) € E}

then inequalities (UNDER) yield a polynomial time solvable LP formulation for (MIXTURE).

8. Conclusion

In this paper, we study the assortment problem within the quick-commerce context. Recognizing
the face-inducing property of the physical linkage constraint, we adopt a convex hull representation
to depict the customer choice behavior for each online segment. Capitalizing on the algebraic and
geometric structures of the MNL choice model, we unveil a series of convex hull results that shed
light on the set of choice probabilities under general operational constraints and on the interaction
between offline assortment decisions and online/offline choice probabilities. These methodologies
effectively address the challenges posed by the quick-commerce assortment problem. We hope that
our results will inspire further exploration of polyhedral methods in addressing assortment opti-

mization challenges. To elaborate, we envision two specific avenues for future research. First, it
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is natural to inquire whether our geometric insights into Luce’s choice axioms can be applied to
derive compact polyhedral formulations for other Luce-type choice models proposed in Kovach and
Tserenjigmid (2022), Tserenjigmid (2021), Echenique and Saito (2019), Echenique et al. (2018).
Second, it is interesting to investigate the computational performance of inequalities (OVER)

and (UNDER) in solving other assortment optimization problems.
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Appendix A: Proofs
A.1. Proof of Proposition 1

Before proving this result, we introduce few notations. Let %" be an mazimal element, with respect to the
ordering associated with the nonnegative orthant, of the optimal solution set of (QAP), and let ®° be an
solution satisfying (2-STEP-RO). Consider the expected revenue from the offline channel of (2-STEP-RO)

and (QAP), that is, 780 = RYNL(2R0) and 73" = RYNE (2347, respectively. It follows readily that 75 >

QAP
7T02 RO

since ;" is obtained by solely maximizing the offline channel’s revenue. Next, given that the offline

channel assortment is a:OQAP, consider the online assortment optimization problem
maX{R;.\'INL(mZ-) ‘ x; <z x; € {0, 1}"} for i € M, (4)
Q QAP _

where the optimal value is denoted as AP Since zP s optimal, it follows readily that =

[ @

RVMNL (247 “that is, 2**" is an optimal solution of (4). In other words, **" is obtained via the revenue-
ordered policy. Last, for each i € M, let 780 = RMNE(zRO),

First, we prove 580 < 23"’ by contradiction. Suppose that there exists product k such that R0 =1 and

x?,? P = 0. We will show that adding product k into the offline assortment xSAP will not reduce the total

QAP is an maximal element of the optimal solution set of (QAP). Let S*"

revenue. This contradicts that x
be the assortment for offline channel corresponding to the solution £F, and let z*"*} be the binary

vector corresponding to the S¢*T U{k}. Then,

. AP Ui T4
RMNL (mQAPu{k}) _ Zjesg u{k} %0505
0 0 =
Ugp + ZjesgA1>U{k} U,
Ugo + Zjes((f‘\p Uo; Z].GS[(;)AP Uo;T0; Uok .
- 0k
Uoo + Zjes(?”’u{k} Uoj Uoo + ngsg-f“” Ugj  Ugo + Zjes(‘fAPu{k} Ug;
Uogo + Zjes(())AP Ug; QAP ok
= Tyt Tok
u00+2jesggAPU{k} Uo; u00+2je38APu{k} Up;
QAP
Z To )

where the inequality follows from 7o, > 780 > 73", Thus, we obtain a feasible solution

(dATOUT QAP 2QAPY of (QAP), whose objective value is at least the optimal value of (QAP).

Next, we argue that xR0 < 22" for each i € M. Since B0 < x3**, it follows that for each i € M,

QAP QAP
0

i

QAP RO
™, >,

. Moreover, and zR° can be obtained using revenue-ordered argument on x and z3°,

respectively. Therefore, by the same price rank assumption and the maximality of £®*", we conclude that
2RO < g O
A.2. Proof of Proposition 2

The proof of this proposition draws inspiration from the proof technique used in Theorem 1 of Rusmevichien-
tong et al. (2014), where a reduction from the Partition problem is employed. In this proof, we will use [n]
to denote {1,...,n}, and for a given vector c € R" and S C [n] we will use ¢(S5) to denote >, g c;. We will
prove that a special case of (QAP) is NP-hard, which is defined as follows. Given a set of n products, a
revenue vector r € R", two utility vectors v € Z’} and v € Z, and define

Zjesrjuj . ZjeT T5V;

Ro(S)= =25 17 _ Zger’il
0 1+ Zjes U; 1+ ZjET Uj

and Ry (T)
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we consider the following maximization problem
max{Ro(S) + R1(T) | T C S C[n]}. (QAP-SEPCIAL)

To prove the NP-hardness of (QAP-SEPCIAL), we map an arbitrary instance of PARTITION problem to an
equivalent (QAP-SEPCIAL) problem. The PARTITION problem is defined as follows. Consider a set of n items
and each item i has a size of ¢; € Z,.. Is there a subset S C [n] such that ¢(S) =¢([n]\ S)? Let C' =c([n])/2.
Note that ¢(S) = ¢([n]\ S) if and only if ¢(S) = C. Therefore, we may assume without loss of generality that
C € Z,. Given an instance of the PARTITION problem, n items, a vector ¢ € Z% and a C' € Z,, we construct

an instance of (QAP-SEPCIAL) by assuming that there are n+ 1 products, and letting

7ﬂ:{1 if j € [n] . {2cj if j € [n] ._{4@- if j € [n] -

J

= v .
1+ ifj=n+1 6C ifj=n+1 7 l4C ifj=n+1
First, we show that the product n + 1 must be selected in an optimal solution of the instance of (QAP-

SEPCIAL) specified as in (5). Assume that (S*,7*) is an optimal assortment but n+ 1 ¢ S*. Then,

14+u(S*) +rpp1tng
Ry (S*U 1}) =
0( {n+ }) 1—|—u(S*)—|—un+1
_ 14 u(S*) ~u(S) Unt1 .
T+u(S*) +tney 1+u(S*)  1T+u(S*) +tuer "7
1+u(S”) Unt1
= .R S* n
Tra(s) tunm o) F T8 T,
> Ro(S™),

where the strict inequality holds since for each j € [n], r,41 > 7; > Ro(S*). Therefore, we obtain a feasible
solution (S*U{n+ 1},T*) with an objective value Ro(S* U {n+ 1})+ Ry (T™) > Ro(S*) + R1(T*), contra-
dicting to the optimality of (S*,T*). Similarly, assume that (S*,7*) is an optimal solution with n+1 € S*
but n+1¢ T*. Then,

1+U(T*) Un+1
R(T"Un+1)=— 20 ) R+ — L S RU(TY).
(T U+ 1) = gy o O+ ey o, e > 1)

Again, we obtain a feasible solution (S*, T*U{n+1}) which has a larger objective value than Ry(S*)+ Ry (T*),
a contradiction.

Next, we argue that S* =T* for any optimal solution (S*,7*) to the instance of (QAP-SEPCIAL) specified
as in (5). Suppose that T C S*, that is there exists k such that k € S* but k ¢ T*. Then,

R, (T* U {k}) - R, (T*) _ Vi + U(TZ\—F{Z<;*1)}—)’_tkrn+lvn+1 _ U(T* \ {nlilv}()Tt)TnJrlanrl
= v+ 0(T7)) —ve - T\ {n+1}) + ros1vasa)
(T4+o(T*) (1 +o(T*) +vg)

Vg + UkVUnt1 — UkTn1Unt1

(I4+v(T*)A+v(T*) +vi)

2 Vg
T U0+ o(T) A+ u(T) +op)
> 0.

Thus, (S*,T*U{k}) is a feasible solution whose objective value is larger than Ry(S*)+ R1(T™*), a contradic-

tion.
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Last, let K denote the target revenue K = (16C +15/7)/(1+8C), we show the PARTITION problem has a
solution if and only if the optimal value of the instance of (QAP-SEPCIAL) specified as in (5) is K. Let

60+ o) +22  AC(1+ 15) +42

F :
(2) 1+6C +22 1+4C + 42

Then, we obtain that

maX{RO(S)+R1(T) Tgsg[n+1]}:max{p(z) 2=¢(8), sg[n}}.

The derivative of F' is given as follows,

F/(z) = 4 (20 —22)(2+10C +82)

T (14+6C +22)2(1 +4C +42)%’
which is strictly positive over [0,C) and strictly negative over (C,00). Therefore, F' has a unique maximum
at C, that is,

_16C+ 2

Hence, we obtain
max{Ro(S) YR(T)|TCSCn+ 1]} :maX{F(C(S)) ] Sc [n]} <F(C)=K.

In other words, there exist a pair of assortments (S,7") with T'C S C [n + 1] whose objective value is K if

and only if the inequality holds as equality, where the latter is equivalent to that there exists a subset S of

[n] such that ¢(S)=C. O

A.3. Proof of Theorem 1

To simplify the following presentation, we will use #; to denote the vector (70 - wio,"** s Tin - Uin). Let vgap

and vconv denote the optimal objective value of (QAP) and (QAP-RLX), respectively. Let

UMIBP ‘= max{ Z o (f“;ryi)

ieM+

(CHOICE-PROB), (OFF-BI) and (LINK—BI)}.

Clearly, it follows readily from the discussion before Theorem 1 that vgap =vmisp. On the other side, letting

II:=[[", IL;(F;), the value vconv is equal to veoyy, Where

Voony = max{ Z Q; (ijz)

iEMT

(Y00, Yo) € conv (IL(Fo)), (y.9,y) € conv(Il), (OFr-BI) and (LINK—BI)},

and ¥.o = (Y10, -+ Ymo) and ¥y := (yy,...,¥,,). This holds since [, conv (IL;(F;)) = conv ([T~ IL,(F:)) =
conv (IT).

Next, we will prove that vaip = voony- Clearly, vmisp < Voony Since two problems maximize the same
objective function but the feasible region of the left one is contained in that of the right one. To show the
opposite direction vyisp > Voony, We consider an optimal solution (Z, §oo, Yo, Y.o,Y) of the right problem.
Due to the constraint (OFF-BI), the offline choice probability vector (Foo,%o) belongs to IIy(Fy). The next
step is to perform a decomposition on the online choice probability vector g. Let J:={j € N |z; =0} and
define

F:=conv(I) N {(y.0,y) | ys; =0 for i€ M and j € J},
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and

II':=TIN{(y.,y) | yi; =0 for i€ M and j € J}.
Now, Lemma 1 can be recursively invoked to obtain conv(Il') = F' since, for every i € M and j € J, the
inequality y,; > 0 is valid for II. This implies that the point (¥.,,¥), which lies on F, is expressible as a
convex combination of points (y%y,y")ier of II', that is (y.o,¥) = > ,cr A (Y%, ¥y"), where >, A" =1 and
A > 0. The proof is complete by observing

Vcony = Z a; (] ;) Z)\t< Z o (7, ) SZ)\tUMIBP = UMIBP;

i€EMT teT ieEMt teT
where the inequality holds because A\’ is nonnegative and for each ¢ the point (Z, Joo, Yo, Y’o, ¥*) is a feasible

solution to the underlying maximization problem of vyipp, the last equality holds as ), . A'=1. O
A.4. Proof of Lemma 2

We start with proving the first statement in part 1. Clearly, the convex hull of II(F) is contained in H N
conv(K) since the latter set is a convex relaxation of II(F). To show the reverse containment, we consider
a point (yo,y) in H Nconv(K). Clearly, (yo,y) € H, where H is a hyperplane not passing 0, implies that
(yo,y) # 0. Besides, (yo,vy) € conv(K)\ {0} implies that there exist a set of points (v, y")ier € K\ {0}, A>0

and ), . A" =1 such that
yOa Z )‘t yo»

teT

For t € T, let B*:=uoys + >y usyj- Then, (y5,y") >0 and (y5,y") # 0 imply B° >0 for every t € T
Moreover, we obtain that

ZAtﬁt = Z/\t : (on(t) + Z%’?ﬁ) =uoYo + Zujyj =1,

teT teT JEN JEN

where the last equality holds due to (yo,y) € H. It turns out that
1
(Yo, y) = Z(Atﬁt)~ (Bt (y6,y' )) and E(yé,yt) eKNHforteT.

teT

In other words, (yo,y) in conv(K N H), showing H Nconv(K) C conv(K N H).

Next, letting R := {(y0,¥) | ¥ € yo - conv(F), yo >0}, we prove that R = conv(K). Clearly, conv(K) C R
since K C R and R is convex. To show the reverse containment, we consider a point (yo,y) € R. Then,
(y1/Y0,---Yn/Yo) belongs to conv(F), and thus is expressible as a convex combinations of points {z'},cr in
F. Therefore, (yo,y) is a convex combination of points {(yo,%o - ) }+er, which is a subset of the cone K.
This shows that (yo,y) € conv(K).

Last, we prove the statement in part 2. Namely, the vertices of conv(II(F)) is given by
V:=HnN {(yo,y) ) Yy € yo - vert(conv(F)), yo > O}.
The vertices of the convex hull of II(F) are contained in V' by observing that
conv (II(F)) =HnN {(yo,y) ‘ Y € yo - conv(F), yo > 0} = conv(V),

where the first equality holds part 1, and the second equality follows from part 1 and conv(F) =
conv (Vert (conv(]-' ))) To prove the reverse containment, we consider a point (go,y) of V, and assume that
it is not a vertex of the convex hull of TI(F). Then, it can be expressed as a convex combination of distinct
points in II(F). Therefore, (§1/%o,---,¥n/To) can be expressed as a convex combination of distinct points in

F, contradicting with the fact that (g1/9o,-..,Un/Jo) is a vertex of F. O
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A.5. Proof of Theorem 2

The proof is complete by observing that
COI’IV(H(]:)) = {(y07y) ’ (y07y) € Ha Ay+BZ S by07 Yo > 0}

={(o.y) | (Wo.y) € H, Ay+ Bz <byo, yo >0},
where the first equality holds due to the extended formulation of F and part 1 of Lemma 2. To see the second
equality, we assume that there exists a point (o, y) of the last set with g = 0. Since conv(F) is a subset of
[0,1]™ it follows readily that for each j y; < yo is implied by the system of inequalities Ay + Bz < byo. Thus,
we obtain §; < g = 0. Therefore, (§o,y) = 0. This contradicts with (§o,7) € H as H does not contain 0. [

A.6. Proof of Proposition 3

In this proof, we only argue that the separation problem for B< is NP-hard, and remark that the hardness
result for B follows from a similar argument by dropping the non-positivity requirement on c¢. Consider an
assortment optimization with product costs
{ D jen Tt
maxq —————————
Uo + 5y Uiy
where ug > 0, u and r are positive vectors in R", and c is non-positive in R". Kunnumkal and Martinez-de

Albéniz (2019) has shown that (MNL-CosT) is NP-hard. On ther other hand, by introducing variables

—l—cTw

x € {0, 1}”}, (MNL-CosT)

Y; = x5/ (uo + ey ;) and yo =1/(uo + > .y u;x;), solving an instance of (MNL-CosT) reduces to
optimizing a linear function over B<, that is,

max{ Z iUy + c'x

JEN

(way()?y) €B§}7

which is equivalent to optimizing a linear function over conv(B<) (see Lemma 1.3 in Conforti et al. 2014). In
other words, optimization a linear function over the convex hull of B=< is NP-hard. Thus, by the equivalence
of separation and optimization, (see Theorem 6.49 in Grotschel et al. 2012), the separation problem for B=

is NP-hard. O

A.7. Proof of Theorem 3

We start with introducing the vertices of Y. It follows readily from Lemma 2 that vertices of Y can be
characterized using subsets of N. Namely, for each subset S C N, we denote as ext(S) the vertex of YV
associated with S, where each coordinate is given as follows:

exti(S)z{a(S) forzGOUS.

0 otherwise
Next, we establish the validity of inequality (UNDER). For a given j € N and a given subset S of N\ j.
For every point (x;,y0,Y) € B;,
Y5 =5 Yo
=z -max{yo, a(S Uj)} +z,;- (yo — max{yo, a(SUj) })
>x; ~a(SUj) + Y0 fmax{yo,a(S Uj)}
where the second equality holds since the right hand side telescopes to the left hand side. The relaxation step
is done by replacing max{yo, a(SUj)} with its lower bound a(SUj), and z; with its upper bound 1, whose
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validity is due to the non-negativity of x; and the non-positivity of max{yo, a(N)} —max{y,,a(SUj)}. Now,

we interpret the difference term as a function on the polytope Y, that is,

D(yo,y | S) :=yo — max{yo,a(SUJ)}  for (yo,y) €Y.

The function D(-|S) is concave, and is further relaxed to a linear function by affinely interpolating D(- | S)

over the following vertices of Y
ext(SUj) and ext(SUjUt) fort¢ SUj.
In particular, we obtain a linear function
L(y07y‘s) = Z (uta(SUj))yt for (yan)GY
t¢SUj

To show L(- | S) is is a valid underestimator of D(- | S) over the polytope Y, it suffices to verify that
D(yo,y | S) > L(yo,y | S) for every vertex (yo,y) of ¥ due to the concavity of D(-|S) and the linearity of
L(-]S). To complete this, we discuss three cases.

e For TC SUj, D(ext(T) | S) =0=L(ext(T) | 5).

e For T with SUj CT,

D(ext(T) | S) =a(T) —a(SUj) = (— Z ut>a(SUj)a(T) = L(ext(T) | S).
teT\(SUj)

e For T containing elements in both SUj and its complement,
D(ext(T) | S) = D(ext(SUjUT) | S) = L(ext(SUjUT) | S) > L(ext(T) | 5),

where the first inequality holds since D(ext(A) | S ) > D(ext(B) | S ) for AC B C N, the equality follows from
the second case, and the last inequality holds by the non-negativity of u, and of ext,(T") —ext,(SUjUT) for
every t ¢ SUjJ.

Last, we show the validity of inequality (OVER) by using a similar two step procedure. For a given j € N

and a given subset S of N\ j. For every point (z;,%0,y) € B;,

Yi=T; Yo=2;" mln{yo, (SUy) }—I—xj Yo — T - mln{yo, SU])}
<a(SUj) -z, —|—y0—mln{yo7 SU])}

Here, the difference term yq — rmn{yo, (SUj } is convex, and the second relaxation step affinely interpolates

it over the following vertices of Y
ext(SUj)  and  ext(SUj\t) fortes.

This yields a linear function (1— (ug+u;) - a(SUJ)) Yo+ ,cs(—ue - a(SUJ)) - y;, completing the proof of
validity. [
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A.8. Proof of Corollary 1
For S=N\j, (UNDER) yields y; > a(N) - z;. For S =0, we obtain

yi > a() @ — Y alj)uc-y

teN\j

. U(j) Ut
=a(j) -z +yo— U(j)yo - teZN\j UuG) Yt

. u;yo — uyy; + 1
=a(j) @ +yo — U(;)] -

where the inequality follows from (UNDER). Therefore, (uo + u;)y; > z; + (uo + u;)yo — (w50 — uyy; + 1).
This yields y; > a(@)z; + yo — a(().
For S =0, (OVER) yields y; < a(j) - z;. For S= N\ j, we obtain
Yy Sa(N) -z +yo — a(N)(uo +u) - yo — (N) Y wy,

tEN\J
=a(N)-z; +yo — a(N)u;yo — (N)(1 = u;y;)
where the first inequality follows from (OVER). This shows that U(N)y; < z; + U(N)yo — u;yo — 1 + u;y;,
thus yielding U(N \ j)y; <z; + U(N \ j)yo — 1.

Last, we argue that inequalities (McCoORMICK) are implied. Clearly, y; < a(j)x; < a(@)x; as z; >0 and

a(B) > a(j). In addition,
Y S a(N) - z; +yo — a(N)uyo — (N) (1 —u;y;)

<a(N)-z;+yo—a(N),
where the second inequality holds since (N )u;(y; — o) <0. O
A.9. Proof of Proposition 4
First, we argue that dim(BjZ) =n + 1. Clearly, dim(BjZ) > n + 1 since B belongs to the hyperplane
{(@5,90,y) [uoyo+ 3,y usy; =1} defined in R"*2. To see that dim(B;") > n+1, we observe that B; contains
the following n + 2 affinely independent points

((0,ext(D)), (0,ext({1})),..., (0,ext({n})) and (1,ext({j})).

Now, let S be a given subset of N\ {j}. To show that (UNDER) corresponding to S is facet-defining for the

convex hull of BJ-Z, we observe that the inequality is tight at the following points of l”)’]-Z
{(O,ext(T)) ‘ TC S} U {(l,ext(W)) ‘ Su{j}c W}

which contains n 4+ 1 affinely independent points.

Similarly, we can argue dim(B;) =n + 1. To see that (OVER) is facet-defining for conv(B;), we observe

that it is tight at the following points of B].S
{(0,ext(1) ‘ scrTeN\{jtpu{(extwuy) ] wcsh,

which contains n 4+ 1 affinely independent points. O
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A.10. Proof of Theorem 4

We start with proving the correctness of Algorithm 1 on solving the separation problem for (UNDER). Let
R* be the optimal value of (SEP-UNDER). Clearly, (uo +U(N) = 3,40 ut)R* = (uo +u; +U(S))R* >
T — Ztesu]' uy - g, for all S C N\ {j} with equality holding at optimal S. Therefore, (uo + U(N)) SR>
T+ es0;(R*—0:) -uy for all S C N\ {j}. It follows readily that an optimal solution can be recovered by
solving

max{ Z (R* —7s)u,

s¢SuUyj

SQN\{j}}~

It is optimal to offer each product whose revenue g, exceeds R*. Therefore, an optimal solution is {s €
N\ {j} | s > R*} Let o be a permutation of N\ {j} such that g,1) > Us(2) >+ > Yo(n-1). It follows that

an optimal solution is one of the nested sets
ES:=0 E}:={c(1)} E5:={c(1),0(2)} ...and E]_,:={c(1),0(2),...,0(n—1)}.
Thus, we can conclude that g; > R* if and only if §, > a(SUJ) - Z; — ZteSUj uy - (S UJ) - g, for every
Se{Ef|k=0,...,n—1}. The latter condition is equivalent to
z; < min{U(SUj) Y+ Z wgs | S € {Eg,...,EZl}}.

t¢SUj

Now, this minimization problem achieve its optimal at {0(1)7 ., o(k) | o (k) = y]-}, which coincides with S*
used in Algorithm 1, completing the proof.

Next, we prove the correctness of Algorithm 1 on solving the separation problem for (OVER). Let C* be
the optimal value of (SEP-OVER). Clearly, (ug +u; + U(S)) - C* < Z; + §o - (uo +u; + U(S)) — (uo +u;) - Jo —
D ies e P for all S C N\ {j}. Therefore, (uo +u;)C* <Z; + >, o(Jo —C* — @) - u, for all SC N\ {j}. It
follows readily that an optimal solution can be recovered by solving

mln{Z(yO —Ys _C*) T Us

seS

SQN\{J'}}-

It is optimal to offer each product whose revenue g, exceeds o — C*. Therefore, an optimal solution is
{5 e N\ {j} | Ys > Yo — C*}. It follows that it is one of the nested sets Ef,..., E7_;. Thus, we can conclude
that §; <C* if and only if §; <a(SUJ)-Z; 4+ (1 — (uo+u;) - a(SUJ)) - Go+ > ,cs (—ue - (SUJ)) - 3, for every
Se{Eg,...,E7_;}. The latter condition is equivalent to

T;> max{ujyj +> (5= (o — 7)) e

tesS

Se{Eg,...,Eg_l}}.

Now, this maximization problem achieves its optimal at {c(1),...,0(k) ’ Yo(k) = Yo — U, }, which coincides
with the set T used in Algorithm 1, completing the proof. [

A.11. Proof of Lemma 3

Let L (resp. R) denote the set in the left hand side (resp. the right hand side). Clearly, L C R. To show
R C L, we consider a point (Z;,%o,y) in R. Then, there exists w € By N {z; =0} and r € By N {z; =1}
such that (Z;,%0,9) = (1 —Z,) - w + ; - 7. Moreover, it can be verified that w and r are in B;, showing that
w e B;N{x; =0} and r € B;N{x; =1}. This establishes that (Z;, o, ¥) is a convex combination of points in
B;. In other words, it belongs to L, completing the proof. [
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A.12. Proof of Theorem 5

First, we show that conv(B;) = R7

g

where R7 := {(z;,50,9) € [0,1] x Y | (UNDER)}. It follows readily
that COHV(B]-Z) c RjZ since by Theorem 3 the latter set is a convex relaxation of BJ-Z. To prove the reverse
containment R.Z - conv(B.Z), we consider an extreme point (Z;,Jo,y) of the polytope RjZ and will express
it as a convex combination of points in B> It follows readily that (Z;, 9o, y) satisfies one of the inequalities
in (UNDER) with equality due to its extremality. Let o be a permutation of N such that §,(1) > Yo(2) > -+ >
Uo(n), and let o~ be its inverse. For k € N, define Sy, := {0 (1),...,0(k)} and Sy := 0. By Theorem 4, the
inequality (UNDER) corresponding with S = S,-1(;)_1 is tight at (Z;,%o, 7). Next, we use the nested sets to

construct n + 1 points in BjZ given as follows,
(O,GXt(SQ)), ey (O,GXt(Safl(j),l)), (1,ext(5571(j))), ceey (l,ext(Sn)),

and a multiplier (A,)7_, given as follows,

)\0 _ Yo —Ys(1) )\k _ Yo (k) — yd(k+1) for ke N \ {n} and An _ Yo(n)

a(0) a(S) a(N)
This X is a convex multiplier since A >0 and
n go - 1 1 > - n -
A = — = UoYo + Uy o(k) =1, 6
; k a(@) (k)(a(sk> a(Skd) 0Yo ; (k) Yo (k) ( )

where the last equality holds since y € Y. Therefore, we can conclude that (Z;,%o,y) € conv(B]-z) since

(jj7g07g) - Z )\ (0 ext Sk Z )\k 1 ext Sk))

k<o=1(j)-1 k>o=1(5)

To see the convex combination decomposition, we observe that

ext(0) o=, ext(Sy)  _ ext(N)
Arext(Sy) — Yo + - o —a T Ys(n)
Z kext(Sx) = (Jo — ¥o(1)) o(0) ;(y *#) = Yo (k1) a(Sy) TV TN
ol (7)
= (Yo — Jo()) - (1, x(0)) + Z Uotr) — Yotkt1)) * (L, X(SK)) + Fo(n) - (1, X(Sn))
k=1

= (g()a g)a
where for S C N, x(S) is the characteristic vector of S, that is x,(S)=1if k € S and x,(S) =0 otherwise.
Moreover, we obtain

1 ) 1 1 _
2 M0+ > Ael=cmsuit ) (a(Sk)_a(Sk—l))ya(k)

k<o—1(j)-1 k2o 1() k2o~ 1(j)+1

1
=—c—Y; t Uo (k) Yo (k)
a(Sruj)) ’ k>a§<:j)+1 ®)

= y + Uk Y
a(So ) kesz;l
€]
= :L‘]-7
where the last equality holds since, by Theorem 4, the inequality (UNDER) with S = .S,-1(;)_; is tight at
(@‘7370737)'
Now, we show that conv(B;) = R, where R} = {(2;,90,y) €[0,1] x Y | (OVER)}. Clearly, conv(B5) C

R To prove the reverse containment, we consider a point (Z;,%o,y) of R and express it as a convex
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combination of points in Bg. Clearly, (Z;,%0,7) satisfies one of the inequalities (OVER) with equality. Let
9y be a vector such that g, =y, for t #j and g, =yo — y; for t =j. Let o be a permutation of N such that
Uo(1) = Uo(2) = -+ = Yo(n), and let o~ be its inverse. For k € N, define Sy, :={o(1),...,0(k)}, and So :=0.

Now, we consider the following n + 1 points in ng

(1,ext(SoU)),- .., (1,ext(S,-1¢y-1U4)), (0,ext(So-1;)\ 7)), - - (0,ext(S, \ 5)),
and a vector (A\)7_, defined as follows:

Yo (k) = Yo (k+1) 1 Yo (k) — Yo (k+1) 1.
N="——"——"2 forke{0,...,0 -1 and M\y="—+—"——"> forke{o N

where §,0) denote 3o and §,(,+1) denote 0. Here, A is a convex multiplier since A >0 and
Z)\k— (uo +u;)¥0 — u; (Yo — Yj) Z upy = 1.
k=0 kEN\j

We can conclude that (Z;,50,Y) € conv(BjS) since (Z;,%o,y) can be expressed as a convex combination of

points in B* that is,

(%5,%0,9) = Z /\k(lveXt(Sk Uj))JF Z /\k(oveXt(Sk\j))'

k<o—1(j)—1 k>o—=1(j)
To see this, we observe
o1 (G)-1 n o)1 .
. . . N ext(S,Uj
> hext(SUi)+ Y Mext(Si\d) = D (o _ya(k+1))(7k.)
=0 i - a(SyUj)
= =o~1(5) k=0
. . ext(Sk \ J)
+ o - Yo T o\
k—z;(' v Wy UHI)) (S \J)
=o=1(j)
o751 n
= Z (Uotr) = Totes)) (1, x(Sk UJ)) + Z (Uotr) = Tote+1)) (L, X(Sk \ 4))
k=0 k=—1(5)
= (g07y)7
and
o 1(j)-1 n 1
St > 0= (uotuy) o+ <u0+uj+57).(gj_go)+ S wg=7
k=0 k=o—1(j) (So-1()-1) €S, ~1¢;y_1

where the last equality holds since by Theorem 4, the inequality (OVER) with S = S,-1(;_; is tight at
(Z;,%0,9). Therefore, (7j,?§o73_/)€conv(RJ§)_ 0

A.13. Proof of Theorem 6
We start with showing that (QAP-IDM-LP) is polynomial-time solvable. Notice that (QAP-IDM-LP) has

a linear objective function, and the separation problem of its feasible region can be solved using Algorithm 1.
Therefore, due to the equivalence of separation and optimization (see Theorem 6.4.9 in Grotschel et al.
2012), (QAP-IDM-LP) is polynomial time solvable.

Next, we present a proof that (QAP-IDM-LP) is a linear programming formulation of (QAP-IDM).
The main idea is to use the optimal solution obtained from (QAP-IDM-LP) to construct a feasible ran-

dom assortment that satisfies the constraints of (QAP-IDM). Because (QAP-IDM-LP) is a relaxation
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of (QAP-IDM), the average revenue of such randomized assortments should be no larger than the opti-
mal objective value of (QAP-IDM-LP). If the average revenue of the constructed randomized assortments
is exactly equal to the optimal objective value of (QAP-IDM-LP), then any possible realization of our
constructed randomized assortments is the optimal assortment for (QAP-IDM). Therefore, it follows that
(QAP-IDM-LP) can indeed serve as a linear programming formulation of (QAP-IDM-LP) because their
optimal objectives are the same.

Let (Z, 5o, y) be an optimal solution of (QAP-IDM-LP) and let 7* be the optimal value. First, it is evident
that for each j € N, at least one of the inequalities (UNDER) are tight. Suppose not, that is, there exists
j € N such that none of inequalities (UNDER) is tight at (Z;,%o,¥y). Then, we can increase Z; by some € >0
without violating any constraint in (UNDER). Thus, the objective value of (QAP-IDM-LP) increases by
> e QiTij0iz€, contradicting with the optimality of (Z,%o,9).

Second, we construct a randomized assortment based on (Z,Jo,y) that satisfies the constraints
of (QAP-IDM). In particular, let o be a permutation of N such that §,(1) > Fo(2) >+ > Jo(n). Let 0! be
the inverse of o, that is, o~1(j) denote the index 7 such that o(7) = j. Define

Co:=0 and C;:={o(1),...,0(j)} for j€N.

Theorem 4 implies that for each j € N, the inequality (UNDER) with S = C,-1¢;)_1 is tight at (Z;,%o,9).

Then, we construct a random assortment S as follows:

Yo — Yo(1)
C P A= -T2
0 W.p 0 Oé(@)
~ Yo(k) — Yo(k+1) .
= . PNy = N
S=4C;  wp. X a5 or j€ N\ {n}
yo'(n)
An .
Cn WP Ani= 20N

It is clear that A >0, and by (6) in the proof of Theorem 5, > . \; = 1. Moreover, for each j € {0,...,n},
C; satisfies the pre-order given by the graph G because of the definition of ¢ and y; > y; for (j,k) € E. Let
X(S) be a random vector with z,(S) =1 if j € S. It is clear that X (S) is feasible to (QAP-IDM). Moreover,
based on the definition of C}, we can obtain
E[zj(g)]:Pr(xj(g)zl): Z Ap- 0+ Z M- 1=,
k<o—1(j)-1 k>o=1(j)

where the second equality holds since product j does not belong to Cy if and only if k <o~ !(j) — 1, and
the last equality holds due to (8) in the proof of Theorem 5. In addition, we define another random variable

Y (S) = ext(C}) with probability A, and obtain that

Z)\keXt Ck y07 )7

where the second equality follows from (7) in the proof of Theorem 5
Last, we compute the expected revenue of the random assortment. Let 79 = (0,up1701, - - -, UonT0,) and, for
1€ M, let 7 := (01731, -, 0inTin ). Now, the proof is complete by observing that
ElagRy™" (X (8)) + Y ai RPM(X(S))] = a0 JE[Y (9)] + Y s E[X ()]

i€EM i€EM

= oty yo, + E ;7T

i€ M
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where the first equality holds by linearity of expectation, the second equality follows from the expectation

of X(S) and Y (S) derived above, and the last equality holds since (&, %o, ¥) is optimal. O

A.14. Proof of Corollary 2

Consider a relaxation of (MIXTURE) given as follows,

V; X5
max{Zri (aw +(1- a)ﬁizi)

iEN

x>z, xeFC{0,1}", z€{0, 1}"}. (MIXTURE-RLX)

If F is defined by precedence constraints then (MIXTURE-RLX) is a special case of (QAP-IDM). Thus, by
Theorem 6, inequalities (UNDER) yield a polynomial time solvable LP formulation for (MixTURE-RLX). The
proof is complete if we show that the objective value of (MIXTURE), denoted as R, equals to the objective
value of (MIXTURE-RLX), denoted as R'. Clearly, R’ > R. To argue R’ < R, we consider an optimal solution

(z*,z*) of (MIXTURE-RLX), and observe that

vk VT
R = rilao——=m"——+(1—0a)hz | < ri|o——=—"——+(1-a)bz’ | <R,
Z ( UO"'ZieNUz’m* ( ) z) - Z < UO+Z¢GN VT ( ) Z> B

iEN i iEN
where the first inequality holds due to «* > z* and the non-negativity of r;, 1 — «a and #;, and the second

inequality holds since * is an feasible solution to (MIXTURE). O

Appendix B: Integer programming formulations for (QAP)
B.1. Formulation Conic
Here, we consider a special case of (QAP) where F; = {0,1}" for each i € M+ and use ideas in Sen et al.
(2018) to derive formulation Conic for (QQAP). First, using the algebraic property of C-C transformation, we
obtain an mixed-integer bilinear reformulation of (QAP), that is
max Z ; (Zrijui]-yij>
ieM+ JEN
st (Yio,y;) €IL(F,) forie Mt
Y, =viox; and x,€F, forie M*

xg>x; forie M.

Second, we use the McCormick inequalities (McCormick 1976) to linearize the product of a continuous
variable and a binary variable y,ox; for each ¢ € M ™, with estimations about the lower bound y% and the
upper bound yY on variable y;o. More specifically, we define yk =1/ Z;;o u;; and yY := 1/uo. Third,
following the approach in Sen et al. (2018), conic constraints corresponding to the bilinear terms y;; =
Yioj, Vi € MT are also imposed, while the objective function needs to be rewritten. Thus, letting 7; =

maxjen 7, Vi € MT, we give the conic integer formulation (ConIC) for (QAP) as follows,
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max Z Q; (Z (ri; — To) ugy;+ 7 (1— UiOCUiO))

ieM~+ JEN

s.t. =, €{0,1} forie M* and j€N
wiolio + D Uiy > 1 forie M+

JEN
0<y; <wio forie MT and j€N
w; = U0 + Zuijxi]' for i € M+
JEN

w0 > 1 forie M (ConIc)
Wiy > T forie M and j € N
To; > Ty forie M and jEN
Yij = Yio * Tsj forie Mt and j€N
Yii = Yio + Yo - Tij — Yo forie M* and j€ N
Yi; <Yio +Yig - Tij — Yo fori€ M and j € N
Yii < Yo Tij for i€ M and j € N,

where the second constraint is obtained by relaxing the constraint w;oy;0 + Zj en Wiy =1 in IL;(F;), Vi €
M, which combined with the third constraint describes the convex hull of the choice probability set IT;(F;)
for the case F; = {0,1}"; it is sufficient to only use lower bounds on y;; and y;o since the objective coefficients
are nonpositive; the fourth through the sixth constraints are obtained from the conic quadratic relaxation
of yij = yiox;, Vi € M as the approach introduced in Sen et al. (2018), and the last four constraints are

derived using the McCormick inequalities.
B.2. Formulation MILP

Here, we continue with the special case mentioned in Section B.1 and give a mixed-integer linear formulation
MILP following the approach in (Bront et al. 2009, Méndez-Diaz et al. 2014). The bilinear terms y,;; =
YioZj, Vi € M can be linearized using the standard big-M approach. That is, for any bilinear term y,; =
YioTi;, where y;o is continuous and nonnegative and z;; is binary, the following linear inequalities model a
relaxation for the bilinear term: 0 <y,;; <wio0, Yio — ¥i; < (1 —x;;)U and y;; < Ux,;;, where U is a sufficiently
large upper bound on y;p and can be selected as y§ = 1/u,. The mixed-integer linear formulation is given

as follows,

max Y o (Zuy>

ieM+ JEN
s.t. x;€{0,1} forie Mt and jeN
Ui0Yi0 T ’Uzll:l fOIiGM+
0Yio Z i Yij (MILP)
JEN
0<wi; <o fori€M+andj€N
Ui0Yij < Tij forie Mt and j€N
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Appendix C: Generation of the data
C.1. Generation of the revenue and preference weight

Here, we introduce the generation of the data about revenue and preference weight of each product across
the offline and online consumer segments.

Firstly, the price of each product for the offline consumer segment is generated randomly from a uniform
distribution U(10,20). The online segments are divided into two groups: the regular group and the VIP
group. In the regular group, the price of all products is the same as that for the offline consumer segment.
However, for the VIP group, we offer consumers a price discount. We assume that the discounted price is
equal to the original price multiplied by a random variable drawn from the uniform distribution U(0.8,1).

Secondly, the preference weight of all products for the offline segment is randomly drawn from a uniform
distribution U(0,1). For the online segments, we assume that each segment has its own most preferred
product, and its preference weight is set to 1. Subsequently, all the remaining products for each online
segment are assigned a preference weight randomly drawn from a uniform distribution U(0,1). Throughout
this section, we assume that the number of segments does not exceed the number of products. This allows us
to set the most preferred product of each online segment to be unique. Furthermore, the preference weight
for the no-purchase option are set to be 1 for the offline consumer segment. However, for the online consumer
segments, the preference weight for the no-purchase option varies, specifically set to 2, 5, and 10. This
difference is based on the observation that people from the offline channel tend to have a higher probability

of making a purchase compared to those from the online channel.

C.2. Generation of the data about the dominance relationship

Here we give a detailed description about the generation of the directed acyclic graph for the 2SLM. Algorithm
3 generates m random directed acyclic graphs and each graph indicates the dominance relationships among
the products in each online consumer segment. For each online consumer segment, we assume that total
s:=0.25-n] products are involved in the 2SLM. The remaining products are not influenced even if the
consumer’s behavior follows the 2SLM. Specifically, a subset of s products is firstly sampled from NV, then
a random permutation is given for the selected products. Following the permutation, arcs are constructed
by joining a product with at most three products from its w successors. Each arc indicates the dominating
relationship between its two vertices. In Algorithm 3, we also set some conditions that help to construct
the graph structure we want. That is, for each of the first w = 6 products, at least one arc starts from
it, while for each of the last w products, only the arcs arriving at it are allowed. This guarantees that at
least w dominance relationships and at most w dominated products exist for each online consumer segment.
Algorithm 3 generates for each online consumer segment the directed graph without cycles. As a result,
each pair of products has at most one arc joining them while may have multi distinct paths through them.
Moreover, the more products involved, the more complex the directed acyclic graph.

For a given directed acyclic graph, by the graph theory, the reachability matrix defining the partial orders
and the matrix defining the cover relation among the nodes can be obtained by graph manipulation on the

adjacent matrix. The set of minimal elements is just composed of nodes with positive in-degree and zero
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Algorithm 3: Generation of the directed graph for the 2SLM
Data: products set N and products number n = |N|; involved products numer

s:=10.25-n|; dominating width w =6.
Result: Directed acyclic graph G(N, E*), Vie M;

for i in M do
E'+(Qand <+ (0.5 w];

{V1,Vs,..., Vs } < sorting of a random subset sample(V, s);

for v in {1,...,s—w} do
if v <w then
‘ k<« U[1,1];

else
‘ k<« U[0,1];

end
S + random subset sample({Vy11,-- s Votw ), k);

Ei — EZ U {(Vvuv'u’)}vles 5
end
end

out-degree. Then, we can formulate the convex hull of TI(F) for CH-Chain as in Eq. (3) (in Section 6.1). We

use the Python package NetworkX ° to help us tackle the necessary graph manipulations.

® https://networkx.org/
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