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Vehicle Routing Problem with Time Windows considering
Outsourcing Vehicles

June Seong -

[I-Kyeong Moon

Department of Industrial Engineering, Pusan National University, Busan 609-735

The vehicle routing problem with time windows (VRPTW) is an important problem in third party logistics and
supply chain management. We extend the VRPTW to the VRPTW with overtime and outsourcing vehicles
(VRPTWOV) which allows the overtime of drivers and the possibility of using outsourcing vehicles. This
problem can be applied to third party logistics companies for managing central distributor-local distributors,
local distributor-retailers (or customers), and a manufacturer. We develop a mixed integer programming model
and a genetic algorithm. Computational results demonstrate the efficiency of the developed genetic algorithm.
We also develop a decision support system based on this genetic algorithm.
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Table 1. Anexample of sequence chromosome for customers
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Table 3. Customer demands(unit) and time windows(minute)

data
k) 1| 2| 3| 4| 5| 6| 7
Faw 10 71 13| 19| 26 3 5
Earliest time 73] 18| 76| 73| 20| 49| 36
Latest time | 204 | 147 | 165 | 195 | 167 | 158 | 135
A B2 A7 10| 10| 10| 10| 10| 10| 10
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Table 4. Distance matrix of vehicle operation for each
customer(minute)
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Table 5. Comparison results of mixed integer programming
and genetic algorithm

depot| 1 | 2 | 3 | 4 | 5 | 6 |7 A | 2 EAYFAREE a4 dues
depot | 0 | 15 | 18 | 22 | 25 | 21 | 11 | 21 Sl B [EAT O TEA] o
1 15 0 33 15 32 32 25 21 B AT | S _ i ~
5 40 6% 401 | optimal | 401 | optimal
2 18 | 33 0 34 | 20 | 24 | 16 | 36 7 50 128 526 | optimal | 526 | optimal
3 22 | 15 | 34 0 25 | 43 | 34 | 35 9 70 | 17A%F 735 | optimal | 735 | optimal
4 25 | 32 | 20 | 25 | O | 41 | 32 | 46 * 01038 A & Ha @
5 21 | 32 | 24 | 43 | 41 0 10 | 21
6 11 | 25 | 16 | 34 | 32 | 10 0 21 SR duE =L 93 g A = o) o 2k
7 21 | 21 | 36 | 35 | 46 | 21 | 21 0 * Depot: 1, 3179 : 25
o 23U (AR 20, oAb 1)
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Table 6. Customer demands(unit) and time windows(minute)
o A [ 1121345678901l 13/14]15]16[17[18]19]20]/21[22]23[24[25
9% 1030|120 [10]10]20[20 |20 |20 |20 |10 | 20 |30 |10 | 40 [ 40 [ 20 | 20 | 10 [ 10 | 20 | 20 | 10 | 10| 40
Earliest time | 71 | 20 | 927 |1021| 15 |257| 833 |2647|2361|2551|2458(1879|2165|1786|1976|1694|2071|1502|1597| 10 (2648| 12 [1403| 15 (2264
Latest time | 711|660 | 1567 [1661|655(897|1473]3287(3001/3191|3098(2519(2805(2426|26162334(2711|2142|2237| 650 |3288| 652 [2043|655 |2904
B 2A17F 190 {90 | 90 [ 90 |90 (90|90 | 90 | 90 | 90 | 90 | 90 | 90 | 90 [ 90 | 90 | 90 | 90 | 90 | 90 | 90 | 90 | 90 |90 | 90
Table 7. Distance of vehicle operating for each customer(minute)
M D123 |4[5]6|7[8]9|10[11]12]13]14]15]16[17|18[19]20|21[22]23|24]25
Depot 0| 28] 21| 29| 26| 15| 25| 27| 12| 23| 17| 20| 38| 31| 39| 36| 40| 33| 35| 39| 10| 12| 12| 31| 15| 24
1 28| 0| 9| 12| 12| 14| 49| 8| 23| 25| 19| 18| 29| 30| 32| 32| 34| 34| 37| 37| 33| 29| 33| 39| 37| 31
2 21| 9| 0] 17| 16| 6] 40| 13| 15| 17| 11| 10| 25| 24| 27| 27| 29| 27| 30| 32| 25| 21| 25| 31| 28| 23
3 29| 12| 17| 0| 4| 20| 53| 4| 29| 34| 27| 27| 40| 40| 43| 43| 45| 44| 47| 48| 37| 35| 38| 48| 42| 40
4 26| 12| 16| 4| 0] 18| 50| 4| 27| 32| 25| 25| 40| 39| 42| 42| 44| 43| 46| 47| 34| 32| 35| 46| 38| 38
5 15| 14| 6| 20| 18| 0] 35| 17| 9| 15| 7| 8| 26| 22| 28| 27| 30| 26| 29| 31| 19| 15| 19| 28| 23| 20
6 25| 49| 40| 53| 50| 35| 0| 50| 25| 30| 31| 33| 44| 34| 43| 38| 43| 33| 33| 38| 16| 20| 16| 24| 12| 25
7 27| 8| 13| 4| 4| 17| 50| 0| 26| 30| 23| 23| 36| 36| 39| 39| 41| 40| 43| 44| 34| 31| 35| 44| 39| 36
8 121 23| 15| 29| 27| 9| 25| 26| 0| 12| 6| 9| 27| 19| 28| 24| 29| 22| 24| 28| 11| 6| 10| 21| 13| 13
9 23| 25| 17| 34| 32| 15| 30| 30| 12| 0| 8| 7| 15| 8| 16| 13| 17| 11| 14| 16| 20| 14| 18| 15| 20| 7
10 171 19] 11| 27| 25| 7| 31| 23| 6| 8| 0| 3| 21| 16| 23| 21| 24| 19| 22| 24| 17| 11| 16| 21| 19| 13
11 20| 18| 10| 27| 25| 8| 33| 23| 9| 7| 3| 0| 19| 14| 21| 19| 22| 18| 21| 23| 20| 14| 18] 21| 21| 13
12 38| 29| 25| 40| 40| 26| 44| 36| 27| 15| 21| 19| 0| 10| 3| 7| 5| 12| 14| 11| 35| 29| 33| 22| 35| 19
13 31| 30| 24| 40| 39| 22| 34| 36| 19| 8| 16| 14| 10| 0| 10| 5| 10| 4| 7| 9| 26| 21| 24| 12| 25| 9
14 39| 32| 27| 43| 42| 28| 43| 39| 28| 16| 23| 21| 3| 10| 0| 5| 2| 11| 12| 9| 36| 30| 34| 21| 35| 19
15 36| 32| 27| 43| 42| 27| 38| 39| 24| 13| 21| 19| 7| 5| 5| 0| 5| 5| 7| 5| 32| 26| 29| 15| 30| 14
16 40| 34| 29| 45| 44| 30| 43| 41| 29| 17| 24| 22| 5| 10| 2| 5| 0] 10| 11| 7| 36| 31| 34| 20| 35| 19
17 33| 34| 27| 44| 43| 26| 33| 40| 22| 11| 19| 18| 12| 4| 11| 5| 10| 0| 3| 6| 28| 22| 25| 10| 26| 10
18 35| 37| 30| 47| 46| 29| 33| 43| 24| 14| 22| 21| 14| 7| 12| 7| 11| 3| 0| 5| 29| 24| 26| 9| 27| 11
19 39| 37| 32| 48| 47| 31| 38| 44| 28| 16| 24| 23| 11| 9| 9| 5| 7| 6| 5| 0| 34| 28| 31| 14| 32| 16
20 10| 33| 25| 37| 34| 19| 16| 34| 11| 20| 17| 20| 35| 26| 36| 32| 36| 28| 29| 34| 0| 6| 3| 23| 5| 18
21 12] 29| 21| 35| 32| 15| 20| 31| 6| 14| 11| 14| 29| 21| 30| 26| 31| 22| 24| 28| 6| 0| 4| 19| 8| 13
22 12| 33| 25| 38| 35| 19| 16| 35| 10| 18| 16| 18| 33| 24| 34| 29| 34| 25| 26| 31| 3| 4| 0| 20| 4| 15
23 31| 39| 31| 48| 46| 28| 24| 44| 21| 15| 21| 21| 22| 12| 21| 15| 20| 10| 9| 14| 23| 19| 20| 0| 19| 8
24 15| 37| 28| 42| 38| 23| 12| 39| 13| 20| 19| 21| 35| 25| 35| 30| 35| 26| 27| 32| 5| 8| 4| 19| 0] 16
25 24| 31| 23| 40| 38| 20| 25| 36| 13| 7| 13| 13| 19| 9| 19| 14| 19| 10| 11| 16| 18] 13| 15| 8] 16| O
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Figure 1. Graphical result of vehicle routing.
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Figure 2. Process flow chart of decision support system.
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Figure 5. Information of run sequence for each vehicle.
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