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Abstract
Assigning orders to drivers under localized spatiotemporal con-
text (micro-view order-dispatching) is a major task in Didi, as it
influences ride-hailing service experience. Existing industrial solu-
tions mainly follow a two-stage pattern that incorporate heuristic
or learning-based algorithms with naive combinatorial methods,
tackling the uncertainty of both sides’ behaviors, including emerg-
ing timings, spatial relationships, and travel duration, etc. In this
paper, we propose a one-stage end-to-end reinforcement learning
based order-dispatching approach that solves behavior prediction
and combinatorial optimization uniformly in a sequential decision-
making manner. Specifically, we employ a two-layer Markov Deci-
sion Process framework to model this problem, and present Deep
Double Scalable Network (D2SN), an encoder-decoder structure
network to generate order-driver assignments directly and stop
assignments accordingly. Besides, by leveraging contextual dynam-
ics, our approach can adapt to the behavioral patterns for better
performance. Extensive experiments on Didi’s real-world bench-
marks justify that the proposed approach significantly outperforms
competitive baselines in optimizing matching efficiency and user ex-
perience tasks. In addition, we evaluate the deployment outline and
discuss the gains and experiences obtained during the deployment
tests from the view of large-scale engineering implementation.

CCS Concepts
• Computing methodologies → Reinforcement learning; •
Applied computing→ Transportation.

Keywords
Ride-hailing; Order-dispatching; Deep Reinforcement Learning;
Sequential Decision-making; Combinatorial Optimization
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1 Introduction
Order-dispatching – assigning passengers’ orders to available dri-
vers in real-time – is the key process in ride-hailing platforms, in-
fluencing service experience of both drivers and passengers. There
are primarily two research scopes on this topic. The macro-view
scope [14, 23, 24, 28] focuses on long-term (several hours to a day)
and city-level efficiency optimization. The other scope attends to
the optimization under localized spatiotemporal scenarios with
high stochasticity, i.e., micro-view order-dispatching (MICOD). This
problem centers on matching unspecified number of drivers and
orders in each decision window of fixed seconds (a batch) [19],
optimizing goals (measured by driver income, pickup distance, etc.)
over multiple batches within a localized area (typically 10 minutes
over tens of geo-grids, i.e., geo-fence).

Given its online nature, the major challenge of MICOD arises
from its bilateral dynamics, in which both the number and the
contextual attributes of drivers and orders remain unknown in
upcoming batches. Therefore, the problem can be regarded as a
sequential decision-making problem. Each decision within a batch
entails solving a combinatorial optimization (CO) task on order-
driver (o-d) assignment, while the goal is to maximize the global
gain over a sequence of batches. Given the changing bipartite size
in each batch, the problem is demanding with the decision space
being combinatorial and boundlessly large.

In the MICOD context, the mainstream industrial methodologies
follow a two-stage pattern of "holding + dispatching". The dispatch-
ing part includes general CO approaches, such as the greedymethod
[9], the Hungarian algorithm [12] and the stable matching method
[3]. While naive methods can manage single batch optimization
almost perfectly, it is worth noting that myopic optimization of
each CO problem does not guarantee the global gain across multiple
batches. For example, a passenger may wait a few more batches for
a driver who is 0.5 miles away instead of matching with a driver at
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Figure 1: Micro-view order-dispatching with the proposed
end-to-end framework.

a distance of 3 miles immediately. Therefore, it is necessary to take
future into account and hold less appropriate o-d pairs for future
dispatching. In Didi’s practice, we predict the optimal matching
moment [21] with deep learning (DL) models rather than dispatch-
ing them immediately. This strategy is called spatiotemporal hold
(StH) and is widely applied in Didi’s online environment.

In addition, some recent works focus on predicting matching
frequency or altering the volume of o-d pairs in each batch with a
deep reinforcement learning (DRL) framework. For example, [18]
attempts to learn a centralized delay-matching policy. This policy
dynamically adjusts the matching frequency of each pre-partitioned
area based on demand and supply (D&S) information, aiming to op-
timize the overall matching efficiency. [26] introduces a restricted
batch-splitting policy integrated with the Hungarian algorithm. In
spite of above efforts, these two-stage methods regard bipartite
matching as a part of the environment rather than actions, sidestep-
ping bilateral uncertainty of the problem. Moreover, this pattern
bears the natural inconsistency between agent holding actions and
overall optimization goal of the entire dispatching process.

In this paper, we manage to transform to a one-stage "DRL for
dispatching" pattern with implicit behavior prediction, addressing
bilateral uncertainty of MICOD by directly generating o-d assign-
ments, as illustrated in Figure 1. Furthermore, we present an end-
to-end DRL approach to avoid inconsistency between optimization
objectives and decision actions by fully leveraging contextual and
environmental information. To achieve this, we introduce a two-
layer Markov Decision Process (MDP) framework to entirely model
MICOD, and propose Deep Double Scalable Network (D2SN), a
novel deep model, to output assignment decisions auto-regressively
[1] to adapt to changing decision space in each batch.

The main contributions of this paper are summarized as follows:
• We propose a one-stage DRL approach to uniformly solve be-
havior prediction, sequential decision-making and combinatorial
optimization in the entire MICOD, addressing the bilateral un-
certainty with consistent optimization goals.
• Specifically, we introduce a two-layer MDP framework to model
MICOD and propose D2SN to generate o-d assignments directly
while accommodating aforementioned challenges.

• Given real-world benchmarks and a calibrated simulator by Didi,
in-depth experiments justify that D2SN outperforms CO and
two-stage DRL baselines with notable improvements in terms of
efficiency and user experience optimization.

2 Related Works
Reinforcement learning (RL) in ride-hailing. With the preva-
lence of RL, abundant researches formulate large-scale ride-hailing
problems in an MDP setting and attempt to solve them in a value-
based way. It is intuitive to model each driver as an agent [6, 22, 27],
such that the scalability in action space can be easily handled,
usually by learning a tabular or state value function [4, 25, 28].
In addition, there are some multi-agent RL (MARL) approaches
[8, 13, 32]. [13] utilizes the mean-field MARL framework to model
the interaction among neighboring agents. [32] designs a Kullback-
Leibler divergence regularizer to deal with the discrepancy of the
D&S distributions. [8] models the problem in a hierarchical set-
ting, regarding hex cell as worker agents and groups of hex cells as
manager agents. However, most existing works assume driver ho-
mogeneity with shared policies and ignore the contextual diversity.
Online matching in order-dispatching. Researches on online
matching [10] have been widely conducted in industries, such as
online allocation [5, 30], crowd-sourcing [15, 31], etc. The MICOD
scenario is special for its changing bilateral dynamics [7] and the
batching operating manner. For the holding part in two-stage meth-
ods, some works [11, 18, 26] consider drivers and orders eligibility
of entering the bipartite matching and also investigate batched
window optimization using RL methods to achieve long-term gains.
[29] attempts to jointly optimize matching radius and batch size to
adjust candidates in each batch. Basically, these approaches treat
the dispatching process as a part of the environment changes.

3 Methodology
3.1 MICOD Formulation
A typical MICOD problem in Didi must comply with:

• Micro-view: the spatiotemporal range of MICOD is restricted to
a brief time period (usually 10 minutes) and a geo-fence (around
30 square kilometers, consists of 40-50 geo-grids) [23].
• Dynamic contextual patterns: Both drivers and ordersmay emerge
or go offline following their own or joint behavioral patterns be-
fore or during service.
• Batch mode [19]: MICOD performs order-dispatching in a batch
mode. In each batch (time window), the size-unspecified o-d
assignment can be formulated as a CO problem.

With above restrictions, the objective is to maximize the cu-
mulative gain over the entire period of all batches. Besides, the
micro-view and dynamic properties prompt the exploration of the
issue by thoroughly leveraging contextual information for each
o-d assignment. Note that we restrict to one-to-one assignment
(one driver can serve at most one order) in MICOD. Ride-pooling,
serial-assign, etc. are not considered due to their low proportion in
Didi’s online environment. We leave them for future research.
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Figure 2: Order-dispatching process under the two-layerMDP
framework. The upper shows the outer-layer state transition.
The lower shows the inner-layer sub-state transition.

3.2 Two-layer MDP Framework
With the formulation in Sec. 3.1, we model the problem as an MDP
process. The order-dispatching system is the agent, and the action
is to select o-d pairs as dispatching results. Due to the dynamic
contexts in MICOD, the action space is changing in each batch,
making regular MDP transitions [18, 26, 29] hard to model. Instead,
we seek to decompose the MDP setting into a two-layer MDP
framework [16] with the same agent.

Figure 2 illustrates the dispatching process under the two-layer
MDP setting. The agent first collects all available o-d pairs and
global information in a batch as the outer-layer MDP state, which is
also the initial sub-state of the inner-layer MDP. In each sub-state
transition, the sub-action of the agent is to either select one o-d
pair, or to issue a holding signal to stop dispatching in the current
batch. When all pairs are assigned or the holding signal is issued,
the inner-layer transition of this batch is finished. Then the outer-
layer MDP enters next state with new drivers and passengers in
the upcoming batch. This process repeats till the end of the micro-
view time period. Naturally, this cascaded two-layer architecture
transforms a series of CO tasks across batches into a sequential
decision-making problem that can be solved by DRL. We further
describe the two-layer MDP in Sec. 3.2.1, Sec. 3.2.2 and present
notations in Table 1 for clarity.

3.2.1 Outer-layer MDP. The outer-layer MDP is defined as follows:
• Agent. The centralized order-dispatching system is modeled as
an agent and MICOD follows a single-agent setting.
• State S. The state 𝑠𝑡 ∈ S at batch 𝑡 consists of global-level and
local-level information. Formally, 𝑠𝑡 = (𝐼𝑡𝑔 , 𝐼𝑡𝑝 ), where 𝐼𝑡𝑔 is the
real-time D&S information in the geo-fence, and 𝐼𝑡𝑝 represents
all available o-d pairs with contextual attributes (spatiotemporal
distributions, behavioral patterns). Note that 𝐼𝑡𝑝 is of unfixed size
since the number of o-d pairs is unspecified in each batch.
• ActionA. The action 𝑎𝑡 represents the combinatorial o-d assign-
ment decision in each batch 𝑡 , i.e., a set of o-d pairs from 𝐼𝑡𝑝 . Let
𝑛 be the total number of assigned pairs in a batch. Note that 𝑛 is

Table 1: Two-layer MDP Notations

Notation Description

𝑡 a batch, i.e., a decision time window
𝑖 sub-step in each inner-layer MDP
𝑠 state in the outer-layer, 𝑠 = (𝐼𝑔, 𝐼𝑝 )
𝐼𝑔 global contextual information
𝐼𝑝 available o-d pairs information
𝑢 sub-state in the inner-layer
𝑎 matching decisions in the outer-layer
𝑎𝑖 sub-action in the inner-layer, 𝑎𝑖 = (ℎ𝑖 , 𝑐𝑖 )
𝑐𝑖 a sub-action category: select an o-d pair
ℎ𝑖 a sub-action category: end matching or not

unspecified and hardly the same in different batches (elaborated
in Sec. 3.2.2). In fact, not all available drivers or orders should be
assigned exhaustively in each batch as a global optimal solution.
To achieve this, a "hold" action similar to StH will be described
in Sec. 3.2.2 as our solution.
• Policy. The policy 𝜋 (𝑎𝑡 |𝑠𝑡 ) specifies the probability of selecting
a combination of pairs as action 𝑎𝑡 given the state 𝑠𝑡 , and is a
composition of sub-policies described in Sec. 3.2.2.
• State transition P, Initial state distribution 𝜌0. The state
transition function P : S × A → S captures the results and
bilateral uncertainty induced by the workflow in the outer-layer.
The initial state distribution 𝜌0 describes the spatiotemporal and
contextual distribution in each MICOD environment.
• Reward. The reward 𝑟𝑡 is aligned with different optimization
goals: 𝑟𝑡 can be defined as the total prices of assigned orders
when maximizing driver income or negative pickup distances of
assigned o-d pairs when optimizing passenger experience. Note
that 𝑟𝑡 is received only when a complete action 𝑎𝑡 is finished.
The objective of the outer-layer MDP is to maximize the dis-

counted return, given policy 𝜋 , in the MICOD context within all T
steps (the number of all batches). We can formulate the objective
with discount factor 𝛾 :

max E𝜋 [
𝑇∑︁
𝑡=0

𝛾𝑡𝑟𝑡 ] (1)

3.2.2 Inner-layerMDP. The inner-layerMDPmodels a CO problem
in each batch, where unspecified number of drivers and orders are
presented. We decompose this task into a sequence of sub-actions
that iteratively select a proper o-d pair, remove related pairs (thus
naturally conform with one-to-one restriction) and enter a new sub-
state, until a certain ending criterion is met. The inner-layer MDP
respects the outer-layer MDP setting and highlights the following
complementary specifics:
• Agent The inner-layer MDP agent is exactly the centralized
order-dispatching system in the outer-layer MDP.
• Sub Action. We define two categories of sub-actions. First, the
agent chooses an o-d pair from the pool of available pairs, dubbed
as the Decision. In this way, drivers and orders associated with
the chosen pair will be removed from the pool. Second, the agent
predicts whether to end the current dispatching process or not,
dubbed as the Hold. We denote them as 𝑐 and ℎ, respectively.
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Thus, a sub-action is two-dimensional and 𝑎𝑖 = (ℎ𝑖 , 𝑐𝑖 ) at sub-
step 𝑖 in a batch 𝑡 . Let 𝑛𝑖 be the number of remaining o-d pairs
at sub-step 𝑖 , then 𝑐𝑖 ∈ [1, · · · , 𝑛𝑖 ]. ℎ𝑖 ∈ {0, 1} and is a binary
sub-action, where 1 stands for "hold".
In the inner-layer MDP, the agent repeats this sub-action 𝑎𝑖 : it
determines whether to end the dispatching process with a Hold
sub-action (ℎ𝑖 ), then chooses a pair with a Decision sub-action
(𝑐𝑖 ) if the process is not ended, removes the associated pairs from
the pool. The two modules are in parallel, and once the Hold
module waves an ending signal, the current batch is ceased.
Thus, a complete action𝑎 in the outer-layerMDP is a combination
of dependent sequential sub-actions 𝑎𝑖 . The action space of 𝑎 is
factored [16] and expressed as a Cartesian product of sub-action
spaces: A = A1 × · · · × A𝑛 , where 𝑛 is the total number of
sub-steps in a batch, and each A𝑖 is a two-dimensional discrete
space of size |𝐴𝑖 | = 𝑛𝑖 + 2 (hold sub-action is binary).
• Sub State. The sub-states are closely related to sub-actions. At
sub-step 𝑖 , the sub-state spaceU𝑖 = S×A1×· · · A𝑖 , andU0 = S.
A sub-state 𝑢𝑖 ∈ U𝑖 represents intermediate dynamics of state
𝑠 ∈ S and all previously generated sub-actions 𝑎1, · · · , 𝑎𝑖−1. It
encompasses the information of chosen and remaining o-d pairs
along with current D&S contexts, providing decision-making
support for the agent.
• Inner-layer Reward. The inner-layer reward is set to 0 within
each sub-state transition, and the same reward 𝑟𝑡 as in the outer-
layer is received when a complete action 𝑎𝑡 is finished.
• Sub Policy. Policy 𝜋 : S → A is further decomposed into 𝑛
corresponding sub-policies 𝜋𝑖 : U𝑖−1 → A𝑖 , 𝑖 ∈ [1, · · · , 𝑛] (𝑛 is
unfixed). Formally, the probability of selecting a sub-action 𝑎𝑖 is
expressed as 𝜋𝑖 (𝑎𝑖 |𝑠, 𝑎1, · · · , 𝑎𝑖−1), and that of a complete action
𝑎𝑡 is 𝜋 (𝑎𝑡 |𝑠𝑡 ) =

∏𝑛
𝑖=1 𝜋

𝑖 (𝑎𝑖𝑡 |𝑢𝑖−1𝑡 ) at batch 𝑡 .
Since each sub-action is two-dimensional, two types of sub-state
transitions are traced by sub-policies accordingly. First, 𝜋𝑖 (recall
the Decision) iteratively chooses o-d pairs from the pool unless
the Hold module indicates to end. Second, 𝜋𝑖 (recall the Hold)
decides to early stop the current dispatching process and enter
the next batch. Thus at sub-step 𝑖 of batch 𝑡 , we have

𝜋𝑖 (𝑎𝑖𝑡 |𝑢𝑖−1𝑡 ) =
{
𝜋𝑖 (ℎ𝑖𝑡 |𝑢𝑖−1𝑡 ) · 𝜋𝑖 (𝑐𝑖𝑡 |𝑢𝑖−1𝑡 ) 𝑖 < 𝑛

𝜋𝑖 (ℎ𝑖𝑡 |𝑢𝑖−1𝑡 ) 𝑖 = 𝑛
(2)

3.3 Deep Double Scalable Network
There are two levels of action space scalability in the setting of
the two-layer MDP. First, the outer-layer action is scalable since
the total number 𝑛 of assigned o-d pairs is unidentified in advance
for each batch. Second, the inner-layer sub-actions are scalable
because at each sub-step 𝑖 , the sub-action space size 𝑛𝑖 +2 decreases
according to previous assignments.

Inspired by sequence-generating tasks in Natural Language Pro-
cessing, we regard each o-d pair as a "word" for generation. Such
analogy is based on the fact that each o-d pair assignment is condi-
tioned on previous assignments, and it will also influence future
assignments. Besides, the generation of a sensible sentence relies
on each word, just as an overall optimization is based on each
o-d assignment. Therefore, we adopt an encoder-decoder struc-
ture to generate assignments, with auto-regressive factorization
[17] to adapt to the first level of scalability. The multiple attention

Figure 3: The architecture of D2SN. The state is updated after
each sub-step 𝑖 of batch 𝑡 auto-regressively.

mechanisms enable the model to adapt to the second scalability on
sub-actions. The proposed architecture is named as Deep Double
Scalable Network (D2SN), as shown in Figure 3.

3.3.1 Encoder. At each sub-step 𝑖 of batch 𝑡 , the encoder 𝐸 takes the
input of contextual information of all o-d pairs, i.e., 𝐼𝑡,𝑖𝑝 , and outputs
a latent embedding 𝑅𝑖𝑡 of all pairs. For 𝑛𝑖 o-d pairs at sub-step 𝑖 with
feature dimension 𝑑 for each pair, we have

𝑅𝑖𝑡 = 𝐸 (𝐼
𝑡,𝑖
𝑝 ) = 𝐹𝐹𝑁 (𝐴𝑡𝑡𝑒𝑛𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛(𝐼

𝑡,𝑖
𝑝 )), 𝑅𝑖𝑡 ∈ R𝑛𝑖×𝑑 (3)

𝐴𝑡𝑡𝑒𝑛𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛(·) and 𝐹𝐹𝑁 (·) represent multi-head attention (MHA)
blocks and position-wise feed-forward operations, respectively.
With such aids, the size of the output 𝑅𝑖𝑡 keeps consistent with
that of the input 𝐼𝑡,𝑖𝑝 , which is of scalable size.

3.3.2 Decoder. The decoder takes 𝑅𝑖𝑡 and the global contextual
information 𝐼𝑡𝑔 as the input, and outputs (i) the decision probability
of each o-d pair and (ii) the hold action decision.

In the decoder, in addition to the MHA blocks, we design a
shared module to normalize feature dimensions before the two
action modules. As depicted in Equation (4), a recurrent block 𝑅𝑁𝑁
converts the unfixed size of sub-state representation 𝑢𝑖𝑡 to a fixed
size vector 𝐺𝑖

𝑡 , preserving the chronological information of sub-
actions. Note that at each sub-step 𝑖 , the decoder input 𝑢𝑖𝑡 is a
concatenation of the initial sub-state𝑢0𝑡 = 𝑠𝑡 (of size𝑛0) and selected
pairs (𝑐1𝑡 , · · · , 𝑐𝑖−1𝑡 ):

𝐺𝑖
𝑡 = 𝑅𝑁𝑁 (𝐴𝑡𝑡𝑒𝑛𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛(𝑢𝑖𝑡 )), 𝐺𝑖

𝑡 ∈ R1×𝑑 , 𝑢𝑖𝑡 ∈ R(𝑛0+𝑖−1)×𝑑 (4)

Then, 𝐺𝑖
𝑡 is leveraged by two parallel sub-action modules:



An End-to-End Reinforcement Learning Based Approach for Micro-View Order-Dispatching in Ride-Hailing CIKM ’24, October 21–25, 2024, Boise, ID, USA.

• Hold module 𝐻 takes 𝐺𝑖
𝑡 and 𝐼

𝑡
𝑔 as input, then outputs a binary

distribution ℎ𝑖𝑡 to decide whether to end the current batch:

ℎ𝑖𝑡 = 𝐻 (𝐺𝑖
𝑡 , 𝐼

𝑡
𝑔 ), ℎ𝑖𝑡 ∈ R2 (5)

• Decision module𝐶 receives the triplet of (𝐺𝑖
𝑡 , 𝐼

𝑡
𝑔 , 𝑅𝑖𝑡 ). We apply a

cross-attention operation between the fixed-size decoder query
(𝐺𝑖

𝑡 , 𝐼
𝑡
𝑔 ∈ R1×𝑑 ) and the scalable-size encoder keys (𝑅𝑖𝑡 ∈ R𝑛𝑖×𝑑 )

to decide which pair is selected from the 𝑛𝑖 pairs in 𝐼𝑡,𝑖𝑝 :

𝑐𝑖𝑡 = 𝐶 (𝑅𝑖𝑡 ,𝐺𝑖
𝑡 , 𝐼

𝑡
𝑔 ), 𝑐𝑖𝑡 ∈ R𝑛𝑖 (6)

3.3.3 Cooperation. We enable the auto-regressive sub-action sam-
pling within the encoder-decoder cooperation. Different compo-
nents of {𝐼𝑡,𝑖𝑝 , 𝑢𝑖𝑡 , 𝐼

𝑡
𝑔 } in state 𝑠𝑡 are passed into the encoder and

the decoder separately. D2SN generates (ℎ𝑖𝑡 , 𝑐𝑖𝑡 ) of two parallel sub-
actions at each sub-step 𝑖 . If ℎ𝑖𝑡 is not to hold, then in the inner-layer
(i) 𝐼𝑡,𝑖𝑝 is renewed by removing pairs related to the selected o-d pair
of 𝑐𝑖𝑡 , and (ii) 𝑢𝑖𝑡 is updated to 𝑢𝑖+1𝑡 by concatenating {𝑐1𝑡 , · · · , 𝑐𝑖−1𝑡 }
and 𝑢0𝑡 . This process is repeated until no available pairs in 𝐼

𝑡,𝑖
𝑝 , or

ℎ𝑖𝑡 indicates to stop.

3.4 Deep Reinforcement Learning with D2SN
Our two-layer MDP adopts clipped proximal policy optimization
(PPO) [20]. DRL operates in the outer-layer, while the inner-layer
is modeled with the proposed D2SN architecture.

3.4.1 Actor-Critic Design. The training consists of two main net-
works: an auto-regressive actor (D2SN) and a value-independent
critic. The critic utilizes the same decoder structure in D2SN as
in Sec. 3.3.2, but without the two action modules. It only receives
𝑠𝑡 = (𝐼𝑡𝑝 , 𝐼𝑡𝑔 ) as the input. Sub-states and actions are not fed into the
critic to ensure value-independence.

3.4.2 DRL Training. Similar to clipped PPO, we use a surrogate
objective loss:

𝐿𝑐𝑙𝑖𝑝 (𝜃 ) = Ê𝑡 [min(𝑝𝑟𝑡 (𝜃 )𝐴𝑡 , clip(𝑝𝑟𝑡 (𝜃 ), 1 − 𝜖, 1 + 𝜖)𝐴𝑡 )], (7)

where Ê𝑡 indicates the empirical average over a finite batch of
samples. 𝑝𝑟𝑡 (𝜃 ) = 𝜋𝜃 (𝑎𝑡 |𝑠𝑡 )

𝜋𝜃𝑜𝑙𝑑 (𝑎𝑡 |𝑠𝑡 )
denotes the probability ratio, and

the clip function truncates 𝑝𝑟𝑡 (𝜃 ) to the range of (1−𝜖, 1+𝜖).𝐴𝑡 is the
advantage estimator at batch 𝑡 . Equation (2) is plugged into 𝑝𝑟𝑡 (𝜃 )
for exact transition probability calculation. Since all sub-actions are
sampled auto-regressively, the resulting 𝜋𝜃 (𝑎𝑡 |𝑠𝑡 ) and 𝜋𝜃𝑜𝑙𝑑 (𝑎𝑡 |𝑠𝑡 )
are computed as the product given by the sub-distributions over
the action components in sequence:

𝜋𝜃 (𝑎𝑡 |𝑠𝑡 ) = Π𝑛
𝑖=0𝜋

𝑖 (𝑎𝑖𝑡 |𝑢𝑖−1𝑡 ), (8)

Network parameters 𝜃 of the actor are updated by maximizing
Equation (7). Besides, the network parameters 𝜙 of the critic 𝑉 is
trained with Generalized Advantage Estimation (GAE) [20]:

𝐴𝑡 = 𝛿𝑡 + (𝛾𝜆)𝛿𝑡+1 + · · · + (𝛾𝜆)𝑇−𝑡+1𝛿𝑇−1,
𝛿𝑡 = 𝑟𝑡 + 𝛾𝑉 (𝑠𝑡+1) −𝑉 (𝑠𝑡 ),

𝐿𝑐 (𝜙) = [𝑉𝜙 (𝑠𝑡 ) − (𝐴𝑡 +𝑉𝜙𝑜𝑙𝑑
(𝑠𝑡+1)),

(9)

where 𝜆 is a hyper-parameter to balance variance and bias and 𝜙𝑜𝑙𝑑
denotes parameters before updating in each iteration.

Table 2: D&S ratios and driver number ranges of benchmarks

Level L1 L2 L3 L4
D&S ratios 1.0-1.1 1.1-1.5 1.5-2.0 2.0-4.0

Driver Capacity ≤ 400 ≤ 550 ≤ 800
Range 300-400 400-550 550-800

We describe the training process in Algorithm 1. Note that net-
work parameters 𝜙, 𝜃 are optimized with mini-batch 𝐴𝑑𝑎𝑚 [2]).

Algorithm 1 D2SN with two-layer MDP framework for MICOD
1: Initialize network parameters 𝜙, 𝜃
2: for iteration 𝑘 = 1, · · · , 𝐾 do
3: Set 𝜃𝑜𝑙𝑑 ← 𝜃 , reset D
4: foreach batch 𝑡 = 1, 2, · · · ,𝑇 do
5: for sub-step 𝑖 = 1, 2, · · · do
6: if not terminating then
7: Sample a sub-action (ℎ𝑖𝑡 , 𝑐𝑖𝑡 ) using 𝜋𝜃𝑜𝑙𝑑 ,
8: and update 𝐼𝑡𝑝 to observe the sub-state 𝑢𝑖+1𝑡

9: Collect instance (𝑢𝑖𝑡 , ℎ𝑖𝑡 , 𝑐𝑖𝑡 , 𝑢𝑖+1𝑡 )
10: else Concatenate all 𝑛 instances
11: Execute [𝑐𝑖𝑡 ]𝑛𝑖=1 ∈ 𝑎𝑡 and receive 𝑟𝑡 , 𝑠𝑡+1
12: Store sample (𝑠𝑡 , 𝑎𝑡 , 𝑠𝑡+1, 𝑟𝑡 ) in D
13: Compute advantages 𝐴1, · · · , 𝐴𝑇 by Equation (9)
14: Compute sample gradient of 𝐿𝑐 (𝜙) in Equation (9)
15: Compute sample gradient of 𝐿𝑐𝑙𝑖𝑝 (𝜃 ) in Equation (7)
16: Update actor 𝜃 ← 𝐴𝑑𝑎𝑚(𝜃,∇𝐿𝑐𝑙𝑖𝑝 (𝜃 ))
17: Update critic 𝜙 ← 𝐴𝑑𝑎𝑚(𝜙,∇𝐿𝑐 (𝜙))

4 Experiments
4.1 Experiment Setting
4.1.1 Industrial Benchmarks. We rewind real-world trajectories in
multiple cities of China in 2023 from Didi, then split them into 10-
minute dataset each. The benchmarks are classified into 12 unique
types based on the combination of D&S ratios (order numbers/driver
numbers) and ranges of driver capacity (e.g., "≤ 400" means samples
with no more than 400 drivers in 10 minutes) as in Table 2. Overall,
benchmarks consist of 875 for training, 221 for validation, 12 for test
and encompass over 30 features, including drivers’ idle movement
records, orders’ trip duration, etc. They are formally treated as
standard datasets in Didi for offline evaluation.

4.1.2 Simulator. An MICOD-customized simulator from Didi op-
erates in a batch mode of 2 seconds for each 10-minute dataset:
• It generates orders and drivers from the dataset every 2 seconds
and follows the pipeline of "Filtering + Matching + Serving".
• It simulates contextual dynamics and behavioral patterns in each
batch. With careful calibration, the differences of multiple funnel
metrics (answer, complete) between the "real-world" and "simu-
lation" for L1-L4 are all within 1.5%.
Note that the simulator serves as an official and trustworthy

indicator in Didi for online policy evaluation as it supports multiple
deployed policies, including several versions of StH.

4.1.3 Baselines. We take 6 competitive baselines. Naive CO meth-
ods contains the Greedy [9], Kuhn-Munkres (KM) [12] and Gale-
Sharpley (GS) [3], they are fully used in Didi’s scenarios. Two-stage
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approaches includes Restricted Q-learning (RQL) [26], Interval De-
lay (ID) [18] and StH (widely deployed in Didi):
• RQL is two-stage. We apply it with DRL framework and learn a
batch-splitting policy to control the matching frequency.
• ID learns delay-matching policy with DRL framework. ID differs
from RQL in that ID partitions a geo-fence into pieces in advance
based on the density of requests.
• StH follows the intuition of optimal stopping by predicting best
matching moments for drivers or orders in a DL manner.

4.1.4 Evaluation Metrics. We focus on two different tasks:
Average Pickup Distance (APD). In this passenger-view task:
• Reward 𝑟𝑡 is defined as the total negative pickup distances of
served orders in each batch 𝑡 .
• The objective is to maximize the complete ratio (CR, i.e., finished
orders out of all appeared orders) and minimize the average
pickup distance of all served orders.

Total Driver Income (TDI). In this driver-view task:
• Reward 𝑟𝑡 is the total prices of served orders in each batch 𝑡 .
• The objective considers both the CR and the income of all drivers.
The APD task is tested on L1 samples of balanced D&S ratios as
they stand for off-peak periods in which passenger experience is
emphasized. The TDI task is evaluated across L2-L4 samples of
unbalanced D&S ratios as they represent various peak periods in
which CR and driver experience are together stressed.

4.1.5 Implementation Details. DRL baselines (RQL, ID, D2SN) are
optimized with the same training strategy and input features. They
all converge within a maximum of 50 epochs, and we use the best
model of each method for test. The o-d feature embedding dimen-
sion of all models in this paper are set to 256 and the learning rate
is set to 0.002 with 𝐴𝑑𝑎𝑚 [2]. Specifically, D2SN contains about
1.5 million parameters and its average execution duration is at the
millisecond-level, comparable to other two-stage methods.

For fair comparison, evaluations of all methods in each test
sample are conducted with different seeds over 30 runs. Each metric
result in Table 3, 4 is in the form of mean and standard deviation.
All experiments are conducted on a server (Ubuntu 18.04) with an
Intel Xeon Platinum 8352Y CPU and an Nvidia RTX A6000 GPU.

4.2 Main Results
Table 3, 4 present performances of all methods in terms of two
tasks APD and TDI, respectively. Overall, D2SN displays notable
advantages over baselines in both tasks. Specifically, D2SN outper-
forms the deployed policy StH in all L1-L4 scenarios, indicating its
trustworthy potential of online performance.

In the APD task, D2SN slightly lags behind RQL and ID in reduc-
ing pickup distance while keeps the highest CR in all L1 tasks. That
means D2SN is capable of jointly satisfying order requests (CR) and
pickup experience over the entire time period rather than merely
focuses on downsizing pickup distances as ID and RQL do.

For the TDI task in Table 4, D2SN gains an robust improvement
of 0.7%− 3.90% and around 1%− 2% over the best of other baselines
in terms of TDI and CR, respectively. In particular, as the D&S
ratios grow higher, i.e., from L2 to L4, the improvement of D2SN
over other methods increases proportionally. This is because with

Table 3: APD task performance. In each entry, the upper is
CR and the lower is APD. In each column, bold values denote
the highest CR and the lowest (best) APD.

Benchmark L1 (1.0-1.1)

≤ 400 ≤ 550 ≤ 800

Greedy 0.80 ± 0.01 0.81 ± 0.01 0.83 ± 0.01
1493 ± 53 1683 ± 35 1604 ± 36

KM 0.80 ± 0.01 0.80 ± 0.01 0.83 ± 0.008
1383 ± 33 1504 ± 25 1319 ± 24

GS 0.80 ± 0.01 0.80 ± 0.01 0.82 ± 0.006
1463 ± 48 1614 ± 35 1527 ± 24

RQL[26] 0.78 ± 0.01 0.79 ± 0.01 0.80 ± 0.01
1246 ± 32 1338 ± 27 1158 ± 27

ID[18] 0.78 ± 0.01 0.78 ± 0.01 0.77 ± 0.01
1310 ± 27 1337 ± 24 1158 ± 28

StH 0.79 ± 0.02 0.78 ± 0.01 0.77 ± 0.02
1284 ± 44 1393 ± 32 1263 ± 37

D2SN(ours) 0.84 ± 0.01 0.87 ± 0.01 0.85 ± 0.02
1306 ± 50 1429 ± 38 1162 ± 33

D2SNh- (ours)
0.80 ± 0.02 0.79 ± 0.01 0.81 ± 0.02
1390 ± 39 1498 ± 34 1322 ± 27

higher D&S ratios, D2SN is provided with more decision space for o-
d level manipulation. The advantage in CR again demonstrates that
D2SN is able to capture contextual changes as the model implicitly
predicts cancellation behaviors of drivers and orders.

4.3 Performance Analysis
4.3.1 Ablation Study. We conduct ablation study to validate the
effectiveness of D2SN by removing the Hold module as a baseline,
dubbed as D2SNh- . This method dispatches all o-d pairs exhaus-
tively in each batch without holding and is trained in the same way
as D2SN does. Results in the last row of Table 3, 4 shows D2SNh-
performs similar to KM in L1-L4 scenarios, indicating the dispatch-
ing ability of the Decision module alone. However, D2SNh- lags
behind D2SN by 5% − 13% in terms of APD and 1.5% − 5% in terms
of TDI, respectively. Such gaps display that D2SNh- is unable to
reasonably hold for future matching.

4.3.2 Hold Module Analysis. The well functioning of the Hold
module showcases the advantage of D2SN in the ablation. Thus,
we further investigate the 4 learning-based approaches with "hold"
strategies and compare the metrics below (the term "distinct" refers
to each item is counted once even repeatedly appeared):

• Hold-APD ratio: the APD of o-d pairs filtered by "hold" strategy,
divided by the APD of finished orders.
• Hold-O ratio: the number of distinct orders filtered by "hold"
strategy, divided by the total number of orders.
• Hold-TDI ratio: the average TDI of o-d pairs filtered by "hold"
strategy, divided by the average TDI of finished orders.
• Hold-D ratio: the number of distinct drivers filtered by "hold"
strategy, divided by the total number of drivers.
• SR: the number of distinct served individuals, divided by the total
number of them (drivers and orders, respectively).
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Table 4: TDI task performance. In each entry, the upper is TDI and the lower is CR. In each column, bold values denote the
highest TDI and CR.

Benchmark L2 (1.1-1.5) L3 (1.5-2.0) L4 (2.0-4.0)

≤ 400 ≤ 550 ≤ 800 ≤ 400 ≤ 550 ≤ 800 ≤ 400 ≤ 550 ≤ 800

Greedy 8370 ± 145 12159 ± 237 14090 ± 204 10116 ± 299 16301 ± 260 18317 ± 229 9172 ± 134 14259 ± 225 17549 ± 228
0.76 ± 0.007 0.73 ± 0.006 0.80 ± 0.01 0.58 ± 0.002 0.59 ± 0.002 0.57 ± 0.002 0.41 ± 0.003 0.44 ± 0.001 0.46 ± 0.001

KM 8298 ± 140 12079 ± 297 14033 ± 279 10134 ± 239 16341 ± 228 18375 ± 187 9146 ± 146 14275 ± 182 17525 ± 188
0.76 ± 0.007 0.72 ± 0.007 0.80 ± 0.01 0.57 ± 0.003 0.58 ± 0.002 0.57 ± 0.001 0.40 ± 0.005 0.44 ± 0.001 0.46 ± 0.001

GS 8386 ± 171 12336 ± 317 14336 ± 240 10165 ± 233 16263 ± 238 18312 ± 206 9172 ± 122 14267 ± 196 17508 ± 184
0.76 ± 0.007 0.73 ± 0.007 0.81 ± 0.008 0.58 ± 0.003 0.58 ± 0.003 0.57 ± 0.001 0.40 ± 0.003 0.44 ± 0.001 0.46 ± 0.001

RQL[26] 8331 ± 151 12122 ± 361 13934 ± 310 10124 ± 240 16323 ± 300 18345 ± 302 9170 ± 190 14297 ± 261 17531 ± 296
0.76 ± 0.006 0.72 ± 0.007 0.80 ± 0.01 0.57 ± 0.003 0.58 ± 0.002 0.57 ± 0.001 0.40 ± 0.003 0.43 ± 0.001 0.45 ± 0.001

ID[18] 8312 ± 171 12055 ± 292 13917 ± 303 10105 ± 195 16233 ± 281 18495 ± 189 9175 ± 132 14268 ± 211 17060 ± 233
0.76 ± 0.007 0.72 ± 0.007 0.80 ± 0.009 0.57 ± 0.003 0.58 ± 0.004 0.57 ± 0.003 0.40 ± 0.003 0.44 ± 0.001 0.45 ± 0.001

StH 8303 ± 104 11996 ± 379 13956 ± 299 10095 ± 262 16183 ± 229 18512 ± 214 9064 ± 157 14196 ± 187 17615 ± 198
0.76 ± 0.006 0.70 ± 0.01 0.80 ± 0.01 0.57 ± 0.003 0.58 ± 0.004 0.57 ± 0.003 0.39 ± 0.005 0.44 ± 0.001 0.46 ± 0.001

D2SN(ours) 8626 ± 133 12691 ± 263 14441 ± 198 10573 ± 240 16837 ± 217 18683 ± 194 9530 ± 127 14552 ± 202 17962 ± 209
0.78 ± 0.007 0.74 ± 0.01 0.80 ± 0.006 0.57 ± 0.004 0.59 ± 0.002 0.58 ± 0.002 0.41 ± 0.002 0.44 ± 0.002 0.46 ± 0.002

D2SNh- (ours)
8311 ± 126 12066 ± 235 14007 ± 251 10129 ± 253 16315 ± 211 18402 ± 227 9133 ± 160 14269 ± 209 17533 ± 195
0.76 ± 0.01 0.72 ± 0.01 0.80 ± 0.01 0.57 ± 0.004 0.58 ± 0.002 0.57 ± 0.001 0.41 ± 0.003 0.44 ± 0.001 0.46 ± 0.001

Figure 4: Comparison of methods with "hold" strategies, re-
sults are averaged across APD and TDI task test samples,
respectively.

The upper part of Figure 4 shows that in all APD tasks, D2SN
is competitive among all methods in terms of the Hold-APD ratio,
Hold-O ratio and order SR. The Hold module of D2SN is capable of
holding pairs with far pickup distance to downsize APD, providing
better passenger experience as the Hold-APD ratios are higher than
1. With appropriate Hold-O ratio, the order SR of D2SN is superior
to other methods, which means D2SN decreases the risk of order
cancellation to satisfy as many order requests as possible.

The lower part of Figure 4 illustrates all 9 TDI task performance.
D2SN performs well in holding pairs that may negatively impact
drivers income and possesses the lowest Hold-TDI ratio. Besides,
the Hold module is able to delay drivers with appropriate Hold-D
ratio and decrease the risk of driver offline behavior. This is because
D2SN has the highest driver SR among all methods and performs
the best in maximizing TDI as shown in Table 4.

4.4 Deployment Consideration
D2SN will be applied in typical spatiotemporal contexts within cer-
tain geo-fences. For every 10 minutes, we will apply an appropriate
D2SN model from 12 base scenarios according to the historical D&S
information of this context. Specifically, in scenarios with extreme
dense order requests, parallel-style decoding will be incorporated
in the system to downsize the inference latency.

5 Conclusions
This study concentrates on MICOD in online ride-hailing, address-
ing bilateral uncertainty challenges. We propose an end-to-end
DRL framework with a novel network D2SN to uniformly resolve
prediction, decision-making, and optimization without any CO al-
gorithms. We believe our framework can benefit domains of online
resource allocation to solve other practical optimization problems.
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