;.ﬁl,: %_‘%‘:M % 5 /ﬁ\l — N S v
RERE . FERE 20244 5448 510 15 2368-2384 ¢ CHIERFEY ekt
SCIENTTIA SINICA Informationis ”~ SCIENCE CHINA PRESS

.I:ejz @ SrossMark

IE ML RAE PR AYIE B BV 3K

R P2 WREL RN A

- BMESGERET AR S TR, Ll 200240

- BHSGER AN T AR E A E AR E, Ll 200240
. Bigsgim R N TR R, i 200030

BfE1E#. E-mail: yanjunchi@sjtu.edu.cn

¥ W N =

Wicke B 2023-09-17; &[EIH B 2024-03-08; #:52 H H: 2024-06-17; P4 H R H #A: 2024-09-30

E R HRBHEIE T BRI RIE ST E (S 92370201) EXR BARI B ERMAHERLETHE (kS 62222607).
FARFEREEBZLHHH (5. 72342023) M LT TR E R THHH (S 2021SHZDZX0102) #8)

HE AetthEAdRKRETENMFE. RARFEFALER T EMME R LEFNITHER
Ve AR HOR AR R T SRR TR R E A W B AT KA E A A — AR BB 5 7 . AR I
T—rree R E LA RA SR AP AE AR E NS KX TN HAET, EAMLR
RET —ARAaHMER RETAFTFEEHTRNENERERIT; SEAEANEEEREALL,
FEEEREEARRME. AT EEED, EHERNEERY, AXKANE L TEEF I XA
EWFRRE, TFRBREBATEEINS AXRENELTHOER T HEEZFRI T HERE K
BBEHEZMEES. AXEREAR . RAFEEE. RATH FAF AR ENE SRR FRIET 3
BEEREENERE RARESEE RRBREMRBEYRM, FEETRNERBEEFTEEZL
# T SCIP, Gurobi % JF IR 2 # B H 09 £ 5 & Jo R AR H 1.

X Aefit, REFI, FEEERE, AHENE, #EAL

1 51§

HE AR —FEA B SEA RAAR DU IR R R EPR, PR H: ok 3 2% 18] 3 o B 2 2 40 4
“TelUEIE A4, EORTHRENIR S . B B RS IR R SR M A, 2 & PR Ak 1n) i ik 7
AR 7 8, B 5K Buler M £E 18 HEAZTTA 1 X B8 17 B 8T 5T, Birkhoff 2, von Neumann ¥,
Dantzig 4 ZEIACTH FALER 1R FN S FHCE (e BRAE 20 AT 40~50 AR RGIEHHE T T 240 G AL i L.
H AT, X0 5B A1 Db B3R By 7K < 1R s, 2 8l Ui @il A NP TR,
BN TR A 2 TG R AR IR AR A, AEER I T2 4b, BEE ST MIA SR . HLas7 S) SRR I S,
WETE B A TRIR T AR T B SRAR A I VEREIL S, 131207 8 ORI T DT A 5R3HT.

SR i, WO, PRI, 55 IEZMEAIRA S ISR E BRI R AR R ERREE SRR, 2024, 54: 23682384,
doi: 10.1360/SSI-2023-0269
Wang R Z, Li Y, Yan J C, et al. Learning to solve combinatorial optimization under positive linear constraints via
non-autoregressive neural networks (in Chinese). Sci Sin Inform, 2024, 54: 2368-2384, doi: 10.1360/SSI-2023-0269

© 2024 (PERZE) it www.scichina.com infocn.scichina.com



HERBYEERE B4l H10H

%%ﬂwEﬁﬁﬁi\%ﬁﬂ%i%ammmwmw@mmb%Bm@&%&hﬁéﬁi%%
SE SN A AG AT LU K — AN B SRR N 5. 5 IS1TE CPU _ERIL SR g
FARLE 671 G24T4E GPU B & M2 BE T LR o RIEHLE M. thsh, BT # & M 2n 4
IR, KA EAR 10, AW 2 BAVE RH GRS B RIS 7. SR, fESK =T, Wifey
Bt —ANMERE IR T5 IR 28 X 45 SR A 2 AR SR 2 — AN R 1] R (8090, 35 o g 3 JE2 PRt Qe L b o 48 X 245
Py G R R B B B R, — Pl WL A v 2 M H 130 (autoregressive) RFHEE I 45 3K fif
&, KA R A 2P YR, AE R — Al N AT AT B AR, A4t 2 i A i ) R 1)
FTAT R (L0 15 i [ = R 4% e P A AE R B2 A Ak il R A G T 2 N, e
R [12~14] &5 0L, 1X P 200 P s B R AR v] DU ABE i S JR A) 5K (Markov) $RSEERE, ki af LA
sRAEE S SR TG, ER s MEIE MR B E Y. T RS Lt s, B EEE058 2 H st
FURI R AR, AR SR T A1 T Re 216 iR 2 B, A G R B = AR s )ik 2 Jah
5B A I (0 (A, A A R g s S M AR i AR A ] N TE U HE B AN 1 | G R AE
PE.

ARSI YFEAE EH Bl (non-autoregressive) W% 2R 1E NP gl ALK gAY, JE B BIEM 4%
PR s SRR — T [ T B BRIV T 3R A5 58 BE (0 D AT B, B T I B IRl 2% bR 22 R AL RE S
MR FESASAZ M AE DA 55 e . Ak, A 5 ] 28 — AN s ey, FOs L RS 2 AR T BN
A AIRAT B T T2 BAE BO~18T St A BRI T A B T AR I 4 (R SR I BE AR AE R T X
FRYERI IR 248 ) Refis < 2] LLR & B EOR R AR AL A Ak v & 001 BRI AAAE B AR 55, R E ]
VA 1Y) 4% i AR A5 81 78 53 A 0 1) JER DR T LR AR M A o 422 I 8% ) i HH 38 5 2 JC 20 TR ), ELZH 5 i) RO
i SRR I 2% B HE R A R DR ([l /UL E R 5155, 5 B M M 2 AR I 2Rt 72 b 3 Bt 2
YL, TESERR 22 iz A AN J2 201 Tt — R i) 4% s BN it B B AT AT 3, W) 2 5 BOsh
B AT, Tk v 3 v )1 2.

DA AR B EDA SRR 2R g a8 2021 (10 BRI 218 A A 2, R AEE B 3] 3 W 2% FIAE 42
NRTAEFR LA BR: SR [21) BORE ST TR S Z 2 A, T OCHER [20] B Sinkhorn M 4% )2 H BEAL B
FEHL . IRTHE A B 2% s A M, 752 AR R HOE A RS 2. ik, ARSCEIN T
SCHR [22] HEH A2 R R 4 (linear satisfiability network, LinSATNet), F:4F i 2 GE0% 5 20U AT:
AN E W 2 5 B IEZRMEZY R (positive linear constraints) 4B AT ATHY:

Ax <b,Cx >d, Ex = f, where A,b,C,d,E, f >0, x €[0,1]". (1)

XT3 nT BLIE AR R H L A AR B ). B, X TR, ¥oe; =0 81 70
IRRIEFF AR « T, w; AR « TR EE, m (RER LR, WO ENZA R 5E
wle <m, ATHE (1) P “Ae <b” —UEOR. SEhR L, ASCGIAR LinSAT W22 58 F eI 7 IEE
[ V1 4 2% (RS P P, A5 E B m VA0 2% (FE B EE 1) mT DUAR B AR e B AT IR VR R 4L A AL 17 A,
B UL HFA B AR SR SR A AL S DU A 1R e SLAR B T A SO A I 4 BETHAEZR,
AE B 1= 3R 45 14 38 A R AR H AT P B0 ] U AR A1 2.

W 1 FR, ASCRI T —FEE A AR, T s ok S I @l. AR B S5, 29
WA AR, B il PR, g [ R A e 22 19X 2% T R P PRI S5 A T 2 T R P PRl e 22 Y

1) SRR AR T ASCEE, LR TR0 TR B S E, E2R 20 T4 T LA i

SRS 5 LA L AN, BRAT A DLHC R R BT A A I S AR R (STHR [22] CARIIE), MA LSRR ThiRiE
ARG T o i R RO AT ) ] R
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Parameters & [> Graph I:> Graph Neural E:> Latent Cod
Constraints Modeling Network ‘ atent Lode
min J(x, w), @ @ _ll.lll—l
.t 0,1} L
o ;’;i{ il vie{Lz.al € I Unconstrained
A= S e[0,1]"
ﬁlx,v,,,,-zl, v j€ (1,20}, & yelol]
Gumbel Trick |f,> LinSAT [> Near-discrete [> Estimate [> Unsupervised
a < Layer  |4@| Solutions |4@| Objective |4 Loss
Gradient
- Sample | Ill"llll Taentcode Enf Sample 1
AN I I I niorce Average over
\\ Sample 2 = ailall Ax<b,Cx>d, E’f =f Sample 2 samples
1 tox € [0,1] P
" Sample 3 Illl alen Sample 3

B 1 (MEhRE) IEBEYAMEMLERFLESRLEM TR (IZEMER)
Figure 1 (Color online) Non-autoregressive neural network paradigm proposed to solve combinatorial optimization
problems (in training)

Step 1: Forward

Latent Code | 2| Gumbel Trick | 22| LinSAT |C>| Near-discrete || Estimate |G | Unsupervised
atent Code ‘ ‘ Layer ‘ Solutions ‘ Objective ‘ Loss
Sten 3 @ Step 2: Backward
Step3: 9y N~ @ ______ 1
Update Select Best E:>: Neighbor Search !
Solution ! (Optional) :

2 (MEhRFE) EEEAMENEKFRPETHENEZLE HEMER)
Figure 2 (Color online) Gradient-based optimization steps in non-autoregressive neural network combinatorial
optimization solvers (inference)

ZRARY 123.24] gt R AR B SR B AR PEAR R, BEJS R Gumbel 4575 291, Jf3@id LinSAT &2 22
FIAGK (1) PHELYEL R, KA R B 2 2 NS B AT (2 MR T2 010 Gumbel K
FE). Horh, A0 Gumbel M 7S AT DU R0 24 SIS H PO (R @ SR80 129 fREFBERE),
ARSOHGIX —BORHES B TAERIEEAME LR A S LA R B e, 385 oy 1005 SRR SRR
FER EARBREL. BT BT A B SRR BE S A, RS~ 35 1) I b bR 2501 P B H A TG MBS P 0 2 kR 4
(¥ e/ MU ), FE DRI BO2EAT s 8ol 2k, AEREAR B RN ZR VT, BRSO — > mi
XL T — AT AT AR AR 23T, Ao 8 X 2% Y T T MR D B 2 ) w0 . AEHERREN B, a2 B, B %
FAR RN, W] TR AR RS R A (R AT AE 24 R, LAARAT T4 FA .

KHIASCHR AR B B 2SR AR A DAL 1) B AT PR AR

o RICHITNERAWEMME. AR T LinSAT BORAEZH GO0 SR 19 25 i H RE 05396 2 72 1Y
IEZRPELIH, Kt Re AL B A7 BT IEZR L R A S Ak . Sebr b, REZLE o 7 KREL M4
AU R R AR, HL 2 3 3h 98 1 AR B [0 2SR R 4 SR AN A IR R L FH i

o AEE MM L BA e HEPIA ALY, BIoRSRAS R MRS 1, BUA I A (a5 50 453
W E O() AP HEB A RIS 2]— M, TR B BARMZ T O(1) R E =R IFT Rk
SERETERE IR, BRAN, HEFIAARE (B4 A\ AL ERE ARSI 5 St ANAR) S 4L DAl 1) 3 R PR,
B [ 2 2 il DS A R B B ST, (ELAR B [l VA QR 4 R AR AT L.
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o BRI S ST BR T X ARERI TR, RS R P B B AT S B 2 5], M Bk
KR T NP M) 8 1 R ) = i R AR E NI BE B, TR B, BT AR iR B mE M 2% 564
AIBG, AR ER Y AR R 0 Y E AT G M B R K BRI, T TR AE R R NP X Il R

o TELRIIFII A RIGT T2 AR T). ASCHEH, TEHEBRFT B AT LUs i b6 2 7E B 2 A1 &R LASR TS
PRI, WE 2 Fos. AT RERHT RIS TAER B, KA 18 3R S0 R P 40 0 28 SR fi 2 1
BE T DTRRAS 25 240 26270 mT 43 (Rl 19 [0 51 R 28 SRR g b R SR i S 3 A4, T DA 3 468 ) 85 2 1)
R BEATIAR; LeAh, I8R5 BB IR FE 5 STRESE, A5 AT 5395 28 B8 0 = 285

N T IRAEAR B B AR I 25 (R R R R, ASSCHE (/76 B BRIV it = KSRGS A RAT R
7] BRAEAR A A2 B R A 1) LSBT 2 28 SRR A . AT 78 I AP SE AR SR IE T AR SCHESE T vt 1
PREE X 25 SR AR AR5 2 T AR I 25 SR AR A5 PERE R EL A AT 76 5 /MBS IR R ) SR vp ) 7E 45 78 AH
I SR AP T) 2% AF T BLIBOR AR SR, AR SO A 22 X 2 SR i e 5P B S 1 SCTP 28] Gurobi 29)
LAV SRIEAE. ARG IRARAS FFJRLE https://github.com/Thinklab-SJTU/NAR-CO-Solver.

2 MBAXMRIME

A SCEAESCHR [(30], F b H G IRAKR S yB R, EE RIEE AR R I P8
JiE, WFE AT BAT S SCHR [30,31]. A R LAERE T RGN M2 5B IR Kk B2~35) i
SRR G JT VR 5 AT R TE SRR ), A AP TTVE R, AR SCAN R IT I 18

HEMKEBERBERYVAZESIKEE. HFHAZ (autoregressive) MIFLE ML 2 N T 72421,
H (¢4 1) I 20 OB ¢ 2. R SRR, B R SR 2 0 2% K il & LU 81 (T g A
Pt — AN SE . PRI, X TR SEAR R AEE v | I, B IER P a Mg LT 2t o) k. B
(] X 28 R L 35 T AE P 91 ) 4 — 20 AN ORI S A 23 18], S BRANRT & 2R AR, X R B2
W28 1 RS T2 A AR A TR A 9 R 00, B s, iR & DU R LI il 22 25 1 5 R SR i ]
DA R — A Sy /R AT SR P SR A, b R FH sk 2 S BE AT U 5 B0 13 85 T @M, XA A RDA
AL + a2 )7 B BON TR R, B8 2 RO T SRR ZE LR B BT T ST 55
JE U8 ZRARIR B8l ed B SR SR I . AT, H B 2% 25 5 76K IR 585 51 o AR
R, TR IIHEIAS S VE S 1 20 W 28 R SR PR RE Az A e 70, RIS BIE 2= (AR . 22 (e 5 i i S5k
Ak AT BERE R SR Ak 55 ST BV RE.

HEMLEBMIEBRIVIAZ S K. R HEAL R AT BEFAERBELR, 5 FTLR.
b, FEHAMBLAS 5 SIS b e )2 R FH AR B 18 H R 28 AP — A sE B AR . FA7E 20 tHEZE 80 4F
R, W IR TR Hopfield 4% 3K MR AT i ) & (401, 1% AR FH 4oh 22 X 2 FIH P B et ol
SE I BT R, — R B EIE T AR SCONESCRAE LRI RIS i LR 2Y 52 7 —Fp
EL 151 [ = o) 6 B v KRl 1 Dm0 D 2, HG v 4 SRR 2] 1 Dy T 2 9 BB R T 00, SR T, 3K A 48 5 TR 48
PARMEFEAR ORUE LD R, HAEWIZREE E22 R ARG Bz A 34 2O, Sk [20) #E— BT T
AN ) X 28 v 7 SO 2 i f s BRI B AT T SEIRIGIE. SRIe g AR SE, AWl k=
R, PP N2 SR AR AR O VEREBR 22 . A SCUON, SCRFEL A RIE AR B AP I 2% (1 — KL, et
VAR 100 286 3K i 4 DB BOd o P 07 1) SR ST B PR . IS v 58 (261 (R mF 6 ARG e ERAIE T B
PRAERMBA S A RIS L. AN, MATEL R AL B Bk 1777 2 5 ) REINFORCE
A EARSCRAT Gumbel EZHL S LinSAT A G A AR,
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‘0

fagg

B 3 (MERFE) EHE ML —RRAESR

Figure 3 (Color online) General framework of graph neural networks

3 FFEEERBEEAEMUKES

3.1 [z

AT AR B [ R 2 HEZE AT OR A A 0 R IR 2 P29 TR — el SO0k ) et

min J (@, w), (2a)

st. Axr <b,Cx>d,Ex=f xc{0,1}, (2b)

Hrp, o R ORSEAR R, XK IR, w RS J (e, w) ROCLH H AR (5 umoR i,
B BIWT); Z1HkAFH A, b, C,d, B, f TR BIKTET 0, ZHAR KA LRI 74, Bk
115, AEMAFE AL w MAFRNE, f 2 ERER A (RARE) &/ME f (2, w) FIE .

3.2 EZRAH

APNTPRIZEA A 1 PR AR B BTSSR AEHE S A 4L

BlEAR. MMzt L ERACE AT (2) ECAE MM, — P8R g o S 11 S5
BEAT AR, BEXEAS ] ) 2 ) AR VA A AN, (B — SRR LSk R B TR i TR L
BEAT R REGL 7326 AT XT AN B R R SO0 I (B an BIE S 1 R o L IRAT R4, TR ik
BONENL 82,420 5 R INAEAE AN (B EIVTHED ), AT DR “PEBEIE (7% 2R d il 1A P 45
HEDFRI R TET 1431 S0 A1 2% v ik P TP, 3 A7 A0 SO0 ) PR AR T 0. 9 e R A0 D — 0 e 14
X AERE A 20 (g Ve B EOR), B AT WA AEET SO “Ax < b7 SRR RIZAE )
FEZH— R A B B SR B PTR, X 2 B ARG RN | AR L R B Ty
A BT 2B LR SR, 58 BN R SE i) R R A

EFRE ML, [ b a2 S B0 43 2 i JUR SR M T LUK FH B £ o 2% EAT A0 3 1241 [ 4 22 o 45
RIARRIR L, T s SR AR 22 0 2% T LUK B &] 3 BT ) — AECHE QMRS 1991 2[RI 22 0 2% i —
2, B 0 HETEH, HRHE AT A a, b, ¢, d. ST RABIET A, BN E R (fse,
HH R Z E AL K H TR SRR ARG ENE R (B0 msg,,). BEJG, EILREREL (fage, 7T

Funses fage WIRELEFTE T RZ IR, fuse, fage TIAFIESERINTRL 7 AN A B B2 2%, &5 FH B A
F& GCN 4 GraphSage 471, GIN 1481 &5, b F-11 43 2 a8, AT DI RFIE 2840 JE 5 AL 3 2130, sl AE X
B AT 2k
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SAE. DL R 1) A, B SRR B 4RSS 1, A Sigmoid Y0 BR R PR 1Y 2%
Wl — NEREFIREDY 1R [0,1) &, ACARZ AR R, | 4ERSEBCE AR R 1 — N Eaas i), Heor
B AR L — AT, XX RS R T SR Gumbel EEZEALAT LinSAT LR 215 5.
FenlE R, Bl — AR MRS ] B R AL, RV T SRR PR A . [ AR
BRI E FEI PR HIE [0, 1) AT SRR ) K, i s = AP BRI k.

Gumbel ESHL. 2P R H KRG EREEEATHE — oA, @ e Z oA LT e
BUHRFE LIRS AT AT . (EJ2, BHCRMEEIDBREAT SH, KA SR 13T 003 SeR R Y
Gumbel FESHLH TG 2549501 445 Gumbel 24 g, (u) = —o log(—log(u)), HH o #H T % u K
FEE (0,1) B350 40, K AR TR EMZ T g e RY L,

¥ =[y1+ oW1, y2 + go (W2, y1 + go(u)i]" (3)

HAFE go(u); BOLFAG. AT B IFHZIE rTAT A, 72T 30 (3) EECRFE. RFEvla@d it
HAE GPU AT, SREEREGRZ ) 60 A (A5 V1 58 HEAf, (E T8 5E K.

LinSAT #3R/E. Gumbel EZHML G, FEW gy BOLRA R A0, y 7AEZR TR, A3
T H RO SRE 7 A REALEE L) SRR R A 2 1) LinSAT 2 221 RR—Metk, £X0RAE g,

2 = LinSAT(§, A, b,C. d, E, ), (4)

BEWHEE « € [0,1) REARFELRMHEREUR (R EERGE Bk, B4R B s B BA KRR
). — 5T, D9 T PRUERZE BTG, BRATTAS B a7 B hoRs 190 2% (0 HE B RO S — L, D T fi R
() H b e 5 R AT RE VR, FRATT OO A B W g i RS AT BE R B . AR Gumbel B2 AL
TERAIE 1 22 4 2% i HE A AN BT B B2 (A BT 3R T2 v, Gumbel 7341 (1 R 380 o B B3
B (A RIS REEBIEIN). LinSAT JEORIE 11945 ) 196 AL 45 7€ A ) L2 0R.

LinSAT )5 B T i e Bt it S Ut i sa e s @i T, afr LU /M #1820y
A w BRHEN T — NG v, BT G EAEL S AT, FATRK IR SE LML R AR R T LU
AR — N AR AL a0, % TR ae < b (RELEREN 1), — M2 T 2040 i s AL fe
B T Ry — AN R IZZ R BEY (0 KON IR #):

T1 To - x| O b
F _ [ 1 2 l 0 ] ; u = [al a2 e al b] y v = |: ! 5 (5)
01 02 +++ O 0141 — — D im1 @i
AR B LA '

g RARRIE T T AT T v, SIRSET . ST AP IELHEL R cTe > d fl eTz = f,
[ B R AT A g A A X TRy dee 0 A T A A — Fdaf ADURE FEE P 2 Y I Rl o SR AR 0 B, e
PRZE W28 ARBTG5 T RIPRARAE T T [ I Ab P 2 AH 2R, AR I, Sl ALHmEEiE T oy R 5
[y b ¥ 22 A0 2 o0 A1, FEORFF AT A S, XA LinSAT 509k, #HeF 2, X T HAA L KR4
ARSI, 7T BRI A 20 G0 A iR U Aedm i A, RURA] LinSAT, €t «
SERIN R g ALV A . LinSAT (4N i HANSCSCE: UE B T 22 WLSCHR [22].

BARR BT, AR AR E [ 2O 48 0 2% AL 55 2 — & T DA s 1 i 1 i o H B B B, R
VENIR R B 3 28 BN 25 (TR i/ MA 1) )

£(9) = IEuw./\f(Ol,Ile) [J(f(ua y9)7 UJ)] ) (6)
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H yy 2RI, £() RE T Gumbel ESEL (u KAEH 1 4L A7 AR AE IE S5
i) A1 LinSAT J2 (E5%0). 2 (6) tFEAIZE Gumbel 245 T BAREEL, A Gumbel E S
A LinSAT ZEIEFERIE 1 o @ B H W2 QR AR, 1X— 05T L B0 A3 20 I 2 i H 2R 474l
THEASHA (3.3.2 NS LRGN R). 7R 3] = = f(u, ) &, J(z, w) BITHE AR B B, %t
TENEERRE J (2, w) = 2Tw, BETHERIR. HZ, JHE WA R R B bR B0 A B, w6
KB T min, max BAE, XPCUIESTE A T LB, B0, 5 4.1 /N1 IR R REAT R A A, SERRI
HARBREOE Y70 min({Aq | Ve, = 1}). SEROR SR B3RP 22 9 28 A ] min 57 SEWHRE, &
JRBCRAME. % min BHONIREN B [ softmin #2:4E, 24 8 BONAIEINER, RBGBCRMGH T BFH
PRIt ASCRES T HAR R B T RS B TH B IRT R AT BEHL IR B AR, JFR min, max Sk
A softmin, softmax &5 FMERAS.

BT BTN, AT AR B R R 2 SCR T E B0 ZE. EIIZBBL, 2K (6) P
H bR B AT BEAE N TE B Ak s . IR AT A R an B 1 9 B (8 Sk s, e A% 47
K 1 R TSk IR, BRI ZRR B IMEZ A0 R BB SR BRI 2% AL ER., (BT Rh 22 I 246 27 2]
I IR S ) D P AR A B — AN BT R AR B

LI E I R ANHETE. T 22 45 1 B0 i HE T TEVE RS R W R B, — RPIT T 1 4
AR I 2 B R AT R AL AT FR g B (226,27, 52~54) - A e Al B TE] VA 29 AT B @ L 42
AR RIE R L RIS (Monte Carlo) WHE R ATk HERZ R, HEZLA AT R PR AE B s i) N 2
BT OCAG FFR e&EIT R [ OB RE T 1), HEZR A W] AT R AL A AN IR AL B (1) T 538 S A B2 AL 3 A mT LATE
GPU L5Ep. £ B, B2 M %24 0, 3 (6) AT EUE K

‘C(y) = Euw/\/’(ﬂl,ﬂ“) [J(f(u7 y)’ w)] . (7)

WIS A6 B S [l A i AN P BB I 25 S8 0, T2 BB B AR & y. X AT DA EU R — ST I Hh 22 I 28 )11 5 1)
R, A5 R R BRI AT o0 R Pl I 6 FE AT R AN R . ] 2 o, B AN [ @S], mT B
I X — B R A R AT B AR TR S B AR I g AR, 78 A 1) R Siefs]_b AT AR Ak 2%
R WSCER. Uhah, HREEE AR i) 8 S AR, BT ARSI R, (R — R RN
AR AT PO R SEI R, 5ERIIA)E RIMAEMESEC G, X PR M 1 R IR R
A PAELJE Th ZE B SCIP /Gurobi 254 R A #4

3.3 #H—DiHL
3.3.1 EHEMEITEEHIKEMAIFRIERES

KAt 22 P28 AE S B dm, AbPRAT R AL ERSE <0 IL IR, Ad, HEr B ek
B JTH BT T 2 I CL R R O ORI R A & R B K. R A0, Ea M2 rRiL S
Weisfeiler-Lehman (WL) P [FIRJIIRAR 2 [48:55] B4R P R4 ) A 42— 2R 2 A A Ak 1) R, (HLRR B2
2, WL i R e — M AR, 2 IS FIR B —Fh e 70 AR B M4 2 1 B RIMMER
A Al i T BE S AR — M SR URAR. ANid, HLas 57 > A A ST i S B 22 56 1 B IR o
W 2% ] DAPEAT X — £ 8 0020351 Jf H Bl (BRI AU R T IR I A5 R, BR 50 45 Je IS TE 2R 1 LR
7] 71 1°6) A BEHON R e 7 191 P B T A 8 Y 2 FE B b B A 08 (10 R A ) SR TR ) R ) ]
ATHE S R0 H AR R BRI, PRIIE, AR SOt B 2 X 28 A Dy R AR X 2% 28R, A SC et f
AR T BAR IR X 2% 254, ASHESR R T34 31 Ho At ek 77 SE s e 22 X 2% b
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3.3.2 Gumbel ESHUFEIGHWAE S EMLE

AICKR T Gumbel ESHLALT 29 2B () BHECAS A BT Kre, B W7 LS.

e, HH Gumbel FZEU I LA R A7 09 268 75 SR P2 I SE DR B 445 D0 A 1) R ) — KR
fIE A2 PR SRAR B K T AT SR AR LRI, TT3X 55 0 28 0 4 FRDZE SR P o b 5. R 5 10 P A5 380 o 38 i SR A
JEEAT R T B A5 P22 I 2% it R S B R SRR R, BEIARON — A SR — S BeeR B BT B
PR EAE R AR I, FAR B2 PR L, B TOVE AR M SR R = SCRIME B R AR B O ) 5 4
FrRT AGR B AR, (H BRI I 2B B 18 i 1) i 2 IR A Dy — A sty R SO0 AL )l AR 22 i i, IX 2
— AR A AL R, RIERATT SRR R A S U B AT AR RN, R LA R ISR 2
S8 VAR AR LG DA FEL (AL, SIN Gumbel BLZHUIL AT DAE Or B R L I AT B2 1 1645
FRZE I 2% A YR T REMPEIE B U, E R G LB H A AL R L. XM SLT, i Gumbel HS L
AT SRAT R0 B S oA .

Hoik, BABEHIER Gumbel SHSEAUTNESLIL 1 HERLF B AT REE. FEASC, FARAE
HOT BT —2H BRI 20 A . TEHEEER B, Gumbel B SHUL PR EAEX A A P AT T BENLRFE.
T, SRS B A6 BE A A DU AL I S P B AR B BB T B SR, Gumbel H 2 A0 A RE AL 5 0 2% A 5
RBERILBELFROAE. HE IR, Gumbel BESHAURERFSREZ P FAT I, 8L HEAL B AR B R] 2
GPU bHbEHAT, HACR AL SR . 4R BT iy 143,58,

3.3.3 MNEMAREZEIEXENER

RIS STE AR R B IR KA L L AF 38T GPU S0 A J& DA S A IR FE 2 ST HE SR (Rp ol
TR 2 STHEZ e PR RE AR SR S D). A SCHR HH AR 1 (] A1 X 2% SR S ME 2B D (K N A TR TR 2 — BRIV
ST ERBEERR L SIHELE. AR 2 STHESEXS GPU I R A SCRAAN i BRI E S, Gumbel K
FE ZAMERBURI B bR R EUS T S BB T DIE GPU _EIFATHIAT . Bbdb, TR SIHEL ] UE
AR — T et 28R (R KR FE DAL S5, A SCIR A TR B 22 STHE SR B S O D RE, e R HE R B
i H R GO B R R, SEEL T AR O R,

3.3.4 MNREIVNABFHEHEMMU KR

R e 45 1260 g i th 7 BATC oA ST AL (HERB SR AR BTG R I 78 2% =, Model-Agnostic Meta-
Learning P9) B R HEHAKM: FUNZRIT B, #0480 2% 2 105 B — AN 0t 58 B 8 AU IR B
FEBAR A AL R AL, 7T LA — 5 R 2 N2 AU, 15 3 S AP AR, A SO FOHESE IR PR A
KNI e IR L, AT Toar SRR RN 2L N 28 A B e p 1 S R AL R R AR B I ZRI By,
P2 2% [ A B X e RO R AR R AL & A BRI S AL R R L, SRR
HAEE WA R, 52 E LR

4  SEIGANTHR

ASSCULBHAT R A 7 e ARAT R IRl R 481, 5 A P e P 2% g 3k 120-2112) | ol SR figd i 12829
BEAT T XTLE, B8 T AE A BRI SR T iR A Rk, Her, AT ViAol ) 5 4R A 7 A 1) S 1
2) {E Al JR 5 4R 5 7 i R, AR SCECA A 28 I 28 5 9E 30 R [ [ R SR 48, 8 A SC IR Bt 46 B35l 45 i

GPU. /N AR5, FREH H (a5 3000 2% 825w IR (B BLRE), ASOR 5 e T B LR, T2
BUAE T A S B o S8 P B0 M SR AR R AF
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4 (MERFE) EXmRSaeN ERZER BRI L, thBOKEREx S IMENERE
Figure 4 (Color online) Comparison on the optimal gap of the solvers on the uncapacitated facility location problem.
(a) FLP (k = 30, m = 500); (b) FLP (k = 50, m = 800)

BH B R R AR B B2 0 285 PR R A 5 R BB L 2 A BRI R T . —— BEEURRIR 8% kAT
T 1) A (DR FEE 2 ) SR AR 3 00T e e 7 4y (11 26,60, 610 e 47 7 1] S SI2 56 1) 2 22 H 11902 bR A AR S A 48 I
2 (Fealie4ia 17 LinSAT Z8AEE BIEMZE) 5 H At it e 2 28 7%, it R A& 78 o5
SEIGAE— B4 17-9700K CPU, 16 GB WAE, RTX 2080Ti GPU ) TAEu b 58 ik, MeAT i o) i se g6 18
A— Gl AMD 3970X CPU, 32 GB W 1#, RTX 3090 GPU [ T Eu b 58 k.

4.1 e FEE

AR RN B BEHEAR 5 A (facility location problem, FLP): 25 € 3% m AMHh T, FRATE R FIH
ke ANHb ORI, RN RO (FER S5 RE T BRI ) R g% R A 1 A AT FRATTA R
1 B Ar e il e B ) kA AT A0, eI A B B G St ) B R R, Sk
TAFEEMRS e )1 ERI I, U2

mmin Zmin({Aiﬂ Vo, =1}), st. xe{0,1}", Zmi <k, (8)
j=1 i=1
Hrp z R E, MBS A, ; R A ZEIEE. T B (8), iIfEASHRHMAER
(] U= X 28 9 3K SR . B SeEl Ty O

o PGP PREL T S i Ak b it B, A AN Hb S AR AT A, BE BN T 0 A XS ELAR 2% B2
V) 5 SCHETAL, Wit J=) e 00 ) SR A S A T AR XA B B AT T 2K

o EIMZ W25 R FIFE SR BN 2% (62, 3L 3 )2, [RERE 2 16, FEAIZEH 2 5;

e Gumbel S LinSAT 290 ZREANEES (8) HHIELR ML, 3314 4 H F50 52 2B B i
AT

o HARREUGTFRELE = 1HEK (8). TN (8) HI min HT 7L KMo K AEMIHE R, &
SCRH T B softmin BT (R mIEHU SR softmax) AL min, DURUEE IR HbE. 18
SEPL B, ARSCK min({A; | Ve, = 1}) BN softmax(—BA o z). HH o REFZILEE, g ZILESHL

o (MERERTBLI) AR R KA T k- HE (k-median) FF, 7EHEH o i 2800 Eadb A7 posi4 2= .

AR SCEAE SCHR [20) BSEER Tt CE SR T AR B 48P i EBENLAR R T m AR, RO 2R /DA
FI A 22 N 28 TTIRAE N ZRB Bl A SR AR AH OB I, S28e T, ASOTTE S 700 L (greedy)  TlbsK i
A (SCIP 281, Gurobi 29, [&] 4(a) 1 (b) (AR MR 7371172 120, 200 s) ML KETT I (EGN R,
CardNN 221y 3T T Eods, g5 Rl 4 Fos. B 4 FERARFERS o SRAFPERE A5 LU T A R R SR
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Figure 5 (Color online) Generalization study in real-world dataset

Jrid, FerpREIERE AR SR A ZZBE AT B GBR/INBRGT ). b, SR H JEFROR AR NS TR ). Gurobi 4K
P I 7 35 TSR AR U A U1, M R E AR 1) 22 80 58 SN

_ BbRES- BREREY

sap I b o6 5
TR AR AR TR P G — A B, B 7 19 PR B el Y B s, A SO H B 1 Tl T Y

LR METTVE (AL ) LT SRR FE 5 SR B B 4B & (Pareto optimal) I, B E3R1G H AL
FEUF AP RE, ) DAZIAE 9 B 22 B SR AT TR). KRR, AR SC 7 VAR SR AR R R 1 BE P U7 TH L T
H A5 1 R ML SR 4T Gurobi.

T A 28 X 2 SR AR B AE R Wor A Bz AR ), ASCHIE T — s g ¥ bl 414,
B BRI BB SR SEPRAE A FEVE v, 7 nl v SR RER 85 . S afiieh By, K Ag T N (1) B
A Ja ) L ARSI v, A AT AR EIZR, 2B B E RN, B 5 i ah R 2k
BABSRIZARE ST, NG E h AR I3 0 L8808 b, FOP SRR T Gurobi. 32 1 A 2 U
TH] [F) ARSI 32 B HREEAT TV R SeSs, — 77 U T AR FE A R B, S — TR T
Wt AT 5y 0] R _E 1 softmin 55 1R 2 5000 1500 i 228 I £ SR figi 1 i 110) =S4

BERS N LIRMIEER RBEIRE. itk — P RR AR ORI ITIESE AN, AR GEFE T IR RET
EBR, RIEEAN B 2 Bt R Be ik 95 AT PRI K. A T 2Ur] B4

min mPl’nZZAi’jPi’j’ st. x € {0,1} ,Zmi <k, Zmz = Zdiy (9a)
1=1 j=1 =1 =1 =1
Pe fom,zpz,j = dij-Pi,j < z;. (9b)
i=1 j=1

AR Py AR T B0 @ B IRS 2 RE T BIRE R, AESEIUAR (8] H R 28 SRAR AR I, RHE 70 I 25 A
Ba] SR AR (8) MM 2 ELERAE . LA sk B 130 (9) AR AR R o« i 2 55
AE)ERR, RIS ZEORUE SR A IR 55 B oK T 7K.
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#=1 EXRSEEHERIZERBEIE (k= 30, m = 500) E#HITHERSE: LHERARE g BUET, KBSEMEM R
fRRYZE BB

Table 1 Ablation experiment on the optimal gap of the solvers with different 8 values on the uncapacitated facility
location problem (k = 30,m = 500)?)

B =10 B =20 B = 50 B =100 B =200
Optimal gap 0.0711 0.0501 0.0149 0.0428 0.0606

a) Best performing entries are in bold.

*k2 EE 8, MIREMSHEII RN
Table 2 Ablation study with fixed &)

Gradient search min/softmin Gap
v min 0.1772
X softmin (8 = 50) 0.1753
v softmin (8 = 50) 0.0149

a) Best performing entries are in bold.

* 3 BBARFZEEN LRIZERBEMAILER

Table 3 Results on the capacitated facility location problem®

Objective score ({.) Gurobi Ours
Time limit = 30 s 2.6454+0.1018 2.5026+0.0824
Time limit = 100 s 2.4524+0.0756 2.4797+0.0715

a) Best performing entries are in bold.

o LinSAT ZVRJZH, BR TR o AR FTEH. EHRMARVIRE T ELEZHR, A
M EFTRILIH, ST LinSAT 2402 6319),

o HARBREUG TR R, XA RIAFEAR ST LR, AR A BE fa] S vt £ A4 2 E i i
v, WL (9) K, HIRFAE BB @ HIE TS, AR A — R e e, B A
PRT 5 A SRLA a Ie). EROR B SR AR AV R () R 1 Bn] 5 (04 (BAEARSCIRESE T, 7 Bt R
it R — AL R 2 A2 PR R, DA K. AR SCRA TR GPU JRAT RGO 2R i et
Pk e i 1931, Rl SCHR [65] FOREAT RS, AHEL A B0 SR R AR SR A

SRR T 5B 4(a) AR AR A, BB R 2 AT AL 50 MR R. SKIR L TR 4
TR IR AL GEREHAT Gurobi, 45 RUIFEK 3 s, ERMER EAETER (2 30 s), ASCHIAEA BT
W 25 SR A 7712 e Gurobi LA FESRAEEE I IA]JS (29 100 s), Gurobi HIPEREEEIS 1 AT 2%, H =3
FEH L. XA b, BT LR AR, R 2% SR AF 72 CardNN 20 ANFSE A EGN 2 Al
SCIP 28] J7ik i TAE R 4 rh R REAS S dmedir O Pl P 2% RIS G 50, TR lE RPN 3.

Ve R4S, FEBCEAT JR) 1)L, A SCHAR F 18] 9 94 48 SR 7 38 FH YRR SR s P2 Ll 1 I 10
(ARE BIE) FR2e PESKAF T, SRIBTERE S S BE AL SRAFERAMT Gurobi 124, £E#873 B E T,
AE B [ R 25 PR 2 0] DL Gurobi.

3) I FI LT AR R @, P. AEARSCIIHELE T, #h2e i 2 H Tl & U kSR & 2, (KO8 P AT LA
W€ @ Jrilid — A2 T 5% (oAb e iAs fn sk (63) 7531,
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Figure 6 (Color online) Comparison on the gap with respect to the best known incumbent solution on the max-set
covering problem. (a) k = 50, m = 500, n = 1000; (b) k = 100, m = 1000, n = 2000

4.2 BAKAEROM

ARHEUW TR RKESE I (max-set covering problem, MCP): 45 %€ m MNMES, n Mk,
BNMEGREHEEPRE T, FATE R ¢ MES, 50Xk ANMESE &R Y5 E
A S ME. RS 7 o 0] ) S = ok B A RS 2% BRE AR m AN WA (BRI “MZ07),
n ANPETEARIE 0 AR T R AT SRR AR KRR S o ), d KA AT BRI T R RE I ).
BARI &, BN E7E o v 1 30 e A0

max Z <]I <Z :ciAij> ~1;j> , st xe{0, l}m,Za}i < k, (10)
j=1 i=1 i=1

Hp, 28 v e R REBNMMINE, Ay =1 AARES B T 4, & A, ; =0. I() AR
ANEREL MR NHITE > 1 W 1, S0 0. XTI R, ASSCHE B [EE 28 ) B AR S 7 an .

o KIEBULIRFIH 7 &5V BRI KR, Wit 7 — N0 E. H58EG « B 75 5, W
TPAE—2k10, B A ; = 1. SRR G 5 W RS 08 — 20 B <88 —MIEAT 15 sy 38

o B LR T 1E /3 B L5 Y GraphSage 2% 471 38645 3 J2. H )\ “E45 3“1
A S 77 T BRIV S A 368 73 1) 2 PR AN JHESE Y I %, O 9% ) G J2 9 JE2 72 16.

e Gumbel EZHLA LinSAT 23R ZREALH S (10) HIELRMEZIHR, 1 W 2% 4 4550 B HE 0T B Ek
UIEFECS

o HARREMTHEIRY, 55 4.1 /N5 AL BEBAT = v & R AR AE L, 20 (10) SEINEM: FERhE
Wzt « MBS, 7T EEEIE S (10) 115 B brekEL

o (HEFRIBLI) SRISIE RAL I KNS5 78 o6 ) U R R, (BB FE A R A AR AR .

AR SCHR [20] BT E, 2B G A RS . 5 ORLIB 16 43 AH I (1 I ZhoFn il ik . =k
XL T S (greedy) EMESRIAEK M (SCIP 1281, Gurobi 29, & 6(a) F1 (b) IR AR I 43751 &
100 F1 120 )~ FHERILERAE T2 (EGN Y| CardNN 122)), sz nK 6 fior, B aE 7 HIX E

LR FER — F bR

b= EL L H Ar
S SRAREEIT (96 2, Bt AT /e T AR SRR AT 7B KA A T8 25 R R B BT 1
Gurobi sRARZE L TCHEAE 24 /NI PR3 (] 8 [ KSR A o O AR, TRk b b 52 P KL T 24 580 AR A )
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ZERRAE N TERETRAR (MR “AHXT 2 R R AR A ZE2EE7 ). IR A iS4 402 B o (i — N[ R, BT
RRCFTERE B X5 RoR. ERRESE i FE T, ASCHIAEE AR SSRIF S (A1) ML TR
SR A R AR 2R . AR SONEAEFE KT Gurobi (R th) MIRTIE N, REAHERARBEF T
Gurobi. IEAk, ARSI EAE KB GREB_E3R 2] 1 =211 FrA 75 3% B 2 R0 s A A

4.3  HRfTRE O]

RIHEFEW T IIRAT R [ (traveling salesman problem, TSP): 45 %€ m AN AT HIARFR, —ALiRAT
P T B3 D3 P SR T O [ B iR b, A 8 5 I B A R . AT R ) e I U

1 m m
min 5ur(DTX), st X e {01} VY Xy =2Vi:y X;;=2X€H, (11)
i=1 j=1

Hrh D e R AREAEE W 2 MR, X, ; = 1 ARERATR KRG 7T 4,5, X e H K
X NXTRR T FE S SR AE U4 /R Al % (Hamiltonian cycle). AN SR IEE H BIVH 25 SEEL A0 T :

o P RD BRI T ARFRAE 7T RURFE, IR TT R) E B IR AIE, M3 T A BRI . TR AOR
1] TSP-500 1145, KH k L48777% (k = 50) 5 EI# it

o M ZE WX 45 SR FH 25 ) S 1 PRV E AL #E X 4% (anisotropic graph neural networks) (7)) [X 5148 4
Pl o 28 X 2 1450 AN SRR 1 sSUREAE, G [ AT 2R A 1 sSURIIL R AR, V8 S AR B TE T BRI 2 R AT

o LinSAT 20 )z Jovk B BRPUE R Rl B 20, (H2 Hiva e vi - Y0 X, = 2,Vi «
Sty Xij =2 RIEEMEAR, ASCRA LinSAT AHLX —a i 5 L. Gumbel B ZEE S IATH)
JRAT T I RSR AR A SR 5% AR s rh R 2% 1.

o MM 28 B IN Gl B, ATy 1 AN A SR AR AT 7o 10) AR ER JEE 2 S i PR L, SR T
A BN 16061 S SR FH A S FAt 5256 mp G s B % 2Ui) H b ek B fil vt

o (HEFBYBLHY) APBAY R b, ASCRA T AEIRAT M ) bz N B SO i 45 20pt 8
RAZFFFRIEW I Z (Monte Carlo tree search, MCTS) ZRH%.

e 41265061 FroR £E m = 50,100,500 FIMRAT FIEURE LIAIE 1A SO kRA R, SEE T
VECRFF— B, 18] ARG AR 3 T AR AR AE —4E [0, 1] 52370 Af B BEHLAE B, 15500 I 308 11 - 1) ) K PR R 2
TSP-50, 100 347 1280 AMMAFER], TSP-500 FL4 128 A, & 4 VLRI SRR I 8] 2 72 5 # I 2 B 11
SFEIN . FEZREG 2 R E REFI SR AFEI OO0 T, AT EE B [B1HJ7VE T LA S BT 58 52 28 g A 4 1Y
28 3K i (26,60, 61) MEgRRpF, FLRTLF. fEFTA A G RAG R Erh FRAT R 1] AL ST AR R
TR ) iz — D010 4% Sas (1) = 22 H KR M A SCE I 2 W 2% (Fpdil 2 did LinSAT JZhmey
WHEAEE EAM L) SIA AWML E#ATR . Hod, 5ARSCOEALL, 3R 4 R AR R )75
KA T SR AR IREE 5 2 BE ke, B an STk [26] SR T ooimibaE 2] L SCER [60,61) SRAT T HIOEAL. 3 4
EXFEE T T6 LinSAT JRAMIFHE M4 . JC LinSAT WA MCTS Be &I, 76 /NI a B 1A — 5@ g
H2 23 8 H 85N E) 500 I, LinSAT JysKRARBURM K TR ZE T KR 7 EMZE ML B X
B (AR S L) T DASRAS SR A A &, 75 U SR — B 2 A A B S
T2, &G EFE R IR, 9 LKH3 BEPSRARE EAAME TG A& M4 772 (Aik
2 3 BIATE). X—IRIFATSI, LHZHIES] LKH Fykt 280 iRAT i i @k T 7 480t
TERITT AR H R AESE 2 B SO R, R AT R o) @ A R348, LA 1) IR 5 5k = S8 4L) LKH3
(P4 hrifE, Gurobi 74 & H BTERARIEH K iEas. FET ik, 38 4 FIFELL LKH3 /E R HE DTV,
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*® 4 AERITEBRE L, AXHHEME KRS EMMHEMNE KERFTEEEMR

Table 4 Our solver performs on-par or even better than other neural networks on the traveling salesman problem

Solver type TSP-50 TSP-100 TSP-500

Neural network Search strategy  Obj (1) Gap (%) () Time (4) Obj () Gap (%) (4) Time (1) Obj (4) Gap (%) (4) Time (1)
LKH3 (max_trials = 500|5k|50k) 5.688 0.00 3 min 12 s 7.756 0.00 33 min 18 s 16.548 0.00 56 min 12 s
DIMES [26] Active Search+Sampling 5.735 0.82 1 h 44 min 7.918 2.09 3 h 19 min 17.646 6.64 9 h 42 min
DIFUSCO [60] Greedy+20pt 5.694 0.11 8 min 245 7.776 0.26 8 min 44 s 16.800 1.52 2 min 34 s
TaT[61] Greedy+20pt 5.689 0.02 25 min 12 s 7.761 0.07 25 min 58 s 16.695 0.89 6 min 3 s
GNN Greedy+20pt 5.694 0.12 15 s 7.806 0.65 20 s 16.899 2.12 15 s
GNN+LinSAT (ours) Greedy+20pt 5.691 0.07 18 s 7777 0.27 25 s 16.746 1.19 18 s
GNN Greedy+MCTS 5.689 0.02 15 s 7.767 0.01 29 s 16.706 0.95 1 min 4 s
GNN+LinSAT (ours) Greedy+MCTS 5.689 0.03 27 s 7.771 0.20 2 min 8s  16.646 0.59 1 min 8 s

5 ZHiLAREE

MR HE DN R R SR SIHESE . GPU S 4% “JEmb it AHAA . 5 8 B H AUk )
RO BE R 1k A EE M Ao 2 X 2%, AR o e AR R P2 2 ST AT GPU S I ISR SR & Ak 2
LR T AN RIBIE TS 1. AN SO Je i 2 1 I 1 B [0 2R 2 X 2% SR A 5, SR 51 iR SR 5
AT LMERF LR G il /2, HLAT AR s A 5 S) S0t AT U k. ORI, A DR R HUAE i i, 5 [l )5
AT IR ZE R RGO AR HEPIA RS AR BRAL. TH] LR M2 . Gumbel H2
Btk MBS IEHOR H@ RS, KA EHEsh IR A A 28 15 23— PR .

T e 38 AR B BV 2% 2 S AR AR 39X — FAR, ASSCER I 7 —RioR Ve, G4 [ il i
HRE, BRI 4 B S Gumbel UL, LinSAT AHE . (AI5r) HAR SR EL TSR, ft
ALER T IR L L R A A S AL 1), A R am A P . AR SCHE SR AT DGR 18 4 e M B T 25, %
PRVE A SR PR, SE R SRk, ASCEBTT VAP R R B, 3/t 7N HZALRE ). ASCHE
(/7 L BRI¥y) oA = 1) A i K5 7 ot I R R AT 7 () B 2 ) SEEL 17 AR B (BT 28 SR A 45
FESIS X — T R I FIVE AR Pk Re s d 7 BUA AR A DA M 2. e AT i i b, B
LinSAT JZ 8l B 5] JA 1 2% 55 HAth 55 55 2% (0 s 0 D 255 PE R AH 24 7EBOMAT =) o 82578 7 1) |, AR
THEHIERE S Gurobi S5 VSRR, R4 € A EE 2L Gurobi AR BEASH.

FATN T, PR (R A2 A SR AR B B R R 8) LR T34t 7 —H
H E AT RIEORER AR, R E AT B4R b, MR A RCRA B R H BB, Gurobi AR
R gas. — 71, Gurobi ()5 FIVES itk BEVE B 3 BE (e A A R A0, X SR e IO A A 38 1T 5
Gurobi UL TR —A M &, RMESE— Bk, 55— J7 1, Gurobi /EJRIME A HIE BT AR ANIE 42
B I ANE & BA 55, TR SCIP HITEREE R AR (. 52 HHEG, ASCHIAR E 1] A1 2 5K i
SR AR T IR 2, Skt PERETL AL SEANIE W AT AT 2. AN, 252 bR B H] r R Ecs 20 A1
HURRFE R AR, A H A 55 Eeli A BE B R AN I DO, BRI, 2SS PR i ok — g il
FAPEAEAE R A2 0. e, ASCSRIR IR IE > A e M BL TS TA] | S8 Il 4RI R 3% . Python
St G BEROR SR, AREAME, M EASCIE R A SCIR S5 R, P2t 2SRl a4 IO L RIS A 3t — D 5T i 2
] FERTHEME . RTHHERCR . SRR 2 AN ST 7, AR B B R 2 SRR AL T 5T 7
MR

S

1 Euler L. Solutio problematis ad geometriam situs pertinentis. Commentarii academiae scientiarum Petropolitanae,
1741, 8: 128-140
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Abstract Combinatorial optimization (CO) is the fundamental problem at the intersection of computer science,
applied mathematics, etc. The inherent hardness in CO problems brings up a challenge for solving CO
exactly, making deep-neural-network-based solvers a research frontier. In this paper, we design a family of non-
autoregressive neural networks to solve CO problems under positive linear constraints with the following merits.
First, the positive linear constraint covers a wide range of CO problems, indicating that our approach breaks
the generality bottleneck of existing non-autoregressive networks. Second, compared to existing autoregressive
neural network solvers, our non-autoregressive networks have the advantages of higher efficiency and preserving
permutation invariance. Third, our offline unsupervised learning has a lower demand on high-quality labels,
getting rid of the demand of optimal labels in supervised learning. Fourth, our online differentiable search
method significantly improves the generalizability of our neural network solver to unseen problems. We validate
the effectiveness of this framework in solving representative CO problems including facility location, max-set
covering, and traveling salesman problem. Our non-autoregressive neural solvers are competitive and can be even
superior to state-of-the-art solvers such as SCIP and Gurobi, especially when both efficiency and efficacy are
considered.

Keywords combinatorial optimization, deep learning, non-autoregressive neural network, graph neural network,
gradient-based optimization
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