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Abstract:  To'solve the*deg‘ree-constrained spanning minimum tree (DCMST) problems with a large scale of nodes,
an optimizatien algorithm based on grafting and pruning operator is proposed. Learning from the flower planting
techniques, this paper establishes, an evolutionary computation framework containing accelerating and adjusting
operators based on conventional genetic operators. The grafting and pruning are performed by a greedy strategy and
gain maximization respectively. The collision caused by possible local minima is analyzed and detected, and several
methods dealing with the collision are discussed. To tackle the complexity of DCMST problems, some strategies of
grafting and pruning are proposed. The convergence of the proposed algorithm and the computation complexity are
analyzed. For DCMST problems of Euclidean and uniform random non-Euclidean instances from:50 o 500 nodes,
the experiments show that the quality and convergence rate of the proposed method are the best compared with the
known results. % -

Key words: DCMST; genetic algorithm; grafting; pruning \ 3N v

B OE h R RAALLE B R TR R PR S0 — R R a3 TR AR ik R A
3R JE 5 — AP T b R A Aok i LT R AL SR R AR — R
200 B ik R Hel B R KR T HEAT T 27T 48 AN By SRR 7 | AL ot R 49 I R AT A 64 77 i AT AT,
BT ’ié‘)%%ﬁ%&ﬁ'}?.#ﬁ‘DCMST SRR AR 4 Ak R R T AR 2 iR Ae T 64 SR SEAT Fok
o 4&5@&#%%%@%&% T o #7 A8 i i Fok st 45 5.4 50~500 18] 49 Euclidean [9) 2 Fadi 34 £ AL X 7= 24 49
non-Euclidean V& £ & 5% /s A& A B B AT R AR 5 ILA K69 52325 T tb R B 3% 5 ik A8 R MR R AT IR 0945 A Ik
SR B B IHH — RS

REBIA: BRI A A A Sk R BT 4R

BhEESES: TP301 SCHERARIRAD: A

S 2 R B /N A S (degree-constrained minimum spanning tree, i FRDCMST) [l 8% — 25 3 fi# 1) NP-hard )

« Supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China under Grant No.60873035 (IE 5 [ 2k R} 24 5 4)
Received 2009-02-12; Revised 2009-04-27; Accepted 2009-07-29

© PEBEEBSAEIFSYUIT  http// www. jos. org. cn



IR F iR R L R A A )RR e Ak Sk 3069

B AR A RIS TEELI 4 . KR v I 5 T S A R 23— B DU X Y
WEFE G| B N AT 2 27 35 1) 9% Narula 5 Hodg 42t —Fh 4 £ i 5432 (a branch and bound algorithm), % 5%
Al LA 3 4 /N A DCMST il 8 1) B £ fif .Caccetta 55 A $& tH T — F 3K fift DCMST ] & (¥ 43 B F1 BY ] 57k (a
branch and cut algorithm)™. Andrade4 A 2 H 7 Jik T~ % i 75 LI Lagrangian 7. v: ) Behle & A 75 5 HE 43 1 A1 8
VIS A ml b R 01 A BRI bR i) Ay B 0 B T — AR 6 9 4 BR8P 5 (a0 primal
branch-and-cut algorithm)WL3T 645 e, Vi 2 2 % 0 DU AL S5 L S SURT U AQ S Mt Ak v 5 5 b ATk 9
HAR Tz 6 N L B oy, — e 2z 2 ) A TE 55 2 T R X DCMST Ji 78K figé 451 4, Zhou Bl Gen 1 56 32 H 1 1T st
B35 (138 47 SR A DCMST il /1, 52 b S T — Fhprifer 5ok 26 7 — KA 1ot (1 4t 7 32 Knowles % A\ ¥t 1t 17
— b S A E A S KB AR SR (K 4 5 7 5 (the randomized primal method, fiiFRRPM), & H 5 £ e
tli(multistart hillclimbing, fii #RMHC). HlE & (simulated annealing,ﬁﬁfﬁSA)%ﬂiﬁ%ﬁ&(‘GA)/fﬁ, ST
7203 Raidl 125 Ak 5 P8 A T4 5 A BT 32 0 ATV AT 5 A0 W7 406 5 1 45 580, 20100 (IDEMST fi) 15132 X
T AR S OO AR P H IR R R 2 2 2K, I AR R A D AT A8 e 4 AR I ié\ﬂlﬁ?f&é‘](1+1)-EA%‘?£[9].Soak’%3)\
2t — b b PR3 07 45 25 20 R BT I 91 1 4 7 2K (the: edge-window-decoder) Bt T T LR AN [7] 5% s ik
'T‘l”i;liﬂé’é)ﬁE‘JﬁT‘(TCR)ﬂ%ﬁJ@iﬁfaﬂﬁ‘]ﬁ%[m}.ﬁi\@E@?‘F&ﬁﬂﬁ)‘(ﬁﬁ%[“}\ BT I i A 1 A [R5 T
BT AL \E N

AS[A] () DCMST ji] 35 7T 43 9% K38, Bl pon-Euclidean DCMSTHIEuclidean DCMST 58 4 18] ] #3533 9 K 2%
2 5 f5 /N A R I‘QEESJQ'%H@E%?T@E;‘KIEIE@SEW%K@E‘J%?ﬁ%%&iﬁﬁﬂ’ﬁ%i)\?ﬂiﬁﬁ]”ﬂ iR 1 Was SN ]
non-EucIideanf'ﬂErﬂ%“&tl:Euc\ideanl‘lﬂ%E@*ﬁiﬁ%ﬁ%;%‘zﬁfi,i*ﬁi}i[lO]El‘ﬂ’E%ﬂbﬁ[ﬂEuclidean I A5 S A B
AT B e 308 3o 1 5 56 WU B 4 AT, BRATT A S, LA 4 BE WL J7 195 4= pinon-Euclidean €] 81 (f) DCMST 1] 5 1L
SRR AR A 1 22 1 e, AT 45 3K 258 ) SR 1) 85 ) A SRR V1 o 2 1P R A B R R AR A k. — 7 1, 3 38 Il P Prim
A 0 P JSE (0 KT 5, HLAE B Dk 3 et e L ) iS5 Primn B2 At 140 AR I AN [0 11 i 1L A S8 BBl A T AS T
— B HRUE 52, Euclidean &1 ] () DCMST [i) 3%} [ Primfif (¥ 2 e Kok 5, HAEREAE 4 3 8 4 I 5 it 5 Prim B3
AL Ry LA AE — 52 (K0 90 B P24 188 3 A% 14 3 B A 70 S [ 1) STk 3 0 o 5/3,1.5 1 1402030 L ik [14]11F 2% 4
DU b A A 1% 48 e St PR e E— 25 9/ B 1.103. 55— g T, X ¥ A Bl ML T 30 A 40 A AE B X TR )
non-EucIideanl‘fﬂEﬂ,%ﬁéﬁﬁiﬂliﬁébﬂ,ﬁﬁ%@E%Ei@#ﬁﬁ%fﬁ&i%iéﬂ&ﬁ:%é*)ﬁ%ﬁiﬁé)\?ﬂ%r@ﬁ&_%@I‘iﬂri'@
AT AE— A HE R IFINP-hard 7] /8 52 2 16 T2 T BELAJLF 1 B2 13 th — BREEE A 3 E‘J%/J\‘%ﬁi%ﬁﬁ%ﬁim
SFVEAT B T0 2 A A R ORE R 1R BE A — R T 10) B A AR ] H AR -

iﬁﬂfiﬁﬂ‘]%ﬁi)ﬂﬂiﬁ&ﬁﬁ(ﬁI‘lﬂ%ﬂﬁ‘]%*ﬁ,ﬁiﬂ‘lﬁﬁTE?E’Zﬁwm%ﬂﬁ&ﬂ],@ﬂﬂﬂiEéﬁjﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁ%
28 1o 52 A R A R RE SR H B R T %5 58 45 1R DG T & i KA 32 A RS 6 46 A 0 SR R N TRk A B 7
FE AR $E b 7 G e B B B B (1) s A% (a\genxtic aléorithm with grafting and pruning operators, & Fi
GPOGA).iﬁ;ii#ﬁiZ%‘f?fﬂ%ﬂq‘DCMSTrn]%Eiﬁ%*ﬁ%%fmﬁ)‘cﬁeﬁ%{%n@i%%&%&n@ﬁttiﬁbﬁﬂ,ZML‘%TH%M%%U
o U ARG L)&ﬁ‘&E@i%%’@ﬁé?%*ﬁiﬂﬁ?ﬁk%%.

1 DCMST By sasy
Y

(B8 G=(V,E) ly 0 J LA V=gV, Vo, . Vo S 26 AT A A M=V 5 08 MG E= e s .. e EG L
(4 rm LKA HBE S =0Vl [V €VICV FLISIZ 18 T W G I FAT 6 A2 FE 24 162 e [
[, 6t DCMST s B e e e G — B A B, 56 L [ X X T, A0 B A2 40 5 10 JE 440 O A0
72 Towi(— R e e A S DA B4 ) 2 i J /(. DCMST I #5200 o ik

© PEBEEBSAEIFSYUIT  http// www. jos. org. cn



3070 Journal of Software #:fF2 4R Vol.21, No.12, December 2010

n-1 n
min{z(x) =3 3wy x Xl € x}
i=1 j=i+l
n-1 n
subject to D X;=n-1
i=1 j=i+l
1<sd,<d.,i=12,..,n
Isl-1 sl
> 2 %SIs|-Lijes @)
i=l j=i+l
n
>d;=2x(n-1)
i=1 4
X, {01}, i, j =1.2,...,n » \ \

IR HAERERL t DCMST il J A A F A R 50 S 240 AR 18, 650 1 Aé’]ﬂii&)iﬁiﬂ\@ﬂ A4 ifn-1
G5 2 AN LIRS REA G5 TN AL I BELT AR A d A 5 5 A E 24 LA %\3 Aé}i@ﬁiﬁﬂﬁ%fﬁ% WA
YN AT G5 R K BEAEA 55 5 YR =1 I, il 45 '5<v.v,>1"3r52!1’]121 A e 2 T4

2 GPOGA Ei#ik% \\ ).

2.1 GPOGAE :E#

EXJ‘%?i#f%&ﬁ%%klﬁﬁ?%ﬁ’]m/‘%ﬁmcﬂ L) SRR b T2 AT B R O 4 4848 &R (local search) I 55
g 1191, H%ZK%'*LE% T%?E’JT&%%L&* IS 843 M1 FH A 08 45 i) B A K AR B A0 Al R B AT e S T AL A
K. SCHR 25T H, 40835848 22 4 35 HR NIP-hard i 7581 165 44 1 A 82 % — b o 000 7 5 1 i A 74 2600 0 L0 S A o,
AU A 2R M N A T8 — AN B BURVE R AT BT v R (W A S AR DR B W A R R R R e
Ak JTVAR WA T R I T B B N R S B A0 SRR [O] 14 4 3t 48 72 X DCMST i) 238 1) S it v A /NS f 32 LR
R RE Al 26 T 2 55 74 S AR AR T 8 A 500 DA S R AR R 4 o N ) 38 s D8 FRATT A B, 24 4l local- search S g Al
SR BN TR B S A B B AE E T A I, Ao H I T R Ay b 5 T4 B 5 7S5 ek R (1 3000 0 A R, ol kg AR S 9
TR — /N S ) L DR i, T B F R i oK s local search )57 JE 45 D — i 8 &7, TS0 b A %
Ty R AR SCRRE O AR AR R XU R 5 e LN R IR S i&ﬁ&m‘iiﬂi{ (G RPN
N3 S LI, RERT Sl 1% 16 BEAT A R RS U, A LUK K LA Bk Y 5 3 ﬁ@\bﬂ’ﬁé@nﬁlocal search, i
ST IR ST B RO \ >

AT RGR, LR Je gy th 5 A SCBE A G LA 3. \ )

AR IR (A ) A2 45— BRAE S (n>1, BRAR G5 s 18 7T = 1 H»Jm(m>0)/\T$DTCE’J’§E{<%T1,T2 .....
T P MESTIA<I<m) 3t — W, ﬁ\%f‘% TH T, XC'#% BERRT 4 A AR ) — 2% 43 3

TEAS S IR 5 R B B AR T :I%Xﬁii AN Fi8 DA 22 5 45 rU MR 4l iR I3 400 SN % 3.

X1 B ERRIARAY . 0 — PR BT o 0 5 4y — %;H‘I%Zi%—Z’E,ﬁf’ﬁi'ﬂli—%ﬁﬁi}ﬁlﬁiﬁﬁ
P R h T, 7 %8 43 K B Bl S 2 B £ 30 KA P A A0 ) i S 35 (gain) AR (cost) 23 1 Sk

|
' gain = f(T)) - f(T,) = zzwxx;—zzwxxﬁ @)
i=1 j=i+l i=1 j=i+l
n-1 n
cost:f(Tz)—f(Tl):ZZwijxxﬁ D W x X (3)
i=1 j=i+1 i=1 j=i+1

~RQ)E ARG, Xﬁ eT, XIJ eT,.

TEX 2 (FE) . MCE )W HPIE A FRP L R R 10 20 4 (U B30 e N B 5 28 %2 45 P DU o8 4 A i
AR (5 U 25 KT O) i FE R O 4%

TEX 3 (BIIE) . B (A )M A B 38— 0 bl (BT e bl ) e N 21 59— A7 ', DA B mT AT AN 4k 1l o 026 b A e R A
VLIRS

© PEBEEBSAEIFSYUIT  http// www. jos. org. cn



IR F A R L R A A )RR e Ak Sk 3071

22 HEHETREKRK

221 HEA TG

G T ARV 50 WD 1) ARAE 45 i R JEOCI 4 S I K A8 B B B A I R R IR 2) 15k
0 6 e A T T R N T T A [ 2 s A Ak, BV 2 FE i 25 KT O,

o] B ECEL AT U R ot O PR SR g e S A A 1) DB T A B B — 2% 7 R I Sk e, 5 A 1 DA R AN DG
Wl 1) A ROR) 4G S R ORI G s I AAT BN T A R e B B AR Tk RN & A R OB A
PR O K BE AT HE S 9T K 45 R AR AR AR TR 4T AR B pnodesortdis H1.2) SRAT B 45 S A &5 i M T 45 R R,
AR SCR T BE AR A 10 G 5 7 ¥k AT D G i 7 vk DL SCRR [0k o, ¥ vt T e R Y B 4 G SR AT R — 4 R A
& )5 PR 4 FindPareNode(parl,par2) & L+ 45 55 % 44 FindChildNode(parl,par2),parl,par2 7‘1%5%}5)?\%?722&?
TR U R IO 0] 52 2% BE 35 0 O(L), 48 Se SR T R 1IN IR B2 24 FE 4 O(n). - *

FindPareNode E‘J%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ)\ﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁI’lﬂﬁﬁ?ﬂ?ﬁ,iﬂ%?ﬂ%ﬁEl‘]éé‘fiﬁ‘])ﬁfﬁ,‘*ﬁﬁﬁfﬁﬁ%%)fk'%ff%fﬁﬂ‘]

S RV B A0 G B R y \
Wik 1 (R E— 2 ST E nodepos B4 S 1S parvpos Bik).

Begin - =3
YIUE 1k 5 $ . degreesum=0, counterzo\garvpos:nodepos;
IR AN A A individual,?‘%ﬁﬁéﬁ 4 individual.chroml FlJE 4 individual.chrom2;
if parvpos=1 then :
return 1; §

end if ©

parvpos=parcpos—1, counter=counter+1;

degreesum=degreesum+individual.chrom2[parvpos];

if parv>1 then degreesum=degreesum-1;

while degreesum<counter do
parvpos=parcpos—1,counter=counter+1;
degreesum=degreesum+individual.chrom2[parvpos];

if parv>1 then degreesum=degreesum-1; ‘ \ \
end while 1 > g o
& [7] parvpos; \ .
End L\ ¥
f‘iz’tléz%ﬁfﬁti‘a&)ﬁé’\lEE}“'E?E'Jﬁ%‘i%fﬁﬂi&a‘ﬂﬁﬁéﬁ%}s‘éﬁ’ﬁﬁ‘?{E‘J%ﬁ%%ﬁiﬁﬂ?:
Bk 2 ORIEED). L ) ./
Begin

BEE T 4 A bR iS4 4 pflagnodeuse 4 0;
%)Jﬁﬁ%%%i&contrpalra:dc,‘i:l, k=1, bflaggrafting=false;
while'issndo #
BEE counter=0,45 £ i XN 45 25T (5 A& pflagnodeuse  1;
HH pnodesortdis 73 215 i SCIEEE k /N4 57 % inodeassono, 31 115 SR K nodedis;
while counter<contrpara && k<n do
SR inodeassono 1142 &5 14 assoparenodeno i assonodedis;
PRI AS W 5 W 3 gain=nodedis—assonodedis;
if inodeassono A& i i 45 11 H gain>0 then
HEFELL inodeassono 1K 14 ¥ i bflaggrafting=true;
end if
if bflaggrafting=true then

@ CRIEPS

http:// Www. jos. org. cn



3072 Journal of Software #fF2 4R Vol.21, No.12, December 2010
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Fig.1 No collision emerges after inserting the branch denoted by node 7 as a new branch of \od\?,,
the new associated edge is denoted by the dash line

B 1 HELE 7 AR A R A B £ ﬁstiﬁEMﬁ@%ﬁ%ﬁ@m %%H

)\

Fig.2 A collision emerges after inserting the branch denoted by node 7 as a new branch of node 4,
the new associated edge is denoted by the dash line
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TEBY BT FE A, T B A SR 5 5 82 O i 1 SEVARLSISARL, IR T o) e AT TS AR 197 2438 B, 0 o) 2

1) WL R 5 BY $ 5

Hof B 4k 5 T BB TR R B A E G IR KT 0 HR SRS AT S e 1 ph 2%, U i%
3 AR I g B BT B R

2) MEAF BBy

X} 2 545 R BT 23 B 78 AT BE — 2 B 15 1 by BY B2 B, B K 10 AR BRI B IR R & A R A I AT
aile

3) Bk By R M " \

ﬁ4<i%EJEZ<JH€HﬂL,KE§§$§EPﬁf%%\‘%‘éﬁiﬁ(ﬁzﬁﬂ%%‘ﬁ?@l{ﬁﬁfﬁﬁﬁl‘ﬁ(i’i)d\@Uﬁﬁlﬂ?&ﬁﬁ%@ *
2.4 GPOGAIKE ) -

PESEATEAE LR R UMY b, 25 £ R B 0 B S 7 W e GPOG AL JUORTiti
%% 4(GPOGA) . X
Begin \ \ ’
FENLHI U LTI EE P(0),t=0;
I P(O)*/I\%E‘Jiﬁﬁﬁfgﬁlﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁﬁf?;
while ifﬁﬁ%ﬂl t=<max(gen) do
=0
“while 72k j<N do
R A 4 (138 S AE BEATL A > ARFBP R i BE B AN SN 4, B8 oldindil #1 oldindi2;
AT 4238 B 1E CrossOver(oldindil,oldindi2),
K4 7= 2 BB N AR LR AETE newpop[j],newpop[j+1]H;
AT AR 2 E Mutation(newpop[j]),Mutation(newpop[j+1]),
[R]85 9 A ST A A A2 ol I 1) o A AR A0 2 temp L [jTFN temp L [j+1]H; . \
PATIE BB 1E Grafting(newpopl[j]),Grafting (newpop[j+1]); | . \ -
AT BT AE pruning(newpop[j]),pruning(newpop[j+1]); { ) —
S IE tempd[j],temp[j+1],newpop[j],newpop[j+1 ],c\dindil}% oldindi2 f¥) H hx1H,
P AR S 3 newpoplj] & newpop‘[i+1}ﬂt3; A
j:j+2; \ N
end while \ ‘
THAH AR newpop HIH AR &MY AE - HERE, 7 I K oldpop B4 A% e newpop HH e ZE A4
44 newpop i > 5 41 51 oldpop *f T 4E 3 H bR (K. 38 RAH T
=t+1; B
end whil%
o S A
End
0Bk TP SR FH I T8 438 SR W B R (et A+ 2), BIVRE BEALIE B AN AN . R BEAR B ST —— 28 R e s
P2 R A A B B8 g 4 RN B 2 5 77 AR BT AR L R 2 5 50 4 DU B9 /N LU IR AR E N — ARRR 2 ). |
R KR 17 T AR T SR 26 T 3 (M 2 1 A 28 0ok e SR
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3 EHEaNWH

3.1 BIZRRIUSIESD

AT R A5 2 R S (A FH RO S e 6 S JU S0 DA 1 oSe S 380 o i ) e DAL .

BRI AN B 4 N B 1 SR (R R e T R A 5 B e e 2 S0 T W S B2 2% FE LR 5 OR,
D R BY 45 A U A ok 53k F) e S R, 5 D) A 281 ) Al D AT S AR JBt e 0 . DR e, AR SC AR LA
A1 SRR 1] e A 4 Jed B D0 A T 4R FROAIE W I R 1T 2525 SCRR[16] i 5% 52 BEMI 4518

FEX; DCMST i) UK AR I, b1 T I 4 M B 45 571 24811 local search SR LL K 168 e T BY 432 SRS 114 22 57t AT
RS 5 T 8 A S0 B T A I I 2 B S e DAL I 22 B SRR — 2t T 58, A ?Z\'HJUﬁ%I
Rl w58, 9 38 725 TAT R BRI S5 45 7% FE AR SUHIR A 1AL 51 104, 55 AT N 15 e BT 51 1)

15 AT B, 5025 AT S8 380 1 0 0 B 000 0 S B R MO R A .
3.2 HIAHIETIE G E A Y\ =

2 R S A e = R BN E P VR 2 S 87 E@%B_gi‘f%‘ﬁ T AR E 2 REOR N o B RS A N,
3£ 29 SRAE A dle, JU 2% A2 A D I A 52 2% 824 O er\z),&‘j@ri‘ﬁéf’ﬁﬂﬁ I 1) 42 % JBE A O(Nxn®), 5 122 8 11 (1) S R I 1) 42
Z4 15 Sy O(Nxn®). ] 76 B 12 48 1 Py R SR S [FI 990 R b 5 it v 1) o 5 1% T, L 85 3 I 1) 52 2% 1%l O(Nix (n
(n=1—dc)xnxn)), ifi ST 4 (6 05 1R] SR8 34 O (Nl ), DRI BE7E — Rz B e, 5005 e 2 W) S B2 A

T(n) =‘O(N xN?)+O(Nxn®)+O(Nxn®) +O(Nxn®x(n—-1-d ) +O(N xnxd,)
g ! =0(2xNxn*+Nxnxd, +Nxn‘=Nxn®xd,).
TEAS ST 1) 45 n BB Bl P9 N B 5 n oI 6, 8 29 AL d e — 5 0 4 3, TR Ui,
T(n)=0(2xNxn?+Nxn+Nxn*-Nxn®xd)~O(n*).

T s ] 3 A8 - S B I Rl 2R R0 B o0 B, AT A5 AN ST SV ) ST 3 TR 52 2% B DA O(n®),2.5<a<3.0.

FRATIA N 7 S dh 08 g B AN B BT 4R 4, BUR BRI R SR T A R 2R BB WA O(n®) B IX —
TR A W PR S EE AR A HAT e B, LR BRAE A S A B T (O 5 R R H 1) Mo
T B R EEAE LT AN R A2, i T8 T SR B4 I Rl S AR e AR AS BT T A AL BE AL ?@2%%‘2552*
PR AR TE 3 N % — o 7 AT R R 5 — O T, VR AR B M R B — A T R AR R O R o R
non-Euclidean 1 Euclidean ¥ k25 l‘ﬂ“@ﬁ"]%%ﬁﬁﬁ,ﬂiiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiflﬂ%ﬂ*ﬁ@ﬁﬁ%)ﬁ@ﬂ‘]ﬁﬁ?ﬁ\%ﬁi@
i@f&?ﬁljﬁiﬁiﬁéﬁtﬂH@%ﬁ(?}?&.EMI%FEE*W%ﬁﬁﬁfﬂ‘(@i?rﬁfﬁﬂ‘fﬂ)ﬁﬁﬁébﬂ%ﬂﬁtﬁfﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁ?lﬂ%ﬂﬁ’ﬂﬁiﬁ@
WP RSOy T A . \ * -

4 OSBRI \ ‘)

A9 T WA S $2 57 1 GPOGAER ARDCMST I il f) 47 2 P AL 1, BATT7E VCIA B 1 R A C/CH++ 4 e,
EhiA %%Tﬁ?&iﬂ‘ﬁﬁﬁimMatfabéé*%ﬂiﬁu”j.EXﬂLi%iﬂEiﬁﬁttﬁ%ﬂ%*ﬁﬁil‘i%ﬂﬂ LR LA 8RR 1E N
ﬁﬁﬂﬁ%%?ﬂfﬁ*DCMSTlﬂEﬂﬂ"]%ﬁj‘%E"Jﬂ%lﬁfﬂﬁ%ﬂ’ﬂ‘ﬁﬁﬁiﬂﬁﬁ‘ﬁl‘lﬂ‘]Wﬂ%,?ﬁ]ﬁﬂﬂ%:ﬁzm@k)%ﬁ
(evalutions)™; ¥ U7 fi# fii 2= (best-gap); - 24J f 47 i fii 2 (average-best gap).

e AT — N2 9 &5 4 58 A IR DCMST i) BUEAT SR AR, 1% 10 JBUZE FE 3 N B il 2 25604 3 4%
FRAVEREAR SR 50 L SCHER 3,991 44 S 0 1 55 AR AR [R). A 8 S BE LV 52, FRATTEAT T 1 000 83k 75 21
PSS 5 Oy AR I 3 I (W R i fif oA 2 256, 3/ MISRECN 1,5 RISRE 5, 3 SRy 1.52;
FLVEAE 1 000 F I 4e SiE] 2 256, BRIV A3 3112 1) U AL R T HE 26 08 100%.0X — M 45 2R, TG 1 M ELVE 1Y)
WA BB 3 A SV AL S e DL A8 P R 36 340 D0 T A DR SR 2 (8 1) S5 56 s
4.1 Non-EuclideanE f|DCMST a] & izt

A2 A R SCHR T $ 5 i e vk 7 — AL AT BE AL B AR B 1 245 Jadi 4% 22 29 BE L 7 207 4 [10,100] 2 18]
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AR 4 HE jlinon-Euclideanil i HH 41 B 1432 K 78 A SO SE 46 1 GPOGA S I B A 2 H i ' AH ), R
g AN F) PR 003X i A, 5 DR T S ARESORT o B 58 AR AN () ) AT AN () L RE A S 08 B R RE RNl 100,58
XA pA 0.4, M pn k0.2, 1548 K BT UIMER pg,pp 23 1l 4 1.

DU ) R e B0 U v AR R RBASE Dl 50~500 2 171 [1B% A 50 1) non-Euclidean 41 % 5 s % 50~250,
I KA max(gen) iy 100; 2445 /14 300 & LA EHf,max(gen) >y 20. 11 5454 max(run) >y 10.

* 1 AFIH GPOGA kit 3451 WL )y = A il 45 55404 50~500 1) non-Euclidean 1 ) BE & £ 31 AH 4
3 IS BE . 38 1 P AN * I ) 29 45 05 80 50~250 FE IS 47 T 7 I 1) 47 2 45 55 40k 300~500 FiT 5 B [1)
1B AT W [A].

Table 1 Experimental results of GPOGA for solving DCMST problems in uniform randomgraﬁ(l
instances with nodes from 50 to 500 (a degree constraint at 3) -

&1 GPOGA kit 4 ri%i’h 50~500 B‘Ji’ﬂ’ﬁlﬁiﬁm&l%%%%iﬁl%zﬁé@ﬂiﬁbﬁ)

n Prim (without DC) Best (GPOGA) Best-Gap (%) | Average-Best gap (%)  Times* (s)
50 610 (6) 622 197 N, ¥ % 205 8.7
100 1044 (6) 1055 e 1:01 1.21 48.6
150 1537 (7) 1546 | ' 059 0.74 125.8
200 2018 (8) 2 020 0.10 0.19 278.7
250 2505 (10) 507 0.08 0.20 526.8
300 2998 (9) 999 0.03 0.07 171.8*
350 3497 (9)'y § 3497 0 0.04 266.1*
400 3997 (9) 3997 0 0 389.2*
450 4 4492 (10) 4492 0 0 529.1*
500" 4992 (12) 4992 0 0 690.3%

)
% 2}y GPOGA K fiff -3k Pk 1) WA - i B2 240 SIS F S50 il A 24 FE A RO B — (I A3 2] 55 Prim 55
AT B0 AR 7, AN 71 55 P8 249 ROk T AR 15 T
Table 2 Experimental results of GPOGA for solving DCMST problems with nodes from 50 to 500 in uniform

random graph instances at various degree constraints (a degree constraint given in brackets)
% 2 GPOGA 3Kfi# 50~500 45 5 DCMST i) Hi7E 4 5 20K R 1 S 36 B0t (45 5 Wﬁﬂ@?{(ﬁ)

n Prim (without DC) Best (3) Best (4) Best (5) Best (6)
50 610 (6) 622 616 615 =610
100 1044 (6) 1055 1047 11045 > 1044
150 1537 (7) 1546 1538 1537
200 2018 (8) 2020 2019 2019 2018
250 2 505 (10) 2507 \25 -

300 2998 (9) 2999 2998
350 3497 (9) 497 |

400 3997 (9) \ 3997

450 4492 (10) \ 4492

500 4992 (12) 4992

%+ non-Euclidean DCMST i B 52 56 4545 1] Bk He 43 H7 41 F

1) TEXEERIEN 50~250 I ] e by AR S A A B 1 B LA O 22 B K A 1.97% /MK 0.08%:
U849 5 T 2 KA 2.05%, 55 /ME 9 0.19%. 755 7] 2K 3R 2K ALl ST ik 452 06 LA T L 4 2 60 10 et o He
WD, TS S 250 0 1 5 B K A o 0 A K 0 025 1 e G 1 384 — 2 2

2) XFEE K ECh 400 K% DL L (05 T, B B T DR S 20 1945 T-41 non-Euclidean 151, 2858 iz 42 ik 2 W,
S 4 42 B HLAE B non-Euclidean {9 ) S5 by Prim 203545 51 10 JE 240 S INF Bk A I [0 i — R 75 10 J%
10 LA, AR SCEET  RE R B JE 20 3R 3 I A — BRI 8 FE 6 I 10 I B 5005 P 95 045 380 16 {1
s XL 1% BRI ENL A42 2 A4 T-[10,100] 2 18] (#5075 & non-Euclidean &5 1) 321 K, 8% 31 % B
[0 45 307 B9 R 2L M S WA Euclidean 4% [ M T 465 #4022 I 1 39 12— Pl AR O 48 2 (815 (2) XA A5 25
BT 7 5 HOA G 55 M Rl B /NI f1 00, L 5 180 400 S 191, 525 2 350 B ML 7 34 4 T[20,100]:2 1]
B K51 g LR P 0 0 K 5 40 SIS0 7 2 24 877 631Ky 10 1 11 PO, % R T A 5 1 5 B A
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4 MG K 10 Rl 11 i Bf 4 42 2 X8 B B /IND K IR HP I 399 4 idi il — AR R JE L R A
3 A 2 A I Prim 9545 2 10 0 29 0R AR ps HAA AR 1R H A (E AR LT 1S 29 B R0 S 56 90K 15
26T 0 A 0 LA X R] (435950 BE AL 1] 5T, 3 22 4 i 0K /N 30— o MRS 2 Y IR AL ) S B L 2

4.2 Euclidean DCMST [a) 85 i

4.2.1 ¥ MHLAE EK Euclidean 451 i) 78

2 SR [914% 34 50 BB B 5 =X 7= 42 [1,20000] 2 1) 3 50 A4F kA= s IR 1) 8 45 0 1) AR (L, LA 45 1 22 1) 1)
Euclidean 2 & 11 24 W H 4] 1] 1 122 K A= e 45 i 8053 i) 24 50~500, 181 B8 24 50 (1) BE AL 1] 3. GPOGA ik e K it
AECEUE Ay 25 UK/ 50~300 B, di Kol SR 2 100, v 46 20 max(run) 2y 20; 4 45 s 80K /by 350
e UL b B R SEAREC R 200,558 %0 max(run) 2y 20. . \

SCHR[O)4h thi /S £y 3 I, i1 branch-and-cut 5735, ABACUS K CPLEX8. 1 e fif fif 1 K6 56 3Lk
[g]iﬁ%i‘iﬁﬂ‘iﬁﬁﬁE"J%Y’EE.E?JUI‘]E‘Ji%?‘i%*,ﬁﬁ%%*ﬁ?ﬁi#ﬂi,ifﬂibranch-and-cutﬁ%ﬁHﬁ,?j“: Prim 4
PRI b T AT e e o SR T — i R A B (R PrimES).‘«l%}:L_ﬁﬂ“Pﬁ%E‘J%ﬁa‘fﬁ‘ﬁ’ﬁ% e AR (1 9
it LA SHG A A9 G 0 AR S B0 il Dy 6 38 9 S o (3 A 23, I U S AH IR F) - S8 AR B PP A KL

% 3 W HIH GPOGA K d4 3 Bk[9] )5 = ﬁk\éﬁr%ﬁt&jj 50~500 (1) Euclidean {5 i S5 75 B £ 5Ky 3 I 105K
50 Kt . e S 50 HHs T LA I, 7 B v A EAN SO SR A 5 450 50~200 [ ] B A5 3 5 U A L5 Prims i (1)
AHR R ZE 5 HIAE 0.2% LAR . g !

Table:3 Experimental results of GPOGA for solving DCMST problems in uniform random graph

j instances with nodes from 50 to 500 (a degree constraint at 3)
3 3 GPOGA K45 s B 50~500 [r3 5 BEHL L ik Euclidean [ 1] ik i 1) S 46 $o 4 (L 29 5K 3)
n Prim (without DC) Best (GPOGA) Best-Gap (%) Average-Best gap (%)

50 48 840 (4) 48 842 0.004 0.004

100 68 704 (4) 68 725 0.03 0.03

150 83 505 (4) 83518 0.016 0.017

200 94 986 (4) 95072 0.097 0.109

250 102 801 (4) 102 891 0.088 0.089

300 113 094 (4) 113178 0.074 0.152 \
350 123 462 (4) 123 482 0.016 0.027\

400 133 642 (4) 133 666 0.018 . 0.035

450 141 313 (4) 141 319 0.004 \ 0,017

500 146 494 (4) 146 517 0.016 0.092

4 4 ) GPOGA 15 IOV H A R 4 4 0 50-200 121186 Al St WL KR M2 4 AT LL B 7
th, 1 GPOGA 43 21 Bt K ] JELHG i At 160 MR 2y SR B2 At Al AR 1A ST BT S5 30 il =5 A 1D~ 249 DA T
89 /IN T SR TR S 50 B 00 W AR SRR T DL AR A 1 B e ) (ALY e A

Table 4 Comparison of experimental statisti¢ results between GPOGA and the methods proposed in Ref.[9]

for solving Euclidean DGMST problems with nodes from 50 to 200 (a degree constraint at 3)
| &4 GPOGA 5 SCHR[OVIT 4/ Jr v K Ak 4 mi £y 50~200 [

g | Euclidean DCMST ] i (1) % b £ dhs (FE 4N 3)
n=50 n=100 n=200
Methods Hits (%) Evalutions Hits (%) Evalutions Hits (%) Evalutions
GPOGA 100 1350 100 4 866 95 5850
UNIF” 68 57 900 66 360 199 8 990 999
OPTEX" 100 11 698 100 49 088 96 230771
PROPP” 100 16 877 88 118 942 78 411 953
NO.75" 48 149 643 20 432 160 6 967 138
N1" 68 96 968 46 314 193 46 715735
N1.5" 94 25 005 82 166 909 64 503 273
N2" 100 15 007 90 92 152 76 404 871
N3" 98 16 216 94 87 970 66 468 987
INVW” 98 24 980 86 169 252 46 824 540
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422 ELEAMZ YR TSPLIB ¥ Euclidean 52451 [ B
Shy ik — U R T, FATT B ML 0 % % P TSPLIB H ) 8 4™ Euclidean F3A ] 8, BT ik ) 8 A F 9 R 2
T MRS [) 24 20 50, LA e [7) — 208 R 1) P A R 6 R, /N I F 40 5 2 25 L /N Bk Prim B
RN AR SCAEVEAT B AR B R RS AT, A AR UE T SR 15, RO de i F B3 45 L 10 /N 508 43 6 2543 70l 4 el
pr107, ch150,kroA200,gil262,pr299,1in318 & pra39. ik 8 AN X B Prim 55030k fi A g 0k 1 10 BE (534 4.
GPOGA HEMMIEARSHOE & W b, a1 6 A1) i 8, 5 K54 max(gen) s 100,315 #8 %1 max(run)
g 20;%f 1in318 1 prd39 [ &, max(gen)¥% A 200,max(run)¥) A 10,5 56 I3k K S8+ Hdhs W4 5.

Table 5 Experimental results of GPOGA for solving the eight DCMST problems of

TSP instances from TSPLIB (a degree constraint at 3) 3 ‘\ \
&5 GPOGA Kfit TSPLIB i 8 4~ DCMST [ i i 1 H@i%&iﬁﬁ‘(ﬁé@ﬂ@a 3) =
n Prim (without DC)  Best (GPOGA)  Best-Gap (%)  Average-Best gap (%) ~lIterations at first convergence

eil51 (51) 376 (4) 378 0.53 0.5 = 12
pr107 (107) 34 757 (4) 34 895 0.40 \ 098" 79
¢h150 (150) 5880 (4) 5881 0.02 0.05 61
kroA200 (200) 29 672 (4) 29 675 0.02. 0.01 68
gil262 (262) 2103 (4) 2106 4 § 10.14 0.16 54
pr299 (299) 44293 (4) 44 340 0.11 0.26 86
1in318 (318) 37918 (4) 37 925 0.018 0.018 79
pr439 (439) 92 193 (4) . 92 205 0.013 0.032 112

3 JKH) GPOGA ¥ fif Ch150 i 5 A i 2 5143 {1 22 B 824 SO A ) S INS D
Hﬂ?ﬁ%a‘%&é@?&ﬁ%ﬂ%ﬁ‘%ﬁ‘]iﬁﬁ#ﬁ&%m (1) 355 PF HEME - 35 8 b 22 2 HH B — 5 (K0 B 3l U IR R B I A sl A
SR S5 O R (1998 R 0 AR 08 S35k PR S5 7 2 S .

4 SRR AN ) 22 A BEARECER A 10 i 2 LA G v O 3, A SORE B A AR [R) H e {48 A4
SR N AN DA i 2 B R LA EE R P AR 10 22 A PR A 4 5 1 25%~45% 2 (7).

g 50 100
S 45 Best gap i 90
S 4.0 * Average-Best gap i 80 \
B 35[ ] s
£ 30 S 0 \ .
2 25 = 60 .
g 205 S 50
& 15(% S 10
% ég %ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁmﬁi#%mﬁww b 30 MWWW
4] 20~ -0 .
@ 0'00 20 40 60 80 100 \ = ¥ 0 20 40 60 80 100
Generation \ Generation
Fig.3 \Variation curves of best gap.and average gap Fig.4 \ariation curves of diversity of population
versus generation using GPOGA individuals versus generation using GPOGA
to solve thg chd50 instance to solve the ch150 instance

€3 GPOGA ki ch150 ML i fi fi 22 Kl 4 GPOGA Kfi# ch150 HI5) H A

P Y AR A 222 EAR A8 1 il 2k ] AR 22 K 1 BEACE R A i 2 ]

54 B GPOGA 3 21 441] eil51 78 & £ W Sy 3 I 1) 5 I ik BN A2 )5 DRy 378,11 % B 1Y) e /I 2B Jlb) I AN s —
[l 5 45 R FIE T T 1 B/ AR A . 1] 5(a) % B 1) K F0 hy 378.566, 161 5(b) W M 21 K F1 0y 378.635.

X} Euclidean DCMST [r] 8 ) SE 56 20405 43 41 S /N4

1) I U e 22 BV 22 SCHR S T P R S sk Al DCMIST i) A5 21 (19 A28 1 4% 5 R AT VRAN 1K B A 1A, e s
W T 9 380 11 ot U 8 1 25 58 T 5 2 RIS 5 Prim 509243 381 1) 0 240 SR8 1) it 22 S v %o B ATL ™ 2B &5 R85 50~500 F
TR 2 DR 1) 8 A~ TSP Zudii (1) Euclidean W3 1) v 6 Bt AL 25 187 Euclidean 93X v &5, gz 4 A it 22 f /ME
3 0.004%, 35 KA 2 4 0.097%; %) BEALIE B TSP K04 , 5 I A fim 22 5 /ME R 0.01%, 3¢ K AR 22 4 0.53%. 1]
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S, AR SCELA IX P 26 Euclidean [ K fif, 32 RE 1S B HL /N K F SR AR (.

2) LRGHIRMEEARS R E W] LU L, GPOGA  HAT R 58 )& e ME AN MO of I 28 B A K i) 2,
SRE5K DCMST i) A0, 15 1 45 SUBOH ZE 1R K A0 GPOGA IR AR 42 1) 2 HURE A (R R AN AR A5t o) e RILASE 1 1k
AR MR/ SRR B EARET 0 100,@) £E S I AT R 2 H At o A 1A 10 i g Rl 1 AR 14
BUARL B 19 38 N 3t B A 1R 3 T A AT 8 P e 2 1 A S (R A B 22 AR PR 5 A 60% Je A (LB 1 4
MR RE I AR 05 S AT IR B 0 3 20 M7 JRA 1A R T2 1)t DI 02 rp SRR ER A P S AT — e R AR (HL
KRR 55 90 4 A0 B 12 B 1) A PSR 10 SR AR G A 3K 28 U W S0 L AT e i 1) 1 5 8 A0 4 551 487 14
E ) AL S OREE T ARG 10 gt AR 1

- \ \f

70
60
50
40
30
200\, o >

o o—= o R O
el | §
0 10 20 30 404 50 60 70 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70

@hg ¥ (b)

Fig.5, Minimum spanning tree corresponding the best solution using GPOGA
: for solving the eil51 instance (a degree constraint at 3)

K5 GPOGA KA eil51 [IARXT I 1) 5 /N O (FE LI K 3)

)

5 RESREE

S50 /I A R (DOMST) AL — SRR NP-hard o, BURE 51 41 SCE 75 DK AR, I T 4 0
AT B e VS IAT 75 YR AR 2K BN 00 A7 40 B B KR T 96T B Ay 57
mﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬂmiﬁwmmﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%%E%W%AIW%%%E&*&%&ME\%?%ﬁﬁﬁ
NSRS L R, LR 22954 RO 1S 00T 45 bl Search £
R0 )53 IR B2 T 68 local search £ b T 98 S e 55 A7 0 Quoil A1 ol ) AR i 43 st
05 R A A R Mt — 0 57 60 T B0 S 132 eV (GPOGA) L 21 43
IS KO 0 5040 TE PR 4 PR B8 T . 1 25 0L AL 6 4B BLBE DCMST 1o B8k 31
ST S SR 00 A g o0l T BIPI 20 A L2 6 3 45 0 50
&&ﬁmﬁ%ﬁﬁ%@%&%%%%Mﬁi%kﬂﬁ&ﬁ%%%%D@MTMﬂﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂﬂﬁ%%%
i, 2
)

B E%ﬁmyﬁiwéwﬁaiﬁ@um@zamt%mwx&*m~gma%ma%%mgmam
2y 4 A R B T, 6 0T 4 0 5 RO BRER A 35— 9 2% I R
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