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Abstract: The integration of machine learning and automatic reasoning is a new trend in artificial intelligence. Constraint satisfaction is a
classic problem in artificial intelligence. A large number of scheduling, planning, and configuration problems in the real world can be
modeled as constraint satisfaction problems, and efficient solving algorithms have always been a research hotspot. In recent years, many
new methods of applying machine learning to solve constraint satisfaction problems have emerged. These methods based on “learn to
reason” open up new directions for solving constraint satisfaction problems and show great development potential. They are featured by
better adaptability, strong scalability, and online optimization. This study divides the current “learn to reason” methods into three categories
including message-passing neural network-based, sequence-to-sequence-based, and optimization-based methods. Additionally, the
characteristics of various methods and their solution effects on different problem sets are analyzed in detail. In particular, a comparative
analysis is conducted on relevant work involved in each type of method from multiple perspectives. Finally, the constraint solving method

based on “learn to reason” is summarized and prospected.
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1 5]

LY A ) JB (constraint satisfaction problems, CSPs)!' i A T8 G AT 7% 1 A 10 1, B Siz 57 v i i)
R, R A ) R A A R ) VAR G T ARy £ R il R — AN TR AL I L — A4
VIR AR B AR G R AR B A) (R 20 B G, SRR AR I B 2 4R 31— 2095 L A 24 o 0 A48 B (T, B ) R PR i 0
P40 SR A o R0 ARV [P 19 2R 5 A A AR AR O 500 1, IS R A TR B A 2R, Sl i At
T PR AR B IRl A 20 SRR 4 R0 A B R 6 R Ok R B AN Ik, Jed 3598 2R ik VDR 5 MBS A 11 1) A0 L
SRAB AR 5, W)V N T SR AR 4 SR A2 )

SR, T LG LA 03 <<l L0 € 1) SR g 5 YR 52 o I D v A A 2 52 B B, s A TR) 52 PR R X e 75
WREHBE, T4ME RS E T BRI, JETE 0 T i AR RS 0. B 2SR AL ) R RS
WK A8 10 45 AU FE B ) 20 42, KRB ol A i) 1) iy SR AR L AR A AR QT L. [, 4 ) I —
RN LRI LI A, FARFEE N D : BI# S AR AR R N TR e R RIITaR, F4 N L eEH
JE B HAZAE S T8 2020 EE fraf ) SHEFERCA K4S (IDCLR) b WHURS 24 0 1) A B AT < ToAR 80 e 4liz
2 E S + EED ) B R, R T SRR A T A S U A, A A TR AL () R AR
AIF AT IR HE V22 J6 oo ) e F U M vk, B S LA 2 S AR i, Jo L A B R 2 2] aidk
2 2 R AR 30 502 U1, Ry BT 24 ARG AL () SR A R T4 13T L <2 3] - E R R S K e A R
T FR I — A EE B GR Jy, 27 > FHE B N2 A A B Rl 7E — i, DSR2 SRR AR IR 0 8. SRR 240 SO A2 ) 3 ) ko
23 M CAYIAT: FL AR ATk (] SR AIE, PR A I 75 0 SR 20 36 R AT AU, I 7E TS AR 2 AR s A 3] 1), T 2% 2 -
FEBE [ L) R AR 725 I JE A S B 27 ) B P2 o (10 e R R P 3k S e P A T

ARSCE 2 L A A2 1) RURN 28 LRI SR AR 7 9%, S 2% 3 -HERRBI R BEAT MEIR . 28 3 71500 2 | F2 i 35 T
SSAE B AP 8 9 24 R 20 SRR AR 5 AT 4538, JF 2 T RGE LE A b 5 i AR B . 58 4 71 I IR 2 T 15 41 31 3 4 R 4R
SRAF TV, AR VI SR AR e AT LU A RN A3 HT. 28 5 0 ik 45 JLRh 3 T I A0 B AR G SRR 7 v 26 6 1%
ASCHAT DA A2,

2 BRAR

AT 5 A G 2 TR AL 100 (880 P R AL 2 R 28 e (R SR A 7, skt O] - HE R AR 1) = o SR ARIEAT B 4 40 #T
2.1 AERHE O
Ly L g SO AN =84 P = (X, D,C)

X ={x1,x2,..., X}
D ={Di,Ds,...,D,}
C ={cy,cp,..., Cm}

Hh, X R n NMERINES, i B FENEG], D LRGN EHE x WEEES, D AT, CRBmm AR
BE, BN c; e CHRZNERX ¢ = <tj,Rj>,t_,-xEé XWTE, B kNG, R A&k NS GE A RIl L W21 e
F.UUT R 3 R4 2 (DA ) L

(1) B {4 ) 81 (graph coloring problem, GCP)!' %5 5 k Fitii (s, £ i 4% B AT AT AR 1K) 2 AN TS IR AN A
EIUE, KA A2 20T I TH A A 077 .

(2) A JR AT 99 A2 1 7] B (Boolean satisfiability problem, SAT)! AT 30 g — AN K 7m A A HGE R TE AT R 2
2, AR AR AR HEK AU AT AT R 2 208 B W RAFAE, WIRRAZAT AR 2 208 w62 11, FH SR MR H T a2 1 —
2 E 2 A IRAEL, 75 TR A AN W] A2 1.
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(3) AT 1) (traveling saleman problem, TSP)! > g —AN g7 (R 25 AR AL 1) J. 45 5 45 T T, e e — ANk
T HH R, K A 3 Tl IS U ) — i e R [P s, SR ARG AR L 2% LI e e ) — AR AR
2.2 KEEFE

25 ML) 240 SR A2 () LSRR 7 VR LTS R G 3 2R 7 v, s [0 43 i s TR) TR R 1 7 v AR MR B R, Gni
FGTAR 2R A P R348 R 7 vk, A 56 A 2 245 ) (R L 92 R a4 30 122 A B 4 IR R O ik
AR AR A B AR5 5% R Ty .

(1Rl 75 0 ) By AR e he 20 U B W N 5 1 7 8 L A T 1 DS 1S 1 I N 7SV, = i N R 10 2
(B 1 o 8 o0 AR e B 58 A, 1 ST AR SR T HE Y A S 2 BESR A S A0 I AR sk L s il gk, 2 5
% LSRR DR 1 AR SR S A, S RS B X 2 R AR AP SR MR o i R T AT A — 2 2R, U R E) E—
AR, S HOE PR ILAIAE, 550l B 2 A A b A T, R 21 il 8 ) — A i

AR A A% O AR b BB 4sAS AT B8 )k AR (1 TUAEL, T 92> 740 ek (R0 A 250 P S R &4 AR SR 5,
FEALFE AN JANZR . AR AR ARAN S, F A A A A S L AL 4% P 0 s B, 2o diq%
TR AR A A A R B RIS B Y. A0 AR AR R BAT SR B X RS AR A 1 5 3. — IS DL, Tl F 2051
SRARETE, A A AR 3 1 P 117, D] SR 54 2 S5 24 A SRR A PRI 5 — L A3 ) 44 e 1) .

JRABAR R 1R — PPN TS £ W SR AR 3, RV 10 38U A B 0 T, A BECRAIE SR A HE 1) 380 P . e 1) AR N

AT AE A A58 4 (K AR B, T AE ANt A, S TSR 0 A B PR AL, AT 8 T 24 i 2 2 W LT 3k A 1)
AP LG

G AP, 20T VEAE LS AL ISR AR LR 5. 015 4 1) TSP S fig 4 Concorde FIFI 45 32
S FRHESRAR TSP IS, 5150 T A REIAR. SN BFSUSONT LB £ 8025 51 0 s 2 I R 5 G 0 2405, AR
RO T BT SR
23«53 R R

TR — LA N TR S T TR RO MERS, W6 0 N L R U TSI P A R 8,
UL, S Z0RORAT VR SRt T 39710 S, 25 ST R SIAE AR P SRR, “H B A 2]
SURIZI AR F o A SRR, — 4 AT, T4 75, 24T, % 21 My R O B B 3 T
K (BRI 1 5770,

CSP/SAT/TSP

5] ﬂ?ﬂ 2]
EERER} %
— : __ERM =
MPNN (® | 536482 | 2 N
‘3 A * SeqaSeq SAT-Net] 1
RS0} L

e i fez e

E— Solution —————

K1 BT o) -HE R i 20 AROR AR SE R

(1) SR FH 4 PRI 0 24 SR K2 I LI AT 0B FE Y SR s o 420 90 4% 2% > VL1 450 L PO I A s B T LA 5
By 80 P SR A, A1 T DL G5 A 4 SRR, SR ik Al 27 20 T 02 I R ek

(2) B LI AL 1R R AR — ARSI RN B 55— N e ST B, e TR A A\ X I 1) R 27 5 5 B, e B
H X I ) R B SR, e Ah, SET S R SE TR EL ) Actor-Critic SEUVRRAR b fift w1 548 A1 (¥ b 225 SR HR PR HE i) .

(3) KA A RS 2 TR AL 1] R BEATSR A, A4 1 R i I T i AN 26 XU B M T %
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3 ETHBREREHEMERNARKESE

T AL BRI 2 (2% (message passing neural network, MPNN) J& — /M6 i) & (ML A% 2% STHEZE BT 0w 1) 4%
IEALFEPIANE B W B AR BRI o B v BRI S AT 2 GEAR, RRREAR IS AR LR
mitl= Z M, (K, e)

WweN(v)
H' = U, (l,mi)

Horb, MRS 2 BeR AL, U, TR 08, R —UGEAR, Bh RA TTU AR 152 1 S e B M, e
B H CHIERCRAS by . N0) FoRE G Iy ARS8 T IR, ey, R THR v AT AT w 2 1R S FRRFALE.

B BUE SOh:

9=R({n} 1vea}).

FRUF B H BRI R, A0 32 B B S AP o 2% 3] B — ANRFAIE ) e, B2 B R B M, < SERTRR L U, RS e
KR H I > F AT TR L

I T 249 SRR A U8R 10 T BRI T 1) S o 20 TR A2 o L 7 oAy P, ) PO SR A el o 2 D 3% AT SR AR 6 1 A IR
B BT G PN 2 R 25 (R 2 SR A iR T S 4.

R 1 T MPNN HREBA SR R DR Es S8R 3

75 SCHR FEAEA SR ) WAH R BRI
SelsamZs A1) BEHLAE B 10T 2940425 B 2004 SIS %o K TR VA 5. 548 S I =i RL

SRAGZRAI LA — & 2250, H RS SR A
TR T )
Liu% AP BEHLA: BB 0- 195 60 ) SR AT . WIS T HEAf A0 T Selsam® A1 H o4

MPNN SAT

(2019) FAJSAT ) it

2 (2020) MENTY PB G, > FA0 B RINSATHIE Y, sRARIN W) ELCPLEXA 10%
PV ST 7 2 AR T afe )\ 13048 e
3 Leng;if MPNN GCP 7 MUMTE40RI602 [ IGCP il it j;% ﬂ AR ALY Selsam <P AT i 19
CameronZ AP , T T 358 AL T A e SR BT 5% -82%
(2020) MPNN SAT  BEML3-SAT e 2
FMAX-2-SAT. MAX-CUTHI3-
COLOR | @ |, SRARFC RIS F-56 1%
Ténshoff2d: A\ MAX-2-SAT. MAX-CUT. SR SR AR Ty e FEMAX-IS [ E S
2021) MPNN MAXCSP 3 0OLOR. MAX-IS T FIReduMISZ IR, W R AR T 7
A8 g3 vk, AR AR ) AL,
HAReduMISH — & 721
SEPRTE MBS, T Selsam ATPHE HY
Amizadeh2s \ MPNN SAT B HL4-SATIR L (B ) B 100 RBERLAE To B N 2R 4E L sk i M 05
(2019) AN 5 Glucoset Lt SRARZAHUT, 1HR RN
[A] 322 12 T Glucose
Abboud?§ A\ : N 54 R R S KMULAH L, SR fif ik 5 o
(2020) MPNN #DNF  BHA#DNF Ja) i B, SRR
st ) 34 MPNN+CD ' R A B 7 1 O 2y ; S b N
JaszezurZs N\ CL(DPLL)+ " [‘%ﬁ{rﬂASATI]nﬂ, AP B HAE10-100 fj?ﬁ]?’]ﬁﬁi\/}fﬁ,}%xﬂ{%ﬁlﬂ:DLISE
(2019) . ZIH] K, LB TIW-0S)3 K=
Attention
e ) 1351 . YR B0 80 5 MR B A RIS, SR AR AR
Yolcu%$ A MPNN+SLS SAT lﬁﬁm}.SAT\ k-clique. k-cover. TWalkSAT: 1250 5 M KA
(2019) +RL k-coloring. k-domset I Sk i 22 T-WalkSAT
KurinZ AP MPNN+CD ] 22 31 B 7 R 2 L VSIDS i k2K ik
10 020)  crepon  SAT  PEBLS-SAT VKT s 32 {L i )y S 3
st ) 37) ] SR R I T s BN R R
o WenSATR MPNNCRIL o cop (st 15 402 () ks> T4 % StMinDom. Dom/

(2020) #25+DDON DdegHllImpact, {H 3K fif i [iv] B @ TE K
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3.1 ETHBREMEMEHLRKMES X

NeuroSAT! g MU (1A FH 115 S et Ao 25 D) 45 SR gt 249 RO 2 1 10 v, SRR gt g vk A s 50 3 1o, BRIV — A
T 80 S 81, R Tod PN R P 20 P o 2R T A S8R AR T A 5 AN R A5 B D K . AH B T AR 5807 1%, I
B R SR AR T VEZ A RE ) S5, A LY ORI S B A T — AN 4 5 1)

WP 2 7R, NeuroSAT [RIA%C JEAEE T 00 PR3 A1 2 R AL P 10 JL, 647 S (R T AN 7R3 4 (1 T
RVEAT S R A 32, AT A5 280 4 R PR AL 1 e, 5 T A2 R 1A 1 2P T i LAY T3 A2 . NeeuroSAT e LR 77 50
SAT il Al K.

LSTM LSTM
_IMLPf— TMLPL..
LSTM T LSTM

K2 ELI L k2%

TSR AT, BT AR AT, ST TR 1 A TR PN R T 305 2 AT - 2 [7]
AFAE 410, WER 2] € P 307 xy, W €5 R Z I A7 AE 2.
£ 2017 4F, Biinz %5 A P th T IR 4R U5 i, (ROFR B0 AR & 7 i A O TS I 2 o 2
SAT [ {1 T35 ALV, AT IR T 18] #1028 AR B P Rk, % VA TR AE A R AEIE £ 70% /247, NeuroSAT i
pu b v M w0 MEPSY SIS ES Avi T S TN D ESE R ETR = 271G £ AWk FY L 2 i i e A R SV R T 2
ARBEIC T TR S, AR BB B R AIE . 132 oK, A 307 T4 52 LA 1 1 ) T AN EL AN ST T (37
ISSEAVEL N =IO ERR R CTR
REGEACELAS 2 UCE B
(€1.") = (. (1))
{ (L0, L) e Ly (L0 Flip (L?), MCrngg (C*V)])

BRI ST

(1) WIEFFE ) 3 Linie ~ Cinic-

(2) Z )ZEHNHL (multilayer perceptron, MLP): Lise~ Cimsg~ Luyote -

(3) KAz %% (long short term memory, LSTM): L, « C,.

LOJE—A2nxd YERIFERE, 28 i AT 2307 L WRHE i, CO Rt — N mxd gEMFERE, 55 jAT 2 11 C; FIRHE ]
. L RIC, R HNCAZ 2 2% B LY & 2n x d HE 1A T B, Ko L, (BOBCIRS, C & mx d Y1 i, R C,
I REIBCIRAS . MR SRR, WA L e oy, WIM,; = 1. Flip ¥5E M M i ARF—47 02 4 e L AR SO IRRAE 1) 2,
NI AR SCo 2 T AT WS B 3. A6 T REARZ G, V5 SC 1P B 45 R B 2 FIW 4 . AE TN R o
Py, AR A8 SR % R AN W 27 1 S

A B R — AN SAT I8, G 7 S A% 36 i 22 ) 20 o S5 T0 VR AIE, B2 TR 8 — A A AN A DA
N, AR SAT [ USRI TG O%, BRI, BE TV B I A 28 I 2 1R 7 VA B F AT H T SRAR & Aot
R i .

F ¥ MPNN AT SAT SRARTIEBAR I 2 J5, 235 T MPNN 920 S0l i ol SR AR T IR 4R Y, ©7E
PaATIR A CO R RAT 7 48 ) L XA T 8L TR

{E NeuroSAT BB 2 JiF, Liu %5 A P9 2020 4250 A 4 B~ O A K 10 B, R MPNN 27 > T 14
AEZRIR. A ATIH A0 2R [0 @ (pseudo Boolean, PB) IE ML R IR, WNAFLIR R 5 ). SCHFCF REUHR, 76—
23 B ZORE I B b, AT NI A SR 3 R AR R (R R AL [ NeuroSAT —#F, T VARBLT — 7028, HAEHIT

© PEFEEESK I hitps/ www. jos. org. cn



AR S AT ) AR Y R R IR IR R 225

e FE0 P T S A P, AN B A T i AL ) SR AR A R AR, AR AE 0-1 1560 ) R I A i o7 el B B EAT S8, 450
TR T A AT 40 19 0-1 560 i) RIS 7 4 1) 81, 4530 Ry A HE A 2 3 RIS 21 85% DL b

Lemos 25 N PP H 1 156 P50 il LK) 30 S A% 328 5 %, VR K 8 — BBV N — AN T, R B0 o, B —A
EEA T s R T A7 0 11 T A ) 05— 4R 10 A — YRR AR IS 0 B T R R 0 i TO ) AT 10 S A 3o, A AL R B L 1)
FO_ESIEEL T e O TR E R 2, A S ) RIS T B NeuroSAT!™ | Tabucol VA 5 A8 53 T 407 (124 4.

2020 £, Cameron %5 A "MK NeuroSAT HEAT T4 g, A 540 B 65 6 £ 0000 w5 2 ek R R P R A0, L A4 9%
SEE RS AR R R A I A MLP, K4 SC7 1) 1) R s LS B s A AR B R BT, IRk 415 33k iR 8. 53256 R
BEHL 3-SAT HH4E, ST 75%-82% VLRI Z.

2021 4F Tonshoff 25 A\ B EAL 6 77 VEH B MAXCSP Bk AT o0 AR E S0 AR B 1R 40 PR S FK:
SUDIRAS 9 (R0 S AR, BN T 0000 3 A A b EAPE PR 3. AN [ T T 10 iy 2803ty 7 9%, %0 YA S T ) 12 5 T il A2
ERESR M AT . AN, R T R T I B N ZR B R R L, #E KT 100 DME R MAX-2-SAT [ I,
U3 T HAR 48577 Loandra* VAT WalkSAT* R 4F ({25, (HAE MAX-CUT L, SRRFCRA % TAAE AL 735

Amizadeh 25 N P T SR Al SAT R CSP (130 FHAE AL, 1 FH fi 40 0% R sz 0 7 JE MBI 25, i HE A frg sk
i D IR 3 AN A A% IR TSU . 72 A% R BB B, A FH AL 3% 3 S R B SRR AT A A% 28, ¥ S A% i
ATHAR A PTG A0 26 1 8% £ SO B9 B 0000 55 A8 2 (¥ AR, L 38 9 A 72 2 ) VL2 T Wl A2 9. SCHRAE 4-SAT i)

FHEAT T 5256, PO T SRR R AR 18], SORMEVEREDE T 48 R AEEE 712 IR NeuroSAT J7ik. (HAE KA
Tt R R RRAE [ 0 P SRR, 4945 TR 4010 SAT SR Af#% Glucose™ .
2020 4F, Abboud 25 A\ 3K B4 025 16 4% 1 F SI#DNF ] 558 sk % . A AT #DNF ] 275 B 3 2%

Bae 7 S0 RS O R A R S, IR AT A T A R YT A Y B AR . S BTN A 2 R I
SOHL, 45 2T = 30 2 AT () P BE ARV 22 . 8 SORZ 77k -5 s 4 771 KML BEAT XL, iE iz 5k a0
1o P SR AR 3 R B PR ) SR A T B

3.2 S5EGZEEBREANAFRKERE

Uity 38) 9 ) 240 SR SR AR 7 108 20 RO A2 1) U AE — A 4 2R 00, ERAR B RS B ) A A, (RO B AT R
P[RR 2R A A i 348 R B A SR A 4 T 2 ) 2 i B, O TR A N TR R G 1 S# R 71, 5
2R 2 S SR AR RCR K SR R 22 W) R B 2 ) DR RS T — R AN SR H s, T LA SEHL
R B A2 BN T2 R ATUER PO b R T R IR . YR P2 ST K0 N T2 REIT 58 IR Bl A A% g B 3R 50, 24
TN T2 B IR R AR AR IR S AN R K S 454 OV 4R R 90 N ST IR 22 R FH AL 8% 27 2] 7 vk sk i 1%
GeE R X, B Selsam 25 A VR HKe T KL 338 et 28 90 2% 17 PR 290 240 SR36 A e RBUSR A I, S Mo i SR AT s 220 R 4%
RN 28 8240 SRR AR B2 57 A — AN A B ) T 52 7 1)

Jaszezur 25 N\ PP UK S8 1 40 90 205 7 ) 38 [F1 39198 22 5130 (DPLL 1l CDCL) (i B48 BB, BN T
VT JE R, AR A NeuroSAT A RT3, B —IXTH BRI AL & 3 AP IR TAUZE RS B TR
AT SR T 5 S BT RR A, 78 T 5 S8 A SR B, Jaszezur 25 N5 TN T 1501 Attention LA B, AETH Ik 75 55252 1031
BB SCAEBENL SAT Sz E3EAT IR, /N RSz b, X P4 n & SRR IME T A T8 &= TW-08™ (7
£ SR(90) Fil SR(100) frIAHUBLSL B -, 426 J %2 A0SR A3 0 7. Yoleu 256 N BIE B ML 4% 2R 57 (stochastic
local search, SLS) 15| N T JEF 11 B AL # A 2 W 48 00 2205 KX, 545 G810 R348 R S AL, Se b LA iE —A
i, 0L R A R VLA W T AN ATAT R A E AT AR R T B A B 28 0 246 22 S AR s R B R X, oAb, AR
WEAREAE SR AT R e 85 72 (Markov decision process, MDP), F1J ] st fh 2 =) Il b 28 B 4% (9 2 5053 (i 3 o).
S g N LR 5220 WalkSATU A EL, SR AR5 B0 /b, (H SR AR I 18] K1 I

FLLE 2001 4F, Lagoudakis %5 A PUgiofs s ib 2% > 3 F S RIS R 50 b, (025 B AN EA AN T8 kit
PR T I0, RAESEIL e 424 S0 Kk, B4k, Liang 25 A\ DI i ik e A0 54y 3 R B VR 2 8 Z e fL ) J.
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5% Yoleu %5 NH ) %, Kurin 25 A PO HEH T flAr i S AL 5 420 I 286 R Ak 27 3] ¥ SAT i SRR, 5 7 2% 2] 1%
5 (%) CDCL 43 3¢ 3 e a4 7k BT 2485748 F 5 NeuroSAT AHIRIK) SAT Ji) 85 ¢ 7 772, 44 E8 I 28475 Ay iR B30 A
BB R A-BI 23 S HF, I8 2L T DQN (deep Q-networks)™™ 58 A4 2% 2] 5 34T U 5. A ATTIE W 2%
BRI BEAl SAT 1) R SR A vk Bl 1/3 %8 172, P T8 HT it CDCL 43 3¢ )3 & X VSIDSP?, 1) LLZ 463 il 25
A 5 A5 AL

HE
il
SLS solver
x,=1
HEE MPNN RL agent

LST™ MLP_L MLPF™
" o

ML MLPL
LSTM T

3 SLS Hamfb s 2 I il e

Wen %5 A BTBEVE T —Fob o 10 JE A Ja ol 228 ) 45 1) 240 SRt AL B R R R, A AR M s AR R 24 I £
RE. MATTRE 198 2R AT o A B R R s R T R R SR R, DA SRS S A A R SR PRI R
PR B /N Bk, A8 F DDQNI SR A 2 3 07 ¥ 1 5 Pl A i i 20 99 % AL R 8 A SR AR CSP sic4gi o
S ) BRI 43 T, N S TE B I I 5. ZEREHL CSP S 1 (¥ sz 6 45 R W1, 5464000 F 10 & X5k
MinDom"", Dom/Ddeg"” 1 Impact'* /4 L, 342 >J 2 1 J kxS G5 T8 0 M SIE LA 2R B B /M, O BE A 280 A
J 20 BN R S48 SE O S v AR, ER T el 2 0 5% HE B RE O 2 S ), R R B SRR IR ) KT AR g s
A7

4 ETFIEIFFIRLRKERSE

¥ #5551 (sequence to sequence, Seq2Seq) A 4 L —JRERE (#35 V 4 2 W0 4% 1A R 45 4, 33 TR R S
B E R, LR M, QIR A SRR ZEAE. AR AT UG4S Seq2Seq A5 288 WY FH 311 20 Uil &
A, 2015 4E Vinyals 25 A H ¥ Pointer Network SRR IF MRk T Seq2Seq 1A FF i A 5% A — E il
7. Bello % A "4¢ Pointer Network (¥ li F3EAT S0k, I FH ik 27 2 M v 1 20 SRl A ) 50 280 3 JC R o 1) 3
W] . I JE A 236 Pointer Network (K BSGHRIFZT, U1 H Attention HLiI M1y 2 oAk, 2% 3] 46 A Sl JF S0k 2
XTI BUEE T Seq2Seq B AR AL SK AR L0 2 ol AT 45 5 40 #T.
4.1 E-T Pointer Network BIZ R K 5%

o T~ 2 TR Al A N 5 R (R AR BT, AT R A — e i N B R 0y v A 2 ) 1) 2R R (R 5 R —— 4 )
2% (encoder). g fith 7% (1A [ B o -0 N F54i (1 28 0, AR 4R A1 4 22 10 4mtid 25 2 R PR AP & % (recurrent neural
network, RNN) #4817, IE 4T 46 # H Transformer HLIEIXT RNN BH47 858, 48 J5 1 50\ 7 51 G i B — A 1) 42 £ O\ fift
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54% (decoder) 1. RNN HHINJE Baisl)= . Hin 2 20 8, Beoml)z 4 e 51 (0 24 1 o 2 AT — AN o 28 1 b 4 S
N, I —AMEBR LS P H T — AT I R 5. B0, ZEFRAT B A8 (traveling salesman problem, TSP) H, A
RNN 5 B 24 /3 i A L AN (0% L ke gl TSP R R, JRATT Al e R 28 & T L I Wi il A, #EXA
B B, PRATTARR A 55 N D ) s A0 A o i) — A R B SR T T — AN 1R 371, 240 SR A 1) 285 ) 21 Encodeer-
Decoder HESE 1, 1 /246 1] B AL 4 e 371 1R A N 21747 14 % R T 1) 8, B Seq2Seq 2.

R2 HET Seq2Seq HUEMIMLL SRR KK LU AR B

45 =S FeA AR SR A ) TRRF 5 e i
- FET BB 52000 5 R ol 2k, W
VinyalsZ A\ ) TSP RN , e DAZ AU A A 24
1 (2015) Pointer Network 0 a1 S SOMTSPRIEL ) e 0, skt S i 8 01
ift; 2475 55 B 2SI R B 2
' . ETT A NSO TSP jn) 8 bk T
AN A
2 Bello AT Ptr-Net+RL TSP E%M%O’(E)Eﬂlﬂggﬂlzajo%zg * Vinyals® A B A5 A1
(2017) e 0-175 1 |’1<J;“@|‘u] o MR 100/ TSP i) HR12004 & 11 7%
H - A a) L e LR
NazariZs A\ 6 TEVRP [ 8 (1) 3K Al 25 RAR T 15 4
3 (20‘1*8) Ptr-Netid#E+RL VRP Fi 1 10-100/f VRP [ Clarke-WrightMSweep /i & 3%, i
Googleft]Or-tools
. Deudon’% N'!  Transformer{ift Ptr- o Bl P A 9T ok 20-100 £E71 25201001 TSP, SR i =
(2018) Net+RL+2-opt - (TSP Il i T Bello AR g
: A1 A T m A TR
s KoolZE A" Transformeri it fi# Tsp Fifi WL A ) 45 55 20-100 iggf}gﬁ jf;i?&mg?j? ”IEI Usﬁli*ig%é ?
(2019) ey [ TSP ) 5 o o e v
oncorde
. - ETT 20501 TSP ) L, SRAF T
- 5 L _ S £l
B TSP ) HITKool: fF fi 1520100 TSP
(2019) TSPTW ﬁnmﬂ ; ] R Sk, R AL B 5 250
= 10004 TSP i1 i e
TE 15 020 TSP ) B AR AGAL
; Wu A1 RLAES) f1 At TSP A9 5. 0520-10001¢ TSP fif; 76715 4 50-100 TSP i il h 5
(2021) RS CVRP  HFICVRPH B ARTSPR %4 HA70.2% i 1.42%0)

ZERE,

2015 4F Vinyals 25 A O 0 T B3k 384T 4% (pointer network, Ptr-net), i% 4544 Seq2Seq i H1 Attention
BUI 25 G 1240 40 Y 5 2 R 4 FH % VR DK AT I 2 RO 28 90 i, Seq2Seq BELAE I 2% > 4000 0 1) RNN Skt .
BRI 4 — T3, B SRR

m(p)
p(CP:0) = [ | puCilCi,....C30),

i=1
Hrp, P=(Py,....P) Zn DAERFH, CP =(Cy,....Co} R T m(p) KIFH. WERBATHA KPR K, B4
P 28 [ RE 2 K T B, DRLA A B K (K PR A N, 45 28 5 B A i AR J 1 T 314 U, Atttention ML AR 47 Hbvfig g 7
AL 454 Attention HLUHIIOFREF IS 10 TAE JSEE N : (1) 54 2% (1 BUBIR 25 o) IR IS 28 10 BEOHOIR S d F6 N
tanh SR, LSRIG AL 48 AR 2% (1))7 1 embedding [RAHABITE; (2) 3BT Softmax & $0A—1k; (3) ¥ HTi— 1

28 4E 45 1) context vector, FREF M 4% I Attention #5464 —/NEER (pointer), AL £ R AN P HO e s K
MG E.

p(Ci|Cy,...,Ci1,p) = Softmax(ui).
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FREFPIZE T LA 3 3 A BT B A 24 SR AL il R 3 AU —— R AT R D, SR™ A ) R4 Delaunay
=TI, AR 19 2% 27 5] B ARAR B2 A B B ZREcH S ORI (] 2L $8 5T W 2% ] LL2% 3] — AN/ NS (5
s/NT50) (5 TSP (] BRI ABASK MR 455, 76795 10k 5-20 1f) TSP 1 de 0 it 2 b I ZR ik A 2 ] LLIZ AR 3015 1508 50
(1) TSP Il @ e, HREFF 2] — AN L A .

42 ZEBLFEINARKES A

X T HRET P28 R U, AR AR i 2T R il R, 15 SR A5 2 T8 22 T KRB A T 25 IR B 4R, R
— AN DK ) (1) 7 7032 S I AL PR A ke 7 R S AR T ). 0 M 2 SR IO SR B A B R i B ) 20 SR i JAE
INFITSR AR IO e AN AR D 1) A8, BATI % B8 AR T SR S RN B SR g R b, S s LR T o Ak — R Bk,
FH AL 27 =) B IOARTE 25 4 7 21 SRR k™ A el S A . — I oRD 28 (1) D7 vk A 3 5 49 ) 2% BE AR S ] Sk 4R 21 Ry
SE WS IR T 58, BAR, XN AR S DU ANEE R HANSE A, B A—- MDP "R 22 81004 e =k
— AN S AR i )7 €. Bello 25 N U H R P R T SR 1)y vk A5 3 AR 1K 5 V2R 45 A X AR T I 48 ATV
45— Actor-Critic J7i% ", & n] DAL 72 43 A1 PR (AT AT 1 0L R B0 IR, 110 AN B A5 i) S 9] )1
A BRI IZARR I R SR B 1L Actor ARALE LT MK 4K, AL Critic #5184 & 1T HEWE . 383X Fh J5 2, Critic 1]
LA i Actor JTSREX RIS AE X Al 5 S I 52 M A% 10, AT PT LASE 2 1 R4 N — MR P BRI v] 24 2] 24

W25 I 25 H b e XA TIRAT B 26 1R A BE, 22l bR BT R SR IR R AT B 2 R R A BE, SR FH ST WS A R 2 B AL
BhRE R BRI U SR T A K B Ak 2 ) TR S50 ) 5 B A R AR Vs & ek, N FH £ TSP il
U 0-1 AL I b, 22715 5000 50 1) TSP i) 8 SRAS B S AR AR O T-Fa 5 M 28 15 20 R 45 2R, JF Honf DLz AL BT A1
29 100 f] TSP [ 8, 753 () fe 32438 13858 Google [ Or-tools”™ T B 5L i fe A B AR K

Nazari %5 A & T i FH o 3803 (1) 2 31 5 206 424986 4% JLK ) B (vehicle routing problem, VRP) #4735k
fife, R et 1o 245 1) ] A A 2% 1 Ak B EL G B4 T8 35 IR A0 il 2 il L B8 JC B AT N 45 S 2% 4k, BN R 25N
RGN, St 5% 0 G e 5 90 i LA T S0 T, DR MR RAT TR A AN AR TR ) P B e AN, A S A 1) s N
JF AN 5 P28 7= A 5. 5 W AE 44 42 i) it rp, — LU 1) 5E — A i (R SR ikak 18 52 H b)), JLseprassk
B2 AR R 0. H 0 T 4R B A% 10 30 PR B N G 2R )35 6] 45 SR = AR 52 R, VRS I RNIN G 8 2 385 1) 4% 14) 52
A, AHSERR b RNN il 25 A2 R 2, DRUHAE S 46 A8 W FR BT W9 2% P O GR 3, 1 0 i Bl 1 4 SR A D g 4
AN LAHCAS RNN BRBCIRES. Gk i R8s o, BRI T BB R oh S 2 2k, SO PRI B X 2k . il 4 B, A
EHPAN R AL, 5 1 AR T2 B B D 4 25 0] 56 2 N2 L s, B IR A DB . 1
fF RNN SRAEAUAF AL 3 190 28, FOK RS T0 =R LS AN (SIS0 mT LUE A RIS 88 ), 203t 34X
FEVE T MU R RN %7756 TR/ NS g 10 1 20 1) 4240 428 10 R ] SR M Spe LA, (EDGH T ARAE K1 50
A1 100 PR i 5 e 3l LA SR A-dae 5 %

Attention|

B4 HRERm g

T H I 9 2 AL FET RNN (L 00 265 5K 531, Deudon %5 A A8 T 3 J0 BLAI A 4 RNIN, 4
SR GRRD A — AN TN NP, AR ICAZ A0 G 00 25K 20 SRAR IR 1 205 DT AT 1 RO ORI R R 2, 1%
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T3 FORE AT ST 3 AP SRR SR DG, BIAE DA A AR i PR SR U W SR AN 75 2% BT 3 2P sk k4t
Ve K27 B AR 5 A M 3 R 510 (2-opt!®) AHSE A B R MR SR, o AN B I B F5 b )12 47 7). 5 Deudon 2
N R Kool %5 N "M F Transformer” " WLHIHE H 1 /> 5 5K A ARAD 2 S22 O ELAE TS AK 2% > 1) greedy
rollout baseline J7 I 25 %7 "0 TSP i B SR A% RHUA T IS ndseA 5 16 e 2. Deudon 25 A 11 Kool %5
N VOHEKs structure2vec K57 U814 #5 S 8k 1003 B 4% (graph attention network, GAN)® | A F — /Nl o
A2 SN T30 3 D ISR A 2% B S A TSP vk 7 2. Ma %5 N UIWFFT K AR TSP ) 80F1 AT I [|] £ 5 TSP
) 5 (TSPTW), /13 (Lo W45 1Al _E O\ T PR i 4 079500 4538 (A 2R GE ARl BRI R 4%, 94
L5 IR (embedding) FREANI T ST RAFIBEA P (FTAT 01T () LR AL, A0 23 2 3 2% 50 1 e Bl R
M 4% (graph pointer network, GPN) AT U 5. ti n JZ4LAL, & 2 HB% v T H 0 SRms A1 2Ll ed 2, Mamiv] LS SE
HEAT INZR. 552 1R 22 il ek B0 B B2 A DR A 7E 20 A D0 AR 0] PR T AT 8 1A, 3t v )2 ) 5l R 5 DA SR At S e 4 1)
Ptk Bz, ZENZR, Actor #R4E 73 A1 K K A¥, Critic RHE DAL MK LM M, W ILFIIZR Actor 14311, i
L5 LR, SRR 00 50 A1 100 (¥ TSP B ZRIY GPN n] DUR G-z 44 21 5 Y Rl 1) TSP ) 3 e, 441
W75 R/ 500 A1 1000 FF) TSP il 8, HBAT B ARAT K SEA TR TS 18], BUARAI TR - >) (deep learning,
DL) #it Ji5 J aCSE SRAR  oh 10) 8 R L A TR R W&, (ROR 2 800 1) 24T DL e vh T2 01
18 A R, B FEREAN SRR R [0 35 20 PR 5 SN NI R SR S G e A W AR R T . AR AR, (R &Y
5 e AR (A% 4R it s A WA DA B K 2. O T 4/ Nk — 2280, Wu S8 N VPR T — AN Ak 2 3
HE SRR 27 21 e i 1) R P et B e o, e 3 AR PIAT 2 T 5 R A SV IR AT I R T v ok el e W IR R v T7 52, 3
A AR PR T SR I 5 T, A SR A 2 2] B 3 B 1) SO SR SR e ek S R U RL A5, Horh
policy 85 N —AMEUL T RINERE. RS, I T —ANEET B E 7 B0 2840 5k S50 Sms, i iZ 448 AT mT A
gl K F I O SR 3B B R T, W1 2-opt O fiACHk. B )i, ¥ RL MEZERY FH T P AN H A AR 1 i e 1m) 8, BV
TR 1) 8 (TSP) R e s 440k 45 ) B (CVRP), JF 1 iE T AN Actor-Critic SV I 2RSS 1 4.

5 ETRMUIEE

K BARAL 7 VSR AR LA IR 82 2 S IR LI 2 —, LA SRR 2 SR A v st 2 A e I Ath i 5K 11
S A ) R, S EAA IR ) R T AR S IR AL 51, I Bevl S 4 I 2 1) )5 ) S50k 3 S ms, LA MR i) 2 30 5 2k
HUIR L. AT EEA A E R (O FISET ERM ) HASSLE J7 VAR L0 sRAR AR 1) AL 1 HAA N .

5.1 ETHEEMXEIGE

2019 4, Wang 5 N VLI T ANTTIK MAXSAT SRAR 5, 125K A 55 T DU AR 1 2152 2% (K095 15 27 ) ey v
FEREZ 2] MAXSAT o) {1 AR (138 85 56 & A AT S5 K MAXSAT Ja) 4% 40 i 2 1F %€ MK (semidefinite program,
SDP) 243, 4R 7 R PRI AR bR BRIL R RT 42 355K Al 55 MAXSAT fil FUASE 1) SDP™. %8l SDP frfi#
RAFATIH Y, AT BCHOSR AT I (1) J5 [ AL 328 S0 F W30 3ol 55 122 oI 1A o 4 ol 281 iy B4 ity 2% ) R Ge R, BE LA ARAE 1T
FEA 2 37 AT B Ml 10 ) 80 P 2 2 ) R TR 4% e L SR AR P 7 A P A 6 1) 75 BT SATNet T LAARE FH #LA7
WBEOR27: 33 FETA A AU, MR R ) k2 AR R AR 9x9 Bt 534, U R HOL 73— Ao
ATHOR AR, TR S0 o E A SR % 98.3% BT ASL, T AN B AT T 14 i 1 il 22 A a1 DL e mT o fie
ARSI R 2L R b, Z AR SR AR T — A AT AR A B0 ) B, 5 v iy A\ — AN Bk B 48, A & kiR
7R, B MAXSAT SRR 315 4L G0 10035 R 40 BRI G5 &r, I 25 A 40 A 4 S50 i R 11 1145 9 5 31 SATNet RS SR A
ARG I R AR T 6.

5.2 EFOiiiennrsiE

LA TR AL ) 8 Ay SRR SR AR R ) ST — AN RO RS, B T8 A A S T LR 2 s e 1 G R A
Tk, BRI 4 e l , THEHL B SRk, SRT, inl i) e I HE IR, — J7 A AR IE Sl TR, 55—
75 T AR ] BE T ik 5 4 B S Bk 1) S8 1K) A J7 TR AE. #E 2020 4E Brouard 28 A VR HE T B h HEER
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BRI I S8 2 TR, sl 5 BT, B R 2 =) B (0 AR 2R 1R S 2 SR 8% R R, R A A AT iR 0 0 2%
(cost function network, CFN). %7 i J6 I — AN FEFA2 8 5 1 3fe 750k A vk (B &b 50020 * 0% 24
R A2 ) RSS2 50 AT b T o 2 S G o [l A ) Ve 7 AR S SR R 40 50 XIS B NG g 20 e S G A T R A,
5 i F2E  B AR BR B 2546 N Toulbar2 KA KM, xR AR MEAT T LA VP4 CFN ST EL. b 4h, BT LA
7E2% ) B 1) CFN I ARSI AR (ZI3) LARIR ] 3 IR A8 4, X R 2 g i SE B e SR A 8 44 1 ol T V2R T 2 )
FE R BCRAR ST, X T 148 MR 173 DMZYARKH A4 D, (XA 0.1 s BIATZEBY 278 744 P ATHC B 5256
SE R BRWTER AR WA T, B0 7R > BB REAE ot sk A Ao i &, BALT 9000 M IIZRAEAHEAT I
Y5, BT LASE A SRR S R HE PR 172500 000 1. 2 7 R T S50 B Y (R R 8 I 3 D ¥ U SATNet A7 Al
TG IR 5% 2 99 4 A 70 5,

Bls AU R H i 5 Y ]

5.3 #T ERM BJ HASSLE 53%

Kumar 25 N BN Geit2% 3] 7 i B &, $2 T — AN E 256 K B2 /ME (empirical risk minimization, ERM)
{1 HASSLE (hard and soft constraint learning) 3% 8 %803 1) T SR #3573 INAL MaxSAT [5) # (partial weighted
MaxSAT). F 22 AL A il U (f) A R4 3 B4, 97 A 23 BORCE D 1, AR s ZEA% 5 4 T ) 43 i
AR AL, H AR B 2H AR G W A5 A 7 40 2 PO A2 1) LRI 2 I 3R T AU R K. b Ak, SR
/€ b N3 (context-specific) FIAEAH 2% SJRERL, b7 SCAT DIE R s maf 4 45 SR — 21 20 0, 18T e 4 nl AT iR 2
[A]. ¥ 4E HASSLE J7i%, K¢ MAX-SAT [ul B AL A 1R A 3 H0M K 1) 8 (MILP), KA MILP k%% > MAX-SAT
R LA RN RN S 4L, i J5 R GUROBI KRS HEAT SR M. SE 45 KRB, 9 InFF A %+ HASSLE 502
] A2 ) B T ks R R,

6 % B

2020 4E LIS, AN AT 44 Pl 1) 2 2] -3 T iR, AR PERF ST TR : 2020 4E, Zhang % A P2 Hi#4 SLS
G2 00 25 A TOUM A T AH 25 4, 12 AR TR A 22 0 4 ToUI A 4 A A, AR AT e 1) BEUI A 5. 8 izl i ik
WA /5 10255 22 Bl SLS SRAR SR 454, SRIGZR S AT () 3513 81 7 542 7. 2020 4, Dudek % A\ PO 5E T 2 A1
GPU X 7k 5t 99 25 e 4 DB 2 1 45010 5 e, SR P 25 /A% 0 SE IR AT A &5 (RS 93 it s A2, AR B vk = AU,
IR TensorFlow SKAAT WA, Jiang %5 A P'EE 2021 44 HRI FH 4140 A 5 # EARAK (group distributionally robust
optimization, GDRO) KA Yl G A [F) 21 S5 R JEABE Y. g 25 I JEC (graph matching, GM) ] # i & 5 A1 78 BE 47
IR A, Yu 25 N P2IE 2021 A4 H A i 3056 27 23 5 P i N — N FE AR FMBEERL. 2022 4F, Skryagin %5 Ak
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GREEREFIRITE S T — FBr 2 LR R 3, SOVFRR AR 55 IOME AR 2030 0 T HL a5 >J 76 20 AOR A 1] i
LR, 2022 45, Popescu 45 A PSR A ) J8 1) £ B AL 5% 2% >3 2R L0 oA i 0L 17 VAT A0 R . AR
SCMSRARTT 240 B e, A6 A G VAT R0 240 SR AL [ 1) AR T 2 S SRS R, 2 2) R R A0 HE B It A Tt
A AR, IF A BRI L . R ARSI AL 3 A7 TN BT AR BEAT Rl A e 45

I S A B Ao 28 A % 1) 200 TR AL TSR A 5 30T 7 3. — SRR AR G S0 (1 s 2 vk, A% JBAR
S L0 SR AL 1) AR A 32K i) R SR S JE A o 8 P 8 o AR B AR A AT 40 2. XA VA SR B R A
AL (AR GTEMIE, FRT 0 R AR R BT R cledt. ) ORI R AR A 22 A 45 L A
GERME IR, R MPNN 22 2R 8 J57EH 10 e, BN T ievhJa ke ok — i, 2 20 Ja R RE AL I R 3
W, YD [P 2R (4 2R 2 (A A B ATl PSR R ST (KR A G 53— T3 i, SR s 2 20 AT HE AN s e 17 M LA
BRHCR RS 1 W AE. T 25 AR R EE TR LRI A S (2%, 1847 I TR SR, i s oSk £ 1)
FILE YA BE vt AN B IR SR ARSI, MR I 20% (1) 3 2, R A0 P A2 20 PR A I 08 T 3 1 908 o o ST 008 B4k,
SR P S S HE BRI ZRAIL R B s IR E g 1 ok AR BT 1.

BT B B 3 51 10 20 S AL ) R AP 5 0T 20 PR, — R AR IR 22 90 255 - DL BF 27 30 (1 7 A s
TR FREIN 5 )30 113 (AP 8. A% 58 0 7 90 2 e 51 SR A 40 SR A2 DT 1B (K7 18] o — S K sl >3 N 21
FI BN AR v, %7575 N T 542 2] < Actor-Critic” VR, i) Actor RFE4E LRI Critic FHNI45 S A1) 2 (.
XL o BIEAT o A v, %7 I R AR A 11552 R T Bl e 28 1 BT, I S0 T 19 3R A DL O A ok 7 S AN
S I TS SE R, TE /N IR 29 SO AL AL, 1207 R AR B S AR I [ 008 38 23 e SR A 4, L2
E R i) 7t W 968 5 24 iy dme DL KD SR AR AELR) T A 52 2% (K0 24 ARG A2 ) 2, 201 CVRP A CVRPTW, ST £ /)
TP 5040 4 P N 50 02 A B R 6 [ BT, DR e L ASE TR S8 068 AN [ G A1 21 45 B s B A o A ke £ 1) 2L

H T B LA 5 R 240 TR A 1) R AR 7 325 PR Ao S ABURE AR P 5 K PR 802 S AECR 2 AL T A DA LAt 1
S I MU 1R R, DA DA RE DA ) 0 FR ) 75 2 SRR %7 30k ) P 32 R T i O PR R AR AR 28, L 5 ] o
(K0 AU RIS 0 A7 o A 1 A0 PSR A v, I 7T UK Ao 20 0 20 R AL G SR A 4 A 45 5, AT EL T3 B %08 % 75
IR R KIHERLRE ), SR S A T A KL F5 Kl B UM R (RS 2R 06T RS [ U N (1 &5 SRl £ 438
B, AR AIADRE 2T 35 N 25U 2D e e B SORDRE PSR vt 1) LR A il L 2 RS R A 1.

H TR 2 2 -HE B L AOR M TTE A T R el B, W BEFRATHR 1 LU F L i 2.

(1) anfris vy Rtk . RIS R I FZAYE. H AT MPNN 1 Seq2Seq ZLM #8775 1] Rt 15t s Bd v SC B 45 1)
(1 T S8, 11 &3 g B8R PR 3okl LA IS P 80 S KRS P i v, B R AR TR FRR2 AR e . e Ak, I 2Rl 3 20 A B
o, IR B X AT A RE I I RN, DAL, PR AT A SRR A (R AL AT AR < 2 AR
BRI — A k.

(2) e e vH I A SEOLHEZR. AR H AT C Sl 1o > HEBIHEZY, (K2 5 7 iR B B G B (R SR A 2 o
RSB R UTIRIR R A%, AL, JT e — A REE A HLAS 2% ) (KBS 5 DR — AN TTIUE gk k.

(3) Qe fift e ARG ] A S 40 SRS A T R PRI 5 B 2% D R SR AR I S m A 0 2, PR, AT 7 BRI S 2 £
Ao P << 20 -HE B 5 9 iR OR AR BL 5 o 1) TR AL 1) AL
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