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Abstract Combinatorial optimization problems widely exist in various fields such as national defense, transporta-
tion, industry and life. For decades, traditional operational research methods are the main means to solve combinat-
orial optimization problems. However, with the increase of problem size in practical applications and the increasing
demands for real-time optimization, traditional methods suffer from great computational burdens, and it is difficult
to realize the online solution of combinatorial optimization problems. In recent years, with the rapid development of
deep learning technology, the achievements of deep reinforcement learning in AlphaGo, robot and other fields show
its strong learning ability and sequential decision-making ability. In view of this, in recent years, a number of new
methods using deep reinforcement learning to solve combinatorial optimization problems have emerged, which have
the advantages of fast solving speed and strong model generalization ability. It provides a new idea for solving com-
binatorial optimization problems. Therefore, this paper summarizes and reviews the theoretical methods and applic-
ation researches of this kind of methods in recent years.
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JiiE25 W R A BN T75 12 SRR 10 R A RAR
‘ - 30 TSP LU, LT R k5%, 40, 50-TSP:
201 inyals 2507 Pr-N B N 2 S . P ST T
015 % Vinyals % Per-Net + LB =ilI% AR e S 2. LR = f i .
9017 4 Bello o T t-Net + REINFORCE & 50-TSP: 2 T3k [30]. 100-TSP: i Concorde BAR .
Critic baseline 200-Knapsack: 1A Fll 5 fiE.
2018 4F Nazari 2 Ptr-Net + REINFORCE & 100-TSP: 53CHk [31ACBERAHILT, YIZRET B FEIELI60 %.
azarl <y " . N N
Critic baseline 100-CVRP/BEHLCVRP: 1T 24N Kk Rk
%:T Pointer sy Lransformer attention + . BTN . N e
network gz 2018 FF Deudon S NFORCE & Critic baseline 207 207 TSPs W3R [31]. 100-TSP: 530 [31) fLHACRARE.
EIb Wi RrA Transformer attention 4 100-TSP: £ T 3C#k [30-33, 37, 40]. 100-CVRP. 100-SDVRP. 100-
asi) g s AR .
2019 4 Kool % REINFORCE & Rollout baseline %1:{; 100-PCTSP. SPCTSP: #L Gurobi fALf#, 1T ZE &
2020 5 Ma 2 Graph pointer network + HRL 29’ 5Q_TSP: T30k 31, 37, %ﬂ:jﬁﬁk (34]. 250" ?00’\1000'TSP:
HEFSCHR [31, 34]. 20-TSPTW: - FOR-Tools. UUHEHZ.
2021 4F Lj s T tr-Net + REINFORCE & Critic 40, 100, 150, 200, 500-% H #7/= HFFTSP :
baseline & M 52l / SHOTH #F MOEA/D. NSGA-II. MOGLS.
2017 4 Dai %57 structure2vec + DQN 1200-TSP: B SCHR [31]. 1209—\1\4VC‘(§/J‘WJQE§E): BT R AR
1200-MAXCUT (I REFIE): i mARiE.
’ 2020 Ek . GON + DQN QIngOkihrlCP (BROR A o IR : AL T3CiR [37]. 10k, 20k, 50k-MVC:
Manchanda 50 HT 3k [37).
SH1 42 XX 2 SIS N N
S i GON + BRI + SERECRAE MVC. MIS (BOCHULAS). MC (BRHD).
eyt i 7 vk 2018 4 Li % | Bt AT e i
g AR Satisfiability (@& M 7 &): i+ 3CHk [37).
GNN + BB gk + ok
2017 & N k g0 20-TSP: 5 30].
4 Nowak % SR HT 3R [30]
1A 753 34
2019 4F Joshi %1 ;(%%;m BN + 20, 50, 100-TSP: WS T STk [30-31, 33—-34], £ 3Tk [37].
2019 4 Chen %1 Ptr-Net + Actor-critic 20-CVRP: $ﬂ%ﬁ:%50’ 100-CVRP: # T3k [32, 34). OR-
Tools. {EMLZERIAE: i FOR-Tools. DeepRM.
” S RRARE Satisfiabili , St ] B B/
— u, 2019 /{T‘ Yolcu A5 (48] GNN + REINFORCE Agﬂiﬁﬁﬁ Satlsflablllty\‘ MIS. MVC. N[C\ %@]‘:‘JM E/
" v BB BB RAEAR . LSBT K T F 5 B
VR Th S A o) T N,
JiE 2020 4F Gao %™ Graph attention + PPO 100-CVPR: {-F3CHk [34]. 100-CVPRTW: i+ 24 s kR J7ik.

2020 4 Lu %5

Transformer attention +

REINFORCE

400-CVRPTW: &5 T84 5 R A7, AT HoAd.
20, 50, 100-CVRP: LT 3C#k [32, 34, 47], LAKET OR Tools.
LKH3. HigA7 i [Ez ik T LKH3.
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50 T TSP [a] @ FE#k T Vinyals 55 8 201125
BEIRA, JF 0] LLZE 100 38T /) TSP @ F 4
I EARAR, TR BN A B T AR AR

#H—F K], Nazari %2 ¥ Pointer network
WIRE B G NAREN VRP 8, 1EF KN
PR, BAEFRSA (IR E /AR ) FBhEs
BN (R TER), BT 25 R 3 75 N o o5 & 1Y)
P AN 2= 2 1) i) ) SR e, PR A 25K Encoder i
NJZF) LSTM 5 bl 167 5. 1 — 4E G FUZ, i ] A
A R BEAR T SR FEI98K ] REINFORCE 5
2 ) FE AT RS OL T, ARATT BB ALK 25
I [ B T 60 %, 7 TSP /@i 5 Bello %[5
BB AT T LT R R CR, 3 HAE VRP. B
HL VRP )@t FEU# T e Clarke-Wright savings
F Sweep 28 8L i & U3 2 EVE TR AP AR AL SR

FXTFAE G Seq2Seq B i 4F 3K Trans-
former AL AP 7F 5 SR1E 5 AL B ATECNAS T BRI
%3, Transformer ] Multi-head attention ALl A
DA AR Y B i b 2 1) 8 D VR E R AR, BT 2
MR AT SR 28 T Transformer B BEAT [ H G
PR 7] SR A R B 9

Deudon 25 f& % Transformer #5784 st 1 4%
GIRE GBI HmZEXMH TS5 Trans-
former 1784 % 2 A0 [F] 1 2544, BEFI A Multi-head
attention 7 yATHHE S BT AR ASE A &, K2
BA KM LSTM, 1 &K de il =20 (1) i SR A7 42 14
WS R S5 s, IR 5 2, L At-
tention 18 3\ 51£ 4t Pointer network 157 A
[, 358 K F 4 i () REINFORCE Jy 25t iZ A A
BEAT IR, SCEANK TSP 8T 7Rk, 1EE S
SR FAZ AN 251 1 4 28 ) 24 4 8 i tH A s i, B S
TEAZAIUG i 1 il b g AT — AT 20PT J&
R, g5 R IIX 5 AT DA R = o &

Kool 61 7F 2019 “E45 H, BER Deudon &
IR o A o S48 & n] AR Ry v, (2 L &
TR 5 5 4L 501 Pointer network #5284 AH LE
BHEEZRRSA, £ T, Kool &% Transfor-
mer BAL 2 H T — AT LLRI A Attention ML K
fife 22 B2 A PLAK Il PR B J7 EEY, £E TSP Capacit-
ated VRP (CVRP). OP (Orienteering problem).
PCTSP (The prize collecting TSP) % n] @ _I- 1 &
T AT HAFTE Pointer network A Y033
F+ H. & 2k Concorde. LKH3. Gurobi 2% k>R
fil A 1S B I B AL AR . 125 1 B gt 2 E ARG 5 TH -
1) 53k [33] I, A gmidE KA T A1 Tran-
sformer FEAYAH [F] Y] Multi-head attention AL, 12

RS 2 H Attention HLHIAAFEIR KAR, B 61
B — D B i 2% 1) 5 — D AT il e sk
i 2 5, Deudon 250 B Atten-
tion M5 7 AR R HLFR BT X 25 AR R, 177 145
FIKH T Transformer % ] Self-attention T+ 5
7, BAhn T 2 E DR m AL BRI 2)
Ah, SCE R BRSSP ZREE AT T oo, 3T IR B
A X # K REINFORCE k45 & Critic-
baseline 1177 AT LR, BIHEIN—> Critic #1£
W2 KA TH b(s) . VBT T8 H R I 2570 A 0 48 ) 4%
AR, 1 H Critic RS 2 b(s) BIAER AL T,
Rl F#11 7 —FF Rollout baseline R4t Crit-
ic P 2% BIAE 2 Bl 2R 2 R 45 2 I B SR
Y L R A AR R B U B A R R 4
TG, FF R 22 AT SR I B, KR iz ik
LRBERDIRES s SRS 2000 B A5 R EAENE R b(s) ,
AR 1 i S B P SR R L S R SR I A, IR AT O
) SN, DT XS 224 TSR 2R AT P A S H . sk
90 E B N 25 T7 1 U SR 70 B AR TAE G 07 .
2k UL B okdh, I ER UG E R T 2 BT
(1) iy 1) B A5 2R

P, Ma 558 255 F8 5 X 2% 1 B ph 48 )
2wt T —FhE$EEF %S (Graph pointer network,
GPN) H SRRl K HAL TSP )8 LA Az iy B 8] B 24
W) TSP [0 . %58 1) g 2% 605 5 43 Point
encoder PA X Graph encoder, Point encoder X3,
T AR EAT 2R PSS, 5 AN 2] LSTM A1 53 2 &4~
W S, Graph encoder #id GNN &£
R 286 oF T A 38 1T 2R AT G R, 49 0B AN 3T T RO
P TRAR 5 B N A SN, 5T Attention AL 1T
HAE— Bk M, JF 51 Vector con-
text &AL ALEE Ty, SCER 4 2 oAk 2
J51% (Hierarchical RL, HRL) X8R BT I, 1€
50-TSP [ @ b Il 2545 2 AR mT LA 0K A# 250,
500, 750, 1000 55 ML) TSP o] @, ££ KA
TSP ) f B 7 Kool 2554 #7532, (HIZ1E 100
DA FIABE ) TSP in) @ A 98 95 T STk [34]. &I
Xy I 18] 5 29 A1) TSP ) @ dE AT 1 S5, MERe
7 OR-tool PARW(HERLVE, UEBA T 4 B2 2
WG TTIELE AL B2 3 v 0L ) 2501k
3.1.2 R4

DL bR i B[] 2565 2% AN AR R 7V A 4
Vinyals & f B2 H TR MEH A AL IR L) Poi-
nter network #AY, Bello Z5PY £ 542 R om b
S TEX AR AT I 2R, H T Kool Z8PH 7%
1E 100 FALLL R TSP [nl @il E S 1 2400k 5



2528 B | 1t =2 Eitd 47 %
flt (State-of-the-art, SOA) FIMLALZAE, HH T H AR 2 A FEE 7 v T T X, AR RO B
MBI T Ptr-Net B 1) 7L, Ma SEBI 1) VAL R X R

/NERAE TSP i) @ E 25103 {H 2 AE RS TSP 17
@ (250, 500, 1000) B 7 SCHR [34], &% 5 EVE
R MERE T ELVE LR 1. AR ERMAZ, LRk
7E 50 M L B/ TSP A _E #4434 %] Concorde
LKH3 53R ARA515 2 1 e L.

BT E#E M HinE iR 75 A

T3 iEERIR

Dai 587 75 2017 555 e 98 1 anfal % A 4
28 W 285 6k 2H A AR A In) RLEAT SR AR, A E R struc-
ture2vec B £ WX 48 X1 11 i (0 I 25 R 1R AT A
F AR P o 0 DX % T SRR AR T IR T A N Y
(1) Q fH, Ffif5 T D0 2L SR AR I Q G — AT
T s I B S AT R, B 2SR e M. fEE R
H TIRE Q %22 (Deep Q-learning, DQN) S5
% B W 28 (SO AT IS, DUASEASE 2 4 HH v A
(1 Q AT SCEE S 50~100 15 55 MVC, MAX-
CUT. TSP [A) @ EXHZBER AT 1 Ik, FIIZRhT
A HILE 20K 1200 /N5 55 1 3 1) 34T 7 90
R, A CPLEX KRG IAERAE v e A Ad 5 BB R f AL
RE JTRISR AR FE 04T 1 7T, SO 45 SRR B V5
76 TSP v @ _LHUAF T 238 Bello 255 J7 vk &R,
£ MVC. MAXCUT [r] /@ _ 18 31 7 2T i A il 1
AR, BT 25k 5.

Mittal &% SR T 5 Dai 57 4 [F] 1551 48
Pt KAYZH A A ) AT SR i, B &5 & B AP 2 )
2. DQN DL R o8B SR g AT Mg At fE# R T
KGR E M4 (Graph convolutional networks,
GCN) X} P s AT 545, 7E 20k AR ) i K 78
1 (MCP). 50k FUEET MVC jn) @ k4T 1 18
AR, 5258 R B2 A58 2R E AR ) f8E L 1 SR B EL
Dai 2557 IRERIERIS T 41 % IRALRE TR TT.

Li £ S P P 22 ) 4% st e /)N T . 78 = i R
B KT 4E (Maximal independent set, MIS).
WK B (Maximal clique, MC). i % 4 [7] @ (Satis-
fiability) #E47 77T, BT BTt 70 10 /S N e 55
)@, 5 TSP jal @ASA], S s g 1 T G 25K
DAL S S 38 38 SR 325 T I s 1 7 A i A, i
S GCON B2 W 4% B 250 AT sk PR
A THE, IR T2 A5 THE LA 5] S 2R 1 7 =0k
IEFTATAR. N T AUk v AT BEAFTE 2 A S A A 1) 1
M, SC SR Hindsight loss 75 0 H 2 AMER 2y
i, fELEEA AT R, JER R Ry
O REAT PR AL B, SCE S Dai 87 B A DL K

3.2

3.2.1

DA b 5 V235 SR 0 3k 3 25 AN 1 AR R AT A
Th, SCHR [40—41] I FH B3 28 X 28 X e £ 45> “idn”
PIREZRBEAT Al 11, LL TSP [l @ g, F1) B f e k)
B H — AN AR AR R dy AR R AR AE
IR, dyy (RIS 24 A 5 KRR A%, B S
MR PE SN0 IR ZE Ak T HE, AP AR Z (Beam
search) H 77 AR e 4 IR AT fif. SCHR [40—41] ¥
K H B v AT I 45, RERIAH LKH3 8% Con-
corde RFARFIE K& “Ahbr—m LER A2 Il 275K
P, R B 5t A0 e 1) S AT IO R R 4 428 ) 8% B
(P20 H2 R B T B3 A8 S0, DAAZ U A4 2k R 01 25
iR, Nowak &5 ffi 2 2 GNN B #4845
B AL P R AR AL KR A A G 1 R R S
T7iE A e F e 8 AR T Joshi 2514 R AR & GCN
B M 4 12 RLE 20, 50, 100 FRE TSP fa) i1
(R A A 5 R s SRR R T Kool 2504 17k, Beir
LKH3. Concorde 4§ 3K fiff #4515 2 K S LM, H 2 1%
07 VE I SR g TE] K F LKH3. Concorde %5751, 1£
ZARE ) Bz 7R B Kool %55 77 7.

3.22 R4

TR 2SI 3 EH T 3K TSP VRP %5 R
A7 HV R R A P ) R (RIS ) 750 ) i 545
RFAR), HTHREMZH]H Attention HLH
CLE B 7 2O g dE AT # s, PRIt IE B TSR A7
HIZHA A1) . T 2 T B R & I 25 (1) v i T
IR S RVRE R, H AR AT LrH S B A
RPEHIMEZR, RIILAE MV CL MIS 2505 7 6 3¢ 1 ik
Pl i b2 N, BERE TSP 22 AR AL ) 8, —
FKITERANIR LA BRI 7 JOZ P #7507 5
— K77 OB T A W RRAE ) B E B4 IR B A
RGO 2R S5 TG g

BT TSP il # SCHik o i 70 28 A D04k 1) 8t
2R, 22 2 % bk o B o A5 B AEAS [ AR TSP
) A AT T SR L, 25 R &
SCHR A SR BR H A, MR R B TensorFlow 8%
# Pytorch PREES: ) T HAF G S2HL, BT 3CHR [34, 41]
R TTHEN SOA #7 H A [ ZL 5 1) 1080Ti-
GPU L TRszas:, DL Xt SCHR [34, 41] FIR A AS
(AT T X L.

Hrt Greedy &K H 722K E 2 TSP jn] &
(i, RUARRIE BUE A f o RaE FENEAR (13T ; 20PT
XS B R R ATHE— 201 20PT R &R
PLPE SR 0 T BS 42 K A Beam search % 4%
R 7 SR ke £ M SR AL I . JE I SR 2
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Table 2  Comparison of end-to-end model on TSP

T2 B TSP-20 TSP-50  TSP-100
= Concorde 3.84 5.70 7.76
Vinyals 25 3.88 7.66 —
Bello %! 3.89 5.95 8.30
- Nazari % 3.97 6.08 8.44
QWE Deudon %55 3.86 5.81 8.85
(Attention  Deudon %+ o 5.85 8.17
Bu) 20PT
I(igijy“;] 3.85(0s) 580 (2s) 8.12(6s)
(Is{:fnlpﬁ:) 3.84 (5m) 573 (24m) 7.94 (1h)
Dai 447 3.89 5.99 8.31
ST Nowak 2510 3.93 — —
24 i‘gf;f;;” 3.86 (65) 5.87 (55s) 841 (6m)

Joshi 4 (BS) 3.84 (12 m) 5.70 (18 m) 7.87 (40 m)

A L Kool £ [ 572 /2 2415 36 T Attention ML
F i 213t VA D SOA REAL R FH a7 B 1) o 2% S s
BRI 5 )R] Py S % TSP 1) ) s 28R i Joshi
S0 R R Pl A 2 X 4% 45 5 R RS TSP ) it
73R AR, AR BRI T Kool 2564 [y {52

T B 22 I 28 RE S A XA AR 22 41 A A i)
RO PR 5 4 0 4 R ) ) P 28 I 24 SR i 28 45 R Ak
i) O T BT BAZ SRR A IR £ i)
R g e, 1 Ty AR 2R 08 R R B 4 R (]
I H K Z W FAT SRR B 07 s AT I 5, 75 2
¥ i K EARZEREAR, S2BrvLF BRI, Ma 2557 44 45
TR 20 X 48 RO PR BT I 25 485 7, B %5 1 7E 100
FURL[Y) TSP 98 FA15%8 95 F Kool S5 17715, {2
FELERIAE TSP _EAFEAR S, AR Wil Fa & 9
28 1) Attention HLHIFIE LN AL A& — A E
TLIRE AT A

3.3 REBUFIMENBRMRERRE

FROR i 3 75 72 AT DAIE I R B AR 2 D 28 AR
ek in) R A, SEBLAH S AR A I PR R A, (H 2
HAM IR 5 LKH3. Google OR tools 55 %l 3K figk
AL A —E Z 8. R R (Local search) J&
KA E A ) AR 22 B 732, 2 Y R A R O
V2 3 BRI N T R 8 R R U B AT ¥ it
PASRAS SEAF B RBOR , 5 T R IR B 9 Ak o =)
FEAE 5 SURAT (1 B 157 ST 8870, & AT a6 0
FOM PR E s 27 217k B 84 ) R i R 0%
() JE AR NF, T B N v (048 2 R0 B A 5
I HIHE 2 BE

3.3.1  FELZR

Chen £ - 2019 FF4& H 7 — /M T IR o
22 ST A AR AL )BT R A NeuRewriter, &
AR ERHE R B A MU L AR, BB e bE b G
—ANAAT AR, EAZWIAE M ) B Al od i R R4 = A
Wi s i o & AH T AR G R R A Tk
THEE R AN, AE 2 R IR BE s A 2% =) T30 R
HRAE 2R B SRS AT I SR, R 5 2] 21 1) SEuE T 48 %R
W ARHAT 51 S, FLIREE tH PB4 #4 i Region-pick-
er Al Rule-picker, VAN 4= 8] B n) @1, & 56
FIF Region-picker % & — 4L, HIXFIH Rule-
picker XJ1% ¥ BI4AF UG AT UK, W5 5 —
TP AT . SCEFRIH Actor-critic 77X Re-
gion-picker Fl Rule-picker SEH&H#AT T Ik, HAR
A R AE AR ZE 18] U B ) L R BT DeepRM
F Google OR-tools Kfi##%, £ VRP [n] @il |- bk
7 Google OR-tools K fit#s.

Yoleu F5U SR FH VR FE s Ak 27 =) oodh i JR 48 &R
5 50 i SE M ) L (Satisfiability) #E4T T HFFT, 4
SRR R T R IR SR AR AE SR, R FH IR B2 Ak 25 > )
R R A Bk R AT 5 o), AR R B
2 [0 24 o) A B i R 1Y) SR 34T 2 404k, I REIN-
FORCE 51 50T B M 22 N 2% 1 28, S 36 R Al
XFAE G A R R, &5 1] AR R /D 2 4
WA BB, (HASETI A 2 & T SR .

Gao F5 1 BT AR Q1 1A 2= e 48 06 40 5 4R
A e) BREAT SR A, AR R IR BE A Ak 5 2] TR R
A AR 148 22 1 Destroy Fl Repair B -F {753,
KA B = MM % (Graph attention net-
work) X ] BEAFAE BEAT i, R A 2k TRt 2
WX 28 1) i i #% 4 HH Destroy F1 Repair H§. B4k
1), Destroy BT &N YaifEik 2 10 5, 308
H AT E P FE %, Repair 572K B BRI A LA
— JE WY BT A N B S TR, R AR A
Destroy 51 1) sl 82 1LE KBS A Repair H T 1k
7RI 3T 24 3] SCE SR Proximal policy op-
timization (PPO) BiEXI A AT I 25, I H Kl
Pt CVRP. A B A & 1) CVRP %510 8, 5256 % # 1%
J7EAE 100 H5 A CVRP 1) 8 B4R A6 SRR T
Kool 2554 11751, JH7E 400 15 s KB CVRP
] @ FA HeAR 4 8 e SR S AR IS Sl R, AR
Ak Be /1 EHEEEAR RIS B AR AR, B A SRR 12
PSR A )% L.

Lu &5PY T 2020 42 H 7 —# Learn to im-
prove (LSI) &4k il @R g 512, 25 1EA R AE
AR ik T LKH3. Google OR-tools 541 &
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S 47 %

PRACSR 2%, SR RS B AR 1 iR Lok AR 2%
VR Sext LST MEZEBEAT it Sk SRR AL 4R
KR RN TN, g — BRI, Fik
TRE SR AR SRR T M TR IE X M AT AR T B,
WEIEBEFEMAHE T _AH TR, /E&
KAT 9 MR HFERNE TR, RARE
SRAL A ST SRR T 7 IR B SR g, BRIk AR,
VAR AR ) R E RN 2 1 PR, R R 2 50 31 0 SR N
P B R BT 7, TS Wb T 24 A1 11 5
&, WA BRI, FIER YR TIeE). @
B I SEIIE B Z T VA TE 20-, 50-, 100-CVRP [1]
LR T 24 BT State-of-the-art ) LKH3 SR #%,
I H SR FE izl LKH3 k.
3.32 R&

DREESRAL 2 ) s 1 R % R U722 H 2019 4
PR i i — KRB A e 7 vk, 2R T KRR
VRP ZEE R MRAC IR R, 2% 3 WHZ205 15 DL R s 31 vty
WERVLE SR AN R VRP 0] J - A Ak e Sy kAT
T A, S5 RELE S SRR SR IR A 5 Bk
£ GPU Ligf7 ((FF LM HARTS GPU, Hig
HR AR ZERE), ¥R A Pytorch IR & 2% 2]
T H Sz,

F 3 ZAEREE VRP A A RE s
Table 3  Comparison of models on VRP
(! VRP-20 VRP-50 VRP-100
LKH3 6.14 (2 h) 10.38 (7 h) 15.65 (13 h)
Nazari & 6.40 11.15 16.96
Kool %81
(Greedy) 6.40 (1 s) 10.98 (3 s) 16.80 (8 s)
Kool 21
(Sampling) 6.25 (6 m) 10.62 (28 m) 16.23 (2 h)
Chen %517 6.12 10.51 16.10
Lu 2 6.12 (12 m) 10.35 (17m)  15.57 (24 m)

MG HE AT DU H IR R s o 2] ek Y )
HAR R I IRAE AL BETT BT A1k R SR 14 v 21
SRR, Lou 25 00T B8R ) 4 4k fE L SR T
LKH3 LM A &R ey, HLE a7
/bF LKH3; {H21% 75 2 138 S (] 5 2R 4 T 3
P Kool S s R SR I ] 5 1) S AR s ]
WAERRS Wis 545 Bl s U iy 58, B Pl
FELSRARIIOCF . AT I SEAN R B 75 1 AT AN [
DUF, 7 BRI AN 5] L 375 55 A0 ] RS AT 2 .

ETREFINZBRERMRNLEE

H BT 26K 2 B8 TR B sl 2 S g etk et Ak
I L PRI 0 Xt B A DI T s P R

3.4

SEAL 57 2] TR R DA G2 2 H AR AR )@ i BIF 7T AR
b ERERRZ, 2 HbR (BRE) 91065 17 KR
b AR L A B I F BAEAEAR 2 SCHRR AT AR
I, A& HAE T e e Bt B 24 R iE 5 1
SEA 5 2] B 9 T 4eT R FH AL A o SRR R U
FHET-H0 H AR Horh R R KA TR B B AR
A/ MEFER BT E], Fo0F 5000 482 2 B ARtk
Y B, TAS A2 Wfel R F 5 Ak 2 21 7Vl Ak 4t
(122 B AREAL 0] .

BEXFIZIA R, Li 5509 S 4@ 7 — MR R
RIHESE DRL-MOA, S50 fd IR B sA % ) T ik
LG 2% B ARG I AT SRAR, VAT 2 1N
3ANAS ANH BRI Z BAR TSP (MOTSP) i@ FHt
BT BEMR TS MOEA/D il NSGA-II £ H t#
AR RACBCER, HILT 2 Bis RS R EE
MOGLS, Jf H. B I BAREL )97 K (41 200-+ 500-
MOTSP [a]#), 1ZJ7 5 AR 235 i T 4t
AL, HBA B T R EIEH R R L. 1%
J7iAE % Pointer network 45 7 S% F uifi 1) i Y 5K figd
MEZE, SR FH5: T 43 e (1 S AR 2 H AR 1) B9y it v 22
AT, IR A T BN Pointer net-
work B Z AR B TARE SO )
TIEREAT W R IR, S R BE AL AR B 40 3k
TSP ol AT RN Sk, — BRLRSIZRGT, mT DK
fifp AT 2 AR BRE 100+ 200+ 500 3T 4 TSP ) /8, 1M
AHEF ISR, BARERMZARED). 196
Sy 3] Sy ) SR AR SR, SRR 52 PR L S22 A RE ) i 2
FERR S, HaZor ik AR 5T B 2 HAk
Z B ARG 1) @SR fid v, (H RSB AU 2 B bR
TSP [a] @47 1 S5t 5t X HAh 2 HirH & Ak
e A B DRy 3t (1) 22 H b SR ARAK 1) AT AT
WHIT, I H BT VE M2 W 4 5 R AN $ 5 BCE
ANERIE L, Wl B =i RO E R 2R AR 2 R
K RIRIE 55 77 1A

ETREFINHEEMUTERLE

MBS T 3R] L, i 30 S AR A SR g R S
AL G EE LS, thRIEF RV IR L M —
RIik, B — Bl gR5ek, al AR R R S AL
] AUBEAT SR A, BA RSB ALRE /0, (HOR AR AR
UEMR R RCR,, JEHBE A R B K, e
WRE ) S SR Sk TR ) ZE B 2 A KL IR
JE 527 31 Bt 1 JR) PR A R T iR R I AR S Y T
bh—RT7ik, HABR BV R A AR A, H
FERAT RN T BT (R Z R, 2 1 FH R E 55
W2 S FF A RN AT 22 2, Rz ik B
Besm ML aE /1, AL R wT L R e fi e

3.5
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%, A SR AR T () 479 SR 122 1 T g 1) o 455 2,
I R 5 5 5 AR D0 A A8 SR AN SR A B 2 (1) ()R A
RIEFEA R T7.

FH T3 21 v A5 28w DR ) e SR A 2] 0
IEREAT ISR, SCHR [55-56] X W5 & QA58 1k 2 2T )
GrITIERAT T VRGN B I8 6 AT 23 BT, 1 S0 R B 5
b2 ST ST v S b W B =R 7 k18 (HBELL
5 215 B ALY B SRR AR

BT A7-AE 2 P2 A A0 Ak 1) 8, AN [R] SR )t 72
H A, FEAFE 2 PR BB 532, 5 a0 S
R (32, 34, 50] 5w E T U TSP, VRP 5512410
A1), H Y R B I X & SR AR K
Rl FE T Attention ML H 7 VE7E LS )8 A %
U HIRCR. FEHT 2 R4S B R, i CVRP
i) 8, H TR A Attention ML, Mk A #
ali % B 2 N 25 1 7%, AT L Attention ML 7E
A PR P AR A A IR @ B B
Re; MOCHR (37, 39, 48] W= T-# 1 MVC. MAX-
CUT &)@, B AU 5 ) @, 138 I 6] 15 55t PR I
P A ER, IEMHE DL T B 48 I 28 AE 1% n) i |
M Z; [, 256 B2 H Attention ML
M7 1EAE TSP S8 B APk n il b S 1 8
;&%[357 -'19]‘

YT, N T FE I I SR ARAS [ T A A
A 0] R AN [RIASE Y 7 930 AT LA, AR 5 i AN )
HA AL IR R AN R SCRRIEAT Gi it HExT &AM 5
FrR OB R B AT A9, 25 RNk 4 Fios, Hopis
53 SCHRAZ 2020 4 NI B 8T 7 1%, TEBIAL R SIS
g5 FARAE S R SRR BT Bk 2 sl L H
RAURER T ERRR (729 ) 1 8 A i [FAT PF
e B ST B R I e SRR AT VR 4H, AN B H
BB R FF LRSS (%) briE.

R 4 1L, IR M Mg 4G S5 MR
7 (BRI R MR R) £S5 SR & -5
BT 2N, REENHTEETFIRERA
HARALE R, 0 MVC, MAXCUT 5. Mi%&T At-
tention AL FIFEER X 2% 72 2 M o B 7 51 ik 5k
FRPEZH SO0 R R 32 220735, 1 TSP VRP 55 ] 4.

5 T AR N 4% B o B B A BT AR O
BN PRSI A Attention ML, K IEIE B
YT H ARG T AR BRI ATV R A TR TR N 2%
FEAY M RE Y B R 1 Kool 2584 5% 7 Trans-
former i/ 1] Multi-head attention HLii, {15
BRI A LAk i) S T 2k S e st
. TR, o fa] o5l 2 i 2 0 AR 25 14 o 428 DY) 265 A
TR G A A2 i e A TR P R T — AN B T 5 7 ).

B otk T Rl e 2 PR 285 11 i ) 3 A Y, |l T PR

x4 ARAERA R ERGE LG5 R
Table 4

ferent combinatorial optimization problems

Summary and comparison of algorithms on dif-

AP CHR [StEIE
T Ptr-Net 4244
[30-36] (Encoder-decoder-attention)
TSP I 37 GNN + DQN

[40-41]  GNN + BB gR + BARMER

#TPtr-Net 2244 (Encoder-

(32, 34) decoder-attention)
VRP 5 DRL )R RET. [47]:
(47, 49-50] Ptr-Net #%4, [49]: Graph

attention %, [50]: Transformer
attention HA.

BN B2 [37-38, 48] GNN 4 RL
(MVC) (39]  GNN 4 WUl + MR

[37]  GNN + DQN
R HEE 1] 85

Message passing neural network

(MaxCut) 157] (MPNN) + DQN
[58) ©°  CNN&RNN + PPO
S Y , P
(Satisfiability) [39, 48] GNN + laBtsU)IZ/RL
/NS A ) [48]  GNN + RL
(MDS) [59] ©  Decision diagram + RL
WK 8 (MC) [39, 48] GNN + M=% /RL
Al ST 4 ] B [39] GNN + B RiIgs + fida
(MIS) [60] ©  GNN + RL + 45 Rk %
T
(Knapsack) [31] Ptr-Net + RL

ZE TR A 17 [47] LSTM + RL WIZRm#8RE T

[61]° LSTM + RL

A4 (BPP
RIFRL(BPE) ol NN 4 RL 4 45 R

[48]  GNN + RL

%
HenE 637 LSTM + RL + 5% ke

20 W 2 2 4 AN R REATIE I IE FE IR, dn T AR
20 R P 30k 3 CAOREE B SR AN R AL 5 I A Il R
A2 o 28 A R — AN EL L T 1, (R R
2R ZORE I Kt ) 2912 TR A R
ARAA] i RO B A 22 28 A Attention LSS &
FEARKATAT BT 7T KB

BEXHA P s A 2 3] etk 1) SR B A R vk, H AT
W TR AL TS B B, H O B 1L 4
HA AR MR M BR, W3 s Al 2R 1283 B
LA KA R AT AL R 2 AR R RS TH SL T g
¥ = 2B T 7 17

4 REBRAFESIWOREESMCEE: &
A&k
P  Z AEE TF Tlk H3e JA L 5
S U, BAEE 45 U b S I RS 1
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S 47 %

AWK BLR S SEIRSR A 18] )™ 4 B3R, fR 4tz
Z A TTIEARMEAE W] #2252 I 18] P9 S B A ) R 2R
fif, FE TR s Ak 2 ST A A AU T VA VI eE ok
SR —RATHT 7 i, B SRR Z AL fE
SO 3, AR R A R 1% 2K T R R R I AT
ZRIR. T ST T 2 1 2% 5 18 A5 AU R T Tt
ITERIR, HON S I8 A 0 48 HL At U8R 1) 182 T 76
BEAT .

M4k 5SS

H 3 X 2% 5 30 4 AT AE 22 F R O 20 S Ak
W R, AN BEYR T B AR ML AE, PR TR
s AL 5 2] VA A RAAE N 28 53815 SUBEE L2 1)
L.

1) FIEA

FE W 44 55 1845 AU, 535 20 T 10 830 2 i K A BR
(¥ CPU. A AF i B 45 B2 U5 20 o 4 AN [R] ) F P B4
55 7 R, A0 EAUA WY 25 Ty RE T 1) R X 4% BRI D)
[F] 4%

W 24 Th e M AL H R (Network function vir-
tualization, NFV) il id SR ) IT 5L AR M
2 Thae ML, 2 AT M 2R AE ATV ROR, R
M 25 DjfhE (Virtual network function, VNF) &
NFEV ZEe () s 45 h e B o6, VNF [E S
B I R 2 T D) 2% 3 A SR T A 2 1) — 3R )
A, ETAEGH VNF 583 5158 7 Z 820 B
AT LS AR AR, 3 A R I e R P R FE A
¥ oIS VNF B REEZER B 2 AT, SCHR [64]
W VNF 02 i) B A5 VR & B RO R i, 4
FHA N IR BRI AR, 73 2 AN 7] 10 iy 38 31 1) 28
TR MATHE T, DA/ MU S AT S5 18] B AR, C&E
DA DQN 5k 5 2] J7 e AL AT I Sk, AT SR
VNF fEZHE , ZIVEEIR S fe DAL ARALRE ) b
T2 AR 7. SRk [65-66) 25T GNN Ess
P25 VNF 70 5508 7 SR B A7 i, DAy VNF
HRE AERA 1. TR [67] 518 VNF W 70 %5 77 Bic
FRRe I, i HAE S oAk 5 ) T AR AEAL B VNF
e ALTF RPN Y €7 el IE 73 S TP N e
#X] DDPG (Deep deterministic policy gradient
algorithm) 3462 2] FIEHEAT T ook, $2H T 395
DDPG 3%, Z ik fee i 1 1%48 DDPG
Ti ik UL BB ORI 7. SCHR [68] K Ptr-Net (1)
Encoder-decoder ZEH%} VNF #8& jn) @idt 1T 7 =K
fit, H Encoder fll Decoder % H LSTMAAY, ¢
B M FH A% B A Stk 12 2 TR ) R A N o 24 T T
F, IR F R T R R R 1) SR i 77 100 B
TN, B 5L W R i s Gecode NIE St A

4.1

KITEERT G, S8 Bz BRI Tt REE K 2 2K
ZINFIASRN AR i) 0 35408 T 5% B ARV,

SCHR [69] 2T VR BE B AL 5 ST X R 2R S it B
W2 T SRR IEAT 1AL, SCETH T —F D-DRL
oA A STHESE, R — Moo iR 2 A
a3 A R B AR X ) SRS dE AT P R AL AL, FER A
DDPG 5 ) FEX B AT I 25, LSRN Y)
Jr 7R 2 52 BN E B TR TR SR AN E Bk
25 () S5 AN o M DR 25 52 e, STk [70] K R 2 D)
HREEBN - E/REIRIERE, SRH Deep double Q-
learning J7 % V) Fr sk mg #4704, PAFE Ak DQN
WSCSAUNE Fr i A, B AR AR IR T DL 78 4 b tsf R R AR
PSR 23 (R AT IR F, AT RE NS 15 7E S AL Iy A Rk
PN FPIRASAE B, B AT ST E S B, K AN [F]
1) 10 265 T2 R 43 FL i AN [ R 2 FH 7, S8R B 7
I B0 A0 B8 1 AH b T 2 A0 S 0 I T R B
40 %, HAELAACFERS AT LLZBE ATt

SCHR [71] A Z T E A A B B AR R 4y T i) Rk
1T THHA, MM H B R BRI R, DLERE
JE I 2E P 2 P K 75 SR O B AR, R DQN 3
52 2 7R BT SR R BUR o B AT A SR A
A LA 2R s AR A A ROR, L TR G
RGP TT

2) b5 s itk

TEIB A X 2% B TE 26 A5 IR 25 v ) 38 5 7 X
% HH TR AR s IR R AN AT AR, DRI E
{5 B REFN A

SCHR [72] 2 TR B aRA 25 2] AN TR B AR
W] £ (%) 25 EH SRS JHEAT T 9, S 5 R FH IA 48 I 2 of
AT X 25 1) I AL b AT AT, ) 4 N 485 R b AT
ahd, e HEFEAFR SR QE, XM DQN &
EX E R 3T IR, SRS R oR 1z AR AR
sRIZARE ), — BRI ZR 58 1%, Be X S 4G
4 B I 285 AT % FH SRS I AE Se k. STk (73] 2T
DRL MIZ R RIEM R 7 —H DRL-TC 75
15, FIRZ T o2k B AL 2345 18k ) 2 108 45 $h 41
EEREHAT A, ST FE R F VR B A 28 X 286 5% ] R AT
AR, R Ak 2 2] 5 v e AT N 2R, R A
2 W 25 ) 48 T S RIS R IR, s
BIEA A G FFNERE. SCHk [74] X TC 2 A% BN 2%
W S AR 1 % B SRR 2EAT ST, R Ptr-Net
155 7Y 5 tH # S AR () s AR B 42, SCEFIA Actor-
critic BIEXT KT IS, L8 BN T ERY A
BACHE T TG 2 A% TR I 2 () = AT i, PR RE 2
FE. SCHR [75] JE T IREE SRS ) J7E% D2D T4k
TE A5 IO 265 (1) e B e B SR M BEAT AR AL, SR A Ptr-
Net BB 55 6 #1715 £8, L Encoder 1 De-



11 3 YIS FE TR B AL ST AL AT AL T 7k 2533

coder ¥{f Fl LSTMAEAY, I FH S o6 1 77 vt
BERYHEAT IS5, S B 32 75 92: RE 0% /6 5 S 1 S
] Y IA BIRIAE 87 A ABL R A A i

3) iHEITLH

T HIER (Computation offloading) J2& i i K
O EAT 55 WA I 7 B FE B 4% LR R h 4
iy 9 YR 2 BRIV Y — AN 0 R, BT RZ R R
ARG, T B AT SR AH B, T G 1 3L
ERACTTVEIR M S LA e o Ak, % T ik, 24
SCHR [76-78) SR IR BE B Ak 3] SBT3 A8 S
MIFELRAR A, SCHR [76] $2H T —FhIE T IR otk
I DROO THHEGEMHELE, £ T DQN HiExi# 3)
WG FE A ST RAT R Seg kAT Ak, FEAL
IS 1) IR AR R0 SR A0 A% GO R 53 STk [77)
BT URFE A 2] 5 iEN Z ki it T BT
MG HEAT T WTFT, LK Seq2Seq AL S ik
TR, A PPO SFEG BT I 2R, (EANFRME:
S HE NN BB AR AR, B T 2 A5
D712 STk (78] R sl Gt M g 1 H LA )
REEAR R T 242 A, FIFH 2 Ha4T 4% (MPtr-
Net) X FB&FEAT @B, H% FH REINFORCE 54,
5 ST RE I AT IR, e JE R R IR
RPN 5 5. SEH R Wi% 05 I AR Ak v R A
ek R R E T 25 %, HIs4TH T OR-

tool.
4.2  Htbuy

1) AZ 4k

TE BT IC I Ak, Bl o5 H R R R A B K
Y RIT F FC I B AR A T VR AR XE A B3 B 22 I8 LRI &
GLiAE LR s B, 4Tk, STk [79] R R 9
2 2 75 S T B IE B AR TR R P A A, SCER
i 7 — R ET Struct2Vec LR 21 Ptr-Net
TR I AR SR PRy T L o) B 428 2
(P FE AT AR, IR FH SRMS A B g v N 24 2 ik
17 ISk, L FE 3 148 R} 117 (90 3 71 22 3 1% DX ) 2%
FVEBAT T IR, 5256 BoR 1% 57 AT DAAE AT 2 52 It
[F) P S B 326 B A0 P R 2 e, L7 AR [0 SR A ) )
P T4 G BRI 5 iR s R R . fEZ)
ZEAUI, VT BRI A BN E AL R XA A3 B — A
F A AL, £ 8 B AL T VAR M A FE
AR VT PR B 2 1R FE AN N, SRR [80] A IR B
SRAGSE ) T ESZ AT TR, LESHE At-
tention ML XTI B 402 W48 [ 45 /Y BEAT T 1T, I
SRR T DQN M PPO NG HIEE AR
KRB, L3R DQN Ml PPO Ik 7 iEAEANA
R e R e % B %, B RgS S e £ s AL

. SCHR [81] SR FHIR BE s Ak 2 21 D7 Vo0 22 1845 5 4T
P ) SRS AT Ak, DME S AT ReL it A A A2
&, G IR M %, HARM %, Double-Q-Learn-
ing SF IR FE SR 2% 3] 7 IR R R 34T N 2k, BUAS T
AR Ge A8 JAT 5 KT 45 ) 5 1 B U R RUR

2) Az = i) i Ak

TE Az 7= 1) 18 A7 A R R 2 A DA 1) L, 3l 4
R T IR B A o) B A S AR A R 7 A 7= i i 41
WAL Z A N . SCHR [47, 82] X448 8L 1) 45 18] TAE it
VRS IR EEAT TR, SR IR R s AL A2 2] TN R
TR R AR RN EAT 5 21, P Actor-crit-
ic VR BE SRS 2] R HE RN AT AR A 2 5T ) sk
363 B LR E LA 1t R IR T AR SR K
R R Ty i, B A5 ZE 8] A BE 1) R % a2
X3 7K 4[] 18] B n) ik — 2D 20 R, SR [83—84]
R AR BT 28 AR 0% IR R AT T B9, SCHR [83]
KA T AR Mg A, IR CPLEX Kf#
P IE R AR A Z AR AT IR B I 25, Siat &5
AR Attention HLHIRENS A R i &, SCk [34)
KH T Multi-head attention ML AT ZAR, FHF
M REINFORCE 5457 > EE R B BEAT I 25,
S R ZAAGE L T 24 R R I R BRI 4
HIFRET X 2 L.

3) kR TH ik

N T A B () I 25t — A FE I R B4 55,
A B HOGTHR BEREAT R AN B RS AR
AR, WA ME MR ARY K, 2 CPU M
% GPU R G INZZ UuriEH I — A%, Bes
W28 AR A [Rl T S D RS B EAN R T Sk & b
PN S A AR K B2, 1% 1) i — AN S g 40
A Al I #, SCRR [85—86] FI VR BE oAk 2% ) 5 v
WPAZHRE W BT T WAL, SCHR [85] SR T & 4L
Ptr-Net A58 ZEAA 0] o) @U3EAT AR, 1 FH SR ms Ao 52
TTEBAT AT N2k, SESAIERHZ 57T LS Tensor-
flow 715 BRIl g B2 = 20 % DL b SCHR [86]
TESLFER B3 T — N ERAL B Grouper 2
P EE R AR 34T 0 41, 285 Placer
JEARYE Grouper 215 240 2145 R 8 07 &,
Placer JZ21/5°K H Encoder-decoder #%Y SZI6IE Y
1ZJ71E0] LB Tensorflow 115 B U 253K £ 12 =
60 %.

4) o LI i R B AU

TEGYCHE I RE R R n) f R, B i RE S A%
(1) J 45 4 1) LY 1) B OO e A 5 R
AN (B IR P B Ak 2 ) J7 VA% R FLE AT TR A
Francois-Lavet 55" {ff F VR FE R A0 2% > 77725060
W e B A AT T, CEFE T MRS
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TG RE K BIAE RE DL ROGAR K BRI T N R 4
V4 H Y Rl A ] AR AR R R R, DL
MU LB O H bR, A7E HL R oA EAE 3
YEZ 18], DL R 28 I 26 X6 1% [ i i3k A7 8L, R
DQN FyE#AT IR, L5 R Wzl 2R A Y fe
WA R AR SRR YRR 2 BRAR A B 9, (2
A AR UHE DT VR AT X L. STk [88] M T — A
WENR KB EEEE. E BRI E AR
ARG, KA AR RS iR H AR5
PRI, ST B ATY IR SR FH A5 R 22 D 24 o ) i@t i3 47
#H%, K H Double DQN VR 2 T3 HZ &
201 e U 2 ) SRS R AT AR AL, SRR RIS
DQN FEAH E FAT S AR IR Slca 2. SOk [89] )
H Double Q-learning ¥ & 5 44 2% 2] J7 A% 25 i Fl
B RR G )I BE R AT S SR AT Ak, AT
FEDRUE R 0 il B2 &7 3 AN 2 U B R AT 32 R A 3
RS RE R VHFE, DUkl iR pe 28 P OL, &
TE S bR 30 55 v 0z A AT IR, 45 R ORI 7
EE G TR 7 VA A L T B . S
R [90] I FH IR FE 5 Ak 27 2) 50060 0 1 5 1) B RE e
A B AT T RETE, R A A L HE)
IR F % 1 SR A AT ], SCE A IR
PR [ 288 Xof 12 ) kAT A5, 43 7 BF9E 1 DQN A
DPG (Deep policy gradient) YIZRFVELE 1% M @ L
PRI, SLIRFRH DPG SREBSEL B 7 15 Re s B
A5 S AL ) g TEL S AR B AR R R VH .

BT TR R oAb 22 ST A A A T 2 1A
KNI I — 2807 1%, FHN B U, Tk
I FERT Ptr-Net B4 48 0 26 BEAY DL K HAth 7%

JEE 8 X £ AR TR 351 N, % DQNL Double DQN,

Actor-critics PPO. DDPG 55 IR B ok 52 )
TPEARIIE W . A5 T &N BB T AR 2 £ XS %
A () PR S B ) @R AT AR, LR A S5 400 RS
18] B 23 (8] # A 5K X ), AR M E Sk 2 A] 33t
TR A A, HLOK 2 BOCHR Y SR BR X B A IR =
BRI B0k AR AR, (B B A AL 1 g
ST R DR SCRN Bk 45 RS il 2 1)
22 BEEAT T A0 Hr. B AT SR B AT OR 2 B A AR
REVFARMEAT LM RN, TR E R
2 ) BIAG SR LA SR AR B P 2 A RE T s AR
e BT Tl i3 228 ST KR A A
)@, RV B A T S 5

5 HiLSRE

KPR AFE A RZHS AR, OF
KB TR 2 A S AT EREAT 7T, (HRE T
X R S 2 2 A A HE R, BT 7 iR AR MEAE AT

T2 52 IR 8] AR A, e A A2 AR 2 T A 2R AR
PRI SR. T ARk B IR B Ak 22 S A S A
TrFAEZ AR ERR T REFERE, B
A BRI AT RE AN BRI SRl i, A S
I L (R LR SR BRI 13 (0 S DR AR SO B A8
TIER R IR TN Z SRR T I S E 50 T TR
Pt ST A SR TTIERIA R IT, IR K
A IR TSP R SCHE.

B0 7T DL o R B sk = ST e R o AL
MeA T 7 T3, (B AH SR BT LI EE R X
2R AT U & TR I B, VR AEAE — R B AL
TR T DRL R 2 & U040 i U B 5 VR AA
A, BTN JUAN T E IR

1) FERRTT . A2 1T AT FT T, EHCR R
JEE A 228 ) A A TR gy 1 PO R0 2, K 2 SRR
i B — A R R R B R R SRR A
J7 itk — PR TR 5, XU 2 B AR AR
ARSI 28], AR 2 — P xR A A
AT PR R FEE e 8 X 2% A AR EAT I T, 0] A

2) ER T BRI 24 T SCHRAE 7 4 1) AT AR
Xof 17 B 17T SEBR R A A A ) EE S B 2 H B,
EZAP WNE|S: N S L N KSR | F DO RN
] AT SRR, H AT R 2 H bt R4 1
LR D RORIE T IR AL 2 ) TR 2 H AR,
ZIRARAL ShAEAL 7] R AT B 7 A — AN EE BB
FHITIA.

3) FEVRFE SR )N GR Bk 7. B AR i )
s AR TR (K )| 25k 22 K B REINFORCE. DQN 25:4%
RN, BA R SCRAG WSS SR 6hiG, anfar
PR ZEL A0 A i) 30 P 1B o v R R A 2
WAFER R — MR RTFELE ERAMARE.

4) fJ&, qode R IR TR B s AL 2 ST A
A T7 R g e TR SR r A 2 VA AL A i) s 2
R A SR 1 B (R AL 5 ).
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