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Abstract TSP is a classic NP-hard combinatorial optimization problem in operations research,aimed at the shortest possible cy-
cle that visits each city exactly once from the origin point and returns back. For solving TSP, this paper presents a hybrid deep re-
inforcement learning approach(2+ HRL) based on a pointer network,integrating graph attention mechanisms and the 2-opt heu-
ristic. Specifically, graph attention networks(GATs) capture both local and global structural information of cities, while bidirec-
tional LSTMs dynamically encode path dependencies for context-aware state representation. During training stage, the 2-opt strat-
egy iteratively improves paths by local edge swaps to enhance solution quality. The policy gradient optimization via the REIN-
FORCE algorithm is combined with an entropy reward function to avoid local optima,while a value network enhances parameter
estimation accuracy. Experimental results show that 2+ HRL algorithm performs better than traditional heuristics and exact algo-
rithms,and it has faster computational speed and higher precision if limited with fewer training iterations,and its performance ex-

ceeds other deep reinforcement learning approaches as training progresses increment.

Keywords Graph attention network, Traveling salesman problem,Deep reinforcement learning,2-opt, Combinatorial optimization
| Bl LKH B EP k-optt (BELIR J 50T 45, 76 55 B i) Py /]
5

VLA 3 T 42 32 04 Ak (ELHC P REARRSE T 0 46 Ak O 5 B A SR 3B e

BEAT 85 % ) (TSP SRR BN 285 B ARl — WO (. ORI T H A EE Ay e iaE . B2 hm T

I 5 B 0 B A% . 7 4 R BR TSP [ Ao kil
GE (1aw o)) BOABER LUSCAL (o, vy OB R4 1 L B S 50
B 4 R T IBEAR S= (s, w5 e vse, ) MBS R HO
BERSE . || si—s, | 3es Sy, FK S HE 35 )0 TSP ) B
RIS

min L(S)= | s, —ss. Hz{zll Ise —se. I 158

LA N2 X TSP 4 R ) SR 8 7 i . ke
T T B4 h 0 0 B0 R R B vk . R W B MR W1 Con-
corde SRR AE/NHLAE TSP 181 1 26 B0 5 L 6 K R
N RERN o K DL L R B v I AR

W AFER - {5 (fanjing@sspu. edu. cn)

TSP [ ) NP e R . 1% G807 B 70 R A I UL 52 5 Ik, 7 5
FRF ) 2 5 B A X LA A

T AR B G H m T i S GE., H2, BT
1985 4 Hopfield 55" i % 12 I 4 28 9 45 5K fg TSP [n] B2, 0
W R, A Ok L 2 ST B Ak 27 2T B K R O i ke TSP
[ia) 250 i P T SR B T LA TE A T LT AR e O Y oA L
T AU A B PR AR . R L ET MBS iRk
DA RARE 2 A 0B B R 5l AT A sh 2 AL e R
)2 XA A RAL R B, Vinyals 7 8 T 5 F B %S
BRI LR T R A e i RS T T LB/ EL5 H

250200121-1



Com puter Science TTHHLEIS  Vol. 52,No. 11A,Nov. 2025

B3R . Nowak S50 3 F R 4 4 0 4% (14 W B 2 S) HE 28, 5
S HAY R W R AT R . Bello 401 5R H 3 F o fb 22 > /Y 5 3%,
I AT 55 B 00 58 T 2] SR R R L SR T X A A R 4R
By § M, Khalil 48007 45 & & 5 BUR 45 o 4k 2
2 B — R 4 TSP SR iy vk L a2 20 B R R R
4 SR G AR P 3 TH SR AR 3R . Kool 21 FI) I 78 1 LA
T —# 3 F Transformer R A, 38 5 T 5k 4b B &2 74 1A
L5 1) B 8 77 . Joshi 5120 3% T 181 35 B 45 (4 455 2L OK: fit
P AT 7 ) R AR 7 vk VB R 3B 11 Tl T AR TR 0 5 i+ 4 1
32 BR LA B R4S e ok (9 T B TR AR S T Bk . R
X6 Ty ik A SR TR AL AR RN B AR A N AR T B 3 R (R AR
WRAF AT P B A R BR T

N TR & R I IR AR R [ 2 )
SEMS T . AN, Wu 25090 25 5 Transformer 42449 71 & 1
BTGl 2-opt Tk EAT Y A A8 4 o {0 1 A A i A PR
il T HY R . Deudon % MUkt 28 41 A g p AL ALY 9 AE
HERLBY BN 2-opt 2 AE LR f# 09 i & . Da Costa 507 R
T EEBRME (GCND R4 i 5 B, Ak i Ay B
ML, SR, GCON 4 3% 35 /8 J1 A BR , Al RE JC B 75 43 4l 42 r
R

PRIt o i — 25 98 SR gt A SR RIS R 1) 19 38 N L F R S
T A AME P XA RS B S A g R R — AT B
SRR IE R 1) . ARSCHE X AT IR R IR T — R TR
o B AR UR BT i Ak 2 ) B kLl it GAT K TE & 7 W 4% 2 L
BT AR B A AR AT M 4R T S kB, IR i 2-opt B
i AL AR 1 P AR R A AF S AR BUR I SR 3y
R0 R A S O A

2 k-opt BRXNE*

k-opt J&—F I 09 Jmy BB 48 R ST, W I T K i TSP 4
HAERAL IR, Sl B B YT AR ik 453, IR LUAR TR D7
AH AR B IR R B R . AESEBR N H PR Y
B @ % 0 2 8 3, B) 2-opt A 3-opt %,

Sui A5 3-opt @l A TR BE 3K 2 3T RURRAE I ) R 4
DAAR TSR A TSP [l B 203, SR, 3k 0 Uddin 265070 fiF it
3-opt WITEE 2Bk, JUHAE KB R, &4 G ot
ZSHGE TR R AR . FHELZ T, 2-opt BT AURS B MG 4% 301 i
FTE T4 45  THIA B A B AR, T 3@ 5 RO [ R0 g 7 e
AT AT R

1E 2-opt Tk B — DU RS, = (51080500 55,)
% A T 1) 38T — IR O R [ AU B A B, 2
TE Y HT AR Rk BE T AR AN AR AR A0 Csi o D) AN Csj o500 G
J) BRI SR AL BRI IERE (i v s ) T Csiy o) TE BT 428
S =81 s 58085815 a8ty 08015 a8,) JLE 1D, BERK
AR AL AM E LH .

AM= |l si—si o+ I s;—si0 o=l si—s; 1. —

I s —s0 |l &)

#r AM>>0, BB pg A2 4 B T 5 AR K BE L Al 2-opt
PRV HAR M7 2 AM <0, WA h 2-opt $#AE 8 “ R AR
M7, HEAT BRI B AR B ETE 4R BT A
ek Ay k.

Wi : il jytl

(a)
WAFT: df, e il 4]
(b)
B 1 (b)) BEAT 2-opt BT B4R
Fig. 1 (b) is the path after performing 2-opt form (a)

JRAE 2-opt B 7E B 5 Al 1 BT A L A Ak SR A A D R OR] A
BAEL RS T R4 BT AR G B AR R A i
H T e R AR AR AT B BR A A SO HLER 2 T S 2-opt S
G PR — R TR AL S AR R SR TSP m R A

3 TSP E#E i

H TSP Ja) A A5 A b /R 7T 3% pe 3R o 72 (MDP) , i SOIR 28
S.EIE AVIRZSHERS B R B R A4 408 7~ 2, Wang 50
TIE W 2 B R 4 TR R AT B BT I S T I 2% 2 T A 32 B
A BV SGH B e SO e KA K I m . S8 B iR
N RE S E LRSS S, L e 1 YR,
S Ay 17 s g A P i S RS L B

S, = min )L(S)

Xt TSP Al RE S 54 S S8,

DBIE A LA LA HPA LA S5 E 2-opt B
A SR S, B 1 H A 2-opt B BN BB GL )
25,

2) Pl BRBUR, 5E K S ATRES S AT R A JF R4S
B BB L B R, = L(S,") —L(S,.), Hrf,L(S,)H &
BHEIRTE 2 ¢ R R B 0 RS B AR . MR, A Fur A R 2 A
E.RZRER R,

VIR R BT o 5 % 5 oR B {E A T, 0 B 3 g
P EPRES K Y FORE S5 2 MR AT AT B 3h .

DRI EHE X HG, = S AR, Fm M i

W IR H BRI A 2D T 04 23T R g, Horb A (AR AT
AR T RACRAEMS (]2 ¢ 345 1 R 22 )

4 BUFIHEZE

AR S SR AR 2 20 Sk L 0t BTl o B, RAY
T 25 8 000 BB e i, 8 T 30 2 5 S AR R 7 AR K B i
AR G OV S A Ak Y B A8 B L TR Ak 2 30 S T LAAR A
T2 B 4 Jol 1 3 B T ) i O A R A B A

ARCFEFIE WG B AT WL K17 3h F BB 4 -
fE RS A AY L 0 2+ HRL. AR SCEEASE AR 43 Sk 5358 43 - 5 s
Do 25 FPEH 0 2 (UL 1L 2) . SR 0 2K 45 32 2 HiDIR S S R Y
SRR T A B SR W CA LS (DL 4.3, 2 719, 8%
J& HEAT 2-opt B BN, M A B — BT M R B 42 S, . BRAN I 45
LT AR BT L B R 2SS, R R S 0 (A 3V, (8) (L
44 DRI Y AT BRI . IR IR AR L S L R T
T R I I 2 R VAR I 4 O S5

250200121-2



SR FIHEE 2-opt BRI 5 TR % TSP A

BNE l

1o

» GAT [—» LSTM

Gt B

ﬁiuhf’c)i—

|
et

g H 2-opt w

SR ws f AL 2

NE

GAT |—» LSTM

A 4

Gt B

o 4*\ '

FH AR

e V, }—»[Mfsfr

PR 2

P 2 AR R

Fig. 2 Overall architecture of the model

4.1 HmAR

FEREY i AR 1 X ) 16 BE ML AR S, E AT AL B,
T A bR I i A BRERE B N x) =W, x, +b, W, R b, 45 K
W S R, HW, € R, b, € R, K5 H 34T 2575 8
s S s KR Ee, = | si—s, || .. HERIAIARCEE
F Xt Fx TSP ] B, BF A5 H A BB BB B B 2 200 R S 0 I
R B P AR R R P R R L AT X R0 — kA B 3
BAKN.

3

|
B

4.2 BEESIME(GAT)

A SCER X TSP ]8R B 8 M4 (GAT) (ILE 3),
AR SEAR R 0 B AR 1 SURRAE A28 1 A R AR
R PAE . SR R IR A5 04 [ 3 0 AN 3 e 157 4%
TG AR AR R L

AR SR VA — Ak 5 1 2 ML R AT A B DA 3R
FRER MBI ZGHR SN, Rk, B2 o8008

K= LayerNorm(softmax(W,x; +b,)) 4)
Ho,w, € RO AE FEFF . b, € R N I B I, LayerNorm
HEHE—1k.

WA 3 FrR e GAT 454 & LTy 5%&5_3‘;%@?@%
SR EY SBARRE M 4ERE . B0, X T A 20 AN A
TSP SEGIT 5 55 ¢ )21 5 A Arx B S 20 X 20 E‘J%Eﬁiﬁc
SRJE BT softmax PRETH B0 46 1 & 4340 I R H —

HEATPREAL . TEARMSTE R )Jﬁ;&KF FIH 4 & A Xm) =
xi XK 5 & s i 17 F7 1 o B, mi ARALAT DL B A
BEt . g s T 5 HALY EE@%%%&E@E%H&@@N%
S B 1 SR RE

WEBAKF Linear

LayerNorm

= 141
Lincar f,

RN A €; —

B3 GAT W44k #
Fig.3 Architecture of GAT network

AR SO A 2 R AR A A B A 3T 5 B AT s P AR T Y

FRAE . BRERAEM TR N .
m™' =ml+ReLu( 2 e; Wim!+b.)) (5)
JENG
Ho Wl e R, bl € RY W, FlIbL 43 W & 1 )2 W RBUER Fl R &

NG FRY i ABEET A ey MO FRIT— 1k 5 A RK G
B ES, ReLu Ry & P80 0 bR B, FH 51 AR PENLH . BY T4
B T AT % A B RN R IE 4 G 1 A R ) 3 A R

Xt L 2% BUZ b B S A9 8 5 AU i i — % Mz
S VE & S LA (Multi-Head Attention, MHA) , 54 58 45 50 i) 45
IESRHLEE )y . MBI E S 2 A Sk, BA Sk B
TR (R TR S 43 TF A R H] 9 1 B 1A . MHA (3

It =§:1R6Lu(je%’)e,, (Wrm

Forf e 3T H] A BR IR BE B WE € RONALE b € R
QR MHA ity kK, H& MHHZ = fIkFREGAT
MERA RN o 8 B 1 S MHA BEAT45 5 nT RUA
TR R TR e 48 S T R DAY SC FLAR T R IR /AR R
BeAh 8 2 37472 2 04 7 2, 16 AT LR AL A 5 R R A

fE

Lbh)) (6)

4.3 REEMZ
4.3.1 R E

RHFRFIRE S T 8T 5 A SCR A LSTM M 45,
% S BB 4 X AR TSP [n) &, B TSP &k JG 1 58 4
W0 L AE W) AR ) S LSTMOILE 4)

N TR z; L

Bl 4 W LSTM fi m
Fig. 4 Simplified diagram of bidirectional LSTM

] 4 i T AL AN 3 4T SR SR R R, o, 2
AT AR A TR by R R, 43 5% R IE 1 R ) LSTM A 4
W BROHCIRZS . TE R LSTM M 81 9 FF Ufs 1) 45 5 b B 45 4 %
TRZ A R BRI Ak, 5 ST LSTM ) AR 31 4 4% 52 %)

It b B, 2 R K IR 2, o 33 o L ] 35 ) o /B R R
S B RT3 U5 B0 A B0 T L DA 30 T A 4 A

>
3

R

250200121-3



Com puter Science TTHHLEIS  Vol. 52,No. 11A,Nov. 2025

AT 4843t — > B 4 T £ 91 268

B 5 /R T IEm LSTM F1& 1n) LSTM [ #4072, DL AS
DA TE 1) LSTM SR 1), 47 5 B 20k A 36 735 2 5 i — 210 0 I 3k
AR A BB DI E % E RO, R A
I 5 A 7 15 SR A B ) A IR S L £ R R
g0 R A b AT TR A A, AR S e b —
A F i 25 6 BROR 25 sy A5 BT 55 0 A 265 Z, ki A 5
B 18 1T R TR A 3k S £ L R T B B HOR 7S e L O B

FOMHT A 40 RS ¢ 7R A
1T TSP [ f51 o 45 2 — 2 BR % , A M 76 2 > 5 5 B 4%

hyhyeh, |
/ )
- i
R > > I,
N
Z 3 o
AP
#x11 (B # G
[ 5
Fig. 5
4.3.2 RwmmE

R0 H Fp S 2% S — AL Wy (A | S D, RITE 45
RS M OLT L b RE S I/ AR K RE A 7Y A 40 IE B A
BR, HiERmT.

x (A1) = 1P (A A-,.S])

K OFRELEIRE S RSHEA - WATIR T . ¥ A
BAITCRA MARMRIER . HPA MR FIfEA BRI
D EALGKRRCEREI S0 MG SE., FEH 2-
opt, WOk & BEE N 2,

R EBATCRA B SRR, TR SR BT
G TR T AL R A ) & g,

q;, =tanh((W,q,—, +b,)+W,0,_,+b,)) (10)
Hep,b,.b, ER b, b, € R, I H .o, W 1R (oo N3 5153

9)

11
Ul ———=——= ) TR D h N
i ( ﬁﬁ)rhﬁﬁ’rﬂ%ﬂﬁuﬂ: i q: PR {E q0 A
g =W.h,+b, || Weh,” +bs +max(Z, .Z,.-++.Z,) (11)
H W Wy € RT3 bs by € RY smax(Zy 2 Zy o+ Z,) 12 24

RARAS S A9 A5 A 7R 1 B K b A 45
TR0 30 3 A R AR R o, RIS ) 1) 4 g, I T Y 5 7E B
2 ) A R AT DA SE BN S A e B LA L B
v'tanh(Ko, +Qq;), j>A
—oo, H A
Hip . KMQ HEENEK.K.QER sy —A k. vE
RYGA R E—B R, &8 j>A YA %

12>

u; =

FEon I T ORI 1) AR IR 1) S 4SS G W B B 43 ) 15 R I
A ) A Bt AL 08
(hy+¢0) =LSTM(Z, .0)

- _ - (7)
(h,i15¢,01)=LSTM(Z, ,0)

HE 4 1E 57 1) B 1 S B AR R A S — A 3l T
TR

0, =tanh((W,h, +b,)+(W,h, +b,)) )
Hop W, W, €ER b, b, € RY . 5 i 4 IF 1] B HCIR 7S By, R
S ) B HEAR 25, HE T 8 IR 1 5 TSP B AR e (kR h, —
h,+h,.

€
|/
s
/3‘
~

e

A
A

PP

CprCyrroinCy ‘
i .
< <

v
h,h, ...,

s (D

48 i B AT

(.

IE[ LSTM K (), n] LSTM Kl (£
Forward LSTM diagram(left) ,backward LSTM diagram(right)

B S AL TR — AT HA 25 . SRR A DU IE T
TEBE 0 2t B i R I 203 . TR B A AT LA sk e A il
EONSRE R il el I & R s 0K TR R (e P W G &)
B A HE R A A

po(A; 1A=, S) = softmax(Ctanh(u')) (13)
Ho w35 S0 A i S8 C T e BRI —C,
CZZ 1], W B0 14 S o 2 A B0 910 Bl A5 80 ik 6% 72 /N 3
e 25 18] Hh 7o 20 b 330 A 9 B R L B 0, AR U AR R A A (B 4
B AN 30T R AT 2-opt B8,

4.4 TEM M

PR I 46 55 9 W I 2% 4l FH AR IR) 09 2 % 45 45 A, ¥ 0
GAT M4 4R B SRR AE , IF 6 I XUm LSTM 3 3 4 1y 1 8%
rFER, FENXIET MM GAT W% 4 A 12
I S e R AR S AR Y ATR A S,

PR 45 00 B bR 20 S BOR S AT M AR . A
MHPRAS S T O ASS B 2 Rk, FlR', L DL BOR S
S BT SR ARRZ, KITFARE W MEM T, HEFRRE
T R A R, S e T R A BB s R O A AR AR AT L T T
A DU B A S R R R . AT S S R BT
P 245 i A% 4 1 3 A7 224 WIBR A  RG  3%  HL  £, M TG B B 48 AR
FWT B AR AL ). H R

V,($)=W,ReLUW. (%;2'12, th)FboFh Qb
Hr,w. eR” W, eR" ,b. €R?,b, ER,h, =W,h, +b, |

d
Weh',+by HW, W, ERZ ™,

250200121-4



SR FIHEE 2-opt BRI 5 TR % TSP A

5 REEHEEMA

TE 3R W& B BE A b i 72 b AR CR A REINFORCE 8 3%
BERA S LB HFREEHN J(O=Es-s[J(01$)], #17
BRI G .58 A5) .

1

Vol ()=~ B

%[2 ngvolog 7 (AL S (Gl —V,(S!)]
(15)
Horbt (R 3 BEGE XM AD — G —V, (S0, 425 52 B B Jib
G SR ATV, (S B2 5 1T 5 5t 44 3 56 0 50K 7
AL 2 5 Vo log ) A | 1) o 566 W 10 ok M50 B6 JEE L phe 72 S0 W 5
B0 1T T 1
1 55 15 W Bl T2 T 25 5 414 G A R — e
S VS 7 P o R 0 4 5 59— R Sk
IR S5 45 0 9 2 0 B B AR SRR A AL A R e
3586 i L % SC T A B B B R R

B T—1 —
H(()):—LZ 2 E, [logm, (+ 8] (16)
B,=1 =0 ™

5 P90 2 il oA 5 AT LA 38 o S s 1) A Al E 5 DT 22 1
Z IS AT LAB 1k A B S 8L O 5 S R FR 2 AL P RE

DAY 190 245 2 B K I 8] ¢ JF 4 3 45 SR A9 8L T84 G
SR S B (8 B R 22 5907 1 2

%%[é T:il lG—v, (s | 2] an
[l i, 550 245 0, ¢ it 5 ADAM P46 25 58 37
0.6=ADAM(a.— (V,J (0) +YH (0)) .UL($)) (18)

Hodr o (022 R Y B U B A3 505 0040 3 185 5 il ok B0

FEN M2 280 AL T . ADAM BA I & 08k B 5 i) B

o AW I 45 5 HE R K AR [ T LA VLS (0) +YH (0) B,

W IR BE 5 1] B3 5 1 UL () A 3R AH pR A0 46 B2 FH T 5

IMEIR 25 L B DUR TR BT HUA

L(¢p)=

6 SKIWFLER

A SO TR J% S8 3 ] Python 4% 5 L i i (9 TSP %% 4%
%5 Joshi %, Da Costa HW — B, BN HWELE T
10000 A>3, Sy 7 8 2 L, o £ 45 20,50 F1 100 A4~ 3% 7 55
S BCHE B 4 WIACAE TSP20, TSP50 Hil TSP100, 76 5 #4 §)I
SRR b o T R0 A bR R RR ) 7E B 07 G R [0, 1]°
Z I,

6.1 SHIEE

=T BB R A B CERMNEM . CHEY
Wi BAEAL P S R AR, T EASTTIME 7 ¥ KES
B0 0k 5 B HEAT 40T

Prn 7 X T P AR K A R 5 G TR RR . A B IR
(B ASASURT LS A5 YA S0 3 B 5 e AR50 R A8 g AU A 3 R
MR PR SE K. A SCHET A F A BOR [ E J& 4 L AT 1Y
WS B (UL 6) . 24 A 0.8 & 0. 93 I, 30 BRI i 22 4%
G B B T B 3. A 8 0. 88 . B
RIRZERE R AN G B i /N, R IRETE, R
0.594, PRI, ASCH A Bl 0. 88,

BNl B v, 2 3] 3 o 52 Il 2 0 W50 S5 R A 5 1k

WHEAEMN « (AN TR EXTEE, & o WK W%
o BB RN SGH S e A e A A RN E s H o /N W)
% o A B AR AE A O TP AR A I o 72 L (H 2 5 BoRE AU
SCHEBE 2B 0. 88, PR 5T R o B IR HEAT W BUR
BEMRTE . Wl 7 TR e 0,000 3 B, ) 1 e S s AR PR
EA R REE PR P 4R M550 0,000 1 1, 4
Byrh iRz 8Ok, R el ghd B P sh R . L AR SOF
a BN 0.0003,

SR /%
5 8 B

-
S

o o

B 6 ANTA] A sk i

Fig. 6 Convergence speed with different A values

— 0001

— 00001
— 00005
— 00007

=< 0.0003

<

w

&

N

®

0 3 6 9 12 15 18

B 7 AT o WS
Fig. 7 Convergence speed with different a values
Zo b AT 400 VR A 43 A i FE AR T S AR P L 5 SO
AfkgEmg 1o,

*1 ok

Table 1 Parameter settings
S ¥ 4 A
HAnEF 2 0.88
F3] % a 0.0003
EHRAANEY 0.0045
EHAANEU 0.5
REY ZHAH 0.9
# 9K K /N batch_size 512
F3FEFHA K 0.98
T EMELIMSHC 10

6.2 WEEE &

ET X B PG 42 TSP20, 32 17 42 3C Y 2+ HRL B A J2 GCN
FERILD S L B AR e 22 R (L 8) . MRIE BT 8 By HT R I #E Ul
e .2+ HRL BB 4T GON BEAY ) ) 0 22 /s, FLAE
S SRR R S, T IR AR BRI I iR 22, X R B
24 HRL A58 8 i 1% 07 3R 5k o 6 1) TSP [ 3110 B A0 4%

£ %F ¥ 4fE S TSP20, TSP50 #1 TSP100, 35 17 2+ HRL £
AL 255 200 EMRINZREE R LE 9. WE 9 TRLFE H .2+
HRL #5 % fig % 76 Y1l 25 b 22 b M o/ 32 22 . % T 4048 4k
TSP20, ¥ b iR 22 8¢/, B 22 76 1 1 3l T R -l T 4
IR E 0. 029 % YN RiR 2. XFEYITEL I /N TSP
] AR, 2+ HRL A5 70 58 6% DL BE /0 ) I 25 e v B s il 80 &8 v

250200121-5



Computer Science T HLE

Vol. 52,No. 11A, Nov. 2025

. X TR S TSP50, HW BA 15 22 5 A T W BE AR X
e, HAE YRt B rh i sl ik, (R S & AE 200 Wik AT I
S 2. ATV /NI 2R IR 2% . Xt ARG 5 TSP100, #1 45 i%
P50 84. 209 % A 200 YK IURTIR 22 2 4. 897 %, I 4Rt 72
LY

\ —-- GCN
100 \ — Ours
80 1

60 \

W2 mE /%

40 1

20 N
b\.\

8 Il S it A5 iy 400 O 22 X b

Fig. 8 Comparison of early-stage path deviation during training
— TSP20
80 — TSP50

— TSP100

60

40

BRRE %

20

0 25 50 75 00 125 150 175 200

KHK

B9 BRI ZRiR 22
Fig. 9 Training errors of the model
6.3 HRLNIG
% GAT BEE M 2+ HRL #58 fofi] B , 32
FHE GAT BH A A . S5

A7 I8 Bl S8,
ZE RN 10 FiR .

— TSP20
300 — TSP50
— TSP100

250

200

150

BRRE/%

100

50

0 25 50 75 100 125

KH

150 175 200

B10 MR GAT #Ege iyl Z5ist 2
Fig. 10 Training errors after ablation of GAT

LA 9 5 10 B 40HE, 7T LA 1 % GAT A58 B
Je BB P AR I SRR 25 AR AR AR K . Xt F BG4 TSP20, #: &
Tok WS TSP ) A 0 A% . X 7840 Ui GAT REHie W]
T 2 HRL B i pE B

B A A 2 L 2+ HRL A8 28y Bl ik 2 A #5080, B 2-opt

PR 51 B 4% U0 A6 0 46 % LA SE PR Y R TR T e A A B
I 2-opt MEH L — € BE 4R THE B A PR RE
6.4 MEBEXTLL

TS ARSCHIEAT T 105 Wi, USRS TEAE B D AR BT

2+ HRL # R A g v, B 11 BR TH I E 38 2+
HRL ##F1 GCN #5 A1 [ A F [7] — TSP20 %35 4 W i J5 14
b=

BRRE/%
8

PE
11 s A 1 22 43 L
Percentage deviation of test paths

MR 11 AT LU H PR 22 06 B KM 25 5, 7658 43 Ik
WA, 2+ HRL L8 A B0 5% 22 2 0. 00 %6, 1T GCN A% 7 1y
UM 224 1. 62%  FE4S 89wl i i, 2+ HRL 45 A i) 351 )
WA 1,14 %, GON LRI B R 22 4 0. 00% . M 25
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Table 2 Data of 105 test runs

Fig. 11

A REFE KE WA/ 0| BE O R2E O RE WHA/X
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Fig. 12 Box plot of test data
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Table 3 Data comparison with traditional algorithms
W TSP20 TSP50 TSP100

HRKE wBE/% it 18] HRKE wE/% it 8] HEKE wE/% Bt [8]

Concordel ! 3.84 0. 00 1 min 5.700 0. 00 2 min 7.76 0. 00 3 min

Nearest Insertion 4.33 12.91 1s 5.800 1.83 2s 9.46 21.82 6s

Random Insertion 4. 00 4. 36 0s 6. 780 19.03 ls 8.52 9.69 3s

Farthest Insertion 3.93 2.36 1s 6.010 5.53 2s 8.35 7.59 7s
2+ HRL{500} 3. 84 0.00 5 min 5.729 0.52 4 min 7.86 1.32 10 min
2+HRL{1000} 3. 84 0.00 8 min 5.723 0.41 7 min 7.81 0. 66 14 min
2+HRL{2000} 3.84 0.00 12 min 5.700 0.01 12 min 7.80 0.61 16 min

ER RN R S PTNN ( b  (VAE 2R R/ S g i LI oI =)
BRERME . TERH AVFIEE A, W5 58 LA, 2+ HRL
FERIAE TSP20 ¥4 56 b e W% 2 %1% 25, 78 TSP50 # i %
- BERAS MR 0. 520 My IR 22 . L B T n B ) 25 4, 2+ HRL
HERIAE TSP50 048 4 LG iR 22 P 2 0. 01% . 78 TSP100 %1
IRAEPRBITIREREE 0.61%.

Ji— 71,38 4T 2+ HRL A1 5 3 45 5 4k 2 > 55k, ok
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opt WHRIH R BRI/ WM R, MWK 4 AT LIFE WL, 0 |22 50h
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Table 4 Datacomparison with reinforcement learning methods
wn %m0 TSP20 TSP50 TSP100

’ Bk E BE/Y i JA] BRKE BE/Y i JA] mARKE BE/N #} [7]

OR-Toolst19] S 3.85 0.37 1 min 5. 80 1.83 5 min 7.99 2. 90 -
GCN(Joshi[12] SL.B 3.86 0. 60 6s 5. 87 3.10 55 7.92 2.11 10 min
GCN{500}[15] RL 3.84 0.01 5 min 5.72 0.36 7 min 7.91 1.84 10 min
GCN{1000}L15] RL 3.84 0.00 10 min 5.71 0.21 13 min 7.86 1.26 21 min
GCN{2000}L15] RL 3. 84 0. 00 15 min 5.70 0.12 29 min 7.83 0.87 41 min

GATLI] RL.T 3.85 0.42 4 min 5.85 2,77 26 min 8.17 5.21 3h

Szl RL 3.89 1.42 — 5.99 5.16 — 8.31 7.03 -
24+ HRL{500} RL 3.84 0.00 5min 5.729 0.52 4 min 7.86 1.32 10 min
2+HRL{1000} RL 3.84 0.00 8 min 5.723 0.41 7 min 7.81 0.66 14 min
2+ HRL{2000} RL 3. 84 0. 00 12 min 5.700 0.01 12 min 7.80 0.61 16 min
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