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ABSTRACT

Combinatorial optimization (CO) is the fundamental problem at the intersection
of computer science, operations research, and applied math. The permutation-based
combinatorial optimization studied in this thesis is the superset of real-world problems
including matching, ranking, routing, etc. Seeing the recent ground-breaking achieve-
ments of machine learning (especially deep learning), and being aware of the values of
CO in its scientific and engineering applications, applying machine learning to tackle
CO has become a trending research topic. Within the scope of permutation-based CO,
this thesis focuses on and extends two mainstream methodologies: 1) pure machine
learning solvers, and 2) machine learning fused with traditional solvers. Besides, the
author designs and implements open-source repositories for scientific research and other
downstream applications. The contributions of this thesis are summarized as follows.

Firstly, this thesis studies the theoretical insights for designing neural networks, and
tailors three pure machine learning solvers for three permutation-based CO problems in-
cluding graph matching, quadratic assignment, and cardinality-constrained combinato-
rial optimization problems. The output of the neural network meets certain permutation
constraints. These pure machine learning solvers accept problem inputs in math form,
then transform them into equivalent graph structures. Features are further extracted by
graph neural networks, followed by a differentiable layer (e.g. a Sinkhorn layer) to en-
force the constraints. Experiment results show the wide applicability and flexibility of
neural network solvers, surpassing traditional solvers in terms of efficiency and/or effi-
cacy in pure optimization tasks. This thesis concludes the following advantages of pure
machine learning solvers over traditional solvers: 1) The data-driven manner of ma-
chine learning mitigates the requirement of in-depth math knowledge, allowing easier
and more flexible solver design; 2) Compared to traditional solvers which are mostly
CPU-based, neural networks are more friendly to GPUs, leading to higher efficiency
by exploiting the power of GPUs; 3) Compared to traditional solvers which are usually
non-differentiable, the natural differentiability of neural networks allows joint end-to-
end learning of predictor networks and solver networks, enabling important applications
such as optimization with noises and decision-making under uncertainty.

Secondly, this thesis studies the paradigms to fuse machine learning with tradi-
tional solvers, taking the best of the two worlds offered by neural networks’ high effi-
ciency and traditional solvers’ strong prior knowledge. There are three unique properties
of fused solvers compared to pure machine learning solvers: 1) The fused solvers are
more specialized, meaning that more domain knowledge is required when designing a

fusion paradigm of neural networks and traditional solvers; 2) The fused solvers are
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more reliable because the traditional algorithm can ensure the worst-case performance
thus being robust to issues such as network degeneration; 3) The neural networks are
easier to learn in those fused solvers because the neural networks can focus on learn-
ing simplified subproblems. Technically, this thesis designs three fusion paradigms, by
exploiting different natures of different problems. The first paradigm guides the tradi-
tional A* solver by machine learning to solve the graph edit distance problem, and the
experiment shows a significant reduction in the computational cost, with a negligible
loss in accuracy. The second paradigm develops an unsupervised deep graph matching
learning pipeline by guiding the neural network with traditional graph matching solvers.
The experiment shows that the unsupervised model is comparative to supervised state-
of-the-arts on smaller-scaled datasets, and the unsupervised model could serve as an
initialization and improve supervised finetuning on larger-scaled datasets. Thirdly, a
bi-level fusion framework is developed for general permutation-based CO problems.
Experiment results show the effectiveness and the fused solvers are superior to stand-
alone reinforcement learning or heuristic solvers.

Finally, this thesis presents open-source frameworks and systems for permutation-
based CO (especially graph matching and quadratic assignment). The open-source
projects are meant to further facilitate future research, and simplify the deployment and
application of those novel solvers. Specifically, a general graph matching library named
pyegmtools is developed, equipping a universal API with the support of linear matching,
two-graph matching, multi-graph matching, and neural graph matching. pygmtools also
supports the deployment of the aforementioned solvers across different platforms and
devices. Additionally, a deep learning system tailored for scientific research on graph
matching and quadratic assignment named ThinkMatch is developed. It covers the state-
of-the-art research progress and offers 8 novel neural networks with training/testing
protocols on 5 benchmark datasets. ThinkMatch has a flexible configuration system
and full-featured utilities. Besides, graph matching functionalities are developed for
the deep learning framework named Jittor whereby both traditional solvers and neural
network solvers are supported, and examples are released featuring typical applications.

In summary, this thesis studies machine learning methods for solving permutation-
based combinatorial optimization problems. Tailored for different problems, three pure
learning solvers are developed, and their superiorities are proved both theoretically and
empirically. This thesis also develops three paradigms fusing learning and traditional
solvers, with focuses on different aspects varying among problems. The open-source
projects summarize and distill the aforementioned methodologies. A large amount of
theoretical and empirical study shows that the methods proposed in this thesis reflect

the inherent nature of learning for CO, significantly improving the solution quality of
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learnable CO methods.

Key words: combinatorial optimization, permutation-based problem, deep learning,
graph neural networks, optimization solvers, graph matching, quadratic assignment prob-
lem, graph edit distance, cardinality constraint, Hamiltonian cycle problem, graph neu-

ral networks
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Figure 1-2  An example of a permutation-based combinatorial optimization task.
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j=1
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Figure 1-3  Summary of challenges and main contributions of this thesis.
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e Ja e HES B ZH S A A TR SR AR HESE o

2.1 HEAIRA SRR 5 ik R

AT BRI LR T WU MR GEORARRIA . BT AL ae I o7k,
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B A R GERIR Y2 T KA | [16,82-83] [54] [72,

]

JHRI LI B BEAT 2SS, 5 A SCHRL B M i O AT AN ST . AR
50 PO TR LR~ 5 A SR i R e e Ui — 29

2.2 HEZIRIAL A AR ity ML s R AT >R At U 2

A/NFVAVEEC . AR BB AR RN B, 23 B E R Ge iRk
P~ RIRAER R AHRS | B & ) R WF TS ot . Rpolith, HLassr > ik
HACR B T AR B AR 2- 1

2.2.1  PLpde

DESC ) Y S L A 2 TR 1) P AR R MR IR FDEAE 1955 4R34 24 A1)
Sk el . RMEFRIR S B R T RS A R — RO, BT VE
WIER AR o AR MZ I8 E B VAR R B (5 B A EBC A, A4 & DL
Fo. Kgwigiie . BRI, ASE—Bb i Bes A0 — sk . b
I R RS AT NP MESZ 251k

TEVERC MR GE TR, 5 IR S M)A NP XESZ P, Z2Rh (DR loxt
EISEFIUCHES (RD PSR ) POSEEpitfgks s, b Rl iRasl >, i
PCfic sl BpLEED T, B SRl g R, RO i
DU I EARARL e Pl DR 1 R 1 1% SR SEVETP IR T R HERIFSE . I S B B 1Y
PR JA T IR DERE 8, — 35 A U ERA S )l g fb 2] — 2 e IR itk
FPPCHGRARL L, S T AR L A SR AR DL R A T 22, AN
5 AT AR AP CD o 22 B A A BB A DT I AS (32— S B S Y )
WO, [ e — s AR B s — B D R A BB SR KR . EZ
FIERE TAE T, 8ER— PO — A IR T, 3 5 X I 7 1 S e )
ERRPED L Sy — R R T VC T BRI R AR T B R, SIAE S
(¥ ] A el DR O el DG i R T ot e A e R i O A o (&I DL i
PN ch e SR ISP el S NN R A SN U RS I S 3 I UM T L 00 S 4 W RS )
RGN, AIPASHLRARN,

AL 2T SRR DG RC 190 R0 A 32 B OR R 2 F S N B D) g
SR GeRL R 2] yEU O DL B R B 2 2 Rl Lo AR R 1) A
Bl > B B BT I RO BRI W L RCiR b E 2 i fF R, TR
JER VERCAL 555 — AR AUE S AF e 2E 7. REH ST (140 ImageNet 73284
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I RGE RS S FE HIRA A IR SRS A

S U0) AIRAS B AR AE BB AT DR S RO A BFSEEITIA, #EDTE
£55 ERmE Sl 5] ARE— 52 TR RE . I, B M 4s (CNN) 1
ZM 4% (GNN) @ IR R S R 5100 e iFge b, 1 7 25 IR IT
BCAL55 , BRI 18 T RBAE RS2 ], DARRARILEAT 55 o e e ]
SERIRHEL T A, X AR B 55 v DT A, 3 A R AR Y R
JE AP IC & R AT BN SR, XAk T T & St i s AU . AR SCHY4.3/N Y
FEO T B ARPE L2 T AR B i 753K

222 BAENE

HES BLZH A Ak P ) B AR IR AT RT AR S0 BT 3 (S0 i i [ % 1 A2 )
ATE (CAnRATRT ) o FE T, FREERIE— RIS AR E
SEAEAE DR R 7 e, FREOR B i R, Ik 2 S B i
BRI . FISIRATE A — e R B A — AR K BN 0. R
AR KBEEN 1, MR, BT 2 A0 SR 0 o] % 1) At B mT e
AFNRATE R 374 B) TR AN 0 A 1, 2 5] B2 D08 R0 a] 1% . STk
FIRaAEUSE KBtk , BARA ) Z RN 5, TRA TR M R e i A58 T
FEAHEFE -

SRR AR 1) B S M B FE RO . R B, o AREES. F
FHREBOI I SR AR IRA TR M8 AN B, 75 2R R RRIR 0 B e 4 W] 345
B HSRIFRCE . — PR R B R AR MTZ Jrid:, Ha kAT
=% Miller, Tucker. Zemlinl'"l, MTZ H¥:MI B2 AT 18 TIRITRT
RS R 1T, ER A2 BRT 1R EUAS B ) NP S 2l B2 & B A 4k
PR B IRBCR AR BRATTT I A R s X AL 2 A ok il 53—
T, BTRA TR R I N s, ARV MR RETR ORI T K Al . T
LI Concorde SRARAS ZHFST i SRR 5. Beoh, Bk R0k s
R, AT k-Opt Jeifk e i) LKH B3kU g bk . a5 Uik T
TR R R B, DASHE SR YE A B 0 3 K X R AR LA SR AR R A 7 7 1) A
g U,

TEFUA A 2 9 48 SR AR A UG TAEp, 280 TR R T H—A s ik
JE A DA e & B oo 5Tl T ER AR L T2 SR T, HLes ST SR HES
R A A IR TARD e S T e B2 ST s, ) I e 22 190 2%
FNER LRI SR AR AT R A, AR R g TAEREY ) B B T — R 5
FEBIR2E>T o SRARAEZS , H e i 5 B AR B 358 6 1l 4 ) 245 1) i AL T A R
BT QH2>] (Q-learning) fUIREFSRAL2E U, Li 2200 33 5 [ A SR AL AN
WHEZE D, YR T AR FIIHEL . Kool LUk AR SR AR I BIF 5 2

Thttps://www.math.uwaterloo.ca/tsp/concorde.html
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I RGE RS S FE HIRA A IR SRS A

H T ERAE ISR ARV LI TR SR UM 4 . BT RIS
QLB BRI T 0 A T W SR T TR« MERPR SR TAE AW oe 35, o fhviott
s b ) SO | BRI B 25 00, ke A B IR O L ORG, ax e
22 N A5 ) AR SR BT YR I Sk Z ML SRR S SR RG]t Sl i At
FI SRR R A 25 B AR 1 R B VRS TR SCHRE TRIAR SO 4.4/
JEIR T i o R A A SRR MR X L A

2.2.3  JEBZRIEILN)LS

AL (cardinality constraint) HG4LE i LIFER—HITI LA 2 17
RIS, FOBAR S 0T 12N RS R kAN n B
MBS A, SURBBFRIG kA, B2, (RO A B & EBT,
B0 (o < k. FEEC) AT VRS I AR S, BIIIE 2 S 5
M) (4 k ABOERCER ) . R EE R ) Bk L )
(HEHHESEIR 45y k AFR TP SRR ) SRS BV 4 2 )
BT GRICE S kA=A, DA RE T IR . SRR, ot
Al (submodular optimization '\ A~Se RFFAOME . I HUIBERE , VCHEfLILAL
BB 35— G PR IE R EIE, Vi SR PR T
BEOR L. UL PRI T NP AEHESIZAL A AL A O RTEE, B
DFEATDASE] (1- 1) Ml (UL MU . B, FoL 3k Rk
WK TR — RO AR

EEXEERINFT B2, APEEmTRR AR . — 2 TAEA TR T
Jr i, HOXETT R B & AR (Topk) B8k . XHHE LR T B0 5
THATFL T, X n ARSI AR e T B (1,23, )
Jen AN E IR, AR 1 AEF R, RS F A2 IR 2
BEEE. A n AT HHT S T RIS R, RNz
8 1, BORHECF GBS n, R4 U0 TS 24 A b 22
ORI PR, )7 T 0 DAJT 0 R Skl AR, 55— T DA T
B Sinkhorn FEEL THEFFIE LK. BHRAGBRIE T AL D08 T A
SEF Sinkhorn $ I T T UMY Topk BT, 1 JIF SR ) Aok
e 55— DA BRI AR AT P S (LABSEAF) , WFIR
WL B AR TSGR RE . SR IR HL , PTLAHEIF S 1 — 1
Bee, FITEABO AU IR IAE S (IO, 735h, Berthet %0 Vit T
TEHEFE RIS PRI R BEULMRRS AR BE D0 5 00316 4 M T A
it
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I RGE RS S FE HIRA A IR SRS A

2.3 HESIRIA A RAL R JRRESE

A HE B 2H A O AL TR SRVE W] 20 A 5T R 5O A0 vy 388 FH B33 AR T g
S B REYR. BARTE, AT RGEENIEE RS A — B R RE
BT AR > W SR M O A TR HESE

BT EBOR R W3z P, TR A BRI R R s v] DARE TR i 2 4k
HEF A A A M . (E2, 2. L UM FRHE , TP & — B b v —A
BN AG TR, FJFEEMTRE. BABESEZ mm % Z . BRIk
AT A R — B R S, BIAE T IBM A H) ) CPLEX SRAESR . H
Gurobi 2 ] HF %) Gurobi >R fif#50 A K B W AZ AR 24 H]IF & () COPT R fif
23 Sk ARSI (Zuse Institute Berlin) [1 Tobias Achterberg {1377
TSR RN, T CIES IR TIBOILRIR s SCIPLY], It
JEACTE T . SCIP #4 — NG ERIFFIEAL X, & H Bl RB 5o 1 R R S5 Xl
KRS -

BEXIAR SCRT 2R HES B A ek 7 8, DARIDCREC IR AN 31, H BiAE ey
THITH, Hh ZHOEME B AL C— BRI IR . 72X S A
i VRS AL S B T HoAh Oy YR DAEA T HLSE R . BN, ZAC. GM 21440
e PE e SCE I E IR, R T T 4 VUL E ) Matlab SCE
multiway &2 & PEECE KU TR B 5 TREACRD , 246 T8 T 4l & DU S v
Matlab SCH . FFEEREA S, BAR LRSS i B R IR, BT
i) Matlab #IK 2 —ANF AR M. RE, VUECH @R (461E) FFE TAE A &
J&. sEERES], PleseE ST R UCH T VERIVEE Rolinekl T Feyl 143 HIFF 5 T 4t
TR R AR (R 5 A S AT b . W8 — i IR FEIRI A, HIT
PSR RHE LA [ Br EARIR R A .

2.4 REUPGS

ARE S HE T HE LA SO SK AR J7 Ve« ML R DA ST IRAESE, Ty
PICHBEARAIE SR TR SRR FERS R, AFETHE TG IR
ARG Siblge 2 > HSRIBSE . Pldsas ) SIS ER A k. (2
RZTH, AFTHE T =R HES B G AR VUL, A o) R S 2
AT, HPhe TAHSORATIRI A IR . )5, HEPI A A UL rITE
MESR AR, AP R, e 2SN

Zhttps://www.ibm.com/products/ilog-cplex-optimization-studio/cplex-optimizer

3https://www.shanshu.ai/solver

20


https://www.ibm.com/products/ilog-cplex-optimization-studio/cplex-optimizer
https://www.shanshu.ai/solver

I RGE RS S = HEIRA A A S A Loy ) KA

B=E HIBASMILERBA RS I KR

3.1 AEslE

AUABLAS 2~ o JUHR I A M 207 TR BRI A S itk g — A~ 22 il
MRFFE 7 ). FFAAE 1985 4F, Hopfield 1 Tank g H K 90 25 (1 I 25 E 3 A0 IR
AR ARL . B R GPU B4R T, AR IR B ST BRI
K, MR W 48 T EROR R HES LA & AL Bl T — D IWF5E 07
] ANEESr AT YA A LS > SRR TR BRI B TTsik : v 1) [T DL
FBERAE, 329N AT —Fh (B5) P RIRR M2 073k s T 1) S — A ik
FEUR A, 3395/ 40 T 156 T2 I 28 1 38 ] IR FRIROR g s DARLER TR
AR SR AR R0, 3. ATTHFFE T Slimi 8 ) 28 SR ARy v 03RO I B ARIE, JF
HARIE S, WOl T I I R R 2 M 2

3.2 i ) P VERCR St e i 4 3 i

ZIPLRC (graph matching ) HYERIE P G544 Z [T SOPLHC R R o a5 |
AMLEREEST L R ATE S R P 4 (] IR o 5 FER A el DR P AR BLE pR I, (7 A
DETE o) A E RSy B ) s DU B IR R ) B S FESOAR B, ARTR A 1 2
2527 ) R RRAAE LA PRI D RE P R AR S e K, e PR A 7 YA ) A ]
b, BEIMTHEAT Al GRS SR A . A1 22 R 25 AR A A 1 T HES ) 461 25 R
T HEA T o 2 o ) HERE DI o AR R R 2 DT TR R R R ) RS T,
HEPUA R R A ST R B Tk . IR M 2] i MR Y A . LA,
[l — N2 R 45 AT DAVEE SR B 2 2R B 2 PRI B SERR S5 R HIUE T
AITIRIPEREIL TS, Fpolie S5 A GE I DL TR i R AL . AT S eI 1 IR
J& B PEBC T ¥RAEA RIS ANZE R Z [z A, DA PEREA r N AR o

3.2.1  PPCfCleib

ER— G SR A A AL L, I DR R A NP A2
PR AR 9 r ol o R A A Bl VoK AR AR B ARG i i 45 5 . %5 IR & i) — IR DLl
W, SRS ¢ G2, EIVCECEA W R, BN KSR IR )
(quadratic assignment problem, QAP),

max J(X) = vec(X) " Kvec(X), (3.1)
st Xe {0, 1} X1, =1, X1, <1,.
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I RGE RS S = HEIRA A A S A Loy ) KA

Horp X2 SR E B O/1 HEFAE 4 , Ak A “AHALBE ARG ) K € Rmmxmm
& T A EG TSR S DRI REF R .. K REZ RSN S5, —F
PR K 7R R R TR Ko = exp (W00 ) o £ 30 15 BT
FIRHIER . 24 ia = jb &), TSR DU EiR AR . AKX G |
W T n <npe

FEpHL, A G.1) BFRAE Lawler JER M K FEIR M (Lawler's QAP ¥,
YE R — M e, Bl DAV & ARk T2, i1 Koopmans-Beckmann
T — k38R M (Koopmans-Beckmann's QAP , f&j#iA KB-QAP)!'“:

J(X) = tr(X"FIXF?) + tr(K” T X). (3.2)

Hot F' e Rroxm, F2 e R J2 @, G2 X7 R IO SR B, R KP €
R A 2 3 AR LA . Koopmans-Beckmann JE 30 1] PAZ i 40 245X
i34 Lawler JEZX ) —RIG IR b4 : K = F2 @ F! 4 diag(vec(KP?)).

ek, A IFSE TAESL ST 1 e B B B AR5 B o FE X 2l R
FEEIVLEL (hypergraph matching) () LA, H ARk EGHE 95 VETK -] R
FRAE T Il o120

x* =argmax(H® 1 X@2X... ®p X) (3.3)
s.I. Xl’lz = 1’117 XTlm < lnza X = VeC(X) S {0, l}nanXl

Forbom BRI RGNS, H 205 m BRI, 08 T mh i RnH
REL o, oo (RETRERE ), R LT
HOX) i i = Y Hoi i i (3.4)
=1

Horp, @ ATDARVERAESS k 4 F ATk A ZAE (marginalization). 5K Ik
M PEANAE T AT AS: 2 Scikl 0 i 3.1 . R THR S LRI RCR, BB E
DEPiC T A4 B R (DA 3k e SR i N AR TE 0%, RV e ) Y

Wi, ZELRH R — N E NI 1. 2 BVCECH) H AR S 7 R i TR A2
ARG A R ST T PRI Z VTR YR SRR 2
NG EIR L IASE 2 (v AR 5% (br Y Ava LD BN g gt < VUM 17 L
RI7IE B SEARBUS P FVLBCAE AR, Bl R AP AL i 5 A By R EA T UL e 12
e I St 3 U 38 £ e A L UM WEO i d e = A o) s B =y U e
RS . AP
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I RGE RS S = HEIRA A A S A Loy ) KA

****************

......

uuuuuu

n i O
| |‘:/%\:f§(i3i7:)ij‘ o R EEE -l E) S
‘ ‘ - Tk

AR REL Sinkhorn LRER
AR(312) AR(E.14)

|
F b3 I
WAER WIS SWENESH g
(VGG16) :‘
|
|

= PIA-GM

> PCA-GM

Pl 3-1  foR AT it HagR A5 3 B B ik (PIA-GM. PCA-GM) #EY%,.
Figure 3-1 Overview of vanilla feed-forward methods (PIA-GM, PCA-GM) for deep
learning of graph matching.

322 wWEsEdibl

BT E—-TRoid, Atk TR BRI R 2 KITHCRNA, AT S —4
BLRE R 0] & BB BT SRR . AR AESR I DA SR (UREAR AR, 5 LS At
PR VAT 55 5 A0 M SF N I B B e 3B T8 2 s U0 A 75 0T B 31 1 1
HABR RS R . (F2, AT BT AR s (kT R R BE sy iy s 0%
BRI PTRESLZ RS R ), S-S Ee En S IR # ) IS Y VAL
iR AEHIEME . SRR TR A, R S I

N TR EIAPRAK, — SRl TAESR AT 22~ R DL EC R B R R, DATR
THARUL R B B A . R AR IR 2 52 U Y . T L3Ry
FRABE e 5. PR PRI D E M R ) ) e el R R ARMBLSE Bl 5, o 5 A DUE b
B, VS R SR BRI U AT DA I B IE R IERC R &R . fE—ERE |,
T 3 W RRAE AR (BLRE VAR SRyl 0 LIRS, A
A RT3 TR0 1 RS A AE 45 R IR U o

B AW, AETTTSIPLR B QR ST

1) s PEVCRCI S S 1 A 2P R IR DS . G B A 2%, Rl e A B
2, RSN B RURFAE ), AT DAKE ] DR C ] 8 2 1 i IR 17
A BT RRHIE R A 5 3 AR Bl O 5 A5 B, B DL A T AL S s B (]
W) RER. A, AR T AR A PR QAP K
fif o XA ARVEFE YNGR i P AL LR A A )35 S 8 B P B A,
X B AR A DT 2y > o SR FH R BE T i A R 25

2) veihm AL IR HERI B J . I HE A A, ATITRT
—FhEEXT Sinkhorn (25 U HES 4 % R AL, S AARTAMERE, AZiE T Sinkhorn 55
EAGE] TR F HAL B A ERCES 2R, 20 2R 55 i ) A LR 2%
A A RO AL S VE B B (B Y 22 57 o XM T 1) 415 AR 451 2% ek K0
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Y L g ! |
N b O\ | Trnel
PIVNG L N U R
g iy g 1] gl g
-~ = E e ! . g E L E - ) L RV L e
el e 2 | Lo - (B | = L REa =] \
N U 1| @il X 1] i : I\ B ik g _D__g| o Ly
! 1 N - IR SREER I 7" 1
o b S o) | =

| EE | | | |
HEAFIRIR AT Y E LR ! chnv i ! CrossConv: ! Gconv ! FRUE R Sinkhorn
(VGG16) |LARGT) | RS | ARET) ARXE12) ARG
£ HmitEBE Rl PN (s J
> BREHBKE | ®As2 T ____ !

Pl 3-2 ik K35 B N0 RS ST B IRt ik (IPCA-GM) #EYE.
Figure 3-2 Overview ofiterative cross-graph embedding method (IPCA-GM) for deep
learning of graph matching.

AP BRI R 1] o R AR AL — B2 P DL RC Ui e ez —, i, /e
FLP A SRR ) R 2 IR U O P R AR R e T . ST
X AREIAE S B R A BLSERY o PR PR, X2 B A AT PUIE R HES )
R BREL -

323 Rk

FEA N, A S RICRE S G = (V1.61) 5% G2 = (V5.6)
[PE%Y: i) PIA-GM (permutation loss and intra-graph affinity based graph matching
learning) , FTHEFI 2 5 A AR WL A4F FE R BRI DT RC 2= S AR5 i) PCA-GM
(permutation loss and cross-graph affinity based graph matching learning) 45
05515 18 1) A8 40 B AE Y R PR S #2845 i) IPCA-GM  (iterative permutation
loss and cross-graph affinity based graph matching learning) 5 T-HES #5126 5 % X
1) AR B A 1] DR P ) B o X B 22 ) 24 A 2R R [ P A IR AR I 5
SERRFIE . AU AR OR IR Sinkorn (928 22 A RT o i) 07 sUHIUI PEE &, W]
VFIUR R S ) A& . PIA-GM R A 1 B N RAAE SR SR 5 PCA-GM (] T
— JRBIM I LR AR, FRVPRMEE 2 B Z A% s IPCA-GM {15 [ 4%
KRBT KI3- VR 1 ETHED 0 % eR B0 & AR LLEE 27 2] J7 ¥ (PIA-GM)
S AR PUEE 2 2 I3k (PCA-GM),  [K3-2 7R | BT i85 IR AU S B AR (DL BE 2
X (IPCA-GM),

ANTER AU S T4 (ATIER) CNN W24 QAR s . —
AT RIRARES . — A RLRE R BOA B RS St A e . b 2 P i A, CNIN
M4 (ALl VGG16!' 1) $2EL RGB I - Hr A AR B, IR e 14l
ZERT R AR AE ) i . P RRRIE R —A> (BSIRIRY) TR A M8 T80T, A58
PS5 (5 B AR 1) f . AT R CNN RI28 . AR 4 . FHALLEE bR B i 4 ]
i EA s L

PEHQARTAE BRI . 5 R A B, AR5 T —4> CNN [ 28R S IR0 A
SRFE ), P OGBS A RAAE ] 2t NN it O RRAE I (feature map) |
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I RGE RS S = HEIRA A A S A Loy ) KA

SEEAE. TR I, WAE R A S Py SR IR E 1)
h{;’ = Interp(Py;, CNN(1)), (35

Hrp Interp(P,X) FCRFEE4EK & X ARMWFHER A, BT REESALE P T
WEMERR(EAS R4S . CNN(T) WAL K5 RGB B | T i AGRIRIZ M 4%,
Xof B AR 25 B ki . 22RO L) (Siamese network) FJE %, WK AR
KR I [ —~ CNN 2840 RE, 158 BGEHE S R R RS . S T R A A
CNN P28 HE I 1 SRR 45 1815 B 5 & R p s SURRIE, A CNN R [ IR BE 4
B, BEJEPHEAEAT SR & . A T SE0F ARV TR A bt e, AR SEEG:
SR JH T A ImageNet 43241510 BRI VGG16 M4 5k 321 [ 45

PN SR A . AT BB T — AR5 iR A (intra-graph node
embedding ) BiHk 5T £ AYBFSE B & TARIER , 5 B —pr 5 By s pe el 214
Eb, 765301 S5 F 15 RS # S o SR PURC 45 R0, PIA-GM I —4~%
JZRT B ABLRAY T B A S B AL R B . 1T R ALY R H 2
IR 250N EAZ L, Y S AL AR 5 DA A% i B ey
e R, TR A B 3 -

(k) _ 1 Z (k—1)
mg" =———<_—57 fmsg(hs ; )7 (363)
|(l7]) 683|j3(l‘,j)€8$ J
8 =froae (), (3.6b)
hgi{) :fupdate (mgf) ) ng() ) ) (3 6C)

Has (3.6a) RENTHENMEELTE, fing() RHAFELLERE MR GCN
LR, O Tl TR Y S AR ORI TR T e 22
R AL I R 0 BB A A Y RO — 4. 25K (3.6b)
REEA T R AERR L EH 730, B TR B EH R fuode().
THOF R fupdate(-), 233K (3.60) WA T FrAy BEHT 24 i AUFFAIES B Horfr,
Smsg()s fuode(")s fupdate(-) PTVABULTE AT S0 10 ) BEE T RGBS . AR T
7 ReLU $ih R ARG 22 W 28 R SE B fonsg (), frode () s Fupdare () F2TaT ERLFR) SR AN R
o AR HABER Y, 230 (3.6) Hi5E k & (k+1) J= GNN [ EHF (GConv):

(W = Goonv(A,, (hW¥1), i€, (3.7)

EAEE T RIRA MY AR A i A AR M Ay € {0, 1} Frsom.
W Z WA A 3.7 FEERZ, WE T —12 )2/ GNN:

{hy} = GNN(A,, {h)}), i€, (3.8)
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B 3-1 sk SR ES itk A (CrossEmb)
WAz 55 (k—1) JEEE () 8 Yo, e
1:# AU, LAt (3.12,3.14)

2 MRAR (3.12), M {hi "l Heis N
3: § « Sinkhorn(M);

4: # P ERHMETE R, WA (3.9)

5

6

: {hglf)} + CrossConv(S, {hglﬁ_l)}igul , {hé’}_l)}je%);
: {hg;)} + CrossConv(ST, {hgjfl)}jeuz, {hﬁ’f”}iem);
Sttt 4 k EASE (0 B Yieo, jeo,

b b 2t (3.5) HITRAY ONN [ 4753 PG 6 1 i

WP T P SR SR b BRI AU (cross-graph node
embedding) AENSHE— SR TH DB P MRl . BV 3- 1R 45 T 5 I3 SR A
. B AT, B T IRERA RS H S S R,
T K AR DL R DA K Sinkhorn 3E4C (300 =BG %t Sinkhorn fIERAN4H ), i
A SRR MR R AR B . T AR 3 A AR D R T S S T AN B
2RI B . SRS BIAE TR G54 G.7) I E M EEEM, K
PR M S BTV, FLARAE B 12 B T [ 3 — P A 3.

mgf) = Z Si,jfmsg-cross (hgj-il)), (3.9&)
JEV:

ngl,{) :fnode—cross (h(lllc_l) )7 (39b)

hgl:) :fupdate—cross (m(ll:) ) nglj) ) ) (3.9¢)

/ﬂ\: EP ) f msg-cross ( ) ) f node-cross ( ) ﬂ‘j ‘TE:T%HBQEHL (identical mapping) s f update-cross ( ) ﬁ%
PR ARYFRAESK 5 PF4% (concatenate), PRI A SIEHEM 4% . 5 TE—XT&]
Gl =(11,61),G% = (V2,82), 23K (3.9) w2l iyt I TH A% X RT DAZR

{hgl:Jrl) }iEVl = CTOSSCOHV(S, {h(lllf)}iévl ) {hgj)}]évz), (3103)
{0} jev, = CrossConv(8T, {h)} jevs, (i Yicw,), (3.10b)

Hrr S Bk EMATIN G2 5 ¢ Z Xt %2 Fm ST RFEFERER. M
G B G? BN R R

BACEE P MR A . ZEEE3- 1R B TR A % 1 T SE TR 2 M 4%
FRE S I DCEUE B, RS Bl Tl (B2, BE3-1MRRMEET
B HEE TR BRIR AN TE, U5E SR T AR 2 R R RS A 1 B R
VLT 32 A TT e Sl SR T AR i BRI AL, L2 IRER, AL HE— 24 HE T 6 AL
A PR AR, SR B0 TR N R O AR R S, BE:3-269 TterCrossEmb(-) B3k
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BT 3-2 AR P i .Hj: A (IterCrossEmb)

iﬁ\k CNN q:j:?ﬁ {hll ) 21 }IEUI ]6V2a LFEU\?& K
L#ﬁﬁlwmﬁ%@ \TG®
{h } < GConv| (A, {hsz ;s

1 SO Wtttk A4 0 Kk
S(O) 0711 xn2;

for k = {1..K} do
’%I’iln% JER SR /A\t (3 9)
{hll b CrossConV(S {hh } {hzj })
{hzj } « CrossConv(S* {h } {hh 13K
9:  # EI%QU\[E] TH 51’5@, Fi A (3.6)
10: {h }e GConvz(As,{hsl b
o # HE R, ”/\Ik (3.12,3.14)
2 REAR G12), M0}, {hz,}$ﬁx_ﬁﬁ;
13: S® <« Sinkhorn(M);
14: end for
Bl W AHASHE (b hSY o e,

MgE T Y '513"7\A777£El3|§]ﬁ7\A}:' (EFEENEIAZ) BTtE =

ks, SO Eepiatb 4 0 e, FiEAM SKD i SW . A
T EEERRAZ (BiEFEIT2E8T) MENmAZ (BiEH1017). HF
A RRHE ] DATHRE — AU R R (Bk551297), #EifiLd Sinkhorn 3345
B —AAFENLRE S (B 134T) . WBEYLA RS (doubly stochastic matrix) [ 5E
SCRATHL WA R 1 SR RE, 2HESHE FEfE RS, E it =t. FEHEEN
2, BRAL TR VERC RS S Bl J s B S B Bk AR . SCIRSE SRR, FiR RIS
AT ] PAE— 20 T DCBCAS RS

FOLEE B o I BRI T SR ABLAY, PN Z 8] G5 A8 R AR AL BE A B 0 2
TFE T SR A S BN . FE, BEALRFRA SN B.1) RS B AR LR A R
K b e & S hy B — A EH S RHER &, hy B —ANE
R J WRE [

O = fp(hinhy)), i€, je (3.11)

HHRIERRE MO € RUG™ 48 T BB 178 2 AR5 . ML)
I LT S 2 R 20, A T R A R B
B f() BEBE I — I (bi-linear) BREK, BJEXE N A— 8
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BORE, AR (BLEEAE R h BrA ) e R 3 R AR

h! Ah,;
M = exp (%) . (3.12)

% 1E d QERRE A, BIVie Uy, j € U, hy hy € R, A € R 485 T
ALLRE R B P AT 2% S (A TR . T J2 Sinkhorn 53 b E IR A S R
T >0, & 1—=0", A (3.12) WHFIRE St ygsn, (HE B I ZRadfe d
B AR NS BRI AR B R R AT 2 IR

Sinkhorn 4% 52 PEFRIR LSRR . 25 & /A (3.12) 152 AR RE RS
Sinkhorn [ 28 AT DASKAEXT IR . BE T AR MR et AR F) 8. Sinkhorn Bk
B2 AR T BEE A, it — B REAL ) 4 (doubly stochastic matrix ).
XLFEAILE 2 B O R HES R R RIS E . Sinkhorn W) 26 B 28 XEHF 58 HHAIESE

HA 2SI B s e U, b F— 7 MG € R Sinkhorn
BHEAFAI A H
M® —m*D o M*=D11T), (3.13a)
MY =MW’ & (11TMW)"), (3.13b)

o RFHIEPZBITRMRE, 1e R Z2—AJTHEAN 1 FIm &, Sinkhorn 5
RHBIRR R R A 5L (3.13a) ATIH—AL. PAKZAEK (3.13b) By5IH—1k.
FEAR METD R, JRATR IS B (dummy variable) , IHIR O,
FoAh 4 207 B 5 PRI T

AR A (3.13) RS, FATRARE]—WEEVIAFE. 7212
WA, AEEHURERE S SR T 4

S = Sinkhorn(M®). (3.14)

TEMRRA R, (N IR, MRETERIE S Lis ATt AR Sl M
Mgk R BB, 52 HESAERE . 7 Sinkhorn By, HAEAE M IR S HOT R R
PR R, X PIRPRE ATy R, Sinkhorn HAT5E 4 Al iy 4FE, I
PyTorch VR B4 SJHELR MY A 3ok Fahael ), s TR b o sl e i
EEESHE

HEZ-28 SRS B, AR 5t B TR BE DL FE T vk HAE AN T 55 R
EX R 2, BIHRZUAE RS, AR Tl DR S 0 46 o 2 s U 2R R . i TP A
(3.14) " firid iy Sinkhorn [ 2% BEASRHAT [ AR GOR FEAS B O REALAE I, BEAL R H

EER AR, TSN R R I A R AR (DU R, H S4B T 5
oy AL, HANGRad R A

28



I RGE RS S = HEIRA A A S A Loy ) KA

T BT AMARIRIHES 101Kk XL (permutation loss ), fEIIZRid AR, T4
EPTIN A VE RO R -5 FE DL RO A5 R ) — B

A2 SUIRHG % BRI 1 3 2] s OS2 2. IR R LS DR IC R DL A RS
TR X, BURIITSRHAE S 5 F0H X Z M5 S . 1% ek & o 44 RS 45 2k
PR, HESH 2R B B0 N SR A T AR 2 Y 32 2073

Lperm = — Z (X;jlogS;j+ (1 —X; ) log(1-S§; ;) (3.15)
iEUl,jGVZ

THEIEEA, o) — TR PSAC TAE GMNL LR T — R 11 3 s &
2% R &L (offset loss ), FESCH AR “fi#6 1525 (displacement loss) . 4533,
DA% 11 K R AR B U A PE G G 27, BT 38 T — MW & do fiAs i ok
BRI B A R 2RI ) i A 1) 55 ok B0 B2 5 AR TSR i % 1 i 9 220

di=) (Si;Po;) — P, (3.16a)
JEV2

Log=Y, \/||di—d§t\|2+8 (3.16b)
eV

Hor {P i} AP} e RS ER R 1 SE R 2 PIeRES, e WEhT
BE RS E BB I — /N R VBT EL, AR SR B9 3 5 U HES 61
BRI 5 RT DA (AR 2R A7 ity 3] iy 1] 5 1) 3 A v L2 S SRR A MR R IR IE) . SE )
RN S HEIE3-3,

Sk vk i — 2B bhe.

AAPLEAE S S SN . B I DT HD v 2 80 T8 1 e I A o
FRAR LB e AR DL B sk, A B D I R L IR A U A . X
TR ZZ W E B EILE S, AUEE B A GRS FE—A ning X ning
FTANIA R R b o BRSBTS T2 AR i, DAL DERC S,
JIEXF I ARRURE o FESRXT G, AR K5 AH (DURE AR Ir) R G 1T A AR, 2
BETWAEE: §9E, B SURASOR, AT DUREAEC]EE AR 4 0 25 18] 52 2% BE I AIG
Z oy xny (FERXTE, B0 AU FERR 25 H ning X nyng 892510 )5 H:
W, “HIERHLCERB RS REE L T HHER, W AR AR ARER H
Bty B R I BRI E BT RS R S .

Sinkhorn W #4534 B fie., {ENHE &ZFEEVCH TAE, GMNUCLRIT T Al A%
SrHIEDCEL (spectral matching, SMU1) SRARE —RIGIRIE. 52 X, AR SCRH
T Sinkhorn 45 5E B T XM TAE. ZH3C ., Sinkhorn W45 HI A LA O(niny)
A2 B, MG ICECR S A AT O(nfn3) WIS ZREE . BLAh, A6 SCu itk DUt 52
B2 UGEAA RIS, T 2 3B AR B2 Sk BE Y S ) A5 48 SR TR 52 o 5K
br b, WEVCHECEYA R TR MR E VCEC S (R FEIRIA) $2H Y, T Sinkhorn
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T8 3-3 2 T-HESTHA D Pl P /P Tl AHDLEE PEIPE Fid e 2] (PTIA/PCA/IPCA-GM)
HiA: BORSE O W8 SR R R EX WA E W R RREC K 242
K

1: repeat

2. # MWEARETIREBUEI DA S BB, T s = 1,2 R AR E
3: {(Is,{Psi}ico,,As)|s = 1,2},88" € D;
4 #IHCNNHHE, LA (3.5)
s {h}  Interp({Pyi}, CNN(Z,));
6: if PIA-GM then
7: #E NS, L2 (3.6a, 3.6b, 3.6¢)
8: for k < {1,2,3} do
9. (h"1 « GConvy(A,, {hF )
10: end for
11: end if
12: if PCA-GM then
13: # 55— JZERINFHIEREHr, W23 (3.6a, 3.6b, 3.6¢)
14: (1 GConvy(Ay, {h'P):;
15: # PSR RFIE S, WAAE3-1
16: {hg),hg)} — CrossEmb({h(lp,hélj)});
17: #50 ZEIN IR, L2 (3.6a, 3.6b, 3.6¢)
18: (O« GConv,y (A, (hP'});
19: end if
20: if IPCA-GM then
21: # 1K ACES RURPAE S0, MLARYA3-2
22: {hg?) ) hg)} — IterCrossEmb({hg?) ) hg;) 1, K);
23: end if

24 #IICEL KRR, LA (3.12,3.14)

25: build M© from {h{}'}, {nS}} by Eq. (3.12);
26: S «+ Sinkhorn(M(O));

27: # BT A (3.15) By s il 2k

2% W —lrx LemBX) | wy,
29: until convergence

il 22RO W.

25 W& o T SRR AR IR WA . 3 iR A I 46067 P T FE A — R IR Ak
N T REE B Sinkhorn SEA R RICR AR L LR IR IR

5K 5 P4k . GMNU TR I 45 2% R B0 — NE RS 8RR
“displacement loss” FfEE TR BR AR, %401 2R BRAIGE 2 Ay o DL Y 5 22 [T A T
P & A AU, BGOSR R 2 H AR R 8% 1) & o Al Zhad A
GMN it [ e/ IME ST ) D % 1] -5 S B 1] B2 T At 2. (RIDRRGUHEES) o 15
X, A B Sinkhorn 4%, AR T AN AL G LA HES R %L, o
FALBET B T Y HES B -5 EARCHES M R 2 TB) A SUMR o RS 40 5 bR K
FAEA A T FAEHESN SR WBHE R, E I RF 2 (5 B o 31 i ) 1 2R
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Lperm = 5.139, Loff= 0.070

El 3-3 ﬂ%%gjﬁiﬁﬁ %B‘i%% (Lperm ’ﬁ}iﬁjjﬁia Loﬁ/fﬁjﬁzjﬁk) o

Figure 3-3  Failure case of the displacement loss.

B 3-345 T — M ES AR R R B R B, PRI (218 MEARE A (R IED)
PR T BT RIER IUAC, A I PR AR AU P SR AT R . P
FUSLHPERE s R b iy (FERX ORI B, 3R45 1 0.05 i mlREE)
Az b BrA e PR RO 21, TTHAS3) T — R iR R IR 2 0.070,
ARSI, S, 38 T — AR s ik 5139, fEXA
Bl AR R AR I T — NEAN A RRAE, ARSI TR
Ko SEIRETRIAIN R, SEFHEF0 I G5 ) A2 B A 2 A T e i %451
FUNGAFRI R,

3.24 B

IPEbrfE . SIS B 2 [ EECRS FE PR BE R 8. ZEDPERY B,
VEE R GV 5 G2 (R ST T g WRAHE ¢ 5 G2 A R xR,
PRk = $id9% (intersection filtering), BJJCANSAYSLIRIEE s WA T HAE G2
I, EARHEAE G, WIFRN-FEidiE (inclusive filtering), B[ BLIDA 4h & 1) 5L
I e o IR U TAE e R AR A S T ] . S 5 B a B AL
WA AR B G548 2 TR) 7 S BT Y R, SRR I % 2R e — N HEI AR MR R .
AT ) DT ECORS B Hh T 75 20 ) HE S B 5 B HES A T BAS- 2

VCECRS BE RT3 T 35 IR A DT TEC Y 5 B8 S 0T H B A BRI % 4 SO0 58
X F— T4 2 RS RERE X € {0, 1371772 = Hungarian(S) DA EAEHR A
X8 e {0,1}"*" AR ny <no, VEECRGEER] a0~ AR

1

acc=— Y X X{. (3.17)
m ieV),jetr

ek fESLgm, PUREES S TIFUF .
GMN. B VCEC 2 4% (Graph Matching Network, GMN) & ¥4 B & Vit 22 >)
S JeIR TAEL Y. GMN SR T VGG16U I % e, Herp i T ]
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1.0 1.00 1.0
0.9 0.95
0.8 0.9
. . 0:90 o
g7 ] ]
o ©0.85 Cos
506 =] =
8 N[ 8
<051 ____ < 080 <
0.7
0.4 0.75 GMN
—— BPF-G
0.3 0.707 — SKJA
—— SM 0.6
0.2
1.00 125 150 1.75 2.00 225 2.50 10 20 30 40 0 10 20 30 40
Ofeat Kin Kout

Pl3-4 TREAZESRE. AEKA. SPERA AR LER.
Figure 3-4 Synthetic test with different levels of noises, inlier numbers and outlier
numbers.

UC FCAH AL B A ) — B AR 5 B RRAE 43 3012 B T VGG16 M 452 (relud 2)
5% ZE (relu5 1) . GMN @i — AR 243 fIi%VCED (spectral matching, SM)
KRR AL PR VERE R AHLEE o Z B8 S AR A R 2 BI1T0 %, R AT AA
A BN PR 2] — AN — I VTR . XT3 AP R g50, K —
(VJEIK, source graph) &% N=F3#%]4> (Delaunay triangulation) f4%#, 75—~
Kl (HA5E, target graph) MHAG 4%z (fully-connected) f#H$MEHE . GMN &
el DE FC U L 1 5 — i B i () TR P22 S 8L . SRR EE, GMN 7E3I| %%
AR T A5 (3.16b) P mA A RAE N K R th TR A AR
fith, SO PyTorch AEZRSZ B T GMN FyALRS o

HARG-SSVM. | SCHR 5 H i 2 T 45 M9 4k S 5 1 AL (structured support
vector machine, SSVM) [ & VCHit2%>) Bk, fESLI e b= T glas >
(M AEEREE=:>) ) 1 BRI DT R > SR M Re 3 . HARG-SSVM #5815 iy A1)
BT X, BRI AN T R EIBIA . A SCTEAEAS JRAR
F SRV T AT AT ACAD . SCEREC T b il S 1 E 1R E R D RC Y 6
KA, FEVCELAY 58 R Hessian Bkl 58] YA LBB e S, g
VR C Y 56 RS AR BB ) o AT 1 S e AT B b R RS T RS A T R R AR
i, DA R SR 25 . X1 BT i Hessian Rl #8452 LA, SRR
X 7 A ) e I B AE A i AR R DEBC Y o AEVEE R i ARRS v, X —OETE Y %5
HARG-SSVM [t e Pk LA BR . 125, ES5H B 9iFR ) HARG 1T
TIAFHER TR .

PIA/PCA/IPCA-GM. T 5 GMNU T ASEH %] 1, PIA/PCA/IPCA-GM 7 [7]
FERITT VGG16! Uy £ CNN 4%, M relud_2 1 reluS_1 42 Il B A HFAE
i, A CNN 2% 52 e 0 B SRRAE 0] B 9f 4 (concatenate) FE— 4 LR
(AR ) S, R T REAR (] B 221 o L 44 o =y BB 4 B DA R & R i UAB S 7
PIA-GM 1, FHBIEZH =)ZH () GNN M E; 75 PCA-GM Hr, A
—J2 (EIN) GNN, — 25 & GNN DA K —2 (B M) GNN M2 1 ; #F IPCA-GM
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#3-1 Pascal VOC * 42 5 H3FEE LI E (LF3y) o2 Hoh s (FTF30)
WATFeEERHE (%),

Table 3-1 Matching accuracy (%) on Pascal VOC Keypoint, without outliers (upper
half) and with outliers in one graph (lower half).

By o 4 & 6 @ & W A MM Ao 2 & o =m0 Opy

GMNI'“1131.9 47.2 51.9 40.8 68.7 72.2 53.6 52.8 34.6 48.6 72.3 47.7 54.8 51.0 38.6 75.1 49.5 45.0 83.0 86.3|55.3
GMN-PL|31.1 46.2 58.2 45.9 70.6 76.4 61.2 61.7 35.5 53.7 58.9 57.5 56.9 49.3 34.1 77.5 57.1 53.6 83.2 88.6/57.9
PIA-GM|41.5 55.8 60.9 51.9 75.0 75.8 59.6 65.2 33.3 65.9 62.8 62.7 67.7 62.1 42.9 80.2 64.3 59.5 82.7 90.1| 63.0
PCA-GM|51.2 61.3 61.6 58.4 78.8 73.9 68.5 71.1 40.1 63.3 45.1 64.4 66.4 62.2 45.1 79.1 68.4 60.0 80.3 91.9|64.6
IPCA-GM |51.0 64.9 68.4 60.5 80.2 74.7 71.0 73.5 42.2 68.5 48.9 69.3 67.6 64.8 48.6 84.2 69.8 62.0 79.3 89.3|66.9

GMNI'“1134.2 55.0 46.4 39.6 77.0 60.5 46.9 54.5 31.7 51.0 48.0 48.0 48.5 50.8 28.8 73.8 49.8 38.3 69.4 83.9/51.8
GMN-PL|38.9 56.1 47.9 41.0 79.1 66.5 49.0 57.9 33.7 54.4 43.7 49.5 53.5 55.4 31.2 76.6 53.0 37.8 71.3 86.4|54.1
PIA-GM |43.8 60.6 51.5 43.5 75.4 70.6 58.9 62.0 35.3 54.4 44.3 57.1 56.1 58.6 40.0 76.5 60.1 36.5 76.1 86.3|57.4
PCA-GM (44.6 63.6 53.7 45.9 78.0 69.5 52.7 63.1 37.6 56.4 44.4 58.3 56.2 57.5 39.0 80.1 59.6 40.2 69.4 87.1)57.8
IPCA-GM |44.5 63.9 54.6 47.6 79.9 69.8 54.7 64.4 37.9 59.4 55.6 57.5 57.5 57.4 40.2 80.1 60.0 41.2 71.4 86.9|59.2

Hr, B5IE GNN R BB FEL I K243 > J5 , PIA/PCA/IPCA-GM ¥R
T4 (3.12) FsiyEIE . &E2 GNN ML IHA 2048 4ERYRHIELERS .
3 (3.15) W EHES 45 2% R Ep T i B v A B I 2 . AN A BRI S5 A 3
AR W =M. 2T25%, 23X G.12) WSEukeh ©=0.05 (PIA-GM
1 PCA-GM) DA T=0.005 (IPCA-GM), FiRBi%I¥y R PyTorch SZ¥ .

GMN-PL & PIA/PCA-GM-OL. GMN-PL & GMNL!'°lf#j2%5 k& | PIA/PCA-GM-OL
& PIA/PCA-GM (728K . Hir, GMN-PL X Ji iy GMN A58 v (1) i £% 151 25 bR £50
el THES B R, R B AR R A S A . [AAERY, PIA/PCA-GM-OL RiE
FI KRB T W AS I R pR AR, (RTINS AE

TSV Bt A b ) S A R RS A rh BEATL B B 5 Ve A, AR R
R B AR RS SR BB SR . FEATT ISR BOE T, BISSHRARL 2 R
Y, TSR] R RRIBCT AR B S A M sk (200 ESCPRYIFE) . CNN K
LRI S BB TE ImageNet! V34T 55 EHIZRIBI S K155 .

DBt o 10— P A DEEC PPN 3k, ARy BRdESE LA TR
FEFERIVERC 7L e R . 13505 BEOSCE U T R I v, AR T D LSRR I R 1
WEPLER . B, AN AR K, BEPUER—ADEER, KAyl
1024 ZEFEHLM 1T U(=1,1) ARFIER & (512 ZESRHIE, S12 4E%FIE) . BEAP,
TAAT B —AE 2D P U(0,256) x U(0,256) FREHL T AR . A4S
RECH Ko, £ 2D Vi ERENLAS AN G AT THE. eSS I B, Arp
RAEHA ML SRS P RS, Hr i e s A 43105 12(0, 07,,) RIS B
RAEFFRERENLI O S A B P AR BRI RS 11(0, 05,,) Brdal. 2R, fEfiE
SCI A (] CNN SR IBURHRRRE , SRR AR S B IR A S B R (R
PURBREL) AT TR B . TR, @ OE Kins Kours Oea =S80,
BEAN AR D0 T TR TR DR BC SRR LA AN AL 35 W] 2 ) SN AL GE IR DL BC 7 TR RS S
(BAAZHL Kin = 20, Kour = 0, Ofear = 1.5, 000 = 10) o - —IKBEHL IR BEALAE
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Willow Object

Class#ig&E

Pascal VOC 42

SEHES (TS5
=)

g
\ =] 1 X
\ Eﬁgggi»m%m B HEBA
\
. 4
~ /
Pascal VOC =82\~ /
SEIEE (8D ) N N
=) ]cm RRWM
reluS_
sk

(a) #3-2, K3-3. R3-APRERMARZALIET R

i
Pascal VOCK g
ARSI | o ]mt__>
EELERRESIISGM E : mg
’ VGG16 B EERA
Pascal VOCx g /

REURERNHAM
=

KRS
(b) E3-6. EI3-7TryEs e TR E 2] S5

3-5 @455 T KW,
Figure 3-5 [llustration of transfer learning experiments.

T 10 MARFEPEEEN , HAHE T BN ICEORE . BI3-4hRsLi s Rz,
FHEC T HA v, PCA/IPCA-GM X = F15G Z ) 18 4514 BT TSR A S
Pascal VOC RHEYVBIR S . A SCGRFERT A Berkeley &i4h 3¢ g s bryl i
Pascal VOC #fla gl ) LA TR R BRI R ZEIREMEH 20 KA
WA, B X R A e B A E AR . B o T AR B A B IR Ve
R R BRI g, 153 7,020 5KUNZRE F AR 1,682 5K & i 2 B £ 46 -
TEGAE MG A Z T, A YREIE A1 A HE (bounding box) V],
B Jo E TR 22 256 x 256 [ K/)N. Pascal VOC KA i BB HEMOA N 2 — KA
MER TR SO B S VE RIS, AR IR T BESTE /N, B8, IR
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#3-2  f£ Pascal VOC X4 & B3R & LT dusl &0y 455 5] IWEAT B (%) .
Table 3-2  Matching accuracy (%) for transfer learning test in the presence of outliers
on Pascal VOC Keypoint.

EIVCEC T | MTEANEIERS  FESR A iR | A2 s b a2

GMNL' ‘] 51.7 51.8 51.3
GMN-PL 53.2 54.1 50.2

PIA-GM 55.2 57.4 -
PCA-GM 56.0 57.8 57.6
IPCA-GM 54.1 59.2 -

¢ 3-3  Willow Object Class 35 £ 64 I BLAE 2 (%) o
Table 3-3  Accuracy (%) on Willow Object Class.

KDL H¥% | face mbike car  duck wbottle
HARG-SSVMU"'1 | 912 444 584 552 66.6

GMN-vOcCl'®l | 981  65.0 729 743 705
PCA-GM-VOC | 100.0 69.8 786 824  95.1
IPCA-GM-VOC | 100.0 67.1 733 821 91.7

GMN-Willow!'°l | 993 714 743 828  76.7
PCA-GM-Willow | 100.0 76.7 84.0 93.5 96.9
IPCA-GM-Willow | 100.0 77.7 90.2 849 952

HHEARKEMN. A, BIaETNAREE 2T 6 2 23 Z[[2F).

Pascal VOC ¢ 5 5420 i s st T2 43 I7E 20 351 E A ITRL
KGR ZBRAE A SC I 45 R0 L ER3-1, G T A A ST A S A S
MRS . AP R R B AU WS B 2K BB 40U , GMN-PL JLP-1E A 28531
¥R T GMNUCL, 2558 20 ARG T PLECRE S, PIA-GM [ PERERGEL T B4
) GMN 773, I H. PCA-GM F1 IPCA-GM 435I H T B i ) v 58 A0 85 L i A
FER PRI A, 8T TICER . 7+ H, PCA-GM Fl IPCA-GM
TEXTPUAN ST R T SR B (R SCHORHEL S ) « Biss 2 B 2080Ti 2
~, PCA-GM Tl ZRid F2 i BE 228 18 AU XD, IPCA-GM B Il Rk J&
25k 16 MEGERD . AL THE RSB R VLR s, HEPIB R A
T LA L. KA +Sinkhorn FsR AR AHI LT E /) SM R fgesl 1
F AR (EAR) B R AAH HE 3130 B N AT R 3

ERE2E 29200 . AN I&I3-5 845 T I6HiF PIA/PCA/IPCA-GM FL A ) St Fiiz 1k,
RE I SEEG . 3-57F, B Sk F3OR AR AR BRI 2505 2. TEEBFIE T M TEH
SISV EIRE A2 W —HdEE ORFEREAS) . B S s miEdE (E5@)m
ZOEEL), MINGEIEETRE 27— AR EGESE (ES@MLaFk),
MANGRZENT R 2 HAb A AT (BI5(b)) , PAK2E>] B CNNL Elfik A
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IPCA-GM Accuracy (diag: 65.1, all: 40.3) PCA-GM Accuracy (diag: 65.4, all: 52.4) PCA-GM-OL Accuracy (diag: 61.0, all: 52.2)
wie [RERANVAN 45.1  41.9 pLXY 322 | 717

e P 49.1 332 255 28.8 23.7 26.8 504

EARRNCENR 43.5 | 41.1 | 28.7 | 29.4 | 27.3

g
g
g

!

bus | 34.8 46.7 | 23.0 | 29.0 | 23.3 | 24.0 bus | 36.3 39.7 | 38.4 | 27.0 | 32.8 | 31.6 | 64.2 bus | 47.3 46.8 39.2 27.0 33.0 25.3
pocar 33.2 25.6 | 27.6 | 22.7 | 35.3 Hi¥4 pocar 46.7 46.0 29.5 36.9 62.1 pocar 39.5 | 54.5 43.8 254 342 56.6
=] =] =]
=3 =3 >
% cat | 26.9 | 34.4  30.2 21.8 | 47.3 | 26.5 | 55.3 % cat | 38.1 | 55.1 40.2 ﬂ 214 30.8 | 61.0 % cat | 39.6 | 57.6 41.7 26.0 d
S S 53
o o =
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Figure 3-6 Confusion matrix of accuracy of eight categories of objects from Pascal
VOC Keypoint.
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AR AR Sb A BIESE EIEATROR . e —8 e A mNgR ERTE
O R BIESE PGSR, " ZBAE XA SR A4 P IR . B
TEBH A SN SRR %] IPCA-GM LA PR, Hoh—ANnT Bef 5
PR 24 b RAFAE B 5 A 4 B A0 AN SR AR, RIS A AN 3T 1,
REAE VIR R T A i 5 R PR AR . PIA-GM R] RE PR MBI A
R R ITCEAE IR A R BdE S EEENGR. E e, A Tes/b I gRrsidy
] LA AP S TR R ) R B E AR, AR 3-1H A A SRS SR Y
R ET IR IBHN.

Y54 E R 2 A5 A8 ) o AT5HE Willow Object Class (4 F 1A AL 454
AT AR BE J7 . Willow Object Class £t 4 /2 i SCakl' i 1 #5156 1
FSCEILAL B . ZBIREAE T S Rk, HRYEEDaET 40 KE A
B 45 Fr i 18 2 M Caltech-256 (face. duck A1 wine bottle) %4 £ DA M Pascal
VOC 2007 (car #I motorbike) F#fa4e it 153 . FesLhirh, KA H o3
256 x 256, ZJEfiHm A CNN 2852 UL . XHZERARIN S, & B DLECHE RE MY,
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IPCA-GM Rankings PCA-GM Rankings PCA-GM-OL Rankings
bottle 33.2 WAL RIS BN 315 | 66.6 | 43.5 | 41.1 |28.7| 29.4 [27.3| 71.4 [N

bus LGV 23.0 23.3 | 24.0

. 255 B 227
cat [ 26.9 34.4 30.2 21.8 26.5 | 55.3
-

Training category
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dog | 25.0 | 32.4 | 27.6 26‘727,6 49.1 dog
sofa

00

[INN 22.3 23.2

g
H

sofa  train car cat  chair  dog
Testing category

car cat  chair  dog
Testing category

car cat  chair  dog
Testing category

GMN-PL Rankings GMN Rankings
bottle | 65.6  29.4 | 22.9 | 17.6 | 20.7 | 15.6 | 21.1 bottle | 30.1  37.0 24.6 | 23.9
bus | 26.4 | 53.9 | 37.5 | 27.0 [Pl 23.5 bus | 31.5 | 51.4 30.2

car | 25.5  38.6 | 38.5 25.0 26.4 26.5 26.7

7 %03

hair | 26.0 | 45.9 36.5 26.9 31.3 27.7 36.4

car | 28.2 42.2 42.6 32.7

cat | 19.6 | 34.0 | 31.5 33.3 24.2  30.2

hair | 27.4 | 41.3 | 39.0 | 26.1  28.8 | 24.8 | 33.6 {{
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dog | 25.4  39.2 27.8 | 27.4 | 30.3 38.1 | 31.2 37.3 32.0

sofa | 26.4 | 41.3 37.9 27.5 254 26.9 sofa | 28.2 | 35.9 | 37.0 | 24.4  25.0 26.4  26.9
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Figure 3-7 Confusion matrix of rankings of eight categories of objects from Pascal
VOC Keypoint.

T Pascal VOC X iR, REABEREVEE R a kg T IR — 2R ik
LS EXFE, H HazBdas B A= RoF . S5l RO B ER.

A% 37 B SRkl R T e T, BT R AER A JT K Matlab J54CRS I 2%
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BV, 1LGHlgesE 3] )k HARG-SSVM AN 3] 7— ML, (HYR
2 2] T A mE MR ALR A AL BT 2600 . PCA-GM 1 IPCA-GM B 58K
s EARSETRERE )y, FF HAE Willow Object Class (#4110 i 28 kB 1 H:
v

¥ R AR A N T IR AE R R 2 B2 R RERe )1, 1EEAE 8 A Rl
VY Pascal VOC 2851 FlR T IPCA-GM. PCA-GM. PCA-GM-OL, GMN-
PL #l GMN, IR E3-6. EI3-TXF 453047 7 T4k o BN 28 Hr Il 24 L it
SR E VS R SR AR 2. E3-60 K TiZ45 ARG (confusion
matrix) , HHy BFRZERFINARZE, x HbRZ AR 2. EamRErxR
THEANE MR B3-7RR TIRE R 487 5 Al A B
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Table 3-4 Matching accuracy (%) on Pascal VOC Keypoint with different module
configurations.

CNN Pk o0 4 @& & @ & W B M w of % 2 & of & g Oyy

FEIPCEE  Eim A [51.2 61.3 61.6 58.4 78.8 73.9 68.5 71.1 40.1 63.3 45.1 64.4 66.4 62.2 45.1 79.1 68.4 60.0 80.3 91.9| 64.6
FPLE RRWM (44.0 61.4 53.5 51.7 72.1 67.7 64.5 59.6 41.0 55.8 53.9 58.6 60.0 57.2 41.3 78.8 61.8 45.2 74.2 88.1|59.5
ImgNet R A |36.5 46.9 51.9 43.0 42.7 52.0 53.4 57.7 33.5 47.5 44.9 54.7 54.6 48.1 28.0 61.8 57.2 39.9 72.6 58.3|49.3
ImgNet RRWM |29.9 44.7 41.4 41.6 34.7 44.9 45.2 38.8 27.0 34.3 36.7 37.7 41.4 41.7 24.9 57.2 41.2 30.7 68.3 53.3/40.8

%35 {5 Pascal VOC %5 53048 B k| B AR A 45 E 09 o
Table 3-5 Ablation study on proposed components on Pascal VOC Keypoint.

FIVLICHOE CNN IR BSEIRA RABS T BEESRERE | DURCKSE

v v v v v 66.9
v v v v X 66.3
v v v X X 64.2
v v X X X 62.1
v X X X X 54.8
X X X X X 41.9

PERBHET o« SEIGE5 IR, AR TR - > Oy YA RERE AEAR U2 (BN <7
) ZREA TR . EET R A BRI n] DAFE TRV HE B JEXT FA
R PR S R ANE R, AR HES 5 0k pR BT PATEXT F 2T R LRk EE
SRV EHES . IPCA-GM TEXT AL IR LIRS R gt , — Rl sery i 2
IPCA-GM HA S B &, Ht SRR A EII4 L.

CNN Fo B NAR R 0972 A0 A% 77 o AT S A IR B T T FCAR Y ] DA ] B2 )
EURRHIE (GlE CNN (2%) DA VCREsKRAE (Gl Bk AR Sinkhorn) o BEARE
T CNN B 5 PUELR AR ARG 5 A B BoR M B e . DA K Bk A~
WBIRAEZ KRR FAER A . R340 /R LB PCA-GM BLBL - AR —
A~ CNN EFM% (£ “KIEE” 45 Eg) . —ET “BiA” EITE
KR AP EERA] DARHAB LA SR IEATH A, HFEIA Y B DL K
fift RRWME DL K 7 ImageNet FR 40 24T 45 L HYIZRAGE T CNN %%, 7F
EIs@@r, WEaFELMAEERT “ImgNet+ EIfiR A7 A A, EEFLART “EILE
+RRWM” (26 LIRSS RER, 7 RIPCEAT S5 B0 15301 CNN W4 7E 5%
3| bike, chair, table 25| JE R ARA BRI VCRCRE BE . 1E X HE, ST R AR IT
B R ARBLHLIF- A1 CNN (77 AR b & . i, “ImgNet+ FHRA” B4 &
WORTE T A 28 FHEET “ImgNet+RRWM”, FE#843 28 5 “EI UL +RRWM” {4
REAHY . FRIUL, 22230 2009 B A VCELR AR R 21 HoAth CNN 281, fKAK
FLA SR A DL HC ) B

RS Es (ablation study) . fEF ST T IPCA-GM W 28 v R i (1) 45 MR B
PR PERR RO o E I B S AL AL YN G P 5 | AT AL, SEEG 45 2R an
FAE3-5FTR . “EIPCELE CNNY AQERAE B TEECAE 45 B3I 2% CNN, R AR R
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ImageNet ¥4 FINZRMEE . SKIRETPREIR, [PCA-GM B Mg
Xt PERCHS B 2 I A FESEHR . GNN ML gL AR I, AU X
FR AR R A O e B (S8 o BB AL 7 BEA T R A

3.3 WL AR IR AR B oI 2 2

Lawler IR0 U ARIR I (Lawler's QAP) {2 —2&7 WAYHES AL &1
e, B 7. R . BSOS AN . A PLREC
K TS — B R ARIR A, AR TRl 22 W 2% FLEOR A Lawler's
QAP 753k, Horb QAP RIS (S AR i pERE IR ) mTDAE A A
Mz 4, e QAP WSRIBHEE LN TEFRE IR LR TR 73 S M. AR P i aof
— R AR S22 ] W TG 733, S REJS R Sinkhorn SEIARIHES 51 2K pR %L
— AT A I HESL . T Y R A E VB, AEIA T R
AHFIER (permutation-aware) HJEHRATIIR, PARG ALY S LALLM 21
TR ARSI X028 YO M2 R 45 B4 1 T 3K fif e — iy Lawler J&
K RBIRIVRL . AT HRAR M 2R R R G, AT DAY RS IAI ILAC . 2 [ DRl <
Yisst. AEPVEHE 07 AU A S QAPLIB JLEAR A FIF 4L QAP Ak 95
KH, QAP WM& M 28K ftde 5 H il e L 75 UL e FIVE A QAP SRAB SR I REA
B, FEEA, RN PR

3.3.1  RIRIR IS

TR MR AN EAES. 2. LN ORI AT DU R T e . AR
A B VT IE [A) RRE — fR eA T o, RIS IR M) R E T SIS . By ~) < S
HAT 2N N5 SEhs b, ZURAGUR A GE I iz 55 o e it =) i
FU AN n DB JRAE n DEEEALE, CRAMERMNALE Z A R A =
PR e (NRRESYRE), Hin@d s — P HRE, (AR H
T x HE b, BB HARAT AR HIZEML 23X (3.2) ' Koopmans-Beckmann &
A UARIR L ok -

max J(X) = tr(X' F'XF?), (3.18)

st. Xe{0,1}™" Xl,=1,, X'l,=1,.

Hrp Fl e R F2? € R 3 B 05600 07 B 5 B R i 22 [B) g & . Lawler
TER IR FGUR A8 H— e, AT PAZE S5 i it fh Ry S & h) 8, i8] DA
AR VCRC S8, @it K=F2@F!, 1] PL% Koopmans-Beckmann JE R 544k H

Shttps://coral.ise.lehigh.edu/data-sets/qaplib/
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%3-6 AT TAFEFI QAP HX Ty & 4.
Table 3-6 Summary of existing methods on two popular formulations of QAP.

‘ Koopmans-Beckmann's QAP Lawler's QAP

5”3%}7 jf‘fl% [ ) - ] [ 9 TTI Iy - ]
Mlas: > ik [144]. 3.27% 3.3%
Lawler JE=:
max J(X) = vec(X) ' Kvec(X), (3.19)

st. Xe{0,1}>" X1,=1, X'1,=1,.

AT RIERY 2 A WL 2 > SR fre— Berd) Lawler JESR —USRIR AL, H
AU R K 2 A . O 705k, B A Eas 1 A T A T2
—AEHS (Bl ny=na =n), ARFWTH) QAP SKAFI AL AT e 2 FR 70 HEF 1Y
Wt

3.3.2 wFsahbl

3. 275 PRl B 28 I 2% SR AR vk e A TR DR PR i 5 1 T 1) BE — %) Lawler
T ZRERIR AL, A4 T TR A 22 0 28 S50 R TR M . T3 A 3-6 7 15
45, TEblaveE X KA, LG RIEEEAEAIER T QAP HE h AT
ZBEIE. Sl RRFSE TAEY P A 3 T HLRS 4 > v TR i Koopmans-
Beckmann's QAP )% 1. A5 303.277H PCA/IPCA-GM J5 ¥E TR s AP FRVEid
EIZEA SR FERE M, T AR AR IRIE 201 Koopmans-Beckmann's QAP A5 5 I
BIXF e — My Lawler's QAP [AIH I ALAR 7 > KT b9t , HIRR THHX A
TEMEICEL . 2 EIDCECR Y e . T [a) IR FE IR 8, RA&3-TNZ D MAEEHA T
AATHIBFTE N AFIHIF TAE (KB's QAP 42 Koopmans-Beckmann's QAP [ {#5 ) ,
FLHEA ] SRAR R BIZETY . Z RIDCECA AL EE 773, GNN Bil . GNN 23 [ E 2%
AU ARRURE PR A DA S A R BR AT RTDAE B, A9 N2 B9 I Ve 5 4%
RFTAFF TAEFEREES .

ARFETHIPF TSI B AR LA T -

1) Bevh— A ek 4 B8 A A0 Bl — ¥ Lawler JER K IRIR IS . 1E
R A IRAEIR ) 28 25 SR A, P 2% i/ Lawler's QAP Hr g AHLLEE
T K B A X2l R A R AR R — S5 B A1 Rl 1] (association
graph) , oo R P B4 o5 T DA L B e e 50 LA T4 3. VRt EL, Bl
I RFEIR (SR N I DT ) 23] gl 0101 OIS B A Je] (3 s A A
HFHEAE MM g A, Tovk BB AR A FE . B B AL PEAH LR 40 P 2 1
PR ) RGO, B A AL RE R A AT DASE T R R R AR
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%37 AEF]E EAfe ZRAG R R ARG L.
Table 3-7 Summary of existing literature in learning graph matching and QAP.

ik ESIRMEEM ZEILE  GNN SO MDEERE B
Nowak 2014 g;%g“g I EER A Pyt el
GMNI' % % ARUHERORE R
Zhang %11 ¢ % JRIIES msE ezt
PCA/IPCA- KB's QAP (¥ LR - B ey LA et o 3 -
GM(3.27%)  45aklsm 7o PSR A7 HREEREL  HEPIH R
i1 KB's QAP [y BHRA + R i g g g1 00 4 AR
CIEHUS wempmrm C prm  SOIE PREREEREC e wen
Lcsl0 zg;%ﬁp % T PR SiEEMS HRR
BBGMI) % Toalh BRER MUK WRNE R
e AR B+ 1 il .
NGM (FHD) 1o wier's QAP C RS + PR AR HIR
e e B HE mrE y
NHGM (A7) @BisiRmE 7 WeE g WEONEL R
NMGM(Z’K%) iﬁ'#ﬂ&% %?Hiﬁ% ﬁé%‘FﬂFﬁU @ﬁ_ﬂ‘]@ %*XWR HF?’JLH%

Lawler's QAP % Jj ik EEEZA + Pl

2) A £t vl Ik S R WP SRR B 22 20 o PRI S5 QT g D i e i
HAN RO R, PR BBt ) 5 3Rt A T 2 s i U . x4k
U A (140 QAPLIB i) , H Hfre Mot 2 B (5=, Hutnr At
FrIChRE R A AR HE I 25

3) Pz RIRaEY IR EIEE () k. IR RS TR 4
PR AR . S, I (FPAERI IR 2 A R ) AP
BT IAERY DR P DR PR R B R A AL (R R X DR A
R, AT AR B T i T HERERE ) (association hypergraph) . 132 E K
AT EES: > AL B K VCIE , Ao o 0 O AT ML 47 B AT S et

4) PR RIRAS bR S 2 PAVCC . Ko ) S 1 vl A I b 2
YR, AHE IR RS Y HEAH_E o> ZIRIDURC. BEAh, AR IR THUANEAR
PARGE 2~ G R o 33K v A i B i ) Ao 45 ) 2% T2 2] 22 1T DL

3.3.3 Rk

ARG Se N A4 B VTEE M 2% (Neural Graph Matching, NGM) , ‘& EAH
HHK# Lawler JE ZIRFGUR M BRI HE ST . HAR N S EIVTHCM 4% (Neural
Hyper Graph Matching, NHGM ), Rfft 28 X 25 SR it 1 b T Bl B e 3] 1 e Il D
fit stk . B)n, TR A L KITHLMZE (Neural Multi-Graph Matching, NMGM ) ,
REA 2K e i B R e 2] T 2 BIDLHEL. [B3-85 45 T X Sk,

TR BIVCECHZ M 4 NGM Pk T anm e e b= (3.1)
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Figure 3-8 Overview of our neural QAP solver named neural graph matching (NGM).

Fiy Lawler's QAP izt % WL XU G LA SR A TR

max J(S) = vec(S) ' Kvec(S), (3.20)
st Se[0,1)"™ 81, =1,, S'l, <1,,.

o S 2 (F4y) MUBEHUERE, JETAFTRIERIN 1, Fra s Em < 1. W6
WU R HES A0 P TR S AN ST 2, o BIE R AR AE , 20 9 45 K S A 20
RS . FEIVCEC S, R TR AR K € RM™2xmm - S 8% Ko O£ T
G i G2 BT a B AL, TTARR TR Ky RET G 10
W ij F1 G2 B ab W AR . Herr, da SEPR EAET KES iono+a 7. jib
SR EARERT KB jona+b 5,

WIE3-9FR, i FHERIEREIE ¢4 = (V4,651 mI DL —A~ 4 i £
JiE K 5 1 PR PEFC R — WK AE IR . Tl 7 ke e PRIV el 2 T s L, 1 2 i e
KSRl <V, PEPEREIEIP I SRRl CT o AR AT I Y v
AN, BB . BE3-9(b) JEBAR T 40 HIELAG AR b B 4 K
IR B) i 3 12 Lty ] DS IR PRI DE I P03, 5 () PR I () A Bl PRI R X B
[213-9(b) H B A5 B4 VT AT AR R N TE PR P TS 254 45, BE
I8 P P AL T DA R R B B 3% o X — A S 1 Sk e 2 SR, ol
J DT Fry Sk D Ve e DR g Skl . 1813-9(d) s T — ARl b ST 1]
| R A DT A2 I ML R K2 ST Y R R Rl Y, DCE M) 4 T e RL
AT TS A0 2 A HE T 0 PR AR T A5 40 2 B Wl P T R B )L 2
TS AS4Y, B TAR AR T Sinkhorn JH— (K AZR IS BEH LA 1 «

PERERIE TR S UA = V1 x V2 4l T 5 HES G X o FEGE BT 5 DURL %%
PR 1] B AL B D E AR I vee (X) S5 TREBE R B0 TH S 4 11 84 FETRPIAS X R 56
A2 AW —FE, (ia, jb) € Ea 1 Kigjp BB, MR K H3EXT AR S0 T
PERE P AR . BRI, R BUIR MRS T DAZR fh A el b B T 243 2
XA SR E TR . FEASSCR, T AR — B AR, Xt donE
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Figure 3-9 Formulation of machine learning QAP/hyper graph matching solver and
an illustration of the overall pipeline.
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Figure 3-10 The connection between matrices G, H and other common representa-
tions of graphs.

FRELERE. SRIGTE U' U2 LR PR 4B (SplineConv)ol 1 2 7= # 41k
RFE B! e R, F? e R™*4, SplineConv!" 1 2 —Fili K iy B BURIERF,
Ji} B-Spline #%F ) LA RFAE A B 5 A5 4E . (AL, SplineConv i ] KR VLAY
Pk ERYFFIERG R . 47 K SplineConv FIEA(EE,, IS RIRIGIESC. RHIE d
AIE2E ) R A R 22158

X=G'"F'-H'"F', Y=G*F>-1*"F, (3.21)

H GH iy LnE 3-10 fin: BiA-EpE#EER GLH € {0,137 F
G2 H? € {01} ok, Hip Al = G'H'T A? = G*H?T B4~ p 480
e, Gix=H;,=1FIRl kA5 i RS .

AR, BEHREFESR N 2810605 — A4 3, dla X relus_ 3 2% H d-1 7 5%
AL 2 42 SRRk o R B A B B A 4 SR ek Bl e g PR e ok, BB —A>
SR (fo) )2, @i tanh BH AL, 244 JRARHE g € RY:

g = tanh(fc([g' &), (3.22)

;H\:EP [ o ] %‘%Zﬁﬁ&zo %ﬁ%ﬁ*ﬂiﬂ%ﬁﬁ%ﬂﬂ@ﬁ@j% gnoden(_;edgeo %ﬂﬁﬁﬂ
FONER, ) g A EE, M8 RO DR M KP € R A

8SplineConv 7 H 5 4k16 3! skl SplineCNN. Aid, Aif “CNN” i # R E % LY
&, 1M SplineCNN Z7EF_ERYET . ARG F SplineConv,  PABES I L
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(BT3%£R9) CNN4FEIRERES

relud_2 [ I AEE &R |
T |8| U (nix1024) Fl(nix1024) (3.20) X (nax1024)
relus_1(3| - . A e AN
8| 0% (n2x1024) F2(nzx1024) Y (ne2x1024)
WA A FEL5 RAFE ShHE (ne1xnez)

Jjood xew
[ CINC Y
(S
~ o~
vl (921
o
[y} (3]
A
180U00

_l=] 5 Ke=Xdiag(@.,)¥'
g 8., (1020 (322) AR B RE 02
= = (n1Xny) L it AN
8. 1029 (3.22) KP = Fldiag(g,. )"

= RRE T AR EFERE

NGM*&Z%% vertex conv g
X
w v_(:)_ (ﬁlfffxﬁl) m® (ninx (4-1))” V(k) (nlﬂzXIk)J\
AR TR | hS
,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, | )
K (unzxning) BAHFIEROESR ‘I> s
TR AERE Ib%k W (mnzXnqng) --oeeoeeeemoooos = M

E K,

o
[Wowiuss)
JeJ3u0d

Ea 2 5]

o]

BESE  ma

INFHE

FEREEIERA k=1,2,3

Kl 3-11 A TRE_EZEI) AL NGM 59 2 W 45254,
Figure 3-11 Network structure of NGM to solve two-graph matching problem.

e K¢ € Rret e
K¢ =X diag(&nose) Y', K’ =F' diag(geqge) F*'. (3.23)

QAP [ FH LU AR AR K 1) oy =g gl
K = diag(vec(K?)) + (G* ® G')diag(vec(K*))(H* @ H') T, (3.24)

Ho diag(+) FERMETA B AR, © F5 Kronecker f1. FTA ik i
HB SRS LR -

R A Mg AFHLEEHE 4 K T DA B R RE P o Bl Il Aoy B Al 422 4
Wk H T K it ke, $F v e Rmmxde J0o0 55 k2 (M k=0TF4R) 1
I JETT SR . FE k=0 B, PG ASFIE b, Bl lh=1, HH K KX
2.

Wia,jb = Kia,jbs v = Kia,ia, (3.25)

W A5 T RERE B R R AR S B . Q1SR — ML Kigio AFELE, FTRAH
A v S — A EL

AA A TR e R N . WK 3-9F7R, EIVLEC A @S T e PRl R
PR FITH S . BT GON FE R4 )45 B HLH T R s A ROt 9, Ay
R T GONUS Mk Lk 2e b W B _E i TS b A7 0 2. 8 PRRERAY (O
B &R R A € {0, 1}mmxmm - b i K jp > 0, W Ajy jp =1, FNH
Aigjb =00 Ajg jp FRFEBEEI TP TS ia F jb 2 Bl @BAFHE— 450 BIAE—TF, T
Mia FoR GURAY TN G2 B R @ Z IR PCED (DL 3-9) . FEREREIE Y, 4
AALY i PURCE] a. j VCECE] b WTASEAE, FLil ij A3l ab M SIHETEAET G G2
i, FEREE o B jb Z AR — 4. BT A BXTRI, TEE TR B EE
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F A
D = diag(Al,,,,). (3.26)
TV ST 25 B 7
m® =D~ 'Wf, (v 4 (v, v =m®), (327)

Horr, T EAL B fn: Rl — R TS S5 R AL £, Rt — RY 3 5 H
A4 8 2 F ReLU 34005 5B W 25 56 5281

EREITI S AGI R AT (3.27) I HIEHE B M 2. I,
VEETER T — A HAH 2R AR feg— 2, @422 M Sinkhorn
EAREN— A IUFEN LA, Classifier : RM™2%% — [0, 1] | 5235 BEF7 ) B AL vec(+).
T (R LA P B 3 TO St AT, AT E R A % R 2ok R o)
2 S IR R HE B A AT A L S, £ R — RUCD 5 HAT HES B3R
A EAEAS SO K  Sinkhorn ik A

v =m®  vec(Classifier(m®))], (3.28)

Horp [+ -] FoRPHE. ATTRYSEE R ELE T (3.27) B Y R AT A
2 (3.28) T AAHRIERAY Sinkhorn H#RATJTE,  PABSTIEZS IS AR wb 2

AT Sinkhorn &84 &% . T LR M T R _EA TG 26 (I
[ 3-9), PR HIATA Sinkhorn [ 28 1 T 43 2R g R T VE FC &5 2R . BT
T — AR RN RS fo o R — R, B R HE A0S o8 ORI 16 004k

BT
(8)
s = exp (#) . (3.29)
B RAF AT R R )5, @it Sinkhorn [ 45 2L 11— —PUEL Y

HEPN A2 s, qn3.2.3fr iy, Sinkhorn J2 n] DARRFIE B T MEAE Ay AT i
HABEHUEREL T TR B RNRTE, 30T RE R AR E BN, 5
BRI A RE S € R SH 7 — DA (R <n2) HHBMITER (F
WMe=10"%) #5. 329 FiEsd, Sinkhorn BF5E &R, HH AT LAEE H
B AR AT RS B . AT B R A9 A Sinkhorn X146 (Y T ik 40 2K 38
1 DA R 378 Classifier : RM2xlk — [0, 1] AR AR (3.28) kit K.

B3 D A e R A NTAEREFESMEN, ATRUR 3297+ 4
(RS 453 5% pREREEA T IR )1 25 -

ny ny

Lpem =— Y Y X§, logSiq+ (1= X5, ) log(1—S;4). (3.30)

i=la=1
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Figure 3-12  Third-order affinity adopted in hypergraph matching.

AN, NGM J5yA8 FuifF L E Ak QAPLIB [ H AR eR 5, X RF7E S P (3.3.47Y)
FEAGHE . PAEIHER BT O nT R . L, NGM KGRI AT CNN
AL AR A T DA AL S A2 R AR B R PR adE A T2~

PR PIVC R S NHGM . 2@ 5 PLfie (NHGM) I s 4 AT 8
IEFERYILEL . NHGM 5 NGM By AR LA R, i i s A g TR SR T
— P B, Bt TR R (B
Wor s, ZHOHEHN O(mna)')), ASCRABIEER S8 =i, XRS5 REH
A TAEL D MR —3, A, A BAERR F A BMER N R

SRR . FEEIE DR, AU AR K R 1 ¢ B A (U
sk HY . AR E AR LB R AR R 23 ] T AR, o U 3-120
e VERREE 3-12 A T el B A B2 AR RRAE 2SR, 1 3-12 A
AR EARFEAAT R 5 = AR U SR B UE SONRHIE =S 18] A R 22 5

3
HSR’Q,Z@3 =exp (— (Z |cos eg,q —Cos 93,q|> /G3> ) (3.31)

q=1
AR AR AL 1 ROk B A P DC i AL T A G A R
LMk UG R . B T AHUAE R, AR A AR DL I T DAE R 4Rk
2[R REARE)

H5Brag R R, BT H O a] AR — I K (association hyper-
graph), PEEERRIE 74 = (VA &4) SFRFILRLATT A @ = (V' VE) R TS 04 (X
ZHTEFEREE — B0 TR (Ve Vi) (Vay, V) FRETEBTABLIEAE At i €4,
A 3-9(c) Fis. H ICEM RS HE B i 4B & . 75 NHGM h, {EH &
ST BB RURIEAT T A 526

AR HPI TR A BN M5 (3.27) YT RE, TR ALEREIEHE P
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H PR BT TS Z R TR . St 3R T I — 1Ry ¢ Bk e

DY T =AY /A @1 @, 1), (3.32)

EERMYRE 2 (3.27) BFphk 3

p = £’ (V&) HY = (DY o HY)
t

v — [m(k) vec(Classiﬁer(m(k) ))] ,

Hrb, @ FoREYERE | Tk ERE (S AK (G4)), 0 FRBEITLENIE,
(et TRUHE (0 +1) AT R, f Rl — RED 255 ¢ i f5 A i
BRAL. IS A BIBCRFNRL G A [F BT RRAE o

NHGM ) HABARER | A4 7 s FHED B 2% R 2, 5 NGM A ] . It , NGM
A PAREA S NHGM FRIR TGO, BB R0 2. fe HRseslrh, H a9 H;
B T B )R AR

Phee 2 EIPL AL 4 NMGM ., AR50 RR 724 ZEIDLAL, Hor s S g
H—5tE (cycle-consistency) #£% EZ [AIFATAE & . TEHR B @ U, (F
B ILEL K RAE 2 5 = WAL B IS8 2 —8y, BIXTAEE i, /,k, A
X;j = Xy Xyjo XFAEER N EE X; € {0,117 DTELE]—ASK/NA n gy
DL GF RN G Z ML AT AR Xy = XX] R, AHl, ¥ RACEH—
R YN BT WA VALY 2 FRIPUEL TAREL 2200050 iy oA ke ek DA S
FeomE I ZRA0EE J7, NMGM Tkl . AT B A A K/ IMATH .

IR A I ERAE % . 1 50 NGM SREI A1) —EIVLHAD, DARAEE— X FR
HIEEA VLECAEFE § € R™*" (joint matching matrix ) . X4 —X} n 7 S K
G R G7, Sij€[0,1]™" i NGM IR FBBEHLAL R . XFF m A, W ATER
W VCE g Bl A S

s= + - (3.34)

X S WX AR, Si #OE AR Brfy Si; V@ FE . WA H bR kA
— A AR SR BA VU AR §, S S AR AL

max = tr($ ' 8). (3.35)
3

RARIEER— Sk, DA PERE— AN kAL, AW kAR, S 4
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PR AR T D AR DT -

A_A

00" =8, where U= : |. (3.36)
Sim

TEFASMETN, A S B Hs A, O mtg—sgs 2 xm, O/ ym 23S
() m ARIEE R m EE R TR 2R, S s i,
B (3.35) AR IR T —AN)" SUERFI I8 (generalized Rayleigh problem) , i
Wk AR, HARR TR .

T % BB ki k. S RIPCE AT DB X S SEFTRRAE ]
Gy (IR VE) SRsScBl. BT AN, AR E n A5, $R5
XIFRETRE S BT n AN AL X 7 A i -

UzUu' =g, (3.37)

HA A e R WEHT n ANMEFEE, Ue R™ " XTI n AL
132 TAE O G AR 1) B2 2 T A At Y, sk (8 B AT R oA i ) i R
2 HESR . BT S Z EIVLED b8 2 f b A R &5 28, W AR A
2 (3.35) ARt fF -

S=muUU". (3.38)

AT (3.37) FAREAE R R B )

gg-U(mn(Y @(U (a$>wmu>wm)>ll,

1/(oi—0j) i#]
0 i=j

where Y= { (3.39)

Hop L FR R R, © FRBICETREE, Agn=(A+AT)/2, 6;=X; FmHi
AR o AR S B 2, AR [ RHAE(E, B i# ) H o, =o;
F, RFAER RGP IR DA O MUBUES iR FERIHL, M A S C &2
8k (BPSij =SiSkj) B, & hBlbhE—FEX PG T, 2 EIITH
SRS IR IR VLA R LT A Sl e BUE SR 5%, W] DATEX MO0 T Bkad Rk 40
M, HERIE S = Sij. TEEREIEF, AR n MHEEFRFRZ/NT S, filln
§=10"", BIAT B SCI R B, X PP AT A R R e 2 ] i R
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FR AR VL BC S i i PR ] Sinkhorn A2 -

_ S
Si; = Sinkhorn (exp (%)) (3.40)

Horp 2zt Z DTN S 45 51 Sij ok A BEE S, exp(- /%) by Sinkhorn B4R 4t
TR R T R DU E AR, K (3.15) AR EIHES 5 Ak s K] 1
AT AR Sijo

WLl

F 3] He P W B S RAC Ry P ) VEE NN, AT NI L M 45K s 1
WAE TAEBI S b B2e 2] T RIS IR MBI R AL . T IR F8 IR A8 5 £
BEE Z [AER R, Lawler's QAP [ [ ia Bs e U gk A ol 1 BLAIR B2 > B A ]
AL S5 . RS AR 2524 2] AATAR SRR T ATl i Sinkhorn B3
AL RCRRAY R PE TR IR M. SARYY 260, SCIkD I e 7 — 2l R A A it il
A, Hrb R RS GNN 225 . itk Hld s o g =GR .

AR TR EBEN. KN T BEAHSEIRE Sinkhorn ik A 7,
Al DATE R Z I A TP ESMAERSI 2051 . N8R, HED 200K B 2 i e o i S 2
Sinkhorn |24 2% & . AR LU, BEREHE EHSME BEXT R0
RfREE (RRWME Y vs SMUYT) HIELT24 3 1R 2% (PCA-GM vs PIA-GM, 3.27%)
TR A5 ELAL I AIAE FLAC G B Rl SE 3R 7R T Sinkhorn %
AREEE AL, 5] A2k Sinkhorn % AT PATE—2P4R 1k BE , (HH R
BAMRTT R &

EARACF AP FIN Gumbel A%, {ER—FpE WG AL FEL TR, &) 4 F A
VT DAR s R O R LA B S Bl — M HEFVAE I X MARRAG R
S AR THEHR R 23 0] By or A, IER 2] s 40 2% R B/ T4 S
MBS X8 Z (AR . &) 2 FISEVAEEE TR f s IO HED AR I . AE AL 3R
A A ST VEECHS , X PR 0T O SRRSE ). AT, UL B s
PR, 207 AR AT BEAFAE— AN AR M. AL, 457 R A Gumbel-Sinkhornl'*1,

$roaat (3.29) Bl (k)
s — exp (M) , (34D

ia
Tg

Bl )5 R AR HERY Sinkhorn Bk H#EfTACHL . Horbr, BRINANERS ¢ MARHER Gumbel
AR RAE, HEFAA KA (cumulative distribution function, CDF) 2

Glx)y=e*, (3.42)

AR T — MR R . It A (3.41), Al AR IR 7011 R FEAS
I SR i X RE AL R, FAORAE AT DA 2 — OO LR o X BERE RS R ok
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#3-8 B4k 33PRETE HERALTAR,
Table 3-8 Notation of all proposed methods and their variants in Sec 3.3.

BRIZAFR | RIRAE | T4
NGM | QAP/—EVLHE | 3.3.37 7/ 241 b 2 B P it A 7Y

NHGM | HEEIVCE | 3.3.3%5 /48 By 2 s e e pie i 7
NMGM | ZHEIEE | 3.3.39 /MR 2 % P DL oAb

NGM-V | QAP/—EIPLEL | % NGM [ Sinkhorn % A (3.28) #iffe J il i A (3.27)
NGM-MH | QAP/—EILfig | A5 Z£3k (8 3k) Sinkhorn i A NGM %Y

NGM-SF EAL U YN ZE5E ) NGM BRI A 2 ) 19 £ RS 5 v
NGM-GX | QAP/—EJLEC | #H Gumbel-Sinkhorn SRAE X ¥R, IR [0 H ¥R R ER LI

I b A MBS, TR H AR BT R T B e DU e A T
Gumbel REEREL, W AHEAR RV ERE . Gumbel 43 1HTEHES B &L
PCRIBIE . B RS A e —20 ik

3.34 S

AT RSN T PR Lawler's QAP {4k 75t 1) fiEMARCHESS:, &
PAFRALBERE REAR AR SR S A A 2) QAPLIB Hrk 5 ELSE AL R AR QAP
W, HCrb e 28 00 282 2] QAT /M B AR BRI AR . AR TR I3 T o 28 ) 28 SR A e A
Lawler's QAP fMUvE i 75, Bl 2] IR S A a5 ) CNN RRAE - FE L SE R R
HEATULHL .

AT T E VL ECR 2 I DE R R I, PAPERS NHGM Al NMGM )3
. ETF PyTorch SLFLAY NGM, NHGM. NMGM @E—=)2 GNN, HH[&
JBRHEAEE | = b =13 =16, HARPESHIKE N 1=1=0.051=1,43 =15,
it (batch) PYR/NEEHN 8. NGM, NHGM I NMGM i fi] Adam {1 gs 2471
ZRU0) L PRAN AR o) R E AR RN SIS . 36 3-8 T AR A BT A
Tk =K

P st sk QAP AL, (7 FLSCi iy AT 45 @ ht —4EF-Ti b REALA= i A3
EEHEATUCHLD , 13 5 HoAh 24 2] 0 B DT RC K g 64T T A BRIRIRAE A T 10
ABARAEF-1HT U(0,1) x U(0,1) NI RiR . BN U(1 — &, 1+ 05) HYBEALAETL
FIEEHLIE RS 12(0, 07) , 1FEIL3N G M0 L4 - MBEAS sS4 | SRR 200 A& T
YR, 100 A& AT, 364531 2,000 NYNZRAEAFD 1,000 ASMHAFEA . Rk E
ZERNT T VC K A2 R A, LR SR ) (Delaunay) =148 S
FZE, BinE (TR S e) B EERNEEM . S A2 M U0,1) x U0,1)
FEEPLRFE . BN, A 10 DAL A, & =0.1,0, =0, L&A,
X T A AR R AR RE R, RIS TR] 5 2R i# ) Lawler's QAP AH[F] . 5
TR, ARSI B > f AR R B A R 5K B, A2 SIAT AT A
JEE. GMNUYL PCA-GM (3.27F) ZFBIAT A1l DLECHL AR > V3R SO X
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Figure 3-13  Synthetic test by varying deformation 6, d; and number of outliers.

—SLIRE, ILEATEA HIAEX e

T U 12 39 97 vkl 010 TR AR A RS E MU AR 1 Lawler's QAP [ 45,
ARSI B R AR ST 1) QAP KA 0 1) SMEYLG &I DB R A R, g 1)y
kA 2) RRWMO ) S BLIEE FBKBE e I DCE s 3) IPFPL ) e
B A R A E AR 4) PSMIU O S i MR A e i T SM; 5) GNCCPL T2
JHT B DCE A 7 [T B AR BR B 735 6) BPFU 2 i st 43 S bt ke 1 1 R AR BR B 12
A, TERIVLE k3] TS epErtERE. JeAh, ABIEDLEIE Y 7) RRWHML 214
SR RRWM §REE S 5. S TSR VA, RRWHM BB Scitl > 1
THrAHRUERE AR T =FrikE . FERXA g, T HrAE VR E R Ky =
exp (—(f;j—fup)?/03), Ho £ B ij MKE. RIELLK, %€ o5 =5x1077,
=R RRRIE AR 3.31), Hi of =0.01,

NTATHILRAT AR, S GPU S8l T R b AT
SM. RRWM FI RRWHM Kfi#gs, X EMIFER LR CPU bR s AR RCR B
o HA T YE T Mk RN R i SR, RG-S A GPU SEEt. BRI,
S e T Scikl ) &7l CPU it . NGM-V, NGM-MH, NGM-SF )& X ]
W263-8. (B, 2E) KM 1072 JF 4G, 45 5,000 A% 10 £, L& DTRiE
TEBGA RIS PCEL 4 A8 A 2RISR OVl VS R A B e O 2

v R Ao, [ 3-13(a-c) WY, AT H ) NGM 1EDTEKS ¥ b 5 H BT i
HER SR AR A2, I ELTE ™ T BEHL A A B0 F T AR UG g sk fig s (Al 3-
13(b)) . £ 3 Sinkhorn ji AR NGM-MH HE— 54875 T VRS . 4=
AR R FE BT, NHGM FETE XGRS . 4 0R b s i S B 1 B Bt
PEfE. SR B EIPEE RRWHME T A H, NHGM fEELEA S B R 5
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Figure 3-14  Synthetic test by varying number of graphs/outliers.

RRWHM P2, & 3-13(c) . MAER 3-13(a&b) H, NHGM X}l Al
e N

I R A 2 A EIW VSRS B, NMGM RUE iR T T NGM, I HAE K 3-14(a)
HRR T 5 | A 2 B k2% ST A TERL 2 B —— NMGM [ 1 e B 5 0T
NGM-SF, i 5 & WA E >R 3 7 VCEE A A I 2R NGM A58, 41 [& 3-14(b)
ffi7n, NGM, NGM-V fil NGM-MH Jg 5 i) Ve B3 . i F 0 GPU I
Frik, NHGM i et it dlag > Jy 3k PSMU O #n BPFU A sR s, ffhyxt bl , 1%
5 1ty 3 P DT Iy i RRWHMU ) g e — B IR DT ICI8 1522, I BNl 9 2 5
TR I A

Pl 3-13(d-f) iz 45 T Z EIVCHL oK R QAP I HARRE(E . A BRI 2,
PR TR R IHERR B, 24 > SRR i B Am BR BUEAR XA . IR AFE3 3.2 1 HE Y
ABKE, QAP HbRREAEME = 441 F T BB FE M ZE, B QAP By i@ n] RS ELSL
VERCANAF . AT bl 2% > SRR AE I EHE 515 | 2 T 2208 T AR ARURE AR [ v i)
M7 o 3K o G A DG i St S PRl s AR A S i P B, BL T2 ) (R SRR AR 3
ST INEA S, FEARE DURAERS 5 i L AT 55 R

i NGM-V 1 NGM 2 [8] ks B 2= 185 T DAF H HAG HEZ 2R Y Sinkhorn fx
AR, 7E NGM-MH Hridiit £ 3k Sinkhorn figk ASEIL T i#F—2042 71, Fiil@
TEREALAE AL O, aniEl 3-13(b) fin . FeflHl, % Sinkhorn 1% A ) NGM-V
B TAE T RBT SM, i At AR H [EHESI A0, e R IR w B
A —J7 1, JT Sinkhorn iz A ) NGM I NGM-MH 7eAlf & 258 F RRWM, ¥
AR B TR M 25 2% R HES 2951 . BT PRt R 3 42T

FIESY QAP MIEMPLES Y 2R AR . NGM 7] DK e A 1) Lawler's QAP
IR, 3% ) EL A LAE STk A2 (R T 3% 5. #E QAPLIBY ¥4 bl fT
PRSI TP R T NGM 23] fiAk QAP HFrei#iie 1 (FERILELH, HrR
BB A, TTE QAP HZi/Mb) . QAPLIB & T 15 2, 134 /3K
HE SR QAP W, Bt E Rt mt e KN ny = np = n,
HAGHEIM 12 3] 256, AW SLEAE 133 LB Frr, Hi 12 <n <150, #x
PSR tai256¢ HET H BT ENOR R 22K S T (FF6 Rl 4 R TR
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Figure 3-15 Normalized objective score (lower is better) of our best-performing
NGM-G5k against learning-free QAP solvers.
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Figure 3-16 Normalized objective score (lower is better) comparing different NGM
variants.

275GB A7) . PR AR E N QAP [ B bRei &L, I RIS, 1%
e 7SS, B H pr ek i/ ME

Lop; = vec(S) " Kvec(S) (3.43)

Hrp, S /& NGM Sinkhorn JZ%i 1o S48 B 5T Lop; B, 22 2J15211 S 2
B QAP [ BAEXFEALAA T T MR . S TR AT HABTE 4, LI Al
¥ H T Gumbel-Sinkhorn J5¥%.
QAPLIB A fir &4 KNG - W22 IR, B4R S R/ 44 - 45
5, Ja T ECE RN SRS . AR 2 M RS 8T, QAPLIB 2
FREEZ AT X 43

bur — 26 — a
fEE4  EERE S (i)

SCH AT BA AR RTZRE (RISk BARIZER) BRI gi— AR, PO EATE
R (G, Fra R bur (W 8HRE A RBOTE) o [F—3&5)
() W R RS AT BE A BT ANIR] (B4, esc MR 16 3 128 44%).,

IR ER AR B AR e 8GR . S TS B, H— AR H AR %
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Figure 3-17 Run time (log-scale) against problem size i.e. number of nodes for each
graph.

T BOOAE L MIPEE R iy B (shs BFY) V15, T ) By vk DU RL
(SM) A 11k -

SRAREY H b e B — HAReR B S
SM HAred %t — HAnek g B 5

SIS XIFRUER) NGM BIZFI R A AR Gumbel REEEET) NGM (NGM-GX, X=
BEARK) PEBEMEAT TIRIE . 2F > RATHAI N 1074, 4 5,0000 2 HA% 10 5. AL
K/ E A 1, Gumbel Sinkhorn B IENIMESEL 1, = 1. SCERA-FHILLE T NGM
Jr:5 GPU 28R 1) RRWMU 1 SMEYT | 344t T Sinkhorn-JA (1455801 (78
Intel Xeon CPU @ 2.40 GHz bjz47) o R Scikl il g g g, Ve IR
Sinkhorn-JA R REEUSATAI AT AT/E, PR I AR 18 SCH A AR 40 o) i 45 2R e 2
A

5 RFonr . AEW 3-15 1, AR T RRWME SR SMUT 9f B A
5 ety Sinkhorn-JAU VA i R B (. BT AAFAERET 24 T 1) QAP SR
o S U T AR ik I/ 3-16 BAIE T Gumbel SREEIARINE, HART
Gumbel [) NGM-G5k GG 20T e PE NGM, 11 J5 2 B 18 1 6 4 R Bk e 5%
MR S B HES . Bl REEECE DD, BT Gumbel 175 ¥4 B PE BB HTHE AL -
IXFRHH, X RAEEZS (BT 5 2 B EE T DASRE = ) o

it — 2 P PFIN S5 R 3R 3-9FN & 3-17f 7R . Eid2%>] il Gumbel SRAE, AT
) NGM-G5k 7E 133 ALl 72 SR 3N T s, ks> i deitk
fifte% Sinkhorn-JAUIYE 46 52l ERIE . XSGR E, ML TR5RIKR
filras, TSI WRMEARGIA NGM v DUE R B Z 1 . BN, R#A

http://anjos.mgi.polymtl.ca/qaplib/inst.html

H—f % =
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%39 FEFTH QAPLIB PR L, i 3| b Gead R 43t
Table 3-9 Best-performing occurrence count on QAPLIB among all instances and all
tested solvers.

] %ﬁj%%lj‘bur chr els esc had kra lipa nug rou scr sko ste tai tho wil‘,‘é&ﬁ‘

FEEL 8 14 1 19 5 3 16 15 3 3 13 3253 2133
sMtllo 001 0 0 0 0 00O O0OUO0O O] 1
RRWMEM 0o 0 0 9 0 0 0 0 00000 O 0] 9
Sinkhorn-JAU'’1/ 0 14 1 1 0 0 15 4 1 0 1 0 7 1 1] 46
NGM|{0O 0 01 0 2 0 5 0 0 0 310 0]12
NGM-G5{0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O0 O O 1
NGM-G50/0 0 0 1 0 0 O 1 O 0 0 0O O O] 2
NGM-G500/ 1 0 0 3 0 0 0 1 1 0 5 01 0 0] 12
NGM-G5k| 8 1 011 5 3 1 10 1 3 7 2172 1|72

#63-10 QAPLIB ¥ , % T %3t % fo NGM-G5k. Sinkhorn-JA # gap (/X (3.45))
Z_ 1A a4 B AR AR AR K A

Table 3-10 Pearson correlation coefficient between the listed statistics in QAPLIB
and the corresponding gap (Eq. (3.45)) of NGM-G5k and Sinkhorn-JA.

‘ nz ”Z/n4 (sparsity) Kstd/Kmux Amin /K dmux/K dstd/K dmax/d_ dstd/d_

gap(NGM-G5k) | 0.130 0.631 0.212 -0.222  0.230 0.286  0.230  0.280
gap(Sinkhorn-JA) | 0.270 0.545 -0.090 -0.220 0.291 0355 0.291  0.475
8aPNGM — 8APSIA ‘ -0.184 -0.121 0.234 0.071  -0.137 -0.163 -0.137 -0.288

BAERIA 4 M %% NGM-G5k b Sinkhorn-JA f—/NE 4, I Hal i %% Gumbel
Ty EERFERCER W] DA R BT R AT ST . Be s B 3-18H IR AR I R
TAEARIR LB Z Bz AR )y, Hi NGM-Gsk 7t y #li sl EdbT 7l £e
X HA L) B T, EIRMBE . SR B AR R B R T AT M RE . NGM
AT AT DA Rz A0 IS 5] (R ERASE HRAE I 25 b Wk i R0 s ol . 2, MLA
22>] QAP KFEARTE QAPLIB L5281 ek my vl P A FE A A, I ELVW] DATE
ANIA] )[R A T A .

4N 3-9 MK 3-15 fifrR, dE22J 1Y Sinkhorn-JAU 1 JIHL2%24 ) (1) NGM-G5k
TE QAPLIB /R [RIZE 5 R B 4, il Sinkhorn-JA F£ chr Al lipa 2& [ P
U, PRS2 EEAE bur, esc, nug. scr Fl tai 28 FEHAHE . AT R
T B AEY, DAL PUBIR R LRI A B Z5 A 2 (R &R, AR AR LA 2
RN AEEE 2] SR A TR R

TR, A3 WA S AR BRE AR M v e 1 T — Lo g8 bR - ) AL
n, FHEK, 5/AME Knin, TR Kinar, WREZE Kyg, BIOEEE nz, PHE
BO(REREEMIE) d, B/NEE dpin, TRIERL dipax FIEEIIFRIEZE dyq. BHER
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Training instance

Testing mstance

Bl 3-18 A TimiX QAPLIB 1°) 38 Lz A% /) 04 R 4E T o
Figure 3-18 Generalization test by confusion matrix for QAPLIB.

#¢3-11 NGM %7 % Pascal VOC k4 84 (AN A) 89 REAFE (%),
Table 3-11 Matching accuracy (%) of NGM on Pascal VOC Keypoint (no outliers).

Fipighk|dr oo 4 B 0 @ @& @ A mM w2 T o= QO Oypy

GMNL'1141.6 59.6 60.3 48.0 79.2 70.2 67.4 64.9 39.2 61.3 66.9 59.8 61.1 59.8 37.2 78.2 68.0 49.9 84.2 91.4|62.4
PCA-GM (3.277)|49.8 61.9 65.3 57.2 78.8 75.6 64.7 69.7 41.6 63.4 50.7 67.1 66.7 61.6 44.5 81.2 67.8 59.2 78.5 90.4| 64.8
IPCA-GM (3.277)|53.8 66.2 67.1 61.2 80.4 75.3 72.6 72.5 44.6 65.2 54.3 67.2 67.9 64.2 47.9 84.4 70.8 64.0 83.8 90.8|67.7

CIE-HU1149.9 63.1 70.7 53.0 82.4 75.4 67.7 72.3 42.4 66.9 69.9 69.5 70.7 62.0 46.7 85.0 70.0 61.8 80.2 91.8|67.6

LCs['1146.9 58.0 63.6 69.9 87.8 79.8 71.8 60.3 44.8 64.3 79.4 57.5 64.4 57.6 52.4 96.1 62.9 65.8 94.4 92.0|68.5

BBGM[*1/61.9 71.1 79.7 79.0 87.4 94.0 89.5 80.2 56.8 79.1 64.6 78.9 76.2 75.1 65.2 98.2 77.3 77.0 94.9 93.9|79.0

NGM|61.8 71.2 77.6 78.8 87.3 93.6 87.7 79.8 55.4 77.8 89.5 78.8 80.1 79.2 62.6 97.7 77.7 75.7 96.7 93.2|80.1
NHGM |59.9 71.5 77.2 79.0 87.7 94.6 89.0 81.8 60.0 81.3 87.0 78.1 76.5 77.5 64.4 98.7 77.8 75.4 97.9 92.8|80.4

RILE SRR H AR R 85 B A gap K30R

_RARAY H bRk gl — H breR g 1S
SRAGH H A7 ek X

gap FR BHIT AR C A iR GRS 4B TR E2]) nTARR
FE . BRER (Pearson) #HCREL r T HAEA gap FIAHMN Gt 72 (B HAH
?é‘f DA B gt B G, R 3-1050H T [r| > 02 3 H , Hr ik

BURE XSRS ERE A g, FONEBARRY gap . % 3-10805 T
éﬁﬁg%ﬂﬂﬂﬂlﬁﬁ‘{i gap Z FEWAHRNE

FEF3- 100 TSI, EE AR (nz/n®, ARUEHERE P ZICEA LB .
WEZHEICER nz 2 QAP [MBIASEHENE. A5, H—ILAARIEE Kya/Kunax XF
NGM-G5k FRIH — 2L 55 B TR 20, {EX) Sinkhorn-JA F52 AR /N, TE& G
T, PR YRR AZ B A b 1 B e BER A 52, T Sinkhorn-JA DL X B2
A bt 2E dya /K. dga/d BEUE. B2, FEPERE NGM-GSk (H g E 1L
LKA HEHZE) A Sinkhorn-JA (XEDAFREIE R R A sk susbh, S5
Fﬁl@%’fg FHES A 2 > AT AR B B i 3. AR SR i etk oy i) P BE A4 i T o

BB E R R R R T A Rl AR L A

(3.45)
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NGM Accuracy (diag: 79.5, all: 50.3) PCA-GM Accurac y (diag: 65.4, all: 52.4) GMN Accuracy (diag: 40.2, all: 40.5)

1.5 | 66.6 EEXEINEESWY 294 | 27.3 ARS

55.2  37.4 | 334  34.5 LN SEEN

bottle KN
bus | 59.0 61.0 333 342 33.0 92.1
ar | 435 | 423 36.3 34.6 64.2
35.8 | 42.8 | 39.3 . 29 33.0
xxxxxx 54.1 59.3 59.3 35.1 .
19.2 | 27.9  36.0 5
49.1 6

’
o

train | 26.8 44.4 | 238 286 24.7 | 40.5 NN

75.4 5
35.3 7.2

28.0 [KEEN 267  47.1
30.6 | 33.9  30.7 KN

ar ot char o
Testing instance

3-19 NGM 7 ik j& Pascal VOC X4 5445 & Eayizfohs 25,
Figure 3-19  Generalization study of NGM on Pascal VOC Keypoint dataset.

{EFLSPE% A2 2] CNN I QAP R, AT B VL M 2% fo /e 1 )5 G
g A, HhafE—ERmaEmMsg (WK 3-11). T3 Pascal VOC 3%
S SRR AE RN Willow ObjectClass $UHE4E OV FES .23 /45,

f& Pascal VOC %4k 5 335 % Loy ss R o XA B EGEOREN T 04T 20
A EA SRS SRR ] PUAL G323 B SE I, R S Y
5 g AT HEA T 5 4 05 VT . Pascal VOC 34 12— I EL b B M i B 4
R n] GE R RUEE . RS HIRIHT ARk, A ) o B S B AN 6 %
23 A5 T NMGM 112 E VLECHL G 75 2R R B Z R0 s Al W], 1A 7E
Pascal VOC i i Bdi 4 Ll NMGM.

A SCHRL O3 29 A SR R, IR T DR TG R S FLAR IR AR R
A 7,020 DYIGAEAFN 1,682 ALY FH T 5250 . FERF RN E Hil
SHEFR B PR R 256 x 256 K/NE, FEA ML, q13.3. 395 frifieny, /&R
VGG16 EF R 2L I MARTE CNN 2 BURFAEF 3 AR DL B A 4 - fifi ) relud 2
RFRTT L, (A relud_ 1 SRFIRMMFFE, A relud_ 3 SKEFIR 2RI
S, VGGL6 Bk )2E > RIFE N 2 x 1073, HABEREEE H 2 x 1072, %t
TR R, H— DB R AES N =A0aE, 55— ERHEEE.
NHGM =B HUE S HS E N 03 = 1074,

SCIG AR T i ML g 3] 2 > F g PR DR O AR (LB BR B 7 : GMINL ), PCA-
GM (3.27%7) , LCsU'%], BBGMI™, {5k 2, BBGMU ™ Jsiif Sl i il s
YR FUAS SO SR 10 B fRT B, R A A AT Dol et 1 A 00 A ) SR, T AR
SCEAT . Kb, ARCVEEEHLI T BBGMIIDGE N A SO S B , kA
SCHHRAE ) BBGM [RA5 IS 25 T BBGM 119 J5 4612 3¢

F3- 1P Ry 45 R R, 72X CNN FREFT QAP KA H BT,
NGM F1 NHGM e R 28] P 7 A%, Fe @ e P wEn 5 Tk
MitE. 53.29789 PCA-GM LI, BT 7 R B RHE SN 25 . I 2
MM T B AL, NGM [ DEEORS BE 5 . teAh, NGM e B2y Th i
T I SSEHER) BBGM 7k, IXIEAATEE, 8 NGM 1 BBGM :=Af [a] ) FF
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% 3-12  NGM %4575 & Willow ObjectClass 34k &+ o4 IR Be s & (%)
Table 3-12 NGM matching accuracy (%) on Willow ObjectClass dataset.

& VT 5 s ‘ ey ‘ car duck face m-bike w-bottle ‘ SR B

GMNL' ] 2 679 76.7 99.8 69.2 83.1 79.3
PCA-GM (3.27%1) 2 87.6 83.6 1000 77.6 88.4 87.4
IPCA-GM (3.2%%) 2 904 88.6 100.0 83.0 88.3 90.1

BBGMI*! 2 96.8 89.9 100.0 99.8 99.4 97.2

Lcsliodl 2 912 862 100.0 99.4 97.9 94.9

NGM 2 974 934 100.0 98.6 98.3 97.5

NHGM 2 974 939 100.0 98.6 98.9 97.8

HiPPIP?l | >40 | 740 88.0 100.0 84.0 95.0 88.2
MGM-Floyd!' '] 32 85.0 79.3 100.0 843 93.1 88.3

NMGM | 10 |97.6 945 100.0 100.0  99.0 | 982

fEPEEAS, T NGM [R]if2E 3] TRAESE ER A VL ELK s, T BBGM Hz2z>]
THRHESEEA . NHGM i A 8 AU E— 2242 T T NGM [bERe. 14k
R AP ARSI T AN R NGM (5707MB, 4> 14.1 XFE1%) ; NHGM
(38060MB, 4GF> 11.0 X} &), NGM 5 PCA-GM (5165MB, 4> 14.4 %t &%)
PR Y.

BRI 7 AL BE Syt — 25 3l A VR VA R N DABEAIE . W&l 3-19 B, U fif AR
RTINS, AT 2B LA TN . BATOAS A € 24 BB T 1)
i FE 142 DATR]— 31 o () s i A BE R o QTR HERE TR . NGM FELSE A LA 2
B2 B HA—ERZLEe S, Bl “Frr MW R”. BT M T AR
R CRFET . HHAMPRE R VTR AL, NGM FEIRVEH X f 2 2
BIEWAETEL, AESEITAZRBIN, NGM BIFERER I PCA-GM, AlHEZ
oA K Z B SNSRI XK. Dl AL 45 SR A 3-20 firs (SRR IERf T
i, £k MEEiRPLL) . NGM Al NHGM [4k A= (error pattern) AL, {H5
PCA-GM R[Fl, FEAEATHEGEHMERIGER AR . NHGM i i 44 1F— S BUA 1)
BRI, A0 A, CBEFREET. N7 ML ALY, BT NGM 4h

f& Willow ObjectClass 35 & o425 R . BAE3. 297 A 52561X 8 , WillowObject
Class Ba8E R A2 HT 20 SKIE -8 TR I8, Ha B A1 IR4E.
SEIG S B0 E Al Pascal VOC ¢ S B im SRR R — 3. AL 5 HARG-
SSVMUVT GMNUYT il PCA-GM (3.27%) 4T T Hbi&, H-RE iR £ [l DT
S35 HiPPIU?) il MGM-Floyd! V0 Ay 4R 3] i Beif ik %6 3-12 JBUR T NGM Al
NHGM FE NI A _E i 280, PEfE i T ek BBGMU, 2 3-1211) “ 4]
BeH” A E T E VCEC A EROE o 5 AR2E > i 2 TR DTRC SR gy vk HiPPID?!
1 MGM-Floyd! VAL, NMGM 1 f i SR /D, (A5 26 T 06 3 30 £ [ T
Bid2e>) R3] T B UCERS BE . NMGM 16 i 773 P 2 i,

& Pascal VOC x4 5 305 £ Loyl gk 92 56 o 38 i X5 — T 6 B SR G  AS SCgHIE
THEEAEVLELA QAP £ HESL th 5| ABLEFF T LS. AT AP HAR, ARSE
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&
b

GMN cat: 6/10

&

PCA-GM cat: 7/10

&

NGM cat: 8/10

&

NHGM cat: 10/10

l

GMN sofa: 1/7

R

_-s
PCA-GM person: 5/9 PCA-GM sofa: 2/7

]

NGM person: 5/9 NGM sofa: 4/7

NHGM horse: 12/14 NHGM motorbike: 5/9 NHGM person: 9/9 NHGM sofa: 5/7 NHGM train: 5/5 NHGM tvmonitor: 5/5

Vel 3-20  Pascal VOC X 48 54 P 12 /4~ K IR 2s Ry -TALIL
Figure 3-20 Visualization of 12 categories in Pascal VOC Keypoint dataset.

ST JH T 7 SplineCov FARHE VGG16 B 251, 7E53-13 1| 45— 513775 CNN AL
B2k E FI 40 TmageNet 43344045 (ImgNet |5k 25k 1 -2 3 J5 o Fel P
B (NGM); 4591|372 R A 42 ST SR M8 RRWM 822 5] B R R4 NGM
FsRAR QAP [, ARSI T 75 CNN FISRARAS FABE A ST R Bop , o
A2 5] CNN ISR ARSI 7 35 R . ONN B2 3 BARTT DATR M 26445 il
VLR (T 45 2 1RG5 5, (EEASPE RO, 22T AR M8 E (4 1] TmageNet CNN i
JLT-HE RRWM {ERfR 5 (44.0% vs 24.0%) , X FIIHLER - ) K= 5
T AR AR

7E Pascal VOC X4 $cigE |-, R0 NHGM Hfit th i AT T I 7sg
W, W13 3-14F05 . BRI I8 NGM R , (ReRam e A 206 15
R, B v =1, 4R T Sinkhorn AL S RICTR IR LL410E, Wil T
5 SHBLEE . Sinkhorn ¢ A DA K SplineConv HHERITIAL AV LB HO A 20 o 55
JG, b NHGM Ji0 T8 EHMIME. % 3-145875%, SplineConv 42 X IC J i
FE TR, F LA AEERE I 4 T TR ek, R AR I ek A B T
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% 3-13 3% NGM 44 CNN., B It e AR B2 A5 e 43 i 3F 5 5T b4 ImageNet CNN Fo
RRWM #3F YbiX 55 .

Table 3-13  Controlled experiment by replacing NGM with unlearned ImageNet CNN
and RRWM solver.

N k> > 4 & J QB @ 6 B MM ®®F O =D Do

RRWM|16.1 22.3 20.8 21.8 21.3 31.0 23.2 25.4 18.6 20.5 20.6 21.7 18.8 21.9 13.5 28.6 21.7 18.3 50.5 42.8| 24.0
ImgNet| NGM (30.8 42.5 44.3 33.8 39.8 52.2 49.2 53.9 27.5 42.4 29.3 49.1 45.1 45.1 24.0 48.3 49.9 29.9 70.2 73.3| 44.0
NGM [RRWM |41.5 54.7 54.3 50.3 67.9 74.3 70.3 60.6 42.3 59.1 48.1 57.3 59.1 56.2 40.6 69.6 63.1 52.2 76.3 87.8| 59.3

NGM ‘ NGM ‘50.1 63.557.9 53.4 79.8 77.1 73.6 68.2 41.1 66.4 40.8 60.3 61.9 63.5 45.6 77.1 69.3 65.5 79.2 88.2‘ 64.1

ImgNet

4% 3-14 {2 Pascal VOC X 48 & 5035 % L3 NHGM 84975 @t 555
Table 3-14  Ablation study of NHGM on Pascal VOC Keypoint dataset.

P | DUERERE MRS
FLUE NGM ARz 58.7%
+ A SRR ARLEAE A T AR AR 59.6% +0.9%
+ Sinkhorn E#x A 64.1% +4.5%
+ SplineConv 4 74.3% +10.2%
+ A AR B AR DL PR R 80.1% +5.8%
+ AL EE 80.4% +0.3%

) QAP

3.4 i AR E LI AR 2 B v PR 4 B

I0A B AT (one-shot) . JEF I (non-autoregressive) 4 i £
ML 2 2 R TR A A R (B scklc). 3.2R13.395) , FFur AT
in] HARBREGHEAT A B (FTNZR) o et Zpypfseh, XLy Rib il 1
R LR (RTFAT) AL BRSPS (W)« e E
SRR ZE P 2SR AT AL PR B B2 AR — R LB, X H R E =R
SRR AL BT ¥4

LA H bR B ARSI ot (R, XMMEGE JoiA PR BRAEEERY 2R i I

X R 40 2 I 28 22 2SR B SR BT 5

2. Pushim A ARG 7 AR G DRR B o USRS i) AR R ST

(T RA A B R] BE 2 BRI SRR R P RE 5

3. MERPTEIT SR, TR SRR, MR 22 19 28 i 85 AR S B 20

H, XA AR n] e AT A b S 29

T ) 254 5 A —— S B — A R AT B AR B IR PR AR B R 2 M 2SR e, AR K
T AN LR HES AL S A s B 2R ) B R S B b R DA
A LS (optimal transport, OT) JRIEATALER . ETXAMWEE, A4
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2315 REAERKER &0GIZE. KIEMARILE,
Table 3-15  Theoretical and empirical comparison among CO networks.

22 R 28 SR R AR 24 TR ‘ Erdos Goes Neurall®*] CardNN-S CardNN-GS/HGS
TE W 28 ZE R R I ) R A (ARInAES 1) #& (1t Sinkhorn) J& (i Gumbel-Sinkhorn)
AR HIE Sh I mt 5 (mt(¢i—9jl+o)
Sy R ESR Jeuk il 0 (752 O(Htete)
SIS A ok 8.44 6.71 0.09
SEg i S5 R ACARIY) gap (1) 0.152 0.139 0.023

BT ET OT By REL AR & N 2% H T i B i A A A>T o ATHFSE T Wi
As{A: 43 B{d | Sinkhorn A Gumbel-Sinkhorn 463 OT. BT AN HHISHES:, &
TIXF AR A 1 SRR B T PABAS I bR AR 8 o FEiARAb R, A ie S
T SR AR R B A EE AT BeAh, AR SRR T St > SKigas . T 1k
AT S T AT

341 JEBZERAL TS HTA

FHEAR A a8 (cardinality-constrained optimization) 1, f#IEZEIC
RWAUNTET kA

min J(x|w) skt |x]jo < k. (3.46)
X

S RARACH N I S AR T2, B A0sK iz 5 00 A St 5 it e ik il 01,
K IR W 2 v B EL e g b R P T B M i A T i e A
TEEBART, OHE BEF RN kBRI T58. e (1S) by, B
KA FARAG AT DA S b 20 i S HES LA A DAL i i & ANHES T, RS
PIHE K MAEZICR . ARFOCEME S, RImERINEUE LT R AR r s
AR REIEATIE . R SCHIBIFSE N At — 20 BIE T B A AL A A RS B A
PLAL MR et —— T AR I I 77 318 (BT Sinkhorn H3K) , #4yiti &)
S ) 1 28 D0 2 SR 7 5K Fi

342 Wbl

B — 2 A AR 2 [ 2610010110 S 1 B i SRR SR P 24
W, Ok T I WL TR ST AR 5T O TR T — i B S 2
HES . AU HTB R 28 e A R BT E =05 1) MECTHE T CPU L 4K i
PO B mH M4, AE GPU Lz T R AT M 4R B s 2) Sl E
PG H bR RS R ST, it 1 MR T 1 i R B A i 2 ST T
SERME; 3) i 3 i ) ARAL) REAT SR AR TP O AL R SR T RE, BISREANER E 2%
PR PSR L O T AT REAR T SCHRET SR Y B AT R R, TR
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s 98] 2% 4 A2 1) A ) D AR 0t I P e SR A 1 SRS, RO AE SR B B mT Ry 2
Ao, AN EAREREL, FHm 2R B ARk &l B IVBHR R o I A BB 20 ST
T A T B > o VE AL SO #l 22 W0 28 SR AR o0 28 o 7 224 9 2 [7)
LR 5, [RIHER R R . (H Fh T2 A ) A i - o B3 0 2 0 B
%1 (piece-wise constant) JEZ, SERrtfETEZEIEILHN 0, FEf thBUE R R oo
K, PRI o 28 9 2% v AL BRZH 6 2 SR R TR M

5 HAWH A R 2R, BB R DA T 5y . I R &M 28 7
FAEAFRER AR B S T IS M AR LR ET, nE3-15FRS. AR
I o) Gt R 1) 4% A 1 ORISR A0 A R TR K SRS, TR R AR 2 R 4 5 3 A 42 1KY
Zep . — B E A EOE @R A R I THE P IR BRI & A, (X5 A5 2
UERIBR RE B = A (5 . 32 Cuturi 25001, Xie U IR THER R &, ARy
EET kR (topk selection) F T FEIA N EHEH (optimal transport, OT) |f]
AL IR T Sinkhorn BN TR ok . FeJ, i B ER, A
TR T PG A G, HE B R R AR, I SR B
>,

SR, XF Sinkhorn FEAYEE /2B, WIERES kAN (k4 1) MR AER
A, R AT BE S BB . MR R B T s R I Bl AT L
TRV SR Gumbel Skl 00 O b b e 0 BRI A & I % R LB
BT, AT, EEHE-—P45A T Gumbel 35755 {1 48 0 45 T 7™ 1,
P AE N e S R g o = R R AR O P15 <01 7 ) MR OO S
BRI R T — M (homotopy) Jrikl' ), sk FE BB ISRLA M . FE
SCHRL T B B ST HE RS, AR R BN A MR HES B A DAk A (Rt
BEHE B BRI 7 5 A ) ISR T R 48 A R

WAL, ARFTIRMSE T — AN H—— TR A oA, Horb S o
T RARIE o AT T —A “BREHM-AL” RI2%, %M 45 [F] k2 > T
AR M 2SR AR, A e ) B AR R B T B i ) T, AN Z T B
“SEmim . EAR” k. FdeE I gy . R R TU0E, WIAEAE R
wZEE ML ERE R XS . BARTI Y, EPA— RSP ES5: AT
B AL, AT R T A it 30 i ) T 4% B A A AR Y . HE LS
Pa FRSCmm SRR, BT ey s, sk st

BAKIM S, AWarsEshyior B an s LA 5 -

1) —Fp R i iR RIS B IR AL R IS Ak . AT B2 T 1 A 2 v 1)
SR W 25, E et BRI 5 ) 4 e AR M A AR AR i HE B A
AT, BIRF LIRS A R 28 3R A0 v, T RRF A Sy A5 0 22 T A 4 2 R
.

2) BATERBR SRS 45 R ity . BT A0 10 Topk g R, B

SH3-1SHIBIE 50 TR0 . SRR B 1 23R A5
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- ™ 5 3 BETE: —
B e r__ﬁﬂéﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬂﬁ%@%__1 R il
. = | " e e | T lag:
e OTEBARE | || AHBFES i
s : § ¢ )
n: ' }iﬁﬁ’ﬁﬁ%lﬂ@: i
_;. | ‘ Ji= sun(softmax(—TA o i‘,[zA 1T)oA) Loss = mean([ s, Jz, .. Js])
g8 : Tpe BABERE srkEm
] AGumbel; i = min(T;[2.:JA 1) -v Loss = —mean([.J1, J2, ..., Jug|)
| | REAT [EEALRAEE
III I 1 Lok es x = relu((E~(u rp)) @ Ti[2.:]). x = x/sum(x)
e |'| ' B o) x
al ) ‘ e Tt
spEE Sl ————

Pl 3-21 it g YaB T KA ALY RIEALAY CardNN HE R
Figure 3-21 Overview of CardNN pipeline tackling cardinality-constrained optimiza-
tion via self-supervised learning.

B2 S Ao T B B A B R A 28 0 2 e B e — B A Ay
ST TSR RS, I Gumbel BEA IR 2 sk S, AT AR 4 SR
IE 71128 0 £35S R 8 24 S JE P T A R e

3) B “HEABIIN-TRAL” fER. GRG0 e . EIALT RERUM I, A
7 T A RO 28 D0 245 SRR S — A I BB B -t RE . At B
St L0 4 TV PO T I R WO R Ve AL A AL, R HRR T B “a
AHU-TEAL” SRR . 55 < SEH . S ALY (LRI LSTM+Gurobi
MM, “EEAN-pEIL BRI LR 11 5 T 2.0,

343  ROLHARIRLE S P

ARFTFE ) CardNN J77A01&] 3-21 Frs o EEAH B UCH I K R 2L 0 A )t
3 IO, AATHE LSRR ST — BT R At i i R 2o
J2 A T A 2 i 08 48 B G R AR SR A o XL I 28 2 o S I 2 TR O R
HUeMSEE I EA LS R, R0 Y R 45 AIATT EEAE R OT HArey
RS T K ARAR 28, 5 R A0 8 100 25t ) D SRR R H AR R L (55
BT BB ) o FEASTY G AT 1 W 2 SR s e e il 1, T s
XA B . B s =1, sm] NP FISSTMAIIER, mIUE
JEER ATCRBE A HRH () R A (m — k) DSICERBR T —
AHRH CREEF ), SHXE s Rl & DICRRIEIG. TERN RIS, MR
T2 PR e A% J2= 1) S B SAAREE 0 A

CardNN-S: ZCBIIERZY 40 Sinkhorn W% . T ] B MISRR IR, fix
DUt P BUE SR o AR IR m MR, HgHE s i/ VK
{E. BRI BEESER, SF0rTR50 & MRRFEENE] snax, HARERK
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ZNE smino LA LI (e, r) AEEEREL I (D) E AT

CZ[I L. 1],1': mk ,D: S1 = Smin 52— Smin .- Sm — Smin
k Smax — 51 Smax — 92 ... Smax — Sm
m M
(3.47)

Xk I A s 010 i ) A — A e R RO 1), AT B s

min tr(T'D)  st. Te{0,1}>" Tl=rT'1=c, (3.48)

Horp, TR, R 1w m BB — AT (RIET & AHEsE
BE) o 243K (3.48) s LA T S50 T 5 SeX BT A MR I THER , SRSl & I
B, BRIk SBEIEAR L. 1 A SRR, A5 T 1
HEAN AR B HELER [0, 1] {6, HAEAXFTIAR NI, 223K (3.48) 280 -

min tr(T"' D)+ th(T%)  st. T €[0,1]>" T1=r,T" 1=c, (3.49)
Hot n(T7) = X, ; TF log TF, @A E ML 1o SHEMSLHGEME D, I RASRI R 25
BERMR A (3.49): HEHEMRIEN I T = exp(—D/7). )5, * T HKRIHEAT
T4k, a4,

D, = diag(T*10r), T =D 'T%; D, =diag(T" 10¢), T* =T°D;!, (3.50)

Hrp o BBICRIRE. A7, T o B gil, ©a22 (3.49) ik
L. T™ W5 AT B ) B R RS S i T5[2,4] A% x 2R
AR, TR, T™ RPN TG B e, R, T 22—,
AL R AT, F5 2 AR SRR R & T™ By i

3.1 (3R iE [e =, Constraint Violation, PAF &K CV). CV A3 T At fi
CORBSE T) AUER TR Gk TTATRIES 70) 2 Sy NERmITS:
CV = Eeg [minnez [t —h[[F]. BI5, hI2HEE t FATim .

21T 3.2 (CV IR0, PAE BB 1) CardNN-S Sy ffil, el o fig p 7 28+ T™
flivt BAReR AL, VE0 B B R R R gL TR R, R st A R w7
KIRH, W PR [l i) al AT/ T SEBr b, AEgR, fam g myg—A
ib)E . EAZHEIG AL, M CV = ||T" —T™||p 2—EERiEN, HT 5
N2 FP ARG e AR 32 P A8 05 ) R TR R 228 . AL T 2R Birfy CardNN-S
oA, SRR L E A . XA CV I EUCRIARE T HAh 5 B 4l

*1% Sinkhorn Sk 2 A3 (3.14) I— I, HFG A | iy R E] TR Ak fn

=
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T8 3-4 CardNN-GS: AbPRIE 2 1Y Gumbel-Sinkhorn [ 4%

WA HA m Ao R s; B3 k; Sinkhorn 244 ©; MRS o HEASLH #G.
1: forie {1,2,...,#G} do

2: Xﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁ si, A §; = Sj = olog(—log(u;)), Hrf u; RFEH U(O,1);

3. ]"5: Sl_sm’ivn Sm_SmNin :
Smax — 51 -+ Smax — Sm
4 MPEAN (347 Wi e r;
5: T; = exp(—D/7);
6: while not convergeddo
7: D, = diag(T;1or); T, =D, 'T;;
8: D, = diag(TiTI @c); T, = ’Tiﬁgl;
9: end while
10: end for

Hitlk: #G MERHERE [T1, T, ..., Tag)-

eferizem s, BTk, fEERAERLE E%]m CardNN-S i) CV:
il 3.3. A% Sinkhorn F-i% €8k, CardNN-S 0944 RiE R # 5%

2mtlog?2
Ok — Ory1]

AR, ¢ 103 s WBFHES, B o Fl ¢y 435052 s 55 &k KAIEE
(k+1) KEICE. il 332 E T3 e s 2 i ey e, 2— ATy
CV, It Karalias Z:i¢ 3000 sg &R 32851 CV B4, H, MK (3.51) Harph
Fib, WER |6 — Grqr| 22/, CardNN-S ) CV B WK, IFTE ok = Gt IR
Ui O N AR R AR A S LR, B R CV R R E R S T R
No X EHOFA RS, FENAR ¢ = i1, RARTCIERHE VZ LR EAT]
Z A . bR b, WSRAEEEIEM T T MINEES, X ATECFIEARE
Bez. (B2, IEWEID 320 e, —DlEEER CV 78 3 I EHH A Uik M 4%
I EZE AR ZM . BT A] Sinkhorn J5 ik F| T HISIRS, fE T30,
VEZAR Y TR A, 5] ABEHLLEh - DR i—4 8/ C V.

CardNN-GS: AbPRIEE 29 Gumbel-Sinkhorn (%% . & T 2% CardNN-S
TYERBE ST, A2 T & T Gumbel-Sinkhorn ()4 2R M 245 2, 4n5%:
P3-4FRY. Bk, EEENHERAEMIER CV. AR T ES
150191 (reparameterization trick ) X1 28 /0 45 FI (MR R AR N BEHLAS &, AT DAS I8¢
PR Gl R SRR R . Gumbel 2011 W] PAGAE

CVearann-s = | T = T||p < (3.51)

gs(u) = —olog(—log(u)), (3.52)

S o T %%, w MBS U0, 1) HORERFEL. AR, s I D HRE

10 LT Sinkhorn [#) CardNN-S %y HER #G 5k 1, o &K 0,
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Homn g

~ =~ :S'Vl_smin ~’5:/2_smin gm_smin
sj:sj—f—gg(uj), D= . (3.53)

Smax —S1 Smax — 52 ... Smax —Sm
XTT7E Gumbel WS g S 0% 4 IR, AR BRI TE =R

min w(T°'D) st T°e{0,1}>" T°1=r,T° '1=c, (3.54)

Hrp, 230354 BB SE T 5 CardNN-S 280, 4 Tl 2k PR 3RO
TR BRI D Tk, AR TR, a8 7 e ) e -

min tr(T'D)+A(T) st Te[0,1]>" Tl=rT 1=c, (3.55)
T
R AU AR (3.50) HA 2811 Sinkhorn B ¥EHEATR M. TEXHE, A (3.55)
AR T BT T B350 T YW f7f#, CardNN-GS fij CV K
T —T*(|p BOMIEE . FESSEeH, ATDATEATHIAE R ZA T DL RN (145 I
SCHRIE X, 6 s T HERIAR ) -

k34, £E) (1—¢) 9MFET, CardNN-GS 899 RiER 2%

CVeuwmneas =Eu |17 T[] < (log2)me ¥ Q(61.0;,0.8),  (3:56)
i#]

20log <G — %) + i — 0] (% +arctan@2;(fj>
(1= &)((95 = ;)2 +402)(1+exp 252) (1 +exp ®25-%).
IEA s IR I T X a3 3 SIS AT IZ ARSI o € 3L O, O
it Gumbel BEASEB)ES kKL 5 (k+1) KEYER, CV R LAEMTHES
By [1/(10m + g0 (um) = 9n.y = 8o (um, )] ML HH go(um) = go(un,,,) HIHE

RFFREEA LR ) =1/07+4). Bi)5, CV By LA @ M55, 3
O 4 25 R T DL PRFSREALL 0

;E'\_“:PQ((PI'?(PﬁG?e) =

e 3.5. AT L, AR Pyt HoR (Fmieif LI RA.2),

~(mt(|¢;— 9|+ 0)
CVearann-Gs < O ( : (3.57)
¢ 10i = 9,7+ 0% )iz

S5t 3-22 R e T A B UEHE B CardNN-S Al CardNN-GS F25 5
$41 [1.0,0.8,0.601,0.6,0.4,0.2] AT 3 AMH, B 3-22ic5% TR 7, 0 {EXAY
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2.007 et e ———————

1.75 A

1.50 A

1.25 A

1.00 -
—e— CardNN-GS (t=0.050)
0.759 —e— CardNN-GS (t=0.010)
—e— CardNN-GS (t=0.005)
0.50 1 —e— CardNN-GS (t=0.001)
—==- CardNN-S (t=0.050)

0.25 4 === CardNN-S (t=0.010)
=== CardNN-S (t=0.005)
0.00{ ——- CardNN-S (T=0.001)

1073 1072 107t
o (log scale)

Constraint-Violation (CV)

P 3-22  #fib Sinkhorn #2 Gumbel-Sinkhorn % £ i% R b i) 7 ) ,
Figure 3-22 Toy example comparing the CVs between Sinkhorn and Gumbel-
Sinkhorn.

CV. X7 CardNN-GS, BRI o A/ © o] AR CV; Miikf CardNN-S i
5, H OV MR, HRBEEL © R, a5 Sardl 3.3 Flandl 341945
WA

B ¥ we ANty Gumbel-Sinkhorn, 18 3.5 B, #H%E ¢ M1 o W DAIKE CV,
XALHNEZHFSE T Gumbel-Sinkhorn [ [F{¢ (homotopy) Jyykl'©%191 Hirp#hsi
SATZUNE (BIBETREAR © 0 o IME) . FESEE, TERARE IR o, BN
K o HWREMIT 2%, FEELK Gumbel FEA, R THIMUTTEITH .
[Fi) 4 B A (14 4 28 ) 286 SR it Bl i 44 4 CardNN-HGS.

)5, CardNN-S Fl CardNN-GS 78 Faf PAGE—:

Hii8 3.6. % 0 — 07 B, CardNN-S & CardNN-GS #9—#b 4%k 50 (ifwmienf 1,
W FA3).

3.4.4  JLARSEBURISELS 5 By

e tEHEADUAL A A SRS . E e ples22>, LRk e Ak
il P A P A HES B2 A A AL e ek M) (facility location problem,
FLP) Ml KB B (max covering problem, MCP) . #fi & AL 2 M5 Fr A 1)
SR YR 2 E Y

WAL LRI AL, BN MR 250 m AL, FRATEAEH o k Mk
Tt (BIAEf), AHARARIH SR AR S . FLP M A AR B0 i/ ME
B Hb SR R e 2 (R FE B S A B A € RYG™ SRRt sl A B B4R
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§53): 3-5 CardNN-GS/HGS J 3K fig it izedik 7]
A BEEERE A; 24 3) % a; softmax JEJF B; CardNN-GS 4 k, 1,0, #G.
1: if Yl|ZFr B then
BEHLAT GG A 22 ) 25 KL 6,
end if
if i B then
INETRYIN G h 22 B ZEALE 0 Jpesr = +o0;
end if
while not converged do
s = SplineCNNy (A);
9:  [T1,Ty,...,Tug] = CardNN-GS(s, k, T, 0, #G);
10: XFFEY i, 1158 J; = sum(softmax(—BAoTi[2,:]) 0 A);
11: J =mean([J},J,....,JsG]);
12: if 1|29 Bt then

N

RN R

13: TR 95 2SR o, kB R T 6;
14: end if

15: if J3LFT BE then

16: SETHBEE 9 IR o, ST RS s;

17: XA i, 115 J; = sum(min(A o TopK(T;[2, JED))E
18: Jpesr = min([J1, 2, ..., JuG], pest )

19: end if

20: end while

21: if [A{E )5 then

22: [RAK T WME, BEREBKE 27T

23: end if

fnil: FI R M ERE 0 (NNZHE) Mttt B AR R EL Jpesr (MIABTEL) -

[\

[, FLP s B e

m
rr;in Z min({A; ;| Vx; = 1}) st xe{0,1}",]x]jo < k. (3.58)
j=1

Bt Y S = e =S 1 ke NG e 4 e g AT = 7 S 4 0 Y TN B LA
TSP M ) B B /N T B (B4n 0.02) , MIEsn—24%301. 523 v 1 —A
3 21 SplineConvl “ I/ 2%, M1 [ 45 F 4 BURE

Hprkftiit: 23X (3.58) T min iZH AT FEERERG . FH, RAW
A HIREE —B 1 softmax Frffe min, v Aob FI/RHE A Hajk b P4l E 1
(RAR=RY v 2k

J; = sum(softmax(—BAoT;[2,:] ) o A), J = mean([J;, /2, ..., Jug)).- (3.59)

E3-5 045 T oK f# FLP 19 CardNN-GS/HGS 531125 i Ji R - CardNN-
S EISN T=0,#G = 1 B4,
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i) 3-6 CardNN-GS/HGS HI T 3K fift e R 78 5 )

A o EISPEE I A e v; 52 % o; CardNN-GS 24{ k, T, 0, #G.

1: if 1|25 BL then

BEATLRI LA A 28 ) 8 AL 05
end if
if i B then
IR TN G o1 22 P 28 AN T 05 Jpesy = O;
end if
while not converged do
s = GraphSage,(A);

9:  [T1,Ty,...,Tug] = CardNN-GS(s, k, T, 0, #G);
10: XTI i, T J; = min(T;[2,:]A, Dy,
11: J =mean([Jy,Jz,...,J4q]);

12: if {JI|Zk 9 Bk then

N

RN R

13: TR G5 RT3 o, JEHRIE TR 6;
14: end if

15: if J3fT B: then

6 EEPBRE 9 TR o, BHEE T s
17: SR i, T J; = (TopK(Ti[2,:)A) T - v;

18: Jpest = max([J1,02, ... J4G) s Jpest )

19: end if

20: end while

21: if [A{8 )53 then

22: AR T WME, RIS EREE 2R TAT

23: end if

fnil: FI R IR EREE 0 (WNZRHEL) Mty B AR REL Jpesr (MIABTEL) -

[\

RREEFAL. GHE m MEGH n AW, B EGATDAE SR EE
Py, BRSSO EA . B g LY (max covering problem,
MCP) iy HbRERE] k NMES (k<m), (B EYMIEMEEK. %TE
STV ISR, BIERLA2 9 4 h R LR S R R U L s
NEGHY RS — AT, MBS R ARSI . 2 v e R A,
A € {0,117 Sy o AR, T(x) S9FEm g (AR x> 1 I(x); = 1,
0 I(x); =0), MCP p%esE R

n m
max Z’l (]I (ZiXiAij> -Vj) sit. xe{0,1}"|Ix]|o <k, (3.60)
Jj= i=

[ B R 45 = Sy T 2 R A A PR 5 D) — TR, ARTOR T =02
[t GraphSagel' "I 45 Fil— />R i Sigmoid Wi (1) A FEHEE . AT 220 i il B
N R AR
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YR L2, 0N s = 1 2H A 1] B 2% 3T
A R A S 5= HES B G AL R AL a2 > SRR
8 __10°
= 9] X greedy
274 £ o Xk SCIP (120s)
3 @ ‘ X Gurobi (120s)
E 6 5 1021 m‘ X Gurobi (optimal)
g . H Y | X EGN
2 Z’_ _3 EGN-accu
24 g 10 % CardNN-S
o © X CardNN-GS
O ol S
a3 = _4 X CardNN-HGS
7| X ) 210
5 WK o Wow o 0 =
0 200 400 600 0 200 400 600
inference time (seconds) inference time (seconds)
(a) WHtEENE A (k=30, m=500)
8 N 100 .
E E X X greedy
g7 g 1%k SCIP (200s)
8 PR S % Gurobi (200s)
26 5 # X Gurobi (optimal)
S 3102 X EGN
2 = EGN-accu
24 . S % CardNN-S
ER R T 10731 X CardNN-GS
53] ¥ X £ X CardNN-HGS
217 D¢ - X S o] =%
0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 0 250 500 750 1000
inference time (seconds) inference time (seconds)

(b) BEHEFENL IR (k=50, m=800)

el 3-23  i%akik ke (FLP) w945 A R34 R,
Figure 3-23  Synthetic experiment results for facility location problem (FLP).

HAneR gt 2T 245 (3.60), ARt

Ji =min(T;[2,:]A, 1) " -v, J = mean([J, /2, .., Jsg)). (3.61)

BEYE3-6,445 T TSk fif MCP 1 CardNN-GS/HGS B ER I, MR A .
CardNN-S B} T = 0,#G = 1 f454.

F 3 ety ik . BT E A/ MU R, WRASR IR J B —T E
M BB K R AT Adam (ALY AN FEMIRETEL, s AR
SRR A W G TR G Ak, B S A R B TR s E T KA H AR R

TR E o AL R SE IR E A T Karalias 45 AL H G (1 I 2
MJHEZE, S IR T B AR A E SR . T EEE, A TS
100 NEEA kST YN ZREE RIS - XFT FLP W)@, e s i 75 JE b Rl HLA: AR
THAREE XF MCP W, R dl 7 ORLIBL ™) e o0 # A i 1 0 ELAL
o BT B2 SO BRSSO OO Tk (BPHE O B4 e Bl
25, TERESHWE B . SCIIE T BifE. BR. (62 AR TS A
(166-569 Z1 1)) Tk FLP, % T Rozemberczki 2l 1 It £E 14 6 4~ Twitch
A% (1912-9498 455 ) T MCP.
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s
e

led

- 10-1{%
% a6 - %
3 14 X yareedy i £1024% X
w44iX SCIP (100s) X s §. 4
T2l % X Gurobi (100s) 2 10-3 X %
=) X EGN e
£ 4.0 EGN-accu 210
> =
2384 X CardNN-S a
@ X X CardNN-GS o Lo-s
5361 X CardNN-HGS N o
0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100
inference time (seconds) inference time (seconds)
(a) I KRR ME (k=50, m=500, n=1000)
led 1071 )(
g9.0 . =
E X * ¥ X greedy £ 10724 > ¢ *
v SCIP (120s) 9
5| % X Gurobi (120s) | . 10734 X %
S X EGN ‘g \
£8.0 EGN-accu 8107
2 % CardNN-S =
7543 5107
A S X CardNN-GS o
2 X CardNN-HGS 0] . .
7.01— | | I I ! I I I I
0 50 100 150 200 0 50 100 150 200
inference time (seconds) inference time (seconds)

(b) EREZE G (k=100, m=1000, n=2000)

P13-24 ZXEZFM (MCP) a9fr L5tbss R,
Figure 3-24  Synthetic experiment results for max covering problem (MCP).

Ak ik 1) SRLSEE R 2R 5 S HARR AUk % . T FLP Al
MCP [ BF Yk (submodular) PR, SO EVATE XS M B34 20 (1-
1/e) FIAE I o 2) BEBORRIR e 25 (035 fot Se RO 7 1 R 4% Gurobi 9.00 I 45
PEA TSR fas SCIP 7.0001, Sy B (1 T3 f4 IR A] b FR T A il e 28 9 45K
fas . XT 3) LA IRALRIZEIN S, 286 5 et Erdos Goes Neural (EGN)[**1E
FTHORE | %7 T HoE O S M B AR I T R AR Ak . BGN FIAT 9535
MR BITET, EGN ATEE M5 P i m i . ah, scibh ke
A 1 B >0 O SR N S R L2 b IS TT DA 8. el T fbar S 4y
e a2 g G ], I SEI A SR AL S O T

AR A LB 2 R . AT R HR I “gap” $54%:

= J]
gap =

~ max(J,J*) (3.62)

Horp T2 AR, T 2 A iR R H AR . AR g
WORSRAEGR U T R e U, WUFRIN “optimal gap”. ] 3-23 AIl&] 3-24 73
A T O AR AR B FLP HIMCP 4521, Hip o fh HAre gL, gap HiT50)

https://github.com/Stalence/erdos_neu
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e

=
o
>
-
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S N X greedy 5l X greedy T 01l X
£ KX SCIP (60s) £ 2)<< X SCIP (60s) g10
; %« X Gurobi (60s) ; 101 1 X Gurobi (60s) g 10-2 X greedy
5 10 X X  Gurobi (optimal) 5 %X X Gurobi (optimal) 5 X SCIP (optimal)
g ’ X EGN g Tox X EGN 21073 X Gurobi (optimal)
= EGN-accu = EGN-accu = X X EGN
2 21072 g X EGN-accu
8102 > CardNN-S S X CardNN-S 8104
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s v 81031 . Lva S 10 : v Xse X CardNN-HGS
O N O N 0 NN
0 100 200 300 400 500 0 100 200 300 0 100 200 300
inference time (seconds) inference time (seconds) inference time (seconds)
(a) FLP-Starbucks (Euclidean) (b) FLP-Starbucks (Manhattan) (c) MCP-Twitch

Pl 3-25 FLP. MCP F)Aay 5o 848 52 45 R o
Figure 3-25 Real-world experiment results for FLP and MCP,

B R R BB FER LG, FEMERER “x” Frif. ZERCRRIRCER
J7TH , A5 CardNN-S PR T-HA 1) EGN (2%, [H 8 EGN X295 i [ A
A4, CardNN-GS Fl CardNN-HGS 3E— #4827 73RS, B S 7Rk
BRI oK Gurobi (169% B8 /D AT B) - SRAS S AP I 45 5L ) - #E MCP 11y
P ELSLH T, Gurobi SKARSS A BETE 24 /N IR I S U, PR e 45 b 21
Pl 3-25 545 T BB AL I AR . FEE S, AT CardNN BIAYH: BE 4G
LT EGN, I H 58 5cit () SCIP/Gurobi KA AHY , #5035 2 v DA
LS K 4 o 7E FLP-Starbucks [A]8 71, CardNN-GS/HGS 1£9% T AHIT i 100 Fif
(6], 58] THEALH “gap”; £F MCP-Twitch [[)f5id, CardNN-HGS k. SCIP/Gurobi
g, HIRE T A R

[ii] i) 2% FE ORI, A& itk 28 W 45 1 v BE HE 44 /2 CardNN-HGS >
CardNN-GS > CardNN-S > EGN. X 55 3.4.3 5y Bp g5 - — 30 Hif
PRFFA R S 2 N 26 K A A AP e R . LA, AT topk SKFFIT
FEHA R AREE, b T RIEREE Xie 25 AU Sinkhorn 352 RAVE M HEREAY A
VR, VEER LR T HAWRT G531 topk SKAR ¥, FHAESR 3-16 LA T AN A 7]
53 topk J5¥AAE MCP R SLIR 2%

T PEHEST R AL A AL . AT EAFY T AN R HL A T P HES
RUHA AL, BIAE SR H] H SSHOR BT OLT A J 7 2 ok e s 1
KBS A BRI LA (portfolio) , [A]IHEE E EE ALY R AT Hilis B AR . 440
b, AP TS B TIPS B IR 1) 3l A R 2R ST AR AT R R Y e
FEMAE; 2) BTSSR, SR AL AT R B A R AL . AR SRR
FMBE R SET. JEO0AL” (predict-then-opt) o ST, H T FHUMIAR A v AN AT sk
T AFAER 2, AL RBRR A TRES PR T . N T PN T8, Solin 26l R H
SHCA R A B bR B TRk f U SeBl “BREHM- ik . (EXFT Bag
PRt B FEEAR MR A GRS, MHXRIRAR RS H.

PR K o R A AL PR P B AN k BB aRl AR
SEE AL H R @ EAZ R T R BHEsK m e (IS & p e R fif &) 510K
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#3-16 & MCP (k=50,m=500,n=1000) 17)#2 %} CardNN-S topk 3% R & 12936 4E
Table 3-16 Validation of the topk methodology used in CardNN-S on MCP
(k=50,m=500,n=1000).

SRR ‘ CardNN+[72] CardNN+[74] CardNN+[175] CardNN-S CardNN-GS
HAReRE (D) ‘ 32499.7 37618.9 38899.6 42034.9 44710.3

26 3-17  FUMMEAL TR ARALTE 2021 F S&P500 H k04 =345 R .
Table 3-17  Predictive portfolio optimization result on S&P500 assets in 2021.

JrEAARR BNOTA T mliRE L R

T s A I¢ +Gurobi (JCTm) 0.673
e, kil LSTM+Gurobi 0.153 1.082
BEATM-fi4r LSTM+CardNN-GS 1.382 1.968

UK (ER i 250005 © e R™™ i) o ARSERG R ) T B L3 (Sharpe ratio )l 1/
PIEE SN AR L ANE VI AL U Ik

max M’ s.t. f:xi: I,XEO,HXHO Sk, (363)
X VxTXx i1

Ho x RETH IR ZMNE, rp RTINS (risk-free return) , Bl UnE
ifER. FEERENZ, HEW L. IR RN, BT M M 2%
A TR .

o) 28 4 AL I 45 SEGSR FH T K EHHCIZ (LSTM) K 4gnidas- i as g5t/
M gL (RPM AR 2%) o K507 Se & H ks 7 504 A LSTM g,
73—~ LSTM f A% i o R AR SR BT = kg i 7 . VEEAE LSTM 11 [k &S
JE I —A 4R E R 28 ) EAE AR B, Rl i A A7) CardNN-GS )2,

B AR aE . HET AR T, FIH AN AR (3.63) 1R
Felivt x HfA:

x=X"Hu—rp), (3.64)

W o R A RS IR -
x =relu(x ®T;[2,7]), x = x/sum(x). (3.65)

TEAET xR, BT ST LS r A e, 5, (OB R, IF
I R AR B S

~ (us—rp)Tx

Ji= 3.66
x| Yerx ( )
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Figure 3-26  Portfolio prediction results on S&P500 assets about return (left) and risk
(right).
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Bl 3-27  2021-03-25 F= 05-21 3% F 4R 509 T AL
Figure 3-27 Visualization on 2021-03-25&05-21 data of predicted portfolios.
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K 120 525 0 (2 24 i) WRA R R4 G, FHEH 2021
RSB AT I JIZRARH 2018 45 1 ] 1 H 2 2020 4 12 J] 30 HARE
500 (S&PS500) f5%H 494 NBE . SCHRHAR AL TE It R BEH 3%,
WA k=20, Zelp “Jeiill. JEIAL” (predict-then-opt) 2> 5T HE K
“BRATIN-HEAL” (predict-and-opt, SRy CardNN-GS) i I AH[H] 1) LSTM #bt
A, Ho SSEE . RO BSES HARR S MEB IS I - F O iR,
FF A A% ] Gurobi FEATILALSKAR. BEAL, SKERIEHLES T —Fh “Pi iR
it (history-opt) HYHEHE 5%, BIREAE 7 5 v i e L B e 2 A b A T3 R

KEsE R AFEAELEEERE (2021 4E 1 7 1 HE] 2021 4F 12 J 30 H)
I IR GO, SRR 32613 317 R . [ 3-267F, B2y
. AL D5k (G LSTM gEAT#I . 6 Gurobi #EATHLML) FIATY
f#) CardNN-GS 525y “HRAFM-E”, SRR A Gl (4) 5K
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FEF AMBF)RE

MBI RABRE AL &

3.2 : B I B K gAY 2 9 2% 3.3 : R MGk K AP 2 R % 3.4% : AH AR KiGAY 2R %
B # N FALF A, Sinkhorn™T ST X2 DR A AR KGR EITE R

A e

/ S
%, e | | 45 S| #, ) & -] #, =k #, AR #* A4 #, A4 #, aRA AL
i | SE | [ s | | ot | |35 | v || it ||| e || 35 | s || 9 | s
ST N sk AN EC IR L AN EC IR T

P

T 4% T 4T THS
A 3 iE B $ R A RO REHL N KK & U B ) 25
B F I KROBSEYE

Pl 3-28 5% =SB 5 5] KAFHP| LS RACHT I E 45
Figure 3-28 Summary of research on pure machine learning solvers for permutation-
based combinatorial optimization.

K (F) B9XtE. MRS, CardNN-GS Tl A3 4 A URRE . XU B
PR AL HIAFE R 24.1% SEm 2] T 40%. BEAL, T S&PS00 FE A&
FHRAHR, SHERE BB A L. 2 3-17HR “HilliRzE" AR
M3 pR2s, /AT 2 SRR ) R S0 S AN — S i R B ) B B
&l 3-27J/R 1 I A AL G IR S Rh 5 (efficient frontier) HEAT T HLEL
AL TR G R AR, AU RS AN B S e i AL AR G, T
P FAERE T IR G . AL, WEEERE, BT IR R A IR 2,
TEFTM AR S A AL 55 IR B RO F L2 A Wl BERY .

3.5 ARG

ARFEFGAE I VCEE A8, IR FGURIAIAEL, JEE R A R A L, R R T
sipLgser > VR TR ARHES B AL A AR R AT AT, X R R 5L I 45454
Wit AR ERSRIE S TR TGS . ARG N2t E3-28 B4k, BFTIE
WA T 2BHLas > A DL S s Tolsk . THHAT. Thts . Hrp, Tl A
TE i 2 v Y SR A 22 N 25 BN 1 3 B B o, AE3. 27 ICELAE 45 . 3.3F13.477
P AEPEAAT: 55, A 48 I 28 1 SR AR 3 25 e~ Bk I 7 508 B 9] R ) 4% G SR A 3
Vo TIHATRIIAE MG M AT DAYE GPU S s b3, B andE3. 3813 .45 Y
GERAAT S5 T, N 28 VAL SRR _EAH LUAE CPU s T e G A vk o H
. e, T RIFESR 2 M 48 KR AR 5 N HA IR 2 ST Bl
ghgy, TR R e B e ST AE SR B An3. 2803, 375 1 G BRI A3 411
JEEA T A R ] DA J 52 B Ao 6 190 445 SR A e — s i B i b2 3
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FERABETT . BSOS BORZ T, AFEA PAT ik 3.2 8 Rk ]
DUTC P AT, 3 o PR A 2 ) 2%, RF T D A 1) A P ) sy 48 M) £ B R 2273
AL, BETRS 558 NP ER 2L DA SR A S m] A 22 10 ] A SR A e MR IR )
o AEIE PURCHFE o A O LS BRI R B4R b, R A 4R a0
ARESE] 7. 33—, B T IR DT A A A A —Lawler
72N IRYG: 1217 1 = S € R 1 3 R 1 7= W (2070 B o R G s QLA 18
LT Bl S AR ISR B, i A AR B TR b ) — AR R 2 S AT 55
— R AT S5 —— ) T ISR R IR FEAE I A e S A0 I R DL
155 b, MAM KA B 1T R PERE R e S BA . 3.4y 2il4l
FHIE G, WA R SRR EIE T, SR T A 2 M 4K IA
FRBETTHE DN - I 22 AR TR TR T, Hef b BT REHR I 200K, BT
BT B AR O (R AR 45, e 0 BN LSRR i 1 (e ge ik, TR ]
SRIGERZIUAN Y
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FNE RMSEFEEMHNRASHIESFEIIRME

4.1 AEslE

KABHED B A AL B, SO AL SR B SR, TSRS RRE .
I, & LGB R P8 . 51 AMLERS: T AR g2 — AR v
FEHT . R KI5 Yoshua Bengio HUZAYEE —1E& A B ek TRl & 1%
SRR S RN R TR R R R . T R R ) £ S SR, AR
TR T =R AE X T B dn AR B B IR, 4.2/ 2 1 2 T
PR AL G R EVE T & T, i b 2 X 2% 38 AL S Bk i & 7
[ T ) Pl DG E [ A P 1 22 I %, 4.3 /N1 1) P A 0 IR DE L S 9 e B e b, )
i FIVCEC A TC B 2= I HESE . iR G ke S & M 2% 5 T 1) H i HED B AH A
AT, 4.4/NTRLE T =200 e A SRR R g i fbas >, FEXUZ ARy
MEZL R SEIA AR AR, P G AL I 2 I 25 FH B X4

4.2 LR R Pl G PR R DLER 2 ST HERL

%144 RS (graph edit distance, GED) 22—l J i R BE D734, 3T
T g R B Y A ZK A MURIEL (source graph) | FIARIE] (target graph) )4
e, HARBUZ R — A LA/ MEB AR K A HES AL S AL . 1248
) A* SRR T A MR M AEAERCR RIS, AR 3R i Je K e 2 7 J A
TSI . AR TR &Ik, ARG R T IE A g S A A
PRt alfRe s, [RINES & 7 IR B R R AE B, PASEB—Fh &3
AL GED SRffds . ZaliSHRINE %, EER TR sh S EHRA I,
FEIRT AR R 0 SCHA TR . i, ATV Al AR AA B A B S O U4k
JE] A* SERARARE T, s LS T B R Kok, A D T
BT TEZAFEIRE R SSIRE R RN, AR A Tk AR AR A*
R, R SUOREEE R Z PSR . AT AR RS TR T 1)
GED J53k, Hhl 2 Renstn i g Bt Ae iR e: ~] GED Jrik.

4.2.1 Pelgutbnpgin@srai

K2 (GED) &g AL E &, BEAEF 2 M AR 5
R4 hERAL TR DAL, N G Eg el O 24 36 0E T 3 5 R
w78 2 e il ) R T R Rl 0 ’A-145 1 T — N BRI R e

24045 CRIER RS A TR FIRE R B ) . A SO

R RN TR I PR R (R AR ) o D0 B SCHRE A DX 203 i o
WSS SRR Mand, RRE
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Gy Min in @ WX X
cle)) =1 cley) =1 clez) =1

GED(G1,G2) =3

El4-1 &\ 2B GG 09 mAESELZ,
Figure 4-1 An edit path between two simple graphs G, Q5.

ARG T, — kUL, GED BARY H n @ $ 2 I 2 H b 12 09 foe g
e, AR AEACO )y

l
GED(G1,(») = min Y cle), 4.1)

(e1,-,e)€Y(G1,G2) i1

HA y(G1, G2) RETHRIEE G FwB i H R G B W RERY it Ae . c(er)
R e WA FIRREA BT B2 — NP ERHES) B4 & e
AL R AR SN T S VT 5 R G HES

FEALATIESL T, KA GED SRARARDS I REGHIE R B e f, (HAE KL
B B ERCREAR . X LERE I SR AR A S O R A T 4 iR (partial
solution) iR i EIARMRE . UTARSK, VP IR K> i %% L0105 R
el e 2 0 245 L T g U A R B A B SRR 2 ) R
% )& GED WALA M, okt dmigiste. Am, FEFZM Y, KRG HHEH
BAAEA R i Rl O BRZHEIA ) GED ARSI E0l g g gy
LT RIGIEIEIEA S o

145 GED SRIRAS . 4757089 GED KAF 25 v DAL IR/ INIA Y ), @1 55
WA RIREN SRR Ry 3 SRR R AR, Bl Ax FEb ) Mo
e T — DA THE R ARSI, I HAB R th— 8 % - B s
e 8 & B PR B4 T g B AR A ORSBAME) TN+
2 ) e B g (TS 00 42 R . A% SR VT DATE 1 JRAE BT A ] fig
g AL A FEA T U R, AR G IEOR, IR IEr 7 X
s U VR AR S B U I TR 8 I B 4 2 ) S
S 3. SR, RERAY GED Jr it St KK, 7E KA o2l ™, v ey
GED K SAEEFEOY , 7T RATE 2 T (3] NAS- 2 — DU, BN 8o
Rf# GED. 124 M1k, HT 4 EICE A AN TR R I BT I ) S5 A
FEUT L i R A e R A T A 53 A A0 DG ) A v DA 5
F RGN E Volgenant-Jonker FEL IR R, SEHE RUTLZAEH A*
SRRSO RUA o 53— 29T 2, RIS {RA I DUt 5752 53 Bl ) GED %%
PIMAE, B LR DT (4n IPFPUY) 1 FI 3Rk GED it
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h(p) = REEEMAHHEERMN (FWE)

Pld-2 A*FEBTo—ARE TR %HFH%E) v EH,
Figure 4-2  [llustration of a partial edit path as one state of A* search tree.

PERISKRAE GED BRI MU BT BRI RANR, HARR SR AR 2 .

WIESE I GED SRAES . i, MLy~ 0rkAe EWO LEAREE (RIIAT)
005 %2 R (G 20 TN b a s i i RS B 7= U A L i
GED %5 FIM B3 B2 . SimGNN 1 15 50365 PR B2 2 ST MLAE R A 55, o
BN TR 2D 12 BN, IBHME Sk BRE R ARk,
Bai LT 1 6 ] CNN Ab# 2 ROBEST UMM, 978 T S8 i L AF. Li
GUOERT IR R 2 W 25 rh B b T B, R TR . B R
WA AFEE MR T, o Dai ZE1O1R A B 46 T SCA 2 1) 1 it 68 A A1
SR, By X L8 ] AR RUAR JoTR T A R A, O TR AL L0 iy Hh 2 A A 1) B
M35t

4.2.2 Wbl

b5 AR, T2 GED SKARSS S m e ny (R, 075 SRR AR RES
T e RO E T i o O /NTITINE ¥ Sy 7 e [ L0 = S R 7/ W (1 5/ B -
TURIE2E > R R M DAV i B AR, T B2 ) W WA FERCR A . AR
ETES G AR, Bt R A K -

HRT R, ATRE ek e £ mE T Ax 5l o= MR GED
ALY T ey (e AR AR A s [RIRE, AT SR Ao 28 90 4% T R B R 3 B DA
S A R, BESE A* R F TR BE AR . ERARZEE, 48T
e i K gm i ph 42 M 2% (Graph Edit Neural Network, GENN) FEWAN G HIZ 2] T
SIS EERN S mhE, FERHES (Bany siweie) BE B
HIRAME B, 5 A* BRSPS MR 2 ok, a2 > w s
JE KA T, A DA IR R A B RS 3, T SE IR & R . (B
Fa, SR A* BYEME, A B2 T ER TR — R0 GED KR

BT R R T R AT, ATRHRERRII RS A RE.
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Figure 4-3 Overview of the proposed GENN-A* in Sec. 4.2.

HSCR AR BN, AR EERIER MR RN T, BEFW DT A* 5B
R ATIR A

ARATHIHTFEBHLE A S EEUT :

1) Beit Rl A TR EE 4 KAt GED WaRMEES , Hoh 8 RS £ 5
K B A I BB A, e il 5 A e B3R 1) e g JRE R AR 5 o 42 0 45 4 1
R, MERIRAERCR LT egny a2 X5k

2) Bk FE T A BRI IR A i ik, oA B T ey 158, 78
XA, AR A SRS A* BEEEAL, ZERRK BB R B A HL
I PEIARALRE o« 555 A PR AT YRR G, BT slhaS Al i) S S 2 B AR

4.2.3 FEAhR

WP . HFoRfE GED ¥ A* B3, S THSRAsK % GED b, piF5e A Gl
R HE TR R B ) T A v e dhig it b, A% BVAM M2
DS SRS A AR ()2 ) Dy R T A* 53k . GED B SR/ M
AR I L R ER A, SRR G = (V1L 61) B H AR G = (12, 62), Hor
V1| =n, || =noe K5 U1 = {ur,.oun b, Vo ={v1,.., v, } R AR H AR
PITRL, € R T AL ATRERY T AR R R AR Y SO wy — vy, T S
A €= v FIT MR wi — €, BN ERAER A T AR ) B 7 e . Nl 4-2)F
N, GETT R, g REE T, PN p = (ue — ve,ua = Va),
B 520 1 48 7 20 (ueua — veva). RIILAE A% SvE A LIRS % Ry 5000 4
iﬁmo

R4 VRS T — b A* Bk, S0 T/EDS i —5. e4idr T
— AMLFEBAI, R B R BPIRASHE L 5 T GED W8 —A 5B dm i B A2 . 40
Kl4-2 fin, BESRASILESE SCHPIAFRIRZ F . g(p) FRom M RITER /T A1
Ry, W PAERR T h(p) FR AR ICHE T B 2 18] GED R 8 & =T . A* B2 RE&R

VT SR T AR R A B TR A PR, T R0 AR T AR U b T e 1
SREWRICHS, UL, FEAT R, DU M iR X PR T DA HE A
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B3k 4-1 K50 SK A% GED 1y A* 559k
ﬁﬁ)\: |7§] Q1 = (91,81), gz = (Vz,gz), ;H\:‘:P 'Vl = {ul,...,un]}, Vz = {vl,...,vnz}
1: Xf OPEN ]G4k A2 e BRI 5
2 XTI weth, ¥ (u — w) A OPEN;
3: $f (u; — €) A OPEN;
4: while KL 2|52 Hf# do

5. M OPEN Hiif#¥ (g(p) +h(p)) &/ ps

6: if p B2— 5% then

7 return SEEEHIME p;

8 else

9: %Xp@é’??%?%;ﬁ ﬂ:{ul,...,uk}g/()1 %D@QVZ7
10: if | A| <n; then

11: KERTA ) vi € H\B, 1] OPEN Hid A pU (g1 — vi);
12: ] OPEN #6 A pU (g1 — €);

13: else

14: m OPEN ':F'ﬁ/\ pU UV56V2\@ (8 — Vl‘);

15: end if

16: end if

17: end while

it M G 2 Go iR A2

BGERT g(p) +h(p) F/NRIRES, WX T Bra S dn G4, h(p) < hoP'(p)
RS, W AT DAS I ARIEL T Hos ot (p) s R DL &1 2 18] F fe
i

PA A* BYER) =R B, VEE A UL AIE) h(p) X A* BIERIRCR
MEIEFEEZ: 1) W h(p) = P (p), WATPATLOHR B BRALEE A4S, SR, 3
BV (p) FRET— DR T SR ARRS , PIGXAESL B 2 RN AT AT . 2) AT RA
A S AR B A(p), o 0 < h(p) < hoP'(p)o T8 28 RIS —2r VLI
ik R RIEAF R A2 —, HBHRIRZE N O((n1 +n2)?). ARTTAYSLEG
% T XL GR 4% Hungarian-A*U", 3) Plain-A* JE R AT BAAY YL, T4 AR
£t h(p) =0, I HIXFRRBETEVT L h(p) B IEMATATH £ SR, PRz %)
FARARMN B, BWRW TR, FERCREREAR.

TR 2 ) e R R RE 2 >0 i g gh U 01102 192 3 mT DA s i R i 2 >0
VI B h(p), HPBUMES hoP (p) Bk, MM A* Bk
B AR S S EIR A PG REE TN h(p), @ ok A% gk It s Sk
SEINT h(p) MRS T FNE . (ESEE R, AT BRI T B A
h(p) < h°P'(p), {HSEEGUERH, XFRSBEHS R A RE .

Vi KLk APPZE S . Q0EI4-3R , A5 52 1) GENN 1 28 0 258 (1) BE R i A 5
BUAT AR 2 4% 70 SImGNNL 280l B 7RISR, 1E& KR T SimGNN
ORI E T B, e ARE L, 7S AL B2 M4 (GNN) 1155
#|. GENN LB A4 r .
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Figure 4-4 Comparison of three graph neural network variants for dynamic graph
embedding in A* algorithm.

A, TG, TR ABRILA A SR (BPAY B s H ) A
(one-hot) #wfd. X+ HAF MAREME (FlansTE), YEE @A one-hot a5
XTSRS TR, R R R L AR R E S, mT AR IR Ik
A B AN AL -

GNN . F 1 %, %ﬁiﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁ@éﬂ%ﬁéﬁi o3 1) P A (30T
EIFIARFIE) SR BRI 4 (GONULL 2 s S B4 B 2 > JUATRRAE
OB S5, XhF A 2D g 1, R SplineConvl' /1, GENN (¥
AU GNN BT M4 455], I B A7 AT B S R sh S B . 2515
SimGNNU Iy 25454, GENN $114 =2 GNN,

A* AT R —FEhiS A (dynamic programming, DP) B3k, H b EBs) 4
AR B DCEL Y e B AR AR B e . 1K AR GED i, A* fdE4aR
B — DI Il iR A%, AR GENN [0 28 55 15 I A~ R DT IE 1+ &1 22 [ 1
PR FERANRETS, SHACRSHEIL, RILRFRPZEE T A k. Xl
ARRNIA T AR T A TESE A (dynamic embedding) A5l 7201,
1 A* ByET, T EE RIS AT ZW A(p), HITEEE S
SEHLDAR TR . B ROk, ARSI LA =R T RERY ShAS AT I

Wil A* FL S ERIRA . A* BRSSP R AL T — R TR
7 1] NSEIRA . K4-4 8457 =R R sh S E I A KR, Rixits 3
ANEBRUZ, He, i GNN f TG 1 s 75 E - roe B mi ik, Hh s
TIUREAE: KR ZhaS GNN 17 TRTE HRRA , R REFT SN 3 BEepm
SR feJn, GENN [WiSMARNTEITEREE, 28FRmnshSE

84



I RGE RS S HNE  EEERGERIANHRI A G I aE R

RATT e B4 HIHE =R sh SR AT ER LS -

L-i@ 0y GNN M. WSRO — P 07202, TERBUE s, ok
P i AT Y R T e R R ) AL i . SR, X AMEOA S A TRV . K7 R
BRI n, iRALEEZIR A F, GNN JZHEFN N Ko FERIR LB 4k
el i, il GNN (RS SE Z4 ) O (n*FK +nF°K). %8 GNN [ a2 1t

*Aag 7 5 GNN M 2. QNEI4-AR58 AT R, JEId 51T A 22 1 25 1 T 5
IBERAT, U7 MRy, U HARSET A 22 B [, AR %
FERTA T AL s TR 2R, n AR RO B AR B B o BT A 22
AT AR IR, AR5 K DERZ, RARET R k BERB a2 8. SR,
W27 GNN FERIRF B B I 3R R O(nFK 4+ nF°K) (X584
EENE), FHERE OWFK) WNTFHTEIATAERZ. RN T i
IS TR 1 A7 B A T RERY 11, WINPT R K B Jedk #5211 O (n2"FK) .
FHGRY], X MOTIRA SRR WP Al AZ AT

A 3R89 GENN. W 4-4108)5—17F, GENN Bt Tal - BR,
GAT IR — R IHRANFIE . 72 A* FIk, QPRI g, GENN HfHf
ENMEE— NGB HMER, HRERRA T R AR UZ L . GENN H
W R EBYCET AL 3, HITE A A AT I Ar el s 24 O(1),
FFIRIEN O(nF).,

GENN Wit E 22 RIS MR E & AR B (FEATTH
A* RANMGT ), SRR I T EAMITESR, AP RN
AR . GENN ZA7 10 R AR T 1 BB 5. 1A, shS ikl E
R TR/ MR SR, AR A(p) M ARG R R TR
PER B A RN, IR T A* B9

DEMPARDLEE . M ZEAF IR [ IS, T8 R BRI 22 5K B 9 4%
B RT B A BRI o S TATSCRY T , AR —MBebk, X HLAGHE T 58 BRI
JER A AL

AT 2BHENGEE AR BETRRIRA, WA EEALHD TS
BRI A . $F Hy € R Hy € R™F Rk B GNN £ 45175 5
O 2R A B 1) R e A SR S AT AR A A AR 2

H; = mean(H;), H, = mean(Hy), (4.2)
kl == tanh(ﬁlwl), k2 == tanh(l:lzwl), (43)
Horprmean(-) 7552 (7 ZERE) BT, Wi e R 2T 5] v 2 JUACE
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R 2 ki, ko € RUF fiTH Hy T3]
c; =S(H k| -a), ¢; = §(Hak, - ). (4.4)

Ho o =10 24K 1, () Fi Sigmoid iK%l BT RARL 1 R er €
R™2*Y S AR A ISR AN 2] 4 P ARRALL -

g1 =c/Hj, g =c) Hy. (4.5)

B T FRm AR L 4 Af 2 ik 2 ) 4%, sk B %% (Neural Tensor Network ,
NTN )PV T8 g1, 80 € RYF 22 ] g AHDLRE 434k

5(G1,62) = F@Wh gl +Wilg g ]+b), (4.6)

Hrpt Wy e RPN W3 e RV b e R RIS IALE, S—TIRFNFIEN i
[1.a] 5 @i Wal:, g, « FFREERPHERE. £ R — (0,1) F&—~Hh Sigmoid
PG I T2 ¢ AU 2 KR 25 R TE R, A SR AR R B £ = 16,

S LA =58, M MR IAE (0,1) Z 8], A SCRIA—1k
Jrf) GED 734, ‘EMISEER GED By KK :

s(G1,G2) = exp(=GED(G1,G2) X 2/(n1 +n2)) . 4.7

X A* BYEH IR R A SRS AS, 2R X 2 T PR AR AL BE A KR s (p) T a2y
K (4.7) 45k h(p):
h(p) = —0.5(n} +nb)logs(p), (4.8)

Horpnf,nh AR UTE T I& Fr A SR o T 2 I 2 K R 4 1 I A] A2
FLPE A iR O((n) +nb)F?) Ml O(n\nhFt), HTAEK M@ GED i, EERZ
RO T —W, HIF AT AZIEAT: 4 E S A28 GENN 5 B i ) 52

O(1). A, 45U FH 40 22 0 2 0000 Fry b ) 2R JE 2 O () + ) F2 +
nynyFt) o I IS 2L EERVE G A U TR, %48 % 2 ) o2 2 i —
%4 O(min(n,n})? max(n},nb)).

1A 1) 2 25 P R 2% 1 Wi 2% 3] . GENN [l 2 A 3E W45 78 15756, GENN
AU YRRt 4 T i AR (LB 0 Bk i ik . Hok, BRI A% EVASR S E)
(I O SRR B AR A TROR . SRR G Bl 5 Ak 42,

AT M B AR (B B2 =) gl 0% 152) ) GENN [ A S 7 Bm A b s 1 i
BRI XTI /NG B a4, GED [ S AR BE S 9526453, 7T A
FEREREI GED V5 BHE S 7ETEVNEHASR AR GED BB 0L, 7T DARRE HithA
B SURARERA NG , BT SO S PS8 GED #7%%.
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B3k 4-2 GENN-A* [1)9)I| ZRii e
A WHERE (G, C))} ARAIE S BREE {s8(Ci G)) -
1: while ARSI do # (1 1| 2 AL b 25 1)1 225
MEHREE T REVLRAE (G G));
30 FIAEE GENN 1 5(Gi, G));
4 JEAPUREE MSE(s(Gi, G)), 88 (Gi, §7)) S I 25
5: end while
while RIS do # (1 5 L AR T
MINZREE T RENLRAE (G G));
8 FIH A* BESRFRIIHEEEE p* A1 GED(p*);
9 FE (Gi,Gj) LA GENN, FHA77 i A G55
10 for Fr iRk 1E p C p* do

N

11 T g(p) 1 kP! (p) = GED(p*) — 8(p);

12: s°P'(p) = exp(—2h°P' (p)/(n| +nj));

13: HFZA7H) GENN i AiHH s(p);

14: I K R AL MSE(s(p), s (p)) SEHT M 28K
15: end for

16: end while

iz NZk5EEH) GENN [,

AATHE— LR T F 0 GENN [/ %, PAHIFHBIE N A* #3, SR,
il B R RRRASXRT GENN BEAT RO S G F5 28 hoP' (p) BIARZE, T TAE 8B4
B AT, KB R (p) V3R E NP XERY . 8 TR AT REHBIEAIGSK AR ho?' (p) BIIREL,
VEZRR T —FhiB L SORAE—IK GED KRG 24 hoP! (p) WA R0 v
B 4.1 (FACIIEBA RN, 4 & ALY % k3512 p* Fort By GED(p*), *HE%&
W3R iR 12 p C p*, A g(p)+ kP (p) = GED(p*).

iR MR g(p) +h°P (p) > GED(p*), AB2HET Az p 52 Ry f/ MU KT
GED(p*), It p Aje— Uil iste, XM p C p* h. W g(p) +
h°P'(p) < GED(p*), XEWEAE K ELF gL, HAM/ N GED(p*).
XA p* R SR 5. L, g(p) + AP (p) = GED(p"). H

A EHE 4.1, MFAERRMmERS giEEE p, P (p) = GED(p*) —g(p)
TR L, GnsRsREE] T — NS m A SRR pt, A S
] (2" — 1) MR iR A T ROE . LI, MR BELEEE T 200 X ]
PEFTIR, 7 A A AR A S L 48 R (8 I 5 0 B0

4.2.4 GBS Br

SIS BARAERISZIS BoE . AT T2 T SR E N AN T -
AIDS 38 A0S T 8T H T iEH HIV iSRG e & o i TAEN )
i AIDS 3647 T WA HE, B2l TR 10 M S I, S TAEEPE

Ihttps://wiki.nci.nih.gov/display/NCIDTPdata/AIDS+Antiviral+Screen+Data
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6.0x10*
17.5x10*
40.0x10*

4
15.0x10% 5.0x10°

12 5x10% § 4.0x10* 8
2} & 30.0x10*
©
8 10.0x10¢ s
£ 3.0x10*

7.5x10%

Search Tree Siz

=

% 20.0x10%
q 4

& 2.0x10 g
5.0x10%

1.0x10* 10.0x10*

2.5x10*

0.0x10% 1 0.0x10% 1
0.0x10*

10 12 14 16 18 20 10 12 14 16 18 20 GENN-A* Hungarian-A*
n+ny m+n; m+ny= 0
(a) AIDS dataset (b) LINUX dataset (c) Willow-Cars dataset

Pl 4-5 B33 & AR A AL (n+ny) 89K A

Figure 4-5 Average search tree size w.r.t. problem size (ny + ny).

% 4-1 & AIDS, LINUX, Willow-Cars 403X 2
Table 4-1 Evaluation on benchmarks AIDS, LINUX and Willow-Cars.

AT PRI 2 AIDS LINUX Willow-Cars
a g | mse (x1073) L pt  p@l01 | mse (x107%) | pt p@l0t|mse(x1073)] pt p@lot

SimGNNL!¢7] X 1.189 0.843  0.421 1.509 0.939  0.942
GMatchl' 0] X 1.886 0.751  0.401 1.027 0.933  0.833
GraphSiml'**] X 0.787 0.874  0.534 0.058 0.981  0.992
GENN X 1.618 0.901 0.467 0.438 0.955  0.428

Beam Search!!”’] v 12.090 0.609  0.481 9.268 0.827 0973 1.820 0.815  0.725

Hungarianl' ] v 25.296 0.510  0.360 29.805 0.638  0.913 29.936 0.553  0.650

VIl v 29.157 0.517  0.310 63.863 0.581  0.287 45.781 0438 0512

GENN-A* v 0.839 0.953  0.866 0.324 0.991  0.962 0.599 0.928 0.938

Z At GED. D5 HRET M TAE, SCoeh iy sigmig e SO W2 wi, v
RARMEA, Wl —vy) =15 FMW el —v;) =0. F555HAFMER A
HRE SCH 1o B TCBIER, Bt i = 0, S@ AR R0
=1,

LINUX #:#% % B Wang 25U 404 73k [ LINUX PR AGRR A
B TAEU O it T 2 b B A, Hop oK IR A 10 AN, $idE
LS TR GED {H. Frfy 1 S MR et W o, i
NEEARAN R 1.

Willow #4472 F T VU BC BURTE Ok SRR , 763275 R13.375 ) [l T
BeSE6 rh 3 A ¥ I o A {f ] Willow ObjectClass {54 55IE T GENN-A* 7E 714
PG ) L R 1 B o SEIGESE T “VRZE” Bl , il N =Ml e T
A 2D RS EE, HiamgiB Rl o8 — &) = 86— &;|, K &,8; &
WIS . & W AR A SO (8l A THUE ER% I, Il K
300 H—4k o 15 B AR R 0, 2R IR AR A c(ui — €) =c(e = v)) = o,
S HL TR G i DCTE 5 2RO AN I R A AR 2 ﬁﬁ%ﬁe%ﬂ@%, i FH % ¥
BEIM IS S St GED A Aid, SEERghiRRM, PP e e Awiia i
GENN i

EFINH, FEEAEERES, LINUX Bda8Endm@le R, ma gk
filt. L2 R, AIDS $E4E BA W B IR 5, 1 Willow E4E BAH JE )
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# 42 LHEA GED M)Ay Hieat (4).,
Table 4-2  Averaged time (sec) for solving one GED problem.

FEAFR | AIDS  LINUX  Willow-Cars

Hungarian-A*U“1 | 30,542 2.332 188.234
GENN-A* | 16.235 2.177 78.481

%43 Linux $3BE L, M h(p) w4 F H3et (£8).
Table 4-3  Averaged time (msec) to predict h(p) on LINUX dataset.

| ¥ GNN #3245 GNN - GENN | Hungarian J& & (0
FEW | 2.329 3.145 0.417 | 0.358

M, XX AR H LINUX $a4e o Bk itk . &5 Bai 250071 —%%, Ay
BT BN 60% H T4k, 20% FTIRAE, 20% FF .

SLEGHE SR 1] Python 445 , [RIHi 28 X 46343 ] Pytorch-Geometricl™ 1528
MEREH R, A% B Cythonl™“ISEHl, 5 28 M 45 356 4% |, GCNLE' g
FT AIDS 1 LINUX $i#£4E, SplineCovl'“ /19 Fl T-4b ¥ Willow-Cars 4 i
2D W LHEAAEE (BEH =16) . =) GNN [HHEEIEE BE ol 64, 32,
16. YIZEME, SR T 0.001 23 %y Adam fALEE I S > 1075 AR EZE -
LINUX Fll AIDS £l 4Rt /N Ry 128, Willow BdiadE gt K/ 16, A5k
YW % B2 AR GPU TR .

*FEE i . KSR GED sk #: Hungarian-A*V W2 F8ixt bk, B fiH T
5 ) 53 B DEFC AR T h(p)o R T XFHCRY 2P, 5280 56T Cython 3T
ST Hungarian-A*. Hungarian sRAESL S IBERH , VBN — &GRSR
fREE . (HAERNZ, 3R a0 EICECREE ] AR T A* B3Er R &
J¥ (B Hungarian-A* {3 % 3) , W] DAPLEHLITE GED A @Rl (RD
Hungarian K2R ) , S8 WIER KX WA k. AT KR e vl % &1
W, EIEEFRIEER (beam search)l', B2 A* f5TaRIRAR, PAK VIV B
Hungarian K 0 — AR R . X5 T BIEE BRI 242 s, LTt
BT SimGNNL'°?) GMatchl' I GraphSim!'*1, 77351 GENN 3= F [ 4% 2 3 &
B R IAS, RUATER G B E TP A M & T BRI 2 X E .

TS EERRIT . KRR SCRRE S 0 LI 25 SR I K41 ZE KL, GED
VAR ESE R R AT S5, Hoh g5 B th VISR AR 2R A, AR Tk I ZR4E o AU 7
Bty S AT (4.7), AFTHR 0 T AR T4 48 GED sRfggsl ™ 10y
FHAFAT LR, Bl gnigite (GENN-A*), o n] DAE #2 [ H b i A
UL 10RO R R (GENN) o AR SR T 107 LA S SR PP 3
FRU0%1%): mse (mean square error) FE/R TN ARLLEE 73505 ELSEA L A0 $
R R EE . p FRom FUNAN B SSAR U 2 A B 3 je /R 2 (Spearman) AH 1.
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30
6/
204  xxxxx 20 7
25 y
x xx i
xxxxx I
a Q20 g x
Q1s 2 E15
O | xxxxx IS} 9 Pt
E MEdge g5 g Ve
Z 10 5 510 y.
S0 Rk S g
10 A 7
P
5 /
N 5 X X :/.‘/
optimal 76.8% optimal 1.5% mse=5.255
%
0 0 0
5 10 15 20 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20 5 10 15 20
Exact GED Exact GED Exact GED Exact GED
(a) AIDS dataset, GENN-A* (b) AIDS dataset, Hungarian solver (c) AIDS dataset, GENN (d) AIDS dataset, Hungarian heuristic
16 16 16 /
14 201 x x x x x x 14 14 p
P e e e e e e
xxxxxxx /
12 x x0T e T T T T x 121 12
« | T T T T T T Tk a a e
a Q5] x xoxoxoxxx =] = /
10 E e e Mk Yk © 104 & 10 A
o O [ x % x ik x = b p
o T b ox x x_ x  x 2 2 e
8 S [xtxTxxx T 8 S 8 S
3 S0 3 H 7/
3 3 i :
6 Ee £s _/
e
1 5 1 1 Vs
: Sk p e =0.842
2 optimal 95.8% x optimal 7.6% 2% g% 2 e
0 0 o X a
00 25 50 75 10.0 125 15.0 0.0 255 50 7.5 10.0 125 15.0 00 25 50 75 10.0 12.5 15.0 00 255 50 75 10.0 125 15.0
Exact GED Exact GED Exact GED Exact GED
(e) LINUX dataset, GENN-A* () LINUX dataset, Hungarian solver (g) LINUX dataset, GENN (1) LINUX dataset, Hungarian heuristic
3.5 8 3.5
7 X x
3.0 XX o 3.0
6 T a
a a ..
225 5 N *‘gl“”;""* O 251
Q 05 T =
g 20 £ X&XX%’Q& £ 2.0
g2 g H WX 20
: BB RS g
& & ¥ £
15 3 x &% 15
8 x
1.0 2 1.04
optimal 58.3% 1 optimal 2.6% mse=0.329 05 mse=0.643
0.5 0.51
1 2 3 1 2 3 i 2 3 1 2 3
Exact GED Exact GED Exact GED Exact GED
(i) Willow-Cars dataset, GENN-A* (j) Willow-Cars dataset, Hungarian solver (k) Willow-Cars dataset, GENN (1) Willow-Cars dataset, Hungarian heuristic

Pl 4-6 GENN-A* (416,). ifthtt) Hungarian %0 (i ¢,). GENN (% &),
A A* KR E P 04 Hungarian & % XY (% &) f& AIDS. LINUX. Willow-Cars
AR RogH S A

Figure 4-6 The scatter plots of our proposed GENN-A* (red), inexact Hungarian
solver!!"’I (blue), our GENN network (cyan) and Hungarian heuristic in exact A*
solverl”I (vellow) on AIDS, LINUX and Willow-Cars datasets.

p@10 (precision@10) F/RFEFMAIHT 10 4 E L & SAH L E AR . Willow-
Cars WAT SR E2: ] Bk T IO, R I ZR8E i Ay B LY GED #R%5 . AIDS
A LINUX $faserh, dFHOEmMgERe I H B, Ra- 1985080, Ay
Al GENN SRS TN B, (E @ AR 5 HAth fe et ) [l VB A A 24 5
A7) GENN-A* JEFT A Tl GED sKfggs h R M mfd. TERBHE, 4k
25 GED SR AEZRAIEE T [T AR B o > gl 01102 920y - <3974 2%  (mse)” [
REANE— A FRHatn: E5E, GED SKffgs v AT gria kA, M BIRUR
SRR TR, HiR, GED Kf#snyfi e mtiimy LA, mE T EIH 8 E AL
FERLAL AT AR A A (B Y GED E . =558 b, HFX il i GED {E3 in—4>
s, BIATFEAN GED SKRSRHYE JriRZs, ik b [ AR 4R AT

Bl 4-510 8.7 A* Bk (BE4-1) hiRimzE &R Ag] OPEN [Pk a5 5
Hungarian-A* A, GENN-A* (8RR AR PRAR, Hr il 24 RS K
BF . BUE 4B R TR B LINUX 22 4 5 XERY AIDS A1 Willow-Cars B,
R FBI AT M . X — R — D4k T A* BIRIFERT, QN 4-25F
Ne bFIRSEIREE IR, AP B GENN k228 T k) o Il s & X 5R Y
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Most Similar Graphs:

GENN-A*=2.18

GENN-A*=1.68 GENN-A*=1.79 GENN-A*=1.91 Optimal=2.18
Optimal=1.40 Optimal=1.26 Optimal=1.91
Least Similar Graphs:
= T S

GENN-A*=2.83 ;
Optimal=2.83 GENN-A*=2.90
Optimal=2.90

GENN-A*=3.10 GENN-A*=3.11
Optimal=3.01 Optimal=3.11

4-7 & Willow-A % $4k % L12R GENN-A* ¥ % 04 TALILE R
Figure 4-7 The visualization of a query on Willow-Cars dataset by GENN-A*.

h(p), XTURMEREAAIT TR . @325 i = MaliiS B A TSR
PRESIE], Qn4-307R, AR50 GENN 5&58 04 &) 2 Fl J5 A =X 0 S 8 I RERS A
21, BT EZNEESTIEERAE, B shZas GNN H 2 H%E GNN 58,

Kl 4-6 L T AR GED K 7 vE R E A7 ks B, Hrp x SR
fit GED{H, y Stk (BT ) 1) GED {H. SN 40T y = x BB %}
LR L. X PR SRARES, GENN-A* (£165) i3 T kb Hungarian j Bl R g gsl'©)
(5 () TSR R, ELA R 2 B i R B T A A . 6 BO T A 3
MT73k, A [E] 8% GENN (5 (1) itk Hungarian J2 % XU (B 60) S0RS 1.«
[ 4-7J&/R T R Jl GENN-A* 25 if] Willow-Car [E1# 10 a PALEE R, #EifFf 4 4
AL AR RA a N g5 Ay 3 SR AT, 4 A mc A AHART PR [ AL 7R _E AR
AR K. 2R GENN-A* KRS T i GED.

4.3 LPVC R g g e i ol B ISR HE S

V] DUTRC i) S A3 279 PP B Bk . APk, fEIRIPLIERTH, (3
) 223 IR E AR N R GOR A p B (B4 SCRY3.277 . 3.37Y) .
IR, N T S BUBE m H DU ORI T IR AR A BT oy ~) , axX vl gl
K SWARTE A . AT R TG Mo B 22 TR, s UL s 2
FIVERLS, T 19 RN K R R R b ATl ke BRI, AE “fRGeRigasfia
WM MEEHEAT, AT T —F2EAER 2 (Siamese network)
A Te B 2 2 Ik it i/ M AR GE IR DL FE SR g Al (WI ) Sinkhorn ]
K BB ZE S, HEATIRB ) TC R 2. RS EIDLEAT 55 b, XA 43X
SRR ONN FF W45, AT RIHERUE— 2 SRR ARSI e A, X
FCEFEBLSE AR M . FERSETFRIET, AR T — R — B 5 IR
(Graduated Assignment, GA) vk, ‘& [RIREF T KL, £ EIPLECAIE H R
BRI Z BN 16 H ARBR LA SRS 5 LS aP)R R, S iE
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SRR

R R7s2

4-8 RAMAPARE ARG EE T
Figure 4-8 Example of matching with a mixture of two modes.

W DL AR L, AR E R E AR IS . R R

4.3.1 RAABIE. HoarPLECRSb NI

A EIPCECAF TS 2 25 B —E L. 2 KRR s C A3 2. 1 AT T
. TEMCEE b, AR T Z KLY e IR GRS L B ILHL
(multi-graph matching with a mixture of modes, MGM? ), X &> EL5Z H I EL Pk %
W5, HpEWREIE TR IRRYSE R, FATRT BERE A SR AR DL i AR 2R 2 )
WK 4-8F7R . FERXAGIT-rpr, AR 1 FBEES 2 WA IR DASE A PLRE, BiAs 1
FIREAS 2 Z T A VE L2 ToRk i o R 25 ARRLAS 4 > B BT TAEP ), Sx— g ) i
HARAGEN 7250 09T . IEIVLHL . 2 I DLRCATR SRS 2 K VLR 2 A To i
B ) I

Hy T MRS . R S R R BUAFAE , S (outlier) FIFRSFPLRL (partial matching )
W2 SEPR VUEAT 45 AR i WA Bk ik . R4-9 845 THEL W5, DU K DTRAAT 55
MR (FHFE B FRRICE R R ), (45 (a) S84 lEhe, Hr e E P
AR FHRREAE A AR BIXE R (b) FRAFVCHD, Horh—EBor N sl sy, B
AT RARRETE — A PR B Y. (HAb 24 4 185 (c) Ahsiltie, Hrp
H MR 5 [ A0 s TCETE A ik 2] (d) IR &3 FEECA Ah S ThE, X
RPN (HRRESLHLE . ZHEA IR TAED T kT
(a), —SBEoH B LRI R T (b). AT LRSI (a) (b) (d).
Her, () U, BRAhSE s 5 E8 5 VLEe R B 2.

4.3.2 Wbl

TEIA BT B 2 U EE R S TR FEE 2 > PR W e 05 ¥ 2 DA A
AT (40 VGG16L ™) | g IR (15170 GONU 1) R ki 4L
(il i) o =S TRV A RHARLRE ) o 5 T A REALLE ek BRI MR ARAE (9140 STFT ffjik
FFLOT) R, Sk SEPR A ST RLYE SR S ELS R AR R T R
BEo AR, 224 A X TR T DR C 5 X B SR 047 8 ST ARE X
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G2

(c) Sh R LED (d) B +5h R ILEC

Pl4-9 &sb&. 3r5 TEtayH REIE S,
Figure 4-9 Graph matching with outliers and partial matching.

KR 1 ORI B DEBC T ¥R SR PR T o SR BRI S | 7, (R & P T C i) o i
) FERARR RME PR PRI P E D7 YRl 3 90 SN i o R B A P B BeAth, %
TR 55U, AT o B~ T e A PR A .

W5 51 J5 30 TG B P 43 o FA B O iy iy, A R BB AT B — A
AR B, B I e/ MU AN 73 SO ] — ST (E Y 22 57 55 BT B
) o RZMCRA, AT TR B RN T R IR, BRG TS
EIVERE SR AR AN IR B2 IR R 2 SR/ MERIREZE R, DAZRAE 280 TR X
AT R GER A A] 7y Sinkhorn 73 32 36 52—4~ CNN F /%%, JI1ZkAY H
b/ MUEGER A5 Sinkhorn 7 SZRYZESR: . JEAL, T BT E KA & ] 1y A1)
F T AR BRI (5 AT IR, eI S A TR 1
HESR, AR T G HMEHE R IRED WE R LGRS, SO RR, B
A PAY R B Z2 A AR IR DL BC S 5 . AEZ R DERC Y, adlid Bk B2 A R gl
PMFEIEZHI(E R, X — 15 BRI AT DATEAR Y A g B ST HE 2 AR A

HAIE , ATTRHFsEsifoR A 40~ LA

1) BE—ATER B TR E P PCACHERE . 5 R ZHCET B~ > YR L 14 DL
BCJTIRAR B, ARt o i 1 Gt e DR BCoR AR A AN IR P 2 ST A, S e s
AR EE I VERC ISR o ARSI A S50 32 S B A DN PR AR _EEA T, HLIXSE%K
PEARAE W LA 5, (BT I e EE A B g il Y . S E R B
BRI

2) JFR)IZIER T e PIVE RERARES . AN 19 TT S 14 1% S5 P DC FC SR gt ] )
SO EIEES . Z L. IREFESHZEITE, BA— M —rBRHER
WOEHEIREE . W AR IRV SR R HES B2 A L B & gl oA
THE— Y THNE RS IR AT L2 R DL TR GRS PR Y 7 5

3) WRGRABAM ZEILAL (MGM?) o 33X 2 —N#i % H B A [ DL fid
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4 0 : TREE
’Q’ | Sinkhorn  |[— FIT_EEEZE% -
g Y =
v g FR/ML
k™ (HESIRR)
L B . VESX | mrsr >
TR

Sl

Pl 4-10 T SsHay B BB STAR R (AL S H 1)) o
Figure 4-10 An overview of the unsupervised (visual) GM learning pipeline.

56, DPMCVWES H B A IR SIS Z I ICEL ¥, FE )7 ¥ h R % B LA
>, I HAATR R ISRAENC I S TR . A S, WS E DEBCAN SR AR ot b m] DA
ALHARTE, AATH R TR MGM? Jyik, Horh RSVCHC A %5 7 0 94 ) A
JER R EAT

4.3.3 Sk

KT 0% S b/ MR PAVC BE e W 22 STRESR . il Bl 15 A5 0 SR A MR JEE 2
IR AT R T AT 2 R MER Je B AR SR W] T TR
FIVEREA IS5, ol Zhad REA T B VR RCARE S . BRI, A58 T =
FhIEPCRC MG AE 1R, BRI EIDLES (GM), ZEIIEES (MGM) MR SRS 2
FIVERL (MGM?) 33 8 [ 1 5 5 o s 1 R 22 B0 1 PR DR P 9 LA

AN IC W A DA AN 4- 108 7R, o B AE AR O R B . 21
EHERFABRERIBI . B EHE Y 1 PTEOK AR AT DAL GM. MGM 5
MGM?® [y sR it . TETCHBAESE T, B RERINT T DA Rott e AR AT . A
WHIET GG Gy I mi SR G PRHE SRR . AR I e B HE 2
LAH DA MR

o AFAEFRIC, AT Y 0 B P DE B 2 T HE G R AT ) T SR AR A
PRGN BB 25d VGGL6! I 2 4B, VGG16 HAL FEFE Ima-
geNetl' ] EF5IZ5E ., 53.27 . 3.3 A TAEfRR—%, VGG16 [ relud 2
1 relub_ 1 HAEREPEE G T RAETT AR IE . XMk, Fr e R RS
T/ CNN W28 R T ny AT BB 1 [ 4ERFE

« VA Sinkhorn i+ 3 & KB, FAE, G M G AUZ TR ILELR AT RURE
fER BT RS E] -
W;; = Sinkhorn(FF , 7,,). (4.9)

Hrpr Sinkhorn(M, ) RS FIE NI S = exp(M/7), Flif5RH 242
(3.14) ke, KK FATATIH— AL FFH— A A5 B A LA M. X — 7k
153 W i A et ) 28 R R A AT a3 (el 1. e, Sinkhorn Al 2
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MBEIRE ST BB KSR T W 2 o RV, Sinkhorn B3k i 4 th Al fa)
AR (CAYCEBGEEE RS ), 24 T 8K, Sinkhorn S thFF
LENIR S R

FEA SO o E 2>, Sinkhorn B3R Wiy — T TGN 1Y RUZ THI
MIPCECEE R, M e B R s8G9 — T T e o 3 s 2 1T R AR (B
JE, R P VT FC SR R v 2 AL L

© AL HE 8. WEA-10F7R, RIVCHECR RS2 1R i) CNN RHE IS,

SR, I ERE G B0 . Ve Bemard 2501 Jy 4y
B T G AR R R, 5 ST SR B A A A O L LA
lab = |pa—po|s FH pa, pp KRB RHIERR. Ay € R 2 Gy HRBIEHRIIE,
FNHY Aila, b] AEITRATE -

12
Ajla,b] = exp (— ab > , (4.10)
ol?

Hop DR L P OER, A BT ICE SR 0. o B4TSH.

o BRA T IR EL R AR B E RO MES R WS SENIE STIE T R )
BRI T 5 AT A0 22 Rt IMEAEZRE V000 Ve — st — 2
PRB|EUCE . BT S CNN ERE R SN G505 B, (357 Bk
FENZE—SHER ), BIICEKELRAER A — NUCEIZ R, % ILhL S
Sinkhorn FHN YT K VTECA ] .

1T Sinkhorn 4332 1) DCCRS BE ZEAFHORE T CNN 4k Y 5 &, ] Sinkhorn
VTR ] BB B I 45 i T PE R T 5. I VERESR s FLH T £
FfEE, B IENE TRk 4 e Sinkhorn W . AR TE B 243 4 H br
PRI Ry e/ MEIX TN L 2 AR 2557 CRATA K (3.15) HriHES 452 25 R
i), WZ&ad=:>) )5, Sinkhorn 43 32 A VCHEURS BE N 1% 5 B VCRLK g —
FEWERf . 1T Sinkhorn 4332 RS B 4lAYEE T CNN RHE, B HEAf ) Sinkhorn
DCHC R CNN RRAE ) 0B s i s 1 SE A CNN ARt S e R A o
PIEERESE T, BB L= T —A4> CNN W25, 3l /MBS i —
BYPCEC T v% (Sinkhorn) FIESSRIT —BYVCHEC T4 (EIVCHCK RS ) Z A2
S, ARATUER TR A TC A A RE. &5, Sinkhorn 4337 BB
RAEAER R, HRZEE VCELR AR 2N AT, SRR 2 SRR E R
SR MR AT T .

(EAERER A, AT T B o I HE SR B il 1] DT e SR A A B AR S
AN BRI T WAL IRAIE, O AR g M5 vk m] ATE T BreA H e A
FIVCHAESS, GG —FILE (GM) . ZEILE (MGM) FHEARESL LR
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——w/ stop-grad (test acc=0.978)

% ——w/o stop-grad (test acc=0.491)
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Pl 4-11 4390y R BB LB S STIER T, WA M6 5L 214
Figure 4-11 The necessity of stop-gradient in unsupervised learning of graph match-
ing in Sec. 4.3.

(MGM?) . HT#Wrbp B (RS ) , SRS PR 2E I S50
SRR, PR AR B THLE 22 > iK%

PHE: BRI Bk . AT HE BN S T DA R 2 —Fh 22 A X 4%
(AR X, ZRAE W28 A SC IS5 AT DA T ANTA] ) o 284 I8 AERL AR 2 >
FA I 5 AT AE 51 Bromley 251 TAER Y, HeASr, i AREA R — XL
BRI, b2 VLR RE . X 512 BB 255 T IR ARHIEAR [ . 4 5113
Bi7 11 9 2 e LB 3 4 2 o R 2 I P R B H ARz —, A SO o B T kR
ARFEAREARE ) I T sh & g gsl O, BIRT 5B T B 0 25 A 34

WE4-10f7, AATRYHEZE b U Sinkhorn 4332 S A%, TSR g 73
IAFHAE A B . ABOR EiE, SKABRS RORE B2 5 e i 3 ) B8 2R 4 T
fhvt, BilinfE A BBGMU I s EE AT e R . MEE LB, AT RBETnT DAE i
TCM B A PAS R, A BB IR A 8. MEE AN, BlE— N3
) TC B2 2 2 ) X TNAEE « 249K, HEBOR B AT AR SR ARRS 73 ok =, ol
K4-11, 1EZ5% T BBGMI B I3 R4 Willow ObjectClass $ffi4E I
AT T 580, ARSREURS BE AW OB 8RR B s K, H A NSRS R AR A
MR, FIIAY 5 — I TAER R T S AR I 22 e de /MR 2 I
Mo > G 28, AT SRR IR S8 T R AR T AR A I

HeT- WL IRIRM P PC AR RS . iR o B 2 I E SR B T8 T 2y —’IIT
e I A UM N N S E [aa R ey L E AL TN R i
ok, VEERAES —HHE TR IRAELZL R, e anf] FIl A& S 55K i GM.. MGM
1 MGM? i) i,

—H B H ik GA-GM ., Wik F IR FVEAE I VL EL R . FH AT DAGE 21 1996 48,
Gold F1 Rangarajant"JH H 73 20 26 A0 1§ SR MK DCEC A ¥, o, AR RIS
FTES UL H PR R0 — B 28 8 R, Sl il R AR AR W R AR . B
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Bk 4-3 Wik g IR KIITECRIA (GA-GM)
A BB G, Qs Y RN Wi BRI K SH wo; BERAZL v T H Toins 22
RN d; S RiEIH. ¢

1: FERLAI 454k Xij; projector <— Sinkhorn; T < To;
2. if FEAEFR 7 VLI then
3 A=Ay # ARG DL
4: end if
5: while True do
6: while X;; KIS AND #iter < #GMlter do
7: V,’j — ),AiX,'jAj —l—W,‘j; # E%ﬁ V,‘j
8: X;j < projector(V;;,7); # 1 Vi; $52H] (GAnJamy) nlfrisg
9: if projector == Hungarian AND ¢ > 0 then # ZLJf 4 25 DU
10: Ql'j(—)LAl'X,'jAj—l—Wij;
11: Xij <+ (Qij < ¢)O0X;j;
12: end if
13: end while
14: if projector == Sinkhorn AND 7 > 7,,;, then # V[T 45 4% 1l
15: T+ TXY,
16: else if projector == Sinkhorn AND 7 < 7, then
17: projector <— Hungarian;
18: else
19: break;
20: end if

21: end while

Wit IR X

TIREE A BAGRBUS R R RRIE, AR AN (3.2) 11 KB-QAP JEA A #i
ITRUREY HARRREL, HrPar a8 0 A, BAEA R (4.10) HhE L, A (3.2)
R SRR RE K, th Wiy Rk X IS SCRERET 1/d + 1073z 47
WItatl, H z~1(0,1) Rif: B IRHEIERS 1T

Wik 6 IR Bk iE i Wi =X Sinkhorn R4 4 FIFEIR,, FFAK (3.2) iy H R
BB BRI AT A E . AR BE, ATAH A TGS R O . 24 T
/B, Sinkhorn BYA B iy o MOk B F AL RYA . BRI, @ E B2V T,
Sinkhorn W PALE S AR M2 0 B2 HED RS, Fiad e &) 2 A YAAS B PEFC S5 2R
AR R AT RALR K R 43, IBAEHEEH y< 1, t+1txy, H
FFE—D TR Tnin o

% B L e A% GA-MGM., Solé Fll Serratosal” 188 i< 15 B Wi i $8 UR 24355
TZELE, FEMAIRE e, FE—D A B E (A1 —A
BIfER “IRBLY) o X ME A MR E R R 2 B R (BPsgE4Pehd), 3
IXTESC B PR MEWS 2 o AHELZ R, AT syt ke e Aoy, AR EEX
—f&i%, I H AT PALFRFR A PEECAI A s VC R G O o A, AT R R e
JERR AR UCHEC AT . X80 R G A SRS o el @ B
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B 4-4 Wi s IR A R0 £ E LR (GA-MGM)
A WAE {G1, Gy Gt T RAHMRUE {W,}s VIIRIE K SEL w0, BRI REL v;
TR Tiny KN d5 HNEBE ¢; FRBE B (AR AZEERL, WS

Bij = 1).

1: BENLRIER1E {U;}; projector <— Sinkhorn; T +— T;

2. if 77585 VL then

3 A=A x ,%; # Qb PR A DERD

4: end if

5: while True do

6: while {U;} KIS AND #iter < #GMlter do

7: Vi € [m], V; <« 0;

8: for G;,G;in {G1,G2,...Gnm} do

9: Vi< V;+ (AAiUinTAjUj —{-W,’jUj) X Bij; # TV,
10: end for

11: for G; in {G1,G»,...Gn} do
12 U; < projector(V;, ©); # 45 V; B3 (hsJoy) i
13: end for
14: if projector == Hungarian AND ¢ > 0 then # 4L 4 &5 T
15: for G; in {G1,G»,...Gn} do

16: Q; Zj;éil A,’UiU;!—AjUj —+ W,'J'Uj;

17: U; + (Ql < ¢) oU;s

18: end for
19: end if
20: if projector == Sinkhorn AND 7T > 7,,;, then # V1T 457425 1l
21: T+ TXY;
22: else if projector == Sinkhorn AND 7 < 7,,;, then
23: projector <— Hungarian;
24: else
25: break;
26: end if
27: end while

28: end while

fily: Z KRR A {U

A " PEECH) KB-QAP HARKECKA, MGM 1 H Ar ek Z0E SCANTE -

max Y (A 0(X[AXA)) +u(XW)) . @.11)
XijhJ€m]  ichm)

TESCERT, X MR Xy = U], i, j € [m] REERIA i j A TS
SO, (41 B AR AR . SRBUX R R IR 2R S TR ) 22 DL
R ER— b -

A 4.2 (TEA—E D] cycle-consistency). FEF S PEEIA ST, FAIFK G1, G2, -, Gim
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Fik 4-5 Wik AR IR =R SRS I 2 B LU Y (GA-MGM?)
A NS {G1 o, G s T RAILLEE (Wi} SRIGAE {B}.
L BT Bij < 1 # WAL SRR A
2: for B in {B} do
3:  while {U;},C KU 8 AND #iter < #Clslter do

4 {U;} + GA-MGM({G1, G2, .-G} {Wij}a]B); # Z E UL

5: for giagj in {gl,gz,...gm} do

6: build X;; from U;

7: Ajj = Acexp(— | XGAXi; — Ajll) + (X[ Wij); # PRI RTRUEE
8: end for

9: C <« ¥£ A I k-means++ [} R 45R,;

10 B Cx (1—B)+B; # BAM T

11: end while

12: end for

ftly: ZHECECERERSES {U)s MR C.

AV 2R3, 4 HAY
Xij > XuXyj, Vi, j ke [m], (4.12)

Hopr > fUCRZICR IR, [m] AR 1 B m A R R .

WERAFAE—DIINN d 45, 2T VLD K & A] DA IR Ry dg A A4
FRILE, B U; € {0,134, AR AT R A W DL BCER vl 40 A X5 = U0, TR
LA (4.12) 7 PEFR— etk RInI 15200 2 o B, AR5 2 KILECEATE Us
AT AR

FEA-AR IR Z B PERE (GA-MGM) W AEYE GA-GM 7E£ & EI
ZAk. Horbr, DEECHRE X; R A 2R Vehe U, Uy B, PRIUE 73—
PEo RIAEAE B AL I ILEL A R, AToAE 4 1358, {Ui} s
ATCERM 1/d+ 107 BEHRIIGRM, Hd 2~ 71(0,1). YRR, A2 E T
B 5 7 S B Ve &b SR i Akl 02 sl 2 DL gl SR skl X
BEH AT JR IR A Ay TR B S R T BT

RS S B IRB Ik GA-MGM? . AT WL IR R A RS £ E T
FlH 3% (GA-MGM?) DA GA-MGM A, & H bR a5t A28 (4.11) BERl
T REA A

max Y Cy (A (X AX A ) +tr(X,~TjW,~j)> . (4.13)

XipbJ€lm) i e

Hp C REEMIERZR, X4 GG BTR—3m Cj=1, BN C; =0, GA-
MGM? ST TR S EL, 43 RIS DCECRISRE , REAE [ ) 52 IBAS X 4
(EPZRJE) FIChic. Joep, SEBIRMEA T4 RIHEIE k-means 11, {3
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=
1t
S

|, SRS 2 P DU RO R m SR, I IRIR . 2R &, GA-MGM?

%%%ﬂ%@l@@ﬂxféﬁﬁ HIBAL WM B AEFE H RS GA-MGM [

FEREHER kA5, ERAEANTPIE:

« AT By RE . ALFE MGM? 3755 A% Pk R AL — P A3 1 P T H 1)

JERER:, BE)E RIADR AR EA GRS ik X —Phik, At 17—
Aol T E A Pl TR AFARLUE

HE R HZABESZ A RS, PR BENE TR S, BE R
ABA B2 B ILEOR S (BIANEIR4-4) SKIGIER K R . XT3k B 7 —#E
S, ENA . AR PEECRR AR R 5 X2k B A RS 1A A -
T Gi Gy, ENTAITCECAREER T 20T 5A

Al} = }LCCXP(—HX;;AI'XU - AJ||1) + tr(X;;Wij) . (4.14)
SRR s AT

Forpsy — Il & T AREAERE (BI) MOPCRCARRE, 5% & 137 Ry It
FCRESE . BEALIETIA T — B R L A APBX I, 7550 A J5, RIAT{f
JART k-means++U IR E AP ARFBIRS . BT AR (4.14), X
FIRSHIE G Gy, SRR Xij FFa il Ay SR, I EORSBRATRCSE R
K TR TR -

@A Ea, HT A 4.13) % MGM? Bt KB-QAP HIFHHL.
BT By WG GA-MGM ARG S IRBEI% 18 (MSTEA-41i)
HIT) o HBBIRAMNIIEY 100%, WAFREB=C, HPLEIH

B (A13) R RRBREL 3L, FESKBRNRBL , BT AR R,

1 ifC=1 .
@%ﬁ~5wﬁmm~¢ﬁkﬁﬁﬁw%={ﬁ Lo RN
ij —
B=Cx(1—B)+B. A B € [0,1] WRABAEREA ELEIE, JEiLiE
Wids B 1 RIEE] 0, BIATSRAR MGM? L.

W ARIR FIL PR BT . EALDA GA-MGM 61, SHERTIEIRAA R BE

bl GA-GM H[AFEZ GA-MGM HFFIRTE O, KF IR R B 25 *F
GA-MGM? [1yfi: 5 7] DATR] b SR R Ao e 92 8. 43X (4.11) 19 £ [l KB-QAP
HAsRE SN J. 52 Xi; = U] Uj, SF—dn 112k Licfg uy), *tJ it

(RES

LI ESHE

J=Y Aw(UYU)TAUUYTA) + r(TI0) T W)
i,j€[m]
+ Y w(V(U-0)+.., (4.15)

i€[m]
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¢ 4-4  Willow ObjectClass 4 £ £, 53 MGM HFik. BNHSF I 7 iifo
BTy ik hy IREAR .

Table 4-4 Matching accuracy with both learning-free MGM methods, supervised
learning peer methods and unsupervised learning methods on Willow ObjectClass
dataset.

EJUN YRS ‘ 22775 \ car duck face mbike wbottle

MatchLiftl!' ! | 4E223 | 0.665 0.554 0.931 0296 0.700 | 0.629
MatchALSU' 971 | 4223 1 0.629 0525 0.934 0310  0.669 | 0.613
MSIMUT | gE2£3) 1 0.750 0732 0.937 0.653  0.814 | 0.777
]
]

T

MGM-Floydl 223 1 0.850 0.793 1.000 0.843  0.931 | 0.883
HiPPIl 223 | 0740 0.880 1.000 0.840  0.950 | 0.882
VGG16+Sinkhorn | JE2£3 | 0.776  0.732 0.990 0.525  0.824 | 0.769
GA-GM | JE2£>] | 0.814 0.885 1.000 0.809 0.954 | 0.892
GA-MGM | JE2£3] | 0.746 0.900 0.997 0.892 0937 | 0.894

HARG-SSVML' VT | w2257 10,584 0.552 0912 0.444  0.666 | 0.632

GMNL' O | iase=e57 10743 0.828  0.993 0.714  0.767 | 0.809
PCA-GM (3.37) | Hu=£>) | 0.840 0.935 1.000 0.767 0.969 | 0.902
DGMCU® | it2237 |1 0.903 0.890 1.000 0.921  0.971 | 0.937

CIE-HU7 | Wst2£5] | 0.822 0.812 1.000 0.900 0.976 | 0.902

BBGMUZ | wAst225] | 0.968 0.899 1.000 0.998  0.994 | 0.972

NMGM (3.37%) | HiE2£3 | 0976 0.945 1.000 1.000 0.990 | 0.982
GANN (with HiPPI?)) | JEla® | 0.845 0.868 0.992 0911  0.954 | 0.914
GANN-GM | 5 | 0.854 0.898 1.000 0.886 0.964 | 0.920
GANN-MGM | W& | 0964 0949 1.000 1.000 0.978 | 0.978

J
H

aJ
ay;

vV, — = ¥ (22400097 A, U0+ W00 (4.16)

U=U]  jecim

bR, BT Ve, TR, AN REERFEL S, WK I SN T
FRA T tr(V U, XS TR m IS AR . Bk, A7)
419 U;, GA-MGM AL T B ARSI — M 28R, it At (4.15) 115
Vi. BEIEAES]&MEASIR FBAT DA Sinkhorn B3 (f © J#%) ik F A5
SRS sifil, SRARZRA I R RE B A B8 T V07, AR U; Bl s3]
B TR B, X TWREARIR AT, 55 SR ). AESE B A g
THEH2, FRET S E A TR,

4.3.4 BB

Je Ve MV b . 532795, 3.3 &, ASLER PAVERCAS BEAE R A 4
Pro Finid, SOITNAHESFE X FIEAE XS, SER% 18 1A fiEhe:

tr(X T X#)

HERf2R precision = sam(X)

(4.17)
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1.000 Wirain precision W test precision 1.000 W {rain recall est Tcal
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learning free supervised unsupervised learning free supervised unsupervised

Pl 4-12  CUB2011 i % Loy #4845 B BBy e 4 5 4o B @) 5
Figure 4-12  Precision and recall of graph matching with a single mode on CUB2011
dataset.

tr(X T X8

H 1] 2% recall = Sum(Xe) (4.18)
isi 11
F1 {43 f1 = prec1s,10r21+reca (4.19)

WEHENZ, WERAEAESN SR VTEE, WA “HERR” = “HEHR” = “F1
B4 AR FME L N PR “PLRORE L
XHF MGM? {145, SEBG2% 8 TR N AYVCECRS B . ILoh, %R TR R
Fthhr:
1. % 3% 4 B L) (Clustering Purity, CP), Hirp C; {REFMAYA i, CF LR
M2k J:
}|e alc (4.20)
2. 245240 (Rand Index, RI) (8% AR IR AN Sk 1 7] — 28
B3 T W —2EH ni, PARSERR R BAFZE, 8508 T AR5
H noo, mJakRPARIIEEH n:

ni1 —+noo
n

RI =

3. 22 £ 4% P00 (Clustering Accuracy, CA) 1, B A,B,... REILWLRES,

ﬂ/7@/ Eﬁ”] /J*% y %@E‘J%&E :
1 | A'NA||B' NA| | A" NA|| A NB|
CA=1-- +
: @ﬂ;@, B Y v i
(4.22)
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#4-5 Pascal VOC X4t 233 % (RLIET &) 09 FI 54 (%) 4R,
Table 4-5 FI scores (%) on Pascal VOC Keypoint dataset (without filtering).

BRAR 07 [ ETH%G|(s5R P 0 4 & & @ & W A MM W d i o= Q Oy
GMNU'Y| 8% | VGG16 | 12.9M [28.0 55.0 33.1 27.0 79.1 52.2 26.0 40.2 28.4 36.0 29.8 33.7 39.4 43.0 22.1 71.8 30.8 25.9 58.8 78.0|  41.9
PCA-GMU)| i | VGG16 |41.7M [27.5 56.5 36.6 27.7 77.8 49.2 23.9 42.3 27.4 38.2 38.7 36.5 39.3 42.8 25.6 74.3 32.6 24.7 51.5 743| 424
GANN-GM| T i} VGG16 |12.4M [12.6 19.5 16.6 18.5 41.1 32.4 19.3 123 24.3 17.238.0 12.2 159 18.2 19.4 35.5 14.8 15.4 41.5 60.8|  24.3

GANN-MGM | T VGG16 | 12.4M |18.1 33.4 20.2 28.2 71.7 33.9 22.0 24.7 23.5 22.4 50.2 19.6 20.9 27.7 19.5 74.5 19.3 26.5 39.8 72.7| 334

M ResNet34| 21.3M |16.4 37.4 23.2 29.5 80.8 33.6 24.1 17.8 26.9 22.6 53.4 16.9 21.8 30.1 23.3 86.0 19.7 31.7 39.0 71.5| 353

NGM| {5t VGG16 | 71.4M |45.9 66.6 57.2 47.3 87.4 64.8 50.5 59.9 39.7 60.9 42.1 58.3 58.5 61.9 44.6 94.5 50.1 35.2 73.1 82.1 59.0

- ResNet34| 77.9M |45.1 65.5 52.7 44.0 87.3 69.4 56.1 62.2 45.7 63.6 61.9 59.6 59.2 67.8 54.4 96.9 57.0 45.9 74.3 83.6| 62.6

BBGMI™| e VGG16 | 71.4M |41.3 65.7 55.0 43.4 86.8 61.1 35.5 59.0 40.2 60.0 29.7 57.1 57.5 65.9 37.7 95.8 52.6 30.3 74.4 84.1 56.7

ResNet34|77.9M |38.1 69.1 54.2 45.0 87.0 74.7 43.3 62.3 48.3 63.7 63.8 60.9 60.4 65.4 50.2 97.1 56.2 459 78.4 82.2| 623
GANN-MGM | L8| VGG16 | 71.4M |47.0 69.4 53.7 46.3 85.7 67.6 59.0 60.2 45.9 61.0 29.9 57.9 59.5 63.2 47.4 92.2 51.5 39.9 71.6 78.3|59.4 (+0.4)
+NGM | + i | ResNet34| 77.9M |46.5 66.2 56.5 46.5 85.9 73.8 57.4 61.4 47.3 65.7 63.9 59.4 60.1 70.6 54.7 94.3 57.0 51.8 74.9 82.4|63.8 (+1.2)
GANN-MGM | L | VGG16 |71.4M |43.0 69.2 55.3 46.3 85.4 66.7 53.3 61.4 46.7 64.0 33.7 61.7 60.7 64.0 43.9 94.0 54.9 52.3 78.0 80.0(60.7 (+4.0)
+BBGMI™1|+ 57| ResNet34 | 77.9M |39.6 68.9 56.2 46.7 87.4 71.9 44.5 62.0 47.9 65.8 50.8 62.6 61.6 62.9 49.4 96.9 59.6 49.7 80.6 85.3|62.5 (+0.2)

AT T IEA PR AR, GA-GM/MGM/MGM? 1t 3 3R 5] 1 4R 4% , GANN-
GM/MGM/MGM? {3 2220 T B I 45 o 1l 28 X 266 il SRR« S ) IR 47
TR RAS ARG

ISR . AT SR T T R PTELAT 55 5 Y Pascal VOC S48 i B
£EF1 Willow ObjectClass (54 , XN EHRECTES 29 P 4. Ioh, BF BT
CUB2011 sl & KA I VU BSR4, 57 200 . 11,788
KSR, BRI, WEEERE 50%/50% KI4). CUB2011 H 5
FIRERE B RS, R B T EALE A VEEC R A8 (CPISAR R IE R 12 4
ML R 15AR) . BRSPS RATEBATE ®IT. uhaL. WIS ARRIET,
FUEREIR . S 220]. ik, CUB2011 %45 A DU D XE 3 -

PR P IR VO RC I A . PRSI DL & e B SE G e, o i
HREETHEPZES, ZikEEE T GM, MGM Hj#El, SLIG i T o=~
J7¥%: GANN-GM 1 GANN-MGM ., =2 > s gl 1205 00T pLUxe S et
24 3] IR DRy Rt O 0 (3.2 L 3.3

Willow ObjectClass #% 32532 % . ARF57HE Willow ObjectClass £ 4E 7
Ty AR T B AR O [ R T AR ST RIS ) ik 4SRN 4-4FTR
% 4-40)_EREE R AR T B GOKRIRAS , TR @A > K ##F . GANN-
MGM iR T IE ISR, FEUNZRp B2 AL T 8 &, FEIARY
BRI VE I T AN S T A B (BB AR FBA AT RN ) o 280 A IPLES
¢ ) RIVC Iy R 2 TH ) I VEECRY, BT NMGM (3.377) 4b, A EZ L
wep ] ZEIICEC T . S HAMEES S WKL, GA-MGM 5 HoAth iz Se ik 11
ZRER AR RIM R G, REENE, Wi, GANN-MGM @il
TR N EITCEL VR, 5 RO B 25 2 Uy vk NMGM RS FE#R 3
A% A R R 4-109 B PCELKR AR 0 B AR S B =, MEE RS2 BT i T 05
— R IC I 2 3] 0 HiPPID ¥4 GA-MGM, & (i VC kS B st 1
JURp LR~ > BIPE I 7 ¥
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—e— GANN-MGM+NGMv2
05 - % - NGMv2
—e— GANN-MGM+BBGM
- ¢ - BBGM

o 1 2 s 4 5 6 1 8 s 10 1

TRAINING EPOCH
Pl 4-13 it R 5 XAnds 1L VGG16 M ¢4 5, NGM Fo BBGMI T4 04 ) 44
éi o
Figure4-13  Training curves of NGM and BBGM!*”! after being initialized by different
VGG16 networks.

CUB2011 #9 £3 5% . CUB2011 Lt Willow ObjectClass ¥ & =, [ H &
TEEHEZ, HFEENXRSVCE AP . BT AR GA-MGM 5 HiAthix
i MGM J53kL %1017 Willow ObjectClass _FPERERT Y, SEH0 5 35 J8 T 3
TWEAIEERCE % (KEEH T, B2 Blde2: ] 77 NMGM
T RS ULHEL) o X T GANN-MGM J7¥%, IR BRAE RSP RlALIE R 8 4~

K, DATTE BT AN AR, e B, [W—2R A A Bl i VLt . 555
WG T A BRI G/ 4 #17 . WTEI4-1277 , GANN-GM (1) fE
Fih o —2 7 GANN-MGM FEill 4L I 5 T2 B IZ PCA-GM (3.271) .
CIEURBIMI Y . BEAh, TolBrap T M AR VI SRRE AR DAt (R A 13
ABAFHITERE , T B2 X O e GREdE il A

Pascal VOC X4 809 £ 35 45 R . GATT R HAB LIS R 3F—2, Pascal VOC X
SR BRI T G BIR RS . a8 B, TR il%\maaﬁ %Tﬂiﬁi
K. SLEHEET EL S ANEIFTLZEBEAILE . GMNUY BBGMI™, PCA-GM
(3.297). NGM (3.397) Zfopny (WE=A3]) WRE _FEILE i Eme—H i,
ZiRANR 457 LR AL, HTHE . LR, BB, Pascal VOC X
R AR VL X BB v, IR A XA Ol T AR B . AT T2
BN RN W22 ] o SLie a2 SE T — Rl B DLl >
0 B TR 2 > ISR CNN ACE , AR5 PR AR A5 34 T Bl
JH . SCIe T i et i e S 42 BBGMU IR NGM (3371 ). % GANN-
MGM+NGM Fl GANN-MGM+BBGM, ‘A1 CNN 3= % 253 2 TG a2k S
R TRIAAE, A 452 (SplineConvl V21 NGM SR fRERZ) WIHEFTE
BUwIERME . JR4AE) BBGM. NGM AN ZRifFE E 3R H 7 7 ImageNetl 2153 2841
% Bl Zan CNN ACE I TRIGG AL, 11053 AT 55T 5 DU BAT: 45 2 (B FEAE—
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1 I Iy mGA-MGM3 (learning-free) l l B GA-MGM3 (learning-free)
GANN-MGM3 (unsupervised) 0.9 GANN-MGMS3 (unsupervised)
L I 08 |
I
- I 07 |
L 0.6
L 05
L 04 L
L 03 L
L 02 L
L 01 F
0
CP R CA MP MR MF

=

| CP RI CA MP MR MF

(a) CUB2011 (b) Pascal VOC 4 j5

Pl 4-14 /£ CUB2011 #= Pascal VOC %4t 5 4% % £ GA/GANN-MGM? #4 3545
%o

Figure 4-14 Results of GA/GANN-MGM? on CUB2011 and Pascal VOC Keypoint
datasets

#£4-6 REEA LB IRE (MGM) £ Willow ObjectClass %t £ Loy 2ihtt £
Table 4-6  Multiple graph matching with mixture of modes (MGM?) evaluation on Wil-
low ObjectClass dataset.

§ s 8 Cars, 8 Ducks, 8 Motorbikes 40 Cars, 50 Ducks, 40 Motorbikes
TrRARE | CP RI CA MA Ha(s)| CP RI CA MA ] (5)
RRWMU | 42257 | 0.879 0.871 0.815 0.748 0.4 0962 0949 0926 0.751 8.8
CAO-C1 | 9E2£3] | 0.908 0.903 0.860 0.878 3310971 0960 0.956 0906 1051.5
CAO-PCI™] | 4g2£57 | 0.887 0.883 0.831 0.870 1.8]0.971 0960 0.956 0.886 184.0
DPMCP] | 4E2£57 | 0.931 0.923 0.890 0.872 1.210.969 0.959 0.948 0.941 97.5
GA-MGM? | dE2£3] | 0.921 0.905 0.893 0.653 10.6 | 0.890 0.871 0.850 0.669 107.8

GANN-MGM? | Z£I57% | 0.976 0.970 0.963 0.896 5210974 0968 0.956 0.906 80.7

25, & 4-13{0HR T HT VGG16 3T W 4 Bk A7 I 2 3k A5 rb i) DE O 2
ATPAEE], R GANN-MGM Wb BBl SIS B . B4, Bbah, HETEA
(R ERIDCEC R 24 3] I yE ¥ R T VGGL6 W EF W%, T HUR I A4
AT R BT VGG16 T % . FEM AR |, VE# 6% & T ResNet34l71 4
S CNN £+ M4, —J5T, ResNet (FRZEM4%) $4L T SMBIAIZAE, MM
SRR T AR VSIS B S — T, TCM R SIFE ResNet EAYBIHLIER T A&
T 1 BB HE R 9 F3E T

RATBIA FIoIPCRC gt . BE—H, SCIR T 2R BIHE T2
MESHIE L. FEXFRFOLS , KRR 75 2 M B AL B DU LA R AT 55 . A
B, B H BN A AR T AR S 1) MGM? 53k, ARSI FEIK T
DPMCP 1053, R TI%E SO S FR 8

Willow ObjectClass t4 =55 % . WIEIE XML &, 1EE#IET 3
AMEZS (Cars. Ducks, Motorbikes) JRAMME. & T % T MGM? 1R g s
DPMCIT Szb v Hy 7 Wi s A BRI DT E SR A, e 4143 3 1)
DT AN R PCREE T 6T PR BRSO 3k, AR S R R BT 1R 2 )
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Pl 4-15 CUB2011 445 % £ GANN-MGM?® 3¢ 3 ¢ R oy 5T iAL o
Figure 4-15  Visualization of clustering by GANN-MGM? on CUB2011.

PIPVCHL, FREATIESR2E. FR4-6.045 Tkl R, H CP. RI. CA 2EEHr,
MA 2N UCECAIREBE . SEgmillil TRV (24 M) FIERELEE (130 4
&) B MGM? [/, GANN-MGM? ZE8/ NI B o, F BT 9 ik
Bt T MGM? AR5 T 24 >), RSN B mT RE LU DURCHS B i g, ¢
>J 1 GA-MGM® b R, (ELDCORS A B HAt 7 vk . (B2 FEfE GA-MGM?
R, PUECRIER AP REAR A3 T, IhAh, GANN-MGM? ZE8 /NI i 5t
MRS, AR R e DPMCEUTRE B, X AT AERE R VGG16 1Y
FEESAE/ IR A A K. IbAh, SEA BB, Joli A4 T T a5 IR
VRTINS

CUB2011 t4 E 5622 F . % T MGM? {145, S2Ba7E 10 H A S JES (Horned Grebe ).,
10 2 V1 /RfERE4E (Baird Sparrow) A1 10 H B #HENY (Caspian Tern) _E3EfT T 50
. 5 Willow ObjectClass #H ., CUB2011 | MGM? i) 5 EL 3k k4 |
M GRS RRRERE, EHER Sy, JLRF MGM® SAEil e .
A ER SRR A IEECHERG S (MP) . HEIZ (MR) A1 F1 434 (MF) il
K 4-14(a) . SR RAM L, TolB2E 214 B3 5 VC B R R 2R ARG L
[Kl4-15f2/R T GANN-MGM? 7£ CUB2011 ¥ 4E I al AL SIS0, o &)
(R B It 2 iR B 44 (multi-dimensional scaling) W25 T — 4k~ FH-3F
Tk BUR N MR B S5, BURSMNOMER Bt (£0/#/8) X
T MRS FEXAEF, ACE—3K “HIGMERY” g iRa2E, IERT
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ML Shrih . E4-1507R, 2RISR, 28000 /REERRE AL
ZH IR TE ¥ 7. FERBIIEE AR A, X =R I T =R R
W) e ATAARES R R, AR S A [ 225 ] BE A2 SE 5 P IR R 43 AN A
S A HEXTME—RR R ARGRE R, WRARS 2, 2 IEH
M. BSEREEFATA, MANNEEREREESE T MGM? (L4512
AR + R R

Pascal VOC %4 504 532 £ . AEHHE T =FESIR AR MGM? )75
MEHESE HREFLEERL 5 5K bicycle. 5 5K bottle 1 5 5k tvmonitor [& F. & 4-14(b)
ICAR T 200 R BEMLSC I S EFNbREZE . SCIREE R IR, 7E Pascal VOC G4 5
BARAR b, TR S R R AR TR WD VEBORS FE P2 TH i 2, XAl e
[k Pascal VOC Hi[r]—2& G HE B ASTIINL LA RFAAER KR 22 5, X4 T T
FMIMERE .

4.4 5D RA XU AL @ BLES 2 STHESRR

JE kAR AR (heuristic solvers) S RSB SR EHES | ZL 20 A 0 A0 5 ) v
HHAALURRE . XRARE R R, Ha Wit e . Hal, KB4
BAT HIBL R T KA A AT 10 CO BN SR AL , EHE A 22 I 2% i 2] i
Mg ] — A XAMEZE AT RETJCIR LY R B A 2 Ry CO iy, FLOR AR
PEREZ IR T AL AT A IRAOBIA R, A Tl a5k, PAISi G R %
ORISR LRl BT XUZ AL, IRAERLIF L GRS 4
LM EPATR R E S, b B2 AL AR B b I ity (flan, 7E
A MER S EGR ) , TFZ B R A EROR AR 2 A 1 A i BT R
LS TS, XMBUZIACHEZE fRifL 2 AL 55, B JeRh By oKk
Fe, BEA RO AR 2 M A AR K . 72 = A TR HR 4L & Ak L
WS RN, 5P TR E A RIAM R LR I BRI L, 407k
AR AR L o

4.4.1 Wbl

BRI AL RS2 > SRR CO MY 20 AR & 2 B Z Lot on0n 4221224
(CFESE=3), H b &M TR EyE e i, Hix s TAERE 746 2
G RRIAL R Rk 2% 2] CO Ja) @y A -Ha iR LS. SRT, 75 S B rh i % e R
S AT AT PR — 07, A R R N SO G — R A
SRR B A I A ) . B DIREALEE A i R I B e i, A
BB B R KRR S, G AR R S R A
T TR AR T BT (HES) A Atk iBing NP ke, X
X R HUBL 0] R U2 R ATATIY s BEATFE R Hwita:>] (Reinforce Learning,
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RL 0284222 (R iy T B 3l 2 3 . SRR (sparse reward ) 2
A, XL SRR R,
TR GRS R e . TR, B TR 022200 (fuda. 29

ELUE 1Rl ) 5 AR SR I T B A SR AR Al DA 0 B (A e . 8
M, BT A B BRI IR PR ORI Bl R Y U
AT RIS, BRI TR BRI I T O v
HRgET xR L0 R SRR B g2 0 A ST I
AME RARIRTCIA [k

T [l AP A A (HESIAY) LA A I, AR 0 B oy — il Y Rl 5 7
e BARME, AWHHHEshblan T :

D) 855 TG R AR PE S I TREM IS . R lstan (B2) Al
) AL S — N XUZ AL A, EJR LA F A sty >) B AR MR & H 8 W 3L 1B 2
EIZEH, NIRPEACR A B 1 5 K SRR IS SUs AL S AT 55 - %053k
AT B

2) FRARIRIE Y I BRI S e . BIPNGRAase . a1 1 2R b PR 2 4
RGN IR R AR, WA T — i A A A 2 . BLAh, BUR A HESR
R AR R R BRI AR 2R ah R R, R T A A T SRR I R By
B Rl g Y )

3) BEILEER AL RTETERRAPREEE . 5 Skl b N Tt I
SRAGYERE S RIRBTTKCF . SUSRNRTT R R A A Bl Hlgsas I 07k,
AE SR AL 3 5 rt SR T A RSRIR SRS 12

4.4.2 4lE& LRGSR AAVZE R

AN FEETEAE G ASHH) (PR AE AL -E > 5K, A
Ktk HESHCE B KR BRI

mxinf(x|g) sit. hi(x,G) <0, fori=1...1 (4.23)

Hopr x AR B (R SR ), f (x|Q) —EESH G B HARREL, hi(x,G) <0
REEIALRES. AR (1.3) 2805, MR A G, 4m
RETH BN, ERET. FIRRIELNET 1. AR R
TR A3 (4.23) ARl 255, WAARR 10750, e
1) W 20 L TR SR AR AR MBI B B AR BIR, (H2, RS
SR G PR AT RE: 2) JoliBae 210 (3397, 3.4797) #5430 (4.23) 1
SRR AR A n el B, (HBUA IR Tkl AL B A ZR 95 3) o
A2 20O o A e x, (ER BRI ANSE R R x 2, #ICEER
SRR, kR TR Ak T T R S pal e
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T HERZ A E, MEE ARG B R W] DA 18 e A
ZERVRI BN BRI, e RO T, BSIEE TR R R AT
RO ST R () AR, QR W 2R AT DATE S5
R, MEE PR T A B -

R 4.3. BiTM5 @, BP-TIRE| AR A4 @ *F M Ay RALFE x*

WK — B TR AR — B L3R BT 1Y 740
P

il 4.4. X G RATAM G STl A £ 4, X & Q2 Eay e TAT#E
Bl R H R ARG B X o955 (surjection), 3T @ #2€ 8 LR x*, —
EARAEG G, P x* RHKAE G LRITREINER,

ERL AR E S, BT xeX, —EFE NG eG, 5 xT 2AH
FE A SKRIR G EER O

PAA T JCR R AT SR BE R B, AR It i W B a5 3L A
KMtk BUE MUK & 1 219 5 n 2R lUig x*, T RAF AN O N el ]
ity XFRrA e {1, on—1}, WERE (+1) BRAFAE, WX 5.
WG, MOURAEEE 5 1 3] n T ME— Rl AT AR, e RS RAEE— A RIRR
G BIRHRETT N X AR T AT RSE I

AT 4.5, AT I LR A SR T I R R T i, A
VR, G ML LR, A PRI — AV 57
RSB, S0 G TR G B NP B, AT AR
HIRTUR AR, FHREIEOE OF R E R . %1850
PRI, PRI T

N RRER S RS RUZ A, EETIAT “OUErIE” ¢
min fX1G)
st. Hi(G',G)<0,for j=1..J, (4.24)
X € argmin {f(X|C") : hi(x',G") <0,fori=1...I}.

Hr f(x|Q), f(X|G) il LE. TR EmEE. FENRERTER
BEE G" by CO i, SRA B AXBEEHITKE. T2 X e 28
W, BRI BFREEL f(X|CQ) IR T X FEJE @ A2 B Rk, b
ERALAHR Hi(G', Q) <ORIET G e TATIRL MA G 89T %, H G ELZMN
G HkEBHRT K. FEAREEZE ¢, RA—IR2E T R Rk TR
fi, HA A5 (4.24) gl Ak 2s > RS .
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P O
g O @b = O~ @b
5 O 0O O—<_~0O
@) )
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=
Z
S

R sy EL R sy E2

R e w (e ] w

Pl 4-16 EaREMILES T CO RMETETA.
Figure 4-16 An overview of bi-level hybrid MLCO solver.

4.4.3 BEAR

ARATPEA T HBUZ & B (Bi-level Hybrid, FFx BiHyb) , SyAHESL 0
Fl4-16r7R . AR HIRA2E I T ¢, SRR A (4.24). XFTELAS
MR B AR )7 2T AB AR GERUZ AR AR vk i i

Rl e st #t (Markov Decision Process, MDP) g X . A= (4.24)
TSR S BRI AL H bR BE4-6 545 T MDP HSRIHEE LR, ¢° = ¢ AR
TR, GF(k#£0)fLFE ¢, BIEAEEEE L IEBUEHIE.

< CRE: METIYE GF B MDP RS, GF AT A T e R I
SHFUHILA . VIR G0 B TR AL A AL

o i SRS AR E AT AR . MR e GF i —4kil. TR
m AT GF B m? 4530, A bR L e A R R Y e,
ATLARFREIR I SRS [ /2] O (m) o REHIGRA, fesh tRiatet, & &ARiE
15005 89 B 2T 2 69 T AT 3R RIPLALTATIR A T 5, BPTATCR Y K.

c REHS ERIM—REMEE, G AN G, HEAUUE — &R . #
PR GRSV IRAS , ELIRT Il TS 2l 24 e SR L R
$OK I, MDP BIgEse, fEscsarh, X F LT30S, RFEssE K <20 B
ATASEI R A RIRCE, PR RL Y115 s B 2K 6 i P RS- 31 T AR O ke (20
WEhAE vs 1000+ REH1E) .

« R IR G RET MBS LA RS, B B AR R R
SOEENGET) <M A B i R 2R AR 2 i — . 3 R AR
= f(x*|Q) — F(*HQ), RRETHEB X G, FREERRBGRTRERE (&

B A2 /MU )

VLY SR T 4L (Proximal Policy Optimization, PPO). 75K ] T i1 PPO
PSR AL S HESE . PPO AT KIS mE {4kl (Trust Region Policy
Optimization, TRPO) [FEALARA, o BIR BF BR I7E T4 “fRAE X
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Bk 4-6 XUZ A 40 A b2 > B SRS HES (policy roll-out)
HIA: WIIEHE G e RIEMIREL K .
1 GV« G;
2: fork<+0..(K—1)do
FF GF i P(ay), P(ag|ar) H-RAE ay,a0; # E2IAL
GRH < BN/ G 130 (ar, a); #OIRASHERS
XML F & XA POR I argminge f(XT G # 2k
ri < fF(RF|G) — F(REFN Q) # il £
7: end for

il — 3R R AL {ro...rk—1} o

AN AN

g, DB, PPO Lk TRPO B35 Seil. ELPEREAR M40 B e 52 bR
R . PPO S KALH H AR RS2

J(0) =min(rg - A, clip(rg,1 —€,1+¢)-A), (4.25)

Horft ro JREERAER LA (importance sampling ratio) , ‘B S5HMSHL 0 A XK.
A HIRIE LA (advantage), ‘B4 T R B i RN LA 4% (critic
network ) FYFINME, & R4 HIHE ALK NGESE. oL, s> LA &
B ORI - FERCRUHERTIN, SRA el s &I — Ak s AR T —
ANBAMARIE I, DA )R RE AR L SRR i U, IR E 2 RS 1a] .

4.4.4  HARGHURSEE B

F2 TR s BUZ il A REZRAE = B BRCER) CO R R H A SR 52 3w
gE . A M IR T BATE 555 (Directed Acyclic Graph scheduling, DAG
JHJZ). K gm¥EEE 2 (Graph Edit Distance, GED) FIV % 7K i [1] % W] # (Hamiltonian
Cycle Problem, HCP) . SZEG HL# T AUZ 3 fb24 > 77 PPO-BiHyb . JoRF24> 1
Je & X T AR B a4k 2% > 7 ¥& PPO-Single. PPO-Single 1351184 Khalil
SEDUGR 3 P AE SR, AR SRS T O B B Ak > gkl 002 12
SERIA T T8 T HERUZULACHESE N AT REAL BB 2k ) Random-BiHyb., & 74 F-Lb
%, PPO-Single fyRIA 78 HAT I 25/ HEH 3] 55 PPO-BiHyb R,

DAG WS . A1 E (DAG) RENS 2 H AT ER A X R 1T
%5, DAG & )l TH AR h AT LR g . Ay SR — it
BEATSS , BAAES R — s TR IE R oK . BT RUATREA 2 AT A
TR, FOREIRM X R . A B EA R, AR S R SR R0 BT A4
AR K R, X AT 55 a] DAFFATHLIRAT . DAG T JE & — 4> NP $E
il B AR MESE T (T 5 i RHE] . SR PPO-BiHyb sk fi# DAG
R (R A ) B AR S B AN

* MDP & 3_, W1 4-17 Jii7s , RZSE R4 T DAG G*, shifa R ¢
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wfEliE (hnid)

R
S|
G ||
=]
oo || %
2 2
KW KR
Bx BxI

V¢ Y
X AESAEREF - X
LREH = F6CI6) - F1G)

Kl 4-17 DAG AEFIAGIRES . sh1E. e L.
Figure 4-17 Definition of state, action and reward for DAG scheduling.

Ain—2kil, M]3 DAG GXFLo I sss n 7 &AMl 2K
Sl ARAIE T8 B 1 1R R T A AR S Y T XL x FRAT S IR
AT, AE GFFU E SR eI AR S K kT XM R e B
AN IH A S RERT 2 B AR 45480 £(xMG) — F(XFHG).

o WAL, K GONU 3t DAG MRS AT 5. %25 DAG fy
50, ARATEROT TS GCN: 55—~ GCN 4b# i is DAG, %5 — 4> GCN
AT B ) DAG. & H S GON B35 SR A BHEE—iE
R J7ibAL (attention pooling) 22U V551 P12 I 7 A 1] &t -

n= [GCNI(Qk) GCN,(reverse(GX)) |, g = Att(n), (4.26)

Hon (FR80H < FHEZERE) AT R

« HIEM G, N T INEITEZSI], SRR ER R R IR Y
s SRR IEREAE RN i AR MU GE YT R R e B 23 ol th A Sz Y 3
JEBRFEF LU OTHIN 5 AR O 2 AR T U1 SRR 1) P4
TEARIA

P(a;) = softmax(ResNet;([n g])), (4.27a)

P(ay|a;) = softmax(ResNety([n n[a;] g])), (4.27b)

Horb nfag] AURAY A an iR A R INZRBr B, an, a0 23 BIKRSERT B HE
R P(ar), P(ag|ay) BEATRAE. FEIMABT BabAT5E 0 3 AR RIE R (beam
search) : RZRFE T HA B =S MR A0SIE, TEFTAwEshiEd, JIRE
RJih R K= 1 3 I EIEATY — R

C PR . RERSOBALAE T I A, AR R SRS R
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# 47 TPC-H# 4R % & DAG AE P Hey L2,
Table 4-7 Experimental results on DAG scheduling problems from TPC-H dataset.

BR4E | TPC-H-50 (35 555k =467.2) | TPC-H-100 (35 /5% =929.8) | TPC-H-150 (35 /5% =1384.5)
AR BArekgl  AMHXMEL | B FHXHE | HArea%s | HXHE |
Shortest Job First | 1281842214 30.5% 1950343260 15.3% 27409-+2748 12.2%
Tetrisl*"! | 12113+£1398 23.3% 1829142223 8.1% 2532542842 3.7%
Critical Path | 9821+1176 0.0% 169142499 0.0% 2442942484 0.0%
PPO-Singlel”**?1 | 1057842092 7.7% 1728243821 2.2% 2482242707 1.6%
Random-BiHyb | 9270+1143 -5.6% 155802409 -7.9% 2293042408 -6.1%
PPO-BiHyb | 89064922 -9.3% 1519342275 -10.2% 2237142538 -8.4%
2500 PPO-BiHyb (TPC-H-50 train)
= -=PPO-BiHyb (TPC-H-100 train)
E —-PPO-BiHyb (TPC-H-150 train)
= 2000 |
R
5
21500
5
§ 1000
i<}
&
=500 ‘ ‘ ‘
50 100 50 200 250 300

|
TPC-H problem size

4-18 TPC-H 3% 5 L2 (LA 7
Figure 4-18 Generalization result on TPC-H dataset.

BASFNMA BEIFRE DR, &5 R 7 — DR ZE P T 4 Bk AS B M (B
(value):

V(G*) = ResNets ([ maxpool(n) g]). (4.28)

© BARX ik XTHAN AR DAG W EE @, A 1 KRS
PRMC P ATIAT . SR A 17 A3 e 2 pRel 1) g e s ke sk i
Bl st 5155k (Shortest Job First) S, R T OHIESRFENT ikl
MAESs, PASK k425442 (Critical Path) B35, ARG CHE B XEHKAE -
W45 . Lo, 1EEEH R TN Tetris PREAIEN, %05 P-4
JEBRVER IR FBI ZZE =[] B oy Y. i TAEse i b X 4 k42
B PERE RS, BEWGEME PPO-BiHyb Hiy T EALSEE.

* MEF I ik, HEICH —SMHXTAE, 602 IR O3 T T
S5 R EEL IO R A T s S PR BE R I 55 1 B AT T DAy B2 AR
PSR I R ) A BRSO AR T ) f e A
TAIE, MEF RSB T BRI RL A2 PPO-Single, & 28 M 25 Jic
# 5 PPO-BiHyb —&(. N TIilE PPO 3 Ab2E 3 A RcHE, SEHR L T
Random-BiHyb, ‘gl PPO-BiHyb WYL 5L PANSE, (HAEE 2l &I 6 T B
PR R AE PPO.
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RS R AR S HIUE B S EG RIS A S R
RE HELE (k)
24 <
IPFP IPFP
BELX BER

X EEEE - X
RRper s = (x°19) — f(x'19)

Pl 4-19 Emigye & P ey RS s1E. & L.
Figure 4-19 Definition of state, action and reward for Graph Edit Distance.

DAG 52507 TPC-H e LbfT, BRI 5 IO S35 5t b
I RAE, B4 DAG #UE—MITRALS . DAG A S RGP
JEME: BATITRIFIE IR TR K . TPC-H i iy DAG ¥ BA7 918 MY ki, Hix
INPAESEH 2 AR, ORBESS A 18 N . T R BT AR KOl 125.8,
B/MEN 1, BROR(EN 593 1 B FIgiad T o 1127.2 70, fRAEEy 163
M, FAISE] A 4964.5 7, SER [FIRHFEZ A DAG, HERBLEIA 6000 )
PR (RIS a7 R G 29 10% 888 08) , DASOBRELSRI 53 5 . 5
A 50 NYNGRAEAM 10 AN EAS, BEARIY A il M TPC-H H EEHLA R X
> DAG 5B (X=50,100,150) , FlHLFHT[E

K A-THEE T TPC-H $udlidle | DAG AL 55 IR, B BRER-FITY
REBEAERS S AR . FAEI_ B AR ST R A ORES , TR 2 i
T RL AR AR o« HAReR B AARSE MU A AL 55 BURERT, “HIRHE” UK T Sy
TR R AT IR A 22 . o, PPO-BiHyb ffEid 1 4R2 2] J5 A sUHA A R
JZaRAL A 2] T3k . PPO-Single IR FERERHZ HIAE 10, 135 SAVFE R IFERT HL
PPO-BiHyb & 10 fff, {HHEAEREVIIAA K AR S A 2. BEPLIY Random-BiHyb
A PABCHE R R R R, (HHEREUI IR A [z PPO-BiHyb., ESAZRIEN] TXUZ
TLALHESEA PPO YIGRIA R, 1A, YEFHIEHESE 1 PPO-BiHyb J7iARIZ (L AE
J1, BRI SR AR B . 18] 4-18 BL4% T A7) 5i4E TPC-H-50/100/150
Busk Bk, AN RS B SSR g R . rIAE 1, PPO-BiHyb
AT DAR e BN — 8, B BAERA 21K 300 4~ DAG (£ 2800 /4~
ML) BRI b At . AR 04T, PPO-BiHyb HAT RAFZ ALY IR
PRI 27 ] P I AR SRS b By ) MBDR A 78 5y, I H. PPO-BiHyb 58730 Fl ] 17
JE R BRI RE I

P g 2 G 8 A2 — > NP XERHES A A I A et 1] i 25 (GED)
) E SCHIN. 375 CAE4. 29 h 580 e . FEAT i, R A] PPO-BiHyb K/ &]

16http://tpc.org/tpch/defaults.asp
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4:4-8 AIDS Bt % L %R & (GED) WMy EhsE R,
Table 4-8 Results on graph edit distance (GED) problems from AIDS dataset

HiEas | AIDS-20/30 (7 %k =22.6) | AIDS-30/50 (35 54k =37.9) | AIDS-50+ (5 i % =59.6)

TR Htweol  ADOE L | Bbeeddicl  RIXME] | HAssfol  HHE
Hungarianl' * | 72.9419.2 94.9% 153.4428.0 117.9% 225.64+33.9 121.4%
RRWME | 7214237 92.8% 139.8+£31.9 98.6% 214.6+41.3 110.6%
Hungarian-Beam Searchl**] | 44.6+8.5 19.3% 103.9+22.7 47.6% 143.84+31.5 41.1%

IPFPET | 37.448.5 0.0% 70.4£15.1 0.0% 101.9£13.1 0.0%

PPO-Singlel’l | 56.5+14.4 51.1% 110.0£19.2 56.3% 183.9+16.9 80.5%
Random-BiHyb | 33.149.0 -11.5% 66.0£15.2 -6.3% 82.44+20.3 -19.1%
PPO-BiHyb | 29.1+8.9 -22.2% 61.1+14.2 -13.2% 77.0£19.4 -24.4%

G 4 P ] ) AL ) LR S LA

o« WEMRAE L. T GED W8S kAN, B RAUZ PEATE A H: A 5]
(AN ] -

min f(XG1,Gn)

XaJl

sit. Hi(G,G1) <0,for j=1..J (4.29)
X € argmi,n {f(X/|gi,g2) : hi(xlvg17Q2) <0,fori= 11}
X

Horp f(X'[G1,Go) 2 EZ AR g BT G, G Ml X' WY g . PR
/}EE X R, R TG B G BT SR R . RIS T 5
AT PARR Y S RE SRR . BRARENT H(G,G) SORERT ¢ ad s
Z K KIEUJ5 152 ¢ GED W RZLE SCHBHER G 5 G2 Z 1A
) GED [,

* MDP & 3L. WK4-19Fr/~, GED RS HEE T G2, Faek HEEB W G1s
RS E MBI GF, shE & ORISR GF hig—4h. B3
Wi, B E R g N 2 IPFP B kDS ¢ 1.

. 4k"ffwﬂaﬂ V2% o ARZSHISI 2% R GONU TR BT EIREAE , SR A Sinkhorn [+
sl IR A B (L4 . 153,295 2640k, Sinkhorn [W 445 52— AL
el (EH n Al BNARE] ), T —DXUENIAERE , AR M AR
BRI . T a RO — BRI, THREL LAY RURHIE 55k
H & 2 FFIEZ B 22 S i A T R AE . 5 DAG AR, i id it
R ITMACRIRITF G A -

n; = GCN(GY), ny = GCN(G,), n = n; — Sinkhorn(nin, ) -ny;  (4.30a)
g1 = Att(n), g = Att(ny). (4.30b)
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20/30f 291 63.2 | 7186

30/50| 33.3 611 | 844

training size

50+ 32.0 616 | 77.0

20/30  30/50 50+
testing size

Pl 4-20 12 7 B HLARAY AIDS 448 5 L4/ 6 092 e ss R
Figure 4-20 Generalization study by varying training and testing sizes on AIDS.

© HIEM . USRI 1o i — 2RI SV ER B A1 e . AR
MIIERER N 3 JRIREM S, H Ik R TR A ALH . a2k
RXFAC LA, WAFEMER; AREIN—2id. MR AR R 5
N 3.

o« SN . TR G SRR T 2 E) T 4235 AR LR S TR R
Hoob B GREAE R A 2k B O b H, R SR R A, 155
— Y

V(GY,Ga) = fc(NTN (g1, 2)). (4.31)

« BA X7 ik. T Blumenthal 215t GED Jei & 2005 45 (1 40 F- 45 21
SCR R TP 4 BRI B R R & F AU (Hungarian)
6 T 0 R fRT Ak ol 40 PRI D b 5, RRWMIU 1SR A Bl J5 1 — W R R oK foe
GED, 4 #) 4 &4 % A::0°] (Hungarian-Beam Search) 3R &) % F)5 &
XEIFHEE, FE42EATHE, IPFPUISEE TR KR . A HESE
K, IPFP 2 VEfefir iy m kXL, P EREy PPO-BiHyb )5 %

© MUEF ST ik, WATIHE, BUAAOIRIES: 3] 05 V5 REAS DA T 7R 2K 350
—/~ GED 23%¢l'0'-19°) (HZ2 M T GED MBI A ALA R . 4295 il &
W& RE A* R ITE S AT EDIREM L, HEFERE=Y, TEE
PR . S BT PPO-Single, 3 T Liu 2134k 2: S HE 4001, PPO-
Single Fl PPO-BiHyb i/ 243 i1 4075 fr4F—3, H. PPO-Single iS5 R &
SEEERER A 20, AT PREEFT PPO-BiHyb #5391l 0% . Random-BiHyb
5 PPO-BiHyb W2 L H0HIH, (2RI 2RI .

GED L3 e AIDS $iute Bibfr, ZAdnfe & urse byt HIV AL G415
FUPL CAE4 2T S AT Y . R4 2T SEIE , TEE R
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wfEliE (4E0)

LKH-fast LKH-fast
BEI BER

x0 — [EE — x!
R = f(x°|G) — f(x'9)

Pl 4-21 % RALEISEFIALA RS . 1R, R L
Figure 4-21 Definition of state, action and reward for Hamiltonian Cycle Problem.

s, ) one-hot FHAEXF i I FFh2E, I3 SR RIZEAT Mg ACH o 1. 1L
Sb, Rl BRgRE . BEAEAOIE N 1. RIEERR/DN, K AIDS il =11
4, HJJ AIDS-20/30. AIDS-30/50 F{1 AIDS-50+, H:rf AIDS-X/Y {5 )
TRBATE XL Y ZIale POR/INT 20 AN 0 T] G 05 S I A ) g £, ml DA
TEW/INI ARSI A, SEE0 % 18 T SRR P o PR, 0 17 1 B
HURH-T-EEL SO XFYNZRAEAA 10 XFIAAEA

F4-8 545 T AIDS Hfflafk | GED MR SEIESR . “ HAreR & (UK AT
FIRERACHT, “ARXHE” AU T AI7 YA IPFP J7 AR AR 228 . PPO-BiHyb
#id 7 ol I B 205K, HARLERZ ) RL J77& PPO-Single 328
B BEAh, AEEIEHEIE T XA R PRz A, E4-20 578 THEATR K
/N GED i) EFEAT NSRRI S5 2R . B IR A AR IPFP AYEE | 7 bE
PR . PPO-BilHyb AU 0] ATZ AL ZI N Sk R DL iy RIS, {H3Z
A fE 8 3 A IE AR R RS R ISR B AR

DUgIR BRI & . A28 BHE — A iR A SO0 ), DU IR
i ] ¢ 1) (HCP) BRI IR T by Bz B2 1 19 3¢ R BB (Konigsberg) LA )
ROT, U R A B 0 5 SR — SR ITA s A L . 4hE Y, HCP
TR AR R A AR DURS AR 30— NP SE 42 e il
ATRE HCP #eAb g e, S R RAT R F0 A8 (TSP) koK g AExt
If TSP [jginf, X HCP RApfenydl, HAREEE SO 05 AfEERydn, HK
JERESCH 1o UL, 2R TSP ORFASHRE] T — RN 0 gl , Edd— MY
BRI . (AR YRR, ZAWFITHLER: 2] TSPy TAED 02 iy 2
JE HCP, i B e " 4EARAR T IR IR B TSP X —F§&k 1§ L. R PPO-BiHyb
SR HCP py BARSEILATT -

* MDP & 3L, W1 ESCHR, ST sE MBI B TSP j5 % Uk, HCP [
BFALI T TSP . QniEl4-217, KA HCP ", RAESE SO8 241
B GF, B SCRHEM QM AR E . BRI, WA
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HisBE G oy s R 2R i 40 . LKHL ey %0 g I T R, e
O xS R KR A 24 T o L L K B G R,
FG) = F(KHG).

o RABAL W 2, SCH R GONUl4afit HCP iR, GCN Y s A B 5
P2 A LRI AL B DASRAS 4 IR B 1A T

n = GCN(G*), g = Att(n) (4.32)

© HYEM L&, FEMEAE A RIRK AR R 5, PPO-BiHyb A it— 2%l
R HAC RSN 10 (S UEN], AT ZBUEABUR) , RHX —ERR R ik
S LD PR P PRX A3 o BEFRR I AU S — A B 3 2R M L T
W, AR PR AT R, T T R AR SR 2 i [ AR
2B, ARSI

P(a;) = softmax(ResNet;([n g])), (4.33a)
P(ap|a;) = softmax (n : tanh(Linear(n[al]))T) . (4.33b)

gEH, ar,ar MR35 P(ar), P(aglar) RAEFFE] . MABrBe, 1EE RN 7982
12 BRI R

o MG X HTA I R R ORI A5 IR S AR e B
W 25 10 4RI RRIE PR3, I fe i A = B R 25 I 28 1 00 24 iR A i -

V(G*) = ResNet, ([ maxpool(n) g]). (4.34)

* BA X ik BRI ITENIERE RS R AL A AR M AR A o SEd
F 8T =R R RBFA TR Fit 4R F % (Nearest Neighbour ) 45—
ARSI B R S, i A A0 (Farthest Insertion) £ AR
YR SRR am i b, LKH3 & % XU 11 /E# Lin, Kernighan
4, BT -EAEERRE, LKH3 &9 Ki e k=K , T AR
V2 MR B i . Tt R #E LKH3 fREALZ2 0B, e U RERT SRS
BE(ERIA S IRBENLE=R) . scie, LKH3 (BRI At v 44 S LKH3-fast ,
XA /2 PPO-BiHyb BIBY T 2L EE . SCInid s T ) — P AR iR
A, Bl 100 R #2307 LKH3-accu.

LB ST ik SO TSP 04Kk o A AEAL 7 — 4 1H |
R BE B TSP 02052381 S AR 451y HOP i &1 A —3. L, fE
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49 FHCP #45% % LIUF RIACIBEFII (HCP) a9 £ R,
Table 4-9  Results on Hamiltonian cycle problem (HCP) from FHCP dataset.

BRE FHCP-500/600 (7 5%k =535.1)
TR TSP HARREC L B R i o] 6 1
Nearest Neighborl**"] 79.6+13.4 0%

Farthest Insertionl"] 133.0+31.7 0%
LKH3-fast!’’] 13.8425.2 0%
LKH3-accul’’! 6.3+13.0 20%
PPO-Singlel™] 9.5+45.6 0%

Random-BiHyb 10.0+£21.9 0%
PPO-BiHyb 6.7+14.0 25%

HHET H Al HESR D T E B 58l T PPO-Single, Horfi e 4 (it
20757 5 PPO-BiHyb /54—, FEHLHY) Random-BiHyb J5 7 th 4 —ite HL 4k

HCP S AEAL T 1001 /NxEfE HCP S FHCP $idadkl ) k. 2
RSN I SEOIERAAAE DU /R g%, (HXT ARy HCP/TSP )5 & UE A
ME, WEEANHARY) . LWERDEHEER 4-9%, Bk PR FHCP-X/Y
RTWAEEAE X B Y ZE, “TSP HirpRE” £ T HCP #4155 19 TSP 7]
AT, YIZREE H FHCP Zi 4 vy S8 B A 250 3 500 Z [a] Y K2 ). PPO-
BiHyb [ B8 5 53k 1) J5 & X LKH3-accu #12Y,  HAE KR ILIUE /K 0] 3% (1)
RE ) bW DAL LKH3-accu, T % B 22 BT 7R 0] % 1F 2 HCP [ 4
H#5. PPO-Single AR R W BCE N 12, BERYHERN ] Fb PPO-BiHyb K 10
£ AHHPERET A AINUZ Y PPO-BiHyb, 1tAh, BT BEHLIE RACUZ AL T
Random-BiHyb 7] DA T} T 28 LKH3-fast BIPERE .

45 A

TG FVE S WL g7 > 7 VR 2 SR AR HES BL2H B 00 A 170 780 g 7o b B 1 1A B
o A ERIRAIZ DT RAER AR AE LA DRI, M REIE H LU BRI 1 2 ) 295
EGUR IR . ATRRIEOITIEN], fibldeas ] GG RIAR G, RERSIRIN
A LR > AR R AR AR AR LRI R . iR B PRSI 5. e,
N T GH =B ANLAS ORIy, BT A-229 B T SR G AR A
PUE2ET TR = KBRS A, BT3E. £ 5%, Hi, LA wikalE
SE BT N B 5T 7 B AL GEBRA AL g2 T B R BRI LA 3 95 %% i
TR BRI, AFEGERWAGIERZ, B A i i &R e,
M2 T AT A BAR S SRS AR BT BN, 4.2 % 0 A% S ] g I B i
i, 43R TR I VEECAL S5 BT, 449072 TR U fee It e e 507
o BRI GRIRRERS SR BEMERE LI, BN 22 0 25 T RERIZ AL 122 .
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HOF AR AT KR
gk, MBS I EXRA

|

4.27% : AR 9E & sk A KR 4. 3% : A M B B T FAy 2 F 4% 4. 47 38 A E Rk A R AR
MEFIRKFHERLE R EFME S MR FI 5HEEHE R Eab

|~ AN T N

AABA* || g AXIE & 4| A% 4k 4| & it £ p1s i1 pie ZRE prs V¥ €N 4| PR
& & & & & &
N w -_ - N w

W (| 5 | #RHER (| 5 | ey E | FR | g | B | [ s | e R || B | REE | & | FTK

Ve 3

5 4t AR s e ||| Ha s AX yﬁf\w@
2 i 4m 2% THE
0 15) % F AR R R K WzERGEF R

AR R S KAR A

Pl 4-22 oo an b ka3 3 R HR R SR AT T e 45
Figure 4-22 Summary of research on fused traditional solvers and machine learning
for permutation-based combinatorial optimization.

WA S R, XS Bn  H SEIAC . BN, 4.2 F14. 395 iYL SE A RERS 5
FEHMZ M BRI SR (RIAFENTER ), 44T ARERLORIE 1 Rl T SR
AL TREXAS. &5 7RI 2 M BHE G P AT AR
ATSF, AT RS2 MBS BRI . B0, 4.2795 rpf 22 0 25 U ] I A
(RLRE M50, 4. 47T AR 2 I 245 I 5 2 >0 Bl 1] 3R

TESORIZTE, AT G T = MR, 254 27 R 2 M 2 S o
L A3NHE G AT S MY . 44T GG TG AR R . T
) EAR M), AREEAA IR FoR Tk 427 DA gL 2 ) U AL G A R
HEER, GBITE LSRR RS TR G A M E M S TN, BRI T RSE
TRIRCR . 4.377 DAV DEC 7 AU dpe T (0 TR S 2 1 SR DT 1o 6k, Rl T 2 b
G R L RER AR, 0 22 e d/ IMUHE R EA T Te B >) , E—RIILIE . 214
VCHC. R AHSZ L AR SK AT 55 S B T el B B g 4495 K pL g~
FEGERIR I BB BRUZ AL L R, Bt 7 —Fham ey > HEZESK ffad 1 69
(HEZVHL) A MA R, e = A2 e SEIR g R SR ], AH EE T Sk AL
fr B B AL 58 5 e ORIk, RUZREE IR PERE S 5t . 249K, ARTERY
B =R e (G 5kds . tlaessdIee. Lo ERmblg
XA ) BIRIER, T 2 B R A, AR AR R A HE SRR AT ) e ) A J s A
AFENEIE
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FRE HIBASMKILERENS S KBEFIR

51 ARslE

HEPV A S AR R AT )2 B B 3 5 A0 - R BE NI, AERORZ
i TGRSR R BRI bLER =~ . IRESE TR AR SO D7 ik
W FEEE TR THRAIMBIRE, H5—Jrim, dT8E2. LR
AT S Br BRG] TR SRR o AT — e BEEE e HES B A A
SCE PR, A SRR T THR A A U RIR S, S — T Atk
H, %5 TSR, FRE T A A A0 (Feil 2 B ERL) Bt i FiE
SEVANESE . o, TR 9 S P PC G SRR % (pygmitools) T[]
KA. TRANGBE, Jofk 7 2 9 A0 75 B AT B (L g/ bl g
SRR T RBHIF TR K ERC R SE (ThinkMateh) £ oAAT7 mRHITA R %
i, RG e rige. MHAThAE, BERSPEIIER L . PRGBS . Hl
N B BT AR TR T HESE “THE” AR DT ECR AR ) 1 3T B s R R HE SR,
(R IFALATT Pofe 1 IR DU . SRARSEINRE. — 7, XTI T ARV 3
HRN WS TAER B A REES; ) — i, VR A X eI ARl DAE— 2
HRIFEALIX, AesbFE P SMH SR RADFIT -

5.2 pygmtools: (i) T iz e P T Ac i ) 5392 4

ST IR 98 R IR RE T A S PEBCAE 55 1) 2 755K, 11 DT A AT i B
By ZRA P DU AR BT IZ R e e DL Y
BARSE K BT —JrH, FEE LR (2 G.D) BalE
T RURILRFAE , T2 A00CE ¥ (1N ekl o) o T SR
DTy VA S FRR AR S . 3 — T, Bl IR EE D me yval
AT falor) PRI DL ISR A, SEA S B 1 i B9 s P R o S AR o . AR T
TEL ) 2 R 2 20 B2 SR AE S 14 P C 3 FH 33092 P pyemitools!” B A%
PLIBAET 2y VAN FIE -

5.2.1 JFkBLY TE LSS

it PRI DT E 32 21 19 O3 H s g, 1538 i RS2 — A5 Tl iy B DL e T
Fo, RTRBEN R TFR N S e i i B PERCoR A AAA . AEHESL BT I,
Vet Python N gmAthi s, — 0 HANE RS H o A R~ I 5iR  (Python &
2R LA ) G L BRI ERAEIE ), 53— J7 Tt RT DASCRFH ] Python

17485 . https://github.com/Thinklab-SJTU/pygmtools, 3CA%4: https:/pygmtools.readthedocs.io/
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F5-1 REFRE CE L EE D,

Table 5-1 Feature comparison among different open-source GM libraries.

BIREEZFR | pygmtools LPMP ZAC GM multiway

MR ARAR AL 2 1 2 1
TR AR R 3 1 9 1
EALPNEEA 3 1 4
PSR RAS AL 4 1
SCHRERTANETT K v v v v

LHRIRES | v v

¥ GPU v

TELSCRY v v
7 ¥ pip install v )
T RARES | Python  C++/Python  Matlab Matlab

PRI B T AE. Ah, ET Python MARMAASWER TRIFN AR, B4
47 PyTorchl” "1, Numpyl™ V& (75 (i HF I H .

P51 TIAMIFREIICECEE R, #i50 “(V) fFoRnizdifsit s
kLot s HET B W EIVTELEE T, R 2 SA AR SO I g I TR A5
(Hrp A4 THE S P i HE R 3% ) o X BETT R AD o 2 B A T Ik i sE Bt
P DA B SCSE G 4 T B B, i — e AR 2 T ARIS R B . BEAh,
HERSCOEAR R RZF G, TR E 5 5= BRI R 4edr. X 25 RR
HB A B A 2C ST BT N S R T e B . B, ZAC_GM 2 &4 E It
F sk ie s B O RS, multiway )2 2 BRARED I O RS . X B
Matlab 550 AR AL T LA A ) — | DUEC sk 22 E PERC v . 7R 2,
Matlab 2— i Ak A, BICENTSRE EAAET “aike” fFEmH .

HEAEEE N, LPMP 2 H Bl A TS #h B DAL . LPMP A3 T
Al EFAR G e SO BRSSP, s T PR, S peEel AR
24 0) RPCE SR RS R . BR1AT, LPMP & R ifgs A 40, 7 HEr s A
PE. GPU SZHRMEA fftkst . BN, LPMP 324 pip install, {H 85 S0 A i B 4%
, ETHPMER M. LPMP {3 B K as S SR CPU 3217, 1EHN
XFLG, AT ZR1%) pygmtools RJ DAIE L {8 B pip iy %%E, XHRE2~>F1 GPU
B SR ] DRI TR 2 RIS ECE . oAb, PEE S X Pt GitHub 19 & 1%
3K (pull request) HEAZHTHIKfEAR, 5535 pygmtools [TIHE.

522 ildntis CHE

FET Python 523 A0HLAE2E SRR HHE/E RS, pymtools T LAk B il
AEZ 1 JH PRI 5 . pyemtools SERL Bt Je bR BRI VU S, (045 — VLA %
Pl VLA e T VA P DO B, SO R R (EUdB I o 1 R R R
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I RGE RS S SELE HES LA A O IR R 25 T SR AT IR

%5%? M
- EEAW 3
ERE | . rEre - EEREAENER |
- ﬁﬁg R - SAMEEMG—ED P
= 1 | Fygmtools
= Zi—HAPI
APIE | RS — R BB KA )
[ susms | —ERms | [ sExms ) [ WERRE B
;kﬁggs*;. S"nkh n -  RRWM -  MGM-Floyd - PCA-GM & IPCA-GM
N =] = : Hlung:rian - SM - CAO - CIE
B L ) - wFp ) - GAMGM ) |- Nem 7
e R N BiRHE N ([ o A N — N
- EWRENG - BERHERR - REANERK =
HEER | - ANEa%E - BE-EZER - AAERENES © Bt
- BRBAH - BABIERIE ¥ " menm
- mgREmE ) |- WNENEER ) - AtuekmE ) |

5-1 FRIM B pygmtools 4 7 ZE5H) .
Figure 5-1 Architecture of pygmtools project with 5 layers.

I HERTT I L TREANSA L, DA R AT Numpy . PyTorch A1 TensorFlow ).
X TN R ) P VE R YA AN R T S s, YRR PR T8 APT#:1. ALK
REAE  E 22 FFFE(EWS, BT Mulan PSL v2 ¥R E", RAELEARA] BH VB AR .
VEZ PR T — AN )23 1) J6 D e w DA S AR SE B, Tekiss T DRfic— k&l . Dt
BCPEMG . X 55 1 28 P 28 54T 55

Ve —AFRUERY) Python #{441, pygmtools 1228 e B AR A B8, SCERbRUE
HJ pip install fy4>:

1 pip install pygmtools

XA %2y A 2L RIVC R D DI REFN LA . 22852 5 5, BITR] LT Numpy
JEim R TAE . A B A G, T e T T

A SRS P 1] DC . ) R EL 4 T DRSS . R EOR RSP 3R, X 2P TR Y
AR H pygmtools 4bFE. flRi% AL, A2 2P, nl, n2 @ RigH, HE 91T
AR B AT S B P PR -

I import numpy as np

> import pygmtools as pygm

3 from functools import partial

4+ connl, edgel = pygm. utils.dense_to_sparse(Al)

s conn2, edge2 = pygm. utils.dense_to_sparse(A2)

¢ aff = partial (pygm.utils.gaussian_aff fn , sigma=1.) # # Il )& & %

7 K = pygm. utils.build aff mat(None, edgel, connl, None, edge2, conn2,
edge_aff fn=aff) # [ & # #

s S = pygm.rrwm (K, nl, n2) # K L& K #

9 X = pygm. hungarian (S) # % # & & w #

Bhttp://www.baiyulan.org.cn/

https://opensource.org/license/mulanpsl-2-0/
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I RGE RS S SELE HES LA A O IR R 25 T SR AT IR

V] R AT R 5 AU R A0 AR BE AR g K e RM72xmm - Hod - pR 4
pygm.utils.build_aff mat RIPEH FECE, THHEIA SR DAL
B, BT AR B B E AR A, A5E T A G R B FRE . FE
XA, R BER A T RRWM sRfRgRl . 1Ah, pygmtools i % HF
JEH Hetsfe gl 000 4 3E3.2, 3.3 43 TSR AR

pygmtools {J— M ENALZE A T 1 & FHFFE DA WG K i DL RE R oK. 78
AR, ZEITHE RS, WA TR, BOREMSERE, IriFitE
HEZE (RDJSo) WIRERANIFIN . pygmtools et TN JH Y Hil s APT S idi it K
ZHE. Hrp, FERRETHE ST T2 M B Numpy BEREIE AL i 2 YT A8
MEERS, &B0NGEN; oAb, ZRTE (Jittor) . €2 (Paddle) . 72
(MindSpore) . PyTorch, Tensorflow S8R A2 HEZE . TT & F 7] ARG 5 2064
e, FATET AN GPU. fEARS i, mide APT ORFE—3, JEunfEse
RIERZFA
pygm .BACKEND = ’pytorch’ # & F % %k B A ¥
> S = pygm.ngm(pygm. utils .from_numpy(K), nl, n2) # SZ& — /PyTorchik &

3 X = pygm. hungarian (S.detach () .numpy (), backend="numpy’) # X2 —
Numpy % 41

B A% R R B SKIBIIREZ S, pygmtools i f1 5 T DA TIAE:

« WM 4R, pygmtools 2L TR VTECAHITR PN BEHE, PASR LS — 9K
e RPN ST S Gl e /A B U S UL RRA B - P = & & o g B DS UL
PAEIT S

o BRMIK. A THERFIERARS BT, fEEFIH T GitHub actions D) Biz1T H
SR, PR [R5 i ) R B RE S S A TR ) 25 51 . SRR T
SR T2 codecov?® AL 35 R . ASCH R, HEWEMIRC E
T 94% IS .

5.3 ThinkMatch: [ FHIFGEREFIPLEC R S

HAV A AU MR BAR RN Z , FEDTTE— SR A, il Bk = n
MRHESRARM R . SO AR I UG, TF A — IR AR
SNSRI, Hdndei 0. BSROREE . g AL EThReE, Rk
SR AP ik TR SRR TH L Fr b3 A T R ALgR A > HES 2 4]
FIAHTT RS, 25 B Pz SUSRIp s . o TR
2] AS , ARSI SR E TR (RAEsE BRI ZR . AR ZRt
)0 R, XTF3.2. 330 A3 KIERY IR PO " RAEIR AR, T RS LA

20https://about.codecov.io/
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I RGE RS S SELE HES A A A IR R 25 ST SR AT IR

G S LA S SR RN 51, VRS B A A BORHESE, FFE T — MR
S UNRERED ThinkMatch?! ,

5.3.1 JFkABLY RGeH

ScPr_L, ThinkMatch 414k A 2 A4 AETT R 1T DL BC AT — U HEIRBTFE I 1
TE-G . FEEVTICRIITRE, EE I ORE] RGN . 4B R R SR
B, 5, AEE R T AR IR O B SR IR A I AR L O R Y
RPN R B, MR R T B R, IR A T E SR L IR DR BCHY
FHFRSE . HARME, ThinkMatch fIF 2 TR 2 H AT H Y

© T ARRBIREL T HEPV U G DA T S PR A AR 5
o PR AR B eIt SR A TR e DT A R Y S 5
© FEAFEERE . ARSEBCET, A THIRA FBA R TERE .

55 pygmtools [f X BRI Z . ThinkMatch 5 pygmtools [ H A58 Fl 5 A
ThinkMatch [ i) 19 &2 HEF B AL A P AL R L 2 3T U BHIF A B2, B Al i B
BT R R — R E DU vE . ThinkMatch 7 Hp2 B, HiAE S,
2RSS B P Y HEIRE . pygmtools TAI A )2 B REN H, PTG T @
it Z Y EEA TR R LR AT . pygmtools BESRIRLZHAT Yy . M AL, @
H EHESLARHR S, R 5 k. Aid, ThinkMatch f14% D BEMKHS T pygmtools,
AR W, LG KMER M. 55—, pygmtools H il 25
MM AN E & 4 ThinkMatch REE IR . (EEAE, XA H 7T ALETF
PEAE DX PR A R . M EAR .

HARME, 1AW ThinkMatch 248 HA PR FR

© XFFZRREEEVCECRh S . BARIN S, fHE 3.2 41 PIA-GM,

PCA-GM #1 IPCA-GM #24, 3.3/+431%) NGM, NHGM ., NMGM #:24 , 4.3
43 GANN-GM, GANN-MGM., GANN-MGM?3 Bifd, HAh, iF 732
ARG H A ER, Bl4n GMNU TR BBGMI™1,

o KRRALRRE. EURVCEVIB . 1% RS R dE4E (5140 QAPLIB)
IR WAbRE . NIRRT e, [F]B SCRRIR I B D E YA AR MG
VCREE A B o FERMGAE ST, SCREANRN CNN F -+ M8 RIGHCE
B4 VGG W41 ResNet 1201 Se R AT G Ak . Fiiak pR&s)

ab
Heo

2LARG : https:/github.com/Thinklab-SJTU/ThinkMatch, 3C4: https:/thinkmatch.readthedocs.io/
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I RGE RS S SELE HES A A A IR R 25 ST SR AT IR

o ERHRPEPRZE IS ISR AR . %27~ B IR AN 7 BB S %
AAUSHESE . ThinkMatch ffit 588 p0 2k . MHAHESE, oI gRimAe 52
FRRIGHIBC B A . o > ZRHE [l Iy S B o SRR B =2~ o
HIIHEEE T pygmtools FEEMEI R &, WT DA TR 7 YA S 1 2 ik

=+
4

o ZHREBNZRBO AR fE. IIZhd i IR E & A ShIRAFAERRE H 5%
o WERVIZRAE R Wy, ol ARG 8 3 5 /5 11145 5 iE5h, ThinkMatch
SRR S S IFTETT 1] o

o SRR, Bl A R . GE B yaml AR ECE SR, BHIFA G
AR S B SR Bl bR s il 05 IR A A RS, T pA
PRETF AU R, I TRHA R -

« ABERCE i PeBE . TREEE IR N — IO SR PR E, Ab3E GPU K
Wi gmidean S 2 ) LRBEREFES I B R &k /). ThinkMatch R
TR A, #L0E TN docker 8512, I P N R HrE 4 45 15 B
A 5E R AR B AL E

532 RGMEAMIGL

KA/ 2A ThinkMatch R ZSTr2, DAREEIRE (N1, Wik) foik
M55

SEREPEE . £ DA% docker?? 5 singularity? 2525 AR FRES, HEFE )
docker #5225 . VEEARML T — IR ESG, R EAL ITE docker FIH At AZ
MIZ#E (4 singularity) Fizf7. 24/ docker /EMizfT25#%, 1F Linux 45,
PATLA R i SR BUR -
docker pull runzhongwang/thinkmatch:torchl.6.0-cudal0.1-cudnn7-pygl

.6.3 -pygmtools0.3.5

FEXIANIAI GPU 25 FNEKB) AT, ThinkMatch 48441k 7 24> docker Hifg DA
St AN [H] ) PyTorch/CUDA/PyTorch-Geometric BUAS2H & . i H4h ] F i GPU &
Je CUDA AR H e -

thinkmatch:torchl.6.0-cudal0.1-cudnn7-pygl.6.3-pygmtools0.3.5 # GTXI0
and RTX20 GPUs

> thinkmatch:torchl.7.1-cudall.0-cudnn8-pygl.6.3-pygmtools0.3.5
3 thinkmatch:torchl.10.0-cudall.3-cudnn8-pyg2.0.3-pygmtools0.3.5 #

RTX30 GPUs

22https://www.docker.com/

Zhttps://docs.sylabs.io/guides/3.11/user-guide/
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I RGE RS S SELE HES A A A IR R 25 ST SR AT IR

IR S MR . B 7%
| python train_eval.py --cfg path/to/your/yaml

Horr “path/to/your/yaml” &SZIGHRE ) yaml SCEbhk, 40

experiments /VgglGipcaivoc .yaml

AOARIBCESCPFE o yaml AT “experiment/” #%427H

IMEE TN ZRBR TR . ThinkMatch $24H B4, & (120 5 4042 1 3521 |
SR, RS EAHS, RFRATE NS I ] B S
1 PRETRAINED PATH: path/to/your/pretrained/weights

BRUSCE R 24 AR “ATZE _CNN £ M2 ALK BaREsAFRpt”. Fl
FiEtTS
i python eval.py --cfg path/to/your/yaml

B AL 0 BRI SR 2 H AT I

5.4 i i) VPR P PE RCR AR HE 2R B v 15 e R

THE (Jittor) R IFAE RS IR 55200 S K I IR A B 27 > Fl i M RE TS
424 RN T PyTorch S5 pUAEAL Sy gt . P ACUFI R, (ETH B2 S|
ABIESSE (just-in-time, JIT) $OR, FEOR B 5 PR [R5 e 7 HEZR RT3
o AR R, VTR ERCE NN R R AT RS TR E RS IR R ]
VCPCAT A ARG >« PR RETT I SRk iz /55K, 1 v 1 H i AR i
HHE, AEE T EBAT IR T DEECR L RE . X2 15T 1) P [ AHEZE
SCRFSERE I DL DI REM BT 5 5 B

5.4.1 BiR%ERL

T[] T P A P VR BOOR A DI RE 1 pygmtools AR TIRE L —, RATATRH
S EIE

o VRPEA: AP ] PIVC PR ARG b, BrA TE S ARy R T A R
APL, B RN R AR TIT 8 . BT IR AP, P n] AR RAE A
VTR, HAETREE > W T DA AR B B PR B I JRE A R

o SehphA e, SR (IT) BORRIHEMEZER) ERA0E, 1R TR
FIPERC N RER X — U se B PR B o FESEBRERAE AR, 1 SEIR DEBC SR 1 A
b3 E et E S, BRI T A TS S I, ST RRCEK

Z4https://cg.cs.tsinghua.edu.cn/jittor/
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Graph 1 Graph 2 Affinity Matrix (size: 100%100)
0

(a) BEALA: B4 P (b) FHLEEHFE

Graph 1 Graph 2

(c) VERCER

Graph 1 Aligned Graph 2

(d) X5 i o [l

Vel 5-2 ot P P I Ao AR 2R A4 L A A7) ST ARAK
Figure 5-2  Visualization of an application of Jittor s graph matching framework.

o SEREMRIGTIIL A . XHx PyTorch, Numpy S F i fEom, ASCIEH
TR T SRR PET I . IR EC . 2 BVTHE . o A 4 [ DT 2
HEE. SERERSRIRIR T DASCHR T EIE AR Z E A 5 T RN

© SRR ST TRIE Y3 . TaEAERA SRR A 3 P AR Y
WKL 5, U Pl PRI ) S P PRVERCEE U 5 IR
R AT R, ) R S BRSE A1
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542 WG

FEL SR, FEBRALE T TR TIHE R S 1 TR R 260, Ab AZ
SR [r] A4 PR 554 95 A B AT 10 Y -
B PATTESEHBE
import jittor as jt # § Nif H
> import pygmtools as pygm
5 pyem.BACKEND = ’jittor  # #% & it E & 3%
4 jt.flags.use_cuda = jt.has_cuda # & EGPUZL #

5 BEPUE A IR P, (ERE B RERLIT L. AT 455N
#5-2(a) firn, MISE EFR, PR 2 T0 Rk,

1 X _gt = jt.zeros ((num_nodes, num_nodes))

> X _gt[jt.arange (0, num_ nodes, dtype=jt.int64), jt.randperm(num_nodes) ]
=1

3 Al = jt.rand (num_nodes, num_nodes) # K 1 4 4 45 [%

+ A2 = jt.matmul(jt.matmul (X _gt.t (), Al), X gt) # [EH2# 40 & 4 [+

s nl = n2 = jt.Var([num_nodes])

B BT IR RV LR AL EEAH DR RE A o AHARURE AR R Y AT R4
AR ANES-2(b) s, %A= A (3.1) PINSE K.

1 connl, edgel = pygm. utils.dense_ to_sparse(Al)

> conn2, edge2 = pygm. utils.dense_to_sparse(A2)

3 import functools

+ gaussian_aff = functools.partial (pygm. utils.gaussian_aff fn, sigma
=1) # REMMNER K

s K = pygm. utils.build_aff mat(None, edgel, connl, None, edge2, conn2,

nl, None, n2, None, edge_aff fn=gaussian_ aff)

UL AR T RAERIR, SRIBIERC AR . 19 i DL HE I R AR AT 5-
2(c) HRYER O HEEL TR .

1 X = pygm.rrwm (K, nl, n2)

bEJ, FRUEVCECE R 2 i i EHHES, 531 EI5-2(d). i KDL R
FIE, PSR AL 56 R AE AT AL A5 R P R I

eIV E S 1 krpas bu = N N 7 N Ui N e apl sl R A N G ESPUN T 9 2
o AN, FEL SRR S T TEIDLEC (subgraph matching ). T~ E PLEL (seeded
graph matching) . % VU (image matching) . 24> E2VCHL (deep image
matching) . 12 W 2% H4 (neural network fusion) 2& 3=/,

2 https://pygmtools.readthedocs.io/en/latest/auto_examples/index.html#jittor-backend-examples
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5.5 AKHUPGS

g 590 AT 1] — P Y B P FE R AT, A BT ) Ll BRI B3, AR SCAE 23 31T
&1 pygmtools 5 ThinkMatch T.H.. Hrft, pygmtools 5 7 HI T, %% faj i,
HHE R PLEC . 2 EDLEE . R LRI & TS — R g R 1
ThinkMatch 5% FHF LRSS s, W T H B IR 2 AT iy fe et
B SR, HRMEHAE S M2 RS ERIZR S PPAGEhRE. BEAh, ASCia
A WA I IHEHESE “TT A JF A T e n FIERCOIRE, FHER 0L T IR
MG )G, FIATAZE) T IR —E Xt BEA G (2023
£33 H), ERIFEGETE GitHub IR T 877 YGE (star) . 119 RIRAE
(fork) , A 12 57 5THRE . pygmtools PLABRAFUEIT R T 3.1 k. 1t
41, ThinkMatch B 28 BN IR FZ I DL RO FE S Se v Al 2R 48, N Ah— R 51 E
INFERED AR 3 I R LT ThinkMateh #E—LF % #7 R

ERTIFIE T HRIEFAE 2 R m 7, TR KR e AR et 1
X T HEAWTEE . 1EE R, X ARl At — e it pLes -y ~] S5 HES
A A ACTURHIRADITE, [R] N Sl DR SRS B 2 IR B 2 ST RS 45
AR .
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I RGE RS S CiZaY Y]

BAE RESRE

6.1 TfEiagh

ARICE BT T WL aE > TR R AL S AL R BHE R ikie . T
HP A S it zim 1 EEE . HFbY . MRS 5 W5, s M Gk
WERIERA ) BLSETE S BUOh, SRR UMRE R A NP X 200, FEpt
W, WPCHR A G RA RSBk, A, Pldss ) SRR IR EE
BRI A JE, A HES B S AL — P A SRB A 78 iekaty >k 1R Y
Pl o BHRIKENAPLAR 2 ) T IR T R L G R RIA TR N TR0, X
BN E Braf AR SR . AR SO BIET X AEALaS 7 T Rk, PARHIL
e ] SRGUR R RS I T IR T TOHIE, IR TR RO B Y T AT
P, AT SRR )R R T HLgR S > TR R

R, SR aipLase: I AUHRS LA SR AETA -

o 327y [ PRI PG E [P AT o IR BETE T — BRI AT YA, K B PR BC A B I 454
FARHRA B RURHIE . BT IET7A, SRS NP iR [ DTG IR e A o 1 a]
52 TR APRS ISR AR R PE RS IR I, R Sinkhorn M 260547 1] fil 7
R TEDT AR M LSS R R A IT AT 55 b, ST IR AR [ PEBE K
FROT IR T B TR T DT RE A S AR G5k

o 3379V ) B — Y Lawler JE " AEIR ML, BT 1 —Rhalidp 2 M 45K
fr o AIDRF SRS A EBE RTE S, DR AR 1 1 e R
LSRRI A3 2SR I B R 2 I SR AR TS 4 2R BE T, AEE T T
— K Lawler JE _UARIRIAIMZ M 2K 7k TEABAESS b, PEp %
SR TSR, HAh, FRE ISR A i A A 3 21 s =7
SIHEZRR R IG I, AERMRPLRCAE 55 Eak3) T e B PLRCRS

o 3475 [ AR HES A AU, RFafii 28 2R g AR EE
FISEER RO 7T BEISHER T4 0F T, 245 i 200 e AR
JE SRR IEA 1, FFAEIIE b T =ik 2 M 2650 W 0 293K
PR . AT R SEIR AR s, A PRBCTT A2 I 4R s n]
SR AR R R R 2 A Ah, AR H G AL 55 b, A
OB R 1 B 2 ) 25 ] 5 A i 3] i T P 2 > HEZR A L 55

FFR & FE GE BT AT UL 2 2 ST SR 3

o A2 DA SR B R RS0 A% RIS N ERAL, BT TRl 22 R AR DA
B G AR P AN R R A . 5 A* BRkrsh S Rt
XFRVE, 2 N 29 REAS B (16 S v ALy BTSSR, 4 4 I 28 A Bt mT i 52
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I RGE RS S CiZaY Y]

RIS TR, XS ROk T RRRCR I BT 1AL,
248 P i THLA P (S A5-S 36 rh R 5 SR AR RS BE B 2R T LT ] PAZZ AN

o A3NDABUA I PEIVE R ER =2 ST B, et 1 —BhRAL SeR M 73 52
S RPE PV E 73 3022 e die/ MU o B 7 I HE SR . HE SRR 1 IR IR T
BRI R R AR, AT RGN, XA FRSKEES . AR A PCHC A&
PIER . S, ol E ) R E R/ MBI ER b, ATDAIR
B 5 HEF 2 ) TR G RS B AR RS R 4 i F 2k + Rk,
DEPCHS BEB A 1 Te PN Sy B = > Ok

o AANBAT T NE SR AR A HER, KAl ) BIRER SR GR K
HoRMgR I B FENE,  EERSRAL S ST B BEARAEA Y K )l
Frsg e TSRS, TIRMAEGE KRB SIS XA
A2 Bl A HEZEFRAR T 0 PR EE 27 I AU B F0R IR T sk > RO IR
RPN, B5ETE T A R KA TARRIENERE . SRIIEN], X ARXUZ il
EHEZR AR AL RE LT B i) B2 5k Al ST AR B e 2OoR A e

TEASCHIDFFERA T, ailads A A S G I R OIS 5T - %
W35 5 3] 7 iR B A AR B s 22 ST RS BE ) (BIRTHRLsr ), Bildn3.27y
FI3.395 A, AbLgR A T SRR v] DA DR PR e i B i b 25 . 3471, 4l
WL >0 SR AR T ARG = (A% T ) 25 45 6, SR 7o B S ) 2 > o 6 R o
PRI/ -5 i i P R SR AR BT 55+, AL T SR T S e o 21 i
MIREST . SRR m A A, RIUHAERE LTS . Aa b AR SR AR AR DAL ) sty
PERERTIR, BN, 4.2, A% SRATA SREHIAY R 4 M 2 T AR TRl
AR R 447, RS KA TR RUZ Bl A HE S R T R RERY
JERRARIE . FEAROUAL MBSk, SEAR e SE S iR BE PRUEA e B R, B
PATREE S/ ) T AR B, il T DASRAG S R R L o LD, 5 B R & 7
AR AT SR T AEALAS 2 ST DT IR PERE B AN4. 31 i Je i 7 I HEZE . EDT VB )
A, sealds 5] ik ORI, SRR . H AR e &0 RV AT i 2] st 11 55
kG 7 iR G, 77 ER AR A B L GORIERE . BOTRIR G IA
A SRR

4 590 i o) P DR FE 1R W R ES R  HEA AL DA S Pl e T B TR
ABESE . T E N B R E IS “THET AR SCRBRIF IR TR 2
AP CRele BPERCR " RI8IR) PSSR AFHESE . X SETTJRHEZN E 2232 5
Tk E A KARHIE A 5 T 2 UG

IJE, MEEWINRE], sSTECBE R AL, HLas T A REUE 2 B
R A DAL DY NP REJEE . AN SRR AR A SR A, AT H2 71 IR )
RSB RARCR o X FpsLE ERPERER T I ATH, PABUA LSS
OB, BRI IO A 2 R RIS LRI AR L, RSB, XL
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I RGE RS S CiZaY Y]

G AARI TR T BT TR BIE I . JEA, Al & U A i i 4
RTINS R EEZIL, A4 I 25T TR 2, Kok
A 2 EEATI . R

6.2 AR

ARSI HHESAR . VR AT IR R0, RS B A oA MR R B 27~
SR 7 —E R BTFTRI TR . AE A, Gl P R AL g S SR AT ¥R AE
THrB R R E A, AL AT USRS Sl e B AR T )
BRI, A VAT 7 TEARAE 5 28 TAR Rt S MR R -

o WMALEBLES 22 SRR A SCHT ISR AEPLAS 7~ SR AT e 2 3t
YR HES B (B Ve, —REEIR . EEAYR) it % M
ZREEHE, R, EAHESI 2R R A Sinkhorn SRIABEATAL R . Anferfy
X—JrEeit—Az A, e (HEA) HEmms, 21
AWHBIOTTIT I AL, FEY RBIHEM RS, O Ebe e 4
WL AR, 2 T — 2k

o SRR BORRIB AR . ERTA AT, (GRE) BERRZ
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