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A Domain-Partition Algorithm for the Large-Scale TSP
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ABSTRACT

In this paper an approximate solution method for the large-scale Traveling Salesman Problem
(TSP) is presented. The method starts with the subdivision of the problem domain into a

number of cluster by considering their geometric characteristic.
number of nodes so as to get a local solution.

Each cluster has a limited

They are linked go give the least path

which covers the whole domain and become TSPs solution with start-and end-node.
The approximate local solution in each cluster are obtained based on geometrical properties
of the cluster, and combined to give an overall approximate solution for the large-scale TSP.
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TSP2AEiHe2E 3ol 4 84 (Depth First
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Fig.1 Traveling Salesman Problem®] o
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ol A8 HAL TP B =2 dA7yge 7129
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Akg 2Absl= Halo88 Graphic Function® & o] §
3t glde) EAlEgc
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2.1 2@ =Y

& EfoAE N7HY nodeg 7MAE TSPY A
9E F 9AY FEPHE Hgstod MAY clusterz
Tste], Y AHEA dAHE Y ALY +g
N !DellX Max.Sol ©+ge 2 g2l go 294
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Nt = Ni + Nz + Nz 4+~ + Ny-1 + Ny (1)

Max_Sol =max { Ni!} (i =1,2 ~ M) (2)

o714 N : &4 nodes
N: : Cluster.l¥] node %
Max.Sol : Cluster WiollA dl4s]E= Huf &
o9 Aee &

F M REUYe BE YA TEY sxEY
oA AlZEh ALY 72EEL 28T E¥9
YRS WA Agtolnt. N2ERA SHYE 7Y
A HA oo AYHoRE FIWHS KLY o o
AEYY YA UE Be nodeSo] sk clusterd]
XA gk Nt 371l @k Max-Sole] #7}3l
22 ¥ 9uig A ¥d.

2.2 24y DG

APA Whios HFAYYL PAAY 849 728
BF, (Fig. 2. &%) 7 cluster®¢] ZE= nodeS9)
FAZ 2 cluster&9] #A ZAo| EA&= nodeE
o AYBEE F8lY noded clusterE A=A &Y
tt. olme] Al Euclidean Distance® A 4tslge
o, o] Y& DG1 olgtm 39 sigich AAZHY
Ald A nodew Fig. 3% ok
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Fig.2 9499
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Fig.3 A4 229 AME oA node

& procedure DG1& Eg4M DG1Y FAFo]
=3

Procedure DG

LOOP i=],N (N:AA node %)
LOOP j=1.M (M: &4 cluster %)
D;={Node. (x, y) -Center, (x, y) |
END LOOP j
G- Num=j(min (D)}
Group (i) =G-Num
END LOOP

gm (j=1,~.M)

99l procedure DG1& ZAAZHY nodeE 71e
cluster 422 7122 noded YAHE cluster?)
FHL, nodeE YAHE clusterd FAo] gres
ARt EAYE o|FSBE Z+ clusterE FEY 4
At ARFL procedure DGIL woly A=A
node’} QWA wrEELh olgpe wEog AA
A F29 nodeEg AME & B9 cluster: Fig. 4
¢ Zon, EE cluster§9 local FARL n) wE
Al uich oA A 4bslojol Fied,

=

%, Center. (x, y) =Modify {Center, (x, y)}
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Fig. 4 712284 cluster®} DGl HLF cluster

2.3 @YY DG2

TR o DG2gt gy REWHE DGIHE
@8 clustery] F4o] 9&3X] ¥1 nodexil & 7|E
oz AHeEse wHelH. (Fig. 5 #%) DG dA
cluster7} z'= node® 159 F4 node}e] HHA
2lg 41&3tn FAnoded 71ELE WA Fo| HEA
ol 98 AAHAA AATAHY AT noded TR
FEE 9% nodeEL thEd & e Ystd A
Eeh
2499 node A7} cluster7t ZAAZAo] g
o
Node A7} 9AA# (Bound.Value) oo} node
BE 7kt
Node A% node B7l ME& OE clustero] %31
k.
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Procedure DG2
D=|Ax, y)-Blx,y) |
IF (i=])
IF (D<Bound-Value)
Cluster (A) =Cluster (B)

Else
Search Nearest node C
Cluster (A) =Cluster (C)
End IF
Ag71o1M Alx,y) : Clusterd ZAAZAH node
B(x,y) : Cluster® node
Clx,y) : Node A%} 7}# 71712 219)9] node

9] procedure DG2+ 9 noded] ZFo] A3y
B2 DGlol Hlsld AL loopE AAAZITE DG2E
AAFE FA noded modify A7tk 18l1 TA)

DG2& A&l Hol4 AMAA node7t YSw71A] vt
2310}, o2& A9z DGL & DG2 HAHE AA
3 YAE clusterd

Egoltt. (Fig. 6. %)
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3.1 =7| pathe] M4

NHS cluster2 #88 AAAFAL shte] A=
o)ZojMol gteh. v 2z cluster W2 zHzb) 24}
#7 A2HoR cluster ZAENE FAZNE £MS
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HA Y& Fojop Pt EY ol ugoez 7
cluster/} & FRF(AZ node & B node) o] #HE
Hg olHd AH4txlojo} Fc}

olef Fig.7014 Rl o] E =M 27
path®] YDA o]Fe] Huslo)zle Al S1
& ol8aglen, 7} clusterd) %4 nodeg clusterg
}Bh= node238lY AlZ noded AWA cluster 3
A nodeZ &z, o|g 7% ZE %4 noded B
node& Agslct

Init. Cluster Path.

RN

Fig.7 2As8 Slol s A48 278

3.2 HgHe| My

A9 Yo 2 TR 27 path &AM sl 2z
cluster¥ 2 A& node$} & node’t AAPLl Hys
Z7] pathd] &Ad oel Hi A7 FASHDZ
2+ cluster®) A& node®t & node: FL3h= F7)9)
cluster&9 %4l nodeg ol ARY 2 Zid 9
slojob gk AR node®t & node: ol ¥
Zo)] d&5E £49 clusterd ¥ 4 nodeg 93
32 %7t node CM(x,y) & A#s4H cluster. 9

Fig.8 424 244
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node & CM(x,y)3& 7% 771# nodest & node,
cluster..;9 noded CM(x,v)# 7}4 7}17+& noder}
A% node2 ZFPd). (Fig. 8. A=)

olglge wyoz AA clusters$} L MY A
& node®t & nodest AAEHoOJRAC

4. TAIS@ A7

41 B AR} Cluster AL

TSP ZAsl= A& noded|MEE #HA nodegd =
U OA] AlE nodeZ Eolo: mMITHoZ A
a8y B =RdAE FA9 cluster2 250 )
ong, Adgelzle Zb clusterd ZABE AR
node22& £ nodeZ olojAl& 7124 (Hamiltonian
Circuit) ' 22 FAHd (Fig. 9. %)
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Fig.9 A4 A9 clustersiole] A

Aele 2AE 71222 AA node, & noded
AA% cluster FHATSS BAE ko] AR 2
AHE T@siEdc) o AR wEE Z cluster”}
AlZ nodest & nodeg tE R sz Qlo| 2
2 #P& HEsrlde ofm, & clusterdd © &
£ol3 Hgo] o]RoxA SN T gol TE
At =2® 2ABIYEE S1, S2, S3ola gwEln
FPEL ULl zoh

ZABIY S1: A& node, cluster $4] nodes} &

nodez} o]#= Wz =717t 90° ©

Tl 3§
A S2 & S3:Sl1elAMY Wz =7)71 90° %)
180° Alold B¢
oA ZAEY S2 & S3E e o] ¥ElE 4

At
AX=|max {X:}-min{X.}|
AY=|max {Y:}-min{Y.} |
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Check-Val= | AX-AY|
Check_Val<Bound_Val
TAlEY S29) A4
Check-Val)Bound-Val
Ay S3y A4
olgige] =aEHE IARIYE 7129 HAPAE B
" cluster® node&o] = EAg(nodesy X-HE3,
Evaluation g, <23 €A F)ol &34 "k

4.2 MY St

ZAKIY S1dME A& node® ¥ noded
AAG £Ho2 v 7t noded X #EFol node
o BAYgog Fojdd. ¥y AR node S B
node S¢ & node E7} UF 2HE A= YFy
2 Zo ARz BA4H st (Fig. 10. 2

T

Fig. 10 2AlsiY S19) 71&4

ojolclo)

Fig. 11. (a)olA] & 4 %ol node S(x,y), E(x,
y) 28ia Clx, y) & ol8dtd o]F¥ node M(x,y) %
Ix,y) & d& AN P4 o2 clusterg T o5
2%tk old node M(x,y), I(x,y)7} o]R& 249
BA4e oSy o

(1y = My)
—_— 3)

4](3)9 Xl nodexHE X...& dysd Y..&%&
T, AAER Y9 V... & 71ELE gga) o)
AEY ok

Y>Y... Sub.cluster A {node}

Y<Y.... Sub_cluster B{node}

¥ Sub_cluster A{node}, B{node}d|A I(x,y)
9 233 node SS(x,y), SE(x,y) & #o} 7} Sub.
clusterd] B3 % AIFHoE Y dgoz AF
Sub-clustersld S(x,y) % SS(x,y) 7} o]f& A9
A4

- H¥e
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(SSy - Sy)
Ysubh = (Xsub - Sx) + Sy
(SSx - Sx)

1)

& 783 7+ Sub_cluster®] nodeEx 4](4) 9} 2o
2 nse FX*YHE PPk Sub.cluster A
{node} 9] EE nodeEg X*@ wAdz wgsls,
X*ol o@sl= Alnode} s A7 TFajZth gL
o2 Sub.cluster B{node}q ZAIE F& &+
gick. oo A{node} 9 B{node} = node SS(x,
V)& SE(x,y) & AF3A clusterd] ZASE 78 &
A (Fig. 11. () #Z) F o|F & 3 nodesd) 4
A&l X*ge VNEoE2H de oA AEER Yol
o] Fol At

(a) B89y
Fig. 11 24 S19] Aguds Hg 4

(b) A& o

4.3 SMY S2

ZAEY S2 FEAldE clusterd 4 nodeg 7]
Fo3 AREALE BEgth AlZ node$t ¥ nodert
I AlRdat 0|99 ARH e Fig. 129 #e i
o2 AHEY FH e FRE $408 EME
A3 H. AYeAMd 4 AHEEY F4 nodedty @A
E tgd A9HRe EA4g ArEd dsleq Z
nodeE9 SA4gko] A4k olgg grol Zzlol whel
SAEY g AsiEe osn g

1.z ¢AMd e} 7183k& 7hxioh (410, 20, 30, 40)
A= AF nodet) AE Fech
oiAete £ node}s A g #dh.
Yz REE 7|Ege] oA AR F4
nodes}d] AE ddn o)F AW F4

nodestd] AHzlg Wtk

ol 71 AFPH AEde] ¢AE ARYH] 4
golrt. olgF s S2& AlE nodest € noder}
M2 JiHel 43, F4 noded olF= WPo]
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3.
4.



gL T A9E AT (1992, 9€)

90"t 23 180" Rt #H&w HEHw nodeEo]
PYPos FE¥HO UAgW FHEo] folsitk AT 24}
Y S2= node¥d SAHFE 7IFOoZF £AFY
s 2Alsi7t AlAETh o9t Azt s A4
¥ 2AlE o Fig. 139 2o

Fig. 12 AHEHY &A

AY 2 AX
Fig. 13 2AEIY S29 HE94his A& 4

4.4 ALY S3

ZAEIY S3= 529 fAEE EXE ZE clustero
&5, noded SAgoRZE ou 7|FoFT R
7PhE AE7h AdEn. &, A)F noded ole) At
& noded 0§ nodeZ HHE AU nodesSe &
AEE Fod 7 FAHAA MR ke mdE
nodeg AHM@h ojgge WYoz nlxe noded
HE7AA EZT. ol ¥ L nodeEd HE
7t BIgCE A UL W HEo] Folsin], H
£4l8 Fig. 149 JeRARQTh

4.5 ZAe 23

Ao Ay S1,52,839 HAHE Az SAEie B
o] URF FEE HEHoE sxn Qith (Fig. 15.
(a) F&)

By o 2= 7129 r-optimal”!’ W Fo] UL
U, & =EdMe A7x sigezs FHE HA A

g 71822 AWA nodedMFEH 9 &3
nodeg A%l 1937 58 & nAsy o|F= pathd
4%% 7V 7h& path7l 2= noded) &4 E node
9 #ME W3NS ol aelA BEo] il
BCDEA= §3#ste 18 HCDEA ZolM CE AF
o2 CDEAE CEDAZ ARYE Az 4 ok
(Fig. 15. (b) &%)
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Fig. 14 2AMlY S39 AHgust =g d

B E/
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Fig. 15 2¥o] #83 A YR

5. ZT2J8e| 34

2 a7 Agg T2aYWL Fig. 1634 o] F4H
o glew, 7z subprogram® thEd L AL @
12
- Subprogram Input()

Z2aYPoM L8 YU P FHolth U

< A4 999 37|, nodegd x.yg BEd}AE

cluster®) 784 ol Utk
- Subprogram Near -Move ()

TS DGIAHLE HA T 245H= nodest

7 cluster 54839 243519 noded) cluster}d

€ AAH & FHolr.

- Subprogram N_Cent
284 DG2HA 2 E nodezxkil & 71F 02 noded)
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Approximate Solution

Init. Path &
Connect Node

Initial

Of Clusters

Divide

3earch Injt. Path
Of Clusters
Using Solver S1

l

Calculate

Tha Connecl Node
[ Using ] (Swart & End Node)

E—

clusterfi38 AAY sl DA}
Subprogram Init_Tour{()

27] cluster8] £A4E A= FAHO2 cluster?
FAnode& 71202 27) ZAIE Fale BA)
o

Subprogram Con-g()

#%7] Init Tour ) lAlS} ZAHE vl O 2 clusterd]
AA3 (AR node, & node)& T H/Hold)
Subprogram Orderl ()

A S19 AEFHFoE £HoT whie XY
ftol g&Ede A7 Asgo

Subprogram Eval()

SAIY S29] HEAFOE AEW Alole] BAR
ol 70X B4R sl ZAisL TR
Subprogram Eval_()

2 S39 Hengez oy sl ARY
SA4gd 98t ZAlsjrl TR
Subprogram Total Check ()

A EYARHOE FY 4 e errorg H4d
gt

Subprogram Dwg ()

Halo '88 Graphic functiong& o]gale] siale) A3}
2383k gAoltt. Z, PrintE % 285
g A7et

tlo mju
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And
Output

Fig.16 Ad ZTE3y JEL

[ Graphic

Stop

6. 20 ¢ Adel o

6.1 dgel gn

A FdEE= 200709 noded AMAdIGPod, 2
d9 g XE 0.0904 1.0, Y= 0.09A4 0.622 4%
g4tk 281 node?] £EE 271x Fu2 HAFY
ot ES A vimE Yol 7)Ee] wEd
Cheapest Insertion Method®' ¢} r-optimal22 o]&
o ZAIYEE ol & 7EHYY ZEE-
Fig. 173 zth. 4¥d7ade gy e Frix B4
A g = At AAAE AP zelolt)
F 16A Eeukel o] s2syd uljsled He Ay
Alztel Jehdth ZAdE WA AHEE 7|EEHe
37sec®] HPAztol velty, ¥ =29 sYe 4~
fsecd] HE AlZteg velgth (1% A7
TS AEEY, B =89 Z2a32 By
2~3secq] AgAzte] Uehly, ZAEIHOA Uoix|
Alzte] bk ubge] s1&syelME Cheapest
Insertion Methodol A5t 20sec] AJzbo] 4njggich
oYY dE = 71&& AHEd ogn o

A (5) A Eeukel go] subtour To 7Hg 7WkE
node x& #FI, T Z nodes} vlndd H3FH
COSTE Z&= A28 subtour TS uhSo] Wt 2ol
o] countdl ¥ Ao 9} Insertion MethodalAjgt
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Wohy o4k iterationo] uWehdrh Y E =g
ME iteratione] 7H} W& ol 13] uiEd|
270084 Hul 153 9¥ (noded USo] FPL W)
olnE, Azl o7}l Foute) Qick FnE 386
-SXdlA T loopd] AlZt 33 Az 50,000 iteration
2 2sec, 1,500, 0008904 & 7sec7t 2F=AC 75%
large-scale TSPY 7o AdPA|7to] YoM s 2
e Wie] ANAYL FI9Y + U
FHAZE Adg d(AZ) Yy #Hold HIdME
EXo] DGl %2 DG2E AHEY W7} 71228 N
AL ge AEd Yo 7129 dde FHE Ao
glo] 24 @od el adu, 2 S1,

S2,539} o] 7+ noded] EAZOE E F= uhy
o] 71&9 search methodd AJE HHPFL ¢4

k. ® Egu DGl 2 DG2EOA -‘F°*°l £
AfHolgty e 4 glon, I 144 JvguE
® node®d YETY FEANHC FFL vE
e AWz B %

o] 7l‘— 6]]0“ '12-1

. 019}
=20 AMAHQ AP 72

A vl 7129 4

1»0

ey
Y mE éwm Z+E TSP ZAsigelzt &
F sk
Input Data
Insertion Method
r~optimal Method
Cutput
Fig.17 o]8% 71&8HY sEE

6.2 Bound2| HH o ZAle HE

F1E JAFHE A7 EAE + de da
(Lower Bound) & #HAjgk(Upper Bound) & éﬁ}cﬁ
Aty ZAEY ElgAHE FAEL
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B Lower Bound? AIX
- 2E & dE A2
- Lower.Bound = Cluster_Path

Cluster Path=Cluster 4] node§ Sl& %7] ZA}
&l
- BAA A Z clusterd] 93l path7t Waim

&2 Lower.Bound”’} {%2q.

M Upper Bound? AN
- A3 £ e Hog
- Upper.-Bound= A Dist x Node 4
A Dist=Aver{(C,.} (C -)Cost Matrax)
- AR AR E clusterol 98t pathy}l s
o2 Lower.Bound

- AR 999 2717 Folel mEt ADistd) g
o] W§
ojghzte] £71x9) BoundZ7d| ojdld ALy 2@
¢ Bounde &3zt
2d 1:Lower Bound:2. 961006, 2.831063.
2.972010
Upper Bound : 81. 90007
2d 2:Lower Bound: 3.126582, 3.140164.
3.071073

Upper Bound : 85. 79455
9] Bound$}t HI. o 2Als|s} nliws) Em, ZAh7}
43" Boundoldl ZAYL <+ Ut

6.3 ddo of
HEd 271x] Rde] diste] FEAYE, NEREES
X g, E¥PY DGIAER HHxg ¥y

DG2H&F Y289 A2 43 ARE 24aly
th. (Fig. 18~27)

6.4 AUEPY U HEHH

Fig. 18~279 ZA#g} o] 71&FH {AG 37} 42
Hath a8y 2 =244 d48 2de EXFer)
YA OT 1E FEE YA H4A Ade dE
T Ut 53 999 ZyYel tEoEsA LAs=
Y cluster®] 243 Yxo] 9§ node ATY EAE
Hr7ldo 23, o948 99¢& R dozre
Y908 mappingAlA HE3NE g zlels WY
AT AR HE A2g 4+ Qo
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10.0557

TSP Solution =
<

S T
L

Fig. 18 noded ¥ EAH(2d )

Fig. 22 43234 (71&84)

10.361889

TSP Solution =

L7 TAEE LT
N

Fig. 19 4323 (71 22ET)

TSP Solution = 9.7705321

Fig. 20 432 (F¥YH DGl HELF)

TSP Domain ( Moael2 )

o ®
° ° o o
-----

o o * o

Fig.23 node® EE4ej(Ed 2)

TSP Solution = 11.144545

Fig.24 49231288 %)

TSP Solution = 10.188600

ST AR

Fig. 21 4323 (2&¢¥Y DG2 HALH)
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TSP Solution = 10.787357

Fig.25 4483 (E¢¥Y DGl AHEH
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TSP Solution = 10.7034%51
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Fig. 26 423 (F¥YY DG2 HE3)

TSP Solution = 10.8496

Sy
&é\ﬁrv

Fig. 27 Ay A (7] &)

E 1. 4¥dn
LN A (AN [ 71BS S (HEARY
7\ZEE(15) | 10.361889(2 sec)
DG1 A&(15) 9.770533(6 sec) | 10.0557 (37 sec)
DG2 B&(15 | 10.166605(5 sec)

HYy 2 M (YA [ 71ES S (NEAZY
71ZEE(15) | 11.144546(2 sec)
DG1 A4&(15) |10.787357(4 sec) | 10.8496 (37 sec)
DG2 H&(15) |10.703451(6 sec)

g AT A 2E FHGY9Y 23 2ESHSE
2T FYgEEel Aok ¢ EAYYA dg o
TE HEHo0F o
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