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Abstract
In recent years, there has been notable interest
in investigating combinatorial optimization (CO)
problems by neural-based framework. An emerg-
ing strategy to tackle these challenging problems
involves the adoption of graph neural networks
(GNNs) as an alternative to traditional algorithms,
a subject that has attracted considerable attention.
Despite the growing popularity of GNNs and tradi-
tional algorithm solvers in the realm of CO, there is
limited research on their integrated use and the cor-
relation between them within an end-to-end frame-
work. The primary focus of our work is to for-
mulate a more efficient and precise framework for
CO by employing decision-focused learning on
graphs. Additionally, we introduce a decision-
focused framework that utilizes GNNs to address
CO problems with auxiliary support. To realize an
end-to-end approach, we have designed two cas-
caded modules: (a) an unsupervised trained graph
predictive model, and (b) a solver for quadratic bi-
nary unconstrained optimization. Empirical eval-
uations are conducted on various classical tasks,
including maximum cut, maximum independent
set, and minimum vertex cover. The experimen-
tal results on classical CO problems (i.e. MaxCut,
MIS, and MVC) demonstrate the superiority of our
method over both the standalone GNN approach
and classical methods.

1 Introduction
There is a growing interest that has emerged at the intersec-
tion of operations research and deep learning to address com-
binatorial optimization problems (COPs) recently. Demon-
strations of successful COP applications have spanned di-
verse domains, including transportation [Wang and Tang,
2021; Bi et al., 2022], healthcare [Juan et al., 2015; Lee et
al., 2021], and social analysis [Li et al., 2018; Du et al.,
2022], providing valuable insights for future advancements.
The problem set encompasses several pivotal tasks, such as
maximum cut [Hadlock, 1975], maximum independent set
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[Tarjan and Trojanowski, 1977], and minimum vertex cover
[Cai et al., 2013].

Graph neural networks (GNNs) have attracted significant
attention in the realm of deep learning, owing to their suc-
cessful execution in diverse graph-based tasks, such as node
classification, link prediction, and graph classification. Fur-
thermore, researchers have employed GNNs to address com-
binatorial optimization problems, exemplified by PI-GNN
[Schuetz et al., 2022], an innovative approach inspired by
physics. PI-GNN designs a GNN architecture capable of
accurately solving COPs with provable guarantees. Within
PI-GNN, a graph neural network is introduced, utilizing a
Hamiltonian to encode COPs and subsequently solving them
using a simulated annealing algorithm.

As mentioned earlier, GNNs have recently emerged as a
potent tool for tackling COPs. However, current GNN-based
methods often face limitations due to their reliance on heuris-
tics and the absence of theoretical guarantees on performance.
While some researchers have attempted to solve COPs exclu-
sively using GNNs, significant debate, and uncertainty per-
sist regarding the efficacy of GNNs compared to traditional
combinatorial optimization algorithms [Angelini and Ricci-
Tersenghi, 2022; Boettcher, 2022]. For instance, Angelini
[Angelini and Ricci-Tersenghi, 2022] has asserted that a sim-
ple greedy algorithm might outperform GNNs. The authors
underscore the importance of comprehending the conditions
under which GNNs can effectively tackle complex problems
and whether fundamental limitations exist in their capabili-
ties. In this paper, we present our distinctive perspective on
addressing classical COPs.

In our research, our emphasis is on the decision-focused
learning (DFL) framework, also recognized as ”predict-then-
optimize,” which seamlessly integrates prediction and opti-
mization into a unified end-to-end system, streamlining the
data-decision pipeline. More specifically, we introduce a
DFL framework named G-DFL4CO, employing GNNs to ad-
dress COPs. Addressing these notoriously challenging NP-
hard problems, we present two interconnected modules: (1) a
predictive model based on a graph neural network trained in
an unsupervised or self-supervised manner, and (2) an opti-
mizer utilizing a quadratic binary unconstrained optimization
solver. We bridge the gap between neural networks and com-
binatorial optimization. To showcase the efficiency and pre-
cision of our framework, we conduct empirical evaluations
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on several well-established COPs, including maximum cut,
maximum independent set, and minimum vertex cover.

Our contributions are summarized as follows:

• Our strategy for combinatorial optimization revolves
around adopting a decision-making perspective and
crafting a decision-focused framework that seamlessly
integrates prediction and optimization into a unified end-
to-end system. Through the utilization of this frame-
work, our objective is to enhance the efficiency and pre-
cision of combinatorial optimization, offering a more ef-
fective solution to intricate optimization problems.

• For addressing combinatorial optimization problems
with GNNs, we introduce a decision-focused learn-
ing framework named G-DFL4CO. This framework
comprises two meticulously crafted modules: a
graph predictive model trained using unsupervised/self-
supervised learning techniques and a quadratic binary
unconstrained optimization solver. The integration of
these modules offers a robust and efficient methodol-
ogy for combinatorial optimization, capable of handling
complex problems and delivering precise results.

• In our investigation, we conduct a series of experiments
on renowned COPs, including the maximum cut, maxi-
mum independent set, and minimum vertex cover. The
outcomes of these experiments allow us to showcase
that our proposed framework adeptly harnesses the ca-
pabilities of GNNs, delivering superior results in solving
COPs when contrasted with alternative approaches.

Our work aims to address COPs and is similar to PI-GNN
[Schuetz et al., 2022]. Specifically, we focus on develop-
ing a decision-focused learning framework for solving such
problems, which combines prediction and optimization into
an end-to-end system. Our framework is inspired by the tra-
ditional decision-focused learning approach [Wilder et al.,
2019].

Outline. The structure of our paper is organized as fol-
lows: Section 2 discusses the related works in the field, in-
cluding GNNs for combinatorial optimization and DFL. Sec-
tion 3 presents the preliminaries required for our proposed
framework. Our proposed framework is presented in Sec-
tion 4, which consists of two modules that are elaborated on
in Section 4.1 and Section 4.2. We conduct numerical ex-
periments and analyze the results in Section 5. Finally, we
conclude and discuss the findings of our work in Section 6.

2 Related works
In this section, we present relevant literature in the domain of
machine learning for combinatorial optimization (ML4CO),
encompassing topics such as graph neural networks, combi-
natorial optimization, and decision-focused learning. The lat-
ter is a framework that facilitates learning differentiable op-
timizers with a focus on discrete optimization. Additionally,
we elucidate various perspectives and connections between
these works and our contributions.
Graph neural networks In the realm of graph neural net-
works (GNNs), diverse models have been developed, such
as graph convolutional networks (GCNs) [Kipf and Welling,
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Figure 1: The overarching framework of our proposed G-DFL4CO
involves an end-to-end decision-focused learning process.

2016], graph attention networks (GATs) [Veličković et al.,
2018], graph isomorphism networks (GINs) [Xu et al., 2019],
and graph transformer networks [Yun et al., 2019; yun, 2022].
These models have showcased robust performance across a
spectrum of graph-based tasks. GCNs employ a localized
first-order approximation of spectral graph convolutions, fa-
cilitating effective scalability to large graphs. Conversely,
GATs employ an attention mechanism to evaluate the in-
fluence of different neighbors, accommodating sparse and
irregular graphs. GINs, rooted in a permutation-invariant
function that aggregates neighboring node features, demon-
strate resilience to graph isomorphism. Lastly, graph trans-
formers apply the transformer architecture [Yun et al., 2019;
yun, 2022] to graphs, capturing higher-order interactions be-
tween nodes.

Combinatorial optimization Combinatorial optimization,
a field of extensive research [Boettcher, 2022; Angelini and
Ricci-Tersenghi, 2022; Schuetz et al., 2022; Liu et al., 2023],
is dedicated to discovering optimal solutions for complex
problems characterized by numerous constraints and vari-
ables. Various studies have delved into different facets
of combinatorial optimization problems and solution tech-
niques. [Kochenberger and Glover, 2006] offers an overview
of major combinatorial optimization problems, including the
traveling salesman problem and job market scheduling, dis-
cussing both exact and heuristic solution methods for these
NP-hard problems. Recent surveys have honed in on spe-
cific techniques like local search methods [Grasas et al.,
2016], linear programming algorithms [Raidl and Puchinger,
2008], and constraint programming [Rossi et al., 2008].
By framing problems using graphs and employing combi-
natorial optimization techniques, researchers can devise ef-
ficient algorithms to address real-world problems. This re-
search area finds applications in various fields such as trans-
portation [Triki et al., 2014], telecommunications [Resende,
2003], manufacturing [Crama, 1997], and logistics [Sbihi and
Eglese, 2010], among others. Consequently, combinatorial
optimization on graphs assumes a pivotal role in solving in-
tricate problems and augmenting the world’s efficiency and
functionality.

Decision-focused learning Decision-focused learning is
an instructional approach that prioritizes the acquisition
of knowledge and skills directly applicable to improving
decision-making. This approach holds particular relevance
in fields where decision-making is pivotal, such as busi-



Table 1: Notations

Notations Descriptions

G,G′ ⊆ G given (input) graph
V = {vi}Ni=1,V ′ ⊆ V set of nodes
E = {ei}Mi=1, E ′ ⊆ E set of edges
A ∈ {0, 1}N×N ,A′ ⊆ A adjacency matrix

H(Q) QUBO based Hamiltonian
f objective function
x decision variable

Table 2: Problem setup and their objective functions.

Task Problem (optimization form) (xi ∈ {0, 1})

MaxCut max
∑

(i,j)∈E xi + xj − 2xixj

MIS max
∑

i∈V xi s.t.xi + xj ≤ 1, ∀(i, j) ∈ E
MVC min

∑
i∈V xi s.t.xi + xj ≥ 1, ∀(i, j) ∈ E

ness, finance, and healthcare. It involves end-to-end learn-
ing with a two-stage task using gradients in domains where
optimization layers are available [Wilder et al., 2019; Shah
et al., 2022; Wang et al., 2020]. In today’s fast-paced, data-
driven world, decision-focused learning is gaining popular-
ity, recognizing the crucial role of making informed decisions
swiftly and accurately for success. By arming learners with
the necessary tools and knowledge for improved decision-
making, decision-focused learning contributes to organiza-
tions achieving their objectives and maintaining a competitive
edge. The primary focus of this paper is to further advance
and refine the existing framework, with the ultimate goal of
applying it to the field of combinatorial optimization. Com-
binatorial optimization involves determining the best possible
solution from a multitude of combinations and permutations,
often in complex and dynamic environments.

3 Mathematical background
Notations. We denote G = (V, E) for the input graph
with N nodes {vi}Ni=1 and M edges {ei}Mi=1, where ei =
(vi1 , vi2) ⊂ V × V . The sum of the edge weights related to
node v is denoted by d(v), and d = {d(v)}v∈V ∈ RN gets
the node degrees. Also, we define matrix D as the degree ma-
trix whose diagonal elements are obtained from d. An overall
of notations are presented in Table 1.

3.1 Graph and graph neural networks
Given a graph G = (V, E ,A,X ), where V = {vi}Ni=1 ∈
RN , E = {(vi1 , vi2)}mi=1 ⊂ V × V denote the set of nodes
and edges, respectively. A ∈ RN×N denotes the adjacency
matrix of G and X = [x1, x2, · · · , xN ] ∈ RN×D represents
the feature space of nodes and D is the dimensional of node
feature. A describes the connection status for all the node
pairs. If A(i, j) = 1 means node i and j are connected, else
A(i, j) = 0, otherwise.

Given that the combinatorial optimization in our work can
be regarded as a node classification task, we introduce this
task first. Node classification involves assigning categories
or labels to nodes in a network. In this context, nodes sym-
bolize entities in the network and edges represent relation-
ships between nodes. The process of classifying the nodes in
a network aids in identifying nodes with similar connections
or properties. In a general problem setting, the labels of N
nodes are given by Y = [y1, y2, · · · , yN ] ∈ RN×L, where
L denotes the number of categories and yi is a soft one-hot
vector

∑
j yij = 1. The final decision for model prediction is

ŷ = argmaxj yij . The target is to learn a classifier from the
labeled nodes, formally,

GNN(A,X|θ) = f(N (x), x|θ),

where θ denotes the parameters of the classifier and N (x)
denotes the neighbors of x.

In this part, we introduce the GNNs in detail. Without loss
of generality, we give a brief introduction to GCNs. It is orig-
inally proposed by [Kipf and Welling, 2016]. The graph layer
can be explicitly expressed as follows:

Hk+1 = σ(ÂHkWk), (1)

where Hk = [hk
1 , h

k
2 , · · · , hk

N ] is the k-th layer of GCNs and
hk
i is the hidden vector for node i (i = 1, 2, · · · , N ) and Â =

D̂− 1
2 (A + I)D̂− 1

2 is the re-normalization of the adjacency
matrix, where D̂ is the corresponding degree matrix of A+I.
σ(·) is the activate function (i.e. ReLU, tanh). We denote the
mapping computed by Equation 1 as one layer GCN in the
following sections.

3.2 Combinatorial optimization
This section introduces several canonical combinatorial opti-
mization problems, such as the maximum cut problem (Max-
Cut), maximum independent set problem (MIS), and mini-
mum vertex cover problem (MVC), among others.
Definition 1 (Maximum cut (MaxCut)). Given a graph G =
(V, E), a maximum cut, denoted as V∗, is a cut whose size
equals or surpasses that of any other cut. That is, it is a par-
tition of the set V into two sets V ∗ and V∗C = V/V∗, such
that the number of edges between V∗ and V∗C exceeds that
of any other partition. The task of finding such a partition is
referred to as the max cut problem (MaxCut).

MaxCut finds applications in diverse fields, including
physics [Barahona et al., 1988], social network analysis
[Kochenberger et al., 2013a], and image segmentation [de
Sousa et al., 2013; Dunning et al., 2018]. The resolution of
MaxCut poses a challenging task, necessitating the creation
of efficient algorithms and heuristics.
Definition 2 (Maximum independent set (MIS)). Given an
undirected graph G = (V, E), an independent set is defined
such that any two points in the set are not connected by
edges. The task of identifying the largest independent set in
the graph G is referred to as the maximum independent set
problem (MIS).

The issue at hand holds substantial applications across var-
ious domains, including wireless network design [Park et al.,
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Figure 2: Flow chart illustrating the end-to-end workflow for our proposed framework using a simple example with five nodes.

2017], social network analysis [Chuang and Chen, 2022], and
computational biology [Samaga et al., 2010]. The identifica-
tion of the maximum independent set poses an NP-hard prob-
lem, signifying the absence of any known efficient algorithm
capable of universal resolution. Consequently, researchers
have devised a range of approximation algorithms and heuris-
tics to seek approximate solutions for this problem.
Definition 3 (Minimum vertex cover (MVC)). Given an
undirected graph G = (V, E), a vertex cover set is defined
such that each edge in the graph G has at least one of its end-
points included in the set. The task of identifying the vertex
covering set with the fewest number of vertices in the subset
is referred to as the minimum vertex cover problem (MVC).

The issue at hand holds significant applications across di-
verse fields, including network design [Zhang et al., 2014],
scheduling [Choi et al., 2011], and facility location [Holm-
berg, 2001; Li, 2021]. The identification of the minimum
vertex cover represents an NP-hard problem, indicating the
absence of any known efficient algorithm capable of solving
it universally. Consequently, researchers have devised a spec-
trum of approximation algorithms and heuristics to discover
approximate solutions for this problem.

4 Our proposed framework
We consider an inductive setting for our problem which in-
cludes both learning and optimization. Our input is the sub-
set of the graph, while the testing set is the whole graph. The
input graph G′ = (V ′, E ′) is somehow partially observed and

we will perform the combinatorial tasks on the whole graph
G = (V, E), where E ′ ⊂ E ,V ′ ⊂ V (G′ is a sub-graph of G).
This setting enables our model to be highly extensible and
adaptable, even to unsupervised learning.

Consider A′ and A as the adjacency matrices in the training
set and the original matrix, respectively. The learning task
aims to derive the A from A′. For the objective function,
we have to introduce a decision variable x ∈ {0, 1}|V| for
the nodes |V| and the optimization problem is presented as
follows,

min
x

f(x,A), (2)

where f is responding to the specific problem.
Prior to the optimization stage for x, it is necessary to learn

A from A′, denoted as A = Φ(A′, ξ). Consequently, we
formulate an end-to-end optimization problem spanning from
the input A′ to the decision x, as illustrated below.

min
x∈F

f(x,E(A,ξ)∼D[Φ(A′, ξ)]), (3)

To enhance comprehension of our framework, an illustra-
tive depiction is provided in Figure 1. The framework shares
similarities with traditional decision-focused learning, inte-
grating two primary modules: learning and decision-making.
Expanding on these two modules, discussed in Section 4.1
and Section 4.2, we will provide a comprehensive and acces-
sible explanation of our framework, G-DFL4CO. This entails
a comparison with other baseline approaches within the over-
arching framework depicted in Figure 1. Subsequent sections
will delve into the details of each module.



Decision-focused Graph Neural Networks. It is an end-to-
end framework, that represents input graphs or decisions on
the graph by mapping them to a decision space. The learning
problem can be formulated as equation 3.

4.1 Graph predictive model
The learning module utilized in our framework is based on
Graph Neural Networks (GNNs), specifically employing the
original GCNs introduced by [Kipf and Welling, 2016], and
consists of two layers. The task formulated in Equations 2
and 3 involves predicting the entire graph G using the graph
model, with the subgraph G′ as the input. This enables the ex-
ecution of the downstream task in an inductive setting. In our
experiments, we maintained the accuracy of the framework
while sampling only 80% of the nodes in G. Referring to the
first image in Figure 2, it is observed that node 0 remains un-
observed. Therefore, for reconstructing the adjacency matrix
A of the entire graph G, it is essential to input the graph to
predict the connection status of node 0.

4.2 Optimizer
In this section, we introduce the GNN optimizer, which is in-
spired by PI-GNN [Schuetz et al., 2022]. To frame our prob-
lem, we utilize quadratic binary unconstrained optimization
(QUBO), and we use a differentiable loss function to train
our framework.

Following the existing work in discrete optimization
[Schuetz et al., 2022], QUBO can be expressed as the fol-
lowing form from Hamiltonian:

HQUBO = xTQx =
∑
ij

xiQijxj , (4)

where x = (x1,x2, · · · ,xn) is a vector of binary variables
for the node decision and the matrix Q is a square matrix of
constant numbers, tailored to the actual problem to solve.

We consider a maximum problem in a discrete space and
denote the function as f : {0, 1}N×N −→ R. We follow the
work [Chen et al., 2020] and confine our attention to submod-
ular functions that are monotone (i.e. f(G∪{v})−f(G) ≥ 0)
and normalized (i.e. f(∅) = 0). Through these settings, our
framework can easily accommodate more general constraints.

After we compute the objective value defined in Sec-
tion 3.2, we can obtain an output of our framework for up-
dating the parameters. We can then differentiate the tradi-
tional solver to build an end-to-end framework and update pa-
rameters through the solvers. More specifically, the problem
can be transformed into an unconstrained one with penalty
terms and use multilinear extensions F (x, θ) as the objec-
tive function instead. Then the gradient can be computed as
d
dxF (x, θ). When the parameters θ are known, the gradient
can be expressed in the following form:

d

dθkj
∇xi

F (x, θ) =

{
−θijxk

∏
ℓ̸=i,k 1− xℓθℓj if k ̸= i,∏

k ̸=i 1− xkθkj otherwise.

Above all, we employ a differentiable loss function as fol-
lows to train our framework:

L = HQUBO + λLobj , (5)

Example: 3-regular graph (n=100)

Example: 3-regular graph (n=50)

Example: 3-regular graph (n=150)

Figure 3: Some visualization examples of the d-regular instances
(n = 50, 100, 150).

where λ is a coefficient to balance the importance between
GNNs and traditional solvers.
Definition 4 (local maxima). We say x∗ is the local maxima
of F (x, θ) if it satisfies the following conditions:

• ∇xF (x∗, θ) = 0;
• ∇2

xF (x∗, θ) ≻ 0.
Theorem 1. Assume x∗ is the local maxima of F (x, θ), there
exists a neighborhood I around x∗ such that the maximizer
of F (x, θ) within I ∪ X is differentiable almost everywhere.

5 Experiments
In this section, we conduct experiments to demonstrate the
effectiveness of our G-DFL4CO framework on existing com-
binatorial optimization using benchmark datasets and manu-
ally constructed regular graphs. First, we introduce the ex-
perimental setup in Section 5.1 including the description of
each evaluation task and baseline methods for the three sce-
narios — MaxCut, MIS, and MVC. In Section 5.2, we present
overall experimental results in Table 3, Figure 4, Figure 6,
and Figure 5. We compare the results and running time with
a degree-based greedy algorithm (DGA) and a GNN-based
model (GNN). In Section 5.2, we also give a discussion of



the framework and experimental results. We release our code
in https://anonymous.4open.science/r/GDFL-79A6/.

5.1 Scenarios
First, we briefly introduce the three scenarios used in our ex-
periments.

1). MaxCut is a well-known optimization problem in com-
puter science and mathematics. The problem involves divid-
ing a given set of objects into two subsets such that the sum of
weights of the edges between the two subsets is maximized.
In essence, it seeks to find a cut that separates the two subsets
in a way that maximizes the total weight of the edges crossing
the cut. The definition of this problem has been previously
described in Definition 1.

2). MIS is a fundamental problem in graph theory and
computer science. Given a graph, an independent set is a set
of vertices in which no two vertices are adjacent. The MIS
problem seeks to find the largest possible independent set in
a given graph. This problem has been previously defined in
Definition 2.

3). MVC is a renowned problem in graph theory and com-
puter science. Given a graph, a vertex cover is a set of ver-
tices that covers all the edges in the graph. The MVC prob-
lem seeks to find the smallest possible vertex cover in a given
graph. This problem has been previously defined in Defini-
tion 3.

Datasets. (1) We have conducted supplementary experi-
ments on Max-Cut benchmark instances and their work on
random d-regular graphs. These experiments were performed
using the publicly available Gset dataset1, which is com-
monly used for testing Max-Cut algorithms. The results of
these experiments are publicly available. The purpose of con-
ducting these experiments was to provide a more comprehen-
sive analysis of the performance of Max-Cut algorithms, as
the Gset dataset contains a diverse set of instances that are
representative of real-world problems. By testing their algo-
rithm on these instances, we evaluated its performance under
a range of conditions and determined its effectiveness in solv-
ing Max-Cut problems. (2) Regular graphs.

Baselines. We compare with some competitive methods:
physics-inspired GNN solver (PI-GNN) [Schuetz et al.,
2022], an SDP solver using dual scaling (DSDP) [Ling and
Xu, 2012], a combination of local search and adaptive per-
turbation referred to as Breakout Local Search (BLS) [Ben-
lic and Hao, 2013] which provides the best-known solutions
for the Gset data set, a Tabu Search metaheuristic (KHLWG)
[Kochenberger et al., 2013b] and a recurrent GNN architec-
ture for maximum constraint satisfaction problems (RUN-
CSP) [Tönshoff et al., 2019].

5.2 Results and discussions
We provide testing results for MaxCut on some Gset instances
in Table 3. G-DFL4CO outperforms PI-GNN across all the
instances and remains relatively error below 1%. Addition-
ally, we test our framework on the regular graphs in different
sizes for the three tasks. Our experimental results surpassed

1https://web.stanford.edu/ yyye/yyye/Gset/

those of DGA and standalone GNN, while also demonstrat-
ing shorter run times. The results can be seen in Figure 4,
Figure 6, and Figure 5.

We assert that our framework is effective in solving three
significant COPs. We also highlight the importance of incor-
porating DFL into the process of solving such problems. Ac-
cording to the above results, this approach can lead to more
efficient solutions. Additionally, we suggest that this sight
has identified a potential link between GNNs and traditional
algorithms used for NP problems. Overall, the experimen-
tal results support the effectiveness of their framework in ad-
dressing COPs, and we believe that these findings could have
significant implications for future research in this field.

In DFL framework, we can consider different exploration
strategies to generate new sets of edges and use the loss func-
tion to evaluate the performance of these edge sets. In ad-
dition to randomly selecting some edges and cutting them,
greedy algorithms or other heuristic algorithms can also be
used to generate new edge sets in the MaxCut problem. These
algorithms can often produce high-quality edge sets in a short
time, but they may get stuck in local optima. Furthermore,
DFL can be combined with other optimization techniques
such as genetic algorithms, simulated annealing, and local
search. These techniques can help DFL to escape local op-
tima and find better decisions. Overall, DFL is a powerful
machine learning method that can be used to solve various
COPs. In the MaxCut problem, DFL can guide the choice
of which edges should be cut to maximize the total weight
of the cut. Although MaxCut is an NP-hard problem, DFL
can produce high-quality solutions in a reasonable amount of
time.

6 Discussion and conclusion
Discussion Combinatorial optimization problem (e.g. trav-
eling salesman problem, maximum cut, and satisfiability
problem) has a wide range of beneficial applications in en-
gineering and computer science, including stock market port-
folio optimization, budget allocation, and network routing.
First, G-DFL4CO may encode the bias present in the training
graph, which leads to stereotyped predictions when the pre-
diction is applied to real-world applications. Second, some
harmful network activities could be augmented by powerful
GNNs, e.g., spamming, phishing, and social engineering. We
expect future research should help to resolve these problems.
Conclusion In this study, we have developed a frame-
work that is centered on decision-making to tackle COPs.
The framework employs unsupervised GNNs as its predic-
tive model, and the QUBO optimizer serves as its decision-
making module. Through our experiments, we have demon-
strated the effectiveness of the framework in addressing three
crucial COPs. Moreover, we believe that our work has paved
the way for a more effective and efficient solution to NP prob-
lems by connecting the gap between GNNs and conventional
algorithms.
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