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General stochastic model for algorithm of distribution estimation with
conditional probabilities and Gibbs sampling

ZHANG Fang!, LU Hua-xiang
(Lab of Neural Networks, Institute of Semiconductor, Chinese Academy of Science, Beijing 100083, China)

Abstract: A stochastic model based on conditional probability and Gibbs sampling is proposed to cope with the mod-
eling problems occurred in traditional algorithms for distribution estimation, and extends the generality of the algorithm.
The algorithm with this model takes promised individuals in the evolution process to form supervised training sets. For
each of such sets, we estimate the conditional probability of a component given other components, and execute a Gibbs
sampling procedure to generate new candidates for replacing inferior ones. The result of computer experiments shows that
the improved algorithm can obtain the global optimum of additively decomposed functions, demonstrating a strong ability

in global optimization.

Key words: estimation of distribution algorithm; Gibbs sampling; classification; supervised learning

1 5|5 (Introduction)

5 LA, fE#EETT 5 (evolutionary computation,
evolutionary algorithm) #3522 T — 235 2 1) f 1k
B, FRA A i v 5 (estimation of distribution al-
gorithms, EDAs)! 21 I 10U 3%k 3784k 15 A 1) A
G R TR ) 8 (1A 078890,

AL BARTCRUE SR A SR B AR, 1E AT LU
A BRI AT IR L 8 1 (1) i, sk U B A fi# (quasi-
optimum solution). A4 53k B H SRR A5 T,
FALATAAL B b, #g Lz H AR, “ B a7 1
J7 AT SR AR, e DX 2 — el <l A
157, et KA AL 48 5 v Mk CUAR 1) 52 2= 0 Ak 1n)
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4 H(building blocks, BBs)!, M1y BE W5 55 Ky v %4 ()
PRE A5 ().
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Fig. 1 Stochastic model

I3 AT Ak TH SRR I A O A T ] A ST A T A
FARERY, JEL HAH 2% o) R RERFE L. Mt
(1) 45 W\ A EEDASHE B 1) Ik T~ Mo 1) 1 & 2 o) 5
% (population-based incremental learning, PBIL)®3!f{]
LR AR, T K5 R B 3 1 DU
T oAb v h Sk, 4 Ak B (A AH T AE F e
XL ] L2y by — B, AL EPBILIIRI—JGid
%53 A1 8.5 (univariate marginal distribution algorithm,
UMDA )P 10158 3 USR5 5 43 8 2 1) TLAR A,
JIT LA A5 73 A R B AT LA 73 O 4870 1 ()3 % O3 A Ry
ity afe B, AT A] LU BEAS 73 843 A EAT 2 2] B R
P, B BE, 4R I T HAE B KA IR i AN RS
47 ¥%:(mutual-information-maximizing input clustering,
MIMIC)! AT — 56 1 % 4 47 55 7):(bivariate marginal
distribution algorithm, BMDA)“HS]’%@, X 2 A
WA 7 ) AR OR 3R AT AR 7Rk — AN B A
TEai, 7 Ry A DB, B SRR R AE S
FRA AR, SR 5 38 1o AR FIAE A B T S
FIGATREZR, SRAT 1 R J0) 2 A 40 MR R IR AT R
FE; IR A HE B it 43 AT 552 (factorized distribu-
tion algorithm, FDA)!MUAT UL 3 £ 4k 55 1 (Bayesian
optimization algorithm, BOA)!5145, JX — 45 74 j iof
BTl G Ky SR e s AR 22 A) H) — RO BRI OR &R, o
MRERE 7 Ny SR AR G AT SR R X P A
AR, SRR AR AR A A 0% R M UCRAE.

P SRR bR T RS R AT N T AR
B 25 8, T LA AN RE AR e — FBCIE 1R D0 Ak 1) R 56
ZRBIAR PR b A] DU e PR IR D04k 0] R, fH S
o FR) S AR 2o S 52 380 2% 7 1T 1R PR, 451 anFDATR 73
i R T AR SN T KN It de e 14, T BOAKK
R DU S0 10 5% 1 2 ) 02— AN AR E 1 22 T
XfE J& (non-deterministic polynomial hard, NP-Hard) "]

AL s ) SR A 2L e T 5 R A B AL TR B
KREATUS i DL, EDAsZE 13X 4 K B T0] 1) K 2,
X T A ACAk 10 R ) SR A, AR BT B BRI
T F MR AR B,

RSO T — Pl B T4k A % FIGibbstll FEHE
1 HE % #5284, fij FX CGS(conditional probability and
Gibbs sampling) % 8, 18 3 X 4% 14 1 26 2 A 1 JF Bk
G MRS AT REAT AR, TR T A G MR AR Y 1 I 1)
A R HE, AT RE A8 5025 S (R0 — Rk 1) 23 A AT
) FURFE. JG NG R 2 A4
CGSHERYF) i BE S A8 F 1485 2 (Y EDAs ¥ LAE S,
B3R 3G — N L PR ICGSHEL R, S47 KA ] %
Y55 JURP A% 8 16 2 A Al U SR AT X L, 56X
ORI T AN R B AR s EUR AL AR
2 CGSHAL(CGS model)

XPOLTFANAA 1) 73 AT 8 ST AR 5 K 1) PR A
PR AN J7 1

1) 2 I ) o 52 PR o Pk vy, R AL
B FRIRE 5 O RS £ 5 2. 0T il & o0 A, AMY
i DL SRS f ISR AR g HL RIS gl vy TR, 2%
St FRFCR A R AR A M T 1T

2) R, AR FEA AR SR A A
BT () TG B 2 o 5 AR LA 57 ) ek, A 1 B4
(5 R BE L B A M | 4 ORGSR e ik
TR E .

H T v REA AN R AE, A SRR TR R T4
PH R R Gibbs il B U HEF A8, TLIEAC AR, %)
T dERE LR B X G M0 A fx (x), BHEHE
PR R PR IR, P AR T SR LI, X 2 A2 20 AT
Fxxo (2|2 @) AT AR X O = O &4
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Fig. 2 CGS model
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2) AT A B A )RR AR R A T
SN f xco (2| .

XF T bR R R, ) AT DA i A iu S Gibbs il
Ff:(Gibbs sampling) S FIH AR, FIH S HER f, x 0
(05| ) KA VKT B 454 o0, ARG 3E HE — AN 5 2K
BEREE, 195 FOIRAS (1) 20 A 128 7 1) & T 15 M 22
I3 fx (). P IO O JROBE A FOR A 2 I
FE, AT SRR I R

A SR FH R 25 R A 1 A R R ITOR,
Horp /NG FoRBEALAR & H AR .

TSR
Table 1 Symbols convention

g BX
D FEAR [n) 58 ) 2 52

N FEASE IR/

s FEA AR

S; FEA LA 73 B A6 J 1) 25 )
s FEAR SR AN 53 E K] G 120 [ PR b 2% 1]
X/x R NI
Xi/z;  FERRENEAD D=
X /2@ REARRR AN RN AR 2 R R )
x (k) FEARLR P 2B L MEA

2.1 HhEE I FE(Sampling process)

Gibbsili 1 & — M A 2 AN BEHL AL & (¥ 165 23 A
rh EURE A IR B, I R B R BRSNS R
(Markov chain Monte Carlo, MCMC)&. 1= 1Nff) — A~
S, JEH GG T LU iR st AL S I
B o3 A AR MERG 1 2 28 AR HE B4 A TP B, (R
AN AR HABAR R AR AN B2 2 0 1% AR
AT R LS,

Gibbs il FEFERE U N AN A BB ™ A= — AN B
(RSB, 77 A R i A 12570 o T 4% P R 23 R S At AR
Y HG . T DR B, Gl X R v AR AR R
IR R T — A By /R B R A, JLARAS 70 A0 il 2 X L6 bl
PR 58 (A M2 20 A1 20 it 2 i X AT et
(X)), AT LRI IS )P B R ARG o1 3

T
lim S 6(X (1) = B{6(X)}. ()

T—oo T i35

SRR AT LA A FSEFRD IR T P 27 F g 22 e 6 — Le R
AN, AHAHHE J AR A £ 5 LA IR 3 A1 RAEAS
BRI TE ¢ A F).

HI TR REAR R AE T — R 152 ) i R A
AL T3 G 5 NEA AR SR, AN RER 9N AE B /R
FHRBE_EABR AL MRS FEA LR, 1K 2 IR 0 #
BN [ At (R P AN IR fie 22 A At A2 8 AN A

JIT VAR T30/ B AL, 3X AR A A AE R B L [R5
2, AP 4 RES 73 0 VR 35T DTk, AEA S
WAt = D, Mgt B A& AR T Tk
B AIREE X T B AR IPRES), A K9 i
RSN FEA.
TiAb, B IRBIRAE R 2 I 1A 4 fe ik RIS
I3 AT, BEE R IRPAR A2 ARSI e i8R, B BAAA
I FAAIE KR IR, fEASCH K, = D?, Rl
& FEHTD3AARAS LUORAIE 5 7K B R ik BRI A
Zi b, A3 AE H ) Gibbs #il #E BV (2 =
Sample(N, {P(X;| X O} )i F:
1) #aaAL:
a) & = ¢,
b) x(0) ~ Uniform(S).
2) %A fort =1to Ky + N:
a) filiFf: fori = 1to D:
zi(t) ~P(Xi|z1 (1), 22(0), - -,
Ti—1(t), Tipa (t=1), -+,
xp(t—1));
b) frih:ift > Ky then 2 = 2 U {z(t)}.
BAAEEVEIN AR ENO((D* + N) - D).
2.2 2£3] iR (Learning process)
ESABUN Y P liBU RSN AR =Y RN
T ={(x9, z;)|x € P} )
KAG U Z A REZE [, x o (|2 IR R Jorh (2,
2 RRFEAR D IR N, T RIS, A
RBEX, € {—1,+1}.
K TG AR fx, x o (2] ™), AT LAG B2
HEAT
1) A — S8 A 1 73 2R BE N T 2545 2170 2K
8
2) HRAE 7> KA KA T SR
BEXE— 2R M R 4y KL ey, X L4 bl
MR TET7V5. o thoy RIS 2, et
(. 3 BB AU R AR — A s LAk, THE 20 2R 5
T ) o U Ak =, B
g =argmin{}_ L(y, g(x))}, 3)
9€Y 7

o 7 = {(z,y)}h— 414 BBREASE, 9 H A
T A5 5 IO B BB, T L (y, g) R 2 B R BRI
F R ZRAEXS AN BEAL S 2R 85 B AR 5. r 2R A7
Jifig(x) = 0kF k.
b o P9 49 KB, T LA R Oy s A
SRR
P(Y|X) ~ exp[-L(Y, g(X))]. )

eV s W e RPNEHE P NT SR - T WA SR
LA 2 A A BE PRAIEIE 1 70 R AT 2 2y
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28 ST bR B g () B A% d5 R A ABL AR bk £, B SX(3) S5
o
[ Py} Q)
(xy)eT
T 25 M O 2R AN 2 H R i 2N (3) R SR
g(+), B3RS H— AN LB SRR 11
2.3 CGS-EDAF LR (Routine of CGS-EDA)
A1 F CGS #7411 EDAs SR SC R 2 2 CGS—
EDA), HHE(@opt, fitops) = CGS—EDA (eval))fh
ARG R R, Horbeval B m PPAN B AL, 1l 2 A0
1 pR 2L
1) ¥ia6tk:
a) Z ={x@))i=1,2,--- ,N},
(i) ~ Uniform(S);
b) e@opt = ¢
2) %A for ep = 1 to Epoch:
a) F: fori = 1to N,:
i) * = arg rmneé%{eval(w)};
i) Popt = Popt U{z"};
iii) 22 = P\{x*}.
b) & >J:fori = 1to D:
) 7 = {29, 1;)|x € Py}
ii) g; = arg rgrgg{; L(y,g())}:

g = arg r;leg{

111) P(XAX('L)) ~ e—L(Xi,g(X(’i)))'
c) Kb
Prew = Sample(N — Ny, {P(X| X D)}).

d) W P = Popi U Prcws Popt = .
3) Hinth:
a) Topy = arg ;nea%{eval(:c)};
b) fiteyr = eval(@op).
X HELAGR AT 1y ST SR, B PR A
ANER IR — 8 3 A AR BT, JF IR SR B b
FEAEFFEARAE. (N — N,) /NFRZ A Bt FE
TR L.
3 B CGSHE A (Configure CGS model)
—MNCGSHEIRY AT DARCE 15 /0 s A 3 2K
Moy REk. Hoh 7y R a8 RALE T CGSEL AL M 45 1) 52
NI 1= 7 LI DO VAR R W)} S Ay I W N i
25— ARSI, AR () 40 SR AR A ER Ry e ER, 4y
K57 AdaBoost?!,
LM R TR N S HAY:
g(x;B,0) = pra +90. ©)

h T TR IS B, B —AMEE A+ 185 B p,
MK D — 1484 J& 2] D4, W21 43 245 n) LA
RS RN A

g(z;B) = B, (7)
Horr B p B 27 i 6.

A5 FH 1 4 R 5200 AdaBoost, 3XFP 5L R RN FE
AR T — A, JF 4R E 159 70 KA AT 732K, 1
R 73 24 45 IRL4E ey IS E 4l B 1R 40 S IR FE A IR AN G,
RIG AT T —50kAX, o W3R B — AN 559 70 28
AR 0 R ROR AT 2 M INAL, 15 21 55 28 (1) 53 2K 45
A DAE B2 5@ ik i m Oy RIS K s, S T
i FH B0 VR S B)BEAT KA, TR 4k e HO 45
AR

L(y,g) = exp(—yg)- (®)
TEIX L, T B 2RI 2tk 43 S 2%, A SCRH O IV 1Y)
AdaBoostH%:(g(x) = AdaBoost (7))l F:
1) BEAL:

T = {(=x(i),y (i), w;) | (2(i),y(i) € T}.
2) ¥tk w; = 1/N, i =1,2,--- | N.
3) &AM form = 1to M:

a) (K, sm) =
argmin { > = s-xpy-w}h;
ke{1,2,--,D} (z,y,w)ET*
se{—-1,+1}

N N
b) err,, = > wI(y; # SmTk,,)/ D Wi
=1 =1

¢) a,, = log((1 — err,,)/err,,);
d) fori =1to N:

w; — w; - explan, I(y; # Smay, )]
M
4) fith: g(x) = Y amsmrr,,-
m=1
VRS FH I 99 20 2588 0 By 1m0 24, 1)

b(xz; k,s) = sz, 9
FOR e
(k,s)= argmin { >, s-zzy-w} (10)
k6{172,~~ )D} (mava)eg*

se{—1,+1}
(R XA K H By DG P (IE AR DG B A7UAH G ) 48 6t
B e [ — > o) fba, JERVIAT S R ¥ls(s € {1,
+1}, Rona,; Sy IE A QI 22 5O DOPE A 4y 2K 45
P,

%4 T AdaBoost 5 VE H1 IR AR IR B, AR SCik
AD, —J AR UE A 7> E 2D H — IR e S
By ERIRbL 2, o — 5 BREIA SR £,
P Oy 3X — i AR BRI B 75 51 S EDASHE 48 (1) ik AR



53 1)

SIS I 2 AT BER AN Gibbs il R A Ay 20 Al o 53004 38 P A< AR 311

FEZ . O TR G EE 1 AR RE, Mo, D <1
IsF, BNk 24 07 1R 55 40 28 38 1 4 i L6 AT LA 220 g A
b, IR AR, A o 2Ras. R IR
IR 24 5 A O (D2N).
4 TFHEHLEK (Computer experiments)

AT MRRCGSHE A [ 3 R, AT 2.5 h 4
H IFICGS-EDAS 2 DL J 28375 v & H 1 455 20 i
55 UAS L R [ o0 A Al T S0 AT X L A HE — By
FEATUMDAP-10, i i AUBMDA M1 L K g i A5
RIBOASL. 15k MR 1) E b o8 55 mT i 1% A o
HUO R

F(x) = éfi(zi), (11

/E:EPZzZ%wﬁg%ﬁﬁj\%{xzh =1,2,--- ,D}E‘]*/I\
TR B ) 5. AR 2, 0] DOk REE S, B [F
A0 5 HA Iy B, X IR HRT DL A 5 1] B 1)
IR, RS T Ta) RS A S5 i ) S AR X
TR O R 3 1R B AT R P R RS (), AR B R
IR TE VA ) il 4 213 e g AR i B 2, 4
HRCPRIHE I, LA v I ) RO 3 A 2R e T Bl K ) T
X
YT R (), T o0 g LR S ) e A
X AR R BOR B, e B AR S IR YEE DA AR R AL
P23 36 $8 /T DA AL 2 K K3 1z i)
YE R DNk £ 060, D T 7 AE A f (-) BL A AT I Ay
JUM AR — 8 AEART T, &S = {0,1}, frLh
1A FHCGS-EDARA T AL 2 115, 75 ZE3EAT AR
FRAZ 4R AR AR 2 ¥ (A — 1, +1
X! =2X, - 1. (12)

TR A AH R 2 20 UMDA, BMDA, BOALL
JCGS-EDAZ silfiitk B #s ki £, JFHEE 1001k, LLR
et P e AL 1) AT I .

DA 2R SR E N s KIEARIREL 100, FIEEA
/N1024, VIR EEZ60.5. T S5 8 HR 5 e
Yt S B KA 6, BT i) R 1) A% B ) RS AN
k64, XF T REA OEAT FEAR 1) SR, 10241 R EE
KN UAAEHARAR 5 (1) T8 T 5 3R R Il /1)
A ] SRR IR B 1B B 0 1000 SR RIAE T, A
A A7 ) AR R UGE AR P T35 43 Bt R B R
HH B EBANT10- A HiZA S5, ks
AR E 2 1A 4100 x 1024 ~ 10°, H b 528 4%
[11/10%3, IX B LA T 58 148 &Rk U RN T, Tavd:
ARSI AR

N 25 SRS A () B bR e B AR AL 25 SR N
S5 LT

4.1 Onemaxpf #{(Onemax function)
Onemax PR HUZE T 1 AF = R LN 4L, B
D

fonemax(w) == ;xz (13)
IXAS R AR R oy e O TR AL, BAREAS 4
ST PN R R BE A DT iR, X R T AR
H LI Y 2 e KNAELD, H HE A JRiil /s . apife
Rt g5 a3 .

100

80

60

N CGS-EDA
I BOA
E=BMDA
C—UMDA

40

P ST SEH I

20

0 o Il 1 | il [l
59.0 59.2 59.4 59.6 59.8 60.0

RARE
K 3 Onemaxflifb 4t H

Fig. 3 Optimization result on onemax

X T IX R 435 T ORI BR B, BT A A SRR R R
IABIRGF, JL-F- BT 100 X SE5 #5175 21 1 4 = fe it
{E60.

4.2 Quadratic R #{(Quadratic function)

Quadratic PR L) & LT

L
fquadratic(m) = Zl fQ(Zi)a (14)
FCrp fo () J— AU B IR
fg(Zl, 22) =0.9 — 0.9(21 + 22) + 1.9212’2, (15)
fo(z) FIIUETOL 0 A 45T,

Sz, 2)
OO OO —
ShRaoo

4 foBE AT
Fig. 4 Value distribution of fa

Jo O — A R — AR R, Ho A i B
AR, B0 s AR 73 s R IR
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E[Aﬁ)ﬁw fquadratic(m)a}%ﬁ&iﬁll Hﬁmi”%k{ﬁ

XAz, = (0,0) MR DL JLA LA Sk A
s R &5 PR,

100 [
90
80
ﬁ 70 -
é 60
& 50
40l WEECGS-EDA
Z 3oL =mBOA
~
20k = BMDA
CUMDA
|
0 e 1 o 1 1 I 1 Ll
26.0 26.5 27.0 27.5 28.0 28.5 29.029.5 30.0
oA 4 R

K5 Quadraticflift4h 54

Fig. 5 Optimization result on quadratic

HIfL Ak 45 0] LUE i, BMDAFIBOA R 3 T/
PRI R e, B8 A R 2 42 Jm e L, UMDAZRI
WARHAF, HRA /NI LB i 2 R L2, i
I ZE W SRR 27, AT — 40 AR 127, AL
T LA L, CGS-EDAIRIL 2, 4K
73 SER AR RE AT ) 42 Jry s R, AELE BT A RS LU S
4 R, B R ZE 45 R
4.3 Deceptive-3pfi £ (Deceptive-3 function)

Deceptive—3 R £ (1€ X an T

L
fdeceptive—i’)(x) = Zl f3<zi)7 (16)
Hrb f(z) RS2z LA fr ok
0.9, u =0,
0.8, u=1,
falzy =4 " (a7
0, u=2,
1, uw=3.

X B 2 34k ) i, BRI EUE AT 6T .

1.0
0.9
0.8
0.7
0.6
0.5
0.4
0.3
0.2
0.1

K6 f3lUH it
Fig. 6 Value distribution of f3

Mz o= (L 1L, ), f3(z) BB KMHEL M2 =
(0,0,0)I, f3(z)B 2 CRAHO.9. kAL £i(0,0,0)H]
W 51 3k B A I i (1, 1, 1) AR 5 B, I IR A
PRI ARIE S (A AT AN LI B I PPN L SR AR A
SBITALCE A2 LI ) SR, JT AR R &0 s 5
2 T AR R Pl O B T 5 S R ) AR AR
Ji&, T dme Pt met 80 408 30T a5 DU A ¥ A M T BEL RS 77 1) e A
MR R IR

FAREHE, facceptive—s (@) £E FT AT A% H LI ) 4>

PR R AR 2, = (0,0,0) 5 DL, JLRIMEL
AR A R &7

100
90 - .
80 .

2 70

5 60 B
& 501 8
i? 40 || ™=mCGS-EDA -
% 3l || ==mBOA J
~ sl || ==BMDA i
ol C—UMDA i
0 1 - im I | |

18.0 185 19.0 19.5 20.0

Ak 4l

7 Deceptive-31L1b 45

Fig. 7 Optimization result on deceptive—3

FHALALZE 0T LUE ), UMDAX T 1% il (L4 5¢
TCREN 1, 21000 55 56 (1) 4 S A0 15 31 5 22 1)
Jal A K AE 18; BMDAFIBOA 3 FAM AR AR 4, H
AH EE T-quadratic B 21 S50 45 3, YERETFUh 24
F%; AHLL T X PN 5078, CGS-EDAT R LK AR TL AR
RS, 48R 53 S I R REAS B A R dR A, 2 P
RS LU E I A SR e e, e R ZE I 45 2R
4.4 Trap-5p8#(Trap-5 function)

Trap—5 BRI 2 LR

L
fTrap—5(:B) = ;fS(zi)7 (18)
Hrb f5(z) Rz 1AM Ay %
£o(2) 5—u, u<o, (19
5\%) =
5 .

X HL IR 2 2 54 1) 2, LR AU 0 A 5 L5 BRI 62R 1L,
HE AL T —ANSYEREE L 7 R . Mz A o &
NI, f5(2) BB B KAES: 22z Brf 7> 4 N0,
fs (2) WA, 5 fs 2 A, fs MU0 e (W 5 42
b 5 D0 AR IR 5 3K, TR D IR AE s FR) R A (5%
AL IR 1 CE A2 DS PPME L e e
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(R AR T /LG AT DA AR )L A3 DI P
{ESE K, BT BARAIE s (4 B 3 PR L e 0 s B A AR
S Sy AR A I R R O B ORI 5 B ) 2R A
Ii].

RN, frvap—s (20) 75 Jr 47 22 5 HULIN 21 4 )

BP0 AT R 2, Ay 420l IS DL LRSI
FPL LS R a8 s

48

100 T T T T T
90 B CGS-EDA
80 B BOA -
w5 7l EEBMDA
X 6o - CIUMDA
=
& 50t .
£ aop 1
= 30F .
20 .
o] ] |
0 | m m |
50 52 54 56 58 60
o

Ak gk
K 8 Trap-5tibai

Fig. 8 Optimization result on trap—5

FALAL 25 T DL Y, UMDAXT 58 & o (17 1n) 8
{5 IHTCRE R 7, A= 1007 S50 1) 25 J AR 15 21 % 2= (1)
JaIER AR K AE48; BMDAFIBOA ) 25 5 1)t 20 K e i
(1) %, oA BMDAZE K 43 52 56 AR AN 15 21 5 2= 1
JR TR K A48, TTBOAR] 45 H2 W 73 A1 1148 F1 42 Jr) it
PEAE602 8] AH LE T-3X JLAN 5%, CGS-EDAR) K I
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Fig. 9 Optimization result on Trap—6
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4.6 458 5P (Analysis on results)

F245 T X T A E IR ea A, o A Ak v
TEAE 100K S50 v R B o 25 AR 25 5. o T T
X EEAN [R] R bR 25, X SR AR AT 1 I — A Ab 2,
A4 77 R
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t1’101‘[1’1 -
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fitgiobal—opt — fitiocal—opt
o fbpratica A 0 0 BV 52 s oF B 15 2 1 45
R, fitgiobal—opt Ffitiocal —opt 70 71l & 715 4% Ja) dse Mt (Y
A1) 1) FH PO E B /N 1) — A Je 38 e I R (B 420 1)
=) PFNME.
JURP A% G2 B 0 AT Al VSRR R o8 e i FE AR
F ) R N B €, ATDR K U CGS-EDA A 25 2R
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o R 2l R HRAE A SR e DU N, WA RS ) 22 (R 2 SR

k2 #Auss Btk

Table 2 contrast on results of optimizations

CGS-EDA BOA BMDA UMDA

IR WESR A
53 T 5T wUF T & OCT B T
onemax 1.000  1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
quadratic ~ 0.867  0.749 1.000 0999 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.955
deceptive-3  0.950  0.808 1.000 0953 1.000 0972 0.100 0.014
Trap-5 1.000 0791 0.833 0553 0583 0.038 0.000 0.000
Trap—6 1.000 0771 0200 0.022 0.000 0.00 0.000 0.000
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Fig. 10 Contrast on results of optimizations
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Fig. 11 Prediction error and model complexity
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AR, A B ST AR AL R R, A4S 4 A A
FRAO AT IE R A%, DL T 2R A 20 R RS 1
R X B 50, v LA A B CGSHE Y,
A FH S 52 2% 1 40 IS4 (401 0 — IR 4 28 R U5 ) K T
AR AW R, AT A5 i £ F1 5 2 2 T8) 2 1 A 1T 2, e
DR B 1) B ) S50k M e 1 e 08 i A J L A A0
TEIXPE 0 W1 R 2k S PR TR I 2 R P S Ak
5 458 (Conclusions)

THEAL S0 45 SRR BH, 70 SR M T in ik B i ek 2
(1) S Ak 1) 0 IR, AT AR A H 1 S T CGS Y
()73 A Al U SV AE A RS IEAR )it F2 R 65 15 21
B (M HE B LR, T HLBE A 1 ) RS G 2 R 1 1
I, BE R R IR, IX I CGSHR Y i 2% 52
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