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A, HEMSCHBROBIEEIGICf; - THEEER T LT Y XARL AT ADOHEENKRD b
NHEITRHATE TS, — RIS, AFTOT LT Y XLEEITIE ORITHBELE
REDDERLFNBLBEL D EEZLND. THIZRLT, ava—Frnrss
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BEV T r 77 I FORKRHZHIE LT, BEHT RS T2 (Genetic Programming;
GP) BEIT 615, GPIIABETREAINZT B 7 T 4%, BEMTLTY X2 (Genetic
Algorithm; GA) ZFAWTEHBIMIZAERT 5. GAIXBEARBIK, KX, ZBRERL COHEE
BAEZRAVTEH LVMER BRR) 24EML, ERMH D WVIIEHEREL EERICERT I8
RFETHD. —BHICGP T, HIMERAOTMELE XD Z LN TENIE, BRE
THTENTERZD, FRLEWTALIT ) XAOHEMEFHEXNRETH> THEAW
BRI/ LN TED LHPFTED. THETIC GPIZEETE, ERAER, EQ0LHE,
BfEoRy FOTEf#EZ Y, HxeoBIcBRASh, ZOFMENTRENTWS, GP
DFFESBF TIIHEEITIERZHEITONTEY, THETITHEx RRBREENMERS
NTWS, L LBMRTa 77 0% BBIERLL D & LA, Hx RBENEET 3.
—#FI72 GP TIET e 75 AORBFHRE L TAEEZ AN TWED, KAEETIEIL—T
CHFHEDRIVEMTHD. Tz, BMELT 07T ATIIEROTF — 2R EH 5 LE
BHDH. EbiT, GPITITHARRZRIIBELTHNBE I BIZANKEL RV TETLES
Ta— k&N BENEBENICEETS.

AWFETIE, 757 (Ry NU—2) BEL2 7075 L0RBERETIEH 0SS
LVTICETOFEORERTY. /7 7HBEICERTIHEAIL, FTORREHDOEEIC
b5, FITT7HEERRERANDZ LT, /J—FOBERARLL—TDERR, BRHNF—F 0
REFREDFRICRD EEZBNS.

ARFFETIE, ETRIEERE L TEHBEROBEIEELE 2, /T THERREZEVWE
B D B BEELYE T B Genetic Image Network (GIN) & % DYEHE Tdh 5 Feed Forward
Genetic Image Network (FFGIN) DREZITH. W OOEBEHRO BENELEERZE
LT, GIN & FFGIN B ERFELI VAN TH D Z & 2T,

®IZ, GIN ZEICEGEEREZ AT 2EESFEROBEEEE L LT, Genetic Image
Network for Image Classification (GIN-IC) #%##2% 3 5. GIN-IC IXEEEHET, Rk
B, HESE»O 2@ EX* BHEET 20, WG LT AEEROEMBEICE D2 EHRER
RRMEMHNRITZ S, £ 7 A0T 7 AFYEHOHEERZEL T, GIN-IC ZHW
5L THROEWVAEBOBEEBENITAD Z L 2RT.

0%, LVEEOTr 7S A0 BEB£ER% B# & L7z Graph Structured Program Evo-



lution (GRAPE) DIRE#1T 9. GRAPE TIL/'T 7#iEZ AW -REDILK, BHOF—
HZEIDE Y T2 EEFEEIZLTWA, GRAPE 2T, MELZRD I 70 75 A0
BEORIOVA N Y= TB70 T 05l V—7HELLELTET0 S50
BERETTS. ZTOHRE, GRAPEIZL > TEE D GP TIXHBEMRPE#E CH oL —
THERVELTA T I ADHBERNMTIDZ L ETT.

B#%IZ, GRAPE # AW CTIERT /LT ) XLADBEEIERZITY, 5 eT2RE Ik L
THEIZBERBET NI RLOBEEBEITH. RvFv—0BKLET T L— vy F IO
MREZXIZIZ, GRAPEIZ L o THRRERT VT ALDBEBERNITZEZ L EFT
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Abstract

A construction of the complex algorithms and systems is becoming increasingly important
along with development of the computers and the machines. In general, it is difficult to handed
construction of algorithms because it requires much trial and error. On the other hand, automatic
programming, which generates computer programs automatically, has been actively investigated
in recent studies. Automatic programming is the methods for full-automatic generation of pro-
grams (algorithms) without handed programming.

Genetic programming (GP) is a typical example of automatic programming. GP evolves
computer programs, which usually have a tree structure, and searches for a desired program
using a genetic algorithm (GA). GA is a search algorithm which generates new individuals
(searching points) by using genetic operators such as selection, crossover, and mutation, and then
discovers practical or optimal solution fast. It is possible to search for GP if the evaluation value
of a certain solution (program) can be given. Therefore, we expect to obtain practical solutions
even if a detailed procedure of the algorithms that wants to be achieved is uncertain. GP have
been applied to various fields and its effectiveness is demonstrated. The typical examples are
symbolic regression, circuit design, image processing, and autonomous robots control. Recently,
many extensions and improvements to GP have been proposed. However, various problems exist
when the complex program is constructed automatically. The tree structure which is usually used
in GP is difficult to represent loop and recursion, and it is necessary to handle multiple data types.
Moreover, GP has a tendency to create programs with unnecessarily large size.

In this study, automatic programming methods whose representation is graph (network) struc-
ture are proposed. The reason to use the graph structure is its height description ability. It has
various advantages such as reusing of nodes, loop structure and containing time series by using
graph structure.

At first, the author targets automatic construction of image transformation as a problem do-
main. The author proposes an automatic construction method for image transformation by using
graph representation, named Genetic Image Network (GIN) and its extended method, Feed For-
ward Genetic Image Network (FFGIN). From several experiments of automatic construction of
image transformation, we verify the effectiveness of GIN and FFGIN.

After that, the author proposes a method of automatic construction of image classifiers based
on GIN, designated as Genetic Image Network for Image Classification (GIN-IC). GIN-IC trans-
forms original images to easier-to-classify images using image transformation nodes, and selects
adequate image features using feature extraction nodes. The author applies GIN-IC to test prob-
lems involving multi-class categorization of texture images, and shows that the use of image
transformation nodes is effective for image classification problems.

il



In addition, the author proposes Graph Structured Program Evolution (GRAPE) which is an
automatic generation method for arbitrary programs. The author applies GRAPE to automatic
generation of programs which need loop structure such as factorial and sorting a list. From the
experimental results, the author shows that GRAPE enables to construct the complex programs
which are difficult to automatic construction by usual GP.

Finally, the author proposes a method for evolving search algorithms using GRAPE. The
author applies the proposed method to construct search algorithms for benchmark function op-
timization and template matching problems. Numerical experiments show that the constructed
search algorithms are effective for utilized search spaces and also for several other search spaces.
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1.1 FWXOE=ELHHW

I, FHEMECE ORI o THMR T LT Y X AR Y RAT ADBERKRD &
NDEICR>TETVD, —fRIZ, ARTOTALTY XAEEIZE  ORITIHBEER
T2, WRRFABLELRDEELLND. ZHICHLT, ava—47ass
LAEEBERTHEBT RS T IV ICET AMRNERITERIITbh TS, 22T,
BEIZ 07 I/ 3 ARICEE e S A08diifThd, SEH RO 2SS
A (ThTY L) #ERTDHHERET. B80S I IoREHRHL LT, &
BHYT w75 I (Genetic Programming; GP) A% b 5. GP I AESE THI S
e7u sk, BEHTLTY X5 (Genetic Algorithm; GA) % FAV\T B B AR
5. TOR, BERIEE LTHARDRBRIZ I AR ) — FORRERR ENAV LR
5. THETIC GPIFBEEOEE, ERAER, EELE, BEDRy OITEHIER &,
RABICER SN, TOFHENRINTNS. GP OFFRELSIF CIIIERICIER 2 e
TohTRY, THETITRL RUBIWEMERENTWS, L LEER T2 75 A
TEBAERLE D L LzEE, He2lENEETS. —ROR GP T RS T LDXK
RN LTAREEEZAVTVE R, AEETIIL—7HEREEORREANEHCTH .
e, BRI ATIHEEOT —FRERILENH B, S5IZ, GPITITHAR
REBVBLTND S BIZARNKEL 2V TETCLE Y P u— b &5 HENBENICE
ETS. :

AMEOBINT, 777 (Fy MU —2) HBE 2707 00RBHRLTIEH7
R77IVTICETDFEORREITY, ZORAPMERTILETHS. 75 7HEEIC
ERHTLHERL, TORBEAORSICHD. /7 7HBERRLZAVE LT, /—FD
BRHASCA—7ORE, BRIIT—FORBLENTRICRZ EEZDND. APFFET
i, ETROICHESRRE L TEREROBEMELE X, VI 7EERREAVEE
BRI D BEMEEEYE TH D Genetic Image Network (GIN) OBZR*175. &I, GIN %
EICEGERT 2 H T 2 EEROEEO BEHIELELE TH D Genetic Image Network for Image
Classification (GIN-IC) Z#ET 2. £0%, LVEEROCT /I LA0OHBARE AL
L 7z Graph Structured Program Evolution (GRAPE) DIREZITV, I —F#EL» NE LT
57077 AOBRBAEROMBIZERT 2. &%IZ, GRAPE #A\\Tx& &+ /8
tUTHEDRBERTNTY XLOEBEREITS.

TRRL TR T T 7HE & Py NT—IHE LD B RBOERCHVAZ L33,

1



12 FERXDIER

FRIXDOERITRDO L BY THD. TPTHE2ETIL, AL & EEDEEVRERFFRIZD
WTIRRS. B3I ETIE, 77 7BERALAVEESELSHROBEEEEL LT GIN 212
FL, HEEBROBEBEERZEL T, TOEMELHRIETS. KRIZE 4ZTE, GIN
ZEEBERE 2 FH T 2EBROEEO HEEEE GIN-IC DEEE1TS. GIN-IC(7 2
AF v EGROSERBEISEA L, BRERTE0EG ESRL BBEET5 2 L 0T
ZRT. BSETIE, IVEBOTeSS00884KEENE LI=FETH S GRAPE
DR/EEATV, V—THBENLER 7075 AOEBAERMBEICERL, FOEMEEP®R
T D, FLT, BO6ETIIGRAPE X AW T4 & T AMBEICR L TEMRRRT L
UXLDOBHENEBZITS. BREBIZETETHEREZER, FRERIET 3. ‘



F2E XHAZCICEET B LR

AETHE, AR LBEEORVELFE, BEHRICLI7T /T A0BBER, 75
THERAEZAVICAB T 0TIV, BT 0T I 0 S OEBLE~DOISRICET
DIERHFFEIZ DV TIRARB .

2.1 #E{LEHE (Evolutionary Computation; EC)

AETIE, £MOEIZE > 2 BEERFETH DHEEE (Bvolutionary Computa-
tion; EC) IZ2OWVWTIRAD. EHADHRRNRL DL LT, BEMHT LT Y X5 (Genetic
Algorithm; GA) [1-5], BE#I7 0T I 2 (Genetic Programming; GP) [6-10], #{k
7w 5 7 (Evolutionary Programming; EP) [11], i#/{k¥il& (Evolution Strategy;
ES) [12172 ERZT oD, fuch, EYOERITEN & BB %7872 Ant Colony Optimization
(ACO) [13, 14]%° Particle Swarm Optimization (PSO) [15, 16172 ¥ BRE S h, BET
HIERITFENTLIL TN D, TNEDOFEIE, FO X5 2REICR LTHILEMICEA
TEDEOERREFSNT, TAT) XLADOERNGLEHELTHY, FD L5 LFESP R
LTAFba—YRT ¢ 27 X (MetaHeuristics) &U)95.

ZITH, EEHEORRORAITHEGCGA L, vl 7 A5 BEERT S GP, B&
WGP DY RIZDONTIHRAS,

2.1.1 EEMI7ILTY XL (Genetic Algorithm; GA)

GA [1-5]1%, J H.Holland I £ » TRES N2 KE(LB L UOBRED DO T LY A A
ThH5. GAIZEHDELT 2 RANLERINERBRRICESSBERTNVITY AT
HY, BREIK, TX, BAERR EOBEGREZAVTH UWERE RS AL,
ERBHDVIIREEELERICERTIFETHS. EVOEILOBERICE Y MBI
AV B EAREZEICLTEY, 13LAYH LW IR, EROMBEICEFTER
A THD. DD GA Y, REFREICLHEERAOFCREEN, F0FAENRE
nTn3a.

GA DB ORI 2.1 DX 512725, GA Tid, FIDICHHEFRER L LTHRD bh
EOEEEZEY HT. TN OBEEIIMEICIT 2 ROERTH Y, —KRITDOILFEF]
ELTREAINDZ ENEV., ZHFEDORAEKICHEY TS, BHEL IZ—BICZFOME
EREBEOREICEOBREEEL TV A0 2RTIHMEETH Y, BEREIN-BEL TR
BEDOERNPOENRES. 29 LTELNZFEEROBISEZEIC L TEH LW OE
FEMAZAERT S, INEFHARKEVY, ZOBREEEIILEERIENTHLILS. =0
HRERERTREZ2M-TE TRYIEY



M EERRE D ERL

v
TS B 0D 5E AT ¢—

REROBEFERADER
BRT&RM?

GEIR « XX - RARLR)

BT

X 2.1: GA DALERDFREAL

INETICHRBRET NV E UTEHE2 RFENRBRIN TV, SLERMLFELE L
T Simple GA (SGA) »H 3. SGA TITET, BWINEIZHAI L BIREREZFV - L —
Ly MEIRIZE - T, EFERLRAEOEGEZEEZFLORIRT 5. &Iz, BRLEE
M OEEZBEE L U TR L TRX 21T, RSN FEEE KRR OB ERER &+
5. SGA T, MWEBRET CORTE AR (FIHINK) X EWVRIRE T TofEs
EWH R D B.

ZOMBEIFRT D DITRE S NI HARRZMRET /LD 1 212 Minimal Generation Gap
MGG) [17, 18]143% 5. MGG Ti¥, ETTHLEZER L TEKERNS S LV FAIZ2HE
EEBHEEE LUTRIRT 2 (EEAHFIRY) . RIZ, ZORBECEX 28R UET
L, FEEZEHEERTS. 0L LTELNZERBEE L TXTOFEREDOEND,
BREORbEW IEEE, A—Ly MBRIZEZ - TRIRS Lz 1 B2 kiRICET
OETFTIE, BROBEE CEAEMOSHEENERE SN, SGA IZHAAUIHIIN R
TNV EEINTWS. MGGIRIZNE TIREL ORBEICEA SN, FOERMEIVREE
n<Twna [17-21].

GA OERBEIZIE, KO3 OBH 5.

iR (Selection)

BEEOBEEIS U THRVIBELVRIREITI ZEICE T, #kH B WIIHEEZITS. &
JISEIG C=BRE(TO 728, BGEOEWERIZELVZLOFRERELSTLARS.
REHZBIRFE LT, RISRTA—Ly MRIR, b—F A2 MBIR, SUo78R, =
U— MRER EBRIT NS,

o /L'—L v MEBIR (Roulette Selection)

WG H U7 RER TEEEZBRIRT 5.

o h—F 2 FER (Tournament Selection) .



BEEED? D h—F A2 M A XL LTERD bR EOEEE TV F MRIRL, +
DHETHRLESEOEVEAESEZ N—F A FNOBEL L TCRIRT 3.

o 77 #IR (Rank Selection)
BB OIS E ONEAL TREIEOBIRFER 2D 5.

o T U — NMRIFHERE
BH LN OBEEEBEIREDOBVIEIZEDE EROIARIIES.

PP AV MRRICIIRD &5 2R S B 720, MOFELEBELTERTWA LS
LTV,

o M—FTRAU I AXEEZXDI LT, BEKDBIRELRYEZX DI LENTES,

o BRFERVEICEDEIZKTE L2V DT, HEREIER LTV 2 BRI OBIRIC b
FATE?.

Fiz, =) — MAFERIIRERFC Lo TR ZAEREERDOMEE S LN TE 5.
T ) — MREFEIRIZER, MoOBRIBELEDETAVLNS.

X (Crossover)

EY2EEROHEEIEY, BEVWORAKDORBRGTFEEEL, TMEOME %2 -5
LWEEZERT 2. 2> TREOENZEOPELEbIN, L0 ERL-EER
EREND LI CTEEEAOELIMBESND. BRICH, —ARXN, BATY,
—HRRX, BT AV MR R EEARBERD .

ZERZR (Mutation)

ERIEFITH L THERITEONERERICESNT, 20BGFE2LETETS. BRERD
BRL LT, RREMOBRHMEHEZBELTLES Z L ORI L, BFTEN S OB
Fens.

212 BIEMTOY53>% (Genetic Programming; GP)

GP [6-10]1%, ELHEIL Lo TT B I ARFHEEFAERT S, — 202 GP l2BW
T, AMEEEZHWTT RIS T L2RBT5. GP CRIAEIELZRVWSZ LT, Lisp =S
DSHKOWE LIETe ST 055 LNTXA.

GP b GA LRIFRIZAZX, BRERLREOBEGHREIZ X - T, HARZHREITS. GP TH
WHENDREM R IZZ o OEEOWMOAREZWT B L5 HiETh D, GP THLEE
DIFRRE SPRESTVRND, FEK TR ERBEFTE2EFNENRERNICED S,
RRERTEARD ) — e T 0 FAZHID ) — RREDAICEERT 3. K 2.2 128 GH0E
DF E R



e m e

X 2.2: GP DBEERIEDHI

GP TIHEREDORE SHBRE - TR0, HRRTREZRVIEL TN 5 bIzANK
ELRVTEDLILNHD. ZhiFTe— b (bloat) &LFETH, GP OETERRRIED—
DTHD. APKREL 2D 2 & TRBEDENB LN LV, —RIZRBKEL 20+
ELLTURBMHOPE 2, RRYPENELARD. IO L5 2BEEEH DI, GP TIX
RORESZHIRT 2LERDHD. RIC— R FELZET S,

o KDEEEFIFRT 3.
o /— FEZEHIBT3.
o MEBANZEREZRERVW ./ — R, HHOKREFREL.

CDEIRBRFTETADREZEFIBTHZENTES. LiL, bEVHBRERLLS T
2L, BEOSHERRONERDENEL 2> TLEI DT, HEBREDTEMEL b
¥IHRIZT D HERH .

213 BEMTOJSIVIOHRR
EVa—-E

TNAY LT n 77 ©eElT 286, AMIZE > THRRDIZE S 2 — LTk
ZHEST, NSRTay 7 ZHEITEZETHE. THETIZGPICHT A4 TV a—
MEFEPRREI N TV S,

VIN—F L OEBERD GP OMEEL LTHMTH D LB BN, ThICESWTE
REINT=ONREBHBEHERE (Automatically Defined Functions; ADF) [7]T#H 5. ADF %

6



BAETTZ 5 (BEFE) X, BEOAEEGP THAIND 1 2OKRTHS. FOKIT
WD2ODE N LEREND -

o ANMFEL (EMSERLZ %) 2804)
o BMERE (1 2LLLD ADF BREHSNL TV BEEHL)

ADF Db 2 DO8iE, WTE bEDOXIR LAY, ADF 26EH L GP I3ETH
RELT, BRESEAH-T- T a— g% L7 0l S AR ERT 5.

Angeline & Pollack IZ & - THRE & #17= Module Acquisition (MA) [22, 2311, & 57
COHBMICERTDOOEMEBRELRNEVWS ATADF LITRKE<ERLD. MA
DEEEELHDLERODE TS,

e MA THWHLNBZ Y TN —F N3 EVa— N EMTh, BEROEMSEELS &
LZHELTELRS.

o BONIET 2—/WIT7A 7T VILREEENS.
o BV a—/THTITIEKIRE S BIR) & LTBHGKIN, RKETBRENS.

o T2 — 3/ a— LB E LTHRDAD. Thbb, HAEENLELNIEE
Va—NVZEEEPCBBARETH D.

TAT7 7 IVATOEY 2— L0l (BH) 13TohT, 1 20FVa—/LitEE» LS
BMENTWIRY 7477 VRNIRTFEEND. £, 5475 VIREShBETITT
Va—NeBRTIEEIEANC I OETTHER, BRUEEERBRVIHERES &
WARZRIZ L > TEARIERY, TOBIIEMT3 2 Lick3.

GPIZHTHEY a2 —/MEDRL L LTHIZ S, BISKHE 2 —/L 4R (Adaptive Rep-
resentation) [24]°HEIRY~ 27 0 E#H (Automatically Defined Macros; ADM) [25]72 &8
H5. WEHTY 22— /VERTRMBEL LTVIABFOE 2— ) 27 1y 7 RLEHICH
THRFERICESNT, MEOBHRREVa— LOBERE LTRIRSNS. BiTh
TEBORIEALGHEHEN, FHLOBEEH VT T L—F L LTEHRDOEIC X
ns.

G T2 EE L MR T — 2B

GPIIDY 7 harBa—TF 4 R ELITEST, BEER Bl 2 va—%70
TIb) BHAE LTERTS. £k, BEEREANE LTETHT, FhEHERL
WEFTDZENTED. GP VAT AL, SBELRIENTEEESTHETA I LNTE
BbIE, FEOT —FHMEGARSZE Y~ BABT A ENTES. %D, XF
B, B, Kielara—F7ulI5TRHIZLEDOTEBZEEDT — B NET 5
TENRTED. BlAiE, GPE#AVWTEEDOEAZEL S BE, 2E Y — 038R
MRAE R Lz RMEbN [26]. %72, VR MDY — Tl 5 L08R LI GP
FEA S TWD [27, 28], GPIIHIRT —# B OEICHE 5 Z L A TE %, Langdon
XTGP VAT L %HE-T, WMBETF—FEEEL IS Z LITRI Lz [29, 30].



BMEEEHN OIS 25 (Strongly Typed Genetic Programming; STGP)

B BB T m S 7 I 7 (Strongly Typed Genetic Programming; STGP) [31]+% Mon-
tana IZL > TERES N, T—F 8% GPIZEATARAE, £RT D7 07T MHFK
ZRITHZ L TGP OBRBEEREPMEIFAZLTHD. Hl2IE, W@Ab&w7D&7
LEERLI2NE DL, GPARL—ZOEAEHIRT 5.

W—7E B

N—T BRI, TRTTLAOERICBOWTEERREZ D, BVIBELEERES =
em;of,:yﬂ&b&fnﬁiAK&@,~%Mﬁﬂ%k&5.L#L,@Dﬂbﬁ
ExRED e YT AT, MEICERL—TICREZEBH 5. Tu T AhOERL—T
ERRTDHIEITEROICRTRETH S, Twing DEEFERICLZ L, “TRT 07 as
TLADEBILEEERET B EDTEDZ 0/ T MITEE LRV, BB FiEx TEL
REZRETDZLDTEDR 0 7 MIFELFET A, —RANTELRER MR -
LIETERY. ZOBLEFEIIGP VAT AL D7 vl 5 A0 ICw L CEERTER
2525, Tl LaEELIEDREE, AiboTEDTRITLABKTL, DTy
TABKET LIRWDEMB Z LITTERY. DFEY, GPIZBVWTEESERRL— 712
TWAENE I N, BEEFMETORVESNSRNEWVWI Z L 2Bk T S, L1 E
BA—T%RDFTHZENRTERLELTYH, BH 72— XTIIAR T%f:b\ikmﬁb\%
TRHPREICRDFERL—TREET IFRER DD, F070, V1—FLEREYE
Zu o AEELSEDERITIE, 7u&7A®%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ¢éﬁ&%&wTk<m%m
Ho.

MRV — T 8 D VBB L — T2 HIHT 27 7o —F L LTIEIRD XL 5 RFENE 2
BB,

-%7ufibcﬁbﬁbﬁﬁ@ﬂ@%%ﬁé

o TRV TAIEXDHREREFEENNS—VEBIIHEL, £T0 ST LIBOEL
KITEE L D b U— FE7ICBET 2l 24Th e 5.

o IEGRINR, B EEESBIOKNREEATERL—7H D VIFEFIZEVAL—
TIEHORWEWIRFENRTEDL L HIRETTS. HE LIRS, RAZEFEL
VTV IT A TEERLEZVTASERS D00 LRV,
FROI1FERL2FHOT 7 —Fi3, RFMGIFREST (Time-bounded execution) T
Lz 3. GPICRITARMGIRETICE, oS ADETEERCETRHMZEIEL
720, HBAVEETHEBESRDZ LTS T AIRT AT 4252508V bD
Bd5.

Kinnear (%, $EBIC{E- 7o/ —7#E (dobl) ZEFEHALTY—FFu s s skt
7= [28]. W—THEIIROENTZEZIDOY A MIHLTHERAESNEDT, BVIELIZAER
EicEzbhd. £, Koza IFRNRRINZELIEIZEICEST, 74 R T vF
VO ERTHERETo7 [6]. ZOERIFRT /7 A0EDEFTIZRVE, B
REEIZE> T2 L VWA%. Koza D7 7e—F T, £ I w77 ATbik
TTAIENMRESNTVA.



22 ELEEICKBZ OIS LOBHER

ELFHBIZ L D2EB S T 17 (Automatic Programming) DfXFEF & LT, 2.1.2
TR GP BHF b D, BIEE TICAMESR V2 GP Oftlz, #(LEHEIZ X2 BB
TurI IV OFERBEBERELTVS.

Koza i “Genetic Programming — An Introduction; On the Automatic Evolution of Computer
Programs and its Applications” D THEIZ 0 /T I 7\ FASEICOWTKRDO L S 7
EFEE LTS [8,9].

. avEa—F ETEDIERE (Thbb, avPa—F7nrI A0l
LBIZEDLBHIRTLDON) BAELHT

2. IBIEVEE ORI 2 < .
3. FREEE OERIZE/NELAER LA,
4. BT BB DKR X ST ERTL » TRBT 2 BEMR 2,

5. LN DHIET, RUARH Y NOERLRT 0TS LD (AEY, &YKL,
YITN—F o, F—aEE FRRY) 2EETS.

6. Bib > CHIEZ HRT 5, BOIT—NERADITS, FAXV—FFBETS, HBHN
WERREICR LT AT LR —HT 57 EOMEINR

7. RO RELRMBICHXISARETH 3.

8 ANHIOT a7 <, $EFEE, HAVEEMORHBICL s TERINEZLD L R
THBERWE D REREAERTD. b LITENBEETRRTETHDID, FE¥N
WIS O REFAERTE 3.

9. +HICERIN, BERFWETHY, BNIZBEINELS, EITRICABON AL NLE
E L7,

FRITBWTHEB 0/ 73070 AEEZAVEEE, LRk 5 L E
ATV AT LAEEBRT S,
RETIE, WS OPDOHB TR S5 IV FOFREICONTHERS,

2.2.1 GP with index memory (5 v 7 X XE{}¥ GP)

Teller iZ GP TREXLAFV ZWI DA VT v I ZAAEY LWNH FEZRREL, Z0
FER Turing FTLTHHZ L 2R LKL [32-34]. A F v 2 ZAAEY % b oFE#EI, GP
RE—RTEFTRENDZAEVE2ED. AEVIZEDONEHHOBKEL 22 20
TE&, ZoZ2&RiLs & LTEBMT 5. £7-, GP 0oEtE > M2 Read & Write &\ 5
ML B EZMADZ LT, ZOAFV T Z7EA%EITSH. Read & Write DALIEFITIR D
Xohs.

o (ReadY) : Memory[Y] DIE# &Y.



e (Write XY) : Memory[Y] DfE#IE L, Memory[Y] IZ{E X % & & iAte.

AEYDEE 20, AT DL IBEEOCHEX 20 L35, ZOEKIX 2020 FEoOREES
LB LENTEB.

2.2.2 Linear Genetic Programming (LGP)

Linear Genetic Programming (LGP) [35]I1ZBARERBHD L Ea—& 7 n s S5 A%l
5. AEEZEICLIELISPOL S RBHR 0 s S I /EE AV — K72 GP ©
RIDRDLYVIZ, LGP TEHCEBOL I RFHEEDOS v T s ebE 3. LGP O
BEEIFTEOHELR CEEOMPIITERRIND. AREbONUDEBRSN-L YRS
rECEER CIZOWTRIERITY. BRIZANOL VR ZITHMEND. LGP D71 S
7AG1ER 2318, LGP TRRI23 DL I 2FRMEMDOT 0 /S s TR, ERER
X > TSRS, '

void LGP(double r[8])

{
r[0] = 1[5] + 73;
1[7] =1[0] - 59;
r[2] =1[5] +1[4];
1[6] = 1[7] * 25;
[1]=1{4] - 4;
f7]=1[6] *2;

23: LGP D71 75 ADH

2.2.3 Grammatical Evolution (GE)

Grammatical Evolution (GE) [36-38JI13EBNEZ X HEATEAHBT I v /5I 07D
FHETHS. GE TiX, BNF (Backus Naur Form) (29> Tt S -ERHAIC L T
BEFENPORBRIA~D~ v 7 (Genotype to Phenotype Mapping) %17 5. GE DY
BRITBbitIc= v a— Fahi=ty MITHREH, BNF OXXEL—LOERIER =T
24 R L D R AEN— NV R EAEOFERIZETHALTW ZET, 7urs I
EERT S, RXRCERERL COBRGERIEIIGA TRWLNTWA LD LAETHS.

10



(A) <expr> ;= <expr> <op> <expr> (0)
| (<expr> <op> <expr>) (1)
| <pre-op> (<expr>)  (2)
| <var> €)]

(B) <op>:=+ (0)

- @
1@
[* ()
(C) <pre-op> ::= Sin
(D) <var>:=X (0)
[ 1.0 (1)

X 2.4: GE O3B/ — L DB

224 ZTOMOBETOISIVIDFE

ERBEFIELUMI O RA RRAZAWEED S 0 /7 IV JOFERRRESLTVS.
W, HcRBET w75 I 7 DOFEE LT PushGP [39-41] & Object Oriented Genetic
Programming (OOGP) [42-44] & [T 2 FIENRE I TV 5. PushGP 13 Spector IZ
Lo TCEMHBERICHRBENIERAF v I/ R—2D T 0 /T I/ EFETH 5 Push Language
ZERZES. OOGP X LISPEENPRDVICIAVAD L 547 V= s MEME O T 0 )
FIVIEROENREIT). MFPELOLECHBPFOHLEZSLEL TS LS 20E
P, 74 RTFTyFESI, Y=+ Tl Ta0E) CHEASh, BREERFALE 2
77 LOBEBAERKIZERI L TN,

11



23 JS7BERBERAV-EEI OIS I VY

AETIL, —fxE72 GP TR X 5 RAMETIIRL, VI THBETRRASNET Y
7 L EECENZBEIER T 2 FIEIC OV TR S.

2.3.1 Parallel Algorithm Discovery and Orchestration (PADO)

Parallel Algorithm Discovery and Orchestration (PADO) [45-471137 T Z7#& 2%\,
PADO D70 75 MINWK DD ) —RERZ w7, AT vl AAEYnbEREINS.
K 251ZPADO OREEFIZRLTWNWS, F7T BT TAZIRAI VI EAL VTV I AAEY %
o THENRBEREFE/FTHIENTES. PADO DF ) — RIZT 7 & a3 VER & Sk
TN LRSI, V—TOREABEHICERTEXS. PADODT RS T AiE, AH—h
S FhoBtAL, &/ —FE2WUsTW Z & TREEZITW, A by ) — RIZELE D
Tur 7 LERT TS, PADO FEIESLEICHE SNEDMEEL R LTS,

wl
Pl
o
o
=~

start

stop

LTI

indexmemoryl'lll!lllll’

2.5: PADO D&

2.3.2 Parallel Distributed Genetic Programming (PDGP) &
Cartesian Genetic Programming (CGP)

Parallel Distributed Genetic Programming (PDGP) [48] & Cartesian Genetic Programming
(CGP) [49,50]1b 7 7 7HBEFHRAL TWAFETHSB. ZNHDFETIE I — K7+
V—FRl0bsREHRENS S 7HEEELHR>. PDGP TiF, BELBR{ELZRBEIHE
AT B0z LT, CGP TILEEFEN LRI ~D~ v 7 (Genotype to Phenotype
Mapping) ZATVy, BAGEREEZ —RITOBHEINIK L CHATS. £/, CGPIC HBIEK
EZOBEZEA L7 Embedded CGP (ECGP) HB|BEINTEY, BED CCP L H~T
MERED RV & 0 ) REBER P HE sh T2 [51, 52].

12



233 BIEWRY FDO—0 0TS0y
(Genetic Network Programming; GNP)

BENR Y FT—2 7075 I (Genetic Network Programming; GNP)  [53-5611%,
= FERy MU= RIZEKTEZLICL-T, PRI 20EBEREITD FETH
5. GNP X, A& —h/—F (start node) , ¥|E/— F (judgment node) , WL/ — ]
(processing node) D 3FEIED /) — RN bR Y, HAEZ T 7 OEEIZR>TNS., AF¥—h
/=K%, 7ur7 AOBRRMEEZRT. HE/ — NIZIED bRFMHEEITY, HE
FERIZUE> TROBBELBRT 2. LB — FIF, EDSRELEEITY, kD) — R
~RITEBBESED. Thon/ — FROBRLBEBIZI>Tru s S aRERShS.
GNP FERERT—V = POTBIHAEICER S, —RA972 GP LV bE VSRR L
T35,

234 ZOMDIS IBERREAV BB IOISIVY

EZBTF BN 7S TEERBREAVIEB I 0 /T I U S FERBREINL TS,

Linear-Graph GP [57]i3 LGP % 7' 7 7HERBUHLAR L7z b D TH 5. Linear-Graph GP
D%/ — FiZ, “linear program” & “branching node” ¢ 2 BHRIZ AR E 415, “linear program”
TIIERE 2 L D0 %, “branching node” TI3Ze43I%4T 5. Linear-Graph GP Tii/L—
THEEIRDRNED, T4 —R7xTU—FROST TG R 5.

BEAYA— b~ F Y (Genetic Automata Generation; GAUGE) [58]1%, &Iz <2 %
RVDSO LI T 7ER LD, NEREOBWVIC X 2440 % BBILERK T2 Z LIz
Lo THIEMIR 21T 5. GAUGE TIXBBEICNERREK 2 ELBR THEMNIZESBT S
7o, KRBT A2 RITHREMLEL L. GAUGE IZBEET—U = v N OFTEIRE
RRICX LT, ATy 7 AAEYVREGPRELD bHERRNI EBRENTNAS.

13



24 BETOT5 2T DEGUIEADGH

AETIXGPIIREINIHEB T 0 75 I v 7 OEBLESTF~DEAFIZ W TIRR
5. RENRSAFLE LT, ERSEMECEBRLEY 4 VE DRT~DGERET bR
%. Tackett |3 GP ZEBOEREICERD L2 OREMMEERRIE LTz [59]. 7T 7i#ERE
RAWEBE T 127 IV 7FETH D PADO W ERECETRICEA S Tv 5 [46,
47]. Zhang 51X LGP 2% 7 7 AOEGSEMBEICEA L, BHEOAEEL A= GP 2
PR THRAEWI L 2R LTS [60]. &5i2, GP #HVW=EE) b DR 7 v
Y X LDBEBAERICET AR GITONTEY [61, 621, BEIER S B SEIT AR
DRET L BDERELULETHEZ ENFERTVWA.

L ZAT, —IIICEGAIRIZEBWNT, B L T 3 EREHIR 2 R 4 2 ELE 7 ¢
NEOMHBEDREERET DI LIIRECTHE L VLS. ZORBICK LT, #LEES
RAWTEEROEBRUIET 4 V¥ OEAELEEZRELTHZ & T, ERLEVEGEHRS
BEEE T2 FERBRINTVS [63-65]. AEEREGLHE B4R (Automatic
Construction of Tree-structural Image Transformation; ACTIT) [64, 65]1% GP % BV Tkl
EROEBLIE T 4 V& & BEMEE TS, 22— IR ORISE & 70 2 EE{S - AR H
HiE#HR (BEER) , YETHIL, BRTOREECEEEL?MABEORX X TELE
BHERNORDIHBEEGRE Y N2 AETS. FERIIETHIE ., — b A S, &
J—RTIEF/— FBHALEEREZAAE LT A A FABEEZTV, 8 — F~OEE
BEHNTE. BREAIR, — FOLAEBRBIBLND. ZOR ) — FTEL LR
FEROER L BREBRE LB TSI L TABEZFML, GPICL 3 HASTREBYIET
LT, BRRAREEREGLEY V5 2 HETEH. HRRRIZL - TH LN ARHEE
REBAE T « L& IXHMESE v MO L TEDREBRERE 2o T WA, 2k
BEMEBRE Y D EELIORMEBRICER LB L RSEOLEBNTZ D = E N TE 5.
ACTITIZZ N E TIZE THRHABERCEEBZ ) L OFEE UFEDOKE, EREEGLE, Y
DFk A 2 EHRAR D B BMEEICHEA S, ZOFEENTENTWAS. £7-, ACTIT % 3K
TCEGALIRIZ IS Uz 3D-ACTIT [66-72]CEBIIE T )V F D/RT A —F ik L R
\Z B b9 % F5 & LT Parameter Tunable ACTIT (PT-ACTIT) [73, 74]%° Genetic Matrix
Algorithm (GMA) [75]1 HBEE N TV 5. 3D-ACTIT |1[E F 5 AL 0B {8 AL ER 1= st
LTRIFRREZZT TS, PT-ACTIT =° GMA IFEGLE T A L H DT A —F LK
BEORFFRELICHII LTINS, £, IEFRMTRIVFENLTWRAS 77 4y 7 R
A— RICHE# XN TV 3 GPU (Graphics Processing Unit) % #E(bEHEIZIE AT 2 AFEEMNE
FEIIThTW5B [76-78]. ICi#k [79] Tk, GPU FIHT A Z &L THEHE R FOF
23572 ACTIT OB ZEET D Z LTI LTV 3.

14



25 F&

RETIE, APFRICEECEVERMIEL LT, E(LEEREEHEIZ L AN 2oho
BENW 0w/ I IRk BRI RS T I S OEBLE~DRABIZOWNTEN L.
WRELETIE, RETRMNLELIREE S 0S5V FEL VB ENEARA T O 75520
WEAZBHEVERTAZLEZBEME LEFEORERTo T L.

15



835 Genetic Image Network | K 2 E{RZE
B HENESE

3.1 ZCsic

BEE CICRA REBLBET LT Y XLABRRESH, FROLOEPERRINTNG,
L2 VERALENT, TOERVE S ERICEIEFEL TV ARENEL, dEERICKED
PTICER R 21T 5 AR FRIIHESI S TV, 22T, BEHL, EHkz2 B
& UTZERALHE T % 28— N V2T MZETBHENTOA TS, 9%, H v 7 LEE
THRIAERERD L, EHGOBEFIED E8ESE21T561& LT, IMPRESS [80, 81104
BEFLND. ZHE, P TVRETELONEFORBEMIIE LT, HoLnUnA
BENEBEZELNW L ODOEEHRMBEEIBRDOTH,H SRS BVEFIELRD 5 5D T
HD. iz, HAONERES L BIEEE» S RIFEOLEFIES GA AWV BB %
BTD2FEBRESN TS [82]. ZOLBEFECITINHELE, BIELE L AND+NOT,
OR DFEEDHEATEZRANTND. b, #EEHEZERUBICER LEflE LT, =
RLUTCWRAMOEGRER L, BEMOBEMAREGLE Y L7 OEAT L LTHREL, GA
RGP ZAVCTEEEELITS FEMRESH, APENTRENTWS [63]. EERLHE
TANZ 2 ARBERICEEDLEDZ LT, a—¥hoRtIh - 2iTES (REg, BE
HR) 2ZRL, GP AW THEHBRERO HEHEE LT Y ACTIT [64, 651 Tix, #EME
BALE % BERNICERT A Z LTI LTWS. ACTIT IE ZAVE T & R H ALERoE
BRI R4 REBAE O BEMERICER Sh, FOEDMENRTIN TS (66, 67].

ARETE, EEHELZRWEERERO BRI LT, EELEHROREFEL LT
Ry NU—JHBERFIATAZL2RETS. =9, 328 CHERERORRFEL LT
F v bU—2##EEZ AV 5 Genetic Image Network (GIN) %4RET 3. Z0#%, 33HT
GIN D#ER 74— R74 U — FRy MU — 7 #EIZHIIR L 7= Feed Forward Genetic Image
Network (FFGIN) %% L, MEEOFTEZIT.

3.2 Genetic Image Network D123 & 514

32.1 HE

—MREGZ, Ry NT—JBEIET 4 — My 7 ORBFCFE CHEEOER A, BENFR
DERL VTR EEXD L, AMEELV LEVWRARNZ b TWHE VLS. 22T,
EHEEZAWTEGLE T V¥ 2Ry MU — 7 HERIZEBICEA TS 2 & TH
BEBLOBEELEEITY, GINZRETS. GIN TRy NV — 7 HEEZRBEFRLE LT
WH 72D, AEEELEDEHRBEORRANTRETHS. EOHITAEETHEERRTE L

16



No.1 No.2 No.3 No.4 No.5

A@2,3)B*@ B C*2.B DS, in)E (5, in)

Type (Connection 1, Connection 2)

* : one-input image filter.

: not appear in Phenotype.

3.1: GIN DOHEIEH]

NTERNWT 4 — Ry 7 ORBSLRFE UHEOFFA, #3HEGEH B BN Fl
BB&RD. TITiE, GINZAWZEEZRERDEHEBEERZITY, FOMEEY LT3
EEBIT, AMEETIIRBATERVBEDEBSN TE AL Z L 2HERTA.

3.2.2 Genetic Image Network (GIN)

GIN D&

GIN O#EEFIZ K 3.1 1277, GIN TiE, Xy NT—27 &2 5710, 74— KKy
7 DRESCEBE N EOEEBEOREANTETHD. £/ — NI 1 ANEFIZ2 AHOH
BUWET 4 N FWZHIELTEY, AASNZERICH L THET 57 4 VX LB ET,
EREHITS. FRXOERTIIEBGAET A VE 22 ANETIIRELED, 3ASN
ULDOEBLET 4 VE OB FNHFEICIZFRETH 5.

%/ — FIXFAEAICEROEA T, HE1UHERD b -EMOEGREBDO%, H
NEPCEBREZRYET. ZZTIRIOEREROEREZ “XT v 7" LS L T
5. EREMOEITRIZAIORN ) — RIZHA TRV, £z, 2 A7 42108
WTANEBRE—FND LG LNRWEET, BEREBREZITOT—FNbANShEE
BEEZDEEHNITHZLLTE. ERAET 4 NVE Ty FOFIZ, nop 74 % (TH
LRV 2EHDHIET, AT v TEREVGETHREOQNBEELEM D72V ERIRE EER

17



(Parent 2
No.l No.3

r Parent 1

* Crossover

( Offspring 2
No,1

(" Offspring 1
No.1

: Crossover point

¥ 3.2: GIN IZBIT BRI DA

ARETHD. RMXDERTIIR Yy MU —rDOEFTHRE LCREINARETZRA L2,
%) — REEBICEITTAFEREbEZ OIS, :

H31DES %y NV — 7 gL FEL BV TEE(L%1TY. RakiIgs ) —
FIZEBL, &/ —FiZ2oWT, 74 VZOBHEEANTETR LTV Z L TEBE SN
L. METET4NER 1 ANDFEEIT2 DB OFEEITRBERICIERINLA . J—F
BIIEEET21®, FEROBRGTFHIEEREOLFSITRREINS. FMHEFITIELK
WCEoTERESNDD, BEREZBVIET I LI o TENEEERERINS Z &2
MREEh 5.

GIN [£ &1 2 BERIFEMARZKETIV

GIN D& EEDOBETFENI—KRITOXLFFE LTRREND -0, BN /8GR
BT LRTRETHSH. AR T, BEHREL LTKROL 5 2R L eREE
LAY

o XX
B FE—RFTEDILFINRT 2 — RN EZHRA L. — X TR P, It L->T

18



No.2

\

X 3.3: GIN 2381} B Z28RZE B D 45

YARAINE = ER LR B BRETS. GINICBITARXOF®K 3.2 12577
BENT OO BRHER P Lo GBIRENTZ R I R —2Th Y, B2 EEOBEE
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3.3 Feed Forward Genetic Image Network D323 & 51

3.3.1 E
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ETEDELREBARICARDEVHIBBEEANRDD. T 2Tk, HIZERE LK GIN s
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3.3.2 Feed Forward Genetic Image Network (FFGIN)
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TEIZDWTH GIN & FRRIC— RN L BETFICHTARRERE AW, 72720, BRE
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DEIT, EEHEREROERESHH TH S Genetic and Evolutionary Computation Conference
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PITo7z.

RBOBREER

X 3.18 |Z FFGIN THEE XN EGEROEMBEG T I2HIERTHS. BHLT
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4.2 Genetic Image Network for Image Classification (GIN-IC)
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T I T, ERE#O BEMELTFIETH D GIN ZHE{R5ERIE~ILE L 72 Genetic Image
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. GIN-GIC TR 74— R 74V —FROFXy "= #iE2HRALTRY, /— FOEF
FMFRETH S, GIN-IC D/ — NiZAH ./ — K, EEREHR) —F, HEREHH —F, &
B)— R WA — FOSEEICHESNS. AN/ — FZEEZICHR LTV, B
T ) — FCRERETAEBUET 4 VZ L X DEHBEBRNMTONDS. FFEEMmLH ./ —F
T, ASEZ>ORETAREESHETS. HE — N8\, AAEIRRLT
SISTAEEZME L CHATS. EHROSEIXEN ., — FOEEZ AW TToiILE. GIN-IC
IZ & AERASEONIRIT, FERICH L TEREBREZHEL, EE)bEMEEMH L%,

36



Phenotype No.5 % —

: input node

: image transformation node
: feature extraction node

: arithmetic node

i inactive node

: output node

toenes ' : : connection

--- : inactive connection J

No.9 No.10 No.11 outl out2

G Te 51 Is] [o][10]

: not appear in phenotype

node type  connection 1 connection 2

X 4.1: GIN-IC D& & % D&EFR O]

BEFERRZTVHEEZITY, LVWIHIHNICRS. 20— EONEERELEIEE % AT
HEMEE T 5.

GIN-IC Tid, 41 DX T7 4 —R74U— FHOXy N — 7 #EE L2 SE 2 H
WTEHBIHBET 2. &£/ — FlZEH o0 UDESNIRELNATHWELDEL, AH/—F,
ERERR ) — F, BHEEMHE/ —F, BE/—F HA/ — FOJECEERNE0 ST
5. ZIT, 74— F7+U— NEEEZTFILOANTE LORIRTE S ) — F2HHD
/= RESLVDNSWESIZHIRT 5. £z, BT — FOADTIEIAD ) — FE-
TEBRES ) — F, FEEME ) — FOANDTHLREICAT ) — RE 7 I3ERE#R ) — |,
HE /) — FOANTITRERE ) — FEFRIZERE ) — FIChIRT 3. “hick by, =57
TAHZENTERVEERREELR2NE Y ICT S,

GINIC TIE 74— K74V —FNBIDXRy NU— 7 &R —RITOXFINIERBR L, #
DIXFINIHF U TRIERIER Y. RBEOTFFITIY, &/ — FIZoWNWT, /) — K&
FEANTERR L TWS ZETRRAESND. ET23// — R n AHD ) — ROBEE
i n+l DB UBEOBERICET 2 BETIRRBABICIEHR IR, &) — FEZEEL
T2, FEEOEBETFIHIIEERNOLFIITRREING. &/ — FOKIIEETHS
25, BEROREBIZE > THEASINS /) —F (activenode) &fEA SN2\ —F (inactive
node) HND7=ORB LT/ — FEIZFIE L7725, H4.1 OFITHE, No8 & 11D/ —
23 inactive node T¥ 5.
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4.2.3 GIN-IC DE{GERELHATKETIV

GIN-IC D& B AEDEEFENE GIN R° FFGIN & I —RTDOXFEF & LTEHRSND
e, HEHEERECREZEA T ZEATETHD. KEOERCIIHASAES
Ve UTHEREIED (1+44)BS 2RA L, BERIECITERERFTFE2HEVWE I L L.
RRERITEREREP, Lo TRETHMTRET IV DL TS, RREENEZ S
LEDREBTFORENT LV FLMIEREND. 208, #EELICOWTIEE FoBR %
TOBBUCEET2b0L T, KEOERTHNS (1+4)ES DRAEFIEZRICTTEY
TH5.

1 s r=0L35. BEEMELTTVF I | BELERTS.
2. BEK MITERERBEL L, FEEC % 4 EEERTS.

3. M+COEEOFNLRREEE | EFERRT 2 (RREESEREE LZEEI,
FEEZESLELTERBRT D) . £20%, BEEMEBRU-EREBESHRXS.

4, BTHREZRMELTWVHIEKRTL, #5ThiINE, r=1+1 ELTAT v 72~
R5.

GIN-IC T3k BIZ Lo THEA SRRV — FREET 4720, BEEREICL - CEE
BEOEEPEZ L RWEERHFEET S (Zh% neutrality & FES [49, 83-85]) . FIE3 T,
REEEPEREEFE LB FREELZELE L CBIRT S0, BRER LR LAo7
BETOLRBELOBENDEIY 95, ZhiZk-T, EEKODWEMAHALRREST
NVTOHRMREENITADLEBEZOND. E£2, GINIC MBI 74— R7 T — K
BEORREZHOCEP BV THZOBISIIRASINTEY, EROICFOEDENRTS
T3 [49].

43 TV AF v ERODERENDER
KETIFGINIC 227 7 ADT 7 2T+ B O/IERREICHEA L, BIMEDRIERTS.

4.3.1 RERDFHRTE

AERTIIGIN-ICZRAWTEY T ADT 7 AF v ER DR LT 5. Vision Tex-
ture "CARENTWET 7 AF X EBRERNT6 2 5 ADTF 7 AF ¥ EROLSFEREE/E
R L7c. &7 7 2F % EHRIZ-DOUT 512 x 512[pixels] DEE 2 % 5% L T 64 x 64[pixels]
DREIDOEB 128MEER LT, TREFNOT 7 AF Y EBIZOWT 10T, £ 60
HMOEGREZHEES L LTRHW:, KRERTIIIT_RTOEREZ 7 V— X7 — V288 LT
FERLTWS. ZETEB®ZE 421277

GIN-IC Z AVW=EBRLETIZ 1 2OBETEL 7 T ANENRTRETH D, KERTIIH
F/7—=FE26EABLTE ) — FREK I FARETEILDOE Lz, EESBEORIZIE,
HF) 7 — FOHAERZR DB/ — FICRHIET 527 7 XCEBESET B L L Lt

Thttp://vismod.media.mit.edu/vismod/imagery/VisionTexture/vistex.html
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[ 4.2: 7 7 AF v Wi 04y EFERIT O 7= B m {4

F 4.1 77 AF ¥R OSHER THWZ GIN-IC ®/3F7 A —#{d

A2 T (1+4)ES
JERA=G 112500
IR IR (Py) 0.02

B2 ) — M 100, 0
SR 2 — P 100
WA/ — MK 100
HA /7 — Rk 6

AR OFEMRE U 4.1 2 VW, Z oFEMRI SIS, #EE{&EIELWY T AT
HTE R EFERENTWS /—F (activenode) ¥ &FBELE-LDOTHS.

1

f=Ne+ o (4.1)

I ITC, N REfisi{e s E LW FACHETE M, N HEAERTWS /= M
“Gabz) Z OFERECIE, BWEIELRWIHEM ChD. iz, SBMESIR—-TH-

=RA, RSN TWS / — FEDIDRWIEI BRWIHE S 25,

A@@%%rﬁﬁbtenncwﬂax FlExF 41 1R, AERTIEMEER  —
FEAVBHRERIET 57201, ERER/ — FiE 0 L LEBEIC VT HERE
TFofe. BEZER ) — R80T D4, WHEO GP 2 Y 2 AV ic g & AR b
DTHHEEZDHZENTES., ERIFRA—0/F A =& T 10 BOMIELRFITEIT 1.
AEBR TR, ERZEH . — K& 35, fgfiht / — 2 178, BHE/ —F£20
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£ 4.2: GIN-IC I X 2EE S EER TR EMERH ) — Fo—&

E2¥ i ALPR N

Mean ERFPICEENDRMEDOFEY (FHREHRE)

Max ERPICEENIHFAEORKME (BRBLTIE)

Min H&FIZEEN 2 EREOR/ME B/ PBETE)

SD E§ I & £ 2 BEFRE OE R E

Min to max ERPICEENDRAEORKED O R/MEFE Vb D

1 sigma in rate
2 sigma in rate
2 sigma out rate
3 sigma out rate
First quartile

Median
Third quartile

Mode
Skewness
Leptokurtion
255 pixel rate
0 pixel rate

EHIRETRE £ BEREICE > TV AEEROEIS

(1o NFER) «

A METRE £2X MEEREICUE > TV BEZEROEE

(20 NHER)

LI FETE £2X BHERZEITE > TWRWEEROZS
Q20 FhHER)

I PERE £3x BMERZEITUNE > TORWEIER OIS
(30 S HER)

FERRMEE FNFICE T & EThD 1/4 DALEIC Y7 5 EHRE
(% 1 95 (r%k)

FERRME & AR~ b E PR DAIBIZ Y - B ETE  (F5efE)
FERE L FNEICHE Tz & & ThD 3/4 DALY 7= 5 PEaRE
(%8 3 W45z %k)

Ho b bHRBEEORVKETIE (REME)

RIRESA OIETMER R T RE (BE)

WRESFAORY BE%RTRE (RE)
EHBFIZEEND 255 BROEE ORI E
ERFICEEND 0 HOEROE S

* FFMER ) —

RiZ&T1 20EBAIZH LT 1 >OEEHAT2

BEMAB L. ERICEALEEBER, — F (EGOAET L F) 13 A OEGOE
7 4 vF—%H 5 nop, nopl, nop2 ERRWZ3STEETH S, HMEHE —RE LTI
IR RECHTIEOEREREL KD 5 b D L OABIM A ELEET I L0%, &
B — R LTIBERERERCKNEBRED ) — FEAWTWS., RERICH /-9 E
HitH ) — R&2&R 421, BE/ —F2R431ZFT. WO — RIZo0NT b EREEG D
DEER/—FLELTEELNRRLE. GINICIZIE, ZALD/ — ROMAEhEIZ
Lo THEMRSBBREBRT D LBHF SN D,
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F43: GIN-ICIZ L AEBOBEERTHWEEE ) — Fo—&

B2y i A | RN

Sum 2 AN EANF2 DFEIRT

Difference 2 A1 EAN 2 DEEIRT

Multiplication 2 AR EAS2 OFFEIRT

Division 2 AN %EANF2 TEl- 1= 8%kt

Greater 2 ARTIBAS2 XYW RETHIZ1.0 %,
5 TRTIE0.0 #iET

Less 2 ATIBAA22 LV /NS TFNIELO %,
Z 5 TRITNIZ0.0 2RT

Equal 2 AATEAR2BELTHIZ 1.0 %,
%5 TR 0.0 #iRT

Greater (4) 4 ABTHBAR2 Lo REFHIEAS 3 %,
D TRITNIEATD 4 3BT

Less (4) 4 ABDTBAT2 LV /RETFHIEAS 3 %,
%5 TRITNIEASD 4 23R+

Equal (4) 4 | AH1EAN2RELFIIZAS S %,
D TRITNIEAS 4 23RS

Absolute 1 AT 1 OMERHEZ RS

Threshold 1 ANTIH00 LY RETFHIE 1.0 %,
5 TRITIF0.0 ZiET

Piecewise Linear 1 ADLD300 LV KREL DD 1.0 LD /IEWNEEI
AN 1 DfEZE, 0.0 LFOHANL0.0 %,
1O LDOHEIT 1.0 2iET

Sigmoid VIEA BB AT 1 Z2RA LI EEERT

(7 %A FBE : f(2) = i)

Reverse 1 AN OEAZRKEE U EEIET

Const 1 0 EF 1.0 2iRT

Const 0 0 E$# 0.0 ZiRY

Const 255 0 E# 255 &+

Const -1 0 E$-1.0 23ET

Const Pi 0 E n BT
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432 RBROBERLER

EREHR /) — FEE 100 & L72B4E, GIN-IC IZHETE B I3 5 EARER 100% D4
PREEETOIENTERL. L, BRE®R — FE 0L LEEETIE, HETEEIC
Y DIEERD 100% O/ EREEET L LN TERMok. L, BTk —F
KL THREREZDFELLTWEHBRICERT I ERTEENLTHEEEL LN, EE
B — RERAWDZ L OFMER R T -,

RiZ, TR LI0EBRERNEROSEICHEATS. RMER & IT5EB ORI E
LTWRWHETEGICELUOER TH 5. RAEGOBEIL 7088 (£ 5 2 118%) T
HD. FERCTHWZRMEBROF %X 43 17T, 10 EORITCREE SN 7-43E% % F
WTRMBEBODEE T - EEROEL 2R 44 17T, ROMEITHEY 7 S A2 F0 Y
FRLEELLKGETEEETHD. EBREHR — FEAVWDZ L CHEREELTEY,
¥#1Z Bark & Food DIEZALENKIBIZHE ELTW2 DOMHERTE 3. 727 L, Metal & Stone
CELTRIEEROBA LT LE k. EBREHR ) — FEEWEA T, ROELICH
LTOFEHICEWERRZBETH 2 LN TE, ERLEHR ) — N2 AV 80ME2 T
ZENTET.

X 4.4 2 GIN-ICIZ X o THEE SN EBED—FIZTT. ZOBETIIEELE®HR ) — K
BDERESNTWEORLNS. R44HAD//— RTOHABEBREZK 451073, —h
LOHAESE NS, GIN-IC TIIEGER /) — N CHEBEHRTEZ Lk~ T, EED
REEZBAT2Z L CHEOEREZED TVNDEEZ R LNTES. M44hAD ) —
R Food IZRHGT D 0 / — RIZHRE L TR Y, A TOHAELR S Food O H HEIE M
DI TALERTREATHDDONHRTE 5.

X 4.4 OWEZRAVWTT X NEREZSE L-EEREZR 45T, ZOSEETIE, 9
T2 2@ OEMEREZER LTV 323, Bark % Metal < Stone (2 2 A EM A RS
Tons. SEOERTIE, SHEL U THENRKEES T 2 BEVER, X0 BEECE
LIEHBBZAVDZ L THEOR ERZD S L EX DB,

R 4.4 GIN-IC TEA LMBREAVCREEREZSE LZER (10 H0RTOEY)

ERILIET
HY U
Bark [ 70.7% | 53.4%
Food | 86.1% | 44.1%
Grass | 88.1% | 84.8%
Metal | 76.7% | 92.5%
Stone | 804% | 83.4%
Fabric | 94.7% | 92.0%
Average | 82.8% | 75.0%
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[ 4.3: 72 AF v E{ROSIRERIZ IR G O

Class Fabric

Class Bark

" Threshold

Class Food

¢ image transformation node <> feature extraction node (2 arithmetic operation node

& 4.4: GIN-IC | L » CTH&E X = s ol

43



Fabric

[ 4.5: [® 4.4 FD A TOHDEE O

F 45 H44 1R UT=SERERWEZES
c 7 TR, BINIEMRDY T AERLTND)

W o4 EEMERE (B 1TIE GIN-IC 23 T3l

Bark Food Grass

Discrimination rate

94 0 0
1 116 0
8 0 97
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0

79.7%
98.3%
82.2%
93.2%
99.2%
90.0%

Average discrimination rate

90.4%




44 FLH

RETIE, GINEREIZZ 4 —R7 43U —FRy b U — 7R OERERO H Bl
ETHD GIN-IC ZREL72. GIN-IC DR ROBMITEBRERIS S TT A L ThHY,
BEBIZ L > THREBGEZSE LS VEBR~EHRT 2 LN TES. GINICRE 2 52D
77 AT v EROSEMBEICER L, AOEORIEERITY, EEREHR ) — KEHEVR20E
BLUNTHERRM ET A2 L 2R L. GINICIC L - THESE S N EB 2R L
LA, EEEHR ) - FEGHRCAWTEGEZ TR L, 8P HRHEA L CEBSEST-
TUNT=,

SROBEEL LTI, hoOBEBRSEMBEIC GIN-IC 238 L CHME 2 RIET 5 = &,
BEEOBHEREANVCTHEDH EE2FH2 I AR ERELLNS. £, — B2 EESE
DFELOHBETILNELH DL EEZTNS.
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%5% Graph Structured Program Evolution

icX57075 LOBEER

51 [FC&IC

BRETHRALLIE, THETIZGP 2RERL LTHRARBB Y 0 7T IV I FER
BESHLTNWD. LIL, V—7REREEELEL LY, BEOT—FBER I LE
BhDEHRTa /T LR EEMBEL LS & LERE, He klENEETSD. —ike2
GP TiE7'u /7 ADRBAFNE L TAEEEZ AN TVEDR, AMEETIINL—TOHRE
EORANEHETHD. i, BRI ATHEROT— 2B E2H I LWERH .

INDICRLUTAETIE, LVEMRT eI A2 BBIERTHZE2BEELT, 7
FUER T 0T LAOREFK L L= GRAph structured Program Evolution (GRAPE)
DREZEITH. GRAPE XL 7= GP OfEREZRMTE2FETH Y, HHE LTK
D3 R/HBFEToND.

1. 77 7HEIZ X 2 READILK
2. BEOT—F OB Y HFn
3. ELHBEIC L DED RV BEIESE

BT 7 7EEZRVWD Z LICX - TGP TIXBBMERREE 2NV —TBEE AL T e /T
LD HENVERDPFIREE 2. AETE, BEFERZWVWOH»0OT 1Y T b EBAERME~
WAL, MEEEDRIEEZITS.

5.2 Graph Structured Program Evolution (GRAPE)

52.1 GRAPE D&

AEDOREFIETHD GRAPE TlE, BHERT 0/ TS ADRREFRICT 20757
BIEEZTEA L TW5A. GRAPE OERIZ#X 5.1127R7. GRAPEO T v 7' I M3HER S T
TECTF—Ey M hbBBREND. T—FEy MIXERS T 7R ERFN, £/ —F
BWTED )/ — RIS UEAEREIND. &/ — T “F—% &y Mo 508
RF—Fy b EAWESERTHILS. GPAPE @/ — ROF%K 5.2 12F7. “No.1”
»/— FiZEHI 0T —# datal0] & data[1] 22 LA HE T data[0] (IZfXA L, “No.2” D
J— F~BBT5H. “No2” D/ — NIFEHH DT —# data[0] & data[1] Z > TERD ./ —
NERETD.
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Phenotype (Structure of GRAPE)
[

type connection argc
No.0 S 1 - - R
dat ¢ No.1 2 1 0 1 0
alase No2 | 2 31 4] o] 1]
int  bool list No.3 1 6 |0 0 3 2
ol x 0 list 0 Nod4 | 0O 5 1 0 2
1L x 0 list 1 No5| 2 1 7 0 3
21 x 0 list 2 No.6
3 1 {[tist3
a7 ] [ista No7 ] 3 0
o No.5 output
\
Genotype (integer string) ot appear in phenotype
No.0 No.l No.2 No.3
CAOIz oJiJol[ s Talo T BT
I_|No‘4 No.5
[l | tltofJ2 021117107

B9 5.1: GRAPE & (RHEE) L/ — FoOREE, #E, 582X LB EFHOM

GRAPE D71 7' MMTIEWK D0 DEERI7Z ) — RBEET S, [©5.1 D “No.0” D) —
FIZRZ— "= REMENZH DT, GRAPE D7 1 /5 ANREITINBBEICHKINCE
Tansd. “No.7? D/ —FiZHA/ — FERERD B DT, HH ./ — RCETE 5 —4
EHALT BT MIRT T2, K51 0TI, “No.7” D/ — NZEHMOD data[0] %
HAT2. 2% —F/—FIZGRAPE DT 1 25 AHIZ 1 D UMTEIE LAV, HH /) —
NMIBEEFETEI LN TS,

GRAPE DEITRIZIL, T Ty M OEZNHELANER 2Ly M 5.
TDH, RAF—bF/—F b7 ul I LB LTE) — FEEBRL TV I & CHREH
fThis. GRAPE TIEZ 7 7#E%2 70 /5 ADORARR L LTV B8, Do —
TEEUEMRT 0SS AORBANTERTHS. EbIC, VI T7HR5FENRD “F—FEy
MR 27— 2B ABETAZ LT, BHOF—F8E2 15070 s 5500 THH
TENRTES. &/ —FTCROLENEDEDLNT — F B2 - THUEEIT .

GRAPE TIIRHFABD TV Z Vg2 TR~y ¥ /T30 LT, BEFIRIZRL
TRGBIEX1TS5. GRAPE O#EFENIEK ) — FOMEE, 85, 582 EELE—KRTO
BHITREIND. BTN ORBEIERT AR, /— FOBHEIC L - CidEsst
REBEEET I HRETFVRABCEALR2VES L HS. GRAPE DR/ — NI H
MUDIEET D72, RAEEOREFRIZEAERICRD. TORSIE, Nx(+n,+1)+1
Thd. ZIT, NIABLRE, — FOBRE, n TEREORKE, n, 13BI8OERETH
5. M/ —FIIBEETH 28, BROREBIZL-THERAENS ,— F (active node) &
fER &N/ — K (inactivenode) 23278, RE LT/ — FEITRE L 23, X5.1
@ “No.6” @ /) — NiZ inactive node TH 3.
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Examples of node

( type connection arge ) ( type connection argc )
Nolf 1|2} o]l 1]o] No2{ 2|37 4fo001
» Add data[0] to data[1] and write data[0] * Decide next node
» Go to node 2 using data[0] and data[1]
if(data[0] > data[1])
\  dataset data set ] U data set Y,

5.2: GRAPE ® /) — R D4

Parent 1 8 0 9 0.

Parent 2 i ] |-

Offspring 1 81 9f---

Offspring 2 i §j e

X 5.3: GRAPE IZBITHRXOF (—HEsX)

52.2 GRAPE DE{CH{E

GRAPE DEEEDBEFENI—RITOBEIITRIAESNE =D, —#7% GA TH
NS L) R RBERIELZEATAZ LN TE S, 53 HI0OERTITIBGRE
WX L BEFIETHEREEL AV, — BT CIIMEP L > Te R 73
F—UERERLRNSERETSD. GRAPE DX OF# K 5.3 105Rd. ZE8RI5H 13288
EEEP, Lo THREBETFHEMTRET I VDL TE. BREENEZ 3L Z20BEFD
ERT U FAIEEIND. GRAPE DRREEDOF % H 5.4 12577
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3t aflslel 7

Y

314015 6] 7

X 5.4: GRAPE |21} B 2R EE D]

5.2.3 GRAPE D45t

I, BEFIETH S GRAPE DEMAR~S & L bic, fEkEEL OMESsrE
£95%. GRAPEDEREME LTHRD I HS>BHITF LN 5.

1. 77 7HBIZ L 2RHEDIEK
77 7HEERAT DL TN~ TR EBITRBT N TE B,

2. BEHOF—2E OB Fw
“F—By N ICEHOT—ZRERETDZ LT, BE0OF— 2R RECES
ZENTRETHS.

3. EOBRVHEEE
77 7B ORBIN O EW S N2 BEY OBETF RIS U ORRERIEER 1T 5 729,
KRR BEA RV —F B REFTHOLEREN. £/, BEEOBEGTIRZES -0
GP ICIEEMICHFET 2 70— b0 X 5 REELZEMT AN TEXBLEZ LN,

INHDRHE—D>—DIZ OV TIEINE TIZ S Z L DFRFANFEETEH, Zhb3-o0
BFHEZETRATVWIEEB 77T IV P FHEIIINETITERES N TV, GRAPE
THEHINLG3SDFHFHETERET DLW IARINE TOFELDOREENTHS.
WIZVERTFIEL OMBRZRARDE. 77 7 E2RFRRIC LEEH S n /53 /F
HBREB2ETRMLEZLIIE, ThETIBDEBESNL TS, PADO 1177 7#HE 15
RERY2BITH 5723, PADO & GRAPE DiEWE LT, BEOFT— B DR Y U A ETEE
THDHI R, BERELBETFRIZNLTTY AR ENRHET O 5. PADO #HAVWTHE
BOTF—FRERIRI 70l T AOHBEREIToEVWIREIIhETIEERAT
72vN. GNP & GRAPE % Bt L7 BA LRI, BHROF— 2 BOR Y e, #EiETi
~DOEWIREDETRREZ. £z, GNPIZAEY R BEAT AL TTRYS T AOBEER
21T DA [86] bITON TN AN, RETHE I EHOFT —# LT 5 B, L—7F

REFEN LB EE~OBEA I ThhL TRV, GNP B ARBECSERT27-5
BESNEFETHDD, KT/ — N T3bonnel, 7ass A@%it@%&%
 HONLDED TS A GRAPE & DEWTH S, GRAPE IS FOHRIZ LT WA
W, EBEDS T 7HENKRRTETHY, HABRERREZHEIEL TV 5 PDGP, CGP
R IIEROHEENRRRS.

49



53 BEIOTSIVIADEHEER

FETITREFIETH D GRAPE 2 WK OMhDHEI Y2 /5 I v OE~EHAL, &
IMEDIRFEZAT S . RERTIX, BE, 74 X7 v FHF, BRERDBZ TS T ADH
BAERSS, VAMNOKEBERLY— 21T 705 A0BBERETS. 2honFuss
LI —THED LAIIHRBEELELTHIMETHY, —RURAEEER S GP T
IR T ENREERMETH S,

53.1 PEE, 7o RFyvFEY, BE, U MDORE
RERDRTE

KEFRTO GRAPE D/XF A —F{E# %K 5.1 125R$. GRAPE O/ — R\ ik
10, 30, 50 LEEZEX TERERTo/k. ERENWET 0S5 02 ETTAEICE, /—F
DEBEFICHIBZRITZ L TEELAVT RS AAB L. ) — FOBBEEDS
HIREBIEL -T2 /7 MIBISE L LT00NELBND. KERTIIZIORK —
REFEIZ (execution step limits) % 500 & Liz. Zhix, BEMOT 0S5 LeEFT2
eI +m R Thsr L2 5,

GRAPE (28T 27 1 /T A OM(LEEIE & LT, A&%EBRTIX Simple GA (SGA), Minimal
Generation Gap (MGG) [18], Random Search (RS) @3 2D JF5¥E% AV . SGA iX GA
DHARZRETNVOF TR OERNRFETHS. KAERTHWESGA X, h—FA>
FER (F—TF A MY AX2) LU — MEFERS (=) — Mg X5) 2t
RREITY. MGG ISP RSN A HARKETLE LTHLNTEY, £ 0H
FET SGA IZHERTHEDORE I ERLTVS. KERTIZI MGG OFEFESIE S50 & L.
RS1Z GAIZ X 2 EMBNEENZITON TV DD ERIET 5 7= D it Iz FHVv =, RS T
RETOEEILT V& MIER S, WIKNERLEGERETZR VRV, &R TSR
DIERDERB R B 128, KRR Z D I DITELOK T S&MFIXEE% 2500000 {EE
T aETE L.

AREDFERIZAVZ GRAPE ®/ — RBEAKZR 5212 & D TRT. / — NEITEK
BoOF—Ficxt+ 2 MANREC Y 2 NORH, AR SOERNRLOTHY, BES L
WZRBIRBERERE T2 Z &ix L.
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#5.1:GRAPEIZL B0/ T LAOBBIEREROEZE T A—F{H (BE, 74 RFvF
#5, B3k, YR FOXKER)

] 0> B A [ % 2500000
B %k 500
RX &R 0.9
—HERXDAXEK P, 0.1
RRERE P, 0.02

J — Nk 10, 30, 50
BK . — FEBEK 500

£52: 707 A0EHBERERIZH V- GRAPE © ./ — REHO—&

| Name | # Connections | Arg(s) | Description
+ 1 x,¥,2z | Use integer data type.
Add data[x] to data[y] and substitute for data[z].
- 1 x, ¥,z | Use integer data type.
Subtract data[x] from data[y] and substitute for data[z].
* 1 X, Y,z | Use integer data type.
Multiply data[x] by data[y] and substitute for data[z].
/ 1 X, %,z | Use integer data type.
Divide data[x] by data[y] and substitute for data[z].
= 2 x,¥ | Use integer data type.

If data[x] is equal to data[y],

choose connection 1; else, choose connection 2,
> 2 X,y | Use integer data type.

If data[x] is greater than data[y],

choose connection 1; else, choose connection 2.
< 2 X,y | Use integer data type.

If data[x] is less than data[y],

choose connection 1; else, choose connection 2.

SwapList 1 X,y | Use integer type and a list data.
Swap list[data[x]] for list[data[y]].
EqualList 2 x,y | Use integer type and a list data.

If list[data[x]] equals list[data[y]],

choose connection 1; else, choose connection 2.
GreaterList 2 X,y | Use integer type and a list data.

If list[data[x]] is greater than list[data[y]],
choose connection 1; else, choose connection 2.
LessList 2 X,y | Use integer type and a list data.

If list[data[x]] is less than list[data[y]],

choose connection 1; else, choose connection 2.
Outputint 0 X Output data[x] and terminate the program.
OutputList 0 - Output a list data and terminate the program.
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Factorial ((EEERSHZ 7055 LOBEER)

TIZTH, KR (o) 2RODZT0T T LAOBBEREITY. BEEOFHEIZAVS b L—
=TT ELT, 0L 5SDANEERAVWEZ. N—=vZF—F0 (Af, HhH)
DT (a,b) 1%, (0, 1), (1, D, @2, 2), 3, 6, 4, 24), (5, 120) TH5.

AR TIIERYL SN/ RRE LM% & LA Lz, FHEBSuIkoR TRahs.

i |Correct;— Out;|
P |Correct;|+|Correct;— Out;|

Sfitness=1.0— " ¢

ZIZT, Correcti I3 b b—=2 7T —4% i DIEELWHAE, Oun i3Sz a5 A
BhL—== 7= i LTRLIEETHS. nidhb—= 7 F— S ORKTH .
Z OFHMBEAE TILERS L [0.0, 1.0] O#EFHTH 2 bh, KREWKEIZEBVWMEKTHS &
WZ 5, Ibiz, 51 TROEFESEN 1.0 ThoeBe, TMELIRO 5.2 28
T5.

fitness = 1.0 + 5.2)

TIT, Seeld/ — FOBBEROBETHS. ZOFHEELETIE, /— FOBEBEEHHR
DlanTa ST MIEBVMEKE LTWD. DEDLSERBEEOTEMBEKE LT, 3
M=o P F— 2 OEMREE HOEORENNSWREFIZE R WM 52, EEOH
ABH/LNBEEFIZIE ) — ROBBERBDRWEKIEERWEMET5. 2% 0, #HiH
ER10ZBXEK (FrrFh) XM —=r 7 F—2 2wt LT 100% IE LW HH
PET TSI ATHDEENES.

ARERCREHAOT —22EHAL, YA X1210& L. 70l s AETFHIZ, -0
7 —Z D data[0]-[4] IZASME a, data[5]-[9]ICEX 1%y ML, #EMLTS. /—F
B3 Table 5.2 1R L7z { +, —, *, =, >, <, Outputlnt } Z A\ 77,

EHRE L TR—D/8T A —F &M T 100 MORITEIT o7 B 5.5 12 100 BIRITR O
DIESL (number of successful runs) DHEBZRT. SEOERTIE, BWISEN 1.0 28%
5, DED FL—=0 P F—ZIZR LT 100% ERERED ZIRTEESBRENBEIC, *
OFFTERDELTHU L FLTWAS,

RIZ, HERITERNTROVBWVESEZERS LLBRE2T X M —2Ic#RALE. 7
ANF—ZIRIAAEL LT D 122V, TR MNF—2IZxt4 2 HAMEEEEL,
ETOTA N —ZIKH L TELWHAELZIRT 0 75 A THBEAIZ, FORITER
WELTATY MDD, REJICPL—=2 T2 ET R MNF— 2T 2 REEE
R

X 5.6 IIAEER T GRAPE BEK L7 BED—FITHE. Z0Fa s AIN—T%5
s L 2o TRY, FEOANMEIZM LTELL BRERDI IO I AER-TNS.
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K o] SGA node 10 ——t+—
R SGA node 30 ---X---
2 A= SGAnode 50 ---%---
® Ry MGG node 10
e MGG node 30
a* MGG node 50 «+-6-~-
%0 el RS node 10 —-&—
: . "'u RS node 30 —&—
C « RS node 50 - -@- -
E &
2 40 i
8 4 A
8 ; @ B8
E & A ._..E!"‘E B £
o 30 -/ £} E,,@.-:El
;s ‘./ '4 E
=}
S8
g a e - ’,XA
Z 20 & a E‘ My‘
10 y
0 e N S —
0 500000  1e+006  1.5e+006 2e+006  2.5e+006

Number of evaluations

X 5.5: GRAPEIZ X 27w /T KA HEIAERERORIIEL DR (FEF)

data[0]=data[3]=data[4]=a
data[8]=data[9]=1

data[3] > data[8] ?

5.6: GRAPE [z X > THBIARK s/ 7 v 7T A0f] (FFR)
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Fibonacci sequence (7« RF v FEFERHZ 7055 LOBEILER)

ZITE, Z4R Ty TFHINDaBEDEL 2 RDZT0 T 5 LDOHBERFFTS. @
EOFMMIZANE == I F—F L LT, 1236 ROASEEZHWE. hL—=22
Ty bd (NS, H77) OXT (a,b) 1%, (1,1, 2,1), 3,2), 4,3), (5,5, (6,8),
(7,13) , (8,21), (9,34), (10,55), (11,89) , (12,144) Th 5.

FHEREEUZ I 5.1 & 52 2V, ARBRCREHEOT—F2EAL, 1 X310
L7, 7r77 AFTRIZ, Z0OF—FEO datal0]-[4] ICASME a, data[5]-[9] (2% 1
ey L, LT D, — FEEKIER S21R LK {+ -, %, =, >, <, OutputInt } %
AV :

FERE L THE—DNRT A —FE&MHET 100 MORITEITo7-. K 5.712 100 BRITHOR
ESOHER & =T

K, ERITICRBNWCRbEVEINEZEE LZERET X M F—ZICEALE. T2
M —=ZIZIEANMEL LT I35 30 V. R53ICML—= 0 7 F—F 2 F X h5—
I DR EI E R

X 5.8 iEAEER T GRAPE AR LB EDFHI THD. MROERLFRBICL—T2E
DHELRoTEY, 070 lI MIEEDANMEIZF LTELL 7 4 B> v FE5%
KRODBF TS ALl oTND.

’ +=47 SGAnode 10 —+—
H SGA node 30 ---X---
7 e ! SGA node 50 ---%---
: MGG node 10 »Bw
! MGG node 30 ~~a-=
i — H MGG node 50 ---6--
: RS node 10 —---—
g ! RS node 30 ——
E 5 o RS node 50 - -e-- -
& 7
& /
3 4 [A N
A= 7
_§ 3 i Q--0-©
g / {
“ / i
! i
1 7‘-v herr @ oG 9-9 -:'--!_.._.’1’..?.....‘,‘.‘...‘.
I . H i :
;
0

m—mﬂ.m*_wml: 1 ) q
0 500000 1e+006  1.5e+006 2e+006  2.5e+006
Number of evaluations

¥ 5.7: GRAPE IZ L 57w 7' T A HBAERERORIEROWHES (7 1 BF v F55))
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data[1]=data[3]=a
data[5]=data[6]=data[8]=data[9]=1

data[ 3]=data[ 1]- data[ 8]
data[3] > data[6] ?

data[ 6= dta [ 6+ ]
data[8]= data[ 5]+ data[ 8]
data[5]=data[ 8]- data[ 5]

5.8: GRAPEIZ K> THBMAER I N T 0 7T ADF] (7 4 RF v FHF)

Exponentiation (REEZKR&HZ 7055 LOBEER)

TITH, BE (@) R2EHTI ST AOEBAREITS. - OMBEIZASEY 2
DHY, P ERDBIENENTHS. EECTEIZENS ML —=2FF—% (a,b,c)
ELT, (20,1, (2,1,2), (2,2,4), (3,3,27), (3,4,81) (3,5,243) , (4, 6,4096) , (4,
7,16384) , (4,8, 65536) %{E/A L.

FHER%ITIT 5.1 & 52 EAVWE, ARRTEEBEEAEOT— 2 2 EHAL, H1 219
&Ll 7ul T AETRIZ, ZOT—F O datal0]-[2] IZAHE a, data[3]-data[5] IZ A
JME b, data[6)-[81IZEH 1 EEy ML, ¥IEMLT B, /— FEIRUIIR S21R/ L [+, —,
*, =, >, <, Outputlnt } % F 7z,

EEBRE LTR—ONRT A—FEET 100 EIDRIT2ITo7=. K 5.9 12 100 BT RO
DEOHS &2~

wiZ, FRITICEVW TR LEVEGEXEE L2EBERET X P F—ZITEA L. T2
NF—S DATME (a,b) 1, (5,9), (5,10), (5,11), (4,12), (4, 1), (4,14), (3,15),
(3,16) , 3,17), (2,18) , (2,19), (2,20) AWV, 53 ICFL—=FF—F v b
ETRANT—Z %y MIXT 5 EIEE R,

510 13AREBR T GRAPE WER LIEEEDHITHD. Z07alS5 ABEEDANE
KR LTELS BEREZRODD LNV TEZ Tl S AL R>TNAS.
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45 7] SGA node 10 ~—+—
”,A’ SGA node 30 ===X---
40 AT A SGA node 50 ---%---
Ve | MGG node 10 -
7 8 MGG node 30 - .
35 A “z] MGG node 50 -~
{0 o-giB RS node 10 —~a-—
F . RS node 30 —+—
g 3 i RS node 50 - - -
Z praB
£ CAN
@ A g
s 20 S0
e LB
2 s
E 15 7
z A
10 84
B
] NJan .
IS g e SR B E BT 2 e
0 oo —-a—8——5—u— 5o n
0 500000  1e+006  1.5e+006 2e+006  2.5¢+006

Number of evaluations

[ 5.9: GRAPEIZ L 57 0 /' J A HEVEMEROWR (RE)

data[0]=a, data[3]=data[4]=b
data[6]=data[7]=data[8]=1

data[8) > data[4]

X 5.10: GRAPEIZ L » THBVAER I N7 0 /7 206 (BFE)
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Reversing alist (JX FERETEZ 7055 LOBBER)

ST, VAMERETIT 07 A0BBAREITS. ZOMBEIIAHELTY R
NefERT20T, 7r7 5 2NTEHEL IR MDD 2O00FT — 255 BNERH .
ELWTBZ T AIANENTEY A NERESHSO%ET Bl : AH (1234), H
1 (4321). FL—=uFF—=FLLT, EX515100U R &A=,

PRSI DK 5.3 TEHEh B,

Jﬁnwss=:L0—-El———;————— (5.3)
::f,@m%u—:y7?~ﬁi®j%5@%$®m%&,7mﬁ§AﬁﬁbtUzh
DERDEHETHD. LIZM—=0 0 F—F2 D) R MOEX, nii bl—=v 75 —%
DR TH 2. ZOFEBEE CITEISEIX[0.0, 1.0] 0 TE 2 bh, KEWEEIZVE
WREETHD Lz s, K53 TROEBEGEN 1.0 Thol=Be, THEERIIEIRL
X522 EHATS.

FRBTIIANY A P EEBHROF —F 2HA L, BT —F 0P A T L. 7
BT ARITRAC, BT — 20 datal0]-[2] ICAH Y A FOFE S (List Length) , data[3]-
data[5]12 0, data[6]-[8]IZE# 1 Z &> b LAEIMLT 5. / — FEEIIR 52 1R/ L= { +,
-, *, /, =, >, <, SwapList, OutputList } % Vv 7z.

KRELTA—DNRT A—F LT 100 BIORITEIT-7. [®5.11 12 100 @RITED
FRIOE$ DHERS %R T

KIZ, FRITICBVWTRbEWVEINEZER L2EBRET X FF—Z @A L. 72
FNF—=&121%, RSN N5 1500 R RNEANVE, KR53 L—=VFF—F L5 b
T—Z IR B RBE KRR ,

[ 5.12 IXTAEBR T GRAPE BER L7HEDHITHSD. 2070 s I AMIAASHIE
BORSDVRANERETZ70 ST 50085 TNE, ERLETE ST AMIU R P EE
BRDOT— s BER->TEY, GRAPE MEMOF —#BE2H/ D T o /F 2k BBERT
TR ENRENTZENWZ B,
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70 7 SGAnode 10 ——t+—

600 SGA node 30 ===x=--

o P SGA node 50 ---¥----

60 5 e MGG node 10 @
‘g‘_A""‘ MGG node 30 ==

W MGG node 50 -:-0--

50 @ Fe RS node 10~~~
Q-0 / RS node 30 -——a—o

o RS node 50 - - -

Number of successful runs

0 500000 1e+t006  1.5e+006  2e+006  2.5e+006

Number of evaluations

X 5.11: GRAPEIZ L A7 n /T AHBVEREROHRE (VX DO KER)

data[0]=ListLength
data[4]=0
data[6]=data[7]=data[8]=1

data[ 0]= data[ 0]- data[ 7]
SwapList(data[0],data[4])
data[4]=data[4]+data[6]

data[ 0]= data[ 0]- data[8]

data[4] < data[0] ?

(X 5.12: GRAPE IC K » THBIAR IN T 0 7T ADF (U R b DRER)
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RS3: P—=vIF—=FEy FeT RN —FFy MIKT 5 100 ERITH O E
(B3R, 74Ty FHE5, BE, )R FOKE)

Factorial Fibonacci sequence | Exponentiation | Reversing a List
Training | Test | Training | Test | Training | Test | Training | Test
SGA (node 10) 13 12 0 0 9 9 22 20
SGA (node 30) 25 23 0 0 7 7 41 30
SGA (node 50) 16 16 0 0 5 5 37 34
MGG (node 10) 37 37 2 2 34 34 22 21
MGG (node 30) 63 57 8 6 45 44 63 56
MGG (node 50) 69 59 3 2 41 40 71 65
RS (node 10) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
RS (node 30) 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
RS (node 50) 15 13 0 0 6 1 0 0
REEROER

AZEER Tl GRAPE DHE(LOBRE - LT, SGA, MGG, RSD3 oD EEZ A V. ®
5.5, 5.7, 5.9, 511 LR 53 OEHEEKEAD L, WTNLOMBBEIZBWVTH MGG Mo
BIELVHENRLTHWD ZERbN3. —F, RS TR EDHBEICBONTHENZLALE
HBRTVWRY, ZDZ &nb, #ELA2FIEN GRAPE IZR L TEMZB N TWBH E NS
TENOND. F7-, SGAITHERT MGG DIiE ) BMELDBETH R EHR O LENE
BlTE, —IBRRFv—2 23T 3 GA TEIHEENTWD X 5 LR
GRAPEIZEBWTH I ESHELTWD E VLS.

WIZ ) — FEUZOWTEBEERITY. B/ — FEIZOWTIZERE Z L1210, 30, 50 & LT
FNFPNEREZTo7-. WTFhORBBEIZRB VTS 2 — FE% 30, 50 & LA 0I1F 50,
/= FEI10 DBE LV EVERIIERER LK. K56, 5.8, 5.10, 5.121Z7K L7z GRAPE
WERL-EEELD L, RBIZELPNATWVWA ., —RFEIZI0UTTHY, BHOT RS
Fh%/)—FHI0THRATAZ LA THS. LirL, #BEOBRBIZBWTERIC
REYTEAIN TR BELL, B, BRERIZL > THERREBS~E Tt
HTZET, BMOMBEBLNDTREENRDHD. 02 b, /— FEiZ+o02%82AE
THZENEDLRBRICEND LV B.

FNENORMBEIZENT, ERITTELNERLESEOEVEEET A bF—F 12
FALEBEORIEEAR SIIRENTNS. £53%245E, Pl—=u 7 F—iont
LTI LTWAREEDIFIZEIEREL, TAPF—ZIZHLTHELVWHAZET S
TITRERSTWBEZERDNS., ZOZEND, BREFECTHBMICHESN-T )
ZAIBEICH T AN R T e S h o TnB EEZLNS.

56 DERERDD T T L% CEBOERICERTZ L, RSI130DXHICKAT
DIENTED. MS.6enTu T ATIIANENRAZIE data[4] 2> T, “data[4]
b1 %57, “ASMEI data[4] ZENT D7 LW HBEEZBVIRTZ L THELZRD T
5. K56, 5.8, 510, 512127 RL7= GRAPEIZ X » CHEMEE S W - #EL L5 &, »
THOWELL—T%2E%, BMOLBEELLIT) 7RIS AERSTND, DEY,
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data[0]=data[3]=data[4]=x;
data[8]=data[9]=1;
iftx> 1) {
while(1) {
data[4] = data[4] - 1;
if(data[4] > 1)
data[0] = data[0] * data[4];
else
return data[0];
}
}

else {
return data[9];

}
®5.13: X5.6 % CERBFEARICEBL LT 0T A

AFEIZL TR —= U I TF—FDAHADORT 235, K5.1310R7T X5 22—tk 7
R ZAEHBMICERT A ENTERELENEB.
SEIDOERTHWEMBEIHEELR2ME TS 28, ERTI2DICL— T IER
BENKELLD, BEOAEELZH Y GP Tl Z ¢ AE#TH S, “hbnfEE
LT, GPIZW D0 DHBEMZ TREZBENTWAH L H B2, GP o/ — REEKIC
N—TRDRRR ) — FERET 2L, BRI URBRTE2 L T b, #
NIZRT LT, RFETIRV—TRIUIBEENICER TR TH -0 —7 R ) —
RERETDHNENREN. 2070, HEBO /) — FE2RAWTEL 2B LTERT 3
ZLNHRETHD.
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532 V—bTOISLDOBEEER (sorting alist)

ZITHE, A WSV A2y — T30l A0OEEBEREZTTY. £ICiTo724
DT T T LADBEBERDERICEAT, 7us5 AORBENKE 2 E7=DILHENR
V=hTul T LrERTIILIIELVEEZOND. AERTIIHARZRETLE L
TMGG ZfER L, MGG OFE#F%K1% 50 & L7-. GRAPE D& /3T A —F |33 5.4 257
THDERAVE. PRSI T reversing a list DFEBR & FREIZR 5.3 & 5.2 2 H =, @i
DFHEZHND FL—=0 7T =2 L LT, FUFMIRESHEZES 062000 2
k30 Bl&E Rz,

AR Tld reversing a list DEBR L FERICAA D 2 b EBEAOF— & 2ERA L, B
BIF—F O A X215 & L, 7025 AETREI, BHT— &0 data[0]-[4] IZAS
YA hDOES (List Length) , data[5]-data[9] 12 0, data[10]-[14]\CE$ 1 2 & v N LA
4%, /7 — FEEIIRS521TR LK (+, -+ /, =, >, <, SwapList, EqualList, GreaterList,
LessList, OutputList } # AV 7z, / — FEASITEEIC G T2 MAERE & U X NS,
R EDERNZLDTH 5.

EREL LTR—D/RF A —F 54T 100 BIORITEIT>7-. 5 5.14 12 100 ERITHD
FREBOHB ERT. £, KS5.1512 100 BORITOEHESEOHBE, K5.16 12
100 EIFAT R DA HRIZIIT 2 HBEERTEBIERA SN TNWS ) —F (active node)
R OWB B RT

WIZ, FERITICBW TR LBEVESEZBE LZEAKRET A NF—FIZEALE. 72X
NF—ZIZIE, TUF A REESE-R S 5-10, 10-20, 20-50, 50-100 DU 2 k 4 a8
ERABLE. E7ANT—FOITIS008/E L. R55IChL—=0 0 F—FLF 2R L
T —ZICxtT B EE A R T

K54 GRAPEIZL DY — a7 b0 BBEMEROE /T A —FE

EEOFHmES 5000000
i {34 500
R 0.9

— X DREXE P, 0.1
PR RE P, 0.02
J— Kk 10, 30, 50
&K/ — FEBEK 3000
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80 T T T
MGG node 10 —+— H
MGG node 30 ---x--- g™
70 MGG node 50 ---¥-e o R o ]
A
;X
R . SR R AT £ 3 SN .
60 /X xx
2 x ¥
-—cE 50 ............. ’X *‘
T LU e e -
g ¥ X
Q /o
2 40 Lot
5 X
L 20 b ereana A...(’ v —
_g 30 /?(,*
z O
20 frt
A X
X ¥
10 b enen Xx '. vere N
OMT::S::::::: TEEEEETEY. — — .
0 1e+006 2e+006 3e+006 4e+006 5e+006
Number of evaluations

514: GRAPEWL L2 Y — 7 u 75 A0 HEMERERICKIT 3 BRIIEHOHY

1
0.9 frreremenens @ﬁ*%ﬁﬁ“‘
, x;g?é“
0‘8 y ..... -
i |
N
08 o

Fitness

MGG node 10 —+—

MGG node 30 ~~-X---
MGG node 50 ---#---
0.1 1 L
0 1e+006 2e+006 3e+006 4e+006 5e+006

Number of evaluations

X 5.15: GRAPE IZ X 3 YV — 70 7T A0 HBAERERIZBIT 85 EOHS
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30
MGG node 10 —+—
MGG node 30 ---X---
s x MGG node 50 ---%---
25 _, ‘*n R R SR reerrerreneeaie s e naere e aeraraenn -
£ ®x x“'wl‘**
WU
_§ 20 ko ”u! ........ U ]
2 N a2
2 XX PR ¥
% yex* XA far NI VNIV S
8 15 o 37
G
(=}
2
g 10 e
Z /MMV e L
§ e s -
0
0 1e+006 2e+006 3e+006 4e+006 5e+006

Number of evaluations

[ 5.16: GRAPEIZ L 2 Y — 7 a7 7 ADHBERERICEITHHEMH ) — FROHR

F55. V= eI A0EMERERTOGRAPED NL—=V 7S —F+y F EF R
NF—4&t v MZXT 2 100 BRITH ORLThE %

| MGG (node 10) | MGG (node 30) | MGG (node 50)

Training set 2 75 73
Test set (5-10) 1 26 30
Test set (10-20) 1 28 29
Test set (20-50) 1 25 31
Test set (50-100) 1 26 30

X 514755/ — F#30 & 50 LBRELTERLEZEAIE, ELOBITHIT THRINES
DEFMRFELY. —F, /— N 10 DFEITRMKE 2R TEEE 2 B &RV ERIC 2 -
TWS., T, /—FEX 10 TIEY— e WO BHERTLITY XAEZRETH 2 L
REETHDDIELELOND. £, ELORMETIIRIIERIIEIFOEE 2-TEY,
M=o P T =2 EWRTETa ST ARELATVARY., 202 by, Y—F 7
03 AOBBAERBELNI E18) 2805, 51510 LEESESEOHB
H5 EELDORIFIZBBEGED LANHERTES. 2FY, No—=0/F— 25 ERT
57077 LOBEIITETVWRNDOD, BISEE LR SB35 FMICHELI X, #k
DEETENR TR ST L ERATHIENTETWSEWVWELE., ZOREND, L
BIZEB2HRO LVERB TP TNBELEEZ LS.

/= F¥% 30, 50 & LI=BE0ORENZRIEEKITZNENTS, T3ETH-7-. 7E
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LEDFEIT TR b—= /T — 2 2R T Y — N s 5 A0 EEINTEY GRAPE
DEERDESERLTND E VLD, E£2, RSS5MHE P L—=r IS — 2 omt4 55T
EEIZHASNTT R M= X TAHRIEEMETLTWA Z Eidbnd, Zhil, BE
LTl RN N —= I F—F I L L b DIz o T LE o m=niEeEz bR
5. SEORRTIFFMEASICXS2 Z2HNWT, /— FEBEE D RN T T ST AFE
IWFa 7 achd L. ZOFEMRICE ST, GRAPED 72 /S AlZ hL—=1
TT—=02ED RV =M THFA~EELLTW. LALIDZ e, Mo—=
YITT=BIB LT AT Y XAERERLRTLL, TASY XLORAESET &%
5—RHEBROTNWBARRERHZEEZDND. MNo—=U 7 F—F ORBE, FHLOR
BT RIS AOMEICETAFMEEAT A LIISHBOBEL LTELLRS. L
L, 7TANT—2 DI A NDORIDEWVIC L AHEDEROELRDZ L, BESick-oTAS
RALTIEDBEVIZR BNV, ZDZ b, BEIERLETRZ T A0 9 B D9
FEANORSICEBR T 7T 5 ER>TNAEEWVWZ A,

V=bTRIITAEEBARLI I EVIRAMIINETITHRENTWASR, Y—
D= R&EEEFFLTWBSFE [27, 28] R E AV D FIE (41, 4414812 & A YT, GRAPE
DEIEN—TEEELERT DL THRONTWBHZA .

GRAPE AHBIAER LTy — N0l 7 AD—F%# K 5.17 1ZRS. ZofEIziIn—7
B2OFETS. MS517T0Y—vFur5h%, CEEORRICERT S L, K5.180
FORRBTHIELENTED., ZOTR T FLIANENTEBEODEEDY X M2 Y —F
TE7RITLERoTNS. 22T, nBEEZVAMORH#KETS. VR MHIT—FK
SVMEZIRL, nBEOERLTHTS. RIZ, @ DEBEBEUTOY R M b—B&RKZVME
ZHRL, @-DBFEBOERLTHTS. TNERBETHRVIET. Z0oY— 7A=Y XA
IEBIR Y — I (selection sort) & FEIEN B FEIEVWFETHS. Zo7nr 5 at) —
FEDR 10 LT TRAINTNED, /— FE#E 10 & LEBAORIIERITEN. Zhi
J— 10 &£ L7258, RSN, — FOIRELTE2DENIE-CTar S L%E
BLARLTERLZVOIZR LT, /— K30, 50 DBEITRBHERESIC ) — N
ALTLESTWTHREANTEEZDELELILND. M5.16 D70 T AR TERIC
BRI TWE ) —FEOHEBEARDE, /) —FERI0DHE/RIZETD ) — REEHRLT
LE->TWDA, /— F30, 50 CIABLZHOESBEELFER L TELELTWS. =
D)= FEDWERD T Z 70 b, AEERRO GP TR L 2> TW5A 7 m— K% GRAPE
ICBWTIAELTELT, BELEBERIMTZTWALEEZLNS.
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List (input list)
data[0]=dataf4]=ListLength
data[8]=data[9]=0
data[11]=data[13]=data[14]=1

data[ 11]=data[9]* data[ 0]

data[4]=data[4]-data[14]

data[ 8]==data[4]?

yes

data[11]=data[ 13]+data[11]

data[4]=data[11]?

X 5.17: GRAPE IZ Lo THER SN Y — b7 7T b DF

65



List=input list;
data[4]=ListLength;
data[11]=1,
while(1) {
data[11] = 0;
data[4] = data[4] - 1;
if(data[4] == 0) {
return List;
}
else {
do {
if(List[data[11]] > List[data[4]])
SwapList(data[4], data[11]);
data[11] = data[11] + 1;
} while(data[4] == data[11]);
}
}

X 5.18: 5170707 L CEERRICEHBR LTSS A

533 fDFEEDLEE

RORBTRATc L 5727077 2AOHBERMEELMR TVBFERED—DIZ, Object
Oriented Genetic Programming (OOGP) [43,44]M3% 5. OOGP TIXHRSE M A+ 3
ZETINOOMBEMS ZLEFREIZLTWD. £ 5.6 1230Hk [43, 441 HiRE LT
OOGP ZAWLEROT 1 7T LEBAERORER L, GRAPE 2BV HADRRTHS.
HAEIL 100 EIOWSL2FATO I B M L—= v I F—F IR LTELWHARITY 7 e s
LY R TE -BRITEIE T %. Fibonacci sequence Tit GRAPE iX OOGP 1243 b DD,
ORI BV TIEASLL EOMEEEZ R LTS, BT A—22HELTWAEER
EVFERICR—TIIRVD, HEREEBEIT) ZLIZTERVY, KETHE kT
7 L EBVERMREICR LT GRAPE DFZMENHRRTE =B HN5.

# 5.6: 100 EIDFAATH D OOGP & GRAPE D ThEI$Kk O bLis

| OOGP* | GRAPE |
Factorial 74 69
Fibonacci sequence 25 8
Exponentiation 6 45
Sorting a list 46 75

*OOGP DEIEICHER (43, 44126 D
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5.4
54.1

GRAPE ICH T B R FED S
e

52281 TH~_7= X 512, GRAPE OEEEDBEGFEITI —KITOERSICER IN B -
», —fREYE GA THAVWLND & 5 R R AR GRELER T2 L3 T 5. I
DEBRTIL, GRAPE OBGERIEEL LT8R L ERERL AV, 2T, GRAPE
ZHRWREER, BEE0E,Cr 2RKDZ TS A, VA MDY — F57T 0l T A
DEEBERERIC, BEORXFEZLERL, FOMTE1TS.

5.4.2

GRAPE [T BT BRRFEDLE

RXFED LB DEBRTIE, GRAPE IZHIT AR FEDE VT & A% ikt 5 7=

Wiz,
L7,

RIZTFTRIXFE RO, £, WPhORXFELERER LRI E

—#%2& X (Uniform Crossover; UC)
MERP WL o TEBEINC R RE— VB AR LR EEZRETS. ERTITP,
DEELTO0LL05%2HNS.

—H#k/ — FZX (Uniform Node Crossover; UNC)

MERP AL ST/ — RIEIY AT NI — VB ER LR AERRET D, —HRX
& DEWVZEHEFICXT AR TIEAR, /— REMTORX%1TH) EATH5D. £
RTIT P, DEL LTO1 £05%AN5.

ZR./— FZX (Two Point Node Crossover; TPNC)
—HRELBIZ L o T/ — FEA TR 8% 2 RIRET 5.

RX %4772y (Mutation Only; MO) )

BEREL LTRXEERET, BRERLZTEAVWS. BRERIIEAREREP,
KE-oTREFRUATRETI LD LTS, BRENBEFIZIT VA AIEEX
nd. ERTHEP, DELLTO0.02 01 2AW5. AEELHES GP 2B WTH,
RXDBHEBIZ L > THIFEAEEBBERTH D LV IREL S TW3 [87].
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54.3 GRAPE DX FEDILERER

Z Z T GRAPE % &3 n! (factorial) , A8 D% ,C, (combination) %Rbd 37w
74, UAMDY—1 (sortingalist) 2179 7nsS A0BEBERICEAL, £XXFE
DB, FET 21T 5.

RERDERE

REUTHEM L7z GRAPE D& ST A —FERKR 5727, ERENET 0 /T a%E
TToRICE, /- FPOBBERICHBRERIDZ ECELELANT T Z S MRS L
fo. BREEAHRERICE L7 07T MIFEGE L LT00RELbND. AERTIT
DK/ — FEBREISL (execution step limits) % 500 (factorial) , 1000 (combination) ,
3000 (sortingalist) & Liz. Zhix, BMIOT B S5 AR ETTRREDIC+HRETHS
EEXDND. AZERTOGRAPE O/ — FEI¥IIR 52 1TR Lz b D% A5, Factorial
DERBTI ( +, -, *, =, >, <, Outputlnt } %, combination DEERTIZ ( +, —, *, /, =, >, <,
Outputlnt } %, sorting a list DR TIL ( +, —, %, /, =, >, <, SwapList, EqualList, GreaterList,
LessList, OQutputList } & v 7.

BEEDFMIZANS b —=2 275 —& L LT, factorial DERTIZ0 25 5 DASE
%, combination DEBRTIL, AJME (n,m) D 30461%, sorting alist DEBRTIE, T
FAZRESHIZREZ1022520 DU X k30 FilE AV iz,

{E A DOREHBISIT factorial & combination DFEERTIE, 5.1 AV 7. Sorting a list
FRTIITe 77 LDHABRY R M EA2B70, FMEEKE LTRS53EA NI, S5,
5.1, K53 TROHESEN 1.0 ThokBa, TMMEKIIROR 54 2 EHT 5.

1

5.4
N, active ( )

fitness = 1.0 +

T2, Native 7B 7T AP THERAINTVWS /) — K (number of active nodes) T#
5. ZOFHEBIELTIX, activenode 372N ST AFEBRVMEKRLE LTS, Ml

% 5.7: GRAPE DX FIEDHBERICANWZE /T A —Z (&

HRZERET L MGG

A 100000

B A% 500

MGG O FE &% 50

—IREXDIZXE P, 0.1,0.5

BRERR P, 0.02, 0.1

/— N 50

&K/ — NEBEE 500 (factorial)
1000 (combination)
3000 (sorting a list)
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LEMEEDOFHEE LT, ETREQPSWEKIZESBWEI2 S 2, BRAOHANED
5 fERIZIT active node D ZRVWMEEKIZEB WG Z 5 25, %0, BSEN 1.0 28
ATEEITI I L —=r 7T — 2R LTI 100% ELWHAZIERT 7 075 ATHD &
3.

Factorial DR TiL, “T—FEy M ICH A X 10 DBEHOF—F2BEL, Tus5
LRATRRZ, Z D7 —# D data[0]-[4] ICASME n, data[5]-[9] \CEH 1 2+~ b LHIEE
&3 %. Combination DEBRTIL, “T—F ¥y " ITH A X 15 D double D7 — & 2 %
L, 78277 LTI, Z0T— 20 data[0]-[4] (2 ANME n, data[5]-[9] {2 ATHE m,
data[10]-data[14] (ZE# 1.0 2> M LYHEEL + 5. Sorting a list DERTIE, “F—4
Ty PIRAAD A VA XS OBEROT— 52 AE L, BT — &80 data[0]-[4]
WZAD Y X DR E (List Length) , data[5]-data[9] 1 0, data[10]-[14] I &% 1 % & ¥ b
LUEESE §2.

TNENDRERIT-OVT 100 BIOISZ 2T 2ITWVEHMET 5.

RBOBREER

I00EDFRITDS S, M—=VFF—F IR LTELWEABNELNE T 1 TS5 AN
ERSNRITERES Y M LEZb 0 (SEL) 2F 58107, WHnoBE R
Th, “UC(P.=0.1)", “UNC (P,=0.1)", “MO (P,=0.02)" iZMiDAZ Xk & t~_T BT/
#ER %R L7z, Factorial DEBRTIIRN 21TH7%21 “MO (P=0.02)” 238 b S IR N & o
7243, combination, sorting a list DEBRTIIRXOAERBR TE D, “UC (P.=0.5)",
“UNC (P.=0.5)", “MO (P,=0.1)" TIIMDORINFIEE AT, RALTHLEKREERS
FREEPERINLTWNWEEZEZBNDS., ZOZEnb, BENnbF~LRELCEENER
BRI FEZRNBIEI BHERORVEERTEE EELLNS.

[¥] 5.19 i3 sorting a list DEBRIZIIT DA WA T & ORIIEFKEZR L2 b D THS. “UNC
(Pc=0.1)" & “MO (P,=0.02)” BENWHANPLELWHADEZBAEEEZRRTETNEDIC
StL, “UC (Pe=0.1)" TIEEIFITMT TORIIRD LENRZE L,

[X] 5.20 13 sorting a list DERIZBIT 5 FHARICB T 2R EBEEO T 0 /T AP THEH S
NTVWB /— K (activenode) HEOHERBRTHD. R 541251, active node DELAH 72V ME
EOIZIBRWENWIFFEEZ L TWBT0, MERRER TE =%OHR% Y T active node
BT HHEMCHD. HREPEEZRTABD L, “MO (P,=0.02)” @ active node $23 K
ENEWVS RS D. THIMBEVHERORRERSE T TROBROBEEEERT B 7=
W, /— FHOBERNKRELSEDLBZ Ln3dil, HBIHEL O/ — FAERIeTN
EVIBEELSTNELEZILNS.

B2, combination DEBR CHBIAER SN /- GRAPE 7’1 75 ADHI%# K 5.21 125
T ZOTa ST MIMEEOANS R mIIR LT, Cp BRT—RER TS Ak
T3,
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# 5.8: GRAPE DEAR X FIEIZ & 5 lENEIS O ik

Crossover method | Factorial | Combination | Sorting a list
UC (£P,=0.1) 86 3 76
UC (P.=0.5) 16 0 0
UNC (P,=0.1) 91 1 75
UNC (P.=0.5) 34 0 51
TPNC 80 2 72
MO (P,,=0.02) 96 2 67
MO (P,,=0.1) 90 0 2
80
70
60
g
2
z 50
§ 40 j
g 30 |- 5o ! o
“ 20 Foe ... ,. k5
.:? /
10 TP .A*,‘ ¥ eessuesteriense o]
o#° Z amEF
0 2 4 = 000000000
0 le+006 2e+006 3e+006 4e+006 5e+006
Number of evaluations

[X] 5.19: GRAPE {331} 2 &R X FIEDRREHEIE OHER O Ll (sorting a list)
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UC 0.5 -==x-==
UNC 0.1 -+-%---
UNC 0.5 =~ e

TPNC -8~
MO 0.02 ===
MOO.1 - -o

8
o
=]
=
o
2
3
Sy
[=]
5
€ 20
Z
18 e veeininnns
16
14 :
0 1e+006  2e+006  3e+006  4e+006  5e+006

Number of evaluations

520: 7u 7T ARTHEASN TS/ — NEOHER (sorting a list)

data[0]=data[2]=data[3]=data[4]=n;
data[6]=data[7]=m;
data[11]=data[13]=data[14]=1.0;

data[3]>data[6]?

no

data[14]=data[ 13]+data[ 14]

A 4

@[2}-@1[11]

data[2]==data[7]?

data[4]=data[ 0]/data[14]

data[ 0]=data[ 2] *data[4]

B 5.21: GRAPE B HBIAER LICHEEOREZRDZ T2 S F L0F
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55 &8

KETIE, /7 78E2RAVWEEB 053 VOFEETHS GRAPE 2L L.
GRAPE 377 7HiERZ 7 0 77 AORBAFKLE LTV B DAL —TORBENRESICTE
5. FEl, “T=FEy N EAVDIL TEROT —ZROBMY BB AREICAR S, BE
FIED GRAPE WK OO BEIZ 0 /S5 I v VY oMBEICER L, HMEORIEEITFo7-.
FETER-TMEE, Chb— MR KEEL2 7oy 5 A0RERRE LTW5S GP Tk
RS ZLWEEETH B, EROBRE, GRAPEZFWVWCA—7 2 4hBMR T 0 75 ADH
BAERMRTIRETH D Z LR TE. S5, BB RBLENCE TN D Z &2
MERBTE, GRAPEICE s THEDO I WVEABAEREITH 2 LN TETVWE. £7-, GRAPE
DEXFERZEZTT 0T 7 AOHBEREREZITY, KX FEOEEIZ OV TR,
ZDFER, BOOF~ERBA L CHBEDERERD RV FEEZFAVSIE I NHROR N
EEPITZ B Z L RSN,

SHOBEE LT, JOBBULTALIY) XAOHBARICHEITTC, FlL—= 75—
FOBEFES, BISEICHERS 05 A0BELZERB L bOREATEALOR
NBVLETHDLEEZDLND. &0, AFEOLVEMLME~OERREX NS,
BENIZIT, BRAEBEREBOSFPARI—Ux ) N OITEIRER & DM FEESE
BOT— 2 ENBTAUNERD HBBE~OER2E 2 TVS., RETIIEZA LA TN
DTN ALDBEBEREIT>724, GRAPEIZX - T A CHBEREgE 2T LITY X
LREBZMADRNE I RT AT RADEEAERELER TS 2 ENHHINS.
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8 6ZE Graph Structured Program Evolution
ICKBERERT IV XLDE(L

6.1 (XC&IC

EHRIIRRENDA I L 2 — ) 2T 4y JERIEIZ I NE TIotlx REEREOHK
RENRR S, BEEECFERELE b RSB & 0’2 2 REEeEsI s LT
AHEEZRLTND, —F, “TRTDTF v 7 Ry 7 RBERICBNT, 515 B
BIZoWTHEFIZERS & 5 RBR7 AT Y RAITHEE L2V, &5 No Free Lunch
(NFL) [88]EHEMBREINTWD. ZDZ Ehb, 358 EORBEERIC S LTa®Rmys
BETNTY RDEWET D LNEETHIEELOND. HAMEREZ LR & X
ICE DRI T DB D2 BRIEE AT THBET I LB —RIUTH DM, ZOBRETL
Y XA LDEERBEZ BELT 22 LIERCEERBEETHA LWL B,

ZNIZH LT, GAEZAWVWTGA DT A —FDEELEITD A ¥ GABBREA T
B [5]. —fREN2 A H GA TIZ, GADNRFA—F L LT, BV A XN ER, ZERE
REREDQRELEIT . E£l, GP D—METH B Linear Genetic Programming (LGP) %
AOTHARROFIRZELSE 5 HEE [89]%, GP 2HVTHEEDRN FiEd (L S+
%7515 [90], Particle Swarm Optimization (PSO) DEHHIEFHEL S B HE [91]4 L
PRBENEENTRENTNS, E72, MOIDEFRAH=X2BHEALT, KL
Dea—l AT 47 AZMEDLETH LR 2=V AT 4 7 Z2{EY HTHED A /3—
Ea—U A7 (7 A (Hyper Heuristics) &5 [02]. NAN—b a—1 2F ¢ 2 A
TOMEDOHE LTIX, GAIZ & T bin-packing problem 2532t =— U XF 4 7 2 %
AT 56 [93]R°, FT7—P—FIXoTRF Va—) LV I/RBEOL 22— Y X5 4 7 X
RERT DB [94]72 80355, &5I1T, GPEAVEALN—t a—U XF ¢ 7 2B
HHELIHE STV S, Burke 5k GP iZ X - T bin-packing problem Dt = —Y 25
T AZERT DT LTI LTS [95,96]. Fukunaga i3 SAT RIEEIZ R UC ARIASsR et
Lt a—URATF 4 7 RLRASED 2—Y AT 4 7 A% BEMER L= [97-99]. Kumar b
EGPZAWT2EHMD /1 Fy 7Yy JBBEICH LT, Ea—U X717 RADESNE
BTEHZ 2R LK [100]. Pillay 513 GP I &> T timetabling problem (2593 b = —
YAT A4y 7 ADERETT> T3 [101, 102].

AETIIHE S ETRE L GRAPE # VW THREZEM A2 BER T — S FOTES
0T AREBAR TSI LT, BETATY XADEETI L2 HME LTS,
GRAPE D%/ — R T, =— V= O L OBRFEHR~DBRIERITS. /— FE2EBT
DI LTI TRIIEENEH SN, FHl/ — NICELZBICF OB TN SN 5.
IDEIZE—V=r FNORFEROEHF FEEZTR LT 7#EIC LT, EBETL
TY ALPER SIS, RETIE, BEFEZEEEECBEON F~— 7 FIE - £/
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Phenotype (Structure of GRAPE)

( No.0 No.l No.2 evaluation

parameters

No.5 No.7

\.. J
Genotype (integer string) : not appear in phenotype
No.0 No.l No.2 No.3
I I P = I T | P B I T |
|_|N0‘4 No.5

o3 Lozt 7ol 3] -

6.1: RR=—V = FOITHT 1 7T L %KY GRAPE O L £ DRETHOH

BLLTT T r—heyFrZIZ@AL, BR7LVITY XADOBEBEREITS & & biC
HRNEDRFEEAT 5.

6.2 GRAPE LK BFERT7 IV XLDEAL

AETIIGRAPE Z VW THRREM A BRI 22— V= v FOFE 0 /S A2 B84
ETHZ LT, BRTNVIY XADEMEERT S, KEF LV TCIHBRERP 2T —Vx
YIDBBETAI LT, ROBRERERETS. =—V= > MIGRAPE # iV THRE X
NIATEHANZ L7t o THREBEM BT 5. GRAPEWZ X » TREBRIN/=/TEHH%
REETDZ LT, BBEMICER LERTLITY XLANEETEBZLELX NS, A&
ETOGRAPE DT 1 77 ADOWEFI# K 6.1 IZFT. GRAPE ® “F—& ¥ v h IZI3%
RIS L7 BRETEBMBREFEEIND. GRAPEDE /) — FEBRLTW Z L THED
BREMERITH T DB TON, REEBRREHEND. £0%, F/ — F (evaluation
node) {ZET 3 & HEORHEHNFTFMEN, RO/ —RIZBB. HOLNLLOEDLNE
B OFMEAITONTZBEIBRREKTT5. Z0kd5ic, =—V= v FofTeEI%2 B
WTERERDf TN T L.

SEOERBR TRV, — FBE#IY, BREEHE T & 28T 2 b0, H55%E
EHZRAT D LD, 2 DORHEHH b —HREICEREINC L > THE- 2R £
BT2b0EThHsD. SEORRTHEALE ., — FEEER6.1ITRT. 228, PO
HEH 1T, AR —T =2 MOINE TORBBE TR S BVFHEORELES (personal
best) , DT—T =2 M HEDELETINE TIZR D BB ORETZEH (global best)
FUEDMORIR LU= — = hOFREHES (random selected agent) DA bERE
TEDLOICL. Zhom/ — FEISBITESE GA [103, 104] 2 X TAHWLN A b D%
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N13 (uniform distribution)
NlO\ N1 5\ (normal distribution)

p NO NI12
y W b,

e

X 6.2: R6.1IZRLIE ) — FEEERAWZEAICER SN ABHTEOHEESFHOF (2
RIEOBRFEHOFE)

EIZHE L. flziE, N16 IERELXXDBLYX - Thd. HELE . — FEEZ BN
THTICERENDRABEROSFHFEOBIZE 62 (27T, ZOROHITIE 2 RTDR
AEHEROBREZTLTWS. £, M/ — F (EVAL) TIZETMHENBIED global
best Z EHT L7254, personal best ZFH L1-HA, FOMOBPETIDIKTEI L &L
T3,

GRAPE TRESNTZHEET NIV XA EAVTEREITo R %52 GRAPE 0%
BEETFE s D. flE, BHEORRORRIMEDCEEH 2 ETHE. SEDERT
RAB L/ — FESUTHRAEMZR b D THIN, FNLEELESED I & CEM T
RTNTY ZLOHBENFREL 25, ZDX YT, BEOERERICR L CHENRERT
N Y X ANEBINDZ LB ENS.
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® 6L RRT LAY

X LDERERICHV S GRAPE @ / — FEE%

Id [ #Connection | Arg | Definition
For a random selected parameter p,
N1 1 — | Initialize the parameter p, with uniform random number.
N2 1 q pr= qr
N3 1 q | pr=pr+u(p,—elp-— g:l, pr + 2lpr = g,))
N4 1 q | pr=u(min(p:,q,) - elpr — g-|,max(p,,q:) + alp, — g,])
N5 1 q 2r = N(pr, (alp, - Qr[)z)
N6 1 q_| pr= N2, (lp, - ¢,
For the all parameters p; (i = 1,2,3,...)
N7 1 — | Initialize the all parameters p; with random number.
N8 1 g | Pi=4gi
N9 1 g | pi=pi+up;—alp;—gil, pi + alpi - qi)
N10 1 q__| pi = u(min(pi,q;) — alp; = gil, max(p;, ¢;) + alp; — qil)
N11 1 g | pi =N (elpi—qi)?)
N12 1 q_| pi= N (alp; - gi)?)
Other types

N13 1 g | pi=(pi—ade)+R-((g; + ade) - (p; — ade;))

d.: the distance between p; and g;, ¢; = (!Zj:ﬁ'f,),R = u(0.0, 1.0)
N14 1 q Di = pj+ze

z = N(0, (ad)?), d: the distance between p; and g;, ¢; 2_%_—:—%?
N15 1 q bi= @2 + ze;

z = N(0,(ad)?), d: the distance between p; and g;, ¢; = &=2)
N16 2 — | Decide the next node with rondom number.

If (0.0, 1.0) < 0.5, then connection 1 is chosen.

Else connection 2 is chosen.

Evaluation node

EVAL 3 — | Evaluate the current parameters p.

And if global best is updated, then connection 1 is chosen.

Else if local best is updated, then connection 2 is chosen.

Else connection 3 is chosen.

pi: ith parameter of agent p.

g;: ith parameter of partner agent g.

(g is best global parameters (¢0) or best local parameters (1)
or parameters of other randomly selected agents (¢2).)
u(x,y): uniformly distributed random number among [x, y].
N(u, 0): normally distributed random number.

Parameter a = 0.5.
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63 FRT7IVIYUXLOEEHEEERE

CITRESEEMEON T — s By, BB LT VT L— vy Fr s
EONCRET VT ) X LDOBERREIT ). Z0O%, BELEERT LI XAOEHE
ERFET B7e0IC, ELBRICA T2 RIRZER IR LR TS Y X 5% 58
T5.

63.1 HEER7ZILIU XLOEBRERDEE

SEOKRTEALILE T A—FEER62IRT. /— NOBBERICHIRLRIT,
B REBBEH (execution step limits) PIIZFEAE/ — NIZEIE L2V MEARIZE b BV BN E
BEZONDIEE L. SEOERTIIHRBRELKE 50 & L. GRAPE OMEHEE
& LTH—RREX L XFINAT 2 RAREREZA, #AKAREFNVITIIMGG (18] 24
AL

% 6.2: GRAPEIZ L AR TNV TY X AOEDERICHANTZERT A — 2 {E

Parameters for GRAPE
RS 10000
A% 100
MGG OB &3k 20
RXFE 0.6
—IRREX DX E (P,) 0.1
ZRIRE R (Py) 0.02
J— R 50
RK/— NEBE¥K , 50
Parameters for search simulation
z—Tx b 1, 10, 50
BB R %% 10000 (> F~=— 27 B
5000 (FrFL—hwvFrrd)
BREROBRITEIE (V) 5
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632 NVFI—UHEHK

A EDIBCHIRET AV =T) XADABAEREAT 5 IROBIKIC Rastrigin-d PEeE AL
7=. Rastrigin-d BTk OK (6.1) TRENDZIEROBEEKTHS. K6.3122 WITDH
& @ Rastrigin-d B0 5@ 2 =9

St ) = 100+ 2 {5 = ) = 10cos(2n(x; = )
=1
(6.1)

(=5.12 £ x; £5.12)

ZOBEEE, d,...d) TRAMEO 2 & D, niFRTETHY, AERTIIn=20L LK. F
7z, diZoW\Tidd=1.0 %AV,

120
100
80
60
120
100 w0
- 20
60 .
40
20
0

[ 6.3: 2 Wt D5 E O Rastrigin-d BIE O F#
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WEAMEBIIERBEATT V& JPIHE &, GRAPEICE » CRE SN ERT L
JZXLMZE > TREEZ RO LNFHEREIT Y. =— V= MIUIZDWTIE 1, 10, 50 L%
ATHRFEZ T o7, == V= MIBSEB OB AT TR TOT—V = F A3 FE—0 GRAPE
TRIASNIERT VT Y X 5% SBRT 5 homogeneous EF /L& AV V=, 7=, GRAPE
DEEEOFMIIZIROREH NS,

Nyial
fitness = — Z fi (6.2)
i=1

ZIT, fIZIFEORRTELONER D RVIMIETH Y, Ny IEFREORITES (qumber
of trials) TH 2. ZOFEREEIIMEAREVIEI RBWTETH S, LI EDOBEICL-T
BET VT R LOHELEITV, Rastrigin-d BT LCHESRBERT LT Y X LR HE
L.

K64z —Y= MEI0 & LESAICHELERERT LIV XAOKEERT. 7
B, M64 DEEITHIRL TCHABIZEBLEN.) — FEERLELOTHD. ZONE
Tid, FHIEDEVZ L > T2 005K %1TH. ZOHEITRMEMTHB, L&
HREELEE SN TWAZ 2R LTS,

¥ 6.4: GRAPEIZ Lo THB/EIN=R T2 — 7 IR THEETNVIY XADH) (m—
T ME10 & LEERE)

79



RIZE/LIZHERTNTY XL E2FLA BN F>— 7 BRICER L, MEEE2FTH. <o
F=— 2 BIEIZITR DR 6.3~6.8 1ZRT 6 IO AR L.
Sphere BI$IRA TR SN D BIEHOBEETHY, (0,..,0) TRAMEO 2 & 5.
X1, e xn) = >—51 x?
(-100 < x; < 100)

Ridge B3Ik TR &1 2 HIBEDOBIHTH Y, (0,....0) THRAMEO &2 L 5.

(6.3)

2
SOty e Xy) = E (J>_3 X)) (6.4)
(—100 < x; < 100)

Rosenbrock BIEUIRN TR SN 2 B0 TH Y, (1,..,1) TRIMEO % L 3.

SOt ey x0) = 3 {100(x,+1 =]+ (= 1))

i= (6.5)
(=30 < x; < 30)

Rastrigin BEEUIRA TR SN B ZIEMH OB TH Y, (0,..,0) TR/MEO % & 3.

FCery e xy) = 10+ El{xf — 10cos(2mx;)) 66)
(=512 < x; < 5.12)
Ackley BIIRA CRENDZIEHEDOBETH Y, (0,..,0) TRMEO % & 3.
S(x1, e %) = 20 = 20exp(=0.2 /1 i x2) + e — exp(L i cos(2mx;))

n g n & 6.7)

(=32 < x; <32)

Schwefel BTN TR SN D ZIEMEDBEETH Y, (420.968750, ...,420.968750) T
/ME -418.98288727 xn % & 5.

I —
(=500 < x; < 500)

(6.8)

EBREMFITRDOEY ThH 5.

o N Fw— EHORTE A 10,20,30
o HATEI% : 50

o BAKGIfES : 5.0 x 10°

BEISGHE0 3+ R RE 51T 5 72012, GRAPE 2 fIWTIRET LI Y X LR HEET 5

BRED BREL L.
e, —RAGRBFIE LR Z BT 572012 PSO [15] & %47 5. PSO 1384
DHEMRDIBVEZEM L CZ RBRRFIETH Y, BEHTH 2EEITREDIMERFRT
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HOERBELZRFL, ThrEFRU - BB ST L TREMEZERTS. &#EK
i DBREDMENY bk x;, BENY Meky 75, BRICHESEKROESBY DR
BAEDALE~NY bV & LBEE COREFEPICEBT 5REMOMERY ML 2, ZAVE.
RIZEDOEHFXERT.

vi = wvi +cir (X = x;) + cara(Xg — xi) 6.9)

xi= x4y, (6.10)

W ITEEICHTIEMRMCTEDEEZ LS. ¢ & o FERERKHTIELMEETHSD.
& 13[0.0,1.0] D—HRELFZR L TWB, REBRTIE, Uk [105]12380 TRV MERED
‘/BohdLank, w=0.72, c,c=149 & L. 723, PSO OEGEEIT 50 EEE LT
EREIT->TWA.

RO ITRRRIToERETT. RPOMEIZ S0 BORITTE LN FEDEE TH
5. Fle, FBINOHFITZERRETHD. GRAPEIZL > THEEINFERTALIY X
L, PSO & B U T HARERFICME A LT Rastrigin B%k7e &2 iz, Lo Bk
MLUTHOBRGRERERLTNBEORbNE. BRET LI Y X AOHEERIL 20 RTD
Rastrigin-d B34721) % iV T GRAPE D& B{LEIT o723, BONBERET LT Y XA
DRI L TCH R R REELZB TR 0D, FERMEDOHAERT LIV X LD
BRTERLELILNS.
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R 63 NrFv—rBEEICHT2 GRAPEICE s THEEINEBERT LT Y X AL PSO

DERFNMERE (50 EORITOFHE, FHLNOYFITELEFE)

Function n | #agents=1 | #agents=10 | #agents =150 PSO
10 | 236x 10732 | 1.72x 10716 | 4,10 x 10-119 0.0
(6.58 x 10732) | (8.25 x 107116) | (1.38 x 10!18) (0.0)
Sphere 20 | 7.05x 10728 | 2.54x 1078 241 x 1073 | 4.94 x 10732
(1.51 x 10727) | (7.96 x 10781) | (7.24 x 1078%) (0.0)
30 | 391x107% | 2.92x1076° 1.77x 10767 | 6.32 x 10~17®
(7.38x 1072%) | (1.29 x 107%%) | (9.35 x 10767) (0.0)
10 | 2.10x 10730 | 325x 107" | 8.62x 10-117 | 1.22 x 10-276
(1.06 x 1072%) | (2.17 x 107113) | (3.84 x 107116) (0.0)
Ridge 20| 400x107% | 327x1077° 1.28 x 1082 5.33 x 10?
(2.04x 10724y | (1.11x 10778) | (3.27x10782) | (1.63 x 10%)
30 | 1.03x10722 | 5.64x 10762 2.53 x107%5 4.07 x 103
(1.66 X 10722) | (3.75x 10761) | (9.50 x 10755) | (5.05 x 10°)
10 8.22 4.36 4.74 3.74 x 103
(7.48) (5.95) (6.30) (1.78 x 10%)
Rosenbrock | 20 9.75 4.90 7.14 9.07 x 10°
(8.26) (6.04) (7.88) (2.73 x 10%
30 | 1.20x 10! 8.65 7.49 1.11x 104
(1.49 x 101 (7.92) (1.15x 101 | (2.94x 10%
10| 7.39%x10°15 | 452x10°1 1.11x 10714 6.27
(107 x 10714 | (6.14 x 10714) | (1.34 x 10714) (3.35)
Rastrigin =~ | 20 | 4.04x 107 | 3.16x1078 | 7.22x10™ [ 3.79x 10!
(4.14x 10714 | (2.76 x 10713) | (5.25x1071%) | (1.18 x 10)
30| 1.51x10°8 | 280x10712 | 2.58x 10713 9.38 x 10!
(9.69 x 10714y | (9.27x10712) | (1.37 x107'3) | (2.91 x 10")
10 | 1.68x1071# | 342x10° % 144 x107'% | 4.00 x 10715
(536 x10715) | (2.76 x 10714) | (6.27 x 107'%) | (3.61 x 10~2)
Ackley 20 | 4.80x 107" | 1.57x1071 | 3.42x107% | 329x107"
(1.58 x 10714 | (2.88x 10713) | (1.11 x 10714) | (2.23 x 1072)
30 | 229x10713 | 423x10°8 569 x 10714 1.79
(1.11x10713) | (1.10x 10712) | (1.20 x 10~14) (8.86)
10 | -4.19x103 -4.19 x 10° -419x10% | -3.52x10°
(9.09x1071%) | (1.66 x10Y) | (9.09 x 10~13) | (2.40 x 10?)
Schwefel |20 | -8.38x 103 -8.38 x 10° -838x10° | -6.29x 10°
(1.82x10712) | (1.82x10712) | (1.82x10712) | (4.76 x 102)
30 | -1.26 x 104 -1.26 x 10 -1.26 x10* | -8.90x 10°
(7.28x10712) | (7.28x10712) | (7.28 x107'2) | (5.73 x 10?)
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633 TYTL—byFUT

FrF— vy F o/ EEIMGmEHhTT 7 L— MEi & SEE L ik A Ao
T CHhHB. TrT— by FrSEMERER SIS THY, RIS T
- BEELRNBE THD EVWZ D, KERTIIT 7 L— ME{RD 4 DD/RT A—F
(77 L— FRLOALE (x,y), EHEAE rate, TEKREH angle) EEIESE LIRS
795, REBRTRHWET 7 Lb— by F U 7OFRREETRORX (6.11) TEHEALBNRD
Fr7— gl OBREFIERELIZLOTHS.

W H
f(x,y, rate, angle) = spp— )3I _zl \firjr = 3]
=1 =

i' = rate = ((i — ) = cos(angle) + (j — &) = sin(angle)) + x (611)

J=rates=((i - 12’1) = sin(angle) + (j — %) x cos(angle)) +y

ZIT 4 ET T L— NEROERE, f; 3IRREROEFEETSHY, WHITETAT
NT 7 b— NEHRD i, j IR OB, Vi (TRABWETH S, Z OFFHMBIEIIAE A
IEWVEIVEWVFHETH S.

AEHTRWT 7 L— MEg & M RERER 6.5 (R, WLy L— A — /Ll
ThY, FBEE@OY A X% 640x480[pixels], T > 7 L— MR A XL 64 x 64[pixels]
ThsdH. ERAEROERITROBEY) THS.

o T L—MPRLOME :0sx<X, 0gy<Y
(X, Y (IR D x,y J7H O misEE)

o JERfHE : 1.0 <rate <2.0

o [EfEAEE : —180° < angle < 180°

EEROD T A—H T3 6.2 LEEEO LD %MV, GRAPE OFEEOF A S0 (6.2) &M
Wa. 6.5 OxIEE#g 1 &7 7 L— bl % GRAPE ([ X AR T T Y X ADHE
AT, LEOBEICE2TT v b— b=y Fr I OibOFEET LT Y X LD
bEfTF-7-. 6.61Tm— = FIA 10 & LIBRICHG LER T LT Y X AORET
hB.

Template image

Target image 1 Target image 2

X 6.5: 7T b— bvyvFrZOERICHW NSRBI E T 7 L— NS
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K 6.6: GRAPEIC L~ THEEINE=TF L FL— oo F U IRt 3ERTALITY XLD
Bl (=T P10 & LTIGE)
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K64 T L— by FoINHT D GRAPEIC L o THSEEINTZERRBET LT X AHE
PSO DEFEMERE (50 [ DRITOFHE)

| # agents=1 ‘ # agents=10 | # agents=50 I PSO
Target image 1
Average 0.0890 0.0889 0.0890 0.105
Stddev 0.00501 0.00578 0.00424 0.0137
Best 0.0846 0.0845 0.0845 0.0858
Worst 0.107 0.107 0.103 0.134
Target image 2
Average 0.0735 0.0726 0.0714 0.0793
Stddev 0.00684 0.00328 0.00281 0.0113
Best 0.0698 0.0698 0.0698 0.070
Worst 0.116 0.0776 0.0790 0.132

GRAPE IZ L » THHE XN IER T LT Y XA L PSO DIEZRMEEELF 6.4 12RT. BEKR
FEMmEENL 10000 & L, K6.5 IR THBER L, 2D 2HEAW. 5 LOXRERIZ
FLTH GRAPEICE o THEENIERT7 LT Y XLITPSO LV EWHEREEZRLTHD
ILNHERTED. ZOZENbY, BEFERIZI o TTF IV — by F U TR
BRIV XLDOEBEPMTRXIZEVZD.

64 FEH

AETIIGRAPE # AWV THRREME*BRETH=— V= NOFTEIT 0 /7 A2 BEIL
T DZET, BMET LT XLDERETY, BEEELREORFv—JH%LT
TV by F U T RFNCRRT D) RACEREREToT. BEFHEICL-THE
LINFRRET LAY X 50E, PSO TR THIERDBEICH L TREFRERETRTHO
Thotz, ik, BRT7TLTY X LORBERFIZAV N Rastrigin-d BN SIEMHETH o 7o
HEEXOND. ¥, TUTL— ey FUIC UCEALZERICS, ERRERR
TUITY ZXLEER/THENTE ., 2%), BEFEZAVDI LT, WRETHM
B L TEDRERT LT AR BETED I L 2R TE L.

A1, MOEBBEII L THOENRBERT LT Y XLEHEET D Z LN TE DKL
THFETHS. EHiZ, FERIOERTIIET— V= M —DHEME % & % homogeneous
EFNLERNWED, Hx == FBRREZR DS % D heterogeneous ET /MIZONT
BREEZITOMNERH B EEZXDNDS.
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E1E

Hb

7.1 FENTHESNI-HE
BN TIE—BLT, /578270 SA0RBERETIEB I n ST I 702
BT AFEDREL{To. FETEONERREZRICELD B, ’

o GIN iZ X D EBEHD B BIHEE
ER IR 2 AR E LT, EREHRZ BEESE T 5 GIN, FFGIN DEEZ1To7.
ERIEHD B EMEEEROFE RN D, GIN, FFGINIZ L o TABETIIRRATER
VWHEENEB TEX B2 L 2R L. £, FFGIN TII#EE2 7 — K7+ 7 —F
Fy N — 7 HEEIZHIFRT 5 Z L T, GIN®°ACTIT & bR U CEHERFRIIERE S 1L
BT L&KL

o GIN IZES< BEEHEE
GIN % HI|CEGEHRE, SFEEMHE, EEIH» OHEKR L2 ERSERO B BiE
HKETH D GIN-IC ZHEE LT-. GIN-IC DK & 2 4FHITEGEHRE COEBOMIE
R, BHMOBTNBERTLALATHD. BEOSERLIZRZY, GIN-IC TIXER
WM ER—EONE—F L TEHEE T2 LRNFRETHDS. KX T,
GIN-IC #FHIWTE 7 T ADT 7 AF v EBSBEERELITVEOFVHEOHRB 21T
7o, EROBEEMNS, HREHRHZEDEEL BBEE T Z L OFPENTS
iz, ’

e GRAPEIZ L 371 /5 L0 BEIER

IVEBEDT ST LR HEAERTHIZIEEZEMNE LT, I 7HBELAVWZED
TasS5 IV DEETHD GRAPE 2RELTZ. GRAPEILY 7 7HEE 2/ 5
LOERBEFERE LTWBONL—TDOREAVESZHIZTED. £, “T—FEy
FAWDZ L THEBOT - RO AFREILA D, GRAPE 2V < DD HE)
Tuss I SORBICERB L, BYEORIEEIT o, ERTR-MEIL, £h
LAEEES 0 ST ADRRERE LTV Bk GP TIEfiE 2 &N TE V.
EBROFER, GRAPEZAWTN—T%2E807 07 7 L0OBBERNFIRETHDZ &
DR TE . &6, EEHMBRBERELEDITEV TV Z & PR TE, GRAPE
WCE2THRO LW B/ T LAOBBAEREITI Z LN TE TV

e GRAPE IZ X AHERT NI U X LDk
GRAPE # FIWTIERT7 LT Y X LADEEIT o7, —REND, RS 72WRRBEIZA L
TEHEOBERTNVTY XLEBETHIaX MIFEFICEL, TOEEBEZBE{TD
AU v MEkE\\., GRAPEZANVWTARYVFv—J LT TL— ey TF Ui
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RETDRETNAY ZLDOEBVEREITo IR, —RAIRREBRFEL LR LTS
PHREDEHVIRR T LI AL ERTHI LN TE

UEDRRELY, FS57#EEZTu s T AORBHNL T LOEMELZRT I LN
TEl. 77 7HELRMATIMRIZE, AMEEZSLHETRATETHDZ LN —
THER EOREANBEG THDHZ L, a7 MNMeETHNOUEEZREFRETHDZ
EREBBTOND. TOLIRERND, 77 7EERHVD I L THRMICEE LT
27 AOBBERPITATZLEEZDND.
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72 SEORE
TITIE, AFEORBELZEICEHE ST I SOOI L TOSEBOREY IR
~5.

o LM, KRERT ST ADHBERK

BEN 0T I TOWRII—EOREERETTVER, LVEMELRT 0T 00
KEWERZ TR 77 LR HBERT A EIIRELRFETHS. 2F ), AMTHLE
R TN TY XLREBZ AP NE S RTNITY RLAOBBAREERT S Z
ERHIBEND. ARXTIZGRAPEICE - TY— Nl S A0 EBIERETT-
7S, BlZIE2 Ay 7 Y —FRENEBIAFH LY — " T AT X LAOERET
FZERETHD. Fiz, EVATAZGATER LR 70 s A0OEEERD
TENIREDRENMEHPRBETE S,

o 77T ADHEVERICKIT AR LIER

FIZR~NTz X 572, KM, KEELRT e T 5% BEIART 372 DI 3R
REBT NI XLTIRERN, ZORE, 7m s Zh (FAral) Xh) OFEmIC
A& 72 H A DFHE 72T Tle <, (84) BEOFHESIAEOH 270 /5 ATH
BN EDFHAEZEATAIENANTHA ELbND. £z, ulJ L0
ERXNBEANREBR L L5 BERIEEITI Z e TEE, X0 EHhERMRER
PITZB0S LARV. 7875 AMTBW T OB D E 05 EI 3 IEE \ E
RMETHIN, BEEN OB LFLEOHZ2METHE. ThbLEMRTHIIR
“HENW R T I VT OEDOBRBFIE 2ERTHILENTENE, KRERTL—
JAN—IZRDBEBEZBND.

o H-I2f R E
FHLTHE-EBLAEDOSFIIBEE T 0 7T IV IR END TN E5HD
— O THhDHEVNZE. fIZbEBT 0/ T IV FIIEBOERSCr Ry M, =—
Pz v FOBRBIRER L OB RSB TR EZRDTWER, F5—T 7Y r—va
e I BE RSN ERRTAILITRVRELERE LD, KRIUTH-
TBRBET NI XLOED LS 72, Hlzhbta— AT 47 AEBEE 7RSI
VI ERWTERTZNA/N—bta— ) AT 4 7 AIEHORBICKERFIRENEE
WHOTWAE0b LARY. HFETIEEERN— Ny =7Ths GPUEXHAVW-EE)
T 5 I TOMENERIZITOATREY, BRICHERTTZADAZ LE24ENLT,
FlRERSB~OHS 0 /I TORBENREBEENS.

%1%, LVEM, KRELT0 /I A0RBEREAREICTIEE I R /T 07F
EEERTAHLE LB, FERICASBII L TOEEB ST I I OFEERIFL
TWE =W,
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ETEY

AR EED DIZH 0B J8E, THEEWEEWEY, FRREEAEL TR
SO REEBEIZICHE R L ETFET.

AHLAEELDHCHIVEERLTIRE, CBHERXEX E L-AEEYEEE, ANERHK
#, ZREEIE, WMIETHRERR, BEHMEEERICEER L ETFET.

AR TFHEHBIIIERETRENERIIRBESNENLEIEL LT, HF4ARET
BHEEICARZRVELE, HORESTZELE.

F7-, REMEEOER, FEEOERITIIEERT RAAA X, F#mELTWEZEN
22T, MREAE, FOMITBWTHLRIMERZRVELE, HUBREI TNE
L.

fich, MEESKE T2 BELIFEZEOERELORIC—EOL IITHEEZED D
WZH VA2 0 FE L.

A AR 12 IR 20 £ X 0 #FRITFE R (DC2) ITHRA L TV =72 S BFSEiRm)
R POTTBENZEEE LE.

Bz, BEEBSHICESTICHE-T, RENRTEL L, ENRFoTL
Ni-mBRICERE LT
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