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F1E

b

1.1 HMROER

RED AT L3RAIZHET 2B BENEEN DERITEAG - TBD, 78
LTI BIENHHEREM I AT LALLTRAZ ZENTES. flZIE, ZOE
MAT LERRE LEBRECREZH D BE, 2BETH-RED, /I XE2EATY
20, AEETH 70T 57D, BEtEERIET SRENICENRRELFETIIR
BEAEERICHEE 25 I LRB . 20D, BHRIATLENRETZIHE
3, REEDRENRL L OEANRBRETAERZRD S 72D OREHRFTEFEN
DEEINTNS., £IT, EEBEE (Evolutionary Computation : EC) [10][14][84]
i, BRITOFBREEES ) X2FOHEFICHLTHRD RVIELHERD S Z
EVRIETH B R E, BEAVHBEICHLERTHIRTRICFERI TN S,

ZDECITIE, 1960 FRUITIRE X N 7= HE(LEREE (Evolution Strategies : ES)[13][104],
#7107 5 2 > (Evolutionary Programming : EP)[51], &G 7 IV TU XA
(Genetic Algorithms : GA) [56][66] D 3 DO ERFEENH D, BHWEROER VR, 2
RER, #H#z, BRECIVFEMTIONS. FICENEREERERT L T2H
&, ESI3HIIN S EBERBICEBL TVZDIZXL, EP & GA i3 1990 FRICEE
ERBOMAENBRAIITDOND K DT/ o7 [49][51][91][92][100][110][114]. Zh 5D
MROPTH, ERERFEOENER LA RZHETIHEE/NSA—F D 25K %:
EGRHEEL, ELAE TENEREERIE/NS XA -5 2 (LI ¥2Fki, Bk
B2 R LTl B [10][24][41)[71][98][99][101].

ULInLRRR5, BRITOEREEECELBEREZROH - 72BE, BENEEN
AT THB720, BEE/XT A —F BRKEEER BT S LAANCHERITNESRS
BRRENS. TORR, BREROAT v THA X bBOT/NELARD, EEMIC
BRERDBN/RVVRBICKE D BEASPRT S, WbW2BEIGRAR D9 <R3,
—IZIE, THNEE@TB2DIC, BEE/STA—FIZTREZREL TN ABRDABE
BNKIIZTS., ZOZEIZEAL T, K.-H. Liang 5I3FERKEICKEL RER TR
EEER/N T A—FICRELRTNIERSARNEREL TWS [73]. ZOREREICH
DR BERTREZRGTS I8, (1) FNBEATy YA AN EL 25T /T
REOENEZEZIBTLED 2 &%, (2) BEOREICEDLEZBE R TREZRAH
B ZERARELCBFENERL THEHEBEOBRRASIIFELIBANI ENS,
FELWRREEZEIEVEN. £2T, BSRTREZBNICHETIFERERATY



B0, INHHEBHEOBERTATRREMRER>TNS [74][75].

5%, ECIZE o T 5 IEMRI AT LERMOEIBE, BRTOERHEEDR
ZIEEFETH->TH, RHAIGRORBLZER TE5HEBELHBA FELEBETS
ZEVRBREEZD.

1.2 HRDOB

FEILECICK o THERER I AT LAERDED ZE2HEL, BRITOERTME
FOELBERETHo TH, BHNROREZ B T2 HEBRELRHESRE
BEITHIELEE2EMNETS. 22T, LEORMKOHSZERT 5720, HEISEE
NEmELIRBFEERFLCEETS. ZOFEOEELNT A F7Ii%, BEE/ST A—
I UBREIC XS RWHERHMB(LERZMMA, REOCHEICEFELICKSLELDE
TBHELEIALHD. TNOZ, BHFBEEE/SNZ A—F OMIZTTERREIE/NS A—5
ERDOBGBEREEZRAL, FHRLOELTERLDOLEZERNIANEZSH LN
RRERFHEZREBTS. TLUT, BEF A MEKIHTH2ERMEREBIU 1 X2
NI BHHERZHAIL, RERFELARBNBRRFEEOBKRZITO Z&I2LD, B
FHEOBUEEEIET S, EEY AT I AOHENZITD LXKV FEORKEZH
5EMCT B, £ir, TENERBENOBHEZEL TREOFRAEERIET 3. 51T,
MR BEICEZECEROMEICEEL, MR BELECEEOMEZRIET 5.

1.3 AERILDIBERX

BIETIE, FRXOTREEN, RUBXEEOBERERL TWSD.

E2ETIE, FRXPHRETHEMBHEFED DB 1960 FRITHE - 1= LEk
B, MW TOZSIL S, BEHTNVIY LD I DDOFEEHEOEBEZRNTS. K
12, FEXVIRDED ERBEHLEEZESEL, ZOMERRICE N TENIERE
ZRTHCHEINCDWTHIAT 5. F1ic, EER, #ewrnrss53>7, BENT
VI XL BT3EHEHEGOEREZRL THEEREZHSMNIL, 2512, B
CHEISOMERZEET 5.

EIETIR, FMIBVTRET SFENTRMITONTEMEILA T T 712D
WTIRR, BRI A—YOHCHENEEZW LI 2 FHEOEFNT 1 577 2HAT
3. TLUT, SAZREEE/ND A—F OMIZTTEIBIE/ NS X —F 2 DOEEEEE
ERL, TERBDEENROOEHENIANEZI DL WRALTRFEEERL
T 5. RiZ, HOHELZ#H5ET S Multi-parent Recombination(MPR) 12D VYT BB
REBR, FHRXVBBET 23 DO MPRIZODWTHATS.

EARETIE, BENTOTSI2 7B 5ECHEIGOIEEZMOEDS. EEKE
BEREEICHBIT HEET X MK ERWHERERICX D, EBROEEHMTOT S
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3 2% (Classical-EP: CEP, Fast-EP: FEP) {2, 42U THEES/X T A — 5 AR/
<720, BENEENICHNRNVRBIZZDDTVIEZHSMCTS. Fhick
L, TELSEEREEEBYRBRER/NNY — 2k > TRENZEZIR 2 BEE/SS
A—5 OELERIZNMZ % Fik (Robust-EP: REP) 28289 %. LT, BEFX b
Rz AWEHBEBRERICIDZOEMEZREEL, ELY M FI 7 AZ2B8HT2Z
ETREFEORMEZHALNCTS. £z, /A X207 A MEKICELTHED
FHEERIETSD. S5, TEHNEMENDOIBAELT, BN RiCX3960
EFEBICER L, FEREHNES DO ZEBEREICNT 28 A E2RIET 5.

EHETIE, EBEBICSITIECHCOHEZROED. REERECEEICS
HRET A MR ERAWRTERERICLD, EROELEBE (Classical-ES: CES,
Fast-ES: FES) i, #bMI7 0V 53 JOBRE LFAMRIT, FHELITLU TEIE/NT A—
FHMBRIT/NE <720, BENEREEICEIROVRBICZDDTVWI LZ2HSMIT
5. TUTHL, NEREGFRERESEYRRAERNSY — L IZk > TRENZEZ)
REBIE/NS A — 5 OERCERITM A 5 F (Robust-ES: RES) 229 5. £L T,
RET A FEBRZAWEHBERERICEDZOAIMEZRIEL, FEOREZAS
DICERERRLBREORTA T —NVIZLBELST M F I AOEEBRAT . %
Tz, 7M1 X&gq07 A NEBICEEL THOEOAMELRIETS. T 5I, TEMERE
NDOBRAELT, HEBHORY hOFES — a > BREIZHBIT S Continuous-Time
Recurrent Neural Networks DE{LEIRRET 2B D V>, EKF i (CES, FES) & HL5RF
% (RES) DEEZRREET 5.

B 6ETII, HELEIZICHITS MPRICKZHAEHEROWTEMOED. HERFHE
(CES, FES) &R #Fi% (RES) 1B L T, Intermediate Recombination & Discrete Re-
combination ZSEEEZEH & BEE/NS A —F ODEAICHWERBITHIT S MPR D48
BREEL, TOBLY A F IV REHBMATH. £k, /A X2E0T A MEKICELT
bEORMMERRIET 5. 251, T¥HNERBEOSLAEL T, Evolutionary Artificial
Neural Networks D#E#{L 2D LIF, MPR OHERERGEZTTS.

BTETR, FRXOERERND.
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2.1 5

FETIE, FRXITBNWTHRETIEICBFIEFED DB 1960 ERICIAE - ki
{LERE, ENTOFS3I2Y, BEHNTIVI) XLD3DDFREOEBEHENT S.
RIZ, BFCAROELS EEBRECHEZEREL, JOBERRICBIT2EHTED
ZHATS. K, EFEICETIECEROBEEMIEIZDVWTRN, HIFEERZEH
5MZL, HEEBORES2ERT 5.

2.2 H{EBIEEFEOBRE

Bremermann, Friedman, Box %, 1950 fEfU%> 1960 £ D EMRI2ERIT, il
{LRIEZ B O DERE LU TEILZRA B ZENTESD LEX, #BLI AT LD
REMD. FFIT, 1960 F£4RUTIT Rechenberg & Schwefel MSEE(LERIR 2 IRIB L, £
EEEEELICH VW [13][104]. £ LT, Finite State Machine Z#{L X #2371 I
1J X2 & LT Fogel ® Owens ® Walsh 512 &> TH#W IOV o3 > /BB aI Nk
[51). £/, Holland IZ&k> TREWT VI XLHMMBE SN [66]. RFiT, HELEES
RDENTOT T T EMET B E, Holland D& DEKNE, ReplzMBEZ2#EL -
HOTINITY XLEERT S ZETIIRL, DLUAHRDO X I RERKHESR ZERL
THIETHD, BRBIKOAN AL EHEBR ETERET DO AEERRTS
TETHoHEELIITEDLNS.

EETIE, 1960 FERICHAE - (LIS, &N OS5, BEHT7IVTY
LD 3D DOHAFERR S NICBHEMAFROMAENELT D, ELBHELRIN
ZRHEHRL TS, BETIIHESENLEND  IAEOHERRMEEZICDON
T, #E(LERRE, @I035 Y, BEE7IVT) X LEORENRY TOo—F
DEFBBEKICIZDDDH L, L, S 0—BEARERIMIDNTRRS,



2.2.1 fE(LEEEE

H#{LEEE (Evolution Strategies:ES) [104][13] 1, 1964 ££iZ K- Y @ Technical Uni-
versity of Berlin T Flashing Nozzle DFXEHIBR L THHEINZONHBED THS. ¥
{21, Rechenberg & Schwefel IZ& > T, 1EEDOEL 1 BEDOFHREZAET (14 1)-ES
[ RFRENZ. T3S, two membered ES &IEITN, RAERLBIROBMHD
THhok. TDH, multimembered ES & U T puflitk (1 >1) OB S 1 BEOTFHRE
ERL, BOEOLBEBEMZD (u+ 1)-ESERT, 251, 1EEHEOENS \HE
BOFREERT S (1, \)-ES [21][25][27][31] 28T, HFIFELECHEEEREST
% EBDIDIT, 1977 FEITIX MEEDOTRZERT S (1, A)-ES (1 < A) [22][2) IHh
BRENz [8][105). T D (u, A)-ESid u(> 1) BOMEN SR BBERN S, RARERE
BTAE (A > p) OFREERL, EICEORBWIEIC u @28 & L TRUKRREE
BT S. 2B, TU—MREEEZFANDS (1+A)-ES & (u+ M\)-ESIIRBEES AT X
5 [8)[13][93] EEDNTHY, BEVENSHAL. X512, 4, Beyer 23] K&
T o EEOHBIBEIEZRA NS (u/p,A)-ES (1 < p < p) [1][3][94] 23EITE N, KT,
p >2 OFE X multirecombination EIFFIEN TN S [29].

(1+1)-ESIZBWNT, Kappler [68] 13, 2BRERDFE T Gauss 5 DR D IZ Cauchy
DHEANT, 1+ 1)-ESONT7A—SAZFBEL TS, #%id, BERITOFERM
BIZMUTEMMEZRE L2200, BRTMEICH U TIXBARREIER2 0 57
WELTWE, LAL, ZRIZAMAEBEINE Yao & Liu [117][119]1F, (4, A)-ES iIZHBW
T, RAREERDOHE T Gauss DA DORDO DI FITRTR Tt = 1 & L7 Cauchy 727
B Fy(z) TEDEBMEZRANWD I LZREL

Fi(x) =1/2+ (1/7)tan"(z/t) (2.1)

BOIBE DT X FEKEAWTHAEBERZTY, IONEZOMHE, RicEk
HBEBIZENTH S 2L 2R, Gauss 73 2z Classical ES (CES) ERBIL T,
Fast ES (FES) &FEATZ.

(u/p,A)-ESIE, pBOEMEEN SHBMAPRABERZETAEOTREERL, T
ROBNSBEINEDOEWIRIC p BE2HMEGEE L TERBRL, XIERKHZEKTS.
ZT, plidlBABIEICBNT 1 BEOFREERT 2DITHERRBEEOEKER
LT3, ZO (u/p,\)-ESIZBL T, Beyer [23] iX p=pu DBED u-fold speedup % H
MRANCEEBI L TW5. ES OEFIIERMEEREMEE/NS A—F D 2EREFDON,
DB THEEE/X T A —F ITHBZBEZANTHORN, EREERORRER
DREZZHEE/NTA—INKENHET S I L2EZDE, ZOEHATIEIRTS
THD. TOD, EREERILTTREBB/NS XA -7 L THHBIRELZA
WEEBERCERNERICL > TR ZTORTNER S 2N,

ECEHBEFERIBIZESO7INI) XL EOFERELT, (1) ZEHEZIZa—FR
LEINEBEFREANTICERZERERZBHAZROE D, (2)2 @&k 2H#H
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ZAX0b 1 EELORREREZEZ2AR -7 ET 5, (3) MEHBRIEEZAL
3, EREFEN5.

2B, RETRRBEMHTOT T I TIIHRBIRZAND (utup)-ES O—#
ERBTIEMTES.

ES7 NIV X LADHNELFITRT.

1. S LM pBOEENSRMERERESE, gen=1&L73.
2. BEGOBGEZ BRI f(x;) ZTTICEHET 5.

3. ufBEOEN SHEME ERBERICL > TABEOTFREERT 3.
4. FROBEDOHEINES f(2F) 2TICHET 3.

5 MEOFRZESEDOBVWIEICEN, BNHOMNS u @2 KREROEE L TRIR
T 5.

6. MTEREFZRAZIBNEIXgen =gen+1 E LT3 IZRES.

2.2.2 #EHIFOssSz Y

#LHW T 1025 2 > 5 (Evolutionary Programming: EP) iZ, 1960 FERRT¥HIZ L. J.
Fogel WA FRIRIEBMIRZ EL I B A L L TRBLZDHDE, TOETFD. B. Fogel
2% 1990 FEARFIRIC “meta-EP” & U TEREBBELEEMITICERELELEZBHDT
&5 [51]. RBPETH, UFTIRoNSEP LR EP O3tEFEAKL, D. B.
Fogel iCLDRBAILLURELSHOENTH Y, ZI ORI FI—JHERET TR EME
(BIZL, [53]) THEDOENRRENVREEIN TS, L7MrLIans, EPHED
BRiE{CRES DM LEZ2H > R ENIEEL TR, UL, EP VAR T2
RENEFHOEDTERL, EOHEBRBIIEEZNMANTEVONED ENRhok
HEHETS. TOED, ELELTHBEBREBICBIIRARERED D DR itk
RICEREZY TEARN DD S.

Yao & Liu [116][121] i3 EP OILFEFED—D & LT, Gauss HERKERORDVIC
Cauchy IZZRERZRH WA FHEZRBLE. U3, Gauss OO NIZ, LITD
Cauchy I OMERFEERK f(2) ITBVWTa=1, =0 L THESNIEEKMEEZHN
5HbDTH5 .

f(@) =a/n(a® + (z ~ 6)*) (2.2)

%513, PERD Gauss 537 % i) 2F ¥ % Classical Evolutionary Programming (CEP)
EFET, Cauchy BZERZER %2 F V25 FiE % Fast Evolutionary Programming (FEP) &
WHATRR L. R, ZOFEP REEEDOHBIIN LA THS LRI TY

6



5. ZLT, ZOFEP D/NT7 3 —< > ADM EITEREE/NT A—F N0 ITE D0 ERFC
B Gauss HERARELRE LD S Cauchy BRAETRE DO NHBRHRERETRANEREIND
D ESHLTNS [118][121).

ZOREITHFEIN, Gauss 21 & Cauchy DM DHEREEBEREZEE L 270
[36](37][38][39] ® Levy DHERA T [72] %, #OMELM T 23R, Gauss £
i & Cauchy 2 DO WA % FEREIC AW 2F5 [102][120][121] %, BRI MIZBIL THKA
REmNEREAI N TN S,

728, EPIY, ESEIFERUFREICI > THREINSD, (1) BOEILEET L
LTWa %, 2 ORDOERITEHA I NN, (2) BERIBEEZANS, &
DREERHT 5N B [11).

EP D7)V X LELUTIRY.

1 #Rg=0&L, pfiEh 55 0MENES Y ACRES RS,
2. BRKDMEISHE 2 BB f(x,) 2TCHET 5.

3. BB S L BEOTFRETNENESET 3.

4. TROBEOESES f(x;) &I HET S,

5. ufEEOH & u BEOFROEE 2u @EN 5 T ¥ AMRBIINZ ¢ BEOE R
EEREL TEEEOBE REHETS. uBFE0EAMSBEROE N u
EREROBRE L TRIRT 3.

6. RTRGBEMEIRVKRg=g+1ELATYTIIRES.

2.2.3 REMFITUXA

BEHY VT XL (Genetic Algorithms: GA) i, £¥OELBREZETF LU
TIIVZALTHY, MEERELRESRAVEEICGERIN TS, GATHEDN
Tn5#ED%< i3, Holland [66] D” Adaptation in Natural and Artificial Systems”
KRR EN TS,

GA BEYERDOREBAN X LZRMD ANEEFHETHY, NI AT
LOBHELDAHIRET, RABREECEBICCHFRERFETHS. ERITEDHEN
GA DINHITEBLICET 25D THSA, Holland BFIZIGA ZBHETINTY XALT
HDLEHRITTWS. X/, Holland 5 DBFZFIT Cognitive System 1 (CS1) &S
Y AT LOBENH D, GAEZBRBLLFELVIXDDEFHIATLLEZLTN
kD THB. ZDCSLIZAEF S AT L (Classifier System) EMEIIN TS,

Bi{tid, Holland {22 A72 De Jong DIFRZEMEL LT, RESFHERBLE. £L T,
Grefenstette 3 GENESIS &3 GAD 7 U —U LY Z2{ERL, GAMROE KR ZiT1o

7



7. LWL, GAMMREOERICEDREREEBNEEZ =D, 1989 £D Goldberg d
#E” Genetic Algorithms in Search, Optimization and Machine Learning” [56] T&

0,

ZORIZIIBHELEDIIHBESOHFBENBAINTVS. FOHD GA OILEE

LT AEERBGEFRAOARBEZAVGEROI OIS /e ® 585
71125 2 22 (Genetic Programming) 7% 1992 f£iZ Koza IZ K > TIREI N TN 3.
EREXRF 2 EERH WS ERRELFIEIL Real-coded GA &IEIZHN, 1990 FRIZ
A2 THAMBBAZITOND L DIT/20 [110][114], FiZ, RRICEREYTEHREIL
BAZITHN TN S [49][91][92].
GADT N ITUXLOWMNZELLTIZRT.

1.
2.

3.

2.3

SO L uBOEENSRSVINERZRESYE, gen=1&7 5.
R OBBEEOHEREZ BB f(x;) ZTICHET 3.

HEFEITDNT, EOBIBEITIE U TRIAITERT TR (offspring) DI 2 188 &
TERINZTS.

HEHANOEGE S T LITRTIY T L, HBHR (XXE : crossover rate) T
BETFEZEIITHT 2RI ETD.

BEEIZDONWT, HEHER (ERERE | mutation rate) T, HFBEGFEDEE
FEMULBET EANBRA D ERERZITD.

KTREEMEIRVREgen=gen+1ELT3IRES.

PSR

T WREBEHR 2 R4 REEICHA LflZ2RT.

1.

Bl BEMEEE, HERFDRCArPa—Y) /B0 ERELREEIC
E<fFHN T3S,

BE /5327 HE#IOSS5I D TOEMP, ENVS—F—-hIID,
V=T 4 T2y NT—O LI RHBBEEZRETIEDICEDLNTNS.

CBREE . N TERED, RIATHROLDIBFECHEZSUE < OBIR

ZFEFFELNTWS. 3512, Ofy MIEOZDD L D RIVERS AT L=,
HEMEATLEZEO)—IED, ANTHREBREOHRTSE, BEOBREY %
FMTBEDITFDOLN TS,

BEZ . T—LERD, ALBEEOBRE, BETHOBREDEEZTTIUL
T HEDIZELNTNS.



5. RSk MOME(L, &, HEL BEREROISBAEBAKOETIEET
BDIEONTNS.

6. BEREY: . EEHNREFZEEBRT 5202, BEFEZEOISRREBICT
NEXNORE NS RHREBEFEOHAERIHEONTNYS.

7. HEVAT L #HEMEEROEAE L TORSHENP, VI FI—Vx by
AT LIBTBEECH N OEILEBESE, 2 AT LACETIHRITEDNT
w5,

NS HRA IREEICERE EIXEA SN THWEA, FRIBEKEHEL
BN THEGERBICEREZEEA S EBREBRBELICERZETTNS.

2.3.1 iﬁ&ﬁﬁkﬁﬁ

AR R ET B EMMBERE S, n KTORTFRERS(S C BY) 2
Fe o 7oA R SR B BRI £(2) IS BT, f(ao) DSB/ME & 72 HIREZIAY b
Zo € S EROWBMETHS. O, RENBEELEEIIUTOLS e
ns.

xo = arg geuslf(a:) (2.3)

B, BREEROBMEIAOTELHNDIEICE-T, —BHEEES - LEE
IMEZERD BB E L THRAB 2D, FRXTHR/MEERDBF A NIEEEZ 5.

7, FRXTROES HEL, »OEREMAO—HR e LFDEBOXK 2 TiL,
f(z) & f(') DRIZ, HBBECHENHBETS

x>z = f(z) ~ f(z') (2.4)

bbb, BONRENER S landscape IZ KRB EIE 2 & 5 BHER /1 7S -
TS XOMEDS, T2 T T LAREEER &DEES 2D R\ BREHEHE %
BEOIHDLETD. ZOBRBIIBHRTHZ DD, 7HNVITUXLOERENCET ST
BABRERT I ENEENICARETHIRESNEME@EEZEBLRT. Thkbb,
NFL 23 (No-Free-Lunch Theorems) [40][111]{112] ASERALT 5 — M REDEEH 2D
BHBNZEZ2BRL, TFHRMBEICKL < $H 5 landscape B TH 5 BN 3K (24)
DR O DBEKOAEROEI &L LTS, 0L REECHBETIY, B#k7 )V
TUXLOFENFIRETHD LEZS.

EALBIEHE (Fig.2.1) 1713 1960 FERICHE E - (LS (ES), #EMW IO/ 53 >
2 (EP), BEMTILTU XL (GA) D 3 DDERFEEBRNSD 0, GA I3% D AIRRKE

9



ANCIIEEERBRICEIINA FUREEHA Y, ESIIERMEZEREMGRERE U TEBEK
B#E(LICHWS. EP 32 DRIRFICITARRESBRO AN RS 2EGRRE LT
BAWTWEN, JTED Fogel © meta-EP LI, ERMEZEEBGRIAELTHNWSHE
B EE L OARNZ L TbNBEDIThkok. £, GA Tid 1990 FRLIRE SR
BUCEEELREZ AW S ZEBEBECOMANBATITONS XSk,

F@RIT, EREEZEBEGERRL LU THVWSELBHEOHTH, RiCENHE
BERL T2 EP L ESOHTERICER L THAZEDS. 128, EP LESD#
Wi, BIRICBIL THERMD, BERNEND [AIZH D, EPIFHBRABEZANZN
EVDREERED [45]. WX TIIEP 28B4 ETHY, #HMABREZANVEINVES 2
BH5ET, ZLUT, Beyer [23] 23T L ZHICEIRAHT 5N TE < D ES OHAENE
H LU TW% Multi-parent DX BBIE [45]47) ZE 6 BETHK S.

2.3.2 NSA—IBELEHCHEL

BN GARNI FURBREEANWT, XX E—REBRERIZL > THREE
EZ1TW, —Lv MBRZ2ITS. 20k, BRHIORES, TR, ZRERRED
NTA—IBENBELRS. INTA—FREDOBITIIL OHREED, L DF
BEEERICE > TENHEEERTIINTA—YRABEZIT> TS, @BEOREN
RCGAMEED 1 ATH B De Jong DIELH/ZLTIL, E<DOFANEEZMB &I
Ko T, Y1 X 50, XXHK0.6, RA/ERR0.001 FOHBEEZRLTNS. £k
FkRIZ, Grefenstette %, %< OHZEED, WEVWEEZH Y, —REOZEEIIHNT S
BB/ TA—IREERALLIDELE. TOZLIIGA DHEZEOHRST, #ll
DEBFETHRBEIC, —BRHRMEICTIRER/NT A—FYREORANEE
EEZONTVWS, ZOD, FIZIEES OWEEZIIFMECT NI U X LBEE 2B
t9% &L THBORBITZITOoTNS, LMLANS, YEREORBEHEEI
MY B EELEE N O HRFEIL, EARRELTNVIVXLDT V¥ LRBOEN
ERUNMENLD HTED” &9 % NFL £ (No-Free-Lunch Theorems) [40][111][112]
MREEIND L, —BOBBEICHTIRER/NNTA-FIREOCEEENEN, @L2D
RIREICE YRS XA—FREERRATZ L, TOBEUYR/INT A —FBRE DA
ERRTBHILNEBLEZONDLDICR .

—7F, BRI A—FEHREVNHEREREZT> TRRITHDOTIEEZL, 5
A=Y ORBEEZ27 )N ITUXLEBEFORITHABAD ZENEZSNTER. FIZIE,
N(0,0) ¥ 0, RERZE o OFRBERSMGNSB/BONDEKMEELL, EHEXT
Vx ODRBEREZUTOLIICERT 5.

BRROVIOERMETIT ¢ OECRISEBIRERERNEEZL <, REOKRBTII/N
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SRERNEXLWVWED, c 2H DA DEAKEL T
olt) = 1—at (2.6)

EERTHILICEK-T, HARIKEL THRNICELEBZHHTSL ZENEX SN,
L, ald@BETS. ZOHEOERREICHBNT, ESTIE, 197341 Rechenberg
IC& 2T”L Success Rule” ZAWVWz o DHIBENRBENL. X, 0 2H5HK LD
B & T 2D TIRARL, ELOBRICBVWTRAEROBRIIMERE L KO KEIRD
EoBNEL, t XDNEBB L ZRESTHEVNIN—INIETIDBDOTH
fz. D, 1981 4TI Schwefel BEBMENY Ml & & o DS 2 BHEHRBUHNT
o bENEIEIFELLTHRTSZILE2RBL, IhZEHDHEK (Self-adaptation)
EREATE.

Eiben et al. [48][65] iZ/XT A —FREIZBL T, ENHEEZRTEIOIZOHE
MDOFERERICE > T/XSA—F 2B T 5 Z & %" Parameter Tuning” &EIFFX, /X
FA—YOREREBLE27 T XLBEFOHRIZHFAAL THET % Z &% “Parameter
Control” EFEAE. T ® “Parameter Control” OHTH, LiLD o % Bt DRI
& U THMICEL R % #1835 F1£2" Deterministic Parameter Control”, %7, 71
success rule” DX 1T, ELBRICBIZRASHOEREZ T4 — RNV I IVTE
LB Z KT 3 Z & 27 Adaptive Parameter Control”, =L T, o bAGERIZAN
TEILERZE DL I ® S Z & %7Self-adaptive Parameter Control” & U TH¥EL TW
%. EJ7z, Angeline [5] I “Parameter Control” Z Population-level, Individual-level,
Component-level @ 3 DD L N)VIZHHEL TS, E 51T, Angeline®3 DD LN))
i, Hinterding et al. [65] 1%, 4 DHDLXNELT, RFINVTF 4 BEEOEXENET
% Environment-level 28R L T\ 5. 723B, Self-adaptive Parameter Control 134 D
DL X)VD 56 Component-level IZH¥TITES.

2.3.3 HCOBEILORERR

ESizid, RENZ3DDRIRS BTN & U T (1)Isotropic self-adaptation, (2)Non-
isotropic self-adaptation, (3)Correlated self-adaptation 238 %.

(1)Isotropic self-adaptation TiX, n RITOXRBKB/BELERBICH L, fEE X =
L2, ,u) Zn REERENT Mla, EANT—EOEBIE/INS X—F 0, ZAHNWT,
UFOLSITERT S :

X; = [zi0i (2.7)
T o= (@i(1),- -, @(d), - 2in) (2.8)
(z;(j) € R,0; € RY)
ZZTji=12--,nTHO, () IZNT Ml x; DFE j kP TH5. Isotropic self-
adaptation DERERTIX, 0, ZHANWT, =, DELBEZREL TS, Zhi, UTF

12



DEITEREEINTNS,

ot = oPexp(reN(0,1)) (2.9)

?

()Y = () + 0N, (0,1) (2.10)

L, l3ERTHD, Ni(0,1) I3 RAEITHEHO0, BEERZE o DEEERSHNS
BOENDELMEETS. ZD Isotropic self-adaptation IZBE L Tid, Beyer [24] Ik > T
(1,A)-ES @ Learning Parameter {Z3VJ % Schwefel O 7-scaling MFEBHE N TN S, &
512, EP @ Gaussian Perturbation " ES @ 0-SA 251 S—BHLEbDE—HT 3
ZEEEMLTNS.

(2)Non-isotropic self-adaptation T/, n KILOEBEBELRBICXL, @ X, (i =
1,2,--+ ,u) 2 n RILEEMENT Bl a; & n KRBT A—FXT Ml o; ZANWT,
UFDEIICEHT S .

X,- = [:z:z-,a'i] (2.11)
tmz’ = (:L‘z(l), ’xz(])a ’xi(n)) (2'12)
g = (ai(1),-+,0:(5),- -+ ,0i(n)) (2.13)

(z:(j) € R,0:(§) € RY)

ZZTj=12--,nTHY, z;(j), o:(j) BENETNXRT BV ax;, o, DE R T
#%. Non-isotropic self-adaptation DERRER Tid z; D j RABIZ, o0:(j) WAVS
N, UTFTOXDITERBINTNS.
ai(H)Y = 0;(5)Pexp(r'N;(0,1) + 7N;;(0, 1)) (2.14)
zi(7)T) = (7)) + 0:(5) Ny, (0, 1) (2.15)

FEL, Bl BEO I, EEREE LTUTOLS KRESNS [10]
T = (y2vn)© (2.16)
T = (Vn)~! (2.17)

(3)Correlated self-adaptation Tid, n RITOEEBBRBELREEICHL, BE X (=
1,2, ,u) Zn RITERMENY Bl z; & n RITTEBIE/NS A —F XY N o; LEIEA
Dn xn DFEPEITH C(a;) ZRANT, UTOXIITERT S :

Xi = [mi,a'i,C(ai)] (2.18)
'Clou) = (Qur, 05, Qn) (2.19)
(:Ei € R, g; < R+,O < i < 180)
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ZZTji=12-,nTHY, NI Mla;idnxnDRHEBITHIC (o) DETTTH
5. Correlated self-adaptation DRARERTIE, UTFOLIIIRNY MIVEHEINS .

oV = ofeap(r'N(0,1) +TN,(0,1)) (2.20)
al™) = ol 1 ANy(0,1) (2.21)
) = 2@ 4+ N0, (e, attDy) (2.22)

ZZT, N@O,C@ED, geD) 3R LAt 0, HOETF C OHBERALREAN
7 hVERL, BIXERTHS. Correlated self-adaptation iZB§L T, Hansen [59] iZ
BT EROES O ERENEZ, ULHrbEEIEIMHEICKEEKETSE
DIER L THHHEZ BELRTNERS BN ENI REZBRXRTNS.

EP Ti¥, HE#RDAHREL T, Saravanan & Fogel [101] 43, EROBEEEER M
% AV 7z Gaussian Perturbation & D #53(B9%% %3 A U /= Log-normal Perturbation 2%
B THB I L%ERL, Gehlhaar & Fogel [55] id, BAEICEHL TRALTA I VB
INTG A—F ER NS Sigma-fast FANENI THBZELEZRLTNWS. ZNKVEET
'%, Log-normal Self-adaptation % V)7 Sigma-fast HRIMEEMFiE L L > TS,
Zhu, ES THWSNTWS Non-isotropic self-adaptation LR U THB. i, £
B R LRREZ ) Tla <, & ERE{LFRED Traveling Salesman Problems IZ 51§
Aa, #lZIE, Chellapilla & Fogel [35] I Inversion IZ BT 2 EFEEZEEHEH L I
Tn5.

GA T3, Schaffer & Morishima [103] 232 AL &%, Béck [9) BWRRERRZ, Spears
[108] SR X%, Smith & Fogarty [107] I3RAETRR LN ROWHE2ECHEG I &
TW%. %7z, Hinterding [63][64] i3/N1 7 URBIT Gauss MRR/ERZMZ, ZOKF
OELBZBCEIN ST TS, Deb & Beyer [41][42] A%, E¥E GA IZBESVRET
% Simulated Binary Crossover (SBX) 2T, Self-adaptation & E#k DR % KE
LTwa, LT, @A A—FEEZAVNIE, TDSBX i3 Blend crossover
(BLX-a) & Fuzzy Recombination (FR) ERHDBREICIZ/R5 I E&ZRLTNS
[26](28][30]. £/, GP Tid, Fogel et al. [54] WWHFRIREEMIRD 5 DORRERE %
Angeline [7] PRXNVBERIXNVBOREZBCHEG BTN S.

F@WXiZ, BCEBICELT, ZBEEBECHEICBWTENEEEZRL, B
FEOERMFETH S ES @ Non-isotropic self-adaptation (EP {Z31) % Log-normal
Self-adaptation %\ /= Sigma-fast FR) ICHFET 5.

2.3.4 HCHEIEOMESR

BREBRDAT v THA X2HHTI8EE/NS A—FiL, FOHEETAIHEEICE>
THEYNCHBEzENZEEZZILNTNVWS, LML, BENBRITIZR-SZD, HEER
BINERIC AR ELTEBIENREIC/R-> T 3L, EHNABEERERATS
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LARTIZBREE /XS5 X —F BIFEHITNE < (~ 0) BEEANEHN, TORE, BRERD
ATy THA XZOBH TN L2, RERICTHRRAOENT 72V IREBICHE D £EIAMX
KI5, WhipZBHIGRAR I DI <725,

—RIZIE, TNEERTZEDIZ, BIENSNTA—YDO TR Z2REL T/hELAD
BERZVWKSICTEN, FRXOHERERTHRTIDIC, BERMEREIT c OEIZK
EEKETHEEDIT, BEYR e SHBORBICK > TRED EVIBRNELNT
W3, (&8, INEERBBEARITIEP THHEA TN TWDB [73][74][75]). ) £DD,
B/ XTI A —FIEx ORIEREEZEZR L - ETTRE2RET D2LERHS. LML,
FEREEX (1) ENULERAT v T HA IWNEI KR ETRFRRBROENETEAIET
LEDZER, (2) MEBOREICEOE BB TR2ZMAET S Z L34 RiE(LRE
BEREHRLTHSHEBEOHRANSIIFEL RN LS, EELWRRELIEE
VB, £IT, TRBEZTOTICHE/NT X — OHEGEES 2H L3 H 5 FEN
2END.

2.4 #E

FETIE, FRXITBVTHRETHECBHEFED DS 1960 ERITHE > 2t
{LHREg, #EW TS 53 27, BERNTIVIUXLD 3 DDOFEOHMEEEENL .
KiZ, BV OE S ERBEECHEZERL, JOMESRRICEITZECER
ZHALZ. B, EFERCHT 2 HCESOBEERRICDONTIRN, HESIRZH
SMIL. LT, RBEMORTNEL2DI1FE, ik, BLERBSERIIR
3L, BRENKEEERZFERT S LAATICEREE/ NS A — & WHEFIT/NE 725 H8M
VBN, TORR, BREROAT Y T4 XbBOT/NELRD, EEMICRER
B2 RRBICKE > TEREIAPIR T 2 Z ENECEEORERTH S LERL .
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$£53%F HCoEIDILERE
Multi-parent

Recombination

3.1 #E

FETIS, FRIVBATSNEEMERAY 7 712DV TIRN, BEE/XS A —F
DOBVICEEN 2R LSV DHEFEORENT A T7 2HHTD. TOTA 77, BF
EALOPTFTICEBMIT SNT, BER/NT A —F OEITRIVEIC X SR NHERNE
{LEREZMZBZENTELLDIILT, RECHEICEFELIZKSLEDETRHED
AIHB. FDEDIT, BENTEIE/NT XA —F DMIZTLESEIE/NS A —F 2RO
BERBEEERL, TERLDEANRDOEZHBHICANEZ 2L WERRERFEEE
ERLT S, 5T, BEBEROILIREZMEI % Multi-parent Recombination(MPR)
WZDOWTEERE ZRNR, FHRXICPBNWTBRTZ3 DD MPRIZDOWTHHATS.

3.2 HoBEKOIE
321 RF - Y—-04=XA

Darwin DR TRERZERIL, BRICLLZBEHNERLEEEFOBRENK
TH5. Darwin iSEBEHERNEDEIICL TELBINIZDODWTIZAIS > /=48,
Wo R AECREBREMNERIZ, WHIZL THREKRIB S NZHABICES Z TV,

ZLT, BED x4+ ¥—7 4 ZX L] (neo - Darwinism) &5 EFEIL, 191
RERLK, F—U 4 XLORLZBEROERMEZRIEELL TELNTE . B,
—i&HIZ13, Fisher, Wright, Haldane iZ&k > TS N=HILBERKRT S, 20D
=&, 1920 R E 1930 i, RRER, BRBIK, BIVEREHNERICKLSE
EFHEEOELICET 2B ZB IR, BETFHEEZERLIESIT,
BRWIKDIZIMNBRERLID BIIZNHRATH LS NI ERICRELE. £LT,
Dobzhansky @ TBERFEEEOREI EVWHIEEBZBELT, XA ¥—UsZXAhid
EHZEEORITRECZTIANSN, FAANDOHFEHE (Dobzhansky, Muller, Simpson,
Huxley, Mayr, Stebbins, Ford %) A%, ZOERmZEEIHRHDEL%Z. King iZH-> T,
XA F =4 ZALORBERND EROL SIS,
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[—y

RRERIIBETOBE SIIBERELICAED, +RCHVWEETHRT 5.

ERERIIBENEROEEREETIIH 50, BETHEOERLIINT S
PRIZNENDT, #BILDETIRBRTH 5.

N

3. BRIEUEERERORD, BREMIZIZIZE A ENN2ZEHO BRI
HHIETED LT O+ BROBENERNEET 5.

4. LRI FEELUTREORLEBRBIKICL>THRESINS. TTITRZED
BEHEENGEETZ0T, BEOBMICKEL TERAMNEILT 27201213, #H
UNWEREBRIIVHEEL TN, RATRR EE(EE ITIIBIRITEND.

5. ZEAERITAICEVEETERITIEMAHZDT, AESNTERTHERNZ
ZREBRDIFEAER, TTREFNTERELTNSS, H2WIIREEEIE
LT3R Th3. #->T, EHORBRGHEBRKRIT, 5XS5hEREOHRTII,
ZFEAENDDHBRBEIRED, HENEIENITENREBERZ>TNS.

6. FEOEHNELIERFRICE>TRLICEIS. > T, KELIT/MELD
RVERL = DDITBERN.

Ford I3 EMDIZE A L DHEMHEIENBRWIKICK>TELSD ENS A%
&0, —4, Simpson (IFH L WHEISHEDRIEICB T I EREROKRENEZERL .
Wright i 1931 £ & 1932 FEIZRR L 2R OF T, FHEBICLSELERZREL
. Zhid, AEEN/NERNTEL 2 BREREBENFEIZES S EFRIC
£oT, EHLEOEEHEIGENBMT 2 END HDTHS. Dobzhansky & Simpson
BZOEBEZIANEOARRST, BIODEWL NN TOELZHEATZZ LD
A,

UL, ®F - F—U4 ZXL@mEORICIE, BEHREZEOFRGBBICEL TEE
RBRERDOAR—BNEFLE L 7. Dobzhansky, Ford, Wallace {Z&k > TREIN SR,
EHENERENTET BREMNZHORESD, H5EOEERIKICL > THRFS
NTWBEEZ=., —F, Muller & Crow IZRFEINZEWRIT, BAREER L BREIK
EDEEIZ L > TERHNERMNHEFIN TS & 2 7-. Dobzhansky 13, #1& % -6
i, BREERTHFERALLE. LT, HHFHIX, Morgan DRALE - BRWUFH L&
BRICF—T®%. 1950 U0 5 1960 FERINT T, TS ZFIROB TmHFA2
TN, B, FEBEHICBVWTHEERRIR THERSNIRRERN, T O
BETEDINIHREZELC DDA, RERBBEROVEDERSE. ZHIX, OB
5NN BEBROMFREEZD SDMEITDRNS.

BREELLT, UTRASNTVS. (1) XY /)XVBBVLUREGTFIZBN
T, 7I/BOEHEEOBEEEAVWTH S ELEEIL, ZTOREGTORENED
S5RRVERD, BRABREVORKIZBNT, EHZDIFIT—ETDHS. (2) BERITEN
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FEEBETRVWERETF (H2VIETEO—F) X, KVEELQBETIOHEIELT .
UL, ZNSOBBEEREIXT - F—U 4 ZXLORBORKBAEFET DI LN
SMB. FF =74 ZXLTBNTIE, #CGEEIIBENOMITERIZ, WHTE
SETBENEET 3. FRIC, BEMIHIPEVEETRIRWVWEETHSNIIEE
TO—EHH, BEMNICEERBOIVESELTEZENSBEREED, X4 ¥—
T4 ZALERFTOEDRY, XF  F -4 ZXLIZBNTIE, BEAEDRET
BHRIEDY — T4 D HBRKICE-STELZ D EEN, o THENICEEREER
FHENEFO—FII, WELIIFIEEETRNWDOIDD, EILEENKENEH
BEIND. XF V=T XL ETWEEEETNVICEST, 2B EDN
ADBEHZMORBE L, HEOBHREEDOHE H2MEICHHATEZ L b E-RET
3. I5IZ, BEEYOT ) AIFRERICES, ZHAMCIHOEVHEELEZDZL
2<, DROBELDBERNLEREITIENTES.

3.2.2 SFHEDPIER

Kimura i3 F L NIV TOHRLWEL, TROBREVEZTNEFOELLEZFIEZRED
TERERELUTEDY —U ¢ VK TIIADTHEILED E<HTHPETH LN TERN
ERAHE, D FEADOHFILTH (70] 2B L. PAUFHEE, FFLINITBIT 5L
ML EZRISEICEREIKICEL TIEEAERNT, TOFTEIEEMNRELLTE
RER L BLRERENCE > TRESIND LD BRAERBLEFICEIZDDOTH B ET
BHTHD. “PAuUFH EEPUETNEEHEZRAL TWSOTIIRL, FoHAER
ELTOEREREBEGHZEZRATIDOTHS. DD, BERIMTO®RE S
BELTOWARNEEZSNTWADIT TN, LML, 2FRLOHYDEIE
F e =4 ZALRXETSEDOEIRIZE S Z &, D TEBNEERIKICE > TH
EBEINTNBEWVND ZEITBEINTNS. ZOHRIY, FOBREOHEEICL-
THBSNTEE. BEHEOHPILUFHIT, BT IRBMITENTWS [87).

1. 7IBEBEROBHIY, FOFEAENPILD L IIPIITIENERZEROE
RICEBBEREICE>TEL 3.

2. RHNOBEHLIL, BETEROBRO—BETHS.

3. BN EE, EEOBRBTEMBPIZERD ZENBZREHOBRREROEBEICETS
HRTHO, EECHNRBRREECEBEEZ RIEBREENVEEETSH L
EEHETDHDOTITRN.

4. BEALEOHERRERIIBETHD, EEI»SRFITEDND LREEINS.
£oT, TNOEERERERIT, £HNOECHERCEETOBRICIED E
DEG LR,
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5. PAUBMYBLETIIEEOENRLT TIIARL, —RITEEMDEFIZE>THR
AIRRBREEMZFE> TS, 2EOMILBEETABENICFEETHD, EHODiE
BEORNCEEEEZ R TN, “PILTHSB (neutral) 5. L LEH
BERETE, 2@OMIBEFAPIUTHZNLESINE, RHICBITDZ0OEE
NEDCEE L TRENZFFCLENICL>TERINDS. £>T, KEHTIIA
MTH2RAERBET D, NEEITIRPILIZRD S B.

3.2.3 HIRICEMFT ShicBEEIEDIRER

QETHERMLZLDIZ, BLBRBIZHIT2EEZ/S XA —F OFEISEH B+ TR
EEZ, INEMEIEZZEICXVEROEBNEZ2E2 & 2 A 5. EC 28i#1b
MEICEAT 28R, EHONENETENIIRBRERERATERIAR->TLE
S—%, Mz, BIENTEBICRERFEIZANMN>TLES D, BELR
RONS DA %D EL Lo TEHERHEOHFHITER L RTFNTAR SN, KIZ, EC D
RREMIIERARIROPRETREBIZPRL TV, SEGORRGEEE2LET 28
B8NS X —F BEALDBRETOIZETVWTLEY, BREEDAT v ¥ XHVNE
{BDTEZZLR, BCEBOBERDABETHREELALND. 2T, T
{LDHILER [70](3.2.2 D 1) IZBHBATIT SNT, BEE/NS A —% OERIGRGHZEO
SIREZEALT, HHEHOR EEIINS.

ZOEFHNT AT 7L, BEE/NS A—FPMRBOLBHENEETIESARD, £
MRERHICEN 2 22 RRIDCRORBICKH S L WS BRERICEBL, Zhie#
V357 DEIE/N S A— 7 DEALIGRIREIC K SRR WERNBLEREZME D ZENT
EBEBICLT, REDMHICEFLICKKLEDETBHEZAIHB. ThWDWZ, &
ARNIZEEE/XN S A — & Oz & O BRHBEERICH L THILRERE LT, TR
B&/XT A —% 2ROEGEREEEZAN, TERZLOLEMRLOEHENIIANEZ
5HUNERLRFEEZEATS. 1B, EHEELIGRIREICLSBRWEL, 74D
L, BEHZEEHNWIEEANLZERIT TESBEGTRECNEZENERT 8K
MBEZRANT, EHRARLRREZFEENICRLI®DZEICIVEREZHETS
GA (operon-GA [88]) M5R TN 3.

3.2.4 {EA&ERIROHLE

n RITDOEBEBEHE BB L, B X0 =1,2,--,u) & n RTERMEXY &
Wa, & n RITEEE/NT A—F X7 Ml BLY, TELmBEDn RKITEBIE/NT A—
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R M hny(l=1,2,---,m) ZBENT, UFOXIKEHETS

X, = [wia (771'0’ s Mgy ’nim)] (31)
twi = (xt(l)’ ,.’L‘z(]), vmi(n)) (3'2)
M = k1), (), - min(n)) (3.3)

(z:(4) € R,mx(j) € R*)

ZZTji=12-,n k=01, mTHO, z,0), nx(4d) 1L, TNENXRT MV
xi, Ny DEIRADTHS. BEX, iInx mBEOBE/NTA—F 2/FDN, FHhREE
XY HHRICIT—BE OER 0, OALMEDRWN., TN Z, n,, ZIGIEEREE/NS A —
5, TNLUANDORERZ n,(1=1,...,m) EREERIE/NS A —F LIRRZ LICT 5.

3.2.5 RAERDILIR

X7, BEE/NT A—FIRT NVOFERIZ, UTICEDZZDDBRE (gaups Jdets ino)
ERERMICERT S

/

Gauwp = N'30(J) = Mo () (34)
ma(5) = ma-1)(J)
ik(5) = D(nig (7))

gaer © N'ig-1) () = ma(4) (3.5)
Tim () = Min(Mmaz, Z"hr(]))
fie(5) = D3y, (5))

Ginv - nliO(j) = Milo (]) (36)

/

1o (J) = Mio(9)
fiio(4) = D(nip(4))
flite (7) = D(mjy, (7))

ZZT, he{l,2,--- ,m} THY, BEEI/INS A—F D LR o, IXEETH D, DIZLL
ToOREZERT :

D(#ix(5)) = na(s) x exp(7'N(0, 1) + 7Ny (0, 1))

2L, Nye(0,1) 134, 5,k T &I/ SNDENEIVMILRRBETER 7315 1248 S BLKE
TH3.

X7z, TNS5DOBIE/NT A —FITHTIRIEOENRE, UTOLDIIERITBH L
MTES.
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® Gaup - BUEDOEME n,(5,1) ZEEETS. £L T, —BhH <Rz LBbh
% B Th(],m) 2ETS.

® e -+ BITEDERREE 1,(5,1) 28T, I<BEAMTH o8BS 7,(4,2) 2HED.
ZLT, LR EZTERICEATS.

o Giny -+ BUEDREE 1,(j, 1) ZFEL, EINTWEEE Y (j,p) ZEANTS.

fBRELT, REEBICIILEIAZI TH > BN ER I NN, EBRINTHSHA
BOREWIEBAAINSIENEL RS, £, MBI NTHIHREIETNIEE
WIZE, o URFOEREZ K > T,
CNSOBBIZLD, BEEOEIE/NT A —F ORKEISANEANOEIKEIZH
ROBNBEMRHICI>TEITES XSRS, 20D, FlE, H3HRMIC
EHERRER /ST XA — NS RDBETHTD, BRUBENCL> TEEICKEL R
D, kW, HAMMICAZ<AVEEFTHTD, BEICNIRBIENTES.
BB, 35)ROBE2RTII, FEEROBICH LBAINZEEHAEL TS, &2
B, TOMEIIEEHICEARBRMETHREETIIHSZH, MOREIEEBIE/ST A —F
EENEENMTMN MRS RN S ITRET 3. '
FROERMEXRT MV, BUTORICXOBENSHBETS .

Zi(5) = zi(G) + Mo(4)di; (3.7)

ZZT, 6;id Cauchy N SBENSEBIETH 5.

() T o) DATEESZD, nu(§), =1, - ,mITBITHE(ITEHABIEITH L
THIAUTHS. 28, ERMEOBEAER P(g.) ZETNETN P(gawp) = 1.0, P(gger) = 0.0,
P(giny) = 0.0 £ET 5 &, NEHEBRBE/NNS A —FBEEILINDZENBRBBIED,
ES @ Non-isotropic self-adaptation (EP {23V} % Log-normal Self-adaptation % f\»
7= Sigma-fast FR) &< FHMIT/25.

3.3 Multi-parent Recombination

M BIEOPIRICE LU T3 B ER BTN HE 2720, ERAICARSNTNS.
Z D Z &I, Multi-parent Recombination(MPR) IZDW T HERTHS. MPRICBIY
55, GA L ESOMSETERA2EIN TS, HIAIEX GA Tid, Mihlenbein &
Voigt [85] A% Gene Pool Recombination Z# A L, Discrete Binary Function iZXt9 %
BEMNBITZ#®E L T3, £/, Binary Functions [43] & NK-landscapes [44] %
AWz BHEHEERIC X o T Scanning Crossovers & Diagonal Crossover (2B U T#R& X
NTH3%.

ES T, ofHl (2 < o< p) DHBEGENS 1BOFRELRTS (u/p,\)-ES A% [105]
KBNTRBEINTNWS. £L T, Beyer [23] i (u/p,\)-ES ICET B EBEL,
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Sphere Function {IZ81J % p = u DBEIZ, HBZBEORNEE EHARTIGREN 4
BEWN ZERERICEHLZ. LML, Beyer DEBIRERTII, BEE/NT A—
OB ZIBEEZERL TRV, £/, Eiben & Bick [46][15] i3 TR E AT 2K
DB (u/p,\)-ES DEREIC 52 KB EERITRL TS,

(u/p,\)-ES 121X, MPR [45][47] & U T Intermediate Recombination (IR) & Discrete
Recombination (DR) 23H 572, RKEEKEEBE/NFIA—-FDEESH, LR
MAIZH LU THWS ZEMNTES. Schwefel [104][8] %, HEREIIFEICEKET 272Dk
ISR d 2 L 2E8DRNS, —REICIZ DR 2EZEEEEIC, IR ZBEE/XT A —¥
WHAWSZLEHBEL TS, ZD7%®, Eiben & Bick [46](15], Nissen & Propatch
[86], Gruenz & Beyer [57], Beyer & Arnold [27][1], Fogel & Beyer [52] %, £< D
ES O EEITEIENS A—-F TR IR ZANS. LMLARAS, Chang et al. (341X
(/i A)-ES IC BV TR/ S5 A — 2 12 IR 2 VW2 0372 5F, &S X— 12 DR
ZRAVSFEORMEZHEMERICIVOBASMICLL. ZOWETIE, 11HEORHE
#7257 A FBA%UIC Ko T, Classical-ES (CES) DHfgELLE 24T > TN 5.

% Z TR TIE, Chang et al. [34] IZ725W, (u/p,A)-ES THWS MPR &L
T, IR Z2EEMBEEHKEBIE/NT A —F O H IV B Multi-parent Intermediary Re-
combination Z8HT 5. T 5IZ, DR ZHEBELEHEEEE/NT A—F DHHFIZANS
Fi£ & LT, Multi-parent Discrete Recombination & Global Combined Discrete Re-
combination AT 5. ZI T, DR ZEBELEK LBIE/NNS A—FICHANWSEE,
Multi-parent Discrete Recombination @ & 5 I EEIEE I & ¥R /XS A — & ZMILIC
RO ZEMTES., LML, BB A—F 2L > TEKEERKIIREEINS =
D, BRSNS A—F LEBEERICIIHEBERD D EEZONS. £IT, ZHEEK
LEEE/N T A —% %2 —flEH72 LT DR ZH W5 FiE% Global Combined Discrete
Recombination & U TEODHE S [34].

3.3.1 Multi-parent Intermediary Recombination

Multi-parent Intermediary Recombination T3, EIAZL K & ¥RE/NT A —F D
HWIRZHEAT 5720, FRIZSFEEAOHOLNSERINDS. ZNILTOXIIZE
AMeEhs

i) = > m) 8)
B0) = o al) 59)

ZZT, i=1,2,...,4 j=12,...,n, k=0,1,... mTHs. 1B, FRIXTIZ
COREEHNWSES 21-ES & L TERRT 5.
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3.3.2 Multi-parent Discrete Recombination

Multi-parent Discrete Recombination Tid, FHROERMELK EBIE/ST A —F D
B RHNIBEANDOH BT > ¥ AZRENBEBEDE § R SENTNERINS.
I T LS iTEA LTS .

) = me(s) (3.10)
5() = 24()) (3.11)

CIT, x; &GI8, —BROA {1.. . pu} MO j RS T EITREEE I S MR/ X5 A —
S THIMI/SNIBEIAKRTHD. 2B, FRXTIAZOBRIEEA NS ES % DD-ES
ELTBHRTS.

3.3.3 Global Combined Discrete Recombination

Global Combined Discrete Recombination TiX, FROEEMENR ML L EEE/NS
A—Fe—lEBRL, TNSOE  RPZEFRNOH B T > ¥ LREN-EHED
BIiRaHSERINS., ZHEUTOLSICERILEND .

k(7)) = hk(J) (3-12)
#(7) = ax, () (3.13)

Ry, FHRLTIRZOBEEZA NS ES2D-ESELTEBRTS.

3.4 #E

FETIE, FRXICTBNTHRMNTONTWDIAEYEIAT T 7IZDNTIR, HREE
INTA—5 DEIEES &M L X B2 IBEFEOREALNT 1 T7 2HHAL 2. BEFE,
SFHEALOPIALE [70] ICEMEMIT S NTHB O, BEE/X5A—F DELIGRIREICL S
WHERHNEERZMZ S Z LT, EDEICEBELIZKKLEDILETEHDOTHB
LEFHHALZ. ZLT, BAZREEE/NS A —F OMMICTIRIZEEE/NS XA —5 2/ DM
BEREZEEZFAL, TERDOEENR LD EHBRICANEZLZH L WRATRFE
2ERMMELUZ. E5i, HEHEROIIRZMTY S Multi-parent Recombination(MPR)
COWTHEBRRZRR, FR/IIZBEVWTBRT 53 D0 MPRIZDWTHBAL .
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F£4E EPICHITSEHCHEICDILE

4.1 &8

FETIE, EIEBBO—BEL TEXSNIELBWT OS5I 2 F (Evolutionary
Programming : EP) {ZB8 9 5 BN DILRIBEICDWTERT 5. FETIE, #EW
0TS 2 2 TICBNTHRRD Gauss HERE R % fiV) 2 Fi%E % Classical-EP (CEP),
Cauchy BIZZRE R Z AW\ 5F 5% Fast-EP (FEP), 2R 9 5% L\ EP OikRE%
Robust-EP (REP) & L TE2HBT 2. AEDHEHRERTIY, KERSEHEILEEICS
WT—RIZANSN TN S IRET 2 NEIKIC K > THERF ik (CEP, FEP) LREFE
(REP) ZBMREEL, ACHEEOMERIINT2REBEFEOEEEHLMNIL, #
L1 F I ADOFBTC KO FEOKREZHSNCTT S, £, TEMEICHEHTS
ETEEELRD /A RXCHT SEEEZRIEL 2&IC, EMEICCALEORAL:
BT D. 8, TREHNEBBEAOKHELUTEEN S RESPMEOERFBEZTD
EVF, Liapunov OEEFHR U EMEE SR 2R T HEENE - 5 ETEORKEL
2175, ZOREIR 27 DFEH AR EREILRETH D, BLERMED—D
LEZLNS. K, BEHMTOTII D ORBTHIBREEENERETIHL 2
TOMRGHE2—ERETNE, PRLd 1EEMRFGEERR UZEEEET
BTEMREINDD, ZORBCEITHSZLEALNS.

Table. 4.1: Contents of Section 4.

4E 4.2 4.3 4.4
5 BT 2 NI A X 0T A MK | 218\ ROERKE
Fik CEP,FEP,REP CEP,FEP,REP CEP,REP
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Table. 4.2: Eleven test functions.

Name

Expression(n = 30)

Range

Hypersphere

Schwefel’s Problem 2.22

Schwefel’s Problem 1.2

Schwefel’s Problem 2.21

Rosenbrock

Step Function

Rastrigin

Ackley

Griewank

Penalized Function P8

Penalised Function P16

Zm

fa(z) = Z |zif + H |4l
fa(z) = Z Z%‘
falz) = rr:ale_mﬂ, 1<z, <n}

fole) = Y[100(z1ss — a2)? + (z — 1)

n

S (lai +05))

i=1
n

fr(z) = Z{xf — 10cos(27z;) + 10}

i=1

—20exp (-—0.21 /%Z 2 ’
i=1

fs(z) =
Z cos 27r:ci> +20+e

T
—exp (%
z—l
4000 Zx - Hcos \/_) +1

fio(z) = —{103m Y1) +Z i

X [1 + 10sin?(ryit1))] + (yn - 1)}

n-1

+ Zu(x,, 10, 100, 4)

fo(z) =

where yi=1+ i(ar:z +1)

k(z;—a)™ x;>a
u(zi,a,k,m) =< 0 —a<z;<a
k(—xz—a) i < —a
f11( ) 0. 1{8’&% 37'('.771 —1

'—1

X[1+ 8in?(37zis1)] + (zn — 1)2[1 + sin?(27z,)]}

+ > u(:,5,100,4)

i=1

—100 < z; <100

-10<z; <10

—100 < z; <100
—100 < z; < 100

-30< 2, <30

—100 < z; < 100

—-512<7; <5.12

-32<1z;<32

—600 < z; < 600

—-50 < z; < 50

—50 < z; < 50
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(c) f. (f) fe.

Fig. 4.1: The 2-dimensional landscapes on unimodal functions.
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Fig. 4.2: The 2-dimensional landscapes on multi-modal functions.
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4.2 EETX NEBZERV=ETEBRER
4.2.1 TFXMBEABEIERTE

REP D& L #LBRER OB EZHASMNIT B2DIT, REKFHEELUTCEP &
FEP ZH D LIF, Table.d.2iZ/RT 11 OF X MBI ZHWGEBERZT-Z. Zhb
%, ENEN Hypersphere BI%X (f1), Schwefel DREIRE 2.22(f,), Schwefel DRERE 1.2(f3),
Schwefel DR RE 2.21(f4), Rosenbrock 8% (fs), Step BI¥X (fs), Rastrigin BI% (f7),
Ackley Bk (fs), Griewank B3 (fo) THB. £/, i b fo ETIIHIEHE, 05
fu IBEHERTH B (Fig. 4.1, Fig. 4.2). TXTOF A bBEIKIL 30 KT DKL
Mzt KEBEE/MEIZ0THS.

CEP & FEP BXU'REP i, #NZ#[116][118][120][121] 12> T, u =100, h—
FAUIH A X qg=10 LUTEETS. BIE/XT XA —F D LR ., JRREFHILL
BIHBRWY f, DA 1.0, TOMTIZ3.0&L, TRe% 1072 1074, 10°%, 1078, 10710
EEDDMEIZEZLZT, TNENS0HETZROERE L. 51, REPTIX, m=5
ELT, Gaups Gdels Gino DERAFER (P) 2, FHEN P(gaup) = 0.6, P(gaat) = 0.3,
P(giny) = 0.1 £ L7z [76]. 723, CEP & FEP OB, REP T CEP & FEP IZ%{f
IZIRBNNTA—FE, TEROE, Plgap) =1, P(gaer) =0, P(gimy) =0 &L T,

REP IZBIT3 N5 OHR/NS A—F T, PHINRERERNSBRELRE. £k,
FEBRNSNITA—FEOELIZBE L TREP 3 HEICHBTHD I N ok
D, NWIRA—FEF -0 IR FNIEEFEEZL > TN, TR0 X, FEdk
EREFLTINSZRETNE, N7A4—FARERCAM LTS EEbN5.

4.2.2 EFXFFRMEEE

o ATHMRRER (BIEMEE)

BIGIERER f1 DS fo DETEREE S Fig. 4.3 05 Fig. 4.8127RT. TNEN,
REEfE, MEEhici#EfRE Loz,

CEP & FEPIZX % f; @50 IO HfER%EZ/RL /= Fig. 4.3 X0, CEP, FEP &%
ICFBEA 107 K D/hEWHRE, 200 HAMIE TERPCE OB EE I R S NUNRE
EREE TS, —4, REPIZBWTIE, TRIZX> TENIEFENREEOEZRITIR
<, NEWTHREANSIZIERER KERBRIGED ZENTETNS.

ZLT, INSOEMIT L5 L THORENS. fo, TIIFEN 1074 K D/NE N
B2 200 HARAHIE T, fz TIXTFEEAY 1074 & D /N WBEIZ 500 AFHE T, £ TiX
TREAY 1074 K D /NZWIBEIT 1000 AAMIET, f5 TIE TR 107 KD /MEWHEIC
500 HAAHE T, BRITCROBEMIEEFIC R SNUREENEE TS, 207D, T
BEAVINE <7232 L7zH > T REP OEMERETENTN S,

ERIZ, fo DIERERL=Fig. 485 fi 75 fs TRS51% CEP & FEP & REP
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Table. 4.3: Summary of experiments for standard test functions.

N\ fel sl falfs|fslfr|fs]|fo| fio| fu

CEP || x| x
FEP || x | %
REP | O | O

X X I X | X | X | X | X | X | X
X X | X[ X | X | X | X | X |X
Ol0|0|0]|0|0|0]O0 |0

DHEFBROBNIIV->FIHEICENS. CEPII2<BER0E2RAETEY, FEP
Fe= 102 DFEBITKBEFERICEEL TR HDD, 1074 XD/PNELRSTLED
ERERERRTETNWRNWI MM SB. —F, REP T, TXRTO TR TERER
WEREL TWBZ NN 5.

o STHMMRBRER (SEMRH)

KRiz, ZEHEEEE f, 05 fi, OB R% Fig. 4905 Fig. 4.111ZRY. FhTh
eEh - B EiE, BRECREE o k.

CEP L FEPIZL B f; DRERZERL A Fig. 49 XD, CEP, FEP & BIZTFEEA 104
KO/NENFE, 100 HAFHE TRDGR OEMABEE IR S NICREEMNE S TN 5.
¥/2, FEPIZBWTTFEEA107* OFBFITOPUBNRSNS bODOZDMTILFEP,
CEP L bHSMNICEBER RN SRITHERWERBRL TWS. —F, REPIZ
BNTIT, BHEMEROMEMN &R, TFTROBWICEKSIGREEOERBIZEALR
<, NEWTRZANVNDZERERS KBEEMIGEDS ZLENTETNS,

ZLT, Ihs50EmIL, fo b fii TORENS. f3 TIXCEP & FEP O TR
1074 X D/MSWBAIZ 300 HARAHET, fo TIXCEP OTFEEAM107* K D/MENWBFIC
1100 #AAHE T, FEP O FBRA 107% £ D/NS WIBAIT 300 HFHET, fio TIZ CEP,
FEP OFFRAY 107¢ X D/hE WIFEIZ 300 HARFHE T, fi; TiX CEP, FEP O FRRAS
107 K D/NEWIBEIT 100 ARFHE T, BRIPCROEMAERE I RS WIGREE %
5, RFR) SIKITHETHWARW., —%, REPIZBWTIE, TEOBWIZX N
EBOERBIFEAERLS, NEWTEREZAWSIEFEBERS KEBBEFIZIEO &
INTETWS,

o ATMMRERER (FL )

AHEMSEIRAE RIC & > TR S N TIREEISHT 2EEEE Table 4.3 IEL DB,
CEP & FEP X, 2TODF A FEBICENW TR iCk > TRADPREEZRT. —
%, REP i3 e ORFBWKEFRT, BETHo%.
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Fig. 4.3: Averaged best results on f; Fig. 4.4: Averaged best results on f>
when the lower bounds are 1072, 10™%, when the lower bounds are 1072, 1074,
1076, 1078 and 1071°. 107¢, 1078 and 1071°.
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Fig. 4.6: Averaged best results on f;
when the lower bounds are 1072, 1074,
106, 10-8 and 10710

Fig. 4.5: Averaged best results on f3
when the lower bounds are 1072, 1074,
107¢, 1078 and 10710,

31



1e+06 100000 T T T
! 1000
o 10000 ® i
2 e 10 } =
o o
> 1000 g I
i i
100 01
10 L 1 i 1 ] 0w1 1 ] 1 1
0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 0 300 600 900 1200 1500
Generation Generation
(a) CEP. (a) CEP.
16+06 100000 T T
! b 1000
g 10000 g b\ T
© 8 0 N T
> 1000 > T
100 0.1 W
10 0.001 e e
0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 0 300 600 900 1200 1500
Generation Generation
(b) FEP. (b) FEP.
16+06 T T T 100000
100000 r— -
10 ———
o 10000 ¢ o
3 3 10
o ©
> 1000 F A >
100 ¢ R e e - 0.1
10 L 1 ] 1 0.001 il
0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 0 300 600 900 1200 1500
Generation Generation
(c) REP. (c) REP.

Fig. 4.7. Averaged best results on f; Fig. 4.8: Averaged best results on fg
when the lower bounds are 1072, 10™%, when the lower bounds are 1072, 1074,
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Fig. 4.9: Averaged best results on f7
when the lower bounds are 1072, 1074,
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Fig. 4.11: Averaged best results on fy Fig. 4.12: Averaged best results on fio
when the lower bounds are 1072, 10™*, when the lower bounds are 1072, 1074,
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when the lower bounds are 1072, 1074,
1078, 1078 and 10710,

35



4.2.3 #ELIAMFZIOX

PERD EC Tid, BRREICRONERROAICERED TEHRENBELREINTE
Fz. ULInLs, BREROHRSTHETRBICEDSELY 1 FI 7 ADORHMICDH
EBURTNER S0 [16)[17)[32]. Zhid, LY 1 FI IV ACEBHTSH L, D
E0REANEDLDICBRRLENMLZONEHBZZEICL-T, SEOELTIVTY
ALZEH5EBICERTSBROFHVICRBEBZBZOSNEZNETHS. £ORD, H
WD SELY 1 T I 7 X0 [21]]22](23][24][33])[60][97][123], ELF 1 FIH X
DAEEN2EN TNV S [95][113].

RELFEELLUTECZRAVDE, BRAKBHDOFEREREZRD I LI3HH
WEETHS. EP T, TOEROBEHLFRAOCHN S KRB ZERT S
2, BHOBERN, ThROEBELCHBRIBNEFRZNRICIE, HILERINE
BRATHH>TFEMICEAL THATNIRY. FITZZ TR, BHEFHERTHS
i ZAWT, FREADWS DMOHEEZHRAL, & EP QAR OREBOD
BVWEITETS. b, INSOREMRIVBARIZENZXIDICTEAEDIZ, e=0&
LT TOERET- /.

o B3EE

Fig. 4.14(a)(b)(c) T FREAT D TR TOEEDOHEEKIE f1(z) ZRTT/OY FLED
D%ERYT. CEP Tid, FEMAFDIZEA EDBEENEL P EKEZER> T3, FEP
Tld, TDESDEIICEP KDIIKEND, BEBANOLHMNREDTENRZNT &N
LI <#< &, CEP LRUMEME]RS. &£/, CEP, FEP &I, Bl DEEL
D W T, BRERETICT2RBORBENEG SN, —F, REP TR,
BEMANOEEVHNCITON, BRI 1070 ET/ha<as. £k, &HRT
OBBMEDOZHITHIEN0RH D, BRLAIBEEBEEZ ES5FREELERLTNSIE
BRN5.

o THUE - HERR/XS A —%

EEEEEB XVEIE/NS A -5 OHBZ RS, f ISBIRBEEKTH 555 2,(5), m())
BT RTOFIZHLTHHETHS. FNOZX, 2,0), 7;(0)(REPIZBNTIZ 70(0)) @
BRZBHTHZELEL, £N5% Fig. 4.15(a)(b)(c), Fig. 4.16(a)(b)(c) IZ/RT.

Fig. 4.15 D—EOEM 52305 X512, CEP, FEP Tidh D BWKHICFE£H
TRTD 7,(0) M0 EBICRPTBESICRY, FNUNORITEOBRERI N
%. REPIZBWTIE, #HEHANNZRDEATS, 092SFENEZRSEEDERT
LM ERT Z ENFND.

F#RIZ, Fig. 4.16 D—EHDOKMN 5, CEP, FEP Ti¥, FHER2ME T n5(0) AREIZ
INE LTz T, 2T, BHRD 2;(0) DR HAVED BHINKRE TR 2> T Z
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LEBEMITTVWS. —F, REPIZBWVTIE, n5io(0) BNEAROREBE & BITEBIT/NE
SRBRBEBHDIMBNR, ZNETTRL, 10BEOREIDERZENENFHF -ETHE?2
ThN—", BITN—"T, ... WEETSZ. FLNEOEIE/NT X —F 1 X EHRE
WBETHIENS, BENEROBRIEZRAMIZERAL TR ZERNINS.

& 51z, Fig. 4.17, Fig. 4.18 D—HOKIIR L 7= 2;(0), 7:(0) DIEBEREDOHRS
BENEZEBMTITWS, 9725, CEP, FEP & bICERREEN/MERENIIH S D
DDERENT/INE 722 T A, REP TREMRIEDEBNINKEBIZKELE>T
ne.

2B, TIITIREINWA, D29 DEBICEEL THRIRORBNHRND Z L2
ALTW3S.

o Hotelling ® T

BHIRNDOLEN D BREEIINZHMEED 1 DI Hotelling D T2 3 5. ZNIXZRT
T RBAOH LSBT I RETOXERBEMERITRETHD, TOMENKE
WREEIIT—FHOPLNEBENE ZAIMBEL, I OEIVNE WEEIZT—4
BOBLIMNETS. TNOX, KBER - RERONT A2 N5 LN TE
%. Z® Hotelling® T21%, ATFTOXSICEHEEINS !

T? = u(u— 1)(@ — 6YS (3 — ) (@1)
z=3 2 (4.2)
S = i(mi — &) (x: — &) (4.3)

TIT, pEEEREL, o 3TERY R LS ERAMTH o 8D n RTELRS
NG, 00) KR BDET S, BH, FERICBNT ZIUIRD AN, FELE
CRETEDELTAVS, 22U, 6ida BUTFOBEEYK f(z) 2HOK, 20
B LTREANS ;

f@) = (@) "
xmm—gm—abg%x—a] (4.4)

Fig. 4.19(a)(b)(c) IZ, & EPIZBVJ 5 THRED Hotelling D T? DA T v 7 ay b %
RY. ZEOBEEICII TR 100 k% Hotelling D T? 2% S IZBEEIZHE TS, CEP
DR ZR LU Fig. 4.19(a) 5, CEP Tid, Hotelling ® T2 iIFAF v S ay b
BN TBELT 1055 60 DRI THML TND I EMNHRTES. £, ZOHMHK
RIF AR OIS BLTBRE N3, FEP I3 Fig. 4.19(b) Icd 5. CEP & 1%
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JRNEBICH L TN 54, ERE2BETHLERAOHAHRRITIIAD E D AKERBNA
Bz, —7%, REP O4f#kR &R L% Fig. 4.19(c) » 513, 502 CEP, FEP
DENS LITEDBERMVRATENS. REP TiZ, HEMAMOAMIIFEP ICRTNS
M, KEIZWHBLULEDRKEWEEZLEZDBDESLUTOIK/NEINEERZLDZHDEDOHE
ML THWL, Tabs, BHOSMICBNT, HMHIAERT2EGEER
FTRIC R 2 EGBBIC BB ENTHIND T LGN D,

PAEX D, CEP, FEP TIZERUHN 52 DERBEELZEARICEZ RN, REP
Ti3Z DR TORBEMERRICHN UL BRI 2EER L PLES 2ESNICERR
THEBHCIMN TN TEMNRABND.
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Fig. 4.14: All offspring [f(z)] for f; when Fig. 4.15: All offspring [z;(0)] for f; when
e=0. e=0.
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Fig. 4.16: All offspring [1;(0)] for f; when Fig. 4.17: Standard deviation [z;(0)] for
e =0. f1 when ¢ = 0.
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424 BRRBE (LL0)
PAEX D, CEP, FEP, REP ORHFHMEUTDLIICELDBHENTES.

o Bk, ZIBMEEESICEIR/:< CEP, FEP OFRFHEIITFROAE X IEET
57, REP DRFHEIITIROKREZITEKAFELARL,

o CEP, FEP OBEBE/XT A —F IR LTINS KBV ZRREERER D D BANRD
REBIZHED T <7D, LML, REP DEREE/NS A —F 3@ Yz L )L DL
EMFTESRY, BEOFMERRD Z ERBERITEDS ZENTES.

e CEP, FEP I, BRRENEZHEAMNITL > TEZR NS, REP TIIREZER
FHRBR THMHNIEER T2 DD EHOMAZERNITERR T DD EITR
FEITHEL T <.
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4.3 /AXEIULTA MEARERVW /A EHERER

ECE2T#HEMBICHAL T ZLE2BRLERE, RO FI—JEEE
B BRICEBENNELE B Z, FMEEZ T Z LIIEETH D [1][6)[25][27][86][109], 4+
L& UT [12][68] TR S o R BEIER AN HICHD /A X BWAT 5.

o TR MR LERTE

BREBLSMCEEND /A XE2BEL 2T A NEKICEI 24 LBRER 21T .
[12][58] IZ72 5\, K80, HFHREE o5 DRBEERDIHITWKD /1 X N(0,05) ZMZ,
UFOX3I5 X N EEHET S .

F(a) = f(z) + N(0, ) (4.6)

ZZT, o5/ A XLNVERY, f(x) £ELT, Tabled 21RT 11 OF A ME%k %
FAWTHEREREZIT . fid b fo ETIIBIENE, £ 05 fi; 3IBEHBEEKTHS.
TARTOT A MBEUIE 30 RILDOERBEMZ2 D, /A ANEELRVWBEORBER/N
fEX0TH .

CEP & FEP BX U REP i & ®1iZ, [116][118][120][121] iZ#E> T, p= 100 &L Tat
BI3. JAXLN)VE0;={0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1, 1.0} DIEIZEZX T, TNEN50
EMIICET 2R DR L 7. BEE/XS X—5 D LR 5., (JIREREIFE LB f, D
7} 1.0, %@ﬂﬁf@i 3.0 vl‘_ b, m=2>5 cl_’. I./, Gdups Gdels Ginv @iﬁfﬁﬁﬁ% (P) ’E, %h{‘
N, P(gaup) = 0.6, P(gger) = 0.3, P(giny) =0.1& L7, 723, CEP & FEP OFERII,
REP T CEP & FEP IZ#MlIZ/2 5 /85 A—F{#H, §7255, P(giw) =1, P(gaa) =0,
P(giny) =0 ELTH 2 7= [78].

REPIZBIT5 IN5 OHR/NS A —F L, PHROZEBRBERMOSRELE. £,
FIEBRM S, NI A—FHOELIZBE L TREP I3ERICHER TH D ZLMNnh o
D, NIA—FEF2— T ICRENEFEEE R > THWARWN., Thx, FMz
EREZBELTINSEZRETHE, X742 RAREICMET2EEDNS.

o FER (HIEMHEIE)

BIEHEBEE fL 5 fs ICBL T, BHERER % Fig. 4.20 M5 Fig. 4.251RY. £NE
N, WEIIS0EORTICL > THRSNABREFOBRREZ YL 2 BEE2 L0, K
IR E LS DBDOTHB.

f1iIZBLT, CEP & FEP Tid 300 tREEE /) 1 XIZ K> THRBEFEENEBL 25D
XL, REP T3/ 1 XOHBIIEL, 2TO/ A XL )V TEEICEDER X TH
RLTWS. FRKRIZ, f, TIE, CEP & FEPIZX U REP I3/ 1 X0 BT
BRLUTWS. f3 Tid, CEP, FEP, REP &b/ 1 XOEEMFEALERS NN
M, fi& fs TiX, CEP, FEP, REP &b/ A XOEELRZIT TS, Rz, FRMEEE
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Table. 4.4: Summary of experiments for noisy test functions.

Hilfe|fs|fa|fs|fo|fr|fs|fo]| fro| fuu
CEP | x| x|0O X | x| x x | X
FEP | x | x | O X | %X | X X | X
REP | OO | O x 100 10

DEIL fo THEFICR S, CEP & FEP A KER/MEIZIE DI RWZ &2, REP
EE2TO /A X VR TADEBE THERL TN,

o R (BRI

LGB f, 05 f1, WL T, BtERRZ Fig. 4.26 0 5 Fig. 430127RY. £h
Zh, M 50 BoRTICE> THSNABERORBEZ U KEE LD, #
HicHERKE2ESEDBDTHS.

f7 ZBL T, CEP {3300 HRLIRINR L, FEP TIXEFTAEN SIKTFHE TN,
—7%, REP TIZETO /A XLV TADEBRETHEREL TWS. f; & fy TIXCEP,
FEP, REP &b/ A XDOX&ERZTEN, fio & fuu Ti&, CEP & FEP IZ¥ L REP
B/ A XOREERTT, BRICEABICHD ZERBERLTNS.

o FTHBIRERIER (XL W)

AHERERERIC I > TRS N/ A XX it % Table 4.41ICE L%, CEP
EFEPIL, f;ADRXTOTAMNERKIZBNT/ A XOXEEZ T, —F, REP
Lifl, fz, f3, fe, f7, flo, f11 ’G‘Ui/’fXGCBQL"Cﬁ%T%')f:
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Fig. 4.20: Averaged best results on f; Fig. 4.21: Averaged best results on f;
with output noise when the noise level(os)

is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.

with output noise when the noise level (o)
is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.

45



100000 T T 100
10000 |
10 F
[ [}
3 3
ol 1000 - =
g ] S
1k i
100 |
10 L i 1 1 01 1 1 1 1
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500
Generation Generation
(a) CEP. (a) CEP.
100000 T T 100
10000
3 10
2 g E
c 1000 ¥ 5
> >
1k o
100 r
10 L 1 i 1 01 1 1 | 1
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500
Generation Generation
(b) FEP. (b) FEP.
100000 T T ™ 100 T
P (1)1
10000 | 001 -
0.00 0E .
8 2 \
§ 1000y 1 8
> >
1 .
100 k
10 L 1 | | 0.1 I ) a1 |
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500
Generation Generation
(c) REP. (c) REP.

Fig. 4.23: Averaged best results on f;
with output noise when the noise level (o)
is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.

Fig. 4.22: Averaged best results on f3
with output noise when the noise level(os)
is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.
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Fig. 4.24: Averaged best results on f; Fig. 4.25: Averaged best results on fg
with output noise when the noise level(o5)  with output noise when the noise level(os)
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Fig. 4.27: Averaged best results on f3
with output noise when the noise level(o5)
is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.

Fig. 4.26: Averaged best results on f;
with output noise when the noise level(o)
is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.
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Fig. 4.28: Averaged best results on fy
with output noise when the noise level(oy)

is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.
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Fig. 4.29: Averaged best results on fi
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4.4 BNV RICKDRELRIFEIEBBENDILH

THHNEEBEAOBA L LT, FREANRGEMARELHEEZTRD LT3, &, £
8N\ RICBIT BRI /EE « f8EMBEFEZ FRICRE T 2 BB LREZID & 5.
ZOEEN ROBBIZBNT, BFETIMEODDENEFBEROE—A FDDD
BNRBHEMNBOREZDD, BEAEMBEZFELTSENEMBERANERERD
DO BEWHRBRRIIIERBICRS. 51T, ThEMAETMNE L NOESITIMTERL, T
DX D72 filIRG: Z M- THREMBORELIZRO FNPEBDOTHL <R3, K2, £
BORy M REETEERZ2EET 5 &, MEAKIIETEIEHEICRD, B/
TRESETIIMIEVREE LD, F2T, #ENTOS T DT OFMBIKIZ R
FIT 4+ B ZEAT S EIZK > THEREHNREZERD KLY, EREOHERH
WM Ukig et LA BIHEZTD. AHTIE, HEHERICIST
PEkF 1% (CEP) L1I2RFiE (REP) DHREEZ HLBRETEH I L2 BN ET 5.

4.4.1 FHEFRMHEBEREMN
nEOEIZEBIEFOR S, TEHFERIUTOLSIcRENS.

> fi = —mg (4.7)
i=1
Zpixfi =0 (4.8)
=1

ZZT, fi2iBEOWOARY M, m BIEFYEOERTHD, g ldE/IMEE
ThHd. £, p L i BEOROELNSDONENY MLV THS.
KR LYk & OBEREHIT

In; x f,] < p(fi-n) i=1,...,n (4.9)

(L, n; iIPEREOERNRY ML, pidEERAE) TRDOINS. FRXTIIED
aA2T74 7L —=2a idBZRVE, BENTHE fr.e 28807, BEHNOHERZLT
DEDITEET .

| fzm |S fmaz (4'10)
I fiy !S fmaa: (4'11)
0< fzz S fmaa: (4-12)

ZZT, fir fip [z 13 BEDOIED 2, y, 2 HFRIDIW/ENTH 5.
Coulomb OEESERIL D, BEEFMGIIUTOLIITERINS.

&+ ff < pofi (4.13)

ZIZT, po IBRARBILEERETHS.
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4.4.2 Liapunov O&EFRM & kA% E RS
Liapunov DEZERBIXRD LS Iz N 5.

L >0, L*+5>0, LS—-V >0

(e
g
A

n

S=Z Z ; x p;) - (Fi < Fj),

3=1 J—'I,+1

V_ZZ Z{pz ka} {fz ( ka)}'

i=1 j=i+1lk=j+1

(4.14)

(4.15)

(4.16)

(4.17)

R (4.14) BB T U S FrAMREHT OERIE THZIND LERS AWV, 22T
£ DO SRR 2 Gl U TR SUEICET 2 REREZEBRTS. ZHIKERE

INRITHNSL, ROLIIZRINS.

Afi: —km'A:Bi, Z=1, ,n

(4.18)

ZIZT, Azxi=Ax+0 xp, THY, Az iIWEEBERICBITIERRDDOEMT

HV, OREERTDOEMTHS.
HIEA] (4.18) D TF TEERAITIRK (4.14) KD RD KD IT/2 5.

L'>0, L?+8>0, LS-V' >0

(
(|

LI=Z p;-Af;,
——Z Z pi % p;)- (AF; x AF)),
1=1 ]_z+1
*Z Z Z {p: - (p; % P&)}
=1 j=i+1lk=j+1

{Af:- (AF; x Af)}

FIBRIC, BEEREIIROLIITRY, INEEMRTEFELERT 5.

Ing < (Fi+AF) | < w{(fi+AFf) ni}
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4.4.3 FHEHEI%EK
X (4.18) & (4.23) & D,

, p(ni-fi) —[mi x fi
| Az | < T (4.24)
FEL, EEERMIIBHTESLKETD. BRI OEMPBRKRICED ZENEE
LW, 3K (4.7)(4.8)(4.10)(4.11)(4.12)(4.13)(4.19) Z #I3REMH & U, LUF O3FfhBI%K
ZRAMET SREIMEE L TERLT %:

plni ) =l x fily (4.25)

kpi (1 + 1)

ERBERIL | AF | Afpoe, | A |< Acmar, Oky, < Ak, 12D EHREED.
Kim[69) DHEZ AW THNRGEZ XTI T BRELTEATS.

F= max{min
2

4.4.4 FHHRHBSRRER

SRITICBITZ3EHBICEBME (u=03,m=08) DEFKHEI X 95, Rl
Fid, HBEREOME - WANRT M) - BEORMEEEBICRD. BEHEEIIE -8
TH &S 40 ik, HARKIIE - E 400, FETHE 2000 AR E LETEKZ 10EE
ER-3

4.4.5 RBRER

2400 HAE TORRT ORI LBRBERE Fig. 4.31(a)(b) ITRT. FIIEICEDHE
% &2 D TIHME &, (2),2(c) NATH S Z LIIBWERBEH T, RFILF 4%
BEZ5NTNBZEE2ERT. ERFETHS CEP 2ANWEBRE, 10 BORTH 8 =
Kb 2R TEESENZ. REP 2H0WEHE, BRERICBVWTRBHEEERL
T TR, RFPIVT 1 2EXSNAEEIIHERIEBIZONTREICEK SN, 132
ERTETOMKMRGE 2R TEENRNZ. £2BTcdNT, IR ENFHE
INTVWBZEMHERBEINE. Fig. 4.31(a)(b) HS5bh 3 L S ITHRORE - IR L
HIZREP ZAIWEBEOFBERVEREZ/TNWS,

BA A T OREREROELME R UHEMEES 2 Fig. 4.3210R7. 1ZiEF CHE
LogTicEMSERDL, —HOBEDD —KOEIHMT S LD ICEBEINSHER
ERR-> T3, :
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Fig. 4.32: Force and position at the last generation.
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4.5 #WE

FETIY, EEBIEO—EE L TEZSNSEMN IO SIJICET2ECHE
ISOFLIRIBIZDONTERL TS, ZBERELAEICBITSRET X MERZHSR
ELU-EERERICKD, EROELRMTOSS I T, BRSNS A—F BB
INEL72D, BHICROREBICHEDRTWVWI L 2HRLE. THIIHL, BEIETE
RMELUEREFEIT, E¥F 2 NEEITHL, BHMGROREZE#TE, BREZ/NS
A= D FBERE T SHEBENERFBICHERTAELE. EEYI1FI D
BRIZ TR, HERFRECHRTREFHIIRMBRR EKERRBOINT > ANH
fta, RRBEZHEMEL T30, BENZEOMRAEBINTNEEEZS
N3, £, M XEFOTFAMEKIZBEL TD, WERFELURKL, REFEOF
MEEREIEL . 51T, TENERENOIBAHEL TEEN > Rtk oEEMN
AW D LV, Liapunov ORESRG RO EMEESRML: 2= REME - 8 HEME
OER#ELET>7. ZOMEIR 27 DIBEHNWREMN ERBLEETH D, BE8HE
BEO—DEEXSNS. BiZ, B TO/ S5 I 7ORETH 2EBEEBEENERE
THERIL, ETOHMREAEZ—ERETNEDRL LD 1 BEIMHREGEZRREL
FEEFTHEMNERIND D, ZORBIZAENTHDEEZSNS. Ll
NS, HRFEEZANEHERER TR TONREAE 2R TROFERNEE TH
LT LEHERLE. THITHL, REBFETE, ETOHRKHEZBZITHZEHRIC
RRTDHIENAEEERD, FREHKEGA ZRECME T 2REFEOFH
HEEELE. LEXD, BEMTOSS I 2 7ICBT 20 FHEIEOPILT BT
TENAECEROIREOZUEERLEZLEEXS.
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EB5EFE (u

iR

51 S

FETIE, #/LEEE (Evolution Strategies: ES) @ (u, )\)-ES IZB1F % BHCEIHEOHL
BREICBIL T, BMBEORTICEREBNWTERTSD. FETIE, (4, \)-ESIZENTHR
kD Gauss BIRAE R %15 F k% Classical-ES (CES), Cauchy BIZRARERZAN
BFE#E Fast-ES (FES), 28T 2% L1» ES O#KIEEE Robust-ES (RES) & LTS
B9 2. FAEOHAMERTIY, EBAEBELBBIIENTRICAVSNTNHSIER
5 2 BT & o THERFE (CES, FES) 2R Fi (RES) 2HBRIET 2 Z &I
o T, HE#EKOMERICHTIRBFEOEMERHSHICL, ELF1F3IY
AN L O FEOREEHASNICT S, i, TEHMMREICHAT S LTEELE
2B AXCHNTHEBEEREL 28I, EMEISALZOFALERET 3.
Bz, TENEMBE~OIHAELT, BREBEIORY hOFES - a BB
% Continuous-Time Recurrent Neural Networks (CTRNNs) D#E(LRIERET 2B O & .
Z® CTRNNs {3, EBUHEOAHBAZWMOED ZENFAETH D, EFREFFEZERICL
TW3. Z07%, EBEHREICHL TERISIEREREITBAL, BT X MBI

HXRTRIETDOBWRELHEE725.

Table. 5.1: Contents of Section 5.

,A\)-ESIC&EIT S EHCEILD

55 5.2 5.3 5.4
[ERE EXES 2 Bk A XEE85T A %k | CTRNNs Ot BE
Fik CES,FES,RES CES,FES,RES CES,RES
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5.2 RETXMEHFZEAVEREBERR

5.2.1 TAXMBEHEERTE

REFETHS RES OFME L ELBROFBEHSNTT D20, ERFE
& UTCES & FES 2H D kIS, Table4.21Z/RY 11 ©F X M Z AV ETEBER
7o 7= [89][90)[77]. T 5ix, ENEN, Hypersphere B¥K (f1), Schwefel DRIRE
2.22(f2), Schwefel DEIRE1.2(f3), Schwefel DFIRE 2.21(f4), Rosenbrock B8¥X (f5), Step
BI%K (fs), Rastrigin B8%C (f7), Ackley B8#K (fs), Griewank B¥K (f,), Penalized B
(P8)(fi0), Penalized B8 (P16)(f11) TH 3. £, finb fo ETIIBEE, 75
fu RBEEBEBTH D, TRTOTF A MEKIL 30 RTOBRREMZRFD, RBEB/N
fEX0TH 5.

CES & FES BXURESIZE®IT, [117)[119] 128> T, (u, A) = (30,200), FHEGZR
RERBIVHBMRA ZHWAWI EELE. BIB/NT X —F D LR npe, (JRBEGH
MBI f, DA 1.0, TOMTIX3.0& L, THe# 1072 1074, 107%, 1078,
10710 L 5 DDMEICERAT, ENETNS0EFEITERVE L. & 51T, RES [89][90](77]
’C‘Wi, m=64¢& LT, Gdups Gdels Ginv @iﬁﬂ@ﬁﬁ%’ﬁ (P) Ef., %h‘%h, P(gdup) = 0.6,
P(gser) = 0.3, P(giny) = 0.1 &L7=. 723, CES & FES ®%BiZ, RES TCES &
FES iC%ffiic/2 5 /85 A—#fl, T12DB, Pgawp) =1, P(gset) = 0, P(giny) = 0
ELTITo k.

5.2.2 BEXRRZFMEE

o ATHMRERER (HIRMERIR)

BGMEREE f, 205 fo DEPERER % Fig. 5.1 5 5 Fig. 5.6 IIRT. T, Ml
RSk, MEhicHREE ok,

CES L FESIZ& 3 fi D#ER%ERL = Fig. 5.1(a) & Fig. 5.1(b) X0, CES, FES &
BHIZTREA 1074 K0 /S WIREIT 200 HAAHET, BRIPCR OMAAEE TR 5 R
REEIEB TS, —F, RESIZBWTIE, Fig. 5.1(c) 5003k 3iz, FTRIC
Lo TEFNZERBEEDERIIEL, NWTREE2HANZIZE, BER KERE
RIZIE T ZEMTETNS.

FLT, IN5OEMIL, L5 fs THORSNS. Fig. 5.2 &0, fo TIXTREA
1074 KD /INEWIBEIT 100 FHET, Fig. 5.3 &0 f3 TIATENR 1078 X D/haEn
BANZ 200 ARAHE T, Fig. 5.4 KD £y TIXTEEAT 1076 & 0 /hE WIHAIZ 300 AT
T, Fig. 5.5 &V f5 TIXTFEA 1078 K D /NS WFEIZ 200 HARFHE T, BEHDCRD
BHNEEICR S NERBEENE D TNS., TOkD, TRIVNERBIZLENS
T RES OEBMENBEN TS,

Kz, fo DWERZERLZFig. 5.6 ™5, fiMhb fs TRS515 CES & FES & RES
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Table. 5.2: Summary of experiments for standard test functions.

il || fa|fs | fe| fr|fs| fol frol fu

CES || x| x
FES || x | x
RES|O|O

X I X | X | X | X[ X [Xj] X ]| X
X I X | X | X | X | X | XX | X
Ol0|0|0]0|10]|0]0 |0

DRBOHEB DB NIIE SITHEICENS. CESIRL<BEMREZRETET, FES
ide=10"2 ORIZITEE 175 HHRTREBRERICBZEL TNWBHDOD, 1078 KD /JE
<BE-S>TLES LBERERRTETVWARNI EMNHAS. —F, RES T, E0fE
TH 200 AR CRBMRICELEL TWB Z &0nh 3.

o FHHMRERER (ZIEMHERIE)

DEIZ, SEMBEE £, 05 fi, DETEMRE Fig. 5.70 5 Fig. 5.11I1ZRY. 1T
h, MEEhicBa%E, BEncHERE Lok,

CES & FESIZ& % f; D#FR %R L% Fig. 5.7(a) & Fig. 5.7(b) £V, CES, FES &
HIZTRRA107* X D /NS WFEIZ 100 HAMHET, BHIGROEMMBEEFICR S5 hig
REENEB TS, £z, FESIZBWTTREMN 10 OBFIT0PUBNRSNS D
DDEDMTIIFES, CES &bBHSMIEEANRAEN SKITHERWERBRL T
W5, —%, RESIZBNWTIE, Fig. 5.7(c) M3 KD, BEHEKOBER &R
B, TEREOBWIXZBREEEDEZRDIZEALELS, NSWTRZ2HWVWSIZEHKE
B RKBEBRICIEDIL ZENTETNS,

ZLT, TNSOBEAIL, fs for fioo fu THRSNB. Fig. 5.8 X0 f3 TRRTF
RRAY 1074 &K D /X WIFAIZ 100 HRAHE T, Fig. 5.9 K0 f3 TIX CES O TFEA 1074
K D/AEWFFIT 500 #HAFHE T, FES O TFRRAT 1074 K D /NS WHEIZ 200 HARAHE
T, Fig. 510 XD fio TIZCES ®FEEAT 1074 X D /hE WBEIT 200 ARAHET, FES
DOFRA 1074 KD /hEWIREIT 100 HAFHET, Fig. 5.11 KD fi; TIX CES O TR
A1074 K0 /NS WBEIT 200 #ARAHET, FES OTFREA 1074 K D /I WHEIZ 100
HAMET, BEHDCROEMNEZEICRSNRBEENE B TN, DD, TR
MINE 7232 L 7> T RES DEMENEN TN S,

o FTHMIRBRER (FL0)

SHEBERERICK > THELS N TREEICHT 2H@ME % Table.5.2 12X LD 5.
CES L FESIE, 2 TOF X MEKIZTBNWT TR e ik > TRABZNHHEE ZRT. —
%, RESIZe DFREIEERT, HERETH- k.
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Fig. 5.2: Averaged best results on f;
when the lower bounds are 1072, 1074,
1076, 1078 and 10710,

Fig. 5.1: Averaged best results on f;
when the lower bounds are 1072, 1074,
1078, 1078 and 10719,
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Fig. 5.4: Averaged best results on fy
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5.2.3 EELYAMFZILR

¢ RART—IEELYAFZIOR

BREDORITCAT—IZ Lo T, EKFA1F IV ANEDLS CHEERITINDINE
BEET 5. RC, AT OBIRHE (f,) RUSBEME (fo) D n RTERBEBELN L F—
JEEEZROEDS. 5 DBEBIIKEE/ME 0 2K K (0,...,0) THD (Fig. 5.12).

(Hypersphere Function)

fie) =3 4} (5.1)
(~100 < z; < 100)

fe(x) = —20exp (—0.2 I —71;2:;332 )

—exp(L(X7; cos2mz;)) + 20 + € (5.2)

(Ackley’s Function)

(1, A) = (30,200) & L, BREE/XS A—F OTFR, HERAERBIUHEMZ 2 HR0N
Z& &l Kiidn=1, 5, 10, 15, 20ICBIL TEHET S. &5iZ, RES [89)[90][77]
TIE, m=5&EULT, Gaup Gaetr Gino DEAHER (P) 2, TNEN, P(giw) = 0.6,
P(gser) = 0.3, P(giny) = 0.1 &L 7. 728, CES & FES ®%BkiZ, RES TCES &
FES IZEAMIZ/R 5 /XT A —Ffl, T72305, Plgap) =1, P(gset) = 0, P(giny) = 0
LLUTHTo 7. 2 TOHBRERIIBWTIHEHIIR—D b0 &AW, 50 Eilfr%
BOIRTZEELR. f11322000 H{RZE, f,id 1000 A2 B AR E L 72,

o FTHMBERBRER (/)

BIgIERI% £, O ERRZ Fig. 5.13 0 5 Fig. 5.171RT. ThEh, Mok
fl, HEnciHfRz L7k,

Kitn=1& 5 Tid, CES & FES & RESIZIHEEDZIIR S/2. KIE n=10 T,
CES & FESIZTFREA 1074 K D/hE WA, 100 HAAHE TRHPEROBEmA RS h
5. —F, RESIZBNWTIX, FRIZE>TENIZEHEREEDOERIIE N, 5D
BFENIRIT n=15 5 20 IZ/RB I > TEEICROSNS. KiLn=15& 20 T, CES
E FESIITFERM 1074 K D/RNSWEA, 100 HARMETRHNROBERNR S5,
RESIZBNTIE, FRIZEK> TENIFERBHEDZERIIE N,

o FTMBREREER (fs)
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(c) fs (Ackley’s Function).

Fig. 5.12: The 2 dimensional landscape.
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BEPERIR fo DEHEAERZ Fig. 5.18 05 Fig. 5.2212RY. FHTH, #Helhic Bk
E, #Ecitzsork.

Kitn=1TiE, CES&FES & RESIZHREDOZEIIR SN, KL n=5TiX, CES
T, Ritn=10Tid, FES TR, SKITHERWETRINS. —F, RESKKS
WTid, BRI 2 LR KERERIGED ZENTETNS., Zh 50 M
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Fig. 5.13: Averaged best results on f;
(n=1) when the lower bounds are 1072
1074, 1075, 108 and 10710,
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o RARERELHENSYSMFTIOR

RRERBOHADORIZEL ST, RESOENT I T IV ANEDLS ICHEERIT
INBIMERIET D. i, LITOBIENE (f) RUBEHE (f3) D n KeEBEEEE L
REFI—IBE (n=230) ZH0OHS. N5 ORKIZRBE/MEO 2 A (0,...,0)
THD.

(Hypersphere Function)

h@)=) (5.3)
i=1
(—100 < z; < 100)
(Ackley’s Function)
1 n
= -2 —0.2. | = 2
fs(z) 0exp ( 0.2, n;x’ )
—exp(2 (D i, cos2mz;)) +20 + € (5.4)

(—32 <z; < 32)

(4, A) = (30,200) &L, BHE/XT A—F OTFR, HEEARAERBIUVHEBZ 2N
WRES & L7z, BRBE/NS A—F D LR g, 123.0EL, m=5 &Lk, REFHEICH
2 RAERBOMEY (P(gaup): P(9aet)s P(Gimy)) ELTHUATF DT A—=F Ly b T
SHETS.

Casel : (P(gauwp)> P(gdet)s P(ginv)) = (0.2,0.1,0.05)
Case2 : (P(gdup)’ P(g4et)> P(ginv)) = (0.3,0.15,0.05)
Case3 : (P(gaup)> P(gdet)s P(ginv)) = (0.4,0.2,0.1)
Cased : (P(gaup)» P(gaer)s P(ginv)) = (0.5,0.2,0.05)
Case5 : (P(aup)> P(gaer)s P(ginv)) = (0.6,0.3,0.1)
Caseb : (P(gaup)» P(gdet)» P(ginv)) = (0.7,0.4,0.2)
Case7 : (P(gaup)s P(gder)s P(ginv)) = (0.8,0.4,0.15)
Case8 : (P(gdup)’ P(gdel) P(g'mv)) (0.9,0.45,0.15)
Case9 : (P(gaup)s P(gaer)> P(giny)) = (1.0,0.0,0.0)
CaselO : (P(gdup)’ P(gger), P(ginv)) = (0.0,1.0,0.0)
Casell : (P(9aup)» P(9det)» P(ginv)) = (0.0,0.0,1.0)
Casel2 : (P(gdup) P(gdet)s P(giny)) = (1.0,1.0,1.0)

728, Casel M5 Case8 ETIEBXE (P(gaup)> P(gdet)s P(giny))=6:3:1 DL &2 B K
HRINTA—Fty SN THO, BEHRRHOIRNMESND. Cased IS BEHZEZIE
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MFEAEESNIZWFES EEMIC/RB/NT A—YETHS. Cased M5 Casell i3 1
BEOBIEZTTHD, Casel2 DERIL, 2TOHRIESR 100%1TD. 2 TOFEME
RIZBWTHIHMERIZFR—D b0 2V, 50RETEEVETIEELE. f1132000
%, fiid 1000 HAZBKEHAE L.

o SRR (f)

B MEBEEK £, DEHERE R 2 Fig. 5.23 05 Fig. 5.24 IR, FHEh, Ml B
B, HEhciHfRzE Lok,

Casel 75 Case8 T, TRROMICK > TICREEIIESE S Z <, hNEWweZH
WBIZERERS KBRERIGEDL ZENTETINS, Cased Tid, FTERMN10 &
DN WIBE, 200 HARAHE TEREBIPUER DEMASEE IR S NPOREENE S THh 5.
Casel0 & Casel2 T, #IHIOBRETHRENIIRL TW5. Casell TiX, TERA/ME
SBBIPENRBEENE L TN 5.

o STHMBRERER (f5)

ZIEPEREE fo DETEKEE Fig. 5.25 5 Fig. 5.26 IR Y. 2NN, MEEHC B
i, HEhicitRz o7k,

Casel V5 Case8 Tid, TROMHEICK > THCREEIIEL S Z&72<, MW eZH
NBIZEBER KBRBERICI O TEMNTETNS. Cased T, FEAT10™* &
DI WS, 100 AR TREIPCE OEMEAEE ICR S NPUREENE S THh 5.
Casel0 & Casel2 Tid, FIHIDERRE THRENPORL T, Casell TiL, Casel 05
Case8 IZLLBI L THRBEHENE B TS,
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Fig. 5.23: Averaged best results on f; when the lower bounds are 102, 1074, 1075,
1078 and 10719,
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Fig. 5.24: Averaged best results on f; when the lower bounds are 1072, 1074, 1079,
1078 and 10710,

77



100 T T T 100
1 \ 1
-\ i
001 | 0.01
3 ) |
] ©
> 0.0001 | > 0.0001
1e-06 - 1e-06 -
] 1
19'08 1 L 1 1 13'08 1 1 1 Il
0 200 400 600 800 1000 0 200 400 600 800 1000
Generation Generation
(a) RES (Casel). (a) RES (Cased).
100 T T 100
1 \ 1
[
o 001 ° 0.01
2 2 !
] [
> 0.0001 | > 0.0001
1e-06 - - 1e-06
19'08 1 L 1 ] 13'08 1 1 1 [
0 200 400 600 800 1000 0 200 400 600 800 1000
Generation Generation
(b) RES (Case2). (b) RES (Caseb).
100 100
1 1
° 0.01 ° 0.01
3 L 2 I
o 2]
> 0.0001 > 0.0001
1e-06 - 1e-06 -
I
16‘08 j ! i L 1 1e'08 i 1 L |
0 200 400 600 800 1000 0 200 400 600 800 1000
Generation Generation
(c) RES (Case3). (c) RES (Casef).

Fig. 5.25: Averaged best results on fs when the lower bounds are 1072, 1074, 107¢,
108 and 10719,
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Fig. 5.26: Averaged best results on fs when the lower bounds are 1072, 1074, 1075,
1078 and 10719,
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5.2.4 REFFEH (F&8)
BAEX D, CES, FES, RESOBREREBEUTOLIICELD DI ENTES.

o HilgME, ZIEMESHICBEfR/2< CES/FES O&ELEENIL, TROKXE X ITHEK
THBAH, RESIE, TRIIZEACEBRTHD, BEICBRHBBIESEL.

o Bigf:, ZIGMBIEICERR K BEIRRBIC/AE 2 ETICLERIBAEKIZ, TR
ZRERZVEICIZIIEEAEETDDRVD, NI ABIZHWFES & RES 0%
MBIRIC KREL<RRD, BRAICHER RIS CES > FES > RES &725%.

o HIEMEEMOBE, NIWTHR 2EALTY, FRHICRKERHAKR BFZXE, f
TiE, TEEAT 107107255000 HALAE) & X AWNIE, RES THLONBHEEMN
CES® FES THRHNBH I LbH 5.

o LGB DOBE, MOKE LRREE S RES > FES > CES &i25.

BREDORITEAT — IV EBILT A F IV ADOEBRELUTORIICEEDB T EMNT
E5.

o BIGHE:, ZEMEKICBRIIS HBIRTEIZXD L, BIENERBOBRIESN
LHRELBONIBVWERET, B FITRAITENBRLSNS.

RES ORZERE LB T IV AOBBREZUTOXRIICE LD B I ENTES.

o B, ZIBMBIKICBIRARBERRZEOMRNBTOENZBE, BRERER
(P(gaup)s P(gaet)s Plgims)) D/ST A—F 2 b (0.2,0.1,0.05) 5 & (0.9,0.45,0.15)
CHLUERICHEBTHE ZENgMho Tz,

o BgME:, ZEMREICERIZ BENRBOBRMVIZEAL/SNBNEE, N
FHENED B.

o HIEM, ZEMERICERR SBEORRERBENERICHEERT S5
&, BERNZEBOZRND EHEBEINLT N,
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Table. 5.3: Summary of experiments for noisy test functions.

filfelfa|fa|Ss| fe|Fr| fs| fol fro]| fua
x | x X

CES X X X
FES X X X
RES| x| x|O|x|x|O|x{x|x|x|O

53 /AXEEULTAMEABERB\VETEBRER

BREBLNMCEENS /A XEBELET A NERICE T 2L BRER 1T,
[12][58] IZ72 5\, 150, HHERE o DIFEEERSHAICKD /1 X N(0,05) ZMMZ,
UFo&3ic57 X MK EEET 3 .

F(z) = f(z) + N(0,05) (5.5)

ZZT, o6/ A XLNIVERY, /1 XLN)V%E 0s={0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1, 1.0}
DEIZHREL, f(xz) &L TTabled.21TRT 11 DT X MEKZER W T EBERZT-
. 5 fo ETIIHIENE, £ 05 £, 3XEHERTHSZ. TXTOFT X MEKIT
30 RILDERZERZFD, /A ARFELRVESOREER/NMEIZ0 THS.

CES & FES BLURESIZ & BIT, [117)[119] 12> T, (u,A) = (30,200), FHEZR
RERBICHBZ ZHNWENWT EE L. BIE/SS X —5 D LR ., ISRBH D
BRI f, DA 1.0, TOMTIZ3.0EL, TRZRELRZVWT, FTHAENS0EH
BATEHRDEB L. 512, RES [89][90][77] T, m=6&LT, Guaupr Gdets Ginw P
BHER (P) &2, TNTN, P(guyp) = 0.6, P(gse) = 0.3, P(giny) =01 &L, 72
B, CES & FES ®¥£BI3, RES TCES & FESIZEflIC/AR3/NNTA—F1l, Tzbb,
P(gaup) =1, P(gaet) =0, P(giny) =0 ELTETD 2.

o ST MBS R

TANBEE A NS 1 LT, #E#R%E Fig. 5.27 5 5 Fig. 537 I0RYT. £h
T, WENZIZ 50 BORTICL > TH SN -BEROTBEEKE S & 0, BEhicidit
REELSEDBDTHS.

J A RIS SRR F &% Table 5.3 ICHRT LI, CES & FESIZETD
TANBERICBWT /A A0 EEZ T, —H, RESIE f5, fo fu T A NE¥K
T/AXIZH L THEETH o=, LEOKERKLD, RESIZCES, FESIZHART /1 X
N U THBTHBLEEZS. LLLANS, FAETRLEZEP OERICHENS &
(U, A)-ESiZ/ A XOHBEZIRTNEE R D.
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Fig. 5.27: Averaged best results on f;
with input noise when the noise level(os)
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Fig. 5.28: Averaged best results on f;

with input noise when the noise level(o5)
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Fig. 5.29: Averaged best results on f3
with input noise when the noise level(os)

is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.
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Fig. 5.30: Averaged best results on f4
with input noise when the noise level(o)
is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.
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Fig. 5.32: Averaged best results on fs
with input noise when the noise level(os)
is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.

Fig. 5.31: Averaged best results on f;
with input noise when the noise level(os)
is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.
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Fig. 5.35: Averaged best results on fy Fig. 5.36: Averaged best results on fig
with input noise when the noise level(c5)  with input noise when the noise level(os)

is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.
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Fig. 5.37: Averaged best results on fi;
with input noise when the noise level(o)
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5.4 Continuous-Time Recurrent Neural Networks
(CTRNNSs) NDtH

THHEMENDOINA & LT, Evolutionary Robotics [61][50] 123+ % Evolutionary
Artificial Neural Networks [115][122] Z2E D £VF, BEBEIORY hOFES—var
MEZHE<. 2 RTEFNCEEYRH DREEZ, HEBHORY MY —FMIE
NEBEIL, XRICBEETZILEI AV LTS, TOB, Ofy MR 1 ATy Y
BIZIOBEOEIERANEN, EA2HORSROE—FEAHTENLEbD L
5. AHADOEMRBRIT Continuous-Time Recurrent Neural Networks (CTRNNs)
(18][19][20][106] THBEL, ZDakat%E ES TTW, HREZRIET 5.

FHTHRET DI L—FBER, Fig. 5.39127R7. D2 ab—413Khepera
OfRw M EMRIZ, Sussex 7 TO—FOTFIIZINTIIalb—aiZEINWTHE
LU [62][67)[96]. OXRw M, 1 ATv TEICAN :(i=0,1,...,10:0 < z; <1.0)
EBRALELG 2EOWBIMOE— YT y;(j =0,1:0<y; <1.0) ZRETS. AHIX
Fig. 5.40 DALBICH 2 s ORI 5/ 5N AT 7,(i=0,1,...,7) LHTH 2@
DN DN EB/END AT 2,(i=8,9) THD, Bias® AT z;(5=10) L L7z OFRv b
DAY — MIBREEENTHSY, REAEILS X FLNRESN, ORY FOAT
2} 73 5 T RREZ A ) I, Gauss MNP 5/ E5ND /1 X N(0,1) (0< 6 <1.0)
MEEFND2DOE LK

z, = z;+ N(0,1) (5.6)
y, = 18.0 x y; —10.0+ 2.0 x N(0,1) (5.7)

ORy b2 hO—5&UTCTRNNs 2 NI NZE (u,))-ES 2H W TEMMIC
#XEtTH. CTRNNs QU T LS e bans .

N
TiYs = —% + ijid(gj(’)/j + 03‘)) +L,i=1,... ,N (5.8)

j=1
L, yRENENOZa—0> ORE, 7 IIRER, w13 jBBL i BEO=1—0O
CHIDEH, gidT 1, 0NA T A, TIINEAR, o3> 7E1 REKETS. 2
B, Za—O L5, yOFHIEIZ0EL, A1 T EICE->TOIKAHTESLE. X
F— M5t ATy T TI—)NZREB LU ZRICHEGEZ 1000—t & UTHHET 3. 7adb,
PIRIREIE —5.0 < 24(j) < 5.0, 0<n(j) <30 LUTCES &L RES TRI—DHD#H
Wy, 100000 [ElOFHEESK Z2 BEIZ, (u,2)=(1,6) DHFETI 15000 #HRZE, (u,1)=(3,20)
DFAETL 5000 HARZ, (u,A)=(15,100) DBEIL 1000 #R %, (1,))=(30,200) DHEIT
500 AR ZHBRMMREL, TNETNS0ERDIERLU TEHEL . BEE/S A—FDBK
B% Nrew=3.0 E L7, RESOF L —% OBERHERIL, P(gau) = 0.6, P(gue) = 0.3,
P(giny) =01 &L, TTEIZERME/SS A—FEESICRELR. 50 BOFEHEHE %=
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Fig. 5.38: Khepera Robot.
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L7z Fig.5.41 705 Fig.5.44 £ U, RES I3 CES IZ LEXEFEE A Z 2 12 DN THREA )
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RES Tid (30,200) 129 % & IS EAN 600 £ THEMUZ. Z3UL, #EIEO G WH

BAR N9, EEED (1,6) SMMICDBRWERIZZOBKICHEHE S Z EARETH
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ik 12539 % RES ORENENICH 12D EEZEZ 5N 5.

89



Light 2)  Light (1)
IR@) IR(@3)

Right wheel
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Fig. 5.41: The averaged fitness on (1,6)-ES for Continuous-Time Recurrent Neural

Networks.
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Fig. 5.42: The averaged fitness on (3,20)-ES for Continuous-Time Recurrent Neural

Networks.
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Fig. 5.43: The averaged fitness on (15,100)-ES for Continuous-Time Recurrent Neural

Networks.
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Fig. 5.44: The averaged fitness on (30,200)-ES for Continuous-Time Recurrent Neural

Networks.
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5.5 #E

FETIE, (u,\)-ESIZHBITZ2HCHEOCOIIREICEAL T, MEDOKRTICERZBWN
TiEm L T3, BET X NERZEHAWEEERER T, EROE(CERBRIT, L
K705 7ORELRARKRIC, B2ETHEMLZRBIZRODTVIEEZHSD
WLlE, ZhicHl, B3ETERLL ZBCEIEOHES 2 ELRIRICERALZF
EEREL TS, EET A MEREMNRE UAHERERIZCKD, RBERFRIIREK
FREITHART, EEE/SS A—F OTFBREICHNT ZEBEY, METHZE2EFEL-.
REFEORBENDDIIERRAERRLEFEORTA T — IV X BT 1 F3Y
AOEZEBAL, BEFEIIFEORTAT —IVERBRERRBD/)NT A—F {EIZH
LEBTHEZL2HER L. Fh, /A XZ2EUCTFAMEKICEL TS /1 Xizxt
TEHRRFFOBEBEERIEL 2. 51T, THEHNEME~OICAE LT, BEBEH
ORy hDOFES— a CREEIZBIT S Continuous-Time Recurrent Neural Networks
(CTRNNs) O LRIRET 2B O F o=, T@ CTRNNs i, EEMEDOAHHZEO#K
STENFEETH D, ERFEFZMRIILTNS. TOkD, BERBEICHL TEK
ISFE BRI AL, BT 2 FEBICHRTRTTOBWEBE/LEEERS. 20
BRITOBRBRIIH LT, HRFEIINTIREFEOREOR L2 FERERICK
DEIELEZ. LXK, BABOELN OS5IV ERRNTHRERNRIRE D) —
MREINBVEANRRZ S ELEBIRICBN TS, BOEROREORZ Y Z2RL
LEZB.
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E6E (u/pN)-ESICBIF52BCELD
7Rk & Multi-parent
Recombination [C X 5 fi5E

6.1 #EES

(u/p,\)-ES 121X, Multi-parent Recombination (MPR) [45][47] & U T Intermediate
Recombination (IR) & Discrete Recombination (DR) 238 572%, SEIIEZE S & B
NIA=FDELLH, BLLIEMAAIZHLTHNS ZENTES. Schwefel [104](8]
%, HRISHEIKET DD, BITHIRTS I L2805, —REICIZIDR 2%
BEEEIC, IR ZEBIE/NNS A—FITANSZ L2HBL TS, LMLARMNS, Chang
et al. {341 (u/u,\)-ES ICBNWTEIE/XS A—FIZIR ZANSDARST, BEE/INS
A—ZIZ DR ZRAVSFEOHEMEZHEBRERICIVHASN L. ZOWAETIA,
11 fEDRRHER)2 T A MBIEIZ X o T, Classical ES (CES) D REHEB 21T > TN 5.

ZIT, FETIEWDODD (u/p,\)-ESICELT, EREEREBIE/INTA—FD
BAHIZIR ZHVWEHE, HDVWIEIDRZAVDHED MPRICHT SHEEERIEL,
ELBETORACENLST A FIJAZHNS5. HERERTII, ESOBRELT
Gauss IRAZ R % FVr 3 CES [104][13], Cauchy BZRRER %13 Fast ES (FES)
[117][119], TTEMEAFZRI ZF D Robust ES (RES) [89][90][77] Z28RAT 3. RRPFE
Tid, Gauss MBARER %S RES % gRES, Cauchy HRRAER %15 RES %
cRES &L LTBHT 3. €L T, Yao & Liu [117])[119] BSAW /= EHER 2T X FEEKD
SERENZEKZED LT, ENENDOESITHBITS MPR OMREZRIET 2. =5
I, FROELT A FIVANMPRIZE > TEDK S IET 20 % ERS HTIC
Lo THINTS. £/, TEBBIBHTAI ETERELELRS /1 XTI 5%
BRAEL /=812, EREBICHRALZOFAEEZRET 5.

Table. 6.1: Contents of Section 6.

6% 6.2 6.3 6.4
I8 EXES 2 N J A XEEH5T A MNEK ANN DEREHRRE
Fi% | CES,FES,gRES,cRES | CES,FES.gRES,cRES | CES,FES,gRES,cRES
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6.2 RETRMEBZERAVCHERRER

6.2.1 TAXPMBABLERT

MPR OE I & ECBEORFHZHSNITT 570IZ, Tabled.2 TR 11 DT
A NEEEAN, HBEREREZIT-R. I5iE, FNEN, Hypersphere B¥ (f1),
Schwefel (D FEIRE 2.22(f2), Schwefel DREIRE 1.2(f3), Schwefel DR 2.21(f;), Rosen-
brock B¥X (f5), Step BA¥K (fs), Rastrigin BI¥K (f7), Ackley BI¥K (fs), Griewank Bk
(fo), Penalized B (P8)(f10), Penalized B8% (P16)(f11) TH 5. £7z, fidb fo X
TITBEYE, £ 05 fiy) IIEBEERTHS. TXTOFT X ML 30 KTO®RE
TR ZREL, KEB/MEIZ0THS. CES, FESB LU GRES, cRES iX, Yao & Liu
[117][119) > T, (u,A) = (30,200), HHEARKRERZHANWZWI & &Lz, BREE/N
TIA =D LR oy (SIRBEFHAILLEBHR N £, DH 1.0, TOMTIZ30&L, FH
EN50EETEROEB L. E51T, gRESECRES T, m=5&U7T, Gaups Gaels
Gino DEFAMER (P) 2, TNEN, P(gaup) = 0.6, P(gaet) = 0.3, P(gimw) = 0.1 &L
7= [80][81].

2B, INSOMBENTA—FEIL, FHRHEZERBRENORELZ. £, FHER
MBS, NI A—FEOEICBEEL TRES BFHITERTH S Z LBk, /N
FA—FEF 2 -0 IR ENEERER R > TWARWN., TNW A, FHlAERE
BLTINSERETNL N7+ AREICH LTS EBbN3.

6.2.2 EAXIRFTMUHE

5Z NBK fi, ..., fu @ CES, FES, gRES, cRESIZE % 50 MG OTIHEREE
NENFig. 6.1 75 Fig. 6.111RY. Ml I3RREFHOBEEED 50 BIEHZ, B
BiCIXHERzE LS.

The lower bound problem [90] D7z CES IR WHARTEREN D £ < 7R AT,
MPR ZHW5Z &iZ&> T fy ® DD-CES, f; @ II-CES U THENM LT 3. &
2, I-CESX fi, fa» f5. for foo foo fu WHULTHEZTHD, DD-CESIZ fr, fio
CHUTESTHO, D-CESIE fo, fo IKHUTESITHS. BB, CESIZBIEIEIK
fr, fo TMPR ZHWEHE S RAMRICHRD, TORERREHNEZREL THRN, Ih
5 DRERIT, TERBHAZT [34] Flbk, EHEEE L BER/N T A —F 12 £D Recombination
ZRVWNISROEENE LT 50, MEOEGERBIKET S ZLEEKT 5.

FES iZ CES £ #7320, II-FES X2 TORK THRRINE LA, DD-FES, kU
D-FES {3fERENAI LT3 Z &M 9n 5. 7238, DD-FES, D-FES i3Z &85 17, fo.
fio» fu1 CRPFTARIZHES.

¢RES X FES & Ff§, II-gRES 2 TORKTERIEETRNT ENBN S, —F,
fs LIS ®D DD-gRES, RU2T® D-gRES THENW LT5%. £k, 2 TOLEMERE
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Table. 6.2: Summary of experiments for standard test functions.

filfa|fs|faifs | fe| Fr |fs| fo | fro| fu
CES I |(Dja|pjn|aon|/bb|u|(11 (bbb | II
FES |D/D|D|D|D|D{DD|D|DD|DD| DD
gRES|D|D|(D|D|D{D| D|D| D D D
cRES|{D|D|D{D{D|D| D |D|DD| D D

¥IZBWVTDD-gRES, D-gRES &b KIBE/MEEZFRERT 3.

cRES iX gRES & [F#k, II-cRES II-gRES |32 T DRI TIRRIEZ RN, f3, f5
%R < DD-cRES RU'2T®D D-cRES THENM ETZZ B30 5. £, fyDD-
cRES 13RIk 2 DD, TNLSILEERESIZH VT DD-cRES, D-cRES &
bR/ MEEFHERTS.

JAXEFUT A MNEKICEL TREDHREZ/R LA MPR % Table.6.2 ICEE % 5.
IN& D, CESIZMPR OMEEIZ BN, ZetEICBIMRA < HRIBICEKFT S8, FES
ISHEIEEOBRKRTIID A, ZEOREKTIIDD NRWEREERL, gRES, cRESIZ
DR WEREZ R THEANR SN D.
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Fig. 6.1: Averaged best results on f;.
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Fig. 6.5: Averaged best results on f.
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6.2.3 ELILMFIHLRX

ECGBRETORBDI A F IV ARZARD D, FROBRIIT—FIT84 L TER
SOMETD. ERIBRBARNSIZRHOAHZRAMD ZENTE, B1EK
SNEEIVERFETOLZ2TOHFRSRERLEEN S IIEAOERNZED B0
M3, ZZTEROHES V> AIVZ, FROMARE LT 100 #R, HBOHEMLEL T 500
HAR, BRBOHMRELTI1000H#HKREL, ZNENTD, 200 EEOEERMBEELK 30 KT
DE18000H > 7V L9 3. 728, Table4d.21ZRT B HEAK2 Sphere BEEK 2 FITHL
nEFB.

II-CES, DD-CES, D-CES, CES OFRIERBAMNEENTN Fig. 6.121TR7.
I1-CES, DD-CES, D-CES II#HRDSHEA THIEL 2 L TWSA, CES I 1000 T
—ERLEIZEES. £/, B1ERSVNOSENERDPETOLXTOHFSRERLE
Fig. 6.13(a)(b)(c) Tid, II-CES, DD-CES, D-CES i 253 D& 584 1% 5 6%D
Mz L, DOEICOBETRKERBENRSNRN., NI, EFEICEMMARRE
3R 0I3EL, TOREDERITEILOBETEMHMLARNI L2EKT 5. Fig 6.13(d)
TiX, CESIZ100 R THE 2 ERD ETOFSRN60%ZHZ, 1000 HAR TIIKIZE
1 EESR0%2MED. 2L, EFICERMNAERONELCTNE ZE2EBKT 5.

II-FES, DD-FES, D-FES, FES DX MERBAN L 2T 5 R 2 TNTNFig. 6.14,
Fig. 6.151ZR9. N5, CES ERBROREZRL TN5S.

II-gRES, DD-gRES, D-gRES, gRES DRI EREAMEEENTN Fig. 6.16 ITR
9. II-gRES, DD-gRES, D-gRES, gRES i3tHREATHEALS ML TS, Fiz,
EFERERLU Fig. 6.17(a) Tid, II-gRES 3T 5N 1%0 5 6% DI L, M
DEALDBE TR EZEBILNR SN, Fig. 6.17(b)(c) TiX, DD-gRES, D-gRESIZ
1000 AR THI 20 ER A REN 3.33% DEFEER TH 5. U, EREEEM30RKTT
HBD, BALOBETEMNICRIRZFBONEIREIIIIBOVEDDILEER
BRkL TW3. Fig. 6.17(d) TiL, gRES i3 100 R TH 2 ERD L TOFEERN30% %
Bz, 1000 AR TH 10 ERDPEBEMN 3.33%DFEERTHS. DD-gRES, D-gRES I
1000 AR TH# 20 EFRDEETH S0, gRESIIDDEDZAHNSZEICK-> TR
WHATHBIRICRONELRD I ENDNS.

II-cRES, DD-cRES, D-cRES, cRES DERI BN & 2B 5RE2ZFNTN Fig.
6.18, Fig. 6.17IZRY. ZN5I3, gRES EEBRORFMEERL T3S,

BB, TITTIRERZWA, MoBEEIZBEEL TH, CES, FES, gRES, cRES i
Sphere BA¥t & FRROREE R L 2.
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Fig. 6.14: Principal components on FES  Fig. 6.15: Contribution rates on FES for
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Fig. 6.16: Principal components on gRES
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6.2.4 RREWH (FLH)

Ptk V, CES, FES, gRES, cRES DERBMEUTOLIICELDS ZEMNT
x5,

o CESOILIIMEER M EL AN BEHHBH, DD, DIdHRENRMm ETS. CESIZ
MPR 2R W88, EHIIZEEMNARRED2ECRZZ 2L 2HL, TORVE
EArei A 3" AN @ (A9 242

e FESIIDD, D ZM1% Z LIZKDHREIZA.ET 5. FESITMPR ZHWERA,
CES LFIRRDHELSY 1 F 37 A &RT

e gRES, cRESi{ZDD, D 23 Z Lk DiEIZMm L9 5. gRES, cRES T
MPR ZRHW/=BE, REIIZTERNOSEDEZECBS I ERAHLTNS, &z
DD, DZAVW3HEI, RWHATRIOIRZREIDORWLHIIHBOED .
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6.3 /AXZEIUVTAMBHEZERAV/HEMRR

THRBECEATEBEICERE L2 MPR O/ A Xixtd 2 H@EEZHSMNCT
%7=%, Back & Hammel [12][58] WL T D/ A X205 X MK ZERWTE
ERERZTD:

F(z;) = f(z:) + 0sN:(0,1) (6.1)

ZIZT, flx;) &U'T, Tabled 2ITRT B EFICED LTS, /2B, 05%, 0.0,0.001,
0.01, 0.1, 1.0 D 5 FEOMEICHRE L THEMERZITo . fi 15 f5 £ TIIBELH,
fr 5 fi ZEBIERKTH D, TRTOT X MEKIT 30 RTOBEREMERFSE, K
BR/IMEIZ0 TH 3.

CES, FES3 XU gRES, cRES i3, Yao & Liu [117][119] 45T, (i, A) = (30,200),
FBZERERERNRNI E & L. BE/NS A —F D LR 10, ISR HBHDS LLBAR
W f DA 1.0, TOMTIZ3.0EL, TNEN0EBITERDIRLE. X 5IT, gRES &
cRESIZ, m=5& LT, Gapr Gaels Gino DHEFIER (P) &2, THEN, P(gaw) = 0.6,
P(g4er) = 0.3, P(giny) = 0.1 &L= [79][82].

BB, INSOMWRNITA—-FHEIL, FHREOBZERGBRNOSWRELE. £k, AER
MS, IS A—FEOELIZEAL TRES I3EEBICHBTH D &N ho e, N
FA—FEF a— 2 TIBRFNFEFEREL > TWiARWL, Tz, FHaERE
BlLTZhszpEd g, XT7+—<T 2 AREICMLETEEBHNS.

5 A NE§% f1 @ CES, FES, gRES, cRES 50 #fTD¥EE#EREFNT N Fig. 6.20,
Fig. 6.21, Fig. 6.22, Fig. 6.23 1T/RY. #tlhiCI3m REED BEEIED 50 B¥EFZ, #
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Table. 6.3: Summary of experiments for noisy test functions.

SOl |« x ||« x |O]O] x|O|O
SO x ||| x |O]Of x|O|O
LD x 1< x| x|
LI O|O) x| x |O|Of x |1 |«
Slx (<< x [ x [O|O] x O«
LI OO x|O|O| x| O|Of x |O|O
LI x| << x 1< x 1< <
S X< x| << x (<< x (<<
S x| x x| x| x(<]
SIOIO|O] x| OJO| x |O|Of x|O|O
<[ O[O0 x |O]Of x |O|O] x|O|O
S EIEIEE IR E BN E

109



Function value

Function value

Function value

Function value

Fig. 6.20: Averaged best results on CES
for fi with noise when the noise level(o;)
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Fig. 6.21: Averaged best results on FES

for f; with noise when the noise level(os)
is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.
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Fig. 6.22: Averaged best results on gRES
for fi with noise when the noise level(o)
is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.

Function value

Function value

Function value

Function value

100000

1
A\
1 b
1e-05 |- ]
- +
1e-10 L L L
[} 100 200 300 400 500
Generation
(a) II-cRES.
100000 T T T
0. 1
F 0.001 1
[ 00 :
1F S 1. .
i N
[ Ry ]
1e-05 £ ]
16'10 [ L L 1 L
o 100 200 300 400 500
Generation
(b) DD-cRES.
100000 T T T
0.0 1
i 0.001 1
3 0.01 - 1
1F Y
1e-05 |- -
L
1e-10
¢} 100 200 300 400 500
Generation
(c) D-cRES.
100000 T T T T
3 0.0 1
- 0.001 -----—- 5
[ 0.01 -------- ]
1r 1.0 —sres]
F 4
u L
[ 1
1€-05 |- E
[ ]
1e_1° [ L 1 1 ] ]
o} 100 200 300 400 500
Generation
(d) cRES.

Fig. 6.23: Averaged best results on cRES
for f; with noise when the noise level(o;)
is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.
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Fig. 6.24: Averaged best results on CES
for f with noise when the noise level(o;)
is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.
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Fig. 6.26: Averaged best results on gRES
for f, with noise when the noise level(os)
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Fig. 6.27: Averaged best results on cRES
for f, with noise when the noise level(os)
is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.
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Fig. 6.28: Averaged best results on CES
for f; with noise when the noise level(os)
is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.
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Fig. 6.29: Averaged best results on FES
for f3 with noise when the noise level(o;)
is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.
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Fig. 6.30: Averaged best results on gRES
for f; with noise when the noise level(o;)
is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.

Fig. 6.31: Averaged best results on cRES
for f3 with noise when the noise level(o;)
is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.
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Fig. 6.33: Averaged best results on FES
for f4 with noise when the noise level(os)
is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.

Fig. 6.32: Averaged best results on CES
for f4 with noise when the noise level(os)
is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.

116



100 T T T T 100 ¥ T 1 L}
0069 ——— Y fp—
\ 0.01 ----nco- ] \ 0.01 -------- ]
o N,
E 1 v - 3 1 I a—— &
> >
Z 0.01 | - 2 0.01 -
4
0.0001 1 L - L 0.0001 1 L 1 -
] 100 200 300 400 500 o 100 200 300 400 500
Generation Generation
(a) II-gRES. (a) II-cRES.
100
E 3 1+
g g
s =
g g |
i 5 0.01 | ! i
|
0.0001 1 L L 1 0.0001 A L 1 L I
[¢] 100 200 300 400 500 o 100 200 300 400 500
Generation Generation
(b) DD-gRES. (b) DD-cRES.
100 100 T
3 1k 1 1
E E
: -
g_ 0.01 | - = 0.01 |- -
0.0001 A L A 1 0.0001 L L L 1
(] 100 200 300 400 500 o 100 200 300 400 500
Generatlon Generation
(c) D-gRES. (c) D-cRES.
100 T 100 T T
3 1+ 3 1k
K} g
: :
g 0.01 + 4 T 0.01 - -
0.0001 L 1 L L 0.0001 1 . L 1
(o] 100 200 300 400 500 [¢] 100 200 300 400 500
Generation Generation
(d) gRES. (d) cRES.

Fig. 6.34: Averaged best results on gRES  Fig. 6.35: Averaged best results on cRES
for f, with noise when the noise level(o;)  for f; with noise when the noise level(o;)
is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0. is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.
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Fig. 6.37: Averaged best results on FES
for f; with noise when the noise level(os)
is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.

Fig. 6.36: Averaged best results on CES
for fs with noise when the noise level(os)
is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.
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Fig. 6.38: Averaged best results on gRES
for fs with noise when the noise level(os)
is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.
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Fig. 6.39: Averaged best results on cRES
for fs with noise when the noise level(os)
is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.
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Fig. 6.40: Averaged best results on CES

for fs with noise when the noise level(os)

is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.
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Fig. 6.41: Averaged best results on FES
for f¢ with noise when the noise level(os)
is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.
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Fig. 6.42: Averaged best results on gRES
for fg with noise when the noise level(os)
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Fig. 6.43: Averaged best results on cRES
for fe with noise when the noise level(os)
is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.
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Fig. 6.44: Averaged best results on CES
for f; with noise when the noise level(os)
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Fig. 6.45: Averaged best results on FES
for f; with noise when the noise level(os)
is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.
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Fig. 6.47: Averaged best results on cRES
for f; with noise when the noise level(os)
is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.

Fig. 6.46: Averaged best results on gRES
for fr with noise when the noise level(o;)
is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.
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Fig. 6.49: Averaged best results on FES
for fs with noise when the noise level(os)
is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.

Fig. 6.48: Averaged best results on CES
for fs with noise when the noise level(os)
is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.
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Fig. 6.50: Averaged best results on gRES
for fg with noise when the noise level(o;)
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Fig. 6.51: Averaged best results on cRES
for fs with noise when the noise level(os)
is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.
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Fig. 6.52: Averaged best results on CES
for fo with noise when the noise level(os)
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Fig. 6.53: Averaged best results on FES
for fo with noise when the noise level(os)
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Fig. 6.55: Averaged best results on cRES

Fig. 6.54: Averaged best results on gRES
for fo with noise when the noise level(os)
is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.

for fo with noise when the noise level(os)
is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.
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Fig. 6.56: Averaged best results on CES
for fip with noise when the noise level(os)
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Fig. 6.57: Averaged best results on FES
for fip with noise when the noise level(os)
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Fig. 6.58: Averaged best results on gRES
for fio with noise when the noise level(cs)
is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.
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Fig. 6.59: Averaged best results on cRES
for f1o with noise when the noise level(os)
is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.
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Fig. 6.60: Averaged best results on CES
for fi1 with noise when the noise level(os)
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Fig. 6.61: Averaged best results on FES
for f1, with noise when the noise level(o;)
is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.
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Fig. 6.62: Averaged best results on gRES
for fi1 with noise when the noise level(os)

is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.
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Fig. 6.63: Averaged best results on cRES

for fi1 with noise when the noise level(o;)

is 0.0, 0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1.0.
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6.4 Artificial Neural Networks O#i&EtE{LADIH

T2HEMBEDORKA & LT, Evolutionary Robotics [61][50] i231F % Evolutionary
Artificial Neural Networks [115][122] 2B D EVF, BEBEBIORY bOFESF -2 3>
MREZ@<. 2 RTEMNICEEYRH 5REEZ, BEBHORY NS — MIE
MOBEIL, RRICEETDHILEZIAI LTS, EOK, ORY MTiZ1 ATy
BIZ1I0BOEYESANEN, EA2ORBWMOE—FEAHIENEDDLET
5. AHTTOBEMBIFRIT Artificial Neural Networks TEBE L, ZDF&EH%E ES TIT W,
Z DI MPR OHEREZIREET 5.

FHTHRET B I —FREZ, Fig. 5.391R7. ZD I al—FidKhepera
ORw FZEMRIT, Sussex 7 TO—FOFICIZIN T I al—Ta VITETHTHEE
UZ [62)67)[96). TRy M, 1A5F Y 7BICAT 2,(i=0,1,... ,10: 0 < z; <1.0) %
BAL, EG 2O EwDOE—FHy;(j =0,1:0<y; <1.0) ZRETS. ANX
Fig. 5.40 DAL BICH 2 s BOBEL >IN 5B END AT 2,(i=0,1,...,7) LAIH 2@
DHE BN E/END AT 2,(i=8,9) TH Y, BiasE AN z;(i=10) L L7z, OFRv b
DAY — MIBREEENTWSA, EBAEIIS O FLICRESN, ORy FOAR
;13 5 N BB 7T ) 11, Gauss 2N 5HF50% /1 X N(0,1) (0< 6 < 1.0)
NEaENddboELk:

z, = z;+ N(0,1) (6.2)
y, = 18.0xy;—10.0+20 x N(0,1) (6.3)
ANN QEH L BB DOEFEZRBIIEZSEIC K 5 Indirect Encoding Scheme [122] &L, #

Z5i)72 3 & Feedforward B ANN(Fig. 6.64) @/ — R¥ k(1< k <100) & 13k HOEHS
ZEAFICERSES. ZNEUTOL > ITERLEINS !

ng = fk(Zwkpxp) (6.4)
k

Yi = fk(zqunq) (6.5)
q=0

U, g i3/ — Rk OHT, widER, fi 1337 E1 REKETS. 2B, k OFH
EIZ1ELERKI TIHEEBEIES. XY— M5t A5y 7 TI—IVCEREL
RIS % 800 — ¢t & UTEIMET 3. (u, \) = (30,200) & L, HHBIZRARZERZAV
BOZEELE. 2B, FIHERIT 5.0 < 2;(j) <50, 0<n(j) <3.0 ELTH—
DHDERAV, BMEiAR% 500(FFMEEEK 100000 [E) & LT 50 BIMILICHE VIRLEHE
Uiz, BREE/NS XA — 5 DB KMEZE pme=3.0 E L7, RESDARL —¥ OFEHERIL,
P(gaup) = 0.6, P(gaer) = 0.3, P(giny) = 0.1 &L, TUEIZEREE/ST A —F %% 515
£ L7z [83)].

132



Sensory neuron

IR(1)
IR(2)
IR(3)
IR(4)
IR(5)
IR(6)
IR(7)
IR(8)

Light(1)

Light(2)

Bias

Fig. 6.64: Structure of Artificial Neural Networks.

B REAHED 50 BIYEERE 2R LUK Fig. 6.65(a) & D, CESiX, D-CES, CES,
DD-CES, II-CES DJEIZtEREA M EL TWw5. FESIX, Fig. 6.65(b) &0, D-FES,
DD-FES, FES, II-FES DOJEIZ#EREMM EL TW3. gRESIE, Fig.6.65(c) &0, D-
gRES, DD-gRES, gRES, II-gRES DJEICHEREAH EL TWS. cRESIE, Fig. 6.65(d)
&0, D-cRES, DD-cRES, cRES, II-cRES DJEIZHEREM M EL T3,

LAEX D, CES, FES, RES & ® D DA BIESHENBNWEE X S.
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6.5 ¥E

FETI, ELEEZICHBITS MPRICKSEEHEINOMTEZ#ERL TS, [BRkF
ELIREFHICE L T, Intermediate Recombination (IR) & Discrete Recombination
(DR) ZEHBEEHK S BIE/X5 A —F OWAIZA WS HED MPR OMEREZMREEL, £
DHEYT A FIVAEMMIT Lz, BETZANER, /X287 A MNEKRENRE
UZBHEBERICK D, MPR IZX> TELBREICBIT 2 HRREMADZERI 2D 48
<720, MPRIZECHEIEZHBWTET A EEHLEMNILE., HICMPROPTH, £
BRELKEBIE/XTA—5 22— &LH72 L TDR 25 Global Combined Discrete
Recombination(GCDR) I%, & TORHET X hEK, /1 X250 T A FRERIZBENWT
HOED SRR, Fi2, THRNERMBNDISAE LT, Evolutionary Artificial
Neural Networks DHE{LHIERET ZH D Eif7z. ZORE TIIREEWEL T TRIBED
RETORFFICIT > TWE 2D, FET A MEROBE LRV AIEROBEGHERE L/
5. Ok, ENERBIIAIENLL, EOXdRBRMAIENTRERN. £
Diesd, E<BEEKZEITD GCDR ICXk> THEOH ERKFENZEEZLENS.
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ETE S

b

HAREMITH - 7= (b BEHEIY, BrORMEBMEICEATEHEBARFEELT
HENTNS. R, EEMBIIERERT O BNER LR Z HE T 58I/
A—FD2DOEHE—HMEL THANWSEGHRBEEZHRAL TS Z LM TH 3.
Zhizk o, #EBETRRERIZLBZAT Y THA XDKREINFRL TN Z E
& D, ZEEEECEAEICNL TENZEEEZRTESbH TN S,

UL LRNS, BRTOFREEECESEEREZROEOBEITIL, ROk
{LERBE DN DB REN IS TR TH B EIXFEA R, THITEER/NT A —F N KIBEE
FBIGE D K URNZIERITNI S BRAZBEANEN, TORE, BRERDAT v IH1
ZHWHT/NEL 2D, RENITERBADENRVIRIBIZH D EFNIERT 2, Wb
WHRHNKBNEZODRDT M S THS.

—RIZIE, ZHEE@TEEDIC, FEOKRBRICELEZRBERTRZ2REL T#
BRSNS A—=FDNELBERNVEDIZLTNS, LML, ZOBEILZTHRERETS
T &iE, (1) FRECBHENBEL ZH@EZEN, 2 FTNULEXT Y TP IR
INELRSTRRROBENZEAIRTLEDI NS, HELWRETHBEIT
E12) 128

ZZT, ZWXTIIZORMIGRORRZEM TS0, #@EEHZ2RLELIESF
FEEFICHBELTNS., ZOEFHT AT 7L, BB/ A—FIT LBREICEK
SRVERMENLERZMZ, BENEICEBLIIKKLELDETHLEIAICH 5.
FHO R, BEZEREE/NT XA —& OMIZAELZEBIR/NS X —& 2B DHEEHEEE 2
BRAL, AURBDEAERDBOLEZERNIIANEILIH LU WERLRFEEZRE
LT3, £LT, EESFZ MERICHT2EBEEB LS 1 XITxd 248828
WL, REFFELREVBRERFEEOUBREZITD Z LT, BEFEOFE#ET
LTW3, £z, BILF1 T I AOHETI LI DFEOREEHS ML,
TENEEENORAZEL TREOFAREZRIEL T3, X517, #lz #EC
LFHZECHEEOMTICEEL, MBI BELECHETOHEZRIEL T3,

R XDOEEIIUTOXDIRERHEINS.

BIETHE, FHEXOERLEW, RUHXEAEOEBRERLTNS.

B2ETIE, FRXICBNWTHRETIECBRFHEFEDD B 1960 FERUTHAE o /=
HELEEE, #MTnr532 7, BEH7IVTVXLO3DOFEOBBERNLT
W3, RIZ, F@XVMOE D EHBEELHEEZERL, OMEERICBITISZE
CHEDZHAL TS, K2, EFEICET 2 BCECOBEFERICONTRR, B
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REREHSMIL TS, LT, BREFORTATLS2BIEE, £z, BELER
BRI 213 L, EANKEREMREFRER T SLRNCEEE/XS XA —F BT/
I RBEMBEN, TOER, BRERORAT v U1 XbBD TN LRD, £
BHIZHRBANED R VIRBICHE > TEFNPERT 3 Z EAHCHEBORERTH S
LIEWL T3,

HEIETIE, FRICBNTERMTSNTVWBEYEIEAY T 7IZDWTRY, B
BE/X T A —% OIiNEES 2 LS R DHBEFEOEEINT A F7 2HHL TS, 2
RFEREL, STFECOPRILFTICEHEMITONTEBO, BIE/NT X —F DiELIRIREIZ
LORVWHERNENEREZMZASZ LT, FEDHEICEHEZELIZKKLLDETEHD
THBHILZRAL TS, FLT, BAZREREE/NS X—F Oz TR/ERER/S
A= 2ROBEGREEREERAL, TERLO LAY OO EZHENICANEZ 25
LWRATRFEZERLL TS, 512, HEEROILIEZ M5 5 Multi-parent
Recombination(MPR) iZ DWW TBIEZE £k, FHITBNWTERT S 3 DD MPR
IDONWTHREHLTWS.

BABETIY, EEBEEO—EE L TEALSNSEMMT OIS JIZETSEE
BHEDOIREICDONVTEBML TS, EBBREELEEICHITSRET X Kzt
RELULHERERICLD, BROEMNTOS TSI TN, BEE/NT A —5 2B
WNE 2D, BHIDGROREBIZHDDTNI L 2HEERL TWS, ZFHUINL, F3
BETERMELUAERRFER, BES X MEKICHL, BRHIGROREZERTE, B
B8/X T A —% O FRREEICNT SHBIENERFHICHRTHELLTNS. #E51
FITAOBEAETH IR, ERFEICHRTREBFRIIFHIERR & KIRIERDON
FUANEREEI N, BRBEREZHEL TS0, BEHZEOMENEREINTY
bLEZOLEND. i, /A XEFDTFAMEKICEL TH, WRFELHEKL, B
RFEOEHMERZEEL TS, 3512, TEHNEMENOEAELTHE/N R
YMEDEREMEERD LS, Liapunov DRESRMG R UL ERM 2= 385N
B - e h3tEOBREL2iTo T3, ZOREIT 27 OFEEHHHILM4M ZBHEILM
ETho, BEEERMEO—DEEZIEND. I, B TIOSSITORET
HEBRREGENEFT ORI, 2TOMRFEEZ—ERRTHEDARL &H 1 EEFER
HRFUERRUEEFEFETEIIEMNRINS 2D, ZOMBIZENTHZLE
265, LrLAaRs, RFEZAVWEHERER T2 TORRESH 2T
BOREVPHETHD I L2HBL TS, FhicHl, BRFETIE, 2ToOHK
FEEWMZITREEERICRR T ZEMNFEERD, FRBHORMAN & BELRE
WNT2RBFEOFAEEZEZLTNS. LD, #BENTOYSI 2 FITHBT
50 FEICOPIALRICE T SN ECEEOIREOZ UM ERLEZEE X 5.

B 5ETIY, HEEIBICBIT2ECEEOIREICEL T, MEDORTICERZBN
TRAML TS, ERT A NERERVEZHERER TS, EROELERIE, #L
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AFIVADOENZBAL, BEFEIBEDORITAT —IVERRERBD/NT A—
FEIZN UERTH D ZE2HBL TS, £k, /A XE2E0FA MEKIZEALT
/AR HRBEFEORBEZREL TWD. 5I7, TEHNEBEDOEH
ELT, EEBBIORY hOFES — a U BEIZBIT S Continuous-Time Recurrent
Neural Networks (CTRNNs) DE(LRIEREHZ B D > TS, D CTRNNsid, EX
BEOAHAEZWMOED ZEANFRETH D, EHiERFFMEZHRIZL TS, £0kD, [
BRI U TRBIIIHEBEIREICERL, BT NERICHARTRITOB NWRHE
LR LS. ZORRTOBBEIINL TS, HRFHRISHTI2REFEOEEDH
LEEHEBERICEZVDEEL TS, DEXD, B4EOEMANTIOS/SITEK
NTHERRBIRE LY — MRESNBVWRBRZRSELEBIZENTD, HEHEBO
WIREDOHYUEERLEEEZS.

FH6ETII, HIEIBIIHIT2 MPRIZEZECHEHGOMSEERERL TN, ERF
EERRFEICELU T, Intermediate Recombination (IR) & Discrete Recombination
(DR) 2 EEBEE I EBBE/NT A —F OEAHICHANWSIBED MPR OMEZRIEL, £
DET A F IV RAZRITL TS, FHT X MR, /1 X230 T7 X MR EN
HEULBERERICED, MPRICK> TEMBARBICB T 2HRBEADOEHN2 MR
DNEL /2D, MPRIZECHEGZ2ETT 2 ZEE2HSNICL TS, 12 MPR O
TH, ERELEEBE/NNIA—5E2—#HELH/2 L TDR %2HA 5 Global Combined
Discrete Recombination(GCDR) i3, £ TOEET X MElK, /1 X205 X MK
WZBWTHCEG EHENR W, £k, TEHNERENDOIGAE LT, Evolutionary
Artificial Neural Networks D#{LEIEREHZ D LITTWS. ZORE TRIBEEHEL
W TRSBEDRIDRAKHIIT > TS D, EET X NEROBA LR VTEE
OfEhRE LS. TOkYD, EEERBIIMGZIEAL, E0LDBBRMIEN
RSN, F0ED, JAKEEETTO GCDR IZX > THREDOR ENETEEINAL &
Zoh3s.

BTETIE, PHRXDOELDHELTHREBRTNS.

BLEICERD, FRXIE, EBEREECHEICHL T, BEBHEFRECIBITS9TF
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