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A Study on c¢SSE that Improves Generatioh Alternation Model of SSE

TAKASHI MARUYAMA: and EiSUKE KITAf

The Stochastic Schemata Exploiter (SSE) is one of the evolutionary optimization algorithms
for solving the combinatorial optimization problems. The SSE can improve the global search
ability by maintaining the diversity of the population. In this paper, we present the Cross
generational elitist selection SSE (cSSE) algorithms which improves the generation alterna-
tion model of the SSE. The SSE and the cSSE are compared with the GA with the Minimal
Generation Gap (MGG) and the Bayesian Optimization Algorithm (BOA) in 0/1 combina-
torial optimization problem in order to discuss their convergence property. As a result, we
indicate that cSSE has an excellent convergence property and the global search ability.
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Table 1 Example of subset list.

Rank Subset

1 {81}

2 {c1,c2}
3 {Cg}

4 {c1,c2,c3}
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Table 2 Part solutions of deceptive problem.

fa(1111) = 30
£4(0010) = 24
f4(0011) = 18

F4(0000) = 28
F4(0100) = 22
fa(0101) = 16

f4(0001) =26
f4(1000) = 20
fa(0110) = 14

fa(1001) =12 f4(1010) =10  fd(1100) =8
fa(1110) =6 Ffa(1101) = 4 fa(1011) =2
fa(0111) =0
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% 3 SSE, c¢SSE-D, cSSE-C, cSSE Dlbgz
Table 3 Comparison of SSE, ¢SSE-D, ¢SSE-C, ¢SSE.

SSE cSSE-D | cSSE-C cSSE

EELHE 586.9 588.7 581.4 594.6
HIFF [#& 743.3 744.0 712.1 745.6
H-Trap H& 171.10 171.10 171.12 171.07
Fu7H s 7EE | 16148.3 | 16154.3 | 16136.0 | 16154.8

7o 75EME | —184.42 | —183.41 | —185.20 | —183.93

10,000 &9 5. RILE 400 © 0/1 HA-¢ B biE
TH5.
(5) 79 75%mE

75 75EIMER, HEEBEIEEIRTHEEE,
FHBROREE TN LN S, BEeSEasET
AEECTHA. BHAEZ220EEDELLPICET
NBOT, 0/1 OHMAEEELTEHTES., KHfET
IZ, Johnson & DHFETHV: b G124.0829 %
VW5, G124.08 TEAEAH 124 TH D, FEOTELM
IZHEE 08 THE SR VI LT T T THA, 22
NES%* L, R, BESOBESK® |L|, |R| &L,
FHBEBOHEE (L, R) LERT. 77 7AEMEI
LTosx (8) T2 65,

forapn (L, R) = — (L, R)
o L|—|R|)? (8)
ZIT, HBEFOERFETEOEH a 201 L
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O e
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B/ SSE (Zh# ¢SSE-D £73), M
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), BED SSE DERERZ LS,

ZHBIC BV TETHMAEIL, 58 LEIE 40,000,
HIFF [H#8iZ 7,500, H-Trap B&EIX 1,500, Fv 7y
7 Bl 15,000, 77 745EIE#EIL 15,000 &5 5. 2
REEERL, Br b S e TERL, E7NVTY XA
TENFhEHLEDNAEZHCSE. ET7ALITYX
AMIBTBEEEE 100 £ L, BEX30HERERD
550 BIFEFL, TRLOEHEERT. £TLTY
AL & 2 ERBEOEHEEROTIYELR 3 12
Y.

MEZ LI LERZER 2D, 77 7598ME:
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KR R IEFERREIYHE SN TS, LFsT, &
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(%, SSE ity — MERF M A G DEITER,
SSE & h b &5 ICRIRE #EET kT it
LTWa, #0702, iAo THEFRICEY ®T<
Y, TRTOMETHIBEVHERL o EHEZS
N2, E&#Ic, cSSE-D & cSSE # T 5 &, ¢SSE
X, 75 7RMEZKR 4 2OBEIZBWVT, SSED
INLRVLEFIERLTVLI EHFGDP S, ¢SSE (3,
SRR L A ) — MERZF REICH AR
LT, SHUFHAEE LSS BUWEGEGE o E
oK E L D EREICERT A, FRIILLD,
¢SSE-D L t~<T ¢SSE i3, & hiav POP Ofé%
FoThh, 0/1 AavitMECAGEEL, B
WIEBEHIERERTAIENTEL. LAL, FT77
SR T, SSE L W) ¢SSE-D AN ETRY
WHEERERLTHEY, SSE 0FEFitaeld, HE
2k oTIE, SSED &Y AEFHRTTEHEYHS
N X A

4.3 GA (MGG), BOA, SSE, cSSE DO

TEBED thEk

GA (MGG) TiE, X2 GxLEHA, £HT
5 FEREE BEFAOBEL L 5. BOAIBNT,
BRI 31 B BEEEE LD 50%, LK 5
FWfEgE BERO 50% &35, $72, GA (MGG),
SSE, ¢SSE I23\W\T, EHRERFR, Eeifesd
TEEL, E7NVT) X LTEFRENEEEELNS
% A5,

ZEEIIBVT, £TNT) X8k 2% HHER
S 50 METL, FHEE LI ETET VT
DA LADOMWRTFMT 5.

R, EEEREORT v oy Vvx BIFB/85 A —
YTHD., LoT, WOPDEERLIIBNTEET
I LT, FREFhOEZRFEOFFEMRRLEERT
A, Z2T, GA, SSE, ¢SSE (F, 11
BEROBEE AL T 5 M BOFEETERL,
BOA &, 1 #CICBEMO 50%iCHBEs 5 M/2 @
OFEEE TR T S, GA, SSE, ¢SSE 3, EfFE

SSE OHHEZLE TV ZFL R L7 ¢SSEIZDW»T 83

£ 4 AEEKOMNIEROTHHE
Table 4 Average values of final solutions.
GA(MGG)| BOA SSE cSSE
BE 10 | R 20 | @& 10 | BHE 10
k% 50 |fE{EE 100| Ak 50 | EikE 50
EtkE 100 |[EEE 200 B {65 100|fEfEE 100
s 250 |fEtkE 500[EHE 250|@{EE 250

571.2 533.4 570.0 573.0
EA L 574.9 560.4 575.2 588.3
576.1 560.0 586.9 594.6

575.8 560.0 590.7 597.1

659.8 447.4 671.9 675.5

HIFF 723.6 623.7 727.2 734.4
742.8 649.0 743.3 745.6

764.1 673.2 753.2 764.4

171.21 157.81 171.14 171.19

H-Trap [43 171.03 171.00 171.14 171.12
171.01 171.00 171.10 171.07

171.01 171.00 171.10 171.09

16,060.7 | 12,754.9 | 16,104.4 | 16,141.0
FoTH oy s M| 16,141.9 | 15,829.3 | 16,142.8 | 16,154.1
16,153.8 | 16,111.9 | 16,148.3 | 16,154.8
16,155.0 | 16,153.9 | 16.149.5 | 16,155.0
—187.14 | —236.13 | —187.85 | —185.42
75 785 | —184.56 | —200.79 | —185.50 | —183.93
—183.40 | —195.70 | —184.42 | —183.56
—182.72 | —191.33 | —183.34 | —182.90
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BT, HEICHEE LY, HERICERERORNE
BOFHE, b L, RBBEOIEROFHERE
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Table 8 Standerd deviation of final solutions.

GA(MGG)| BOA SSE cSSE
Akt 10 | Ak 20 | @& 10| BEiEH 10
Ath%x 50 |[fEAE 100) BEE 50 | {64 50
fE{kEx 100 |fE k& 200)@ kT 100|{EHE 100
BkEr 250 (AL 500|FEEZ 250(E 5 250
3.4 12.5 3.6 3.6
LI 4.0 1.0 7.0 3.7
2.9 0.2 9.0 2.0
2.1 0.0 4.0 2.0
34.7 24.2 35.5 28.3
HIFF 434 30.1 32.7 28.0 19.7
23.0 32.9 26.4 22.4
19.0 32.7 21.9 36.3
0.38 3.17 0.32 0.37
H-Trap {4 0.17 0.00 0.32 0.40
0.12 0.00 0.29 0.30
0.12 0.00 0.34 0.32
23.3 289.5 13.0 8.8
F v 7y 7 6.3 68.5 5.5 1.3
1.4 24.5 3.1 0.5
0.0 1.4 2.9 0.0
4.97 6.59 4.86 4.28
57 7 i 3.57 6.01 5.51 4.08
3.35 5.15 3.81 3.96
2.67 4.45 4.03 3.26

MHEnBb.
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REMEZTRLTVLIENFH S, T/, BOA (I
e RKE<THE, WHERO LY FIZE 5T,
HEGERIIE T 2 2 L0 ah b,

4.3.2 HIFF M&

HIFF BB BT 5 G BEEORERDEXED /7
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»h.

4.3.3 H-Trap M=

H-Trap BEIZ 57 5 BEEOFEROFEHED

CEEEFMLELE

Feb. 2007

600

580

560

520

500

480

Avorpge value of final solullons

460

440

420

0 5000 10000 15000 20000 25000 20000 35000 40000

Generation

SSE 250 ----
1 LB B 2k AEROR RO
Average values of solutions on deception problem.

GA{tGG) 250

BOAS00 ----- €SSE 250 ——

Fig.1

30’7

Standsrd dovlatlon of final solutions

0 5000 10000

15000 20000 25000
Generation

SSE 250 ~---

30000 35000 40000

GAMGG) 250 cSSE 250 ——
2 SELMENIH 5 i BEEOBLER ORHEEM
Fig.2 Standerd deviation of solutions on deception

BOASQQ -----

problem.

77 7%HA5 0, BEREMENS 7 7%2E6 IR
F4 75, BOA OB 20 2RV TETVITY X
AL DI, HERERMTICPE L T L RORERB
&3, AREORHEIERTRLTVA I LIPS,
F7, B5 &0, GA (MGG) <, BOA, SSE,
cSSE (HINHREATR N Z L5725,

£5 &0, BOAIIEGREEzRELTH L, M4
Fo & hFIZE 630, EEEFCINET 5 2 L2595
MBH. Fh, M6 £H, GA (MGG) 21k~ BOA,
SSE, cSSE &, BEEZEEILYES, Lhhsw
E~NPEELTB ), EADE D FIZL 6 WEE
LS i s EH L TWw A Z LoD 5.

4.3.4 Fv 7Yy UMA

Fu Ty MBI B Ak AEEOFLEROTY



Vol. 48 No. SIG 2(TOM 16)

800

750

700 |

Avarago vaolue of final solullons
@
S

350
300
a 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000
Generation
GA[MGG) 250 BOA 500 ----- SSE 250 ~~—- cSSE 250 ——

3 HIFF HEIZST 2 BEGOHEROTEYHE
Fig.3 Average values of solutions on HIFF problem.

300

Standard dovintion of final solutions

[t}
0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000
Generation

MGG250 ——  BOASDO --~-- SSE250 ~~--  CSSE 250 ——
4 HIFF BEILB 2R ABAOREROEEREEME
Fig.4 Standerd deviation of solutions on HIFF problem.

Enss7zR712, EEREEDCTS 7 72K 8 I
_Y. _
4 LY, HOFEICERSSE &, T_THEE
BB TRVWERAERETRL TV, I EF50 5.
B2, {BMEEAT 50 @ SSE E, B{EEDT 100 @ CGA
(MGG), 500 ® BOA, 250 @ SSE L 1 d Bug#
HERERLTCORLILEFRPAL. T, HT7 55,
GA (MGG) icl~, BOA, SSE, cSSE 3R #HE
MW L5 5, BOA W, WolzALELTH
LREOWENB & v, BEH 500 TliE, SSE &
Db GA (MGG), cSSE ICEWERIIERFPRLT
Wa, L, AEWEEEIIBNT, BoFEICHE
X BOA BZHEHAFNEFENREL LW L2390 5.

5 LD, ETLTYALEHICEREETAKELT
Bk, IDASVWEEREEEZRLTBY, LVEE

SSE O#ERRREFNVEFZBR LA SSE 22w T 85

175

170
@
2
2 GAMGG]
2
=]
= 165 BOA
g
=
s SSE
K] cSSE
e
> 160 .
(=]
g
S
<

155

150

o 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400
Generation

GA{MGG) 250 — BOAS00 ----- SSE 250 ———~ c8SE 250 ——

5 H-Trap MEIZBIT 5 ERBEOHEROTEE

Fig.5 Average values of solutions on H-Trap problem.

4

12 . GA(MGG]
a
2
S
3 10 BOA
El
=
£
B 8 SSE
<
s
3 .
3
E=] 6 cSSE
B
5
2
S
2

2

a - =T

a 200 400 600 860 1000 1200 1400
Generation

GA(MGG) 25¢ —— BOA 500 ~---- SSE 250 —w-- ¢SSE 250 ——

6 H-Trap MEIZBT2 BRBHEOBEREOFEEEE
Fig.6 Standerd deviation of solutions on H-Trap
problem.

LIBEZZERLTWAI EF9h 5. I, o
FHEICHNSSE i, TRTOBERIZBWTAEW
EEEEEETRLTVAZ LS r A, /-, M8 &
n, GA (MGG) I}~ BOA, SSE, cSSE i, #Zi
REEFEYEL, INASENELTEY, @
HEMDEYFICE bR LI BEERTFERL
TVBIENGDS.

4.3.5 7 7HEIRE

77 708MEICB T A EEREOEEROTHIE
D777, REREESCF7EE 10 IS
R

Fash, E7TNTIIAEDIC, BERERELC
TH L ERFEHERNELEL TWEZ W95, T,
B9 »5, GA (MGG) I2k-%, BOA, SSE, ¢SSE



86 TR SR 0GE R EF VL EIEE Feb. 2007

16200
16150 |/
16100
o
e
o
3 -
g 16050
=]
£
3 16000
a
5
El
s
2 15950
e
S
4
<
15300
15850
15800
o 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000 12000 14000
Generation
GA(MGG) 250 ~—— BOAS500 ----- SSE 250 ---- ¢SSE 250 ——

T T Ty JHEIIBT 5 BBEEOFEROTYH
Fig.7 Average values of solutions on knapsack problem.

GA(MGG;

BOA

of fina! solut

o 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000 12000 14000
Generation
GAMGG) 250 BOA 500 ----- SSE 250 ---- cSSE 250

8 Ty THy sMEIIBT AU REROTEBOESHEM
Fig.8 Standerd deviation of solutions on knapsack
problem.

FHEEE PSR Z & A5 5. SSE I2HA cSSE i3,
GA (MGG) tRIRBEOEHIERERLTVLI L
Bahb, T, BOAIZ, Vol AH L THh o
DUENFBELNIEDBGHE, E512, $XRTOHE
BEIZBW T, OFEIC~ BOA (FIRSFERD
BLBWIZ LR D,

E5 LD, ETVTY L b ITBEETAE LT
&, LHASVREREBEEZRLTEY, IhkE
LIFHEZREBRBLTWAZELNSD S, 7, 10
£, GA (MGG) 2t~ BOA, SSE, cSSE (i, &
EREEFLNELS, IHASVENRELTEY,
PEMER O & ) FIs & & wigE LR £8
LTWaI BN,

-180

-185

-190

-195

-200

-210

Averago valuo of final solulions

-215

-220

-225

-230

o 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000 12000 14000
Generation

14GG 250 ——  BOAS00 ----- SSE250 ----  CcSSE 250
9 77 7RI 51T B Ik BER DR 820 E 4
Fig.9 Average values of solutions on graph partitioning

problem.

Slandard dovialion of final solullons

0
o 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000 12000 14000
Generation
MGG 230 BOA 500 ----- SSE 250 ——~- CSSE 250 ——

10 77 75 FIMRC 57 5 1k BB RO RO =4
Fig.10 Standerd deviation of solutions on graph
partitioning problem.

4.4 GA (MGG), BOA, SSE, cSSE Ost&@
BRI tes

AEITIE, GA (MGG), BOA, SSE, cSSE OFHT
Bz ILET 5. GA (MGG) (250, BOA it 500,
SSE (% 250, cSSE {3 250 O @R E AV TRIT% 1T
V. BTAITY AL G, 1 H A Y OEAEE
FEEIE 250 & 25, HET VT XAZBITS 1t
RHL-YVOHEEEER6 IIRYT. £6 £ b, SSE,
cSSE i¥, GA (MGG), BOA IZH~EHEBEFEY
ZEHGHB. SSE, SSE F, A F—<iliit &k
DY — P OBRIEPLETH ), 20720 GA (MGG),
BOA TN T HRXH ) O ERMEIE 2 o7,

LHL, 77 75EMETE, ofMEs kel <
AHHBHOZEN NS o TWB I EPTERTE S,



Vol. 48 No. SIG 2(TOM 16)

®6 11iftay oursiesl (8)
Table 6 Calculation time (second) of the one generation.

CGA(MGG)| BOA SSE cSSE

ES LI 7.32e-03 | 5.07e-03 | 7.16e-02 | 6.54e-02
HIFF B 1.31e-02 |1.02¢-02|1.07e-01|9.77e-02
H-Trap [¥& 4.92e-03 | 4.17e-03 | 6.69e-02 | 8.23e-02
Fou7Hy s HIE| 1.46e-02 |1.71e-02]1.96e-01]1.82¢-01
Y5 75mME | 4.71e-02 | 3.18e-02|1.19¢-01 | 1.01e-01

RT OASENLOGIRN (B)
Table 7 Calculation time (second) of fitness function.

ELMSW 1.15e-05
HIFF R@ 2.18e-05
H-Trap M1 7.35e-06
Fv 7HFy 2R | 1.53e-05
75 7 SN 9.71e-05
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(x-axis: time).
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