216

¥ AT N HIEE R & 3

=4
At

Vol. 37, No. 8, pp. 216-224, 2024

Surrogate-Assisted Self-Adaptive MBEANN O

RE & T OFHE*

R BT AR B

N

& et - A

N7 e
=

RAES - R AT

Proposal and Evaluation of Surrogate-Assisted Self-Adaptive

MBEANN*

Masahiro KoMURAT, Akiharu MivamoTrof, Motoaki HIRAGA?,

Daichi MoriMOTO? and Kazuhiro OHKURAT

This paper proposes an extension for Mutation-Based Evolving Artificial Neural Networks
(MBEANN) algorithm. The proposed method consists of two parts: a surrogate model and a
self-adaptive mutation. Firstly, the surrogate-assisted mechanism is introduced to MBEANN for
reducing the cost of fitness evaluations. This mechanism employs approximated fitness values pre-
dicted by a surrogate model instead of true fitness functions. Secondly, the self-adaptive mutation
is applied to MBEANN for adjusting the exploring area in parameter space. The performance of
the proposed method is compared with the normal MBEANN and NEAT algorithms by using the
three benchmarks of OpenAI Gym. The experimental results showed that the proposed method
outperformed other algorithms in all benchmarks.
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ORFLELTWS, L2L, Ay MT—7fEEEEL
72YiE, RETENMES LISEN R Ay MU — I i
RETHUENHL. €T, HEMEMZZTTRL,
oy b7 — 7 RS AR X0 SER S e T D
nNTHBYH, ZO5¥IE Topology and Weight Evolving
Artificial Neural Networks (TWEANN)[4] & XiZN T
W5, TWEANN O 7V 30 X4 %% 5121%, (1)
LN & o TRIBIERDPRIET 5, (i) MEOZILIC X
D, BIGEAMET S5, (iil) B2 WS L 3ET 5
CEDPHETH D, mEOHREPHOLEN TS [5].
TWEANN o2 F & LT, NeuroEvolution of
Augmenting Topologies (NEAT)[4] 25% 5. Z OFk
&, mikEE e A EREORE L, &AHEE,D
WREGT 2 812X, B RIE xR ES 5
CEDVHEETH L L) EICHILL Tw 5. E72, (i)
Rl 2 FH L TR 24T) 2128, BEEOR
OBAFHHE BE, KIEZ LIZZT/#C (i) 51k
WZE D RIBE S RS 5, Lo EEIC X D RIS
Lo THISRI SNHFRA REJEISTRLL TW5E. L
L NEAT 1213, &I & B HEEDNERILR, iz &
B R DN E R D R 2 R R EOREEN D 5.
TWEANN O F & LT NEAT O3 I, B2
Bz ®F—7 &L, BEAEFICZLEZHVZ W
Mutation-Based Evolving Artificial Neural Networks
(MBEANN)[6] %34 5. MBEANN i, FIRifjik & s
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IREF ORI PR ERDFAES B 0 FHELD
EHAEL [T ICER R TWD, 2070, HirZek
BT D VT T AR ENIRE 2RI L 13T 722
WERTH D /) — MIMZERAERZHRA L, TWEANN
DMERTH HHEEZELIC X 2 @SR I L T
Wb, F72, NEAT RIBR I/l O RR & e S
522X, @Y R T RE T S 2 & AT EE
ThHbeEV)MEIIHLLTws, TWEANN (%, i
LRt EFEO—HTH 57290, LHOMEH Ol %
BOELCTWA., 2070, 1 BIOMEHIC = VErE
A N34 R (Expensive Optimization Problem:
EOP)[8] ~Di#HIZiE, £ OFHHEY Vv —AHERI N
%. EOP ~O—fgiye 7 7u—F & LT, MEDELE
TN, $hbb¥ur—bETVEHWVD Z EAEITH
N5, BIEET, ur— MEFIVEEEEICEH L
7z, Hus— MELT VT XA (Surrogate-Assisted
Evolutionary Algorithm: SAEA)[9] ORFSEAEE A AT
bNTwb, 2018 4, A. Gaier 5t SAEA % NEAT
(2B L 72 Surrogate-Assisted NEAT (SA-NEAT)[10]
ZIRFELT

AWZETlE, SA-NEAT IZBIF A5 0 — FaHiio 7
7u—F% MBEANN IZb#HT A2 &L a2ikA 5.
MR T, ¥ T AREWERIRERB LN, T X
EZEREBR BT B AT v T4 XoikEidhe LT, i
TLHNE THWV STV 2 B CEIG I 22 IR 5% [11] %
A L7z Surrogate-Assisted Self-Adaptive MBEANN
(SA-MBEANN) #4244 %. %72, SA-MBEANN 0
HAE % BGES 5 72912, TWEANN ORFEMTFEET
& % NEAT, SA-NEAT B & Ok MBEANN & ik
9 %. SA-MBEANN (24X ), NEAT 2 MBEANN & It
N, AL IR RS C RS DL E ORISR S Z
LxHiEY.

R IZLTO L) IR D, &2 ETIE,
TWEANN IZOWCHHT 5. £ 3&TIE, ur—
NETNVORELFIIOWTHNT 2. Hamd, BE
FHTH L SA-MBEANN IZOWTHBHT L. E5FET
&, EBRRERIIOWTHERTT 5. 6 HETIE, FEERFEER
T 5ERZIT). HBTETIE, KXol s
BRORLEEIRT.

2. TWEANN

—f%i1Z, EANN Tl F 7 AR A EHEO H % AL
WHRELTWEZD, RElEDY A7 TEI#EY %4 v
T = A RET HLEDNH L. I T, MEE
HE &b I AT BRI X o THERT 2580
HY, TWEANN[4] & LN T35,
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NEAT[4] i3, 2002 FI12FR SN TR,
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Weight 0.7
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(3)
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()
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Fig. 1 Example of a genotype to phenotype mapping in
MBEANN

D ALE, T RANROMAIREE 2 oA LH 5
BED, ZHRERIZL > THEDPBMEIC 2> T L 3
LW/ — FEFEDBIMEND 2T, TN b IZhHEES
(innovation number) &\ £FRFELM % L CTEA D

TG ENL. ZOFFIZLY, BebEEICBT
B3ty b — 7 ERDPIFE S, ARGz
ODIREE R D,

NEAT O F2 2503, LI Lo TEEROR Z
WIERZ RFEST 2 ThH L. HLWERPAER SIS &,
FEAF DR & QBB %2 % B & PEHBE (compatibility
distance) 255tH SN b, ZOHEENSH 5 L X W ELE
ZAHEFHLOHIZTEE NS, NEAT Ok z, 2’ O
S, A—EREFRG &, —EEE oM e
HEOEDFEYW # VT, KOLHICEHEENS.

(1)

SIT o, e XEMTHS. NEAT Tlt, %7 2L
B A MEARE LR 2 HIRS 2 & & b2, @ike &
WICBRES 52 &2 XY, 5% 2 (AR E & RO Mk %
RAEL T 5.

2.2 MBEANN

EANN Tz w724, MEOBEGBE (com-
peting conventions)[12] 2354 L, % A 7 IZHEE & #(R
FIERPRDON DS G HLH. s L, MBEANN
FHBAGEET—7 L L, RIREROKRIL > THH
BAER SN D, LUFI2 MBEANN (29w CREM % 8
5.

2.2.1 EEFEAOI>I-T1> T

MBEANN O kO O 1% Fig. 1 1257, string
i (2) RUTRT & 912, #MIETFEERTEE TH S operon
THEL ST\ 4. operon X KT % Bin T HESL,
B)RITRT LI, /- FeEhIZERT LS T A
HEPOHRIN TS,

d(z,x') =c1G(z, 2" ) + oW (z, )

(2)
3)

string = {operon,,operon, ,...,operon,, }

operon,; = {link;|j € O;; }U{nodey|k € O,; }
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22T, midstring lI2& D operon DEKIRT, Oy
iE operon; IZIBT BV F T AREHETOES, O 1d
operon; 12 F 5/ — NEFOHEETH L. %/ — ik
= FEFE = PR (MA@ — F/RiVE/ — F/
HHE — FOWTIr) Ok, kg - HE
/= FO¥EE, EROMISMA TN, 7 ADHE .

F72, link 23 F 7 AKEERLTEBY), ¥ F T AMES
F5, A @) J — Foi#EiEs, B (k)

J — Foi#FS, MEMEEOHEER>. e EM
wiIFEHEL & 5. % operon [ IFRHINZBWTHG - v
N7 =27 %ML, 7% % operon (BT A/ — KT
DY FTARETER SN\, L72A 5T, operon T
TSI L7z Ay NI =2 BT A 2 E SIS
N5, WHEEDS RS A 7 — 7 HiE % operong & L,
operong (&, §XTOANE - W@/ —Fexnb %
RV T T AL o TR SN,

2.2.2 RAZERE

TWEANN T, #iZHEAT 2L & EHMOE
BASKIRICE L L, BILEFBMIKTT5B82005
3. %2C, MBEANN 5% il [13] & RS 5h T4t
AEDITITHPALE (7] ICHI D, HEEDZRIRERDFEL L 72
EE, HERENITEALKTLZWE ) IR SN TWw
5. AT, it MBEANN & Ibig L 2B
TH DY+ 7T AREMELIRERLE B LU, 7 AflZE
RERIZOWTHBT .

XD MBEANN Tlit, ¥ F 7 A A EIERERE
L ONA T AHEZERETRL, #EHRIC TR AW SR
TR ERERERRA LTV 6,11, Thbb, o
T T ARG EMEB L O, T AEw;(i=0,1,...,n) &
B FEOEEMETH B ATy THA X ¢ ZHWT,
—EDERT () XTRT L) I w) ITERT 5.

w; =w;+¢-N;(0,1) (4)

ZIT, Ni(0,1) 13 TEICHV R0, LAY
AG A BB N B LU & T
REFETIE, BOEDWNR AT v 74 X[11] & &
T T AREMERRER B LU 7 AHEERERIE
ALTWA, ZHUIED, ANNDIST A—F 7215 T
<o ATy THA RS EBRIEDPMEH L, HROETIC
i U CRERIG % B CHET T 5 2 LIRS,
COFETE, BARIEDOATy A X MR L
ZURBERIGERATH. AT v 7 A Rold, BRERE

-
—

-

4= = a2

ERATORICEHR END. A7y TH A XOEHFEB L
ZERERIRE I T ORTIREN 5.
§/ _ g_eT-./\/(O 1) (5)
wi =w; +¢"-N;(0,1) (6)

JIWXEFHHEDO AT v TH A X, N(0,1) IXFH
W D 25 A bR N LA E RS, /T

- 12 —

5 37% B85  (2024)
A= 1iE, WHEKcEHWTUTOL ) IZHRET .
T=c/vn (7)

AWETIE c=1.0 2 5.

3. HOF— METFTILDIEE

3.1 Ay XBEREF

Yoy — bETVIE, BT L o CRHlE A OMR
F=FPOEREINDL. ZOFETFIEHCCRFMED
AHfE % TS 5. Ba BSE e s — b ETV
AWK T 52 EDTE D [14] 4%, AR TR H 7 AR
JHETIV[15] b LWL TWAE, 22 TR, £
EFTH S SA-NEAT[10] 127 S, F7 ZEEE AR
ETNVERAGVL, FH7T—~ & LT, FHliE o &S
y O N HD~7

(®)

MHR oM/l &, KEHIA o 1I2B1T 5 EHEE y* =
Y ABRERFIC L o CTHFUST 2562 E 2 5. FHIlfE
y=f(z) &, P p(z), L5HEEK k(x,2") O A
BRIZHED) & 5.

D={(z1,51),(22,92);..,(x N, yn)}

f(@) ~ GP(u(x), k(x,2")) 9)
7 ABAEEEE TOVIE, FEAMAAVELIT VAU, FEAlE

LTV 2 &) M 2 REIC RS < LT &
(&, FHis x OBPEZ I — £V TERT 5.
KTRT I — A VBEEUE, 7 A% — %)V (Gaussian
Kernel) % 7213812 % (Radial Basis Function:
RBF) 71—V & Lidh, &b L HWHNRTW D,

|z —a'|?

k(z,2') = 01exp (— ) +058(z,2')  (10)

01, O, O3 1 ZZ DI — A VEHBOWEE Z RO LH/3T X —
FTHY, §(r,2)dr=a' DL E1, TNLUIHI0 %R
THEHTHD.

ZOH— ANV EHWT, BT — 7 &R
BIRDT— A NATHNERT MV ERERT 5.

k(z1,21) ... k(zi,oy)
K= (11)
Kan,a1) ... k(@n,zn)
k, = (k(z*,21), k(@ 22), ... k(a" xn))T (12)
KEF S a* 2B D g I T AGARNNED 720,
p(y*[a*, D) =N (u(z*),0 (x*)) (13)
LERTED, COLE FAROMEHE u(et) L5
W oo?(a) BRD L1252 5D,
p(z*) =k K 'y (14)
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p)

I
X, =

5o X X6 X4

Fig. 2 Example of Gaussian process regression

o2 () =k(z*,2")— kT Kk, (15)

71 AR RE OBl Fig. 2 127R7.

BonlFHGA ORI SX, N4 Xh#EAl
(Bayesian Optimization)[16] IZ Lo TE=EIL SN 5.
KBFFETIE, KA THZ 5N EEMEERB% (Upper
Confidence Bound: UCB)[17] = i\ 5.

UCB(z) = p(z) + ko (x) (16)

T, kIFIFEE B LS L E2EWET 500 % Ik
ETALNTA—FIThHb.

3.2 #EEMIEREH— I

Ay AL, (10) XAEHRTE 56, $abbM
O % 5 REFIET 26, KiHbifFEo¥
WHATEL. LHL, TWEANN Tldt v b7 — 7
BEALT B 720, ATIZEMP—ETIE R, £2T, A.
Gaier 513 NEAT THW 61 % @A MR EE % B4R oI
BEREE L7z, SEEERED — 2 V&2 3RZEEL 72 [10].

d(z,x’)?

2

k(x,x’') = 01exp (— >+935(w,m') (17)

INAIN=INTG A =5 0= (01,00,03) 1L, KA TRESNS
TERE T RARILT 52 & TRrEfltIns.

1 I
bgmmmmz—idﬁfly—j%KKﬂ (18)

2T, EEMEHEEIBMOATRETS 20, Ko
AT # S AL (Covariance Matrix Adaptation
Evolution Strategy: CMA-ES)[18] % H\2C, JERI%
A KILT S 0 xRk 5.

NEAT (2 BF % M8 O@GEE 2 A EEE 7 — 4 V12
FOEHREINH O — P ETVIZE > TH LN S EL
I CRE L 72 FHEASA-NEAT TH 5. AWFFETIE,
D2 MBEANN |25#H L 72 SA-MBEANN % 2%
5.

-
—

4. Surrogate-Assisted MBEANN

MBEANN TIIZ X ZHW R\ 720, J— KRy + 7
ARERVCEFEREN T E L CTEHAOE S IN G ShTwn
V., ZFO7:0, SA-MBEANN Cld@E &M IHEE % 51
TEDL LI)RIFFESEEAL. SA-MBEANN 7 )V
TY)XLEIUTOME) TH 5.

— 13 —

(1) FL—= 27ty b O/
M t=0m& %, SA-MBEANN (&, MBEANN
ERBRICERNRD A v b T — 7 HiEE FEo R4
M Py o6 F 5. EHP A XEMEL, PL—
Ty NERETLAETCOMREE T L35
&, Pi(i=0,1,....,T) O3 XTOMEIF, EOHB
BIMF(x) % &M, Fasr— FEFILO
P—=Y7%y FDEEEL, HYuis—brET
VRS 5.
Fosr— hEFIVEHWEL
T8 O I ye = (Y192, yme b &2
MBEANN @7 )V T1) X 225> THEME Py =
[x},x5, @, TERT 5. FEEE, Fos—
FETIVE (16) ROBEEBBUC XY, T BLEIGE
Yigo WHRABNL. KOMROFEE Py %/
B A, BISEORD DIEMGEISE v, &
WTHH kDO T O AR KEN D,
EFINVOEH
EMOFT, TPEISE y; 255 S &\ EG D S IE
2, RELZ2En 208IRT 5. EIRS N ME
[x1,22,...,2,] 13 Infill Individuals & X5 Zh
5IXEO HIB F (x) THlis N, FL—=> 7
vy NDIZEMENS. PL—=r7ty FNDIZ
X, ke L ZOMBEyDRTEA MY 7 TE
5 LEBRENDEDSNTEY, L 7o
BN &Y FRRE N 22 2861%, b v
CITWEBEEHZ D,
BHOFH
Fo—=v 7ty ML, aFr— 2T VO
DAICh, ML E 20 9 Bk E R
T 51%E7H 5. SA-MBEANN T, ALt
BIZONTH Y M7= RBEILL, BoOER
AT IATH NS B AR O R ITT AN T 5.
ZHUCEY, BTSSRI RE R BRI O D 20 5
HEPY, APHEISE ¢ ORFEIERL 2L, £
2T, SA-NEAT LHEBRIC L —=2 7%y bD
A (21,22, -, xN] T FHOER B ICRT I LT,
koA SRS, Bk, rL—=r7
Yy MIHLCEBMENb0nBHISERS
5. IS DMK [pt1,Bnt2, 2] & Infill
Individuals [z1,%3,...,2n] TH LV ERM P, 2%
BEND. 2 LT, FIE(2) IR A TTh LS.
(5) PL—=r7tv oL
FNE (4) O T, HLWEES ML —=v Ty
MIHFIZEBMENTWLIZE b5 T, F1L
F CIER L 72 B0 B yiax 2SR S L7\
A O F—=vrEy bEDMLTS. ok &,
Mo—=r7%y FEOHMLT 2 F TITBMNT S
A D% % Stagnation & L 5. LT, ZOEES
2B 2 EMehkr B0 BB F () T L
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WD E Ymax & 0 EVBIGE 2R LTV 5IC
bbb o, EUGEILE y AR EER D ER O
HICHIES 2 02 BT 5. HFIET 256, FIH
(2) IR S, FIELZWIEE, REBEISE ymax 2°
WHESNLET, Fusr— bETLVE ARV
@ MBEANN |2 X 2 #1bA b5, 22T,
B HYEE F () TR S 7 E#EIZ 9T h
L—=C27%y MEmashs, 72720, EIRME
N Z@BR72mE1E, bWy 7V e EEHR
B, IS Yy DVEH SN2 A TIE(2)
IR 5.

5. FHiiEER

REBRTIE, EZFHETH S SA-MBEANN %
MBEANN, NEAT, SA-NEAT * H#+ 2. ~v &
~—2 & LT OpenAl Gym[19] IZ X bt L Tw»
% CartPole-v0, HalfCheetah-v4, Ant-v4d i\ 5. &
NHEDYAZIZBWT, LVEVHEINEZERTE S
ANN % #ALIZEEET9 5. NEAT, SA-NEAT I3 neat-
python[20] Z VT3 L, SA-NEAT 133CHK [10] 2%
ZIER L7z,

51 ZXUEE

RETREINYF =2 5 A7 OFEEIZDWTIHRND,
Ky AZIIBISEW, GEZEEA~OALTITER, R
ENZDOVTHEHT 5.

5.1.1 CartPole-v0

CartPole-v0 DB % Fig. 3 (a) ISR T. K¥ A7 T
i, K= VSR o -BHEEZEGICRE S, R—
VETEOMBENICEN IS LxHNE T 5. il
wNDADNRUSOEHN SR, TN ENEHEOME
EHE, R VoOMELARETHL. L OFRIT
YALRATy TTECHEENG. GlHEOLTIE, &
BOLEGHIMNELSIZHEMA 02 RES L. W
X, R VOMEON —<O<GFIdHLE, FAL
ATy 7TEIZ15 2615, B, T2 Tik OpenAl
GymlZBUIF 5774V b OKE [19] S TFTOEH %
Mz, R=—oiR) BIFREEL$T5Z L TY X7 DL
o7,

o R—LOMEEQIH — 1z <0< ORPITHRT L

Z\,
o K—IVOME O DMINIREE =1 2L L7z—
Bl 3%,

T AT DT Feft 2 LT IR
o BHHLD v EIEND£2.4 m BT 5.
¢ 2005 4 LAT v THET 5.
HHEROBISE & LT, HEEHRM OB EZ 5.
5.1.2 HalfCheetah-v4
HalfCheetah-v4 @ # # % Fig.3 (b) &R ¥.
HalfCheetah-v4 2 2o a Ry b CTH Y, £ 3 A

— 14 —

24m

(a) CartPole-v0

(c) Ant-v4

Fig. 3 OpenAl Gym task environments

Mo%b. FAZIIBITAHEME, Kho e o
Ry b2 RLZITHBEHSELZLTHAL, HiliHg
NOAIEIEITTH Y, LB OEE L fAHE, EHTO
g (2 FERE) LR Eh oMK SN [19). Hl#ER
DHTIEIARD2TH Y, FHEIZL22 MV 7 26T
5. WML TORTEZ5N5.

reward= forward—0.lctrl_cost (19)

22T forward \ZO KRy hOREELLEL I L.
ctri_cost \ZZBEHO MV 7O TH Y, EHl &
LTERT 5. ¥ 27O TEMH1E1,000 5 1 AT
TRBTHIETHA. HlHZEOEIGE L CartPole-v0
ERBRIZERI ORI TH 5.

5.1.3 Ant-v4

Ant-v4 OBEBI% Fig.3 (c) 1R, Ant-vd X 4o
FATuRy bTHY, ZEIE2ME»S 2D, FAID
H 1913 HalfCheetah-v4 & [Ff£12, HH O x 8 H I~
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e L ThHhD. HIHEE~NOATIEKIL2TTHY, %
BAEN O EE & MR, AR OO RERE (2 FEER) & %%
AR EPORER S NS [19]. HlEZROEIIEFIASTH
D, BEEICHHDE PV IHIET A, HEILLT o
THzoN5.

reward = healthy + forward —0.5¢ctrl_cost  (20)

forward B £ O ctrl_cost 1% HalfCheetah-v4 & [F#£1Z
B2 5N%. healthy 35 27 O TEMEET-S 0
M, AL AT7y 7TLICGEZoN2HMTHSE. ¥ A
7 ORT FMHEERLDTIORT.

o RO 7 BEEEAT[0.2, 1.0] ZH#HT 5.

e 1,000 % f L AT v T#MET 5.
HEI 25 O 5 AE R ORI TH 5.

5.2 7Y XLEKE

AW A L 72, NEAT, MBEANN, SA-NEAT,
SA-MBEANN ® /%5 X — % % Tables 1~4 IZ/R 7.
NEAT 5 X 0f SA-NEAT i (u,\) 3R, =7 — } 2
REH 5. MBEANN B X U°SA-MBEANN (& b —F
AV MEREFRHL, =V — MEFIIERHAL T2,
RNEB L OHNBIZBIT LN T ADZAT v TH A X
i, YT TAFEMEMICBITDLAT Yy THA XL
fE% H\v 4. Ant-v4 X CartPole-v0, HalfCheetah-v4
LB T L ERNER Y AT TH L0, £F A X%
500 & L7z, $NTOFEIIBNT, /— FAINZERE
F2130.03, ¥F T AHEFMERARRIL0.3, ¥ F
TAREEBILONA T ADRERERFILL10 LFEL
72. MBEANN & L8 L T NEAT B & (F SA-NEAT (2
3, BEONRT A= PFFET A, MBEANN (2723
A8=s8F X — %1%, Wk [4] & neat-python[20] & 2%
WL CREE L2, B, HalfCheetah-v4 B & UY Ant-v4
TiE, MRS a sy — P ETVEBEL YA,
TR S 2 & DHERR S 7729, HalfCheetah-v4
EhL—=r7ty NEBRTAHALE T=20& L,
Ant-v4iZ bL—=2 7ty 2K T A2 HEAEE T =60
L L7

5.3 EBRER

HFFEERHCTIS AT 2EBRE 1T 72, Fig. 4 12/
FHEE U0 2 K AT OREBIOE (Ymax) O 15 34T
G OVIEOHER & EOFEREEZRT. T, Yo
2kl N =) 2 N Q2 i N = e i [ X =g g
Twz\v, Fig.4 %5, CartPole-v0 Tld, 3 XTOFik
WZBWT, HEBREL LR 2R L7, CartPole-v0
TiE, MBEANN 7% 20,000 8] 0 f#5Fili TS L 72585
12, SA-MBEANN 1388 & % 6,600 [0113 & o> 5l
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Table 1 Settings of NEAT (CP-v0: CartPole-v0, HC-v4:

HalfCheetah-v4)

Parameter CP-v0 HC-v4 Ant-v4
Population size 200 200 500
(,\) (40,198) (40,198) (100,498)
Elite size 2 2

Table 2 Settings of MBEANN

Parameter CP-v0 HC-v4 Ant-v4
Population size 200 200 500
Tournament size 20 20 50

Table 3 Settings of SA-NEAT

Parameter CP-v0 HC-v4 Ant-v4

Population size 200 200 500
(12,\) (40,198)  (40,198) (100,498)

Elite size 2 2
Nu.mb.elT of infill 10 20 20

individuals

Stagnation 200 200 200
Training set size 500 600 800

Table 4 Settings of SA-MBEANN

Parameter CP-v0 HC-v4 Ant-v4
Population size 200 200 500
Tournament size 20 20 50
Number of infill 10 20 20

individuals

Stagnation 200 200 200
Training set size 500 600 800
Initial step size 0.5 0.01 0.005

Step size [0.01,5.0] [0.001,0.1] [0.001,0.1]

WCHFEL TS, INHOfERD2S, SA-MBEANN (&
MBEANN X 1) & D7 W EEHii [ £ T [F1SE DL E o PRRE %
IS L2 b ns.

TEAS L 7S IS 24 B 1172 HalfCheetah-v4 B &
O Ant-v4 I2BWT, 15 AT &ENFIT TRES L2
&b EVEIGE Z Fig. 5 1R, & FE0ER Lok
WIS E DL D72, Kruskal-Wails #i5% & Bonferroni
% CHiiIE L 72 Mann-Whitney @ U #5%E % H E/K#E 5%
TiTo 7. CartPole-v0 T3 A EEIIME I N h o7z
7%, HalfCheetah-v4 B & UF Ant-v4 TIl3A BAEDERE
1, SA-MBEANN 7" b S\ lI0E L SR L. o
5OERM S, HalfCheetah-v4, Ant-v4 TlE, EF
FHEHTHLEEZLND.

6. EX

RETIIEESN Ay VY — 7 HEBICEHT 5.
SA-MBEANN 23MEN7-4REZ 7R L 72 Ant-v4 I2B W T,
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Fig. 6 Structure of ANN of each algorithm in Ant-v4.
They are from the last generation in the best evo-

lutionary trial.
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