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A Society of Population Based Incremental Learners
for Discrete Optimization Problems

Kumamoto Gakuen University Yasuhiko KATO

[Abstract]

In past several decades, evolutionary algorithms have been successfully applied in many
studies and a wide variety of application areas. This paper presents a new evolutionary
algorithm, which is a kind of probabilistic model based genetic algorithms. We designate
our proposed algorithm as a multi-agent system called “A Society of Population Based
Incremental Learners (SPBIL)". To explain it in short, intelligent agents with Population
Based Incremental Learning (PBIL) move around in a model space as particles in Particle
Swarm Optimization (PSO) fly around in a solution space. In concrete, agents utilize three
pieces of information such as social influence, personal influence and inertia. We attempt
to examine the performance of SPBIL for discrete optimization problems; Multi Knapsack
Problems (MKPs) is used as a set of benchmark test problems. Results show that SPBIL
exhibits better results than other algorithms in all problems. The reason SPBIL has higher
performance is the ability of diversity maintenance in early search iterations judging from

a diversity index proposed by R. K. Ursem.
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o AR L) DT, BBEAER OB T EOMES M OMEETITV, TD50
Moy 7 7 Leb o kERoOME (i) &3 2T IVERIT VI
A I (Probabilistic Model-Building Genetic Algorithm : PMBGA) R AFHEE 7 )V T1) X L
(Estimation of Distribution Algorithm : EDA) 25 EH BN CTW5hb, ZOH T I HH
7+ E TV TdH A Population Based Incremental Learning (PBIL)Y (3. Z M OHt)E B4R %
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7T, H7EFM (BHE) 2 BETLEEBSBEOLFTIZOVTHENLREEZTT-
Tho GA D—HETH % PBIL & Miyagi et al."? % Rodrigues"™ T3 B €7V 12 & % PBIL
DIFLIZ L Y EHEWRED R LA 47> T b, Miyagi et al."™ T34 74&HH (BH) o
BEICV)-NFROY—%ZFHL, 2y T =7 HEICLZBERRZZT TS, —,
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AL TRBEZITITAY—AL—T R 2 L >oTWh,
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A. Moraglio et al. ™ 512 X 28572 7 L — 2T — 27 & Fv 72 PSO ORF5EDH % o

K XL OWEBNILT O EBY) TH B, 5 2 H TIIARNZE TH IR ET 2 #(LFHE T VT
1) A 4 & BRI VES] PBIL & PSO D 2 907 V) ALIZOWTHEHT 5 B 3HIT
FIRET VT ALIIZOWTIRRD, 4 5TlE, Bfox@E bl (Discrete Optimization
Problem) % F\7MEBBIGEBROFE R 2 7R T S22 b Hi Chtiam 2 i "AG L0 LT N E T 5,
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2. 1165l PBIL
1994 412 Baluja 12 & W BIZEE N7z PBIL (2. &R - BREEO DD ) ICHERNY L%
s Z Er6, EDA 7213 PMBGA IZ0 3 S5, BEHEM 7 PBIL OWF{LIZ BT,
HEWDSE T LB OEALE ZE T WD 2 L 2R L CREMZEHOY 7EE (B) 24
L. ZhehpMBEoERE (EL) %179 2 & THER (EL) o2 LEM-oTwa,
PUF Tl Ry 720651 PBIL 7V T XA D& fHIZ K5,
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B THE § OFERANRZ DV P=(p\pss..bl) T _TOS LT 5, & 2T, R
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Stepb : MEFNZ M VO TR
BIRSNBERERICESTCENZNOT TEBIOMHHRENY MLa (1) TEHT S,
Pt D)=(1-LR)p/()+LR(c,b/(tyre,b (1)) (1)
LR € [0,1] 13%# % (Learning Rate) # £, ¢, & ¢, 3 ZNZFN B(6). Bt I2xf§ 5 HE
ARETH 5.
Step6 : ZEIRATEL
ZEIRIS AR MP THEE AR 7 NV P OZB A OEE R (2) TEET 5,
pi(t-1) < (1-MR)p/(t-1)*MR+rand ~ 3.(2)
MR € [0,1] (Mutation Rate) IZ22RZERZ X A2 ZALDOES W EFE T, rand € [0,1] 13—
AL E 35,
Step7 : Step2 ~ Step6 D K L
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2. 2 Particle Swarm Optimization
Particle Swarm Optimization (PSO) & 1995 4F |2 Eberhart and Kennedy" |2 X - T2
FENTLERHOBNL EOITE 2B L 72 Rx@fb 7 Vv T) XA TH S, #EL (swarm) |
ZIRTCZERIC B TLE s & #EE v ZFOR T (particle) #E& L CTET VLS NS, FHT
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Step3 : FHHLTF | D B & BN RO BFEOHH
FHRLT i SBAEARFE L T B A ¢ OB ELF Pb'=(pb], pb},....pby) & AR t+1 THi721258
RUEBRELZEL T, B rORBHELIY DERZEARTHIUL, ZOMEME L I
t+1 O BLfFE Pb'=(pbi, pbs,....pbp) & L CTHEFT 5, HROKET, BENOEEOREF
Gb=(gby, gb,, ....gbp) bHHT %o
Step4 : BHLT- i O & ALE % BT
AR 12 B 2 BHT- i OBFEOREIR PH'(H) & RO WE: DR BIE Gb(t) % F\vCHLT-
i OV LATE s ARG HRG) A HNEHT 5,
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min

WO S N k)
s)(t+1)=s (D +v(t+1) #.(4)
VDO O en B O-s O erlebO-s(0) ()

72720, widBHREL o & o, IZFNZIPH (). Gh(t) \ZxH A IERE. r & rn 12 [01]
DO OfEE & 5 —FkElE & T 5,
Stepb : Step2 ~ Step4d DI % ¥ T S D% 72 S b £ THRED K97,

DiET7na) ZAoihk fHIHB <725, ITTld. Stepd DFXUZOWTALFEL L
BT 5, XG5 OEBE—TIE—MHRFTOREIC L HEM (inertia) OFEEZFRL TWh,
F72, N(5) OLLEIHIIEK T ORBIEN S DFZEE (personal influence), S 512, =
HIZEBN T OREME (social influence) %K1 T\ b, BED2HIT e, & ¢, 1, & nlIl& b
HARADUF SN, BROEFELIRILDONT Y ATHEE G 2T b,

WIS, TIVIY) ZLOER A A =T TED L), HTEIKITH 3 DT — A TORT DAL
BEOEHOMHT % Figl 12T 9, Mt r12BUF A% T i OfLE S'(H) Zias s LT Pb(1)
RELEEME, MU S ZMBEHRE LTG0 %A EEMET o ¢, & o ICXoTHE
LENZNOPEBMEDEE SO ZER 20085, T LTENSORBAD 5K A 4T
W %L ENTE L, Gl & nilioT, _0)¥ﬁlﬂli7lﬁ20)|7\])ﬁ}: LT A Dk
EENDe TDA() ERLTOREE V() \EME/ ST XA =5 2T 72wl () OF1& LT, #+]
AT O Viet]) DK E o S'(0) B3 Viet]) THRE) L 22 ED +1 HATORF i D
& S(t+1) £ Do
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Fig.l : Update the velocity and position of a particle.

3. A Society of Population Based Incremental Learners (SPBIL)

ARETld, PBIL @it5{b % PSO D& 2 HiZHoO W<V F T —Y « v M Elo#ELEHE
ETNVELTIAGBLAET 27 NVT) AL RRETH, RIEET VT XL OFERLT—
VY bOERBEIZRIZIRT 2O0TH 5,

OFT—Y 22 MEIPBILOT7 VI XA EHWT, KHERNZ P VICHE R 2 81 55%

HEE5h, EHICETORERMOFMEY L CEEN K BFEZEEL TRET %,
QOFL—T 2V MIBHORFEL TV EREHLEEL -V 2 PATHEL TV LR ERE%

BEWL—LOEEN1IDONAN—F2—TDETFTNVZEMEEZBEITLI ETENENDD

O X7 MVEEHRT S, (ETNVEMLEOL - v FOMEIIERRZ NVHRT

JEIECTH D)

INS200FAREEOMEY K LICKY), T— =y MIERBBT ENT LWESA (HFE
N7 MV) ZHEETH I L TREREZ ROITHT L IAICERRET VI X LDOHRENH
o UFTREZ -T2V MPHERENRT MVEBEHRT A4 AT ERZFH LT D202,
BRI DOGEOEELZ IR L7z Fig3 M L 2036, £ — 2 = POWHRR7 ML
DOEFHHLEEFL CHHT 5,
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Fig. 2 : Conceptual diagram of the algorithm
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LA (=1) -

I—Yxvbild, BEOREEL TV AHERNY ML P'=0.5,0.5,..,0.5) %= AT, fFE
WA RIS S S TREMBELZ L, SO -y MEZENEND AR L 72 5%
WEOSTRCOMEMZTMT 5, =—Y 2y bild, BIPBEICER L RERE

BT -V xy MIZBITLEEORBRE ., ZILEI. Pb'(O)=(pb/(0).pby(0),...pbw(1))
Gb()=(gb, (£),gb,(0),....gb 4, () & L CREE LIRS 5, ==Y 2> b i OREMR Pb'(1) H

5 DOFEENS PSO 2B 210 4 OfEHk (personal influence) . =T —2 =~ NN TORE
il Gb(t) 7> H O FEEHIEIEH (social influence) 75 DB E T 5,

T 2T Figd DU Pb'(1) & 1 Gb(t) % #5 S5 O % M(O=(m(0),m5(0),...m,(0) & 5
T L. FOTEOEBEDZBSIER(6) TRO LN,

, bl(ty+Gb (1) \
Wm:i————— #.(6)

! 2
WAZHESY PEOM() % 7 % % BAZ a2 1y DN L7 08 A O—(al(0).a0). 1)) & KR
T L. 2O EOBEO KB TR 5,

) r 1pbji(t)+’” 2m;(t)
a; ()= 2 (7)
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COAWFHMNZ MvE L, #@% O PBIL & EBOEE 2K (8) T, P2 EHT 5,
(L= v b i lZHEENRT PV P ORTEEDP SRS MV P(t+]) O/R TR
BET5)

Pi(t+1)=(1.0-LR)p/()+LR - a/(?) A (8)

2 HACLLRE (r = 2) ¢

IT—Vxrbild, BHENHERNY PVEHOCTEBOBERZ5E S5, T
TOMER % I L Ty Pb'(1) & Gb(t) % HH T B0 & ZTHz7% T A(D) % #5455 Pb' (1)
M(t) FAZEE 1R E RIS v 5220 b, Fzichdiz A0 & 1T D 4'(-1)
IS DIES N % L3S T 5 0% Q') &35 &, TOMEREOR IR (9) TF
TZENTE D,

3aj" (t)+a;(t— 1)

q,i(t)= — 7 (9)
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FoE P ICBEIT S, S0 X ) I 2 #AALIRIE, PSO & [RERICIEN: (inertia) ™,
il & DIEH (personal influence) . B IEM (social influence) D 3 DODFE % ZIT5H 2
Wl b,
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KETTIE, BEFUR B LRI X 2 U EEBR O ZE LR ICOWTHERS, DUF T,
FIEEE R E LR EE LCBRRA L IVFF v 7y ZRPEICOWTHA LT, 2 XI2ER
WZHWW72XF A — 7 OFREDFEM & FEEROFE R IZOWTIHIZER RS,

4. 17NV FFy THy VA

~VFFy Ty 7 REITEEEOR S LRED 1 O Th S FlZIX, Tud s MERS D
fflp0., %7027 MIEFBEOEFENPOLWL OB REZHEL TEITINL LD ET
o 1272, HEFOMHTEXL LBOREREH LA LORFSTVELDET L, F724£7
Oy x7 MIXDEONLFMEEETHIEREIIREZLODET L, 2O L) RHlFHOT
T, AP RKRE RS TO T 27 NOMAEREZRIRT L LV IVTFF v 7y ZHED
HWTHL, LTT, v VvFF v 7y 7ELEXT 5,

L. TV MillEoTHELNANGEY u, HETLIERjOER e/ L35, F/2.
HECTEXLHKEREOBEIIIHKY O b0 ET L, 70y 7 b i ORPUREZ RELE x,
TEDLL, 70l =7 FPBERIRESNMNTGE I x=1, FEFRIRELIEx=0%2L 20D LT 5,
BIREN7z70r 27 b oBoNbFgoRE Fedne, 011 E LTERETE %,

D
maxF=Zu,-x,-
B 2 (11)
subject to Zel-j x, = C/(for all )
i=1
TIVFF Ty FEERIRET VT AL L o THEEE. FINStE2 i S 0wk
WHERINLZ LD D, ZOWE. TG S 2 WEOFHMEIZ 0 & LT T 2
CEDVEITH LD, £ T HZ L THRRIERZVVIETLHLTRELXH L, 22T, K
WFFE CIlEMR S 2 i 72 S WIRIZ AR F VT 4 T HEZRLZ 2 L1234, TR (12)n X
Ny B C il 8 WHEDORFIVT 4 £ 5,

EREPHE S LN J ‘
yf = e/_ - ei ‘xi_C +uavg lf‘ zlei xi > C i‘(lz)
avg \"j= i=
0 otherwise

2 Cu,l¥7uy s hOFEOFE, el E7uY 27 bOKE OHBEROFIYEET,
fif O FFAMAIE £ 13
E
4 ‘
= A (13)
THExbN5d,

i A(¢ — DX TEM (nertia) OFEENEL D,
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¥) I =5, &ETE nbit = 240, LR = 005, MP = 002, MR = 005" & L7:o —#M&H 720
DFAEIIIERED PBIL ERET VT AL H12n =100 & L, &THAKE -V v
e THRFOBIZS U TEZ S Z & TREMBRMBOEBEE R E Lz, /2. £
ZREMEE Ursem™ 12360 T (14) TEME L 720

. . 1 nel D P =
Diversity = LD . 4 /Z:‘(xj X)) #(14)

2L | EHEEEHOMARORE S THY . & x ORI L > TROLND, ¥ 11
i OFEF ] Ol X, EEE ] OTIEEERT Do

4. IEBRGER

FEErAEF % Table 1 12783 KOMEIX 50 M OFITTHREONIREFOFIIMETH L. T
RCOINFF v Ty JHEOXRYF<—27 T A MIBWTRET VT X4 (SPBIL)
POTIVT) XL L) SENIERTH o720 /20 NV FF v 7y ZREIZBWTIE
EHE (=222 M) 2L LA ECWHRERERE AT S 2 &£ bRS N7z, Figd(a)
M5 (e) DiEEE & SREEDOHER ZRT 7T 7005 b0b L) ICTRXTOMBETIRET IV
T X LIEEHER 2065 PBIL &) & KRE LSk FOBEINDNH L 2 Elbrolz, &6
|2 Fig4 @ Boxplot Y725, 287 0V I X L ZIEHERY 72 365 PBIL X O 4 UED A v 2
EMBTNTY) ZALADEEEIENT NS Z EATRENT,

v ZOBREIXLATIIZE O % E TR SN TV AT A— T DM TH D,

v KA Boxplot [IER v 7 A0 Fallnsss 3 WAL, FHLHE 1 UGN E, Ky 7 ANFO KD 2 WaAr g (Fhefi)
#FT, 22 g DHIEIZEEN VT = ZIEAIEE L THWITHZ NS Ry 7 A0 LD 2 EHOLHIEZh2hst
EE BN L7277 ONTORKME L R/METH %,
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Table 1 : Performance Comparison with MKPs
Number of Multiple Knapsack Problem
Algorithm Sub-populations
Fleisher Petersen 7 Senju. Toyoda 1 Weingartner 7 Weishih 30
(Agents)
PBIL 2108.100 16503.860 7752.580 1095141.980 11186.920
Parallel 5 2127.620 16534.580 7768.760 1095356.940 11190.520
PEIL 10 2132.240 16534.220 7769.040 1095390.780 11190.920
_— 5 2126.880 16537.000 7770.120 1095387.060 11191.000
10 2135.020 16537.000 7771.340 1095402.060 11191.000
The number of Sub-populations =5 The number of Sub-populations =10
1850 0.0025 1850 0.0025
— Parallel PBIL (Best) — Parallel PBIL (Best)
1900 1% —— SPBIL (Best) - 0.002 3005 —— SPBIL (Bes)) - 0.002
e L X - Parallel PBIL (Diversity) oy - Parallel PBIL (Diversity)
H - SPBIL (Diversity) - 00015 & - - SPBIL (Diversity) - 00015 &
Ezooo R £ = 2000 £
<] i = g -
2 i £ 0001 § <] -0001 &
o 2050 1 'ﬁ‘.’ &, 2050 A
ik
Whay - ik " - 0.0005 1 - 0.0005
200 1\ A NN i ne LA 21%
2150 - Lo 2150 My

1 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 500 1000

Generation

Fig. 3(a) : Transition of the best solution and diversity for MKP (FLEISHER).

The number of Sub-populations (Islands) =5
14000 0.004
oo D ——— Paralle]l PBIL (Best) it

Y ——SPBIL (Best)
4 e 0.003
15000 !._= -==-=-- Parallel PBIL (Diversity)
B | e SPBIL (Diversity) 0.0025
15500 1| % 0.002
0015
| | ‘.‘ 0.001
1. 0.001
16500 - T —
WA e Bl P e 0.0005
17000 - -0

1 100 200 300 400 500 600 TOO SO0 SO0 1000

Generation

Fig. 3(b) : Transition of the best solution and diversity for MKP (PETERSEN 7).

Diversity

FI’ETI‘IHS}',N

1 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500

Generation

The number of Sub-populations (Islands) = 10

1 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500

Generation

14000 A
s ——— Parallel PBIL (Best) Sois
{ ——SPEIL (Best)
o 0.003
— ------ Parallel PBIL (Diversity)
SPBIL (Diversity) [0S, &
w
15500 - ooz B
&
L 0.0015
| _ 0.0015 2
0.001
16500 -
o L 0.0005
"'.}-&W_-,fdinwnﬂ“".‘#’rﬂ”‘
17000 | i
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The number of Sub-populations (Islands) =5 The number of Sub-populations (Islands) =10
0 0.0045 1000 0.0045
1000 ; ~———Paralle]l PBIL (Best) L 0.004 2000 ———Paralle]l PBIL (Best) L 0.004
2000 |} ——SPBIL (Best) 0.0035 3000 | ——SPEIL (Best) L 00035
1000 ‘9. ------- Parallel PBIL (Diversity} | | ;o0 . i ------- Parallel PBIL (Diversity) | | o o0e .
24000 - :1 ------- SPRIL (Diversity) o005 = B |} SPBRIL (Diversity) L 00025 .E
Z b ] Z 5000 -
8 @ =] @
(o 5000 - E P Foooz =
G000 = i F 00015 o
TO00 7000 o, L o001
\'"'\.
8000 - o4 ILﬁ“‘-’-?—iw.qq.wu:wpm.ﬁe:m%mef 0.0005
Q000 - -0 Q000 - -0
1 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000 1 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500
Generation Generation

Fig. 3(c) : Transition of the best solution and diversity for MKP (SENJU, TOYODA 1).

The number of Sub-populations (Islands) =5 The number of Sub-populations (Islands) =10
0 0.006 0 0.006
— Parallel PBIL (Best) — Parallel PRIL (Best)
200000 "»._‘ SPBIL (Best) | 0.005 200000 SPBIL (Best) 0.005
200000 “". --=---- Parallel PBIL (Diversity) | | 0.004 400000 --=---- Parallel PBIL (Diversity) | | 0.004 g
" ':1 ------- SPBIL (Diversity) = L e SPBIL (Diversity) E
E 600000 b | o003 £ 7 600000 - L poos £
= = - =
,‘.‘ .— \\1 =
é 800000 - ‘ | 0.002 R é 800000 - \«., b 0002 =
ﬁ.gmomﬂo k "‘ . " [ 0.001 ﬂt.gmoomo | e, b 0001
i R g P OB o,
b - 1 A AT/ T e
1200000 - Lo 1200000 - Lo
1 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000 1 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500
Generation Generation

Fig. 3(d) : Transition of the best solution and diversity for MKP (WEINGARTNER 7).

The number of Sub-populations (Islands) =5 The number of Sub-populations (Islands) =10
] 00035 ] 0,003
“-\ ~——Parallel PBIL (Best) L 00045 = Parallel PBIL (Best) L 00045
A1y ——SPBIL (Best) L 0.004 2000 - —SPBIL (Best) L 0.004
4000 ;'..‘ ------- Paralle]l PBIL (Diversity) | - 0.0035 4000 4 ------- Parallel PBIL (Diversity) | - 0.0035
5 R [ SPBIL (Diversity) Foooz & [ R [P SPBIL (Diversity) Looos &
= = [l
= 6000 1"?\ b 00025 E = Loones 5
g b 0002 & g 0002 &
1{ I & m i ! m
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Fig. 3(e) : Transition of the best solution and diversity for MKP (WEISHIH 30).
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Fig4 : Boxplot for the best-found solutions.
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