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Abstract
A simulated anncaling (SA)-like strategy for genetic al-
gorithms (GAs) w hich reduces the crossover and mutation
probabilitics to zero during the generation changes is pro-
posed. It is also shown that the original Davis algorithm
can be extended into both the case where the crossover is

not limited to the one-point crossover and the case where
the crossover probability is not fixed during the implemen-
tation of the algorithm. DBesides, the uniform crossover Simalated A»Ylmﬂ]l\ha. CSA—)
counterpart of the Vose-Liepins formuia is derived. D \ A_ i
avis | l}ort m
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abstract: ARG TIL, T.E.Davis DEZE L7
N T) X4 (Davis 7V ) ) 12DV TRRE
BER — 02T 5 SAMLRFENESNTWS
W —ETH ol RAEE\ X ERIILEL, &6
12, —RREE A ELTH, Davis 7
W) XLDERATRETH AL 2R LTWA,
S 512, Vose-Licpins DARO—HEAE LD AT,
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1 Introduction

BIZHIT NV T) X L (Genetie Algorithm:GA) &,
F— A > OBKRBIRIER I EELE CEMDE
RIEALDERE M L 7, ARl LRED 72
ODEETNT VAL THb, Thbb, —ER
BOERD 6 2 AEMIZA LT, B (reproduc-
tion), X (crossover), ZHRZER (mutation) D 3
BIEEIRMELHEL . RVBEEE Lo Bk &
GEAEZER T AT VT A LATHE, I T,
FERIIRTEO SIMERHIIIC L TB Y | #EEE
I3 ZDORED B S & UHR &M e LT
Wb, B, HRAICEIT A 3 B ERER,
DEDLHITHEASINS (Simple GA)o

Lb—1L o b33 (3CHR [2] 237 =) 124 B
BE

2. SR\ DR
3. IRBRIER DERER

BED GA DHEEHIIFIZEO IR 1214, 1. H. Hol-
land (2 & % Schema Theorem [30]. A. D. Bethke
2 & B Walsh BAEU#AT [24]. D. E.Goldberg D
/W72 FE LR (minimum deception problem) O
(4] 2 EDH DL, TNoOMFETFMIL, 53
OB B 2RI LA TE T v
PHRIRTH 5,

GA OEFNDOFIRE % Markov JEFH THT§ ARIF
(3 K. A. DeJong [26] (2 & o T2 % h LI 5 | £
ITTH D. E. Goldberg HIZ X o THHD LN TWAB
[2]o L2 L. GA OB Z —REIIRRTHUTD
BRRREDERIL . T <RI D M. D. Vose [10, 13
BLUT. E. Davis [1, 25] BIZ L o THTZICEE S
NTWb, Tabb, Kis € SxE4DEEDHE
FEDT o[s] = (2]0. 5], 2[1,8),- -+, 2[N = 1,5]) TH 5
L LEFDIREE LTEHRT 5. T IT, 2[i, 3]
ZIREE s € SITBUT BIEMK € IO, SEEX
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M. seSkdh, i, ZEEFH0,1D2MET
BIRDEESH L THABAIZIE, N=2Le b,
Z LT, SD cardinality |S] X, RDOEIZR SN
A1+N—1>
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|S| = ( M (1)

CDO— LD L E T, SR FTIZUTO
L) BEREIHREINTH A,

1. 1 ERADBFHEIR > T, Markov B EOHER
FESRIZ DV T D explicit 72 EH (Vose-Liepins
DR [11]o

2. BREBRER 2 HIH—FL N5 0FT
TP BTV T XL (Davis TV T) L) D
-E (1, 25]6 ‘

3. 1) — MMRIFERE DT & Balib (6, 7)o

GA D Markov ;ESERYFEITICEE L T, AR/ L TR
—FEARE L T W U 723848 D Markov sBESE DT %
KA D,
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EWERD D 72 HEMANDOIE # 25, LM
T\ RUERERIER FEDIZLTBE, £
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W oERINRELMEO—ETHY | iR
BLIFENE/T A3 T >0 xhbiEdENT
HEW LA TTRFAZEIzE ), RERER
HyZ &2 REEL Twh,

2 Markov EHAVERR

FEROEMF AT AR, BS0EE
FTIEh L, FOEMIBIT AKX (individual)
DEEEIFT B DT TR, — iz 2

. BEEOEE, O 2B VA 2[s] =
(2[0, 5], 2[1. 8], - 2 [N = 1,8]) TH B LI nEH
PIREE s I0H B L, TOREEHERICET S

Markov E$EZE 2 5, C@t X, s e Shh,
s’ € SNOIERFERE Q(+'|s) 1 &, LTESH
TN "[‘ il 2lis") .
m””"[puypEPM” 2)

iel
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PERINLHERTH B RIZ, BIRDADEST

bh, 1 FARL—% . FTILTYALDE XL,
‘ =l 811
Piils) = —2—2rr 2 3
1(ils) S s/ (3)
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272, FRERA AL =y LIATEND L E () =
0) DFEFE Py(ils) 13, Thbb, 2 4L —¥ .7
NTNZLDE EIE,

Z/(II (R

i'el

TH52bNAh, 2T i.je D H(. j)d, Ham-
ming FEBEZ T 3 (2) DIELIEZR Q(/]s) 13,

)P () (4)

w>0THbEE prinitive ThDH I LA, b
nTwsn [31]0
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L, BEEA, ¥ AV IIRADE S KX TH
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S) = Zpl
i

s)P(jls)rij(k), i,jel,sel

(5)
DI, (k) RSN 2 OO € T
Mo, ERERE T LT ke IEREN

DIERECTH Do T2 1 BRI 1T LT, KD
EH BN TV B (Vose-Liepins DR [11]o

rij (k) = Tigk jax(0)
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Theorem 1
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3 Davis 73 XLDOEKRRIMEE

Davis [1] 12& 2T, p>0 DEED s € SDEH
FER ¢, [s] A
J— Qb1 -1
WS- @
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THERXON, 72— 01IB1F 5 g,[s] DEE
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) =l
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i, 8] = Mz & )% i e I BFET H%EH.
Thbb, —H2EETHEOEHNEATH 5,
72 Qs 1 HWBRERIZ L o THRIE IN4TF
Q(s'|s) D s € SIZIFTBITRI MR, BEXRY
FIVICEERZ 72ATRIE T 5, 2L T, Q*fs] 1&
ZDWFHRD L) IZEFREINIATHITH 5,

Q[u](5]%)
0

o=

s # u
= 2(s'|s) + Q(u!]s)/L se S (ap)
u' €U — {u}
Q(s']s) [otherwise]

ZIT, S[u] &L ozfiu] =
Sis)=M—1, 2 s)=1,i € I-{i},
1eRBLILsec SODESL LT,

MZh i 12X LT,
H(i,#) =
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ok a, HMAZMN L =1.2... . T, ERER
B o= (k) & b — o (X LT, 01 E
A& & inhomogeneous % Markov JE$H 2% weak
ergodicity & strong crgodicity X #li723 (§ b
B quls] AR qls] [CERET ) TSR Davis 12
ct O'C%_-X\_ anv\éo

Lemma 1 BAEEMESE 1 = p(b) PHEFARA T
p(k) > kYA | G782 BIXL weak ergod-
icity & strong ergodicity HNHE I N5 [1],

Thbb, ) REHELTVEED, (10) X
BRS/TONE,

4 Davis 7ILI) LD H DR

A1) JFIVD Davis T VT Xuld, —EZIO
AEARGE L . REREFDV—EDOHE DI L ik
NTWRWAYL, PUF T Davis 7L ') X454
B1E2WMETARE, Thabb, “HAKX, —#
T SERL, v T VKX, LT AV MK 3]
THBHA SN, ZERENTETOHEBENSZ
EERT,

Theorem 2 HE 1 ¥ W/ETAXREL AL
BITHACEAL k CRRERER N (h) LD & ) 2 fE%
Wolzb LThH, s € SOEEHEED — 0 DR
Riz, ®iEh (10)XNTHE 2615,

(FEER) 9. s e UMD & & (10) KOS ERAS, &

Bl E2WRTAHEENOKATD
lim | [s} - I] #0
[

DALY B EERT,

ZITL Qs (s € HIZDWT, Q[s] DseU
THOATRT PV E, ROFEEZ@HTLIIEL
AT QEEZ D, T I TOEHI,

1
BEEEIt]

(12)

Vs'€ S~ U+ {s}.Q'(5']s) >0

(13)
IDEE, QDFD s DITRZ M LVOILL &7
Bo E72. QOERNDITIE, Q5] Dy — 01 TH
BROTFIEFR L TH D, LoT, QU FEET
FITHB, T72. QUI. RO E b/ L Twh,

0< lim Q[s] < Q.Q # lim Qs (14)
n—0+ p—0t

IDEE, QIR EFHRETAEEOREILD
W primitive TH A I EATRENIUL, Perron-
Frobenins EH# [34] 25| lim,_o+ Q[s] DIEED
EHENIIDOWT, N <1 ThbI ENbh b,
Z Z T, primitivity DE# & Perron-Frobenius €
HIIZALTTEZOND,

Definition 1 [21] EFIEEATHI TIZOWT, T* >
0L 2BbE)BRIEDERENFFETAHLEE, T
primitive ThHBHEWV I,

2T, FEBITHIEES DT RTHIERTH 5
T EELTn5D,

Lemma 2 (Perron-Frobenius 32 [34]) A %
primitive FEFATH], A DOEEME a &L TO0<L
B<A.BOEAME B ELIEE |B<a=1l,
EHIT, |l=a=1%56d B=A.

LAt > T,
|,:1-i—lgl+ Q[s] = M| =[N = A)
A=14D
',,Hihi Q)= I =T[(N=1)#0

DEXY 3L —% - 7T XL THE
1 iR T HRIUIDWT, ZDHERERITH )
primitive THAHRD | lim, o+ |Q*[s] — I| DFE
LT, (10) KAILL T 5,

LIAT,

Lemma 3 [31] n x n IEBEITH] THS, irreducible
22 aperiodic THIUL TIT primitives

W2 b, ZZT, irreducibility DEZEIILTT
Bzbohb,

Definition 2 fEE®D s), 59 € SIZXF LT, Q1 (s4]s5) >

0. QF(sals)) > 0 X WRTHER k), ke > 128
TET A E & Q1 irreducible TH D E VI,

T2, QI IRKEZEM S—U+ s} ICE o TEHS
N7z Markov EHEOHERITHITH B, Q'(s]s) > 0
L0, QU aperiodic Th b, L7A>T, QA
irreducible Tdh b Z & ZREIT L v,
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4. ZITLV € §—U+ {s}, Q(s]5) =
sy > 0 £ 0. s 25 1 EOEBT, 5 -
U+ {s} DEBDIRBIZBLZ LN TES, LI
MoT, #HIZS—U+ {s} DEEDRENSHIR
BB T, s 1I2BAH T L 2REIT IV,

isk. s e UDERLET B, TRHHLRLTWY
XNz Eid, RO ETHA, IODOERMN €
S—U+{s} DFTi kDN ¥ 7 HERED—F/)N
éV\@{Z’S% i] CE Lf:é: % N ,f['il,77l] = A[%%ﬁf:T
n €UE, i, EDNI VTR X521 D/
S Lkiy, Thbb, H{iy, i) = H(iy i) —1
%(ﬁf:? iQL:O\/‘T ,1'[1.|.))‘1~_)] = ‘\[ - 1. JBJ: Uk‘
Zlivynp) =1 ZWA2$ 0y € Sny] 2FEZXBHE,
A RED A0 &, OFRIZTFEEL, I H
B1452WRETAIETERL T,

1
! _ : . o 3 )
Q'(ny2ln) = “]1_%1+ Py(nya|n) + I /IILI(I)IJr Psy(ny|n)
1 . ) . . . Al
> I,,IB%)I"‘ Py(ny|n) = “11_1(111+[1’:x('| ()]
= lim [P(i]|n)]Y = [P |m)]Y
pn—ot
> 0 (15)

F7-. 2:[7?2,77,2] =M% d ny € Uk N2 b E
&[ﬂﬁb: Q'(ﬂgl”lg) >0 %ﬁf:ﬁ“o

LoT, LD 22DOFREXDL QITL T, 2
BIOWRBT n 20 mIlBLIENTEL, Th
Do, i DN VTR 0ILTHEIT, D
BELHR DB 0 20 s ~NEREIOHERTES
ZENTED, PLELY QT irreducible TH 5B,

Q. E. D.

5 RRESHBOEHE

AL LY., Davis 7)) XLHS, RAFEE %
TETHAIGE, BLUO—EXETIIR MY 1
PR T ARE, Bl 2 T EEC L AT
ThHbHIEIREL, LML, Davis TIVITY X
LTI, MRE L — oc T, KREE s IZ—HEEMD
WINPT 525, BB Ch LIREE S h
'Cl/‘&‘/)o

S 5T, (1) D bound IFIEFITE LT, EHY
TId %\ 7272, BB~ OPESEEFL LT, &

EOIZL o GHAEMH fICoWT, REifL 2
FHICROWBOKEZ 0 IC#NESEHZLICLoT
RIEBPRIES NS Z EHATRENT VS 8],

Z LT, Davis {ZX 2T, p(k) P bound % 1/k IZ
L T¥ weak ergodicity & strong ergodicity % iifi
724 Z &A% conjecture & LTRSS N TV,
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