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Improvement of Grammatical Evolution by Schemata Operation

Abstract: Grammatical Evolution (GE) is one of the evolutionary computations which is designed for find-
ing function, program or program fragment satisfying the design objective. A simple improvement idea of
Grammatical Evolution is presented in this study. Instead of the simple Genetic Algorithm concept, stochas-
tic schemata exploiter concept is employed for the Grammatical Evolution. Effectiveness of the present

algorithm is discussed in the symbolic regression problem.

Keywords: Grammatical Evolution, Schemata Exploiter, Symbolic Regression Problem.

1. &

ARG RIR XE DAL D T o A7 K E R R
FHETLT) XLT, BBOMER, BEEE R
wWonTwa., REMARFGEL LT, BEHNT LI XA
(Genetic Algorithm : GA)[1], [2] ®EEH TR T I VT
(Genetic Programming : GP)[3] &AW H 5.

GA &1 1975 4£(2 Holland[1] 2 & » THRE S Nz H(b
WEIRIETH 5. BN e 2851 & U7 ikEN %
MRS 5. EROFHTE T 5 2 8 &6 U CHHER % %
RU, BX, ERERL Z 5 7T X 0 BUEK D S F-#
HERERT 5. Bol bRIEICBVWTIE, ZOHREERY IR
TIET, mEREREL LS LTS, GP 21X 1990 4RI
Koza[3] IZ & o TREI N ENEIRETH L. GP D
HiL GA I3 a 0, G2 oN28IET— X HNZ i
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WRBE (BB 70T L) 26T AERTE S HEEIER
W7z, BUEEARDZ L 5. ZOMEEMIRLT S7-D1Z,
XiE#E AL (Grammatical Evolution : GE)[4], [5] M2E X
NTW5b. GE TlE, FOEETIDSRBEBANDLEHS
Hak Ny A - 57 7 EdE (Backus Naur Form : BNF) 5%
EHVWTERLTBL. ZOXEEHNWDS LT, EED
HEETRD S BT SOEMIZIE L WERBIE 2 LK T 5 & 512
LT GP OEZEMRLTWD. £/, GA &Rk EK
BETEREA NS ZENTEZDT, GATHVWSLND
BEEEERMHETE 2.

AW OEHME, GEIZEWTIE GA L [FABRD B
ZRATESRIZEBL, GE THWSN S HIf GA D
R7aw Z2DRD YT, HEHRHAF—ERIE (Stochastic
Schemata Exploiter : SSE)[6] DM Z /A EDES I &
Thd. ZOF{E%E Grammatical Evolution with Stochas-
tic Schemata Exploiter (GE-SSE) & #4115 Z 129 5.
SSE 13 HHE 5 DHRE L 7RI RFIEDO VO E D TH 5.
SSE i%, GA LFBRIC 2 R CTREHE T N EERENZ Hw
THRREATOD, BEREEREICILEIZFET 5 2 EH O
VTHHILMAF —< 2 IR IR OERZ EKT 5.
DFER, SSE ITRZEFIC B W THEAE O @ W ERO T %
EHICHEET 20T, B GA F X0 b DUREE A H
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Fig. 1 Flowchart of Grammatical Evolution

<, IREEST BB R T X — R AVD AN E 0 S EE A
»% [6).
ARLOMBRIZRD £ 512 >T W5, H2fiTlE, X
WAL (GE) & kg 2 % — < &fkik (SSE), 5 (5
< GE-SSE IZ2oW\WTikR %, % 3HiTlE, GE-SSE %4
R E BB AT 5. BB, B4 NIRAMASkO X &
B ESBOIETHD.

2. 73U XL

2.1 XEE

2.1.1 7I3Y) XA

XiE#EM (GE) D7 e —F vy — 2K 1ITRL, TLVT

VA L%EPATIZRAR S,

(1) Ny AR - F U T7EE (BNF) 2 AW TCRIZ T %2 &R
BRI d 2 e EHT 5.

(2) &Rz T > X LB LT 2 #BFITESRT 5.

(3) MFD & 512 U TEMEKD EAR T8 %2 RBURLIZ 250
T 5.
(a) BET % 2 #BFID 5 n-bit BT 10 EEAFLHE

Wt 3.
(b) 4D BTN S 13 IR0 5 % Bl 5 &
3.

(c) AL TV BT £12H 5 KL 5 %
o, alZHINT 2ERHAEE n, £T5.

(d) 10 #EFIDME B % n, THIS 72K v 2 RKD B,
72720 B & UT, 10 #EBIN DL o EIZfH % F)
HLTW$HDLT 5.

(e) a lZHIET BB O T T v FHOEBHANZ
LoTaZEHTS.

(f) T RTOIFMGL S HIRIGL T ICERI N £ T
INEEDIRT.

(4) ERINWCEAVCHEEZ2GHHET 5.

(5) BB UIMT M2 TR T, iz X R
~NED.

(6) MERERNIZERN, 2 X R OEIRE RGO B IRAFE %

AU, #i7-ia@RER %2 ERT 5.
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& 1 BNF ULDHI
Table 1 Example of BNF Syntax

(A) | <expr> 1= <expr><op><expr> | (A0)
| <var> (A1)

(B) <op> = + (BO)
E (B1)

K (B2)

I/ (B3)

(C) <var> = X (Co)
|Y (C1)

| Z (C2)

(7) AFv 7 (3) NREB.
2.1.2 EEFEISKBEEADEH
EEFRID S RERIANOZE 70 ¥ 2 % 6% VT3

T5. ZZTIHELTR1IDES%BNF 2EHL, €%

U723k % - THESCD A j 2 47 5 . BIIREE 5 1E <expr>

L5 F1LITBWTETIZENS &I BT LT

HZEN S | TRY) o -MuRL S B U < IEIERIGR S

PEBBAIE LTHRTEZ 252K, Hl2IE <var> T

KIGT BB HHAIE <var> 2 X, Y XX ZIZEEHZ S

(CO), (C1), (C2) D 3@ TH5.

(1) &£ 010001111101101110 52 65hize T 5. Z
Z Tl 3-bit T & UCHBMEHREZTS . BHOMER
52 6NBEFIIRO LD IZEBmINS.

010 001 111 101 101 110 FEHZEHG
!

2 1 7 5 5 6 FEEZEHg
(2) 10 #EBF O RAIOfEIX 2 THS. BNF OFHRL S X
<expr>Thb. £1LD, <expr>0oEETHIL
DTELEBBANBIL 2 L7256, Lo THEIEETEEE
BRI THE > 72 FR 1 0 22D T (A0) 2NEIRI N 5.
Z OFERI N/ ERHAZ AWV THIAEL S <expr> %
EEHZD.
<expr> i i
d
<expr><op><expr> s
(3) Beb7Elc B B I Z1E <expr> TH 5. 2HHD
BEETEIE L, EBRBAOEBRLN 2@ T,
RIF1L &0 (AL) ANENET B, £IZ T <expr> & 2
DEBBAITEESIZ 5.
<expr><op><expr> T PR
d
<var><op><expr> Btk
(4) DR FRTRAE T & BRSO RIAR % I\ T L
R 2B ZEINL, 3N TOHEMRIGL A
FURL T IC A I N D F T DHEEME DK,
ZOBITIFEBOFMER Y-X WS BABER SIS (R 2).
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x 2 BTN LHEXOH
Table 2 Generated symbol list

PIESS JEAR 538
<expr> 2 <expr><op><expr>
<expr> 1 <var> <op><expr>
<var> 7 Y <op><expr>
<op> 5 Y-<expr>
<expr> 5 Y-<var>
<var> 6 Y-X

[ Define initial population ]
L
p ¥
{ Estimate fitness function }
4

— ~— No
«-zii(jbeck convergence criterion — 1

T~ L Define sub-populations ]
- J

Output result {Extract common schemata

I
{Generste new individuals
T J

M2 SSEO7H—F¥—|
Fig. 2 Flowchart of SSE

2.2 HERMRAEF-—TENE
fifE R A ¥ — < AL (Stochastic Schemata Exploiter :

SSE) I, tHESIC K ViREINE 6], [7]. AF—<&iF2

ERTERINLZBEFIIBWT, FED 2 EROIW D

ZeTH%. SSE TlRERMEADHEAF—< 2 HIZ LT

R DOIREERT H2DT, RWAF—< % RENIZEHE

IR B Z T, FASERZUET 5.

2.2.1 7ZILIJUXA

K 21ZRT 70 —F ¥ —MILUZABW, SSEOTILIY

ALELAFIZHRRS.

(1) DA M %S > X2 zEK L, W52 T %
T5.

(2) HERDM AT % 7T 5.

(3) PUREMAmR ISR EE L TKRTT 5. %
D TRIFIIEIRAED.

(4) A % i 4 FE D BEIMEIZAE R T eq, e, yer & U,
AL O S NERE BIGRIZHE » THRURER 2 4 % E
DR

(5) VA MIHIE N T WD AL M EOEEE S EE D
SENFNEAF—< 2 M T 5.

(6) MIADAF =<2 5T v X MR Z AR L, 22RE
SEEEREMT 5.

(7) R E N7z M O FEEIC & D IRIEAROREER % 4
L, ATy T (2) NED.

2.2.2 RF—TLEARBIEESOFTMEICDWNT

AF —< (schema) & I3fEMEE (0/1 D1 F V) IZH

JBRED 0/1 DU ZEFRL, {0,1,+} O 3D T D

Wz kO REEINE. DN, EEDAF—<% H, D
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( Define BNF syntax ]

( Deﬁne initial population }
k

¥
f Estimate fitness function

e

Translate genotype to
phenotype by syntax

- No
< Check convergence cntenon — 1

T~ [ Define sub- populations ]
Yes - T

\Extract common schemata}
2
:Generate new individuals]

I

( Output result ]

4 GE-SSED7H—F+¥—h
Fig. 4 Flowchart of GE-SSE

Ax =R EUMOER% s(H), MROBEE | s(H) | &
#£T. A¥—~ HOFHiifilk, AF¥—~ HZ2ELTART
DIERDFAMNE GEA ) DO FE¥fEe LTHRIh, UTD
NCTEHEINS.

J(H Z fa (1)

zes(H)

2.2.3 ARSI EEDERDFIR
BHEN] P 2B WT, M {HOK%E Z 04 DRI
Wiz v F IR (BB % c1,c0,- -+ e EEL. Py
DILE DRI ES S(#£ ¢) IT2VWT, TOHIZEEN
BERADA VT A% L(S) TRY. (S—c) &, H£AES
MO ¢ ZRWEE LTS, £72, MESZ2 UTE
T. L(S) <M DL, P, OfARRSESDEIZENT O
NEFr BRAEAET 5.
o S DFHIFAMMEIL S U cir(s)41) OFHFHAIE L D H
B,

o S D-YIFAME 1
BEDHEW.
SSE Ti, ML EDVIEFHEGEEHAWSE Z LT, S ={c}

S R E A & LR L TWL (4 3).

(S — eus) Ueqwis)v) O PRI

2.3 GE-SSE

Grammatical Evolution with Stochastic Schemata
Exploiter(GE-SSE) ® 7 B —F ¥ — M %X 4 1IZR L, %
flE AR oD 38 & BE BRI Z 35 1 2 38R T I & BB DL H T
NI AL%EUTITHRR S,
(1) Nw AR - F 7% (BNF) 2 H0 T %2R
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xR 3 BNF ik (BIERIERME)
Table 3 BNF syntax (Symbolic regression problem)

(A) | <expr> ::= <expr><op><expr> | (A0)
| <var> (A1)

(B) <op> u= + (BO)
| - (B1)

E (B2)

1/ (B3)

(©) <var> = x (Co)
| <num> (C1)

(D) <num> =1 (DO)
| 2 (D1)

3 (D2)

| 4 (D3)

|5 (D4)

| 6 (D5)

|7 (D6)

| 8 (D7)

19 (D8)

BIRLIZ 2809 B SRR EHKT 5.

(2) &EERZE T v X LITHER Uz 2 8BS TEERT 5.

(3) GE D7V T X LITHENEAEIR D E AR 71U % KB
ZEEHT B,

(4) BRI NHXERHNCEAELFHET 5.

(5) % UM T M2 M-I T, 7z S A hugix
~NED.

(6)SSE DT LIV XLIZHEVENMZEHHHT 5.

(7) AT v 7 (3) ~NR5.

GP TlE, 78— b2 ZDITHIFD &\ 5 #HfE%
AT %, AW TIE GE IZFAKRZHKOEFEEZINA S Z &
WU, ERINIMXOEIPRAELETH S MaxN
UTERbk51295.

3. I

3.1 BAHREEME

B EIEMEZ S . BEHEEMEL X, nHo Al
N7 =2 {(x1,11), (T2,92), -, (Tn,yn)} BEZ ONTZ L

,A®@ﬁf®ﬁuﬁﬁf%ﬁbé ETHhBH. HU,
yi = f(z;) THD.

AREERTIE, EOBK f & LTk EzHW5.

~—

flx)y=a* 423 +22 +2 (2)

X (2) 1IZBWVT, 7 DfE%E-10.0 225 10.0 £T 0.1 A ATE

LX B3 201 fHD Y~ T fHEERIZHNS.

F 3D &7 BNF A2 EH/T 5. FllAFH I <expr>

ThHb. MEEZ, Y 7N BIF2E0BEKE GE,
W o TERUZBEERE O P - FEHEEZHA VWS, F

g i X (3) THEALONS.
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Table 4 Parameters for symbolic regression problem

Max. generation 1000
Number of trials 100
Population size 300
Chromosome length 800
Number of elite 3

Bit length for radix conversion | 8bit
Max length of sentences 24

201
J S0l Z(f(, ) (3)

L7239, BEAEIRIEDKIEYRWI L ER5.

AL B W T, ERJTERER 2, 1I2DWT O
BIEE f(x), AEEE N & Uk & Sk o 0@ RER
P, 2R (4) U7z —L vy MNEREZRMT 3.

&:1_4%917 (4)

Zi=1f(-’”i>
RYFFECE—HmEXE AT S, 72, TV — MEEH
Iz HW5., GEIZDWTIERXEZE 0.9, 0.8, 0.7, 0.6,
0.5 &L, EBREFELE 0.5, 0.4, 0.3, 0.2, 0.1, 0.075, 0.05,
0.025, 0.01 EFRELTENTNERT 5. GE-SSE IZ
WTIREREREEE 0.5, 0.4, 0.3, 0.2, 0.1, 0.075, 0.05,
0.025, 0.01 L/BELTENTNEERT S, TDIEFHL DN
FA—=RIZDOWTIER 4 1TRT.

7, GEZDWTORNR, ERERROHGEL LK
T5. M5 IXBERERKIZB T 2 EMEERICBITERE
EARDEEEE 2 BERNBI IR LT T 7 THS.
eI EE A E 2R L, ISR YEZGRTED,
BEMIEZNTNORRERLOEDTHD. 5168
DRNRIZBWTHRHRERERRP R > TNWDH I L
Whrbd, £z, 6 I/ RXKRIZE T B okttfRIzE
5%&@%@?%@Aﬁéﬁwﬁ“£$*a:fbtﬁa
TTHD. MENTFIESEEZR L, BT SRR E R
Thbd. BREEERN 001 DL E, YOXXRIZEWNWT
EEWVEGE LR 5> T\W5S, ZTNIFZHRZ BRI 12/
L RMEDLGE, VIR OBEFEIINIZ K E <IKFL T
LES>DEEEZOND. RBRVHEGEZRLEZEX
Y EREBRBOMETIE, KXRN 0.6, ZREHEE)
0.075 TH - 7=.

IZ, GE-SSE DZERLEREOZLEIZDONWTELET .
B 7 3B EREEFIZ BT B R IEAIC B T 2 REEERD
PYIHMEEER LS T 7 TH S, Ml e s,
I ERERRE > TWS, B REWEHAEZRLUZE
BRIZEREREN 03 DEDTH - 7=,

GE DR X RN 0.6, ZIREEEN 0.075 L 3%E L7
D i RAER DSV 58 4 FE D PR R & GE-SSE D ZE/RZ8 7
Kz 0.3 LRE U2 ERO I RAE R D258 A R O Ul
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Fig. 5 Effect of crossover rate to average fitness of best indi-
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Fig. 6 Effect of mutation rate for average fitness of best indi-

viduals
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Fig. 7 Effect of crossover rate for average fitness of best indi-

viduals

AR 8ITRT. ZORITHWT, Bl R % f %
BBV MISIE 2R 3. ARAEE D GEIZ L 54
HAERL, EHD GE-SSEIZX5fEHEZRLTWVWS., Ih
&0, GE-SSE I& GE & ARG AGEE N Z & 3
"5,

3.2 BRFHKRMTHRE

HEERt (ALY BHAOKRATISG2RET S
MATIfEECTd 0, B EEEFREE] s —Eiz E53 549 1700

2014 Information Processing Society of Japan

Vol.2014-MPS-98 No.23
Vol.2014-BIO-38 No.23
2014/6/27

3000

2500

2000

1500

Fitness

e GESSE:MRO.3
«= == «GE:CRO.6MR0.075

(]
1
1000 %
\
‘\
500 ~
P —
——————
o L o~
0 200 400 600 800 1000
Generation

8 LA (A D V- I DR

Fig. 8 Convergence of average fitness of best individuals

x5 HRFEHRMLFHRIFEIC 51 5 BNF Sk
Table 5 BNF syntax for NIKKEI average forecast problem

(A) | <expr> := <expr><expr><op> | (A0)

| <var> (A1)

(B) <var> 1= <stock> (BO)
| <num> (B1)

(C) <op> u= + (C0)
| - (C1)

| * (C2)

I/ (C3)

(D) <stock> = y;_1 (DO)
| ye—2 (D1)

| ye—3 (D2)

| ye-a (D3)

| ye—s (D4)

(E) <num> =1 (E0)
|2 (E1)

|3 (E2)

| 4 (E3)

|5 (E4)

| 6 (E5)

|7 (E6)

|8 (E7)

|9 (E8)

P D 5B, ARIZR 225 $M 2 W& LTHRINT 5. %
BF—REUT20104E10 H 1 H25 2011 4E9 A 30 H
FTOMMOT—2 T —%) 220, T —X2N
TOELBEED Y TIEO DB R b kIS
5. ZUT, JT— XN TR EEE DR WL
Z 2011 410 H 3 HA5 2011 4E 11 H 30 H £ TORAMD
F—=X (FAMTF—R) WKL CHHiZ1T 5.
RO ¥l 2 GE-SSE T/AEKT 5728, £ 5
DES RN EEEHT S, BRI <expr> TH 5.
WEEE, JT— 2T 3 EBOME L GE-SSE 12
Ko THERUZERBEED» S B o N5 FHELE OV 5
MEEHWS. FHRERERN 5) THAONS.
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Table 6 Parameters for NIKKEI average forecast problem

Max. generation 1000
Number of trials 100
Population size 300
Chromosome length 800
Number of elite 3

Bit size for radix conversion 8bit
Maximum length of sentences 24

137.6
137.5 »
137.4 /
137.3 /A /

137.2 W

137.1

Fitness

—o—GEwithSSE

137

0.5 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.075 0.05 0.025 0.01
Mutarion Rate

B 9 HERERROEHMNIZE T 2 REERD T # & E
Fig. 9 Effect of mutation rate for average fitness of best indi-

viduals

-2 (5)

Z 2T, NItz FHITE2HE, y it HIZB T 2ED
PRAE, 7, 1% GE D3RR U 7235 B E A & B U 72 T3l
Thd. ZOMEE2ZDOEFMAELLTHS DT, EAE
X OITEWIEERWZ &IZ24 5.

RO6DEIIIINRTIA-REZREL, BREEKR 0.5,
0.4, 0.3, 0.2, 0.1, 0.075, 0.05, 0.025, 0.01 &#FE Lt
3 5.

B 9 3R ZRE R BT L BRI B T 2 Rk
DY EGEEZR LS T 7TH S, Ml EaEe s,
MHI R ERE L o T W5, RBRWERAE 2SR L
FRRITRRERE LR 0.1 LRELZBDTH -7z, FER
BHRRIZH ) B R EARO YA EOPCR iR %R 10
RS, 22T, Ml AR MY A R T

100 [FIDFRATD 5 bigb BWEGEIX 134.95 TH Y, %
DR RAE? 515 5 a2 kR =7

Yt—3 — Y—s5) + 10 T Rl

. (
= (y;—1 —5) +
Yt (yt 1 ) Yoz 5

(6)

TR 51 2 HRR T & PR & -4 — il 1
112.284 &7 o7z,

4. W
ARIZEClE, SR B 2 IR R EE D D 7=
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Fig. 10 Convergence of average fitness of best individuals

& GE O#Z#FIZ SSE 2 U 72 GE-SSE 2 $2% L 7-.
GE & GE-SSE izxf U, BHEURIEMEIZ & - TS %=
7\, GE-SSE OHIHIINAHEED GE & REN T & % i
U7z, SSE IZEHMifE D B A ¥ —< 2 51z LT iK%
HIR L, RERETR > TWL 20, RIRTOEREE
L7 RIS % R IR T 2 A D 5. T Do,
GE & LEARYIHINACEE B H L o722 B2 651 5.
SHOFEEBEL LTI TIAEITFONnE. £, GE
& GE-SSE L DU D 7% DT A MiEZHKD Z & T
HEAREEDE T X 2 RO RBOMRIZ T 5N 5.
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