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B =

ZIEE R, SRORBEREZRHOZIEEITEICE VT, ~ERETORBMEERT VI IE
HIZHLWREILTH S, ZDdDHEL LT, HHEY I 7ICE 3B IREI TS, LiL,
2572 LT Gabriel 777 (GG) ZHWTED, Xt TIZARD IR L 5L TE R e n
SN D 2. AT, HBWEHRICERTEZ7 77 THD, RTAXA—X BITL->TGG(B=1) &
HXHERE 75 7 (B=2) OHEINILEE 75 7 24K TE 2 pENMENER 2 7 7 (BRNG) 24287 5.
2 JIH B 20 KITD 5-peaks MBUTB VT, Mk & gANCIED W TR A ZMDLL, AoHEtic kD
AR RR L7z, ZORER, BRITOMETINE W 8 TEBICHEFER L, SXTOMETIEREN
BTHRZNLZL DRERRT 2L DENTDHZ D3 h o7,

1 FL®IC

HELRY 7 v 3 ) X 4 (Evolutionary Algorithm, EA) i, EVE(LEfEE €70 L fgit 7 ra )
A LDKFFTH D, EEN 71T Y XL (Genetic Algorithm, GA), H#E{LERE (Evolution Strategy, ES), 72
5 iE(k (Differential Evolution, DE)[1, 2] EZ < D72V X APMBEREINTWS. EA WX, FE{toxf
RTH B ENEBOMEZ T 2R L THERD S Z BN TEREHFRIETHD, 71T Y X LDFMENE
DTHB Db, bRABRECREZ L T EhTn 5.

THZEITRLICBWT, REfEE 1 D71 RKD 2 DT L, BERERED STk 3R Z L ORERE K
B, ZOH0SHOBRTHAT 2AERDIZWIEEDH 5. ZD & 5 REEIEZIEMERE(E (multimodal
optimization) M & FEXH, 2RO RGEM - WERGEREE KD 2 0825 2 N ETH 5. Lrl, £
I RE(LTEZ EA TRI S 2352, —MINIRKEI LIS ON TN L, 2 1 20fE
DFGAICRT 5. B, HREMDIERT I ICE D ZROMERD 2 LW S /715Eb H 253, [H UMEZ R
DIRLERR T 2 REMDIH D, BT L ZHOMERD 2 Z LI DBA SR, T D7, 1HOFITT
LR D SRR KD 5 72D DMHIENTEFIAT O TV S,

ZROME AIFITRD 2 72 H121E, RO 0D 534 M (subpopulation) 127324, il
M2 ERRTIRZ 0 U, SRR R L O DBRZ D 2 FIENNEL 2D, TD X 5 BFEIIEAD T
(niching) & % \WMFAIME (speciation) ¥ FEEALT WA [3, 4], REWARTIEE LTE, H2HiPHCHEGE%E
I E S sharing, FOERETT LRSI DS Z HIFR L2 DY 4 XZHIRS % clearing, 4
FHEROBICR D FM U RN e B3 2 2 8IS & D 2REMEZHERFT % crowding, FER D PRICED
FERR S 2[5, 6], 7 7AXV ¥ ZRAMLUTHAIERAERKS 2751 [7), B8 Z 7 (proximity
graph) ZHIH U THIZH S 27574 8, 9] mEhdH 5.

AWETIE, A2 7% RIS 2R oWTHETT 5. FkicHw2iaiE2 2 72 LT, Gabriel
25 7 (Gabriel Graph, GG), HXEf5 27 7 (Relative Neighborhood Graph, RNG), 8 A7 L+ (B
skelton) 72 EDSHV SN T WS, GGIIPEHDH WD, FHIEIOLO BETIEIERRIIICER Y 7 713hw»
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REEX 72D, IO IUT WE WS HED D 5. RNG IFFEICH e T WHNCHRMEL 725 2 » 5 HE
MbH3. 777X TEFIC GEBHHINTWED, ESXTOMETIED E D% ORbffz
FRTERVE WS MDD 72, KW TIEX, GG ¥ RNC OFMTH D, 275 74ROFHHEI/NE
W B FRAI RNG(S-relaxed RNG, SRNG) 2R T 5. SRNG X 8 25 ET 5 2 ic & D RNG O&MFE %
FMLTGCIEWS I 7RERTE S, X518, BEIFEEIIC, BIC B DOHEAZMIF AN Z BRNG
EHERT S BUHETH B,

BRNG % 27'7 715D SRS L, Ny F~v—2 Rt 2 Z2ickh, 2oWuzfiNg.

2 EEIST
21 EH

HREAV CHEEGEDPORL777 G% G(V,E) TRET 5. 77 71%, HRES V O
WERNT 2277 7THY, whti7F 7 (Nearest Neighborhood Graph), Gabriel 7' 7 [10], HHXHLH
2727 [11], B skeleton[12] L EDHEREINT WS, EHS 7 7T, EED 2 [HRL v, vy € V DS A
2t T 2 EDAU (v;,v) EE 8D,

Gabriel 77 7T, v; & v; 2RI ZEAL T 2RO THAD G EATWRITIUL, v; & vy B3
SEGESRIER LT 5. Gabriel 777 7 GG(V, E) 1%, THR v ZHUDE T 285 r ORERNORIRE HS(v,r)
TRETNUL, LTOXSICEFHKTE 3.

(vi,v;) € E = HS<—Ui;vj,4Hvi;ij)ﬂV:¢> (1)
HS(w,r) = Azl|llz—vll<r} 2

COMT % Fig 1 1R 3. ALRDTHR vy HVHERANCIHE LR WSS ICDATHREER L, Z 5 ThuwiEa
R L.

Fig. 1: Gabriel 7’7 712B1) 2L DHIE

WIHER 75 7%, Tiio BET vy ZHDET2LE [ — ]| © 2 D OBEROILELE S TH 2 S
B (lume) 1A FFUEAYE E TR FAUDEH R R LT 5. HADER 2 9 712 Gabriel 72 7 D
8257 CTHS. MMEHEZ 57 RNG(V,E) BUFO XS5 ICEHTE 3.

(vi,vj) € B <= HS(vi, |[vi = v;l[) N HS(vj, [[vi —vs][) NV = ¢ ®3)

O % Fig.2 IR,

5JE B skeleton (lune-based j skeleton) (&, TH v;,v; BERUNT X=X 3 (8 > 1) ZHWV, & (1-—
5yoi + Bu; BERUF Bv; + (1 - L)yv; 2D T 5244 Bl — v)]| D 2 DDOMERDHEE S PN DTER
MEENTORIFIUDEGRI T 5.

(’Ui,‘l}j) € F «— (4)

BY it 2o Bilos — o, Bii (1=, Bios — v, _
HS((17§>1/1+51;],2H1)1 UJH)QHS(2U1+(1 2>v],2\|1)l vj||>ﬂV—<;$
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Fig. 2: XI5 277 71281 2 0DHE

B=1751F Gabriel 7’7 7 &=L, B=270 ML 7 —8T 5. ZOKTZ Fig.3 [T,
BARINN YT, v, v % 51— B n8IL N i be T 2B MO THEIL 2N A%
b e F 3 HEROIGER S N E T 5.

Fig. 3: B skeleton 27’7 7 (8 = 1,1.5,2) IZBF 2 ADHE

2.2 EEISTOERCHESR

20DEE v, v;, TRLUSNDIEEDEE v, LT 5B, &S5 712B 3 UOHEEUTO L 512
KB, 72721, du,v) = |lu— ol SIEEMERESTH 5.

1. B7VTNT 57
d(vi,v)? + d(vj, )2 < d(vi,v;)? ZEE T 2 R o DIEELRIIUE, v & v BILTHRT 5.

2. MR 5 7
d(vi,v) < d(vi,v;) 22D d(vj, vr) < d(vi,v5) ZIEVET 3 5 v DL LRTAUL, v; & vy ZIUTHE
fid 5.

3. [ skeleton
d(vi, )2 +d(Bvj + (1= B)vi, vg)? < Bd(v, v;)? 22 d(vj, vk)? +d(Bv; + (1= By, vg)? < Bd(vi, v;)?
B S B v BMAHELIRITAUE, v ¥ v, BZIUTHERT 5.

D RILEMCBY 2THRB N O 77 712003 2 Ml 7 v 3) XL QFEREZEZ L. EIFPHED
ERUE, TR 2 MO (N(N - 1)/2) KNLT 2 HERSETOREHET 2720, EDF77ThH
N(N —1)(N —2)2[TH%. XuEEERT DL, ftHREIZODN?) vik3. LrL, #7VTLT
5 7 L WRBER 25 7T, d(vi,v;)(D 2T®) DHEMLEHT 270, A 50fH% O(DN?) OFHERTT
Fle LTRDTEE, Z2OFEMAVWE 22k b 1 HOZ&MHER O(1) TITX %72, O(DN? 4 N?)
Y, FHEZ S Ay &) b EHICHERETH 5. 1B, RO D D77 712250,
RNG 28 LTI RNG D RA—8—=2'F 7 2 RDTEMICEDLRVILEHIFRS 2 W5 5T O(N?) AT
DTNTY XL (13, 14] BRESHTNS. GG INLTIEE 2— YR T 1y 71T X 5L [15]) BEE
NTWBD O(DN?) Kilfid 7 v 20 X L3 A STV,
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3 HBHTEF SEMMENAEES 7
3.1 (B
BLWVART X — RS EEHS T 7 TH 5 [HEMRNG(SRNG) 21K T 5. FRNG DUEHEMFE, RNG

RZ v LU, 2 0P RERDE 2R LD v, WUTORZMIE S 5 & S5 ITHREMRT 2.

_ v — ol A+ vy — w2
[lvi =52

IHEEBTZEUTDLI2R%.

g

., 1<pB<2 (5)

o = vl + [l — vkl * = Bllvi — v;|*

A 2 4 2l — vyl = Bl — w1
o~ 2551 = (YT, ) 0
L72Ai5T, BRNG(V,E) BT D & 5 ICERTE 5.
(vi,vj) € E <= (7)
HS (o o= 1D P 505, s - 31D 0 5 (P2, 2oy} v =

ZOFTE Figd 1RT. R BRNG(B=1.5) OEMFHIHTH 5.

Fig. 4: ARNG 2B 2 WDHE

BRNG & GG D52 275 7 THY, RNG DR—R—=2FT7Th%. ATV rEtkic, =1 D
B GG, =2 DHFEMRNG TH 5.
BRNG B 2LDHEE, LFD X512k 5.

o d(vi,vr) < dlvi,v5) B2 d(vg,v0) < d(vy,vy) B0 Lttt Il g RS B o, AAEL T
L‘tﬁ%&f, v; & Vj %ﬂf*&ﬁ?é

BRNG OFFFIRE, d(vs,v,) 2L LTRDTEIE, &HHEE O(1) T2 275, GG RNG &
[ O(DN? + N3) TH 5.
Figh 73TV X a%mRd. 4 (vi, vj) DBEFIET 5 & ZiX eij =1, ZIHTRHRVE XX eij =0 Ll s.

3.2 BE&NEIS7

HAMNE 7 7%, HICEARAR NN WSZ7 7 TH5. BRNG T, I 8 DEADMFWIZEHA
1% BRNG 24T 2 Z e BA[RETH 5. RNG O SIFHBAICA 2 72 [0 v, O THRAND BHEDEA L
5.

FEED 2 5 vy, v; 1ZDOWT, UTFD X512 (v;,v)) DEL w;; ZHRD 5.
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BRNGO {
for(i=1; i<N; i++)
for(j=i+l; j<N; j++) dij=dj;i=d(vi,v;)?;
for(i=1; i<N; i++)
for(j=i+1; j<N; j++) {
for(k=1; k<N; k++)
if(k1=i &% k'=j && dip<di; && dj<di) {
if (d%, + d?k <Bd?j) break;
}
if (k>N) ei;=1; else e;;=0;
€ji=€ij ;
}
}

Fig. 5: BRNG ®7 /LT 1 X L

1w =2 Z9Es %
2 d(vi,vk) < d(vi,vj) e d(vj,vk) < d(v,;,vj) %?ﬁf:’i Uk b:;ﬁbf, L)(‘F%ﬁ'ﬁ@_é

min

w;j =
T kglig)

ol 2
{WzUM4W% WH} ®)

[lvi = ;]2

Fig.6 iIc7 L3 X KRR

weighted BRNG() {
for(i=1; i<N; i++)
for(j=i+l; j<N; j++) dij=dji=d(vi,v;)?;
for(i=1; i<N; i++)
for(j=i+1; j<N; j++) {
’U.Jij=2;
for(k=1; k<N; k++)
if (k!'=1i && k!=j && din<di; && djk<dz]) {
B=(d3y, + d3) /3y 5
if (B<wij) {
wi;=P;
if (wij<1) { wi;=0; break; }
}
}

Wji=wij ;

Fig. 6: HATE BRNG O 7L 3 ) X 4

4 TESME

T (speciation) 1%, EVFAINCIIH L WEEDSHEAE T 272007 v 2 TH 525, EA ITBWVWTI,
ZIEMBERIC B W TIE 2R R, EROMEFRIFICER T 272D HwshTE T [6).

oMb D ke LT, MR (species radius) & W2 /%, k-means 77 A2V ¥ 7% FH\W3 ik,
kEGHER V27515, EHE7 7 72 W3 ER EPRE I ATV S [16]. U T T, FMabonge iz
LURREA P2 P={x1, @2, ,zn} &L, BEBEHEITHEONE (seed) & @yeeqiz,) ERLT 5.
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4.1 BERICLBZIENL

FRERIC X 2 LT, TSR R TERINn s, MoREKLREEPLL T2 1E R ol
EROAE BBk B2 G ITAHET 2RUC KD 1 DORMZRIKT 2. mIES L SROMEIMN G2 shizr
T, AFRCEBEBRO 70TV X L% NIRRT (17, 18, 19]. FAZ 1 DOMICOAFET 2 Z LI
75,

1. RS2 EBEO R WIEICY — T 5.

2. MKEREEORRM o, ZHLVWEDOREKE T2 (seed(xy) =b) . RE»SFE R UNDETOR
x; X OMICEXE 5 (seed(zi) =b) .

3. H LWRHCHTE U 72 RS 2 RZTIE A2 S IR T 5.
4, YBRIEB NI D ET 2. N 3.

WY RS X OREBIIC X DAL 2720, ZONETEELEOERIEETH S LS
WERAD 5. £z, FOBIRIIMERCRWHLEITHISLIZC VWS HERS 5 5.

4.2 V22T KkB3EDML

k-means 7 7 A XV ¥ I X BFE [20] T, EFEMEIEXS AR EICLoTEHENS. 100D
I 7AZML ODFIIHIGEL, 77 ARXNORREOGIEONRK L &S, FRlZ 1 2OMICOAET %
TR hkA. AFEOTLIY R LELLTIRT.

1. k-means JEIC & D, HEEES {21, 20, 2y} ZEHD I F2XK C = {C),Cq, -+ ,Ch} W20
T5.

(a) ML, BERKRER 2, 1IZOWTC, BT 57 7AXC; 25 Y X LIGERT 5.
(b) WHRAT v 7. 77 AXOTELEHF LY FZAXFDLL T 5.

m= > = )
(c) BIMMR T v 7. BERERkdILVT FAXIEHD Y TS.

Cj = {z:| arg min_ ||z — |l = p;} (10)

(d) BB R BB ET, (b) NES.

2. KT TARICBI SRR EHEORELL T5.

4.3 EFEEICKLBESE

kIR X AR TRE, IEGREEEBHER OBk IC X o TERSINS. BRE kOB RICK -
THAMR IS, Zron L TR SN 2720, ZRIGEROMIIET Ze2d 5. REo7 VT

V2 L% DTORT.
1. 2 TOHELREBONEEZ KD 3.
2. BEERE 2, i=1,2,--- ,NITHLT,

(a) FREEAVNIW BAL kO RERD 5.

(b) z; LEFRICIDFZRRL, FEICBI2REAEZMOREL T 2.



4.4 FETSTICEB3EDML

IR 5 71 X AR ETIE, DGR () ORI Ko TER SN S, FRRN L Z DRk
S NIRRT K o THIDRER E N 5. IR RIS U TREDSE E 5 72, TR ORI s 5

BB, KEEOTILTY X LEMTITRT.
1. a¥ 79 7 2ERT 5.
2. BHEK M @y, i=1,2,--- ,NITRLT,
(a) LOEE EEBIEL, BHINTV5HERD 5.
(b) @ LEHESAN TN RUCEIDERZHRL, BB 2REAZEONELL T 5.

seed(z;) = a

f (@) (11)

rg min
{l|l=i Or (vi,v;)EE}

5 ‘T T 7ICE D ZEMREIL
AEFZE T, 7 7 71280 kB DE(Speciation-based DE using SRNG, SDE-G/BRNG) 42
KT 5.

5.1 BRE{LRE
E RN & ORGEILRIE (P) 1, UTFD XS ICERTE 2.

(P) minimize f(x) (12)
subject to I; <z; <w;, i=1,...,D

T, x=(x1, - ,zp) & D TICRELERZ b, flx) GEHNEETHS. 1, u dZZzhzh, DFE
DREER z; O TR, LRMETH 2. UTTE ETREIOAZIMIE T 5 T H 2 HRERZEHZ2 S TR
Blg5.

5.2 ESEL

7257t (DE) 13 EA ®—>2T®H D, Storn and Price[2] 1T & o TIRE X N7z, DE IFHERIY R EHIRER
ECHD, EMZ W2 AERK 2175, DE GIEIE, Mo FrlaekilE, IEmiE, ZgMmE
R DR A REGECITEICEH SN TETE D, s ORI L CEdcl@e 713 ) XA TH S
EDREINTETVS.

DE 230 DA R XN TED, DE/best/1/bin % DE/rand/1/exp REN I AL TWV S,
Zh5iE, DE/base/num/cross W) FLETRIEI NS, “base” 1FEARNRY bV LI 2 BOBITTEE
feEd 5. HlZ1E, DE/rand 3FEANRY bA DD DB EEMM» S T ¥ X MEIRL, DE/best [ZHEMD
RBAIAAZEINT 2. “num” 13EEARRY PR ZEREI R 27DD&ETRT PLVOMEABEZIRET 5. “cross”
FETFRAERT 272D T 2 RXXAEERRET 5. HlZIE, DE/base/num/bin (&—E DR ClE{AT
% 243 % 58X (binomial crossover) Wy, DE/base/num/exp 1%, BB T 2 MR TEIE T
% 43 % 22X (exponential crossover) & W 5.

DE Tl&, #RERZEMHNCT ¥ & 2k 24 L, wIERZ /R T 2. S IERIERER 2 b
HIGL, DEOREZERZBIE T LTHRD., FRICEWT, fTokzie L GERS 2. B8
B LT, RO XD RILAA T TbN S, FERENDI-DIC, BRI NFBIZER AL & Hauoic iz s
1+ 2 num HOEARZEIRT 2. ROIDMEARDEEARS FLeeh, 58D OEFNDIZESIR T Pl iR 5.
FEOTNY P U F(scaling factor) 23RE S HMIERRZ FULITMZA 615, ZORRGoNRT PL2E

127
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A7 P, HERY TS, ThbB, CR(crossover factor) IZ & DIEE XN/ HER THOME T %
LRI FVOEFTEMT 2 LI2XD, FOXRT ML (trial vector) DRSNS, I, EIFEE
Re LT, F28EDBRINE, BlzTrCEiRs 5.

AWFZETIE, 22737 MR 1 (num = 1) & L7z DE/species-best/1/bin % 5. species-best &
&, RECHAT 228, R=2ZAXZ Fre UTHRDTE$ 2 FioRE 2 RS 2188 TH 5.

5.3 SDE-G/SRNG D7 XL

HTRe7ra ) X0z mRy.

(0) E&E. AWIETIEEADR SRNG Z W3 72012 3 #18E T 5. DE D720, AR N, 27—V
VP77 R—F, XXECREZWRTET 5. HBRELIRT 272017 —A4 72HW5DT, 7—
HATHA XNy ZIEET 5.

(1) #IfE. N O ; ZOIHIERSR R e LTAERL, FIHEN P = {z;,i=1,2,--- ,N} 2K
5. RTOMEEFMT 2. 7—H4 7 AL 272DICA=P T 5.

(2) ¥THIE. BTEMZHETIUE, 7AITVRLEIKTT 2. BTEMAE LTE, RO#EDIKLE
R B RGTHE [ B 2 W 2 Z & A%,

(3) Fisr{t. BRNG ZEKT 5. 77 71D KR bzt BTN T 2K zoceaqe,) ZRAT 5.
(4) ERER L LK. ZTOfEE @ SR LT, TilDZeRER & KX BEZTTS.

(4a) ZERZETE. ZEIRZEHITIZ, species-best HkI& [18, 16] Z W5, &Ek z; It LT, 28K ,,, =,
Za; BROHWICHBELARWVWE I ICT Y X AT 5. ZRNT F L my; ZHART FPLTH 2B
FOREBLUEIRNT MV x,y — Ty DOLUTDEITENRT 5.

M = Tseed(x;) + F(:Bm - wr:;) (13)
(4b) XX, NZ M m; B8z LR, TRZ ML @) ERT 5. RS j 22TONRIE (1, D]
LI VA LGERT B, TR ML, @ jFEHOEHEE m; O j HHOERE»SMKT 5. Zhld

WDRTEE, UK CR OMEET m; DM S, 1— CR OHET 2, »HMET 5. EIROUIT
i, (da) ¥ (4b) 3—F L £ D DM CHEENS.

(5) AFEBIN. TR MARTHIT 2. TRZ ML 2] DAY R LD S EHETRY MRS
YU, 74T AMET B, 1L, A DWRED Ny Kiliz SIENISENT 55, Na k7
51Z, BLEVERLHRL, ZOWHLD SR, BT 2. 25 TRIZERY MR
BT 5.

(6) P RAEGFHTEL, (2) 1KH5.
Fig.7 i< SDE-G/BRNG Oifla — F&RT.

6 B

6.1 TXNEHK
TAMEBE LT, 500D (1) 28D 5-peaks BIRZ W5, ZOBBIL, RO IzDICHGE LT,
2 DOt EDMTE DI CEH SN B TH D, UTO XS i#Eh 3.

5 D T 2
f@) = Y e (L> (1)

o2

alj = 71, (I,Q]' = 07 agj = 17 a4j = (71)j, (L5j = (71)(].71), o=0.3



SDE-G/SRNG/species-best/1/exp()
{
P=N individuals {z;} generated randomly in S;
A=P;
for({=1; termination condition is false; t++) {
E=Edges of [RNG created from P;
Obtain {seed(x;)} by Speciation using F;
for(i=1; 1 < N; ++) {
ri=seed(x;);
,,=Randomly selected from P(ry & {i,m1});
@r,=Randomly selected from P(rs & {i,r1,r2});
k=select randomly from [1,D];
for(j=1; j < D; j++) {
if(j==k || u(0,1) < CR)
T, =Ty 4 F (T 5 — Ty )5
else
mi,fﬂﬁi,g;

}
L)) < S {
z=x};
if (JA| < Na) A=AU{z}};
else {
To=arg ming, ca ||z — xal|;
if (f(2)) < f(Ta)) ®a is replaced by x;

}
else
i=Ti;
}
P={Zi},
}
}
Fig. 7: SDE-G/SRNG O#ifla— K. 727201, u(0,1) XX [0, 1] O—HkfLETH 3.
Hﬁiﬁﬁﬁbi: (151»"' 71)7 (0707"' 70)7 (717717"' 771)7 (17717"' 7(71)(D+1))7(7171’“. ’(71)D) ®51;

BEfE -1 TH 3. Fig8IZ D =21BI 3B Y 7%R7.

Fig. 8: 5-peaks D77 7

6.2 RERZM

5-peaks FIEICEWT D € {2,3,5,10,20} DX OME % F#{ 3 5. SDE-G D87 X — X FEI,
fERE N =50+ 10D, F ¥ CRIZOWTIE, F € {0.4,0.5,---,0.8,09}, CR€{0,0.2,---,08,1} 205
AR T > B DISER L2, 77— 4 794 & Ny =3N & L7

129
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1T H 72 b ORKBEEGHIE R Z 20000D ¥ L, 25 ERRITOFEMERFIRS. 7 —h— THHOEKED
BEEUIE & RIS & DFEFEAY 1075 LUNC, 1072 DBk /- Wis 2%, FER U 7z Kidumiiifg &
T 5. EBREREMIT 272010, ZIREREETREAINZLITO XS 26182 w5 [21).
o Y'— 27 (peak ratio, PR) 1%, 2 TOMTICBWTHA L 2 KIBRHMOEETH 5. 72721, KK
O L DRZEDHFRAGELL T OB RO, KBRS ROz e s 5. @it taT
DIl S TEIUZ L v 72 5.

_ SLINPE,

PR_NKP*NR (15)
NRIZFRITEL, NPF; (&5 i T CHOT = REBREROR, NKP IR O KIRIRER DT
bH5.

o JIE (success rate, SR) 1%, R TORBUREMZIERL L) LI ITOHEIGTH 5.
NSR

NSRBI L7708 TH 5.

o HGHFE (convergence speed, CS) 1%, 42T KIBUREMZ &R T 5 & CTITE L 7 BIEGEHHRIE D
YTHhs.
_ Y FE,
C5 = &=L (17)
FE; 5 i T TR TORBIRERZ R T2 T TICEL-BEGHMAREKTH S, R TERATER
Do EE, mABEBGEHIRE 3 5.

BRNG D5 X —&1i%, B {1,1.251.5,1.75, 2} Wi L TR Z LGS 3.

6.3 HERER

FERFG SR % Table 1 13R Y. SXTTHOMEICH LT, FRNG D 8 2L B =HRIZOWT, SR, PR,
CS DFfEER LTz, B, CSIKOWTIMEERAE S R L. fRZLRT 25 LTHRARD DD
EZbhb., ZITE, SRPERAELEBHER, SRAPFEULZSIEPRARAL B55E, RP AR UL S51E
CS RN R BHEHR e WS HUETIE L, REOFEEZ KT TR,

2D3D,5D IZOWVWTIX, 2D D B =125 5D D B =1 %2RE, £TORITTETORIBEMEZ ER
TETW3. 2DD B =125¥ 5D D B =1DEFAEE 17T 1D KIBEEEE RO shizhoizl v
IFERICI - TED, HREICKEREFED. PEHEICOWTIE, KA LIZRToAZERBILEA =1
DYEDIRDML, BWKEL BB LD > TR RBHINDNDE. SN2y, £ OAMER
Ehp7e0, ZL oMK TIRE L R 2MAEEHFMCHZIERT 2 212k 5. 2Dk, FIDX v N—
BORELRD, FOEDP#RL 755, DROAITHRZIED 2720, KU TR Lz £ X 5
ns.

10D,20D 22\ T, WTFhDHED R TORBIREAELZRETETVWRVRAITEH 5. SR & PRI
DWTIE, BDRKREVWHDPRKELZRZMHEANRD YD, f=2DEEPRIRKEIV. —fRICIKITTEPKRELR5
&, BEREMMPIEKIC 2720, HREZDRE S LTHHREENBICRD, BINIVWETERT T 71T
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UohZeizoTLES.

Fig.9 XL HOROBOMR 2T, MO, MBI 2REBOMAIATES 228, T74b
5 seed(x;)=x; LR BTEARBKTH B, 2TORIEICB VT, BAVNIWVELHOKB /NI W 200
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Table 1: SEEufEE

B=1 8 =125 B8=15 B =175 B=2
SR 1 0.96 1 1 1
2D PR 1 0.992 1 1 1
CS 5146 + 396 6828 + 6786 5510 + 462 5732 + 436 5650 + 426
SR 1 1 1 1 1
3D PR 1 1 1 1 1
CS 9226 + 525 9984 + 567 10307 £ 566 10746 = 771 10954 + 760
SR 0.96 1 1 1 1
5D PR 0.992 1 1 1 1
CS 22628 + 15811 22048 + 1153 23688 + 1114 24732 + 1133 25624 + 1259
SR 0.04 0.76 0.88 0.92 0.96
10D | PR 0.72 0.952 0.976 0.968 0.992
CS | 194226 + 28287 97362 + 57710 90708 + 40429 91906 + 32013 89084 + 22853
SR 0 0.04 0 0.16 0.2
20D | PR 0.24 0.352 0.504 0.608 0.648
CS 400000 = 0 391520 + 41543 400000 += 0 373230 4+ 63390 | 379050 + 46044
7 HHDHIC

AWFFETIE, ZIBHERTEZ L 72012, 75 71 & BRI H L7z, TERD 25 712 & 2 R5ME T
FIZGG EHWTED, SXTOMETIIPBOEHER L 2RATERVE WS MESIH o7, 2
LT, GG ¥ RNG OHIINZIER 275 7 % Ui BT & % BRNG ZHE LT, 2 Xt 5 20
RILD 5-peaks M Z R4 72 BIETHREILT 5 Z2I1C& D, ERITTOMETII/NE W § TEBICRZ R

L/y

EXTLDMBETIEIRE N B TREINL B DFZRRT 2 Z e BRBETH D Dotz 72721,

R DOBA L D RERBBTE LD RER BEAVIZDELDZ L EZX LN,

SHIE, & 2B ZIEERSEEEICOWT, BEFEREEH T2 TETH 5. ol ORI HATITH
52 TERND, WIIEKRER B2V, KB RHMADEELZIckD, B2 ZL D%
D EHIIRD B FEICONVTHHNT 2T ETHS. £/, EANEDOLUEERTE 2EHANNE BRNG O
FHATECOWTHMFI LIz e BEZ TS,

HEE

AWFZEIX, JSPS BHFE JP17K00311, JP19K04916 DBIKZEZITTW\W3.
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