RBUBEREISH T 587 X =% 71— GA &
FERETH L 2 H\ W72 GA ORERICH T 5 E %

Sangheon Han*

1 BU&IC

HIZM 7V T XL (Genetic Algorithm | GA) (%, EWOHELD@EHEE £ T ML L 7 w#E b
FHO—2THLH. £ OMEITH L TENERZRT GA Th D55, WHHERT 4 XL
A, FIRERBLEONNT A= FIZIDEREIRKRECELTLE ). GAIZBWTIE, &
S # (Crossover rate), ZEPRZSHEE (Mutation rate) 72 EEZHENT A= DF2—=2713d b
Hh, TNHDTINIT) ALZDSDYEERAIENRE %> TD. £D72, GA DIST
A= DREDWLEN 72\ GA  (Parameter free Genetic Algorithm | PfGA) 224 & 172 [8].
PfGA DF%EHE L L TdA 2 WERT A A TL ) BWAKZBRT 2R Z47) mAZET S
No. KWL T, GA DRI LRINT A—=FDPRDOFIIHF LT, NI A=F7) =LfkL
EFETHFIC L 587 2 — 5 DOFEE )T (Design of experiment method GA : DeGA) [2] & %51
T, ITNHO GA DEREILEE L HEFERFEOM LA HIE T 5.

2 BEIEMI7ILIU XL (Genetic Algorithm)

BIEH 7V 1) X 2 (Genetic Algorithms : GA) 13, EW2SBREEIHEIC L TEL L T iR
R L 72 H AT VT ) XAD—DTHbH. GA DOFFFEIL 1960 SERAET-45 1970
DT L 12 Michigan K% JH.Holland [4] 512 & o ThaH S, ZOIFZEEEIT 1975 4£12

[ Adaptation in Natural and Artificial System | &\ ) ECTH SN TS, F 72, 1989 FIZHAR
& 1172 Goldberg @ [ Genetic Algorithms in Search, Optimization, and Machine Learning | Lk,
AARTHEE COMREREDY, BIETREY Y &0 T, LY, #EY, HEFR Eke 2
FEIEHEN TV A, ARFUCB T 5B OB ICEVW T, »5HAEZERL TS
BEDES, $2bbHEROMT, BEICL D #EE LEES &) SuiRTAESRD, R
OMWRIEHF LR TE2KT. ZOAH =X a5 ETMEL, BB L TRd & C#e L7
& (Individual), § 7% b b HIBEEIS L TRiBfEZ 52 5 & ) e itREEETRO L) Lw
) D GADMMATH S, GA T, HEREEEHOMEI T —FT 1 ¥ 7S gbik

(Chromosome) &MHEN L W FFH & LTEIHEN, TORfEETFTa—T1 v 7§52 812k

DEGHEH EmAL L, BWMHOMELZEE TS, ok &, JMlofEo 2 & 2 En1m
(Genotype), Z 12 & o TH#E £ 2 R DILE % FKBIA (Phenotype) & 5. & 72, KDL O 2

& # 4] (Population) &R, GA X Z ORHERIZX L THEIN (Selection), 2% (Crossover),
22O (Mutation) 7 EDFEIRIFRIEZ D IR LATH 2 & I2 X o T2 R TIT <.

* Faculty of Management Information Science, Nagoya University of Commerce & Business, Komenoki, Nishin, Aichi
560-0043, Japan

— 141 —



NUCB JOURNAL OF ECONOMICS
AND INFORMATION SCIENCE vol. 52 No. 2

Stepl: 7 > ¥ LIIAKHEE GTYPE{g, (i)} & ERK

Step2: % GTYPE{g, (i)} ®FH T PTYPE {p, ()} & LT, #EE { ()} 2K B
Step3: HWATED K & 7 GTYPE |23 L C—EH DT 2B ¥

Step4: LY HY L 72X 7 12x} L T crossover 47\, #MEED/NE 7 GTYPE L& X2 5
StepS: % GTYPE 2B L C, 7 ¥ % A inversion, mutation % #H 9 %

Step6: K 5 N7 L\ GTYPE %, ROMALD {gi11(i)} £ LT, Step2 ~R5

* Initialization (BEHO#HAE)

ZOEIER, HOPLORESINIEEZT T VT AIlAREERTEEDTHE. AL
AR OE D Z & % B4EFMY A X (Population Size) R HLIZMHEE L 0N, 2 ZCTHEB L
RO EF % OHITHER & 3 5.

* Evaluation (5F{fi)

COBMEE, SEEROFEOGBAEMEERICT I - FLTHERDLbOTHL. HIY

BEOFMETLH A, T2 TROFEDOZ L % 3fifiE (Evaluation Value) &9,
* Selection (3&iR)

COEEL, EWOBEEEEEM LD TH A, ZOHETIE, TF&ERO TS

SARMAANDA XD 23 X2k, THIHEISVTRIORNEREZBET L. 20X
HAANDEXER) 2T EDZ L A (Fitness) & ITA.

* Crossover (% X)

ORI, WO EBEREML 2D TH L, TOREICLY, JEEE Y mEls
WML S NG, IR E KT RO %o f;{lﬁlﬂ‘ﬂiﬁ‘é«l?ﬂ &, L0 iRl RLC
I EARDTE S B REMEDYE < % 5. EARERID ) BATEIOREARDZE LS 5 5 % 28 LA

(Crossover Rate) &ENHENL/RT X=X > TED S,
e Mutation (RARZLE)

JettifRIZEIE T (Gene) ZHEMT 2 HIOEETHE (locus) 2 HHERK SN, EIZTHEIZA
DI BBIZTOZ LEMNTEMLT L V). BIRER L, ok EOBETIEOB(LT %5
O VBETICEERZ2BIEOZETHY, 55’7%5? BIF 5 DNAMEGORIZK I 5 2
Y= I RZHTb. Fiko ) BATEIOBIGTHESZERT 5 H % 229825 55 (Mutation Rate)
EIFEN BT A= F 2L > TED A,

* Terminate Condition (#&7#I%E)

COHMEE, HOPLOEDOLNIMETHEIFICES VT GA R T EEL7200LDTH

5.

3 NIA-EERTEICHFZI7IO0-F

3-1. PfGA DEIE

PfGA TlL, R HEL LB A4 XS, EHd 5 &8P T 4. 7VT) XLELTO
B THD.

(1) VEfRE R L, WERP L35

(2) 1fEARZ/ER L, PIBEINT 5
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(3) P25 2fEk (PLP2) % T v ¥ L|Z#EIR

(4) ZrZEL AT, FHME CL,C2 2B

(5) CLC2 D9 b, 1ERIZZERER

(6) LTOFEMAICLY, 1EEZNL 3FEEEZ PICET

(7) EFEP 2D ERS (3) 1R, 145 (2) IR TR ET

KA TR T RO EIULKRD &L 9 12479
- Cl1 > P1,P2 7> C2 > P1,P2 DI}
CL,C2 LDV 2L P~ (SR A X8)
- P1 > C1,C2 2 P2 > C1,C2 DR
BOVCT 2L P~ (B A XA
- P1>C1,C2 H LLIE P2 > C1,C2 DR
FOREVWTEBDORE V2P~
- Cl1=P1P2 & L<IEC2=PLP2 DK
F DOV ERER P~
S50, LEMERL, FEHP~BIMEI N2

3-2. GAAP OEIE

GAAP Tl, PfGA L ITWICHER DML & EFT A X3 L, 59 5 &N S SR
T THALAME S LB Tw:UXAiTmm NThb.

(1) 2fEfRZ AR L, MHERAP T2

(2) V=1L v MEREAT, BUEA L ER

(3) A &AT\, PITEI. 220F2%, Y5508 E ) Bh o7z (good2), &¥H 5
WED - 721 (goodl), &H 5 HEM - 7zMH (bad2) %FELET S
(4) ROWRDERY A XZEHHET 5
(5) BB SNIEFY A X5, MEEOREWTH 5 ROMAUTTET
(6) =) — MRIFIC X B8R R
(7) (2) TRy, #h&ET

N

7

KMACDOERT A X (Psize) IFTRLOXICL Y RESND
- (good2 = 1, bad = 1) DK
Psize (t+1) =Psize (t) +2-good2-4 goodl
- (good2 = 1, bad=0) DH¥
Psize (t+1) =Psize (t) +l-good2-y goodl
- (good2=1, bad = 1) D
Psize (t+1) =Psize (t) +2-good1/2
- (good2=0, bad=0) DHF
Psize (t+1) =Psize (t) +l-good1/2
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3-3. Design of Experiment Method GA (DeGA) D#IE

DeGA Tld, PfGA & GAAP & 133&E - T, MBI & ICEBETEEL H W CHEY 585 A — %
RRETAHETHD. GADERY A XIEEL/NT XA =5 D—DTH LN, SROWIET
i, BIEW 7Oty —TdHDLLZAMEZ  (crossover probability) & ZEARZE R (mutation
probability) (ZELBRZEV, LR A ZILEE LT, ZKEMR L Z2RERIER I LT, Malw
% FETHHERRTHTEZITN DO T XA =Y QY R AGDEERD L, KT X —%
DFEDHRERREI W T2 720, SFTSERCGATFHTAILENTESL, TLVIT) AL
ETFREOEY TH D, FELVWARICOWTIE, ZELHO [2] Han SH (2001) =B S 7z,

4 BIEXRER

4-1, X MEFIV (Vehicle Routing Problem Model) *

INT A =¥ OFFEIZET AHEEIZIE, MAaGbEds, LT L) llasbeiE{LED
AR 72 FRECd % TSP (Traveling Salesman Problem) 12, £k 4 72 BIFEAY 2 il % & L 72 VRP

(Vehicle Routing Problem) %% L7z, VRP X, EREILOFESCHETETHL T v 7D
XN TAREEEE LD ELREON— %KD LMET, KEeoFrHz 5 &
IR £ 70 ), NP EEMEILET 25D TH 5.

Minimize z X,
(i,))eA

subject to qu =1 V., eN

Jjev

dx,=1 V,eN

jer

x,=1=y,-¢q,=y, Y(i, el
q,<y, 20 Vv, el

x, €10,1} Y(i,j)e A

4-2, GA/NT X —ZDHR

INT A =5 DEF L BREZ BN T 572, crossover rate & mutation rate & % 11211 0.0 2»
51.0FT01 OHEBTHEEEBR 772, 2017 A— 5 OHBEIIERTE Vw0, B
T CHAEGDETHERTIT- /2.

® Population size : 101

e Selection : L) — b HEH%

¢ Crossover method : one-point crossover
® Mutation method : bit inverse

® Generation : 2000

"VRP ETMWIZ2DWT, 5L <13 Han (2002) & Golden (1998) # &Nz, F7-2 07— %1k, &L
fif [3] Han SH (2007) ®EFIL & F—% 2HiH L7,
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® Crossover & Mutation rate : 0.0 ~ 1.0

FEER1Z, Windows XP, Pentium 4 2GHz, 1G-RAM @ PC TAT\V>, Bi% Y —J)L & L TiZ, Borland
C++ Builder Zffi[H L 7-.

7
ok
5L
) 4r
fitness p
3k
2
1k
0
crossover
mutation rate o 0

B 4-1 RHRBEEWREBREOHAGHEIZL D GA ORhE

M 4-1 13, B ERERD/NT X — 5 DZEALIZ L 5 Fitness Value (FFAfif) 2L T 5
ZDZODINT A= DB L BEHIMEDOZESH L <, ORI S B H B ZHEM
T&E72. E5612, M6-1 £ 62DEIHIZ, GADEEINT XA —FThHhb, 8L EI2RIERD
NORENPDO L T LN TE .

. Flow of Fitness
Flow of Fitness

6,000 7,500 oFART - Max
o5 e Y s LT
. Min Py i ey T it
. | v
5,000 I |
6,000
4500 I 5,500
4,000 5,000
w3500/ 3 4,500 {
i £ |1
i 3,00 i 4,000/
2,500 ag00 gy’
3,000
2,000
| 2,500
1,500 2,000
1,000 1,500
500 1,000 )
0 200 400 600 800 1,000 1,200 1,400 1,600 1,800 2,000 2,200 2,400 2,600 2,800 3,000 200 400 600 200 1,000 1,200 1,400 1,600 1,800 2,000 2,200 2,400 2,600 2,800 3,000
generation generation
v ° S — By 5 o= . ESiva=s
B 5-1 T X — 5 ORkER] X 5-2 BT x—5 OEs

6 HEXREZE

7 A MBI T A EMEEROME R T LD L. 3, MHBEREICET 2 EBRZITVWED
ML L. GORELFHERMEZRERE UCGHES 2. 7, WIREOMELFEROMELE
R LR 2 RO SR 2F e £y, ARBEOMEL LT, B0 50 fEir, ¥
ORI & LTI 200 BT &g L, RIS 3000 [ & U CRMRER 2772, $72, ©
NENDRMITH LT, A UERZ 10 [HATWFE CEHliEZ £ L 7.
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PfGA DeGA
Flow of Fitne: Flow of Fit

323 o T O W TRANTE i ol N

i v ‘]‘J 8
Small = ﬂ H s ‘

S
Scale éﬁg f'm
Problem i

1601
Lo
1,200
1001

S0

0 200 400 600 800 1,000 1,200 1,400 1,600 1,800 2,000 2,200 2,400 2,600 2,800 3,000
senerdion

aaa
1,500
1,600
1,400
1,200
1,000
801

200 400 600 800 1,000 1,200 1,400 1,600 1,800 2,000 2,200 2,400 2,600 2,800 3,000
‘eneration

initial distance:12454. 27

after GA:
time:

10435. 22
61sec (119%)

initial distance:13063.53
after GA: 10892. 23
time: 58sec (119%)

160003
5]
o]
0]
2om0]

Large
2 10,000
Scale £ oo
oo
Problem nom
S0
S0
oo

JRRUTE [

200 400 600 800 1,000 1,200,400 1,600 1,800 2,000 2,200 2,400 2,600 2,500 3,000
generation

16,000
15,000
14,000
13,000,

. o
o /@W’\WWMW

Fitne:

9,000
5,000
7,000
6,000

4,000

200 400 600 800 1,000 1,200 1,400 1,600 1,800 2,000 2,200 2,400 2,600 2,800 3,000
generation

initial distance:54241.95
after GA: 46153. 24

time:

118sec (117%)

initial distance:54906. 64
after GA: 45236. 11
time: 102sec (121%)

X 6-1 1,

&, MBEOREIZ LTI

6-1

PR S A R

10 [ OFEEROPTRENZ 7 —ADRREERLTVWERTHL. 77 T706RS

, ZODFEDECHEDHI Y EO5N v, LaL, KEEORE

\ZxF LTI, DeGA DA PIGA £ 1) 4% BWVWERZR L TWAE, 512, FHEKFBIIAL
TH, EILETLHDLH DeGA DF PR VHEREZH L TWb
FEBRO %L PfGA DeGA FEBRIOEL PfGA DeGA
1 116 120 1 110 104
2 117 119 2 120 120
3 115 123 3 118 116
4 117 121 4 118 108
5 118 120 5 119 103
6 121 117 6 124 113
7 114 119 7 132 113
8 118 119 8 117 120
9 119 122 9 132 121
10 109 120 10 118 113
) 116.4 120 1y 120.8 113.1
#6-2 fROUER 7 6-3 RIEPTEREH
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7 WEERPLVSEOREE

Al OREHRERFE R S, EBRETI T 2 V7285 X — 7 OO TTH PIGA X ) B &I
THDIREEL V., F£6-4 L 6-5DFHMN R ATT 513, DeGA DSFHH S I R WFEEZEH L
TWAY, ERFEEDER: EOEBRD DDy b7 v THEZZET 5L, 10820/ &
W BEIEZ NI EREVERDH L LE 212\, 727210, ISR T BRI LT,
DeGA I3 T BWEREZ R L TWA. Ko TV AEIZZ V. 9, MK (BbEL)
75000 [a], 10000 [8], 50000 [A]D X 9 1238 2 T {GE, MOFEEIZE DL LWREMEDLND 5.

; N el R e————
120 —l\., A\ 100
o

118 A

e —e \/r”"ﬂ / N\ 80

14 \%/ \\ jz

12

110 \ 20

108 - . : : i» 0

0 2 4 6 8 10 0 2 ¢ 8 8 10
—&—PfGA —8—DeGA ——PfGA —®—DeGA
F o4 HOUFHER F+6-5 FIEPTERERH

F70, RBEOMEIZS LT, FHERM & RIS 2 EDOMTIEZDL LT REED & 5.
FEHW LRV PLEZ L E, b bNREHNTOMET 2R B SIE T 0B R ERE F
D = AN LIELIED B, GA P TRELAMALTHIZBWT, X A—FDFEICHET S
e T b TV A BIK, SHEOMZEDOHEE LTHEITLNLDIE, HEMLT 5359 4A—50
BENNS T ERD S 5705, MEOREZ AT 2 DIXAMTH Y, ZOHEIZ L) @Y %F
FErBERODPLTE L\, wEIC, BENZERED PIGA ORI ZEN LT, MD/8F 2 —5 Dk
ENTEE DR EEE L THIZV, 55D GA DIST A — 7 DFEIZBIT AEINREL,
AAOMFETIEH T VSR L THRWVD, PIGA DEN/ZHS T H A BERY A XDOZEEN %
TUT)ALZET LA THY, 5%, EHNL LNV TILAEHTE L2 L2 fF LT 5.
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