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T3 758RMBIHT HBENTILT) X LDHEEE

A 8- Al B - A
PR KR 2B TSR RRHE IR N T K
R A TR TSR
(19994 11H 4 B 27)

1 Kl

MEERELREOS 13, SIRREED & D RMEREC L) RERSRD OIS, LALARD, X
BRI LT A Y OB RENICH KT 50T, RENRREBINICEE R RERE RO 2 - Lt
RAERARETHZZEBMON TS, ZOMREL LT, E2—Y X7 1v 27 (heuristics method) 72
ERRRENTVS. ta—YRF 4y 7)NIY XAk, NP REERED 5 7 4y%IR8E (Graph Partition
Problem:GPP) 72 ZIZ#EA S, ERAMLRREMNICRERICEVVE GELME) 2EMTETHS. 1T
DE2—DRT Ay I TNIYALZ, BRHZE2—Y AT (I REAFLa—Y RF 497 AD 25
DEATIGZT B LR TES. MEDORKMRTNVTY XA L LTI, Kernighan & Lin[8] i2 & > T
K&hie, Kernighan-Lin 7V FY XA THB. Zhix, GPP X+ 3&bERAR e —IAYy—F 7o
JAAD=2L LTILADNTNS. ZOMDIMA T —H L4 —F (Local Search:LS) b 4] 2 &g
RENTWD., ZDEI7R, Ea—YRT 4y 7 T7ATY XACIHERBICRERELEE EHTETHS
B, BEHEL OHARMEFAL, LVERLELEIERSNIBEARHS. TOBACHEINET
WAYRXKELT, A a—lRT 4y AREIRRENTVS. TORKRBRETNATY XLL LT,
simulated annealing, tabu search, genetic algorithm \Z&E-3<, BARF(L, 3,5, 10, 11] 25 5.

AHL T, GPPIZR$ 2B EHT VT Y X A (Genetic Algorithm:GA) IZ oW THRT 3. AXBRITDE
i, Johnson 5DV F<w—2 75 7% HEM L, MSLS(Multi Start Local Search), I 2L —Fw | -
7 =—1Y 7 (Simulated Annealing:SA) IZ%t LT, Bifi LS ##AbE 7 GA OMES BT - LT
$%. MSLS & SAIZEEM LS L F Ui EHELEA TSN, HoNLHED DNTRHERERN £ 72 135T
EEEKIZEBNT, GARLY RVWHEEZET B Z L 2RT.

2 JS5o9%ME

77 7 3% (GPP) L%, %500 /) — K& ) — FEERESMIANDY v 2 CHRINE S S 715
ADNIE, ENEEODDIN—TIHEIL, INA—FHICES Y v 7 BRE/NRE LD RYEERD S
%EvbéGZD.$%IFH,mw&&w;auﬁ%f&.n/—Fm6&5%m7§7G=0um
ViZ/—F, EiZ/—FHOKOEETHS.) 25X, V ={v,v3,...,0,} THBE, GPPIEV, & V)
D2ODYFTEYy M) —FRE—ZRBEIRTF 7 IcHET 5.

(4]
g’ 77 74558

1 77 7458RkE
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3 BREMFPLITIVXL & O—hLY—F

BEHTATY XA (GA) & a—h ¥ —F (LS) OBMEZ RS,

31 #EHTLIY XA

BEHT ALY XA (GA) 13, 19704E1Z, J. Holland IZ X > THREBENLZFETHS. —IC GA 13,
BIR, BN, BEREROIRL—FINL#RENS. BIR (selection) AL —#iX, EHAICRITZHEISE
ORFPEST, RERIZAEFETAEERL2BERMICRETS. BRI, EHOPLEEZBUEEIRT S
T, HFLWMEKEZERT D HDOTIIRV. X (crossover) AL —# X, MHEOREMEEZHHOICHE
HEXAZLIZIVHLWFOBEELZAERTHIHOT, GAICLBZRFEOEHENITHD. BEEHEER
FTAHZLT, BONEEEENSEEORTEBEIZLICL > TERINEFY, RO ELZIT#
¥, EREFOF LWVVEBRICBEI A ENTEDZLWVIAI=XLZHANVTVS., ZRER (mutation)
ARL—F%, BE, B2ORBARN—FTHBELEEXLNTNS. ZOFXL—#i%, RAaEKEDHD
BEFEOREFEMIBEFICBEHBIAZLIZLY, RXETTIHERTE WFE24AE/R L TREERED
MR T A 2T 5. GAIX, BRICEVEE LWHEZEANICES LRFFC, X ERRERIC
Lo TROBRBEE2ETTWEDT, TREDAHDARL—F BEMAERTIE, TOERNE+H
BETHILICRD. GABINETOHRMLRBRRIEL KERRD R, [12] I2&hiT, RO 42505
BehHsrLnzs.

1) BEzZza—F4v 7 LEEboxEENRTS.

(2) 1EBERTIEIRLIT, BRBERTHS.

3) YrFY vk BBRET, 754 F¥—F (blind search) TH 5.
(4) BRERBBRATIIRL, BEHARXL—FEZAVIRETHS.

TDEIRA4A-DEBIZEY, GARINE TCOHTMRMPERLRWVERERAH - RBRFEICRY 5
BZIEREBENTVS. ZOXH R GAZEY ANDZ & T, Holland lEIBEMHELE LBETFORRER
EoT, BEROBBOECEYRBELENDETERTHLVITANITY XLEMRTZ LD, BIZH
ELROBEEZ AV, LrLeMd, ThbOBRICHEd GA X, HETRELREOZDDORERE
EREOTAIENTERNELEZLNTVS. ThiZ, GABRFHREIZOVWTORA =X A% H 5TV
WS THhD., ZOREFEEBEBTAREDIZ, GAuo— IV —FEaEtbta—URXT o771 TY
AL, GVHEARBNICRFTRZCRVVRICEES RS Z LIZRMLD. ZOMERT e —Fi, —&IZ
“genetic local search” (GLS) 7/ Y XL LTINS,

32 w—HNY—F LEOEHE

MAEEELREICRBIT B n—a v —F i1, RFTREMET, 5ALNEHEE LY RVIEFE TENT
ZLIZESNWTWE, a— AP —FOFEEZUTIZBRS.

120z, Mz € N(z) 5%, ik “OF Mz, RAELS NIV ¥ ACERSES. b
L, oBf@') < flz) D&, HLOWBREOH s ~BET 5. B, EfFEME € N(z) 1%, EFEN TR
FeNEA, MEBDSEIFEMENRARDIET, ERENFMENE. #-T, BRKME o ITEREL
BN ICBWT, "RFTRER ICBETH LN TES.

GPP D= DL D —IAP—FF NN XhiX, DE fE) « DEFE ' %, set0 & setl D1-2D /) —
RERBT B LIS TREESINS. B—INP—FI Lo THEOLNABKAEIL, ZOEFETETATE
T H D RFTRCEME TR TR bRV, (8] TREEN TV % Kernighan-Lin 7V Y XA, k (k> 2)
) — RTEF SN, BHFEREIC L TETTARLDOE—I NP —FTNVIY XL LY LRVWERED
ZEMTES.
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REEBTFZLTY XL
0. BERY A X PS LRGN 2BHT 3. IR G=0 £33,
1. IV ¥ MR OMEER PO Th 5 EK R, s 2ERT 5.
2. TNENDOEEI°€ PO iX, HTL\W P° 2B 3-DIHEED LS KX > TRFHMRICT 3.
3. G B GN IZEETAHAETUTEH/YET.
31G=G+1tit5.
32 TR_TOFH PS/2 \ZEET B ECUT 2V ET.
321 HLW I 218T, BRER (1) 2 E177 5.
322 RX*FTOMEK I, I, € PG 13, 5% MBS,
323 I. #6835 % T, ®RX (I,, I) 2ETT 5.

324 ILICLS #FTL, L\ I8 5.
325 I I%, FOMEK P, izmx 5.
3.3 (FRTOMEk € PG & PE ODENEND cut size 1%, BESNSB. ) BRLE LD BVMEK PS
i3, BED PC & PS moWROEEGE PCH Lk,

4. BRROMEK € P iKY

X 2 GA ot

4 RRICETHE
41 GA DFi

MEERELHEEZML 2DDON ODDOT AT Y XA, EITFRAEROERER 2 ERT - LA
H5. TORE, RITARBIEETZEDICRFIAT (B EBSLELRLS. ReD GAILL~TE
TENTBFITRRS, HICETTEMPRIESN, BTEE, cutsize CE->THESNS. Rar OB
GA DFEFE 1 1TRT.

TRTOVBHERIL, Step 1 T ¥ ATERENS. AL, ThERD ) — FIETset 0 & set 1
DHENZREHTHIDIZ0 & 1 OEZRFD. EITTEMLHEHFT5EMT, set 0 & set 1 DENZROK
%, n/2IZ% LV Step 2T, TNLOMEEKIL, 3HTRRONAET—INLY—F b 2—VRXF 102z
Lo TREMICEESND. #>T, ZXBRERUNOBEEITT X TRITEEMTHS. Step 3 TEF&
NDGCADALUN—T1L, HONUHDBRELHAREGN T TEITFEIND. AL IN—T DN, 2=
RER, X, BRAIRL—INLRE. ThbDF_L—% DHMITR TRR B,

41.1 RRERARL—4

BHEHOZRIL, BEHEROLDICEETHS. BRAL— 7 IEFAOSEE L RET S - bicE
TENDD, ThiEEX3MO—RIXTERERASXL—FThHBEH LR, LaLeds, a—hn
Y—FEMERL GAIL, —BRIZ1005 40 ETOMEK (L] OH A XEEATVS. ZOHE, T0OL5
RN EWVEGKY A X3 G I EHANRT ., BEoT, COREEEET S DICERER AL — &
R X TEITENTMEHEIT, BXANL—F TIREERTERVEREBOFH LVERICBEI+5 - LT
5. FAMRICBTIRRERIL, BERERBRIZL ST, set 00 HF L X ABAE ) — K& set 17
bIUHMIBAE ) —FE ANE2Z - L2 BEKT 5.
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412 TRXFARL—4

RYBEZEHT A2 0HEBEY v 7V V7 HE%, K20 Step3.2.2 127”7

GPPIZBIFB 14, EHRBEARXDL I REXARV—F1%, EITTEMRTIILWFREIES THEME
B3, ThbDREXFEIX FRU—FREHMTHE LWV EBMBNTNEN, BRERBOEERL
2, EfTFREMIIRIE S ARV, & D GA T, Step3.2.3 DRXEEIL, H 1, B2 0BREFEORET
OB EBREFICH LTRETIEVILOTHS. B, B2ORFRBTFENODFE, FIZT0EaE—
L, 10BARFIZ1 Zabt—T5. ETTHEMELZERTIENOLDIC, BRY OFORKBFEIL, BIETF
0, 1M n/2L2BEIIL, FUFHIZ0, 1 2FIVYETS [11]. ZDHK, Stepd.24 DRXIZL-T,
ERLETFRIL, 28RN LMo —INY—FTAITY XAZE-T, BEbIND. #-T, 2
DOENL 1 ODOFEERTE I ENLFROBITIPS/2MEL 25,

4.1.3 BRARL—4

BEFRERLEFRICHTEIBRARLV—F1X, GA TOEIZE IS BRBIIBWTEHETHS. ER
FHEIZE-T, &0 BVEEIIKERICEERS. FFRTORRGEEZ, B 20 Stepd3 2Ry, 0k
®Eix, [7] THRRONEZE D REBHEVERENEZ > TS, ZOHFEOEKELUTIZERRS.

FREBOBWELIIHKROMBEERL, BEHEROH, RKOBODIEEEOTTEICRESNDS. b
L, ZRONE &L FROBER TR LERE (cut size) BEFEETZ0RLIE, BRiITWKEN, FHRAHFL
VMERKR L 225 (7] .

42 HEBENZTAIY XA

AERTIX, MSLS, SA % LT LETl~7% GA 283 5. LUF, MSLS, SA Z2oWTRRRT 5.

421 TLF - -RE—bF-O—HALY—FF7LITIYXLA

MSLS i, F v & AIEL N FIHEN S, BEEED LS 0EfTET 5. ZOTAITY XLTEMTHY,
W B WESZBA LN TERLAMbN TV, ZOHMER, GA, SA LV HbRVWETREE I, &
ELiza—hNH—F (LS) PE/TERETHRVIESND. RERTOMRTHER, LSICK-oTETEN
AEETHY, BeliIzh® 5000 BEICRETS. ZOEEE, GA OFEKEA GN 2B\ T, LS 2E1T
LzEE LY HEW.

422 YIal—yFy R -7=—Y %k

SA L, LSEELEHEA huRY R [9 1275, SAIL, 1 2OMTOREITEN, LS DEHFRRIZE -
T, BLNERECHOEOEED, RECEREICIZEBISLTZEHINS. bL, FOENEEI K
ELTVARE BYD) KAdoTWBRLIE, REBBLZTRY, %5 ThiINI, ZEREe /T GF
FEOKRBEOKERS = f(z') — f(z) TREBBZITRILERDS. 22T, TIREELHINhD AN
FGRA—BThHD. ZOBBL—VTREBET AHTNETRVF—2HMEE 5 REESLEVERTE
HXh, BEMETHIZZO LS RREBRIITRDIC K RS, LEOEBET, SAIRBRELZHRLIZIE
FTEERBLBVETZE (T=—VU7) 12L&V, BROVH TR INF—DELDELRIBZ TK
B R ERY, KR TRBEEORBOEFE TCORTMLBRRZITRY GEL) HBEMEEZBLIILTHH0
ThD. HoT, HEIXRFRIELTY, ZOZRFHEBOLDICHHTE I LBAETHS. SA OFih
%, X 3IRT. VIHERE T LEKERE FT OS5 A—4%, EBEaD 0.98 13, AR TOERERICHE
LEBREZFITo.
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Simulated Annealing Algorithm

0 ¥IFNEEE T, BAIEEE FT, BRE O<a<1 2 EHT5.
1 SUFNZOHR z #ERT 5.
2T X FT ZBETBET, RKOBERTRS.
21 BED T PEET S ETREBY BT
211 V¥ LEH o € N(z) 2385
212 6= f(z') - f(z) #RETS.
213 bL, 6<0nbifz=0L75.
214 25 TN, ZEHR /T ¢, z=g L33,
22 BET=axT T, BELXTTF3.

3 BEPHERRENRLOMNITRES.
K3 SA7ATYXADWN

5 RE&ER

ARBETIE, £ OHFEFICL>THVSR TS Johnson b (5] D 8 EDRIESI, ,— F¥k 124, 2501
XL TGA, MSLS, SA DTN Y X AOHREIER LSBT £1T0, GA DEDEERMTS. Gnp
ERHINDRIEEIL, /—FnDF ¥ AhT57Th3. RO 2 RMICHEEp THEEXDZ LItk oT
ROV 7 7EMRTB. —DOEPDLHTOBHOTHARK (TR 12, Mpn—-1)Ths. 8EDMH
BHIOR R, £ 1127Y. £TOEFIX, COMPAC DESKPRO (CPU : 450Hz, Memory : 196MB)
LT, TRYILEEIC THE. RITEMKE, FRERICK LT, 5EEGR5.

ZIT, KERTOGA DRFA—F|ZoONTRRT 3.

BHERY A X PS L LT, #RKGN £ THEETS. AFEORRER P L RRERMR P, 2 LU TIC
L9 3. LS ZAbe GA T, 2< DIFFEEIL, —RIMEEY 1 X PS 3510 55 40 O [7, 11]
TRELTVS. FBFRTIE, 2 DOEEEY 1 X PS=40, 20 THET 2. GN iX, ®HD PS DBz
DNT, 200 ET B, P 3T _T1.0 & LT, RRTRRERT PS=20{zx LT, P,=0.0005, PS=40
23t LT P,=0.0001 IZBRET 3.

K1 MSLS &L SA 7TATY XADERERLEZE TS T D Best-known cut-size

best-known MSLS Time(s) SA Time(s) Time(s)

instance cut-size best avg. avg. best avg. best avg.

G124.02 13 13 136 29.0 13 13.2 5.0 14.8

G124.04 63 63 64.0 58.0 63 64.6 4.0 9.8

G124.08 178 178 1784 61.6 178 178.8 3.0 10.2
G124.16 449 449  450.6 67.8 449 4514 4.0 19.2
G250.01 29 35 388 138.4 29 304 6.0 58.0
G250.02 114 119 1214 278.4 114 115.2 22.0 115.4
G250.04 357 360 362.0 611.6 | 357 361.0 12.0 191.0
G250.08 828 830 833.6 678.2 | 828 828.0 48.6 156.8
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# 2 A4 TOLS A LT GA DERBER

G124.02 GA Time(s)
gens best avg. avg.
1 19 204 1.0
5 15 16.8 1.8
10 14 152 2.4
20 13 140 3.8
40 13 13.0 6.6
100 13 13.0 14.0
200 13 13.0 25.8
G124.04 GA Time(s)
gens best avg. avg.
1 64 68.4 1.2
5 63 64.2 2.8
10 63  64.0 4.0
20 63 63.2 6.8
40 63 63.0 11.6
100 63 63.0 24.0
200 63 63.0 44.8
G124.08 GA Time(s)
gens best avg. avg.
1 179 181.2 1.4
5 178  179.2 4.0
10 178 179.0 6.8
20 178 178.0 11.8
40 178 178.0 21.2
100 178 178.0 444
200 178 178.0 81.0
G124.16 GA Time(s)
gens best avg. avg.
1 453 4574 1.4
5 449  449.0 7.6
10 449 449.0 13.2
20 449  449.0 23.8
40 449  449.0 42.8
100 449 449.0 88.6
200 449 449.0 160.8

G250.01 GA Time(s)
gens best avg. avg.

1 48  49.6 2.0

5 39 422 5.0
10 39 408 7.8
20 33 36.0 13.4
40 31 314 24.8
100 29  30.0 55.4
200 29 300 105.6
G250.02 GA Time(s)
gens best avg. avg.

1 121  129.2 2.8

5 117 1224 8.0
10 117 1198 13.4
20 114 116.6 23.8
40 114 114.2 42.8
100 114 114.2 92.6
200 114 1142 1728
G250.04 GA Time(s)
gens best avg. avg.

1 367 372.8 5.4

5 361 364.8 17.6
10 357 359.8 28.8
20 357 357.4 50.4
40 357 357.0 90.0
100 357 357.0 191.8
200 357 357.0 350.0
G250.08 GA Time(s)
gens best avg. avg.

1 842 845.6 34

5 832 833.8 27.6
10 828 829.3 51.0
20 828 828.0 95.4
40 828 828.0 173.0
100 828 828.0 373.6
200 828 828.0 675.2
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#3 fEHK 20 TOLS ¥MA DY GA DEBREER

G124.02 GA Time(s) G250.01 GA Time(s)
gens best avg. avg,. gens best avg. avg.

1 19 208 0.8 1 48  50.2 1.0

5 16 16.8 1.0 5 38 428 2.8
10 15 16.0 1.6 10 37 384 4.0
20 13 138 2.0 20 33 322 6.8
40 13 138 3.6 40 31 334 11.8
100 13 130 7.4 100 30 312 27.0
200 13  13.0 13.6 200 29 302 52.4
G124.04 GA Time(s) G250.02 GA Time(s)
gens best avg. avg. gens best avg. avg.

1 64 70.8 0.8 1 124  130.8 1.8

5 64 65.8 1.8 5 120 124.2 3.6
10 64  65.0 2.6 10 120 121.0 7.0
20 63 634 3.8 20 116 117.2 12.0
40 63 63.2 5.8 40 115 1154 20.8
100 63 63.2 12.6 100 114 1144 47.6
200 63 63.0 22.8 200 114 1144 91.6
G124.08 GA Time(s) G250.04 GA Time(s)
gens best avg. avg. gens best avg. avg.

1 179 180.8 1.0 1 375 3848 2.6

5 179 179.8 2.2 5 369 370.6 8.6
10 178 179.0 4.0 10 360 363.6 14.6
20 178 1784 6.4 20 359 360.2 24.2
40 178 178.2 11.2 40 359 358.8 43.0
100 178 178.0 24.6 100 359 358.6 94.8
200 178 178.0 46.8 200 357 358.0 180.6
G124.16 GA Time(s) G250.08 GA Time(s)
gens best avg. avg. gens best avg. avg.

1 467 473.4 1.0 1 849  850.0 34

5 449  449.0 4.0 5 831 835.2 15.2
10 449 449.0 6.8 10 828 830.0 274
20 449  449.0 11.8 20 828 828.8 47.0
40 449 449.0 20.4 40 828 828.0 81.6
100 449  449.0 434 100 828 828.0 183.8
200 449 449.0 82.0 200 828 828.0 350.0
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113, MSLS & SA7ATY XLADERERZTRT. KRFD bestknown i, Johnson 573, Simulated
Annealing, Kernighan & Lin OIS, BLUZOEREZAVTHALERRBOELZ R LTS, KiF
Zecm MSLS @ 1 BlOEFIX, T v ¥ AIER L EITTREMEN b —h ¥ —F 2 AT, 5000 El# Y
BT, 65T, SHEORITRERTHBHE 1%, MSLS A, ENCRRE, FOVHE FREFITELE
EHETEER ) 27T £k, SAR, ENORRIE, MOVHE, KRENELNICRRE, FHEIC
L7 P ETREMEZR LTS, Best ORRIL, &RMBEHITSA OETPICEREIBOLNILLEOE
TR R

%92, #3iz, EEK20, 402AVEEMio—ILV—F2@EbEE GA DERBERERY. ZIT,
D gens ITHARIERT. gens 11X, M7 v & MMEEEN DL 40 O 0 — AN —FEZTHROEZT
9. %7, gens 5, 10, 20, 40, 100, 200 DOFERIT, 120, 220, 820, 2020, 4020 ElD B —H VY —F TR, R
Xk o TERSNMERT.

- =G, MSLS & GA OEITHESR, EITRMICOWVT GA & SA DEITRERZ LT S. bL, SADH
HMEEOREMN, AZRIV LRVETREATETHARLIE, SAIIR 1 TRLEFBRIV BRVEY
cut size ¥ BONB LEIBND. & 1 TOSAOFRERIL, RITLELETOMBEIZSNT, HRMHESHLER
EWETRETORE L 12BN 0D, ROVKREBLIZLATERLVAS. F, K
40 & 20 V- GA OEHEERIE, SA DFEHHER LY BV, SA THREL LERKRETRMOLRICE
WT, & D GA X, SALUEDFY cut size #HBTHZ LN TER., 2L, R2LERITHRLE
g250.08 DRRERI DFEHRERIT, GA AEEE 20, 40 T, T Fh, 828.0, SA b F 7= 156s LANDFEH T
8980 DREMEEBS - LBTEE, LHALESRD, “hbd GA OTHRITRHAML, Theh 054(s) &
81.6(s) TH5. GA DETREMIL, K1 TRENK G250.08 DREFID SA LV b, FHRITRMHVHL
PZEV. ZRODOFBEND, GA OHEEIXIFEALOHSE, SA L MSLSOT7 7ua—FLULETHDH LD
TEEBHEN..

6 %R

AL, MSLS & SA7AITY XADES R a—Y AT 4y 7 AR LT, Bfin—h—F &4
AT BEHTNTY XAOMEETRLE. GABIZLALDHEAICSA, MSLS £V b RVERRENZ
HoTWBZ &R, bL, ABRIXTERLAERLDu—H V¥ —F LV b, Kernighan-Lin 7V Y
XADLE %, LA —HIAY—F LEEE GARDLIE, SHICRVWHEEZRTILNTELL
Bbhs.

SH%OHFETIE, Merz [11] bic k> Tiibh & 5 72 GPP OMZEMEMTL, LY REVELIMO
4 7OEBERERVEZ LT, B’ADGAODHEEEZFRTTFETHS.
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Performance of a Genetic Algorithm for the Graph Partitioning Problem

Keiko KOHMOTO, Kengo KATAYAMA* & Hiroyuki NARIHISA*
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Faculty of Engineering
Okayama University of Science
Ridaicho 1-1, Okayama 700-0005, Japan
(Received November 4, 1999)

A genetic algorithm (GA) for the graph partitioning problem (GPP) is investigated by comparison
with standard heuristics on well-known benchmark graphs of Johnson et al. In general, the practical
performance of a conventional genetic approach, which performs only simple operators without a local
search strategy, is not sufficient. However, it is known that a combination of a GA and a local search
can produce good solutions. In this paper, we incorporate a simple local search algorithm into a GA,
and compare the search abilities of the GA for solving the GPP with standard heuristics such as a multi-
start local search and a simulated annealing, which executes with the same neighborhood structure of
the simple local search. In our investigations, we demonstrate that the GA is better than the other

competitors in times of computation times and evaluation limits.



