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Abstract: Aiming at the issue that the existing methods for symbolic regression focus on minimizing the fitting error

merely while ignore the model simplification, a multi-objective artificial fish school algorithm is proposed for minimizing

the fitting error and the model complexity simultaneously during symbolic regression. The parse tree is encoded as the
form of binary heap, such that fine branches of the parse tree could be stably inherited, and suchlike binary heap-based
representation is easier to decode. By introducing the conceptions such as mask, neighborhood, niche, and crowding

degree, several behavior operators performed by the artificial fish, including randomly moving, foraging, following, and

escaping, are defined. Exhaustive simulation results show that the proposed algorithm is capable of obtaining high-quality
Pareto solutions during symbolic regression. Besides, the method of determining a trade-off solution from the obtained
Pareto front and that of reducing the memory overhead are also discussed.
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ZMEEART N —A “BET 7 HRBD —AFL
(1) “ BT, IR () E A A 0 AR A T
PRI, 451 2, SCRRI9 1At i AR AT X F LB 50 77 =X
IENLAIREFE AL - T 15 (back propagation, BP) 45 [
2543 IR AS FL A AN, 1T 2 T Rk U e
IENLREFER Y A SR G B, A, UG SR
IR, MM AFE T IS LA

55 R PATEVEM (parse tree) WHAR T IEAT FIA, 41
WEHELWRAETRE = M - C? Al R 1 FRiE
R, J5UE M 56 C DA T R TERE R G &
WA, IS H e E. AN A B VR A [F] A5
A, DIARA B S 4 (1) 7 ke /N A AR RS A U £
I ERERZE, SRS BIARERE. S E 2, fF5
(B2 — MG TR, T3 [l A A5 38 A AR R 2 0
TEVEMAR A 25 3, Bt DAAS SR e 25 B AR AR 1L,
[RERFR PR8N A MR iR
T AL CEf” . Bk, DARES [B1E  T7 2Ae R
RUAEA P 5 T AR PR AN 77 T ) S 3 AL T IR 43
T2 o 255

/\
/\

SR PR LN

Fig. 1 Diagram of a parse tree

19924, John Kozal" Y JF i) 14: Hh 42 H 7 35 4% 0 K1)
(genetic programming, GP), i i3 587 & S 15 1% 5032
(genetic algorithm, GA) H f1 58 XOFIZAE S SEHL T 1%
REIRAL, B T 75 R ERAT. B GP &) AR
i i Ak (code bloat) K2 7= A 6 R503E y2: 3% 114 ] gl =121
Ferrira 2 i 1 5 K & AL (gene expression pro-
gramming, GEP)!'?!. GEP[F|#f LAEVE R F /R AL, {H
SR IEE R LLFF I B 52 HE 22 (open reading frame,
ORF)iHA7 9, {3 GEPXiEEAM IS L ER 1 R I% 1T %2
4. 4325 T, GEPLE MR VR AT 5 131 V4 i @IS 1) 2% % B
GPEa M B /). fE 2 J5, AGEP IS AR 1) % Fif
R B AR A 4 3150 L X5 N USR A 4
0 5VEAX GEPIIORFEEAT A7 fili, & 32 T GEPHIIK
SIGHE. Zhong J 55 N T —F %% 2] GEP (self-
learning GEP, SL-GEP), @i fEORFH: HH 5247 BRI X
RENLHI SR 70 R () H) 5 BE 7). Peng Y 45

ST 3@ 3ok 5] N HE M AR AT R i — D &
GEPHffd 202 Ik, BER Re HORAERT 5 [a g v
(R 02 FH TR RE 51 NSy H6-181 Qi F &5 N USRI F U SiGE
8 R ) ORL T B 577 (particle swarm optimization,
PSO)SEHL 1 X iR ER IR AL, ZEUSC SIS T AP 38k
AREOT I TS GP. Karaboga D25 A NIPKE i 5
% (artificial bee colony, ABC)!'IN f} T 77 5[] 19, A
B RGPE LI RIS &M A, HTQIF
FKaraboga D& NI s 5L 85 HHEUTH T GPH )
TEEAE BRI, R M EAE ARSI S = A
TERGEEM 8. %, Liv Q%5 AL GEP A
ORF H I A # 5 v (artificial fish school algorithm,
AFSA)IRAHESE AT 1 455, IS TEMGIRES
SR AR EE T I T GEPII 45

H AT, CRIER S EAFS BREEA D, (A 20
TR L £S5 B 0TS R AR, HH
(TE T Af e 25dis, TR~ U, dhf ptilass. of
SRR FE TR G R 22 1) B MK, 153 AL
F+E 2k, B-RMF] J](Occam’s razor) fE M| j& — >
B L ROC5E A ARRE A U8 iR I Rt 1
JEI, & E IR OR B 5 A0 M S — B e AT R . )
EAENL A ST U PO A A 0 “ RIS
B — BABLERL A5 ST U O ) sz s . S
br b, TS O AR S A R — 7 10, 79 AR
RIA oI FE AR 75, A R T e 40 o5 — D71,
T Va7 R ASE B 0 B ) PR DRI, AR SO A7 5 [l 25
Jile— A () B 0P A5 2R 405 5% 22 FHAS Y 55 2 B2 e /N )
Z Bt i) &, JF88 7 — P T = SO 2 B
FrAa 2 (multi-objective artificial fish school algori-
thm, MO-AFSA)X R, TR RS K 0 AR
L SRANSREZ SNl
2 WERESEMERENEL

TS EEAAR R B —NHAEGRATRE, deis
B AR+, —, X, =+, sin(-), exp(-) 258 H 5 LA Kox, y,
TR B B, ARy = o(x) B2 g A
HHIX L2 AT AR EE BRI S EES B —
AR ().

TEARSE BINAAEZE TS, PP By = ¢(2)
MANEIRZE f1 GRS G AL fo ST THREAT PR, A
g R IX BRI T,

21 WERE

ALV ILIT RNy = o(x) KA IRE
AT EA. WRLR UL, AR E fie KT o(-) 1
PR3, AR (D) AT T

A@)= Sl —ul M
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Horbr: nZRORNGRBEAR AL (4, y;) BRI S5
FEA.
22 BAEFRE

FE 18] YA 73 by A4 22 o 25 v, I DU A 2 SE I AR L 2
I E GE, A B T3 m BB Iz AL Re 0. 2T, 45
5 [ A PATE R AR AT iR, 1 Ak I AN .
SEBR b, AR B SO R 2 58, 5L )
SRR EHM R, (R, A SCRATE IR 5 fANHont
HEATEAL, Bl fa = Nooae. B140, B2()-(b) 7 5 47
72N EVEAN, FAE SO R i 96, eI o)
MEATEIMRQ)-Q) R REA. B8, XQ)Af
bE(3) B M IR IR A .

f(x) =sin(x + a) + = sin z, (2)

f(z) =sin(x + a)(sin(z + a) + sinz(x + a)).

3)
X

/N

| / \X slin /—I—\

A NEAN AN
/] AT A

(a) OMF TEIER (b) 1615 R HITEVERT

B 2 I BA AN AT AR R 1

Fig. 2 Two parse trees with different number of nodes

3 HTASHAMZ Bis N LafEE
31 AT fagwhg
FIF AFS ATACIE LR, S & R E VAR s

sin/+\><
+ sin/ \—i- +
SN TSN N

X

sin

(a) ORF-1iEyZ:A

AN

X x

(b) ORF-2iEH:M

—MET AR 5 . GEPH FJORFH 4544 &
FF5 A H R B . ARAT7E 4 HTORFIF) At
AR R T T ORI A Y.
3.1.1 ORFEHHHRS

ORFH A — B K A AR ARG tL X, % X $ A
FEAATAIERRIE. AEgmAS X 2 — M 2 I gmAS TUAR,
o UE TR EORFHE (1) 22 401, 5946 T XFORF
FR PR E BR ). 1 — sSU7E SCHR[ 164508 1 T A 15 2
THN. HEEE W R IN, ORFER A5 b 1 ke 55 25 3
FAFE . DLLAE 3 FR I 3AMEZA A B T 150 R

FRIEORFZm AL HLI, K520 L 38 ST 5% H
B R A B A T E N, K CORF 4 fish
X, HJE 42— R N AR E SR ARG X
G T B35 VEM XS N [ORFH, o sRoR
sin(-)HF, % ORFH FJIEGmID X L FRIZARH . ORF-
UINFF 5L 5 ORF-1AN A (LAHEZR b ), IX Al T
TR AR IR, ILIEI3 (a)—(b); (HIE L IR R
s tnitk, ORF-3 WA 1 MF 545 ORF-1 A[FI(LL
HELE AR ), (H —E B IS 1 22 7 B IR UEHA,
FHIT FYJORF H AN — g RIS AT B . AT 5
AR, ZIGETS TR B AT ).

Iy HT 545, BVE 2% ORF HR U i1, sk
ORFH: [ B 1N FF547, 1E R B2 (115 V204 1 7T g
RAE KA. ORFH: X 1E VAR I i 2R IA I I AR
FasE t, ANF T Ko SegE i gk &, I s 755
[FLAPRCR. BEAE, ORFH B AT ) ERiDIX, K
FLARRD A TE VLR I 2001 S 2 A LK, 1X 75
EPAT LSRN0 FR S w3 — s L
IR, JA (8] 2 6 ORFAI % @R, fifi iE ORFA K FE Y
R SEERFFS EAMRCE.

|
. N
/NN
/N

(c) ORF-3iByE:M
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Fig. 3 Diagram of parse tree
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% 1 ORF& (T RI&A2AIERHALK)
Table 1 ORF-string (the underlined part is
the non-coding region)

ORFH

ORF-1 + s X +s + raxza = x
ORF-2 + s x +s[s|]zaxza z x
ORF-3[s]|s x+s + zaxza x x

3.1.2 XGRS

B30 ORF MUHTIR B i, AT 7 —FhFET =X
HE(binary heap, BH) I 4= % 4 b5, FL AR 6ok, — SCHE
BH {7 ¢ 175 RiBH ;) 2 A BH 254.1) S BH 2 2]

R

I DA 428 B0, TEVER AR A ‘47 FEZ X
HEFP I BEAE N0, BIBH ) = “+, FLJE 4k75 U 53531
Xﬂ‘@:yf&iﬂk)ﬁBH[l] = ‘s’ EBH[Q] = ‘x’ ,iﬁg
BHj = ‘s’ AfBHj; = ‘+” MBHp = ‘x’ W1
Eélf, 1EBH[1] = ‘s’ %ﬂf\‘ El"]sm()%*/l\ﬁ H iéﬁ
R, PRI AE VAR h A oA TR EAT 1R VA RIS,
WE R4 DR 3R, RIELMIEHABH = “s” M4
TR B8, EWBH)) = ‘57 BECNIED ‘o’
B ‘e’ RAERIARBE T A, TR AR H B ELA,
WIBHy EEVER T /2 L A T AT B3R,
FA, A SO E B (2K + 1) A8 SN AU R X
HE 2 65 o, MBH g ZEBH o H (B 4 1)1 S 5 A
Fe 2 RIS ST AU LA ORISR R P55 R
A IR H SO H B .

s Dx [x[s]+|a]a]o]a][a][a] ] qf

Sin/ +\ X

VATRRYAN

X

a r x X

Bl 4 = SO 5THRIZER IR R R
Fig. 4 Correspondence relationship between binary heap and
parse tree

TEVEVER IR AR E 7 T, — X HEYmAg i AL T
ORFH . 52f5 b, BB RR 2 3wt i 28350 4wt A2 K3 ()
Fr 7 ) ORF-1 1AM . 43 1 H1 # ORF-1 AR 5 s A

‘7 Bl ‘s’ WIS PIORF-3, B % O 4 MiE
XA E S ORP-1 B VAN KA T BRI N8
k. VERxtEe, T8 EAFTR G — X w3 AT [ R
1, R YT U RIIBH g = “+7 Bl ‘s” . iRE
TOXOHEGR A S RN, TS I STE VAR (SRR 4.
SR, S B B R4k K 1 BEIATEVER A0, X
52 1+ ORF- 1B UG K AE FIEER R Fh B B RAR
TETERL T B EXT . = N m AL 7R R IA TEVE A AR R
(ke PR S BRI AT SR s, A R TA BE:
Iy Ik, BEAh, TR SRR AT R A
AOARTE (20 + 1)F1(20 + 2) ERER G| R4k /4, R
BiE ] DAAKR Y 55 R 5 LA A 77 30 5E R, 38 9 TR
ORF 53 i W20 g Sl iff e HoAT Rgmi K B T HA A 4.

sin

Va

sin X

X sin +
r x a

K 5 AE B4R AR RS B TEER

Fig. 5 Parse tree obtained by altering the root of the original

x a

parse tree shown in Fig. 4

3.13 FhKR

A SCAE T XOHE gAY ) FE b — B R SRR
(mask) IS, L4 L EAARE SURARSEE .

X1 FhR(mask)se — X HEGmASBHH &5 )T
PR BTV R I HPIR S Z0 mE, v E X BH —
FREAE7E 55, FH— B S BHZ K 018 & 2o, Hii
2

maski;; = OB, 1 SCH5 B H ;) 5% i o6 AR Ik
Wk

masky; = LI, 35 L RIBH ) AR o 3k 11 2k
k.

B, B4 — SCHEgn TS 5 H 52 AR 1 ¢ R W6
7N,

KT HRCREIIME, HATEL T TNEE. R
31275 T IR B S G R RN, 7E LA UE 5 3R
B = SHERRAD A — ANBIE I, 585 52 FCIR 25
Al IRACAR TR,
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Fig. 6 Diagram of binary heap and its corresponding mask

MRIESRRIE SC, AT 2L B i

PERR 1 — SOtk BV 1T A T
HERCRA Z A,
MR TR @) R
2k+1
f2 - Nnodc — Z:O maskm. (4)

PR 2 AT XHE g Y b B AT R T A
BH[i]Z

a) masky; = O, XBH ;) {EAE B A& 05, 1B IR
R,

b) masky) = 1, LUF H 2 B4 & #BH,), i51%
W R H SR IR FFAAE, DL H s AT B #BH ), 15
TER SRR R

MR RIS RIS MEEN TR =X
Hegmbd EAAH A S ROIRES .
32 ANTLfafTRE TSN RS

AFSAE H [E N 225 R B B AR /K380
AR AR 3R H R — R e A B, N T fa
(artificial fish, AF)J# it 04T BEMLIESN . W& IBR %S
AT NG S BGE e] tfe = [A] 48 22 121 R F AFS AR
i AN S i) R 1) S AT A — X HEGm S b R
LRI I E FFSLIAE AT A E A, AN R T
R,

TX2 fFENTLAEAF-xf48 R AR T & AN
5 = Xt A M R EBCIRS T AFI4E G

EX 3 MBS Pri N T A CLE T AR A
5 R, M LAT B N T AF, N0y WAF,_, &
AF, [0 (2r + 1) %6 N T il — A /N A Bi(niche),
(2r 4+ 1) N E. Rk, X T FhAs € [i—r, i+r]
(0<i< Pn—1)PHEBRANTHA, #s <0, sils+ Pn
A s > 0, sHUsBRUA PR3 % 3E (T AR, 5
AFp, {EBHE FAHE, s — 25 ERPRRA .
EFE—K, N LB HE Pn S8R 2r + 1)1
INESE

‘ AF,

AR ar, [ [av ] | A, |

- niche, —

K7 NTf/NESTRE]
Fig. 7 Diagram of AF niche

EX 4 NTHAF-zifEMZAERN(2r + 1)F7h
At BHAnA N T AN T AF-2 38 2483, N

6(2) = 5o BN T AP R AR P,

— AL BN LHAAF-2 B BT $AT N E TR
v L )i 2 ), O AR o A AR B4 R, B A DA
T XHEGRAS T RAFAE, DRI AT T I S TR 0T
TR R ERAE. — AR RN T AAF- ) & MT
NEF AR

1) BENLYFEN (randomly moving), A\ . f4 AF—x &
HAR LA BN 3 r s MW R B AT 4.

R E X2, AF-aAERENLIERNE, He = SXOfEgmAg )
SRS R AR, BN, BWE APz T8
AR ZR A, R, AT B S TT 2 MAF-2 ) —
X eI BHH 1% r s 1N e masky; = 11BH; LA
Hiz 5 T &4, JUbKrs=min{rnd, AF-z.f,},
Hrnd NIX 8] [minStep, maxStep]_ LB EE 4.

2) BB (foraging), A\ T AF—xxt H 48 22 4R 4 ik
ATHIRE RSN, AT IR SEARCA BBl AT M.

N LA AF—x 0 FLFTAE A R AT kAT B LIRE, Kt
BRI RS y 5 AF-2 AT L, B AF—x < gy
(AF—232y3CIE), W DLy B8 3B AF—a JF 45 TR 58 £ 75 0,
AF-—g QK ZER SR AT R, B RES T ndk Al 5 25
RIAF ] SCACAF—x IR y, W8 BT 4R,

T BRI 2, AF—of A 22 AR A T Hh A 15281
RSy AR, vl a5 6 AF-x R A H DL F B AL
Wl )77 AU S

3) i&E(following), N\ T.fi AF—x[al FLfT#E /N4 45
W FESCRC ARy F2 shr s AN R BE B AT A

THE N T AF—x e /NN I A JE SR
7 B A5 23 18] v R 30 355 B 2 Cd(crowding distance)??!
(57 XA HE L To0). BBt EE B oK AR RO
NAF-y, #Cd(AF-x)<Cd(AF—y), ] MAF-y ] — X
YA B LG r s ME ST RBH ) X AF-2 IR0 R A7
BT B, TR P Krs = min{rnd, |mask — 2&
mask — y||1 } He B Krs M B A0 £ mask — 27 =
1, mask—yp;) =1, HHrrndiUX [ [minStep, maxStep]
EHIBEHLEERL #5CA(AF-2) > Cd(AF-y), W AF-2#%
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TIHAAT BEATLIESIAT . B RRAT NPT J5 52 FCIRAS FT RE
RAEBE, PRI TR SRR HEAT A BT
4) i (escaping), A I AF—x it 7E 4% 2 2R 4t
TAREEIT, BBl s AN AR E 2 DAL A 2 4RI RIAT .
FWT N Tt AF— I 7E 3% R AR 50 T 5 )
WA 2 8 A MO (2) e R T — Al A -
RS LIRU . #50(x) > Uc, RIHAF-z MR
B3I T I, W AF-2 $hA7 2l A7 . iRk 2 X 2,
AF—z 18 Jl5t T 7E AR R H = OHES AL () 2R PR AS 1
1T RPAT 5 U B3R, 75 T AF— AR 16 H BT 7E 4T
I BRI, AT R SR TT 30 AF-a i) = S HE g b
BHHT3%kr s ANl masky;) = 11015 ST BBH ), %t
HABH; (i € [0,k — 1)) FIE X i DME R R Hig &
e, SBH ;) (i € [k, 2K]) IIIE ST S LMEROHIZ
HAFE#H, BUbKrs=min{rnd, AF-z.f,}, HHrnd
NIX & [minStep, maxStep] I FIBENLEEEL.
AT NIAT S5 RICIRZES L SR A A 238, BRI 75 0
SEMCIRASTEAT SIS S5
5) 4E97 4P RS % (external archive maintainance),
ST S 4E AR SR H R Or N T AR AER
A BTN Be 45 2 2 BEIE LT HL2 A1 1) 5 B Pareto BT 715
R SR FH TR R P R A S 120, Ok H b ) BA
8 X 8T T B, ks B L U &5 T & N N LA
AN B UOEAR TS ParetodE 25 fRAE 5 SRS R AR HE
1789, FERIR P B
33 HiEPR
A TH/N TS VEIRIA 1 #4797 I SEILT i S Ak
BRSSO 4 Ems, AT USRI R G 2 Bbx
AFSAI#AT DR,
MO-AFSASLE AR
0) AT [l H 4R
1) WA AFFIRE T AN 555 N L AF;
2) WIiHA RS N T AR itmask;
3) WE N TAEIMERY % &Eexternal archive;
4) for iter <— 1 to MaxIteration
forxz < 1to Pn
if 0(AF-z)> Uc
AF-z.escaping(-);
AF—x.update(mask—x);
end
AF—i.foraging(-);
if 4 AF—y € Niche-z > AF-x
AF-z.following(AF-y);
AF—x.update(mask—x);

else

AF—x.randomly_moving(-);
end
AF—x.update(external archive)
end
end

5) i AR 22 2 external archive.

4 FESLLE

28 % LAC++XT BT $2 S 7EMO-AFS AT 4 72, 7F
fic. & Alntel Core i7-6700 CPU 3.4 GHz, 8 GB RAM{
RSP G BT R SR E SCwk[24], R
ML Sy = 4.2512% + Ina? + 7.243e” L
BB 204 s 2)VE N INGRFEAHEAT R B A,
TR Er = 0OAAFAE “RA57 (cusp), A5
R, I LR 7 SR DK Bl R 455 7 72 T benchmark
PN Rz A U5-16.24-25] ARSCHTEMO-AFS ALY
SHFRARIVEE . AE R LG, AT [R5 4T 44 Y
7% . GEP2* | SL-GEP!'#, AFSA'014% & 7 %5 455 0K 5
AR AT T E. WA T AR SR
MO-AFSA7S 2| {JParetoHi ¥ 1) i &, A SCIEH A5 5
[m ) B2 i FFIGPIO 5 4 NS GAPO %2 B
PRACACAEZEAE 45 4, dm R SE I T 2 H AR A AR A1
GP, il/ENSGP, B HAE NI 5%

2 NGFHERE: y=4.2512% + Inz? + 7.243e” £

ML B A9 20/ 2,
Table 2 Training set: 20 points randomly chosen from
the function y = 4.2512% + In 2% + 7.243¢”

7 T y
1 —0.2639725157548009 3.194980662652764
2 0.0578905532656938 1.990520017259985
3 0.3340252901096346 8.396637039972868
4 —0.2363345775644623 3.070889769728257
5 —0.8557443825668047 5.879467636957033
6 —0.0194437136332785 —0.7753263223284588
7 —-0.1921343881833043 2.834702257744086
8 0.5293079101246271 12.21547266421373
9 —0.007889741187284598 —2.498039834186359
10 0.4389698049506311 10.40717348588088
11 —0.1075592926980396 2.09413635645908
12 —0.2745569943771633 3.239272780108398
13 -0.05953332196045281 1.197012847673475
14 0.3844929939583523 9.355807691898551
15 -0.8749230207363339 6.006424530013026
16 —0.236546636250546 3.071897290438372
17 —0.1678759417045577 2.674400531309863
18 0.9506821818220914 22.48196398441491
19 0.9469791595773622 22.37501611873555
20 0.6393399100595915 14.5701285332337
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% 3 AXLHEMO-AFSAS SR E
Table 3 Parameter setting of the proposed MO-AFSA

Pn 40
r 3
Th 5000
Uc 0.6
minStep 3
maxStep 6
k P |
MaxIteration 104

+, —, *,/, In, exp, sin, cos, sqrt, sq,
cub, pow10, abs, =, 0.811, 0.618,
m, 1.112,2,0.5

EI8(a)—~(b) 7 Al 7R 1 2 T B3 55 w5 i =] A
PRS043 V20 B I st S Rt L,
By = 4.25122 + In 22 + 7.243e” [ B SZ 2R thfE
Kl8(a)—(b) kAT T R, AT LAE H, AN unf % £
T =PRI U e v 0T eR BB, B TR A S
RO, BT 55 0 B A8 ek B T LSl 28 I AT .
FLJFR R T 15 25 H A Al % (model assumption)
HARFEH R E R B A RN R R, R E
Ak [E1 R BT DA/ ML A R 22, (HSE R & 1) 2
FA R SR AR UG 2 4bF R 3 A (under-fitting) 5%
A (over-fitting) FFPRAS.
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Fig. 8(a) Regression analysis based on polynomial model
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Fig. 8(b) Regression analysis based on Gaussian model
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Fig. 9 Neural network modeling
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Table 4 Functional models obtained by each compared symbolic regression algorithm based on

k4 B555 e a HkARIE £ 2P ShAE R R IF B 0 B HAE A

the training set listed in Table 2

PR AP fi fo PRI RIA
02273 15 y =102, (1012 4 0.5) 4 7 + In2?;
0.1290 16 y=m+ (("*)%.22 4 In|2?| - a:)
0.0670 18 y = (e — (sin(sinz)3 |0 618|)) el 112 4 Ina?;
0.0506 20 y=In(z -z cos0.5)+ 0, 52‘ + e
0.0492 22y = (e + (cos(0.811)% - z)?) - (|0.811| + 1.112)3 +1In(1.112 4 |2?));
: 3
0.0446 23 y=(In10%)2 + &2t — W + In(z?);
MO-AFSA 05 :
x_(0.5+?).100050.5+x2.7r ,
0.0332 25 y= cos 0811 + In(sinz“);
xB
3 2
00111 26 y—e"2 f In(sing?) 4 EMOD° _ n1a12-24a,
x
2,2 . aT
00084 28 y=In(e T . 24 (TI+0 6180 51n(1n m)-e”.
- ‘l' - X
0.0048 36 y=In(a?) + (—S5— +cos(In0.5) + 10°51) - e” 4 sin(-——)%;
cos((S22 y2) 1.112
0.618
SL-GEP"™  0.0065 33 y =sin(z-sin 0.618 + e~ —2) +In(z - ) + [1- (| + z|> + 2 T%)| + 0.811;
o618 ] 112 z?
AFSAUSl 00140 34 y=In(a?) — ((ec™©0197 ). (sin ~—— — oS - 62t
=
2
e101.112 _
0.811—10)2
0.0839 21 y=In( (10 5 ) —z-z?);
0.0618 23 + Inz?;
\/ 8
\/ S Il
0.0577 29 In(z? - 3+ \/\/coso 811 - (z + elzl) + 0.5%;
y = (In(z ) ) \/W | |- ( )
0.618
NSGP x - (cos VOB
0.0354 35 y=In( ( (1 112)) . 10%)2 + (In 100.811~(sin 13 —|1n 0.618])+sin 2)3.
0.5 ’
2 —0.618 3 CoN3 o2
y = cos(m — ——— — (10" - \/7)°) + (1.112 - = + sin 2)” - 2° - 0.618+
0.0343 39 ™
Inz? + et 112 41112
(sin z)?
00112 43 y=1In 05 V0618 + oo~ Inl(10.618-05D] 1 (( 8112)2,
vte 3 + cos0.618
10.5%]
COoS T
10%* s
) L0.618 ln‘|cos ac3| ‘ 112
0.0088 48 ¥ =Infz" (1005 —m)| = ——F—— + (sin(cos(cos 2)) + ) - [e" "7
(z 4 [1.112% 4 2| 4 (0.811 + cos 7)?);
= (In0.5)2
0.0078 57 y = (107 — cos(1.112 - sin(cos(10™ + 0.8112)) — 10VOD)* . )y . (¢ 5511~

T

(cos
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Fig. 10 Symbolic regression modeling based on the proposed ¢ AFSA "o
MO-AFSA *+ NsGP
o MO-AFSA
=] M UAIEL 3 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
i1 GEP, SL-GEP, AFSA{{ 5 & 1 /MU & 12 0% 15 20 25 30 35 40 4550

ZEM A B 5 2% B 0 LA 18, DT 75 3] () A A 254
BONE A, JUH & SL-GEPHIAFSA TS 3] () bR Hsi 7Y,
BIRUERZEIR /N, (HI2 5 A BT S5 f HE T g A
PR, A IEMO-AFSALLZ H ARk it 7 2tk 47
FFEE, Mt 7GR 2 MBS 0, T K
IR Sz i A% B SR A 0% R AR AL ) G R4 b B AR
X H % MO-AFSA R 15 [ AN 73 bR iE T “o”
“w” WIERBUE A, AMURABNILE R ZE, RN R

BN B 25 FE . W 1K ) R BSOS 28 e H B
Fr A E A EAE I 2, W5 A5 2

o =y = 42> 4+ 1n0.877622 + 7.3891e”,

m—y = 4453727 + In1.1122% + 7.1111e".

AHER I, CA_EPAS R B o B 4 B
MBS B L Ry = 4.2512% + Inz? 4 7.243¢e*. R
ENSGPIAEFELLZ H btk 1977 Xk 775 5 [\, 5
HIFARBG RN IR HA SR TEMO-AFS A T3 AR
25 . NSGPTS 2 198/ JE S Be il A SASTE R Y
R E s FH 2 %5 T SL-GEPFIAFSA. FiH J5i
(R, ZEAE T NSGPX i iE M 158 RN S8 E 45 5
i I ARAS ZHK (code bloat), 3E 1 5 BRI & % BE 1K
M 3 iy, X RGP A Bk i [ A R, AUE I £ H
PR TE T2 AR AR i vk, 1 AIE T A% SC59% MO—
AFSATE R GE R 5 TH A B R . 7EX 56y =
4.25122 + In2? + 7.243¢" (1147 2 I3 1, GEP, SL—
GEP, AFSA, NSGP%5 51545 2 (1) R i 1 35 B A 45
WENAEIRE, B2 EE RSB E I, Bk
HFYBff AE 5 3 WX e A 8 A Rt B T ik LA, (H 554
LR R FL SRR ESOC R B A

El11/E 7~ T MO-AFSA1S 2l ff]ParetoHiij ¥ 5 GEP,
SL-GEP, AFSA, NSGPZ55 b L1531 i R BU AL /E
FH H bR R fL A fo 5K AR 2 8] TR R 4 A 15 0. E
KAl L, fEMO-AFSATS 2 [ Pareto ] ¥ I & AE 4K
— MBS BR BB Y 5331 S CGEP, AFSA, B{NSGP
B3 () 4k B R SL-GEPRE 115 3 — M ANY5 TMO-

AR S IR f,

11 755 RSB Y = 4.2512% 4 In2? + 7.243e (1)
FIAF AT AE H bR 18] i LA
Fig. 11 Comparison of the models obtained by the symbol
regression algorithms for the example y =
4.25122 + In 2 4 7.243¢” in the objective-space

B SOl B Fly = 4.25122 + Ina? 4 7.243e 1)
FEAAE R T o = OAMAFEAE “R 57 (cusp), IR
R PR E R AR ERR AN . AR AR S E:
MO-AFSAXS 5 3F 28 14 155 7Y 1) 3& I 1% fig, A bR 4L
y=sin(z - cos(bx)) ML EREHLEI 15 R(HFES)
VERVIGRFEARRIE 78 0 B, I B RS EA
A3 H &M% . GEP, SL-GEP, AFSA, NSGP% O
A IR B AR T VR AT T XL

&5 NHHAE: y = sin(z - cos(bz))
EREALZ R 15AN &,
Table 5 Training set: 15 points randomly chosen
from the function y = sin(x - cos(5x))

Fe T y Fe T y

1 0.005 0.005 9 1.391 0.8860
2 0.498 -0.3857 10 1.578 -0.0568
3 0.611 -0.5718 11 1.597 -0.2071
4 0.698 -0.6100 12 1.610 —0.3085
5 0.897 -0.2008 13 1.682 -0.7246
6 0.942 -0.0023 14 1.810 —-0.9936
7 1.331 0.9458 15 1.952 -0.9631
8 1.385 0.8954

12F1E 1370 o 1 P Rl 7 B JsvE A 2
W 2% Xfy = sin(x - cos(bx)) BIE T 45 . FHE T &,
e EDH B A pE T ROR. S NN, RE
K T Bayes IENALEAR, A 404225 i fh 4
PE AR I3, 1 7™ B UL, SRR 32 B AE T 40 F=
JET AR I 25 R B 2 BRI ZRRE AR, T A1)
HE 15N ZRRE AR AR R D
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Fig. 12(a) Regression analysis based on polynomial model
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Fig. 12(b) Regression analysis based on Gaussian model

T T
1 1

T
1

ARy

3.0 T T T T T T T T T
251 B i
20r H 1
10 . dot 2% > LA

0.5
0.0__ :
05 et
-1.0
-1.5

,2.0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0.0 02 04 06 08 1.0 12 14 16 1.8 2.0

NG R

-—= PHEME-106ET A == MEMEE-2063)Z 75 5
PHEEPILE-30R 2T R e TRE 254082 21 A
8 AR — y=sin(x-cos(5x))

B 13 4R %Ak

Fig. 13 Neural network modeling

FKoFIH T &L F By = sin(x - cos(5x)) 1]

A Ry

AR A R K Rerh ti A SR EMO-AFS AT 2116
AN ES R DLk Eth Ze e e T E 14, @id 5
HA Ry = sin(x - cos(bx)) ESE L LLEL, AT LA
B HASCEIEMO-AFS A AU & ROR W30 TP el
VA M ITEAIRRZE W 2%, RIS thEDIE T MO-AFSAXS
SRARA PRI )G AE T PERE. ] iR e H A S
TEMO-AFSAZRAFHIPIAS 0 ARIE T “o” il “m” )
RO, AR BV AR 2, [F BA D
HIRAY ST AR . A X P R O Y B BT
B BUETE, W53 R 2):

e — y = sin(1.05x - cos(5.06z)),

m— y=cos(1l.612 — x - cos(bx)),

Hodp: i Hle — y = sin(1.05z - cos(5.06z)) 5 5 4
) SE R HUB Ay = sin(x - cos(bx)) &+ ik,
Mm — y = cos(1.612 — x - cos(5z))H1.612 ~ 7/2,
R F AR cos(n/2 — ) = sin «, ZHEBHEEIEE
PR L O SR R B e EEp
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Fig. 14 Symbolic regression modeling based on the proposed
MO-AFSA

y=sin(x cos(5x))
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Table 6 Functional models obtained by each compared symbolic regression algorithm based on

the training set listed in Table 5

X HLF fi f2 (e SN
00587 14 y=sin(vI.112 2 cos(1.112+ 7 + 0.811) - 2); .
0.0296 17 y=-cos(1.112+ 0.5 —x - cos(z - 2+ x + x - 2)); [
cos( z /2 )
n cos Ve0-5
sin(—¢ s ——)
0.0107 21 y=Ine In 1112
MO-AFSA
0.00618744 22 y= lnesin(cos((x-(23—2))—x)-(m+0.5- \/(sinw)3));
000618501 24y =sin (|z+Ine* ™| cos( 5= +x));
2
cos(22 .11zl 4 inosin (sin0.5) _(V10:61812 50 ((0.618)%)3 |
0.0050 40 5= Sin(lne< @ |lel+2)+ oty )0 1),
. In[0.811- (0.5 — )|
L-GEP'Y  0.0061 40 y=sin(z-cos(0.618 x 1.112 + In | cos 0.811 z ;
SL-G 0.0061693 0 y=sin(x-cos(0.618 x +1n|cos0.811] + 0618 — 0811 T )
—L 471112
xr-xT
2
. ]0.811| + y/cos (0.5 + 0.618) | (1/((1.112)3)3 — 1008110817y . 5
AFSAl® 0.0062 48 y= | . .
y = sin(( 1112 | 0.811 )
cos 2 — )
(2 (+/0.5)% 4 sin )
10 - ((cosm)?)3 - 0.5
3
(0.5 vV102) — (108112 . o(VVT—T)
GEPP 00581 40 1y = sin (sin (“ \/& 0%) - (107" " -e 7))
0.811 . (cos (cos 0.618))3
Rl Py 0.618
(V)
0.0649 27 y=cos(z-1.112 - In(sin (? 4 cos7))?) - & - cos (sin (e"'? - cos In(z® + 1.112)));
00538 43 y=sin(x- (cos(0.618 + (- (/M2 + sin 0.618 + (1.112 + 1.112) - (10°00811)2|| 4
7 +1n0.811) — cos (cos (sin (In 0.811))))) — e ==2%)y;
NSGP In10/1-112]
( 0.618 )
coszin2 o 10™ - In 0.811]
sin (h’l 7) . COS T .
=3\3 7 |sin(z - ( —cos (0.5 - sin 1.112)))|
00529164 50 y=— (Ve 0.618 .
1.112 0.811

LUB

0.0141512 59

|\/101n (Lu2? (@+1.112)

1112 2
Lil2 o

y = sin(cos 0811

I((

T
_ YOt 3 61 _ " ye
cosln1.112) +0.618 + cos [z )l

(VA2 + 7])%)) - @)).

-z - cos(( 7]

0.618

Ryt — 0 2 52 R S EMO-AFS AR IR ST 0L,
ARICLAFRTH H 44~ 8 G Rt AT It 7EA
Jz 1] AR BE 25 (inverted generational distance, IGD)fE
N E ARSI R (4R AR RS R AT %
. TR T BRI ) ) B S Pareto HT VR TG AR,
T A SCHVEMO-AFS AR % 5451 43 5 37 32 4730
R, I AT 43 130 Pareto i ¥ H 11 BT A JE S B i1

N2 2 R I (reference front), 3 IE 115 % KIS 1T HI
IGD.

16LhE EITE U R | AU IAMO-AFSATE
ANEAF) ) R BIGD At L. NI 16 7T LLE H, A
SCHHEMO-AFSATE # 545 L IIGD 43 A (= A= e b
(1) 55 B 14 (outlier), REA 2 AEXTFL, F2, F4 = AN H I &
Bl BT “ 2007 (whisker), 8 BIIGDJY 41 1) _F DU 43 fr
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Fig. 15 Comparison of the models obtained by the symbol
regression algorithms for the example y =
sin(z - cos(5z)) in the objective-space

& T AT RSN 5 AR S )
Table 7 Symbolic regression benchmarks for

convergence test

P HIRBR R HEREZN
_ 9. 3 . 2
pr VT3 @EDTEZ@EDE G o)
(z+1)

F2 y=Ihn(z+1)+n(*+1) U[-1,1,200]

F3 y = sin = + sin(z + z?) U[-1,1,200]

F4 Y=z U[0, 4,200]

#E Ula, b, JZRMIXIA [a, b] LA 5046 R E
BEALZEI AMFEA
16 [ T T *I> T ]
4r -
12k + T _

=178
—_
=

T

i
]

:
g,
JE=

5
51
5t
=

W R 2
Kl 16 MO-AFSAX} 714 benchmark 7 ] IGDfE
Fig. 16 Corresponding IGD-value of MO-AFSA when
solving the benchmarks listed in Table 7
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ERALET MO-AFS A Re et &4 Hh = L = T E bR
O DU . SR, 40fel MR Pareto BT F ik
H— AN AR & — IR B I . AR —
AT REMIHT E AR R RO A T 1 18

TEPareto BV EHIAESCRC AR, — LUy E BR BUpE Y
IR R IR A R ZE R R A B 2y, ) — 2
TE I B AR A R B R AR A G iR 22 A SO Tk
FE2 H A R H 0] 5 R 4 . AR A2 B 25k 346 0k
TR, ATAT—AN H b5 s B B I 7 i, BT
A H AR 7S 1Al FL 5 (0, 0) S, AT H A5 7 18] 5 A
(0, O)RAE—ANFEUE 2. 24— ANETE R AU AU ) T
MG AN B FR TS 26 AN AL B AR TP

KN, A S AE Pareto i ¥ L3R EUEE B9 H b 28] IR
(0, 0)RREEE 29 50 (1l SRR A i A LB 1
ZRIAMEGRESHEMEREEER LNEEER
AT RES R PN B AR R, 2838 2 WA A ATk
T3 AR S TC AR AT I B AR B AR (S % H
B A AV HEAT H— Ak, Her: Thgn R Pareto BT 1Y B A
MIFRIRE, Thor 7~ Pareto BT IF i 22 MK, Ty 3R n B2
—AhIfE.

T BRI, U] MPareto Rt FIEI— N E4E
T EARAEAR KRR RS T BRI N g, Bk
THEE RN — AN ] B 407 R4 .

f1(Ti) = fi(Ties)
B = )~ 1)’
o) = foTigne)
 fo(Tett) — fo(Tuigne)”
5.2 WHFEREEK

AR S VEMO-AFS ATEXHE VAR 34T 4 i Fe ik
KT X HESE . R RIE VB BT R
38 A% R s 1k, A R T BEAENE 20 ST AL A gk K.
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ORFH: g iy, 133X — ] R, A SC WL 50 — J7 T,
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PRI 5 — 77 T, BT P4 A7 SRR AR T 1 7
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Fig. 17 Influence of parameter Pn of MO-AFSA on

convergence performance
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Fig. 18 Influence of parameter 71, of MO-AFSA on

convergence per formance

3) BENLP KGRI [minStep, maxStep].
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MO-AFSA on convergence performance
4) NEBIRE(2r +1).
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