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A bstract

W eproposea variantoftheSim ulated Annealing m ethod foroptim ization in them ultivari-

ate analysisofdi�erentiable functions.The m ethod usesglobalactualizationsvia the Hybrid

M onte Carlo algorithm in their generalized version for the proposalofnew con�gurations.

W e show how thischoice can im prove upon the perform ance ofsim ulated annealing m ethods

(m ainly when the num berofvariablesislarge)by allowing a m ore e�ective searching schem e

and a fasterannealing schedule.

K EY W O R D S:Sim ulated Annealing.Hybrid M onte Carlo.M ultivariate m inim ization.
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1 Introduction

An im portant class ofproblem s can be form ulated as the search ofthe absolute m inim um ofa

function ofa largenum berofvariables.Theseproblem sincludeapplicationsin di�erent�eldssuch

asPhysics,Chem istry,Biology,Econom y,Com puterDesign,Im age processing,etc.[1]. Although

in som eoccasions,such astheNP-com pleteclassofproblem s[2],itisknown thatno algorithm can

surely �nd the absolute m inim um in a polynom ialtim e with the num berofvariables,som e very

successfulheuristic algorithm s have been developed. Am ongst those,the Sim ulated Annealing

(SA) m ethod ofK irkpatrick,G elatt and Vecchi[3],has proven to be very successfulin a broad

classofsituations.Theproblem can beprecisely de�ned as�nding thevalueoftheN {dim ensional

vectorx � (x1;x2;:::;xN ),which isan absolute m inim um ofthe realfunction E (x).ForlargeN ,

a directsearch m ethod is note�ective due to the large con�guration space available. M oreover,

m ore sophisticated m ethods,such asdownhillsim plex orthose using the gradientofE (x)[4],are

likely to getstuck in localm inim a and,hence,m ightnotableto reach the absolutem inim um .

SA isoneofthem oste�ectivem ethodsdevised toovercom ethesedi�culties.Itallowsescaping

from localm inim a through tunnelling and also by accepting highervaluesofE (x)with a carefully

chosen probability[3]. The m ethod is based on an analogy with StatisticalPhysics: the set of

variables(x1;:::;xN )form the phase space ofa �ctitiousphysicalsystem . The function E (x)is

considered tobethesystem ’senergy and theproblem isreduced tothatof�nding theground state

con�guration ofthe system . Itisknown thatifa system isheated to a very high tem perature T

and then itisslowly cooled down to theabsolutezero (a processknown asannealing),thesystem

will�nd itselfin theground state.Thecooling ratem ustbeslow enough in orderto avoid getting

trapped in som e m etastable state. At tem perature T,the probability ofbeing on a state with

energy E (x)isgiven by the G ibbsfactor:

P (x)/ exp(� E (x)=T): (1)

From thisrelation wecan seethathigh energy statescan appearwith a�niteprobability athigh T.

Ifthe tem perature islowered,those high energy statesbecom e lessprobable and,asT ! 0,only

thestatesnearthem inim um ofE (x)havea non{vanishing probability to appear.In thisway,by

appropriately decreasing the tem peraturewecan arrive,when T ! 0,to the (absolute)m inim um

energy state.In practice,the m ethod proceedsasfollows:ateach annealing step k thereisa well

de�ned tem perature T(k)and the system isletto evolve long enough such thatittherm alizesat

tem peratureT(k).Thetem peratureisthen lowered according to a given annealing scheduleT(k)

and the processisrepeated untilthe tem peraturereachesT = 0.
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To com pletely specify the SA m ethod, one should give a way of generating representative

con�gurationsattem perature T,and also the variation ofthe tem perature with annealing step,

T(k).Forthegeneration ofthecon�gurations,theM onteCarlo m ethod (M C)iswidely used[5,6,

7].M C introducesan stochasticdynam icsin thesystem byproposingcon�guration changesx ! x
0

with probabilitydensityfunction (pdf)g(x0jx),i.e,ifthesystem variablesadoptpresentlythevalue

x,theprobability thatthenew proposed valueliesin theinterval(x0;x0+ dx0)isg(x0jx)dx0.This

proposalis accepted with a probability h(x0jx). M uch freedom is allowed in the choice ofthe

proposaland acceptanceprobabilities.A su�cientcondition in orderto guaranteethattheG ibbs

distribution isproperly sam pled,isthe detailed balancecondition:

g(x0jx)h(x0jx)exp(� E (x)=T)= g(xjx0)h(xjx0)exp(� E (x0)=T): (2)

O ncetheproposalpdfg(x0jx)hasbeen convenientlyspeci�ed,theacceptanceprobabilityh(x0jx)is

given asa convenientsolution ofthepreviousdetailed balanceequation.Usually (seenextsection)

the proposalprobability g(x0jx)= g(�x)isa sym m etric function ofthe di�erence �x � x 0� x,

g(�x)= g(� �x)and a com m only used solution to thedetailed balanceequation istheM etropolis

choice:

h(x0jx)= m in(1;exp[� (E (x0)� E (x))=T]); (3)

although othersolutionshavebeen also widely used in the literature.

ThevariousSA m ethodsdi�eressentiallyin thechoiceoftheproposalprobabilityg(�x)andthe

annealing scheduleT(k).O necan reason thatthecooling scheduleT(k)m ightnotbeindependent

oftheproposalprobability g(�x),i.e.T(k)should bechosen consistently with theselected g(�x)

in such a way that the con�guration space is e�ciently sam pled. In the next section we briey

review the m ain choicesused in the literature. W e m ention here thatm ostofthem involve only

the change ofone single variable xi ata tim e,i.e.they consistgenerally ofsm alllocalm oves.N

ofthese localm oves constitute what is called a M onte Carlo Step (M CS).The reason for using

only localm ovesis thatthe acceptance probability given by (3)is very sm allifallthe variables

arerandom ly changed atonce,becausethechangein energy E (x0)� E (x)isan extensivequantity

thatscalesasthe num berofvariablesN . Hence,the acceptance probability neara m inim um of

E (x) becom es exponentially sm all. Since �x is a sm allquantity,the cooling schedule m ust be

consequently sm all,becausea largecooling ratewould notallow thevariablesto therm alizeatthe

given tem perature. Itis then conceivable thatthe use ofa globalupdate schem e could im prove

upon the existing m ethodsby allowing the use oflargercooling rates.

In thispaperweinvestigatethee�ectofsuch aglobalupdatedynam ics.Speci�cally,weusethe
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Hybrid M onteCarlo (HM C)algorithm [8]forthegeneration oftherepresentativecon�gurationsat

a given tem perature. By studying som e exam ples,we show thatthe use ofthisglobaldynam ics

allows quite generally an exponentially decreasing cooling schedule, which is the best one can

probably reach with otherm ethods.AnotheradvantageoftheuseoftheHM C isthatthenum ber

ofevaluationsofthe energy function E (x)isgreatly reduced.Finally,wem ention thatthe useof

a generalized HM C [9,10]allowsto treate�ciently m inim ization problem sin which the rangeof

variation isdi�erentforeach variable.

Therestofthepaperisorganized asfollows:in section IIwebriey review som eoftheexisting

SA m ethods;in section IIIwe explain how to im plem entHybrid M onte Carlo in an optim ization

problem ;in section IV weusesom estandard testfunctionsto com pareourm ethod with previous

ones;and in section V we end with som econclusionsand outlooks.

2 R eview ofSim ulated A nnealing M ethods

Am ongstthe m any choicesproposed in the literature,wem ention the following:

-Boltzm ann Sim ulated Annealing (BSA)[11]: Based on a functionalform derived for m any phys-

icalsystem sbelonging to the classofG aussian-M arkovian system s,ateach annealing step k the

algorithm choosesaproposalprobability given by localm ovesgoverned by aG aussian distribution:

g(�x)� exp

�

�
j�xj2

2T(k)

�

: (4)

TheM etropolischoice(3)isthen used fortheacceptance.Thischoicefortheproposalprobability

and the use ofpurely localm oves im ply that the annealing schedule m ust be particularly slow:

T(k)= T0=ln(1+ �k),forsom evalue ofthe cooling rate�.

-FastSim ulated Annealing (FSA)[12]:Statesaregenerated with a proposalprobability thathasa

G aussian{likepeak and Lorentzian long{rangetailsthatim ply occasionallong jum psin con�gura-

tion space.Theseeventuallong jum psm akeFSA m oree�cientthan any algorithm based on any

bounded variance distribution (in particular,BSA).The proposalprobability atannealing step k

isa N {dim ensionalLorentzian distribution:

g(�x)� T(k)(j�xj 2 + T(k)2)�
N + 1

2 : (5)
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O neofthem ostsigni�cantconsequencesofthischoiceisthatitispossibletouseacoolingschedule

inversely proportionalto the annealing step k,T(k)= T0=(1+ �k),which isexponentially faster

than the BSA.

-Very FastSim ulated Reannealing (VFSR)[13]: In the basic form ofthism ethod,the change �x

isgenerated using the setofrandom variablesy � (y1;:::;yN )

�x i = (B i� A i)yi; (6)

(A i and B i are the m inim um and m axim um value ofthe i{th dim ension range). The proposal

probability isde�ned as

g(y)=

NY

i= 1

1

2(jyi j+ Ti(k))ln(1+ 1=Ti(k))
: (7)

Noticethatdi�erenttem peraturesTi(k)can bein principleused fortheupdating ofdi�erentvari-

ablesxi.Fortheacceptanceprobability,oneusestheM etropolischoice(3)with yetanothertem -

peratureT0(k).Thisproposalallowsthefollowing annealing schedule:Ti(k)= Ti(0)exp(� �ik
1

N ),

i = 0;1;:::;N , which is not very e�cient for large num ber ofvariables N . A m ore detailed

description ofthe VFSR algorithm can be found in [13].

-DownhillSim plex with Annealing (DSA)[4]: This m ethod com bines the DownhillSim plex (DS)

m ethod (which isbasically a searcherforlocalm inim a)with a M etropolislike procedure forthe

acceptance. The DS sam ples the con�guration space by proposing m oves ofthe \sim plex". A

sim plex being a geom etrical�gure with N + 1 vertices in the N {dim ensionalphase space. The

m ovesareusuallyreections,expansions,and contractions.Theacceptancepartisim plem ented by

adding logarithm ically distributed random variablesproportionalto thetem peratureto theenergy

before the m oveand subtracting a sim ilarrandom variableafterthe m ove.The m oveisaccepted

ifthe energy di�erence isnegative. According to reference [4]di�erentannealing schedulesT(k)

should be used fordi�erentproblem s. In the im plem entation we have m ade ofthis m ethod (see

section IV)an exponentialdecay hasbeen used.

3 H ybrid Sim ulated A nnealing

Thealternativem ethod wepropose{Hybrid Sim ulated Annealing (HSA){ usestheHybrid M onte

Carlo (HM C)[8]in their generalized version[9,10]to generate the representative con�gurations.
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W e �rstreview the HM C m ethod.

In its sim plest and originalform ,HM C introduces a set ofauxiliary m om enta variablesp �

(p1;:::;pN )and the related Ham iltonian function H (x;p):

H (x;p)= E (x1;:::;xN )+
1

2

NX

i= 1

p
2

i = E (x)+ p
2
=2: (8)

From the G ibbsfactor:

P (x;p)/ exp[� H (x;p)=T]= exp[� E (x)=T]exp[� p2=2T]; (9)

we deduce that,from the statisticalpointofview,the m om enta p are nothing buta setofinde-

pendent,G aussian distributed,random variablesofzero m ean and variance equalto the system

tem perature T.There isno sim ple closed form forthe proposalprobability g(x0jx),and the pro-

posalchange x ! x0 isdone in the following way:�rst,a setofinitialvaluesforthe m om enta p

are generated by using the G aussian distribution exp[� p2=2T]assuggested by the equation (9);

next,Ham ilton’sequationsofm otion, _xi = pi, _pi = Fi,whereFi(x)= � @E (x)=@xi isthe \force"

acting on the variable xi,are integrated num erically using the leap{frog algorithm with a tim e

step �t:

x
0
i = xi+ �tpi+

�t2

2
Fi(x) (10)

p
0
i = pi+

�t

2
[Fi(x)+ Fi(x

0)]; i= 1;:::;N :

Theproposalx0isobtained aftern iterationsofthepreviousbasicintegration step.In otherwords:

by num ericalintegration ofHam ilton’sequationsduring a \tim e" n�t.The value x0 m ustnow be

accepted with a probability given by:

h(x0jx)= m in(1;exp[� (H (x0;p0)� H (x;p))=T]): (11)

Notice that this acceptance probability uses the totalHam iltonian function H (x;p) instead of

sim ply the function E (x)asin the m ethodsoflastsection (com pare (11)and (3))[14]. Although

Ham ilton’sequationsexactly conservetheenergy _H = 0,thedi�erence�H � H (x 0;p0)� H (x;p)

is not equalto zero due to the �nite tim e step discretization errorsand one has quite generally

�H = O (N �tl)forsom e valueofl.In thisway,although the m apping isa globalone,i.e.allthe

variablesare updated atonce,itisstillpossible to have an acceptance probability oforderunity

by properly choosingthetim estep �tand onecan havelargechangesin phasespaceatasm allcost

in the Ham iltonian.Notice thatthe Ham iltonian di�erence �H being sm all,doesnotnecessarily

im ply that�E issm alland oncecan in principleacceptm oveswhich im ply a largechangein the

energy E (x).
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In orderto generate con�gurationsattem perature T,one stillm ust satisfy the detailed bal-

ance condition,equation (2).O ne can provethatsu�cientrequirem entsforthisdetailed balance

condition to hold are that the m apping given by eqs.(10) satis�es tim e reversibility and area

preserving[16]. These two properties are exactly satis�ed by Ham ilton’s equations and are also

keptby the leap{frog integration schem e. Underthose conditions,the G ibbsdistribution (1)for

the originalvariablesx isproperly sam pled.Itispossible to furthergeneralizethe HM C m ethod

by using m oregeneralm appingssatisfying theconditionsoftim ereversibility and area preserving.

In reference [10]itwasshown thatthose conditionswere satis�ed by the m apping induced by n

iterationsofthe following basicstep:

x
0
i = xi+ �t

NX

j= 1

A ijpj +
�t2

2

NX

j;k= 1

A ikA jkFj(x); (12)

p
0
i = pi+

�t

2

NX

j= 1

A ji[Fj(x)+ Fj(x
0)]; i= 1;:::;N ;

where A ij isan arbitrary m atrix. Thism apping can be thoughtasthe leap{frog num ericalinte-

gration ofthe following equationsofm otion:

_xi =
X

j

A ijpj; (13)

_pi =
X

j

A jiFj:

An straightforward calculation showsthatthese equations,although notbeing Ham iltonian,still

conserve energy, _H = 0,and the m ain features m entioned above ofthe standard HM C m ethod

are stillm aintained. Convenient choices for m atrix A ij are: diagonalin Fourier space (Fourier

acceleration),ora diagonalm atrix: A ij = A i�ij. This lastchoice allowsan e�ective integration

tim e step �ti = A i�tdi�erentforeach variable(com parewith (10)):

x
0
i = xi+ �tipi+

�t2i

2
Fi(x); (14)

p
0
i = pi+

�ti

2
[Fi(x)+ Fi(x

0)]; i= 1;:::;N

The possibility ofusing di�erenttim e stepsforeach variable accountsforthe factthatthe range

ofvariation m ightdi�erforeach variable.Thisisthe case,forinstance,ofCorana’sfunction (see

nextsection).

Sum m ingup,theHM C proceedsbygeneratingrepresentativecon�gurationsbyusingaproposal

obtained by som e ofthe m appings given above. This proposalm ust now be accepted with a

probability given by (11). In this paper,we have used m ainly the basic m apping given by (10)
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except in one case (Corana’s function) in which the m apping (14) has been used instead. The

tem peraturem ustthen bedecreased towardszero asin otherSA m ethods.Noticethatin thecase

T = 0 therandom com ponentoftheevolution (them om enta variables)in Eq.(10)iszeroand then

the proposalcoincideswith thatofgradientm ethods.

The HM C has been extensively used in problem s ofStatisticalPhysics[17]. For our purpose

here,wehavefound thattheuseofthepreviousHam iltonian based globalupdateofthestatistical

system associated with the energy E (x), allows a m uch m ore e�ective annealing schedule and

searching schem e than,for instance,the Boltzm ann,Fast annealing and Very Fast Reannealing

m ethodsm entioned above.In particularwe have been able to use quite generally an exponential

annealing schedule: T(k) = T0e
� �k. M oreover,since in HM C the acceptance decision is taken

afterallthe N variableshavebeen updated,the num berofenergy function evaluationsisgreatly

reduced.Thisturnsoutto be im portantin thoseproblem sin which the calculation ofthe energy

function E (x)takescom paratively a largeam ountofcom putertim e.

4 R esults

In orderto com pareouralgorithm with thedi�erentonesproposed in theliterature,wehaveused

a set of�ve test functions: a m ultidim ensionalparaboloid,a function from De Jong’s test[18],

Corana’shighly m ulti{m odalfunction[19]and two otherfunctions with m any localm inim a. W e

now de�ne and describein som edetailthese functions.

The�rstfunction,f1(x),isa N {dim ensionalparaboloid:

f1(x)=

NX

i= 1

x
2

i: (15)

HereweusethetestvalueN = 200 and to com parewith the resultsin [20],wealso usethe value

N = 3. Although thisisa particularly sim ple function with a single m inim um f1 = 0 located at

xi = 0,i= 1:::N ,it ultim ately describes the late stages ofthe behaviourofthe SA algorithm

when weareneara localorglobalm inim um ofany di�erentiable function.

The second function,f2(x),isa two dim ensional(N = 2)function taken from De Jong’stest
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typically used forbenchm arking G enetic Algorithm s[18]:

f2(x)=

2

40:002+

25X

j= 1

[j+ (x1 � aj)
6 + (x2 � bj)

6]� 1

3

5

� 1

; (16)

wherethe vectorsa,bhavethe following 25 com ponents:

aj = f� 32;� 16;0;16;32;�32;� 16;0;16;32;:::;� 32;� 16;0;16;32g;

bj = f� 32;� 32;� 32;� 32;� 32;�16;� 16;�16;� 16;�16;:::;32;32;32;32;32g;

thisfunction has25 localm inim a,and the globalm inim um isf2 = 0:998004,atx1 = x2 = � 32.

Thef3(x)function isthe Corana’sfunction:

f3(x)=

NX

i= 1

8

<

:

0:15 (0:05 sgn(zi)+ zi)
2 di ifjxi� zij< 0:05

dix
2

i otherwise
(17)

zi = 0:2 bj5 xij+ 0:49999csgn(xi) (18)

di is an N {dim ensionalvector. In our tests (and following [20] we have used N = 10 and

d = (1;1000;10;100;1;1000;10;100;1;1000). This function,which has m any localm inim a and

is discontinuousand piecewise di�erentiable,turns outto be one ofthe m ost di�cult test func-

tions,because the di�erent variables have di�erent scales ofvariation. The globalm inim um is

f3(x)= 0,atxi = 0,i= 1:::N .

Thef4(x)function isde�ned by:

f4(x)=
1

2N

NX

i= 1

sin(4�K xi)

sin(2�xi)
; (19)

with N = 200,K = 2. This function is periodic and has (2K � 1)N localm inim a per period.

The absolute m inim a are at xi = (2m + 1)=2,m 2 Z,i = 1:::N ,and the m inim um value is

f4(x)= � K (see �gure 1).

And,�nally,the f5(x)function isde�ned by:

f5(x)=

NX

i= 1

jxij
� �

NY

i= 1

cos(4�xi); (20)

with N = 10 and � = 1:3.Again,thisfunction hasm any localm inim a.Theabsolutem inim um is

f5 = � 1 atxi = 0,i= 1:::N .
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W epresentresultsoftheoptim ization ofthesetypicaltestfunctionsperform ed with them eth-

odsdescribed above:FastSim ulated Annealing (FSA),Very FastSim ulated Reannealing (VFSR),

DownhillSim plex with annealing (DSA) and the Hybrid Sim ulated Annealing (HSA).Am ongst

otherquantities,wehavefocused,asusualin this�eld,on thenum berofevaluationsofthefunction

and the CPU tim e needed to achieve a given accuracy � in the m inim um value ofeach function.

These m inim um valuesbeing exactly known forthe testfunctionsused. The resultsare sum m a-

rized in tables(1)and (2)afteraveraging over10 realizations.An accuracy valueof� = 10� 3 has

been used,although sim ilarresultshold forothervaluesof�.W ehaveprogram m ed thealgorithm s

fortheFSA,DSA and HSA m ethods,whereastheresultsforVFSR havebeen taken directly from

[20].Fora given testfunction,we haveused the sam einitialcondition,xinitial,foreach m ethod.

Asageneraltrend,wecan seethatHSA perform sbetterthan theotherm ethodswhen thenum ber

ofvariablesN islarge.Thisdoesnotim ply thatHSA perform sextrem ely worse forsm allvalues

ofN . An im portantadvantage ofHSA in frontofotherm ethodsisthatthe num beroffunction

evaluationsism uch sm aller(in table(1)thenum beroffunction evaluationsincludesalso the cal-

culation ofthe forcesnecessary in the HSA m ethod). Thism ightturn outto be very im portant

in thoseproblem sin which thefunction evaluation takesa long com putertim e.W enow reportin

som edetailthe resultsofeach testfunction:

As m entioned before, the f1 function, a parabolic function with a single m inim um , serves

to m odelthe behavior close to a m inim um ofany function, i.e. the situation for low enough

tem perature.W hen the num berofvariablesissm all,N = 3,itturnsoutthatthe fastestm ethod

(in thesensethatitreachesthem inim um in lesscom putertim e)isDSA although HSA needsless

function evaluations.However,when the num berofvariablesislarge,N = 200,the costin CPU

tim e and num beroffunction evaluationsisvery favorableto HSA.In general,the perform anceof

the DSA m ethod worsenswhen the problem hasm any m inim a. Thisisobviouswhen looking at

the resultsforthe De Jong’sf2,theCorana f3 and the f4 functionsforwhich the DSA could not

even �nd the absolutem inim um .

The f2 function isanotherexam ple in which the HSA can noto�era betteralternative than

otherm ethods,stressing thefactagain thatforsm allnum berofvariablestheuseofa globalactu-

alization turnsoutto be irrelevant.In thiscase,VFSR needslessnum beroffunction evaluations

than any otherm ethod. However,forlarge num berofvariablesN ,the cooling schedule required

forVFSR isnecessarily slow (seethe discussion in section 2)m aking itine�cientforlargeN .

The functions in which the variables have a wide range ofvariation (for instance Corana’s
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function f3)can bebetterhandled using thegeneralversion ofHSA.Rem em berthattherescaling

in (14)allowsan e�ectiveintegration tim e step �ti = A i�tdi�erentforeach variable.So,onecan

tuneA i tosolvee�ciently thiskind ofproblem s.In ourcase,therangeofvariation ofthevariables

com e essentially from the partV (x)= dix
2

i ofthe Corana’sfunction. Then,from the equations

ofm otion _xi = A ipi and _pi = A iFi we have �xi = A 2

iFi. The force isFi = � 2 dixi and we have

�xi = � A 2

idixi ,so wechoseA i =
1p
di
in orderthateach variablehasthesam ee�ectivetim escale

forevolution.

Thef4 and f5 functionshavethefeatureofpossessing a largenum berofm inim a (forexam ple,

f4 has(2K � 1)N localm inim a in a period). The resultsshow again thatHSA isa m uch better

alternativewhen thenum berofvariablesislarge,both from thepointofview ofCPU tim eused or

the num beroffunction evaluations.W e have chosen the f4 function to com pare in �gure (2)the

evolution ofthe m inim um value ofthe function with the actualnum ber offunction evaluations,

for both the FSA and HSA m ethods,showing again in a di�erent m anner that HSA can �nd a

betterm inim um with a lessnum beroffunction evaluations. From the resultsforthese functions

we infer that in m inim ization problem s with a large num ber ofvariables and a large num ber of

localm inim a,the HSA hasthe bestperform ance. Needlessto say,we have m ade ourbeste�ort

to use the optim alvalues for the param eters in each m ethod. It is possible,though,that these

valuescould befurtherim proved and theresultsoftables(1)and (2)slightly m odi�ed.W ebelieve,

though,thatthiswillnota�ectthe m ain conclusionsofthispaper.

5 C onclusions

W e have shown by som e exam ples how the use ofthe globalupdate using Hybrid M onte Carlo

algorithm can indeed im provetheperform anceofsim ulated annealingm ethods.Theglobalupdat-

ing im plicitin HSA allowsan e�ectivesearchingschem eand fastannealing schedulesand becom es

highly e�ective,m ainly in thoseproblem swith a largenum berofvariablesand a largenum berof

m etastablem inim a.

Itis clearfrom the resultsin the previoussection thatHSA requiresin som e casesordersof

m agnitudelessevaluationsofthefunction than otherm ethodsand can,therefore,givea solutions

in lesscom putertim e.Thisconclusion rem ainsdespitethefactthatHSA requiressom eextrawork

when com puting the evolution equations since it needs to com pute also the forces Fi acting on
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the di�erentvariables.In thosecasesin which the evaluation ofthe function takesa considerable

am ountofcom putertim e,HSA willhave an optim alperform ance,since the num beroffunction

evaluationsisgreatly reduced ascom pared to othersim ulated annealingm ethods.Itisconceivable

also that one could then use e�ciently som e ofthe acceleration schem es (Fourier,wavelet,etc.)

available for M onte Carlo m ethods in order to im prove upon the convergence ofthe sim ulated

annealing techniques. Further developm ents include applying HSA to techniques such as the

Car{Parrinello m ethod for �nding the ground state ofquantum m any body system s,for which

the calculation ofthe energy function is very tim e consum ing. W ork on this direction is under

progress.
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Function Dim ension FSA VFSR DSA HSA

f1 3 480 4875 79 18

f1 200 8420000 { 474000 30

f2 2 9900 1476 (*) 165000

f3 10 2100000 319483 (*) 720000

f4 200 12925000 { (*) 163000

f5 10 7230000 { 570000 118000

Table 1: Num beroffunction evaluationsaveraged over10 realizations,foreach ofthe sim ulated

annealing m ethodsused foroptim ization ofthedi�erentfunctionsto reach theabsolutem inim um

with an accuracy of� = 10� 3.In thosecasesm arked (*)itwasnotpossibleto reach the absolute

m inim um .FortheHSA,thedisplayed num beristhenum beroffunction evaluationsincluding the

calculationsofthe force.

Function Dim ension FSA DSA HSA

f1 3 0.023 0.003 0.021

f1 200 182.898 163.763 0.039

f2 2 0.181 (*) 5.834

f3 10 29.454 (*) 11.730

f4 200 1662.177 (*) 61.863

f5 10 119.434 13.929 4.00

Table2: Sim ilarto table(1)butshowing theCPU tim e(in seconds)needed to reach theabsolute

m inim um with an accuracy � = 10� 3 foreach ofthesim ulated annealing m ethodsexplained in the

text. Allthe program swere run on a Silicon G raphicsO rigin200 (CPU:R10000 running at180

M Hz,Speed:15.5 SPECfp95).
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Figure1: Plotoff4 function,equation (19)forN = 2,in oneperiod.Noticethepresenceofm any

relativem inim a,butonly oneabsolutem inim um atx1 = x2 = 0:5.
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Figure 2: Plotof"energy" di�erence with respectto the ground state value,versusthe num ber

offunction evaluations,forthe f4 function (19)with N = 200 using HSA (dotted line)and FSA

(continuousline),both initialized in xinitial = 1:0,theotherparam etershavethefollowing values,

forFSA:T0 = 0:8,m = 100,� = 100;and forHSA:T0 = 1:0,m = 10,n = 10,�t= 0:3 � = 0:007,

wherem isthe num berofM CS used fortherm alization attem peratureT(k)

17


	Introduction
	Review of Simulated Annealing Methods
	Hybrid Simulated Annealing
	Results
	Conclusions

