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Abstract Reasonable hyperparameters ensure that machine learning models can adapt to different backgrounds and tasks. In or-
der to avoid the inefficiency caused by manual adjustment of a large number of model hyperparameters and a vast search space,
various hyperparameter optimization techniques have been developed and applied in machine learning model training. At first, Pa-
per reviews eight common hyperparameter optimization techniques: grid search, random search, Bayesian optimization, Hyper-
band, Bayesian optimization and Hyperband (BOHB) , genetic algorithms, particle swarm optimization algorithm,and covariance
matrix adaptation evolutionary strategy(CMA-ES). The advantages and disadvantages of these methods are analyzed from five as-
pects: time performance, final results, parallel capability, scalability,robustness and flexibility. Subsequently, these eight methods
are applied to four traditional machine learning models: LightGBM, XGBoost, Random Forest,and K-Nearest Neighbors(KNN),
Regression, binary classification and multi-classification experiments are performed on four standard datasets:Boston house price
dataset,kin8nm power arm dataset, credit card default customer dataset and handwritten digit dataset. Different methods are com-
pared by evaluating their performance using output evaluation metrics. Finally,pros and cons of each method and are summarized,
and the application scenarios of different methods are given. The results highlight the importance of selecting appropriate hyper-
parameter optimization methods to enhance the efficiency and effectiveness of machine learning model training.

Keywords Traditional machine learning, Hyperparameter optimization, Bayesian optimization, Multi-fidelity technology, Meta-

heuristic algorithms

#H5 B 91:2023-06-20 3R f& H 1B .2023-11-23

FELTH «[H R A RBHAIES (61806219, 61876189) 5 B 74 47 i AL B Uh 15 4F A A FE 245 11 &1l (20220106 5 B P4 45 0157 BE 1 32 4% 11 &1l (2020KJXX-
065)

This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China(61806219,61876189), Young Talent Fostering Program of the
Science and Technology Associations of Universities in Shaanxi Province,China(20220106) and Innovation Capacity Support Program of Shaanxi
Province, China(2020KJXX-065).

WEVEE KW K (yafei_song@163. com)



AT, 45 A GEHL R A 2 B 1 S B Al 15 AR T Al

243

—_

Ell

HILAS 7 > 455 280 D] AR ik A 52 P 0 D0 B g P RE IR 2 9
2N T &AL S EOR R T &5 5 MRV RL 2 A
Flb A EEN L AGG LA I AR R B A TR 5
Fr o BOR T UAG TR B A 25 T 2% — FEA 0 5 I AT TR R &
AT R SR 18 5 BOHE T T 09 AR 55 T 3K (AL T R AR 1 43 25 R
81 H AT 55-ATH 8% EL A W R i 7 T M8 . 760 R AR WL 2 > 4
58 J 43 S B IS AE 55 I, I AR AT 5R b ke e R AR b 4 KL
I AR T B HEAT U 2R 30 T BEXT AR 1 1 S R
AT VRS, LA B AR BT (g 25 447, DA T 8 45458 TR0 AE R R 4 45 F 52 31
AR

BEEETE NG AL Z 05 T3 i B S8 AREEEMN
B 2E ] 18 8] LT R R A5, T A R Y 2
bR, EAR R LLE i N T 3l S A R R g7 A
T — S8 S RO B0 BB S ) R AR DG 6 R AL
v LAY A0 % T SCHF ) i AL AL, R Hz AL PR RE Y
S A 3 AL G AN ot B A AR R AT xR KO3 4R A A
G AR M R 2 A B U A B S i T 3 A RDE A M R
F B AR IR A A R P e, SR, X R ML AR
FERUAR XS 850, F BT 3 i 8 S 8O A —E it g 2 4 )=
LM ESHKE. HBRBSEIRZ BAFESHZ H A
7 HH 5 FR AR ARL B ] 41 6 J3E 42 TR L AdaBoost™ (X G-
Boost"?)  Light GBM'* | Catboost" " 45 4 S AR A , 88 2 H 14 14
LA K AR AE SN BB, ik e B R W N 1T 22 AR S I 2 5 R A
RUPEGE 10 2 80, OF B H b — 208 S8 B TEAR O G R L 7R
XAE B 4k S T2 98 4 A TAE AR, b, T
DRIEFE N B R R RO B i B A K S O 5 A b A o
R 2 (AT 55 %, (f S R0 R F 9% O L wf R A R B R E
B HLAS 2 S BALE S8 A SR LTy R

HT T HLAS 2 > B 7R B (95 2 BOR U BUE BLE A 43 28
T T H— 28 S B A R o B R O OR S S Bk
PRBCY 32 B b, PR AR ST S 28 S RO B B A B L e
IR T B 1 S AL G A AL B 05 R AR L % 27 2T B AL 2
BOPA G, REEEMRN TSSOl a8 2 I SRR
SRR B 2% 048 R 0w DU AR Bk L 2 AR
FLRE T R URE DR TR AL A ST R OT A ST (B S8
PR T S B 48R O vk b R R B T A
KU1 BE AL R 07 4 1k (Bayesian Optimization,
BO) A% 4l 8 B i BE 5 AR B0 AU O [R] 4 o B T T O AR
(Gaussian Process, GP) ¥ Ui 37 £ {6, 5 T TPE (Tree-
structured Parzen Estimators) i U1 -7 f 4600 il 3 F 7 51 45
T8 B 4k T 5 (Sequential Model Algorithm Configuration,
SMAC) ™ ;¥ UL i) 2 13 2L 0% A 380 0 B0 456 3% 452 0 2 B8 7% (Sue-
cessive Halving)™" | Hyperband™* #1 BOHB™ ; 7t k X &
B0 4% 38t 15 B 1 (Genetic Algorithm, GA)™Y kL T #F 5 1
(Particle Swarm Optimization, PSO) ™ 1B J7 22 56 BF [ i i
Ak 3K W (Covariance Matrix Adaptation Evolution Strategy,
CMA-ES)®9 45 7 Pl 2 50 6 In) 3 |, 58 4k 2% 2) R o
UL T B KRR 1. W S LU AL AR 2 R ot A

il

BOAR g Hefil 4 T — Bl RE 65 5 20 P 2 B0 e ) AR Oy
TRUT KR A M S Rl AT T O AR R TR T B R
SC i1 TE 5 A 2 2T TR AT 55 R LR SC e R AL 2 2T 1Y
SR TR .

ASCIT T 25 T OU AL 2% 27 T 152D )8 2 B Ak 45
AR GTEM AT T R AL A ST B A 2807 TR I B M R AR B
I LB T 2% JE BT A D e 5 [ If o i Jox 6 000 1 33 B 1
B 4 Tl GE L E 2 > K RL Y 43 28 A0 [T ) 48 55 b L 5l i L Al
TS T3 i 2 B A B AR AT 21 1) 5 0 2 B4 5 B DL 2 >
RUAE NI B AT 5 A% ARG AL BT T R I, 20 A 45 28 S
B AR R . A SCE 2 B85 S B AR AT 55 AT B0
RIBIFG TN E SN B AR IEIR 5 3 HIEHN AT
T S B A B AR B B R RS R B R 5 5 4 BE X SC
BRSO B AR HEAT S0 LB 38 5 B4 i T A SO
FWEEIE s i m B E 2T,

2 NBFIRBESHMUNBERARE

AL AR 2 2 SR T 20 B A RS R B S B
B ARTR R 7 vk 53 H AR T3 1T DAl 52 A — AN B ) AL
s SRR g ML %R R R A DL SR 43 2SR R o m] LS [l ) A
R HLERE IR N T EARE BB AN « S
LA DU SR 1k — S8, R R S B0 28 50 TT L Sk 3%
SRR EECRY L ZOT BRI Ay 25 AT B S BUA M R A AR
A T YIS0 56 30E BIL 25 2 7 450 AL ) I 2 42 A 36 0E 4 43 31
X F1 Xy s FAF IS LA 5 2 BER B R A A B2k BBl 5
X F [0 U3 ] BAT LA A 35 0 R 22 (MSE) 3% #% 3 5 AR iR 2
(RMSE) , % 43 28 [7] 2 0 W] LA fiff B %k 450481 2k 55 3 DA ) T
YA ZELAR 2 2 1 S B b A2 vh B bR BB £ IR AR 2R AR
PRI AL I AL % 2 2T B8 S B R Ak o R T AR OR O — A
AL, H B An R 7 S R = W 4 3 — A8 & 5t
IR U 2R i ML RS 2 ) B 7E B0 IE 48 1 3k 30 3R /M 26 18 1) f
RS E .

a’ =arg rgéif\lf{M(a\Xm.)\Xm]} (D

HLAS % 2 S B AL AR — A ™ 1 Se s I A A R 8K
FIERETE b s R R R R LM S 8RBT 28,
I 5 A3l B S B AL B0k 5 1 0 AL AR 2% S BB IER A
A BB A U 24 BEAT U I8 AR O SRR s R
HE— A N R H 2 T AR A0 5 5 0 R A 1R TT R R 9 R S
RN P IE TR S B A AR S B S B M e
KT R S R0 L I8 W A /N 2R 7S TR B (R B AR R T Y
WRZHEBRA R RERENBS L EENTILE R,
SR, — Ak TR vh H 0 A 25 i B A6 1 T 5 s U] A 1) f8, 24O
R 3 55 B I R S B VR B AR 8 KA S B R s ] gk
1122 W T30 R & 38 45 5 2 R 05K B0/ 1 4 JR) I A 535
04 J) Fre A0 A 5 24 1A WS VR A PRA T v sk b 10 R S R
b5k . L, Falkner %59 3 0 — R4 55 (0 48 2 800k 16 7
PR L A 5 ANER

D8R KA R ] P . 7 b BB Bl 2 ol B KR
A (1 ] RS, WL 2 4SS TR T 5 B A I () 4 B 2 5090 S R
[ OE /RPN R R R AR ) [ (e i R N S NI



244

Computer Science FHEHMFIZ Vol. 51,No. 8. Aug. 2024

3 H 2 T e PR ) 50 20 69 BR A DR O AU AT 7 ZE A BF 7 A S g v
PRASE R R0, TE TR B 5 U ) R A TH S BRI B LU S B AL /Y
T8 W A R B — A T B0 S B A vk TR TR L T A
S g T e P R 2 B 0 0 S s

DM A S5 R LT WS B Ty 1% AR
ST GE 2 1Y T3 5E TEOR S I L RE 8 4R B A AL A 2 S AL
2 R B e G 30T S A R AR S B

AT A A . BEE FHFAT IR 24 7T
FFAT BRI B (P I AR S = B IR F S M
DA 7 1 5 B R 8% AT R ) 5 SE T IR

ISR i) 3 Y i SF R G L RN A A Gl S
82 B T AR 7 2 RE S8 IR 16 R 18 S U 45

SR R G . T S EE A T R 2 R A E
JOE AN TR AL 2% 27 ~J 62 8 () 8 2 B 000 AL 75 K B4 B8 7, [R] Ik . R 4%
A R Ak FRAL A 27 2] B8R v T B A TE A 3 2k AL AN R R
28

T C e PR 5 B BER AR N A B AR L X T2 A IR
PO A0 0 2 A U s AT L.

3 BEHMAEAR
AT E B A AR A S RO Il B R TR LR B vk

W,
3.1 MEEER

WA 18 R AL SEHL AR 2 2 S B A iy — Fh O iU
e A i R S A TG 4 A2 A 2 R R s ) bl T BT A
FTRE BB S B A ARE T A b ok S A Y S RO .
SR o A% 48 2 A7 1 W] S0 0 5l A< 1 S TR 40 8 B MU R
FEL I 75 2\ Sy M2 4 2 0 BT A AT REU(E . %o T i 2 Y
SR, 30T B 2 5 BOME LU SE Mo MR LU S AR
TR L T 0k BEATORAT T3 ROA 1 R T o I 1 2 B2 46 4K
GUOR K ERRARCR . REA o NERGESEL B E S
BOA & AT REIBCE DU 0 A% 48 R A I 0] 2 2 BE O O ()P
BeAh i TS B8 R ER A BE Ry, R TiF £ ]
BEIRU(E , WAl et Is &2 R LB S B &, S BURZ SRR A
SRS RO
3.2 MEMEE

N T AR R R B R R T 4 2 2 A
8 R B N B AL IR 9 05 5 2E U L S R SRR K T i
RS EA A . AL RAR A 2 BE AL R P A R RO
— A EAE s IR A OGO L BE S 22 fiff 9 4% 48
ERN GRS E SN AN T & DG ERE R &2 81 NI '
HREEACA R . Bergstra S0 UL UE ], BEALIY 2 76 8 2 Kk
AT T L A R R Dy A AL, SR BE DL R 5 A% R —
T AT A AE T 3 HF AT 18 47 #1532 N D 6 B 5 o i A5 B e {0
SHBE R .
3.3 MmMEE

S 2 H T B X4 i I M 38 23R 30 05 T A T 4%l
AT AELAT IR T AR 25 FIORE JEE b SO WUk . A A B AR
MM HIEAT IR IF B — AR TR T RE SR A S KL, BT
4 DA R R A T A e e AR A R 2 TR B DU AL

D1 397 £ Ak 1 A 3 ST AR A0 2 AR B0 S 8 £ . L 3 5 R 4R BRI BCR
Bk AR DL AR 2 o) A5 R0 B 1 PR A 48 A 43 A T CRR R AR AR
AR A T R T 48 S 504 A SRR RE A S i . AR IR
HE AR AR AL 1 R ), AT A4S 3 Bl [l (4 0 4k 7 2, 43 5
FEF R AR DLk A ARTT (BT TPE B9 0030 fE 4k
DA K F 7 90 B R A Ak vRT0T . JRAE DLt S 4 A RE 65 T
X RIZ A0 R S8 T, B S U R PR R — R S
BAA S ARAL G20 DL 74 Ak A 7E — S A, A 45 5 4 25 )
TR ARG 6T SR 0 AR B A A A A AT P B A R
PO S L BRI AE SR AN WG 22 3 BT DL A AR A AR 1
[P0 ) T R R | B VA= e G TN R
AT AT RO AT S5 T R B S A e B A R
Al I O T L) K 5 ot iR A S PR m AR 4R

A DU 37 kA7 R S O AR I L 7 — B AR BN R &
PRAC LI R A B R G S G B REF MBS BAGHT
TR AL SRS AR T IR Y A R AR B AR Ak B (A5 B2
2RI R R B S B G B 7E DU R Ak v R
45 PR HIORIARE 2 1R BLASE R 2 28 56 5 T T 4 7 T
3.3.1 REIH

FHRBA AL ERNERER EESHAE
FBE R 4R R SR BT 10 B S B & L T T4 A e A B 4 o S A5
RUSEAN 4R 00 43 A . DUt 3748 1 9 28031 5 R 4R oR B % U0 AR
S A IE BSR4 BB AT BE S B AR IR IR . SRR R
) 3 2 R 4R B 5 A R AR B S A G T e
MBS A AT T — W, B R Y OR 4 R U
EI(Expected Improvement)!'*]

BHEE X () =max{0, f,+, (x)— f(x )}, HF £z
R E L — 50 U0 A %A T A3 210 A 46 32 1R HILASE 80 72 B (i L
WEIBEB AN REMNBESHAE o 0 R,
Forr Goo M2 18 2 85 20 Mo 35 4R v 1) 4> 0L N0 L A S 3 A\
KR SRS B 0 B A R B R e, T 1) 2
—ABEMLAR 59T B IE S 434, AT DA T (o) 1 MR 2 2

PDF= (2

1 () — fz")—D?
mame’(p{* 20" (1) }
Horp, p (O R 6* (o) 2 ) AS (7] A8 321 3B 0 A5 90 17 249 0 A
J7 25 R B, HRAE AR R B T R BT LIS T MR e
El(x):

Nty T2
EI(.r):J ! xp{J#(‘z) faH—D }dI

0 /ZﬁG(I)e 20‘2(1‘)
(3)
— ALK EICGO) G H .
ElL- (x)= J max(y” —y,0P(yla)dy )

3.3.2 MEEREAER

A6 DU e O A B Al T R BORE 9 S B B B
AR, HL T 2R A B A S 502 R ol A DL A B L AR 4R
B 84 53 A7 28 Ak PRI I 75 2 AR 25 AR IS TR AR % A B ) 0 (XS
BTV TTA 48 B8 19 20 A AT Al 1. Sk S S fC A Y A — 2k
[ a7 D Rk @ VR =W rya g I = R e 1 R R T



AT, 45 A GEHL R A 2 B 1 S B Al 15 AR T Al

245

BEAS AL B RO B AR . X B R T RS
P H TPE J7 0 PR A A B A A

e 7 ek AR IR B 43 A e T 3 (OB A S ) 8 S D L e
A BT LA B E R B m C o D RN 7 ZE R B R C 2 D K
E

S =GPGn(2) sk(x,2’)) (5)

WL TR B T 2 R RO A1 7 5 ek R

/e(f;,f,):exp(*%u X H?) (6)

RIEE AT B AT ¢ WAL AL 15 20 /Y A 2 A9 2 80 ol
(X1 ey soee s AT LR B0 — B 22 5 W A1 0 2 A% 6 I

/3(.1'1 51‘1) /3(1'1 sl‘/)
K{ ; -

k(x, s21) k(x, s2,)
A28 v AHE S AT ¢ ORISR ¢ + 1 W AR fb 15 21 19 A 3R
ARBEATE Y ) A3 A5, LA it — A 22 0w W o0 A

fl;t K k{*]
[ . ]~N o,[ . ] (®)
S R k(s sxien)

Booy =LkCa 121 s k(o sx) ] (9
ST ¢ A WEEAEAS, FRATT AT LA w0 A R AR 0
FRAE ) RT BE 4> A1, 1D .
Pfoy | X1 2D =N (241 +02 (221D (10)
() =k K f,
6 (i) =k(aeiy sx) — R K iy
e it R R ARG P (| y) 4T #AE W TPE 2 4E P(x|
WA P(y) BT, TPE & R IR Al 285 )3
P(J‘y)={l(1)’ Y=y’ (1D
g(x), y=y'
Hor 1) R Fo <<y MBERZE R, RZ g () IR
Ko W PGy<<y" )=y, WHX EL- ()#HTHE:

(7)

ﬁwfa{

*
v

EIV*(I):J (y,iy)P(x‘y)P(y)

Pl o dy (12)

HRh P(y<y" )=v,0]1%,
P(x)= JP(I\y)P(y)dy:71(1)-0—(1*7);{(1') (13)
HE— A DS EL (02,

7y 1) — 1(x) J P(y)dy
El,- (x) = —

yi(x) + (1 —7glx)
glx) !
(7+ LA y)) (14)

W EIE T e X — W] PLA 2 E R
B3 25 W TR (OB K g (O B/MY .,

3.3.3  Meb AR ik eg iR AR
Bk DU ARk

A BUEE D, HAR R AL £, B S B R A H) AL R RS, R AR
PR LG AL T
iy S EARALEE R o
L WA D IEH L ALS T L AE NI A
2.for t<=1 to T do
3UHE DA LS A Uk AR H b R B 9 T RE Y 3 T P (fn |
XioXet1)3

4 FETF AT PG | X0, cxo ) TSR 2 08 BOR e Hh A vk 1809 B AR
S o3
5. R xS HAR BRBUE Lo B A B (xe1 0 L) A
D

6. end for,

DU 357 00 A 1y L 3 R ol S 2 U 1 0 PR BN L I
F A b — KA PR A5 B 1Y 8 S B B A SR fire MR 25 A SR ASE A 5 AR
J R R R AR AT A Sy e IR A5 L T SR 4 oA R AR L A B
KRB S AL I RAE OB S 8L T DL 2 2 R AR 4
TEAE 1 1 8 32 B0 5 WL 6 T2 08 2 50 A R i 11 A5 A 1 i I
AL~ B S BA LG D, AL ARG, TS E —
AHL RS 27 > B AE R [R) 48 2 50 46 10 T 76 0 TR 4R b A9 A il
2R, T TR R ZE S E A LY LS PR RR Rt TT
PABBCZE b 28 1 i SR /AIME AR O DUk Ak i S B R X+ —
ASKNA w0 BECHR B JE v Wi B 0 D1 ek 7 £ 4k (BO-GP)
] 2% 2 g O ) 3T TPE B9 I 37 4 4k (BO-TPE)
[ B ) 42 24 B S Onlog )
3.4 ZREMLK

RSB ARG A T w4 B RS AR E AL 1k
IRk o e A B AR A0 1 O 2 0l 0 A A AL U R N AR AL
BN PR ALY AL P R B (0T E R 2 SR R R A ), A AR
LR AE TS PR A0 I B0 T o o R A 2 A A R e [ 3 7 45 28
Y G 5 21 1 A58 K B (K AR — 58 A DY 2R B AR
A KE 3T b 7 vk A 45 Al R W Ry g SR I 22 1 2 5l
B AP RN TS EHAEENRALE R, S
B AL SR 2 A8 B 22 O LA B A < 7 Rk
B2 Hyperband'? Fl BOHB , [5] I, 2% 2 0114 Wy %) £ 44
B AL AT Bk A I RE S N T 2 L T Li R T R
it SR SR 5 o S S R H T A A BR
B KB 3 5 L BT Schmucker 2545 5 45 % SR 2K 55 ik b R
)% BFRPY ; Awad 254 Hyperband 5 2% 43 ¥ 4k 55 1 45 & f
N AN = (T RTINS o e R AN I T T T
X H R AR R 3 Mk,
3.4.1 HEESRFHE

B SR — R G — S A S R A e R O
3 3 N 0T S B PR R AR 2 I AL B R EAT R AL O k. L X
B E 2 M R A T B A AR B S B, SR
TR B B AR kA S A B SRR A S A
B B VR TR L R S SR PEAN . R S S Rk T IR
PR B2 R A B A Ar ik 8 S 4 B n 22180 19 B« 2 476 4k
¥ s — A8 S AP RIE B/n IITAEE Z B S8
G, R0 15 2 S B U R N B S R R LT
ZWEI B/n?
3.4.2 Hyperband

Hyperband 58 2 & 7F 3% 22 02 50 1k SE Al B AT % 73t
IR AR L B TR DL AT BR S IR B B ORI FR 2 S AL B
b 22 TR P A ) A, R A SR AR S ok R 4 R S A 4
FEWS B T e i) F7 288 2 0 B0 o, B 3% S0 Bk
A LI A Hyperband 5% 1 — 4~ F# )3 . Hyperband 5 1)
A A R 2 iR,



246

Computer Science FHEHMFIZ Vol. 51,No. 8. Aug. 2024

&% 2 Hyperband B
A A SR B T RE 43 T 1Y S K B R 3 22 9 3Rk b Ak
AT (9 ¥ K S L )

it R SRS R o

1. W) IR A58 AR AL 2 B0 B KA IR KB smax = | logy (RO | FLE KT
FHEIE B=R(smax+1)5

2. for s<=spmax to 0 do

TH S HARE n= By /R(s+ 1D TR S HUA A 5L PR 5 i
I FEPR r=Ry s

4 FHBEHL Y 5 REEA B n A TFE R S8

5. for i==1 to s do

6. T Y HTIEER T A 15 0B S B B =L nq ™' 5

T EBANES LG SRR R T ri=rq';

8. Xk n ANRF B S RO AT FE Sk B T AR E Y A1 T o
T LS B

9. end for

10. end for

11, Smax + 1 WA Z G AR F] spuax + 1 DA S 4F T 098 S804 LB
PR R bR B R S 8L A

RIL R R Al LU . B A Hyperband 5395 A0 45 9 #8
706 2 F0 S0 TR A0 20 W5 A8 B o G P AR A ek 2 % e B vk
M bR R AR . Hyperband 5235 M THL K 22 B Onlogm) ™,
3.4.3 BOHB

BOHB ) 44 % % H T Bayes Optimization 1 Hyperband
M BE 4, B i T Hyperband B9 R #8372, % Hyperband
) B ATL SR A ok R D DL et B A b AR, DT e 6% AR =2 i et
I S B O e AF S e S BT, BOHB YR
FER L R AN 3 R,
&3k 3 BOHB KIREE
WA B D BEALIREAE SR o, B A R AR B N, Ay AR B T Y

T /NFEA B N 3 55 S50 b,
it RS HOR B SE R
CURBEALECN T o, 4R S22 S REHLRAE 5
.b=argmin{Dy: | Dy | >Npin+2};
IR bR s WAk S A LR 5
HFE 10 =P(y<al x, D)l g(x) =P(y=alx.D);
A Ny =max(Nyi » qNy) Hl Ny = max(Npin s Ny — Ny 3
CIRIEL IR 4 BB 5 TS R LA 2 AL AN
SR 10 /g (o dRe w19 45 RAE B S B R R AR R

B35 B N, RBEBE N o WENT TR IEAL
RS AL B 58 5 28T LUARAIE P A % B oR BCER A 2 18 1
SRR R, NS 4 BT LA, BOHB 58k v F
eI fE B AR B A it R S TPE 5, A RSE T
TPE fifi F — 4 A% A% 71 19 J2 Ik 4548, 1 BOHB fili H 2 4t /) 4% %
BEAG T, DU G b AL 3R A %S R P i s BARE . R SR R A
1 b, BOHB B IAE A 2 e 1% £(2)/ g (2) R AT RE R
F 2 B B 2 B R SR B T T A 28 Y DL e S O Ak il
H TPE 1E MR AR B AL BT, (o) FE N R R B ik —
3, F Ik BOHB 83k R 24 o OGelogm) ™,
3.5 TRARHEE

TR ERBERE - LRETARR N ST AN RLE
%, R A A A B A R AR Ll B AR 9 AT R ok

~ o Gl R W o =

HEAT 0] RBUSR A o AE A DR 52 5 e Al TN AR 2tk 45 n] i 1 3R A
. HRBAZMICE &Rk 8L 5 kT
REOE AR ER ) U Jr 25 0 I B 38 I 0 Ak OR mE T R 22 4 ik Ak
GRZ N TGS N B =R RN E o NN T B
o = - W N A A S I Tvi = I = W A7 L
P B S H AT RS AT DR T R R . T A
W 3 o R UE

3.5.1 iAEH%

AL SR — R T A AR e 1 PR RA T AR AR
FRIRSCHT ORI IR, 6 3 AR A7 i ARk R B i A . A%
VLRG0 G2 R, BIAR Z AR I 45 & % Bz T 3K A 1 [7)
T AR AR 3R — A il ol B 1R 3R 3 B i 1 4 B L 3 S A IR AT
AL R 3E AR e AR S R R oR B AR AL AT
A AP RT DL B0 S A IR A A A R B O AR . e RACFR R P Y
I LA 1 28 3 i 0 S5 RT LA Sy I 350 10 30 AL o A A%

W 1001 BRSO Ak ), B B T R T S 4
B 48 2R 2 (0] 5 38 N B bR KON N 9 20 S B TE M e b A S
O — Z g AR B — AR, AP AR B A 2 A SR
F AR A 3 ) 1) B S 01E 2 5 A5 B0 109 4, 32 LA
E S PR AR TR K O Y, AR AR NG 4 R,

Bk 4 mEHE
B PR/ NLIE R JE R F(x) L 28 XHER P AR LR P, ek

SEARUE T
2 3 I e e AN AR R B S 4D
1. T o AR A S B [ 035 456 A 17 1) 4 5 07 25
2. VIR AP RE AR FE AR AT 2 BE ML A B K BE R n D

T I AR R W IR R R

.for t<=1 to T do

.for i<-1 ton do

VB B T A PR AR B E F(xi) 5

CHEALTT RS P Al P X e 8 IR HEAT HEBE LSS SRS SR AE L AR
BRI

7. end for

8. end for

9. 3K B d5 RE AR UCEL A5 1E IFRE 38 B A v 0 A R HE AT A AT i

AR R A 4w 1R S A AT S A G Y BE AL
I tE A, BE LB IG T0 10 S 80UE B 8 AR R RS 40E , Bt b
Z50% e £ PR HEAT R B A8 SO R S B A L DA AR 3 e A R S A
T, R — B B T A 3E R AR EAT PP A
FHEF 98 J5 AR A 7R 0938 7 B (8 18 BOOR R AR T 40
28 S W P AN S AR Y o A g — B 4 SE ) B R AT AS 4,
BT B o A8 S5 AR A R DR Y o B AL AR — A il 2
PRSI A 10 A Ja AR A A . 38 SR AR St 45 A ] LA B B
) 22 REME B 0 B8 1 R B A R AR A A
3.5.2 BT RMALH &

REF B L I X S B AT b R, kT
HEOL AL 1Y A AR R B R T i g — DR & 32 25 T RF
ARG AN 2 AR v T R SR SRR & 0 38 g A R ok
Z I PERE Rk TR BN, SRR N, 5
B REOLAC R HEAT X L 4 2R3k 1 g, AT L AL
e, BENL ™ A — s R ARV S IR) RS R 7S R] 1 AL

> G e w



AT, 45 A GEHL R A 2 B 1 S B Al 15 AR T Al

247

8 ek 2% [ R X T 3 N B R KSR S R B N AR SRR AT
AR R AW SRR T B R B B A S B AL A5 2R
BT REUL AL S L A IR AR AN A1 5 FTR

1 SRR AR T RO S8 v R AR E

Table 1 Basic definitions of bird foraging and particle swarm
optimization algorithms
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Table 2 Comparison results of hyperparameter optimization

algorithms
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Table 3 Hyperparameter search scope of machine learning model
under Boston housing price dataset task
ML 3 A S ER WE & A i & A
learning_rate FH5R 0.001~0.9
min_data_in_leaf BHA 10~30
min_child_weight #5A 0.001~0.1
max_bin BHA 100~300
LightGBM num_leaves B A 20~50
reg_alpha % A 0~10
reg_lambda A 0~10
max_depth B A 1~5
n_estimators R 100~500
learning_rate # 5 A 0.01~0.9
colsample_bytree % 5 A 0.5~1.0
min_child_weight # 5 A 0.001~2
gamma #* 5 R 0~20
XGDBoost
reg_alpha HFHA 0~10
reg_lambda # 5 R 0~10
max_depth A 1~10
n_estimators B A 100~500
max_depth B A 1~10
n_estimators EX& ] 100~500
RF min_samples_spilt B A 2~10
min_samples_leaves BiA 1~10
max_features B A 1~5
KNN n_neighbors B A 2~20

XiF F kin8nm H i 4 . BEHL 6530 B VIRt T
YR T L K 838 4% B4l 1 o B i 4, T 1 3 50 3iF i
2% 8 FAR BRI LU 0 S B g SR . Rrfifb
B HL A 2% 2 B LightGBM ., XGBoost. B HL 4k LA &2 KNN
AR R AL S 80 48 L n 3k 4 g,

F 4 kin8nm $ii G2 55 T HLAR - ) AL B 2 8
RN

Table 4 Hyperparameter search scope of machine learning model
under kin8nm dataset task
Mo A RS ER BAEE A i & oy
learning_rate % 5 A 0.01~0.9
min_date_in_leaf BHA 10~30
min_child_weight H A 0.001~0.1
max_bin A 100~300
LightGBM num_leaves B A 20~50
reg_alpha % G A 0~10
reg_lambda # 5 A 0~10
max_depth B A 1~5
n_estimators R 100~500
learning_rate % 4 Al 0.001~0.9
colsample_bytree HFH5R 0.5~1.0
min_child_weight # 5 R 0.001~2
gamma &G A 0~20
XGBoost
reg_alpha % A 0~10
reg_lambda # 5 R 0~10
max_depth A 1~10
n_estimators B A 100~500
RE max_depth X&) 1~10
n_estimators A 100~500
KNN n_neighbors B A 2~10
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ML K KNN 32588 R bl S 8 R Ean sk 5 ool .
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Table 5 Hyperparameter search scope of machine learning model

under credit card defaulting customer dataset task

ML % S A R E RS HE %A HEEE
learning_rate # A 0.01~0.2
min_data_in_leaf A 1~10
min_child_weight %A 1~10
LightGBM max_bin BHA 5~15
reg_alpha EHaA 0.01~10
reg_lambda FHER 0.1~10
max_depth EHA 1~2
n_estimators A 300~500
learning_rate # A 0.001~0.2
colsample_bytree H A 0.5~1.0
min_child_weight EHaA 1~10
XGBoost gamma FHER 0~20
reg_alpha # G A 0.01~10
reg_lambda EHA 0.1~10
max_depth R & 1~2
n_estimators BHA 300~500
max_depth A 2~10
RF min_samples_spilt # 5 A 2~10
min_samples_leaf # 5 A 1~10
KNN n_neighbors B A 2~20
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Hyperparameter search scope of machine learning model

Table 6

under handwritten digits dataset task

# 8 XGBoost 1 2 H I Ab 45 76 D - 15 5 A0 B HE 4R MR 4R 1
1) R I
Table 8 Performance of XGBoost hyperparameter optimization

results in Boston house price dataset

M2 5 A R E A W EA HERGH
learning_rate %A 0.001~0.5
min_data_in_leaf BiA 5~50
min_child_weight % 4 Al 0.0001~1
max_bin B A 100~500
LightGBM reg_alpha ik 45 AL 0~1.0
reg_lambda # 5 A 0~1.0
max_depth B A 1~10
n_estimators B A 100~800
num_leaves B aA 20~50
learning_rate %A 0.001~0.5
colsample_bytree % 5 A 0~1.0
min_child_weight % 4 Al 1~5
XGBoost gamma 223 0705
reg_alpha ik 45 AL 0~1.0
reg_lambda # 5 A 0~1.0
max_depth B A 1~10
n_estimators R 100~500
max_depth A 5~50
min_samples_spilt B A 2~10
RF min_samples_leaf BiwA 1~5
n_estimators A 50~300
max_features B A 1~20
KNN n_neighbors B A 2~10

4.2 MERELER

RT—F2FNIMT 3 BLIWMAITIET R, Hh, R 7—
F10.FK 11— K 14, £ 15— F 18 LIKE 19— 22 553 H
T LightGBM, XGBoost. K AL £ Ak 1 KNN 52 5 78 3 + i 57
BB e 4R kin8nm B £ E AR EAR P RBEELURTE
B LI e AR . ZEPERET I, BN EAH L, I8
FAARTR 8 S 80 AL T7 2 3 45 4 Rt B AE 4 1 2 i
AN TR AR B 0 #6140 A U 0 s AR AR R 4E S8
AL 7 1 I 22 T R AIC AL 28 2% T AL 2 38 I iR 25 . TR M5
PB4 % P8R 45 T KINN 0 2S00 R0 1 of 1 %6 fe 248 T
T 20% . SR 7EPE 5 R AR L D S B R
Pt KNN [a] )5 85 B9 8 2 50mt, i 3 7 IR AR 45 SRR ki &
BB BB B0 5 A AT AE R KNN LT HUA7 — Fh g o 52 1
e = QN IBu QIR R B S SU N B Y - R U b
fils, AFL 23 38 A it 22 , 17 30T 40 00308 B3 /0N ) DU 2 R IR 02 A Pk g
PRI 3 168 B 2 B0 A T 8 e D0 Ak — ol 2 oy A 2
e BN S H B B .

# 7 LightGBM 82 $UH Ak 25 7 Ik 101 55 i 800 4 ik 4 1
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Table 7 Performance of LightGBM hyperparameter optimization

results in Boston house price dataset

kALK * MSE RMSE MAE R? T/s
Default 17.7529 4.2143 2.7820 0.7736 0.1
GS 14.1291 3.7589 2.5460 0.8198 269.1
RS 14.0735 3.7515 2.3971 0.8205 1.2
BO-TPE 14,4642 3.8032 2.4921 0.8155 6.2
Hyperband 14.0576 3.7493 2.4134 0.8207 6.1
BOHB 13.4067 3.6615 2.2680 0.8290 8.6
GA 14. 0557 3.7491 2.2838 0.8208 3.2
PSO 13.9698 3.7376 2.4228 0.8218 1.4
CMA-ES 13.7113 3.7029 2.4879 0.8251 0.8

A 5 % MSE RMSE MAE R? T/s
Default 17.7529 4.2143 2.7820 0.7736 0.3
GS 13.2665 3.6423 2.3091 0.8308 2864.9

RS 13.6016 3.6880 2.5922 0.8265 8.0
BO-TPE 17.5187 4.1855 2.6985 0.7766 35.8
Hyperband 16.7591 4.0968 2.5053 0.7863 190. 3
BOHB 14.8977 3.8598 2.9063 0.8100 164.3
GA 13.8393 3.7201 2.4300 0.8235 14.6
PSO 13.7051 3.7020 2.4688 0.8252 5.3
CMA-ES 13.5427 3.6800 2.6863 0.8273 3.6

9 BEVLARMRE 2 B I 45 SR AR s o B AR 4 B
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Table 9 Performance of random forest hyperparameter optimization

results in Boston house price dataset

A 55 % MSE RMSE MAE R2 T/s
Default 18. 6467 4.3182  2.6980  0.7622 0.7
GS 12,1477 3.4853  2.3721 0.8451  338.8
RS 11.9020 3.4499  2.3135  0.8482 15.1
BO-TPE 11.6995 3.4204  2.3160  0.8508 68.3
Hyperband 12.6241 3.5530  2.4338  0.8390 17.8
BOHB 14.0306 3. 7457 2.5209  0.8211 33.4
GA 11.8856 3.4476 2.3698  0.8484 36.3
PSO 11.5297 3.3955 2.3446  0.8530 18.5
CMA-ES 11.4283 3.3806  2.3437  0.8543 10.3

# 10 KNN 2B 1 45 A8 055 o B 52 i 4
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Table 10  Performance of KNN regression hyperparameter

optimization results in Boston house price dataset

A 5 3% MSE RMSE MAE R? T/s
Default 38.9760 6.2431 4.6849 0.5029 0. 20
GS 43.2550 6.5769 4.8402 0.4483 0. 30
RS 40.2721 6.3460 4.6351 0.4864 0.10
BO-TPE 40.2721 6.3460 4.6351 0.4864 1. 20
Hyperband 43.2550 6.5769 4.8402 0.4483 2.90
BOHB 43.2550 6.5769 4.8402 0.4483 4. 30
GA 40.2721 6.3460 4.6351 0.4864 0.08
PSO 39.5595 6.2896 4.7196 0.4955 0.15
CMA-ES 40.2721 6.3460 4.6351 0.4864 0.12

# 11 LightGBM @S 8L 45 R4 kin8nm FU¥E 42 M4 119 R 3
Table 11  Performance of LightGBM hyperparameter optimization

results in kin8nm dataset

A 4% MSE RMSE MAE R? T/s
Default 0.0194 0.1395  0.1091 0.7080 0.1
GS 0.0132 0.1149  0.0878  0.8017  933.2
RS 0.0157 0.1252  0.0969  0.7647 5.8
BO-TPE 0.0126 0.1122  0.0971  0.8108 17.9
Hyperband 0.0132 0.1148  0.0886  0.8018  60.3
BOHB 0.0183 0.1354  0.1054  0.7245 5.5
GA 0.0154 0.1241  0.0945  0.7687 8.6
PSO 0.0167 0.1293  0.0986  0.7491 7.2
CMA-ES 0.0151 0.1229  0.0921  0.7762 2.3
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Table 12 Performance of XGBoost hyperparameter optimization

results in kin8nm dataset

%16 XGBoost # Z Ml 45 R 7E 15 F F 15 20 50de 42 i 42
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Table 16 Performance of XGBoost hyperparameter optimization

results in credit card default customer dataset

1k 5 % MSE RMSE MAE R? T/s A H Accuracy Precision Recall F1 score T/s
Default 0.0163 0.1277 0.0980 0.7550 0.4 Default 0.8147 0.6197 0.3811 0.4720 2.27
GS 0.0167 0.1292 0.0999 0.7923 17127.8 GS 0.8222 0.6725 0.3543 0.4641 11176.80
RS 0.0143 0.1196 0.0987 0.7932 67.6 RS 0.8205 0.6561 0.3658 0.4697 58.02
BO-TPE 0.0134 0.1161 0.0904 0.7976 155.5 BO-TPE 0.8233 0.6685 0.3712 0.4773 54.10
Hyperband 0.0150 0.1229 0.0954  0.7732 36.6 Hyperband 0.8197 0.6453 0.3781 0.4768 66. 30
BOHB 0.0392 0.1980 0.1572 0.4119 117.3 BOHB 0.8227 0.6671 0.3673 0.4738 138.10
GA 0.0126 0.1123 0.0874 0.8106 116.3 GA 0.8222 0.6639 0.3681 0.4736 179. 21
PSO 0.0138 0.1175 0.0932 0.8021 112.5 PSO 0.8212 0.6648 0.3574 0.4648 99. 32
CMA-ES 0.0135 0.1162 0.0903 0.8031 33.7 CMA-ES 0.8228 0.6690 0.3658 0.4730 63.18

13 BEHLARAME S EE AL S5 R TE kin8nm £ 42 Il 4E b
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Table 13 Performance of random forest hyperparameter optimization

results in kin8nm dataset

A 4 % MSE RMSE MAE R? T/s

Default 0.0196 0.1399 0.1100 0.7060 3.1
GS 0.0192 0.1385  0.1082  0.7122 1917.1
RS 0.0189 0.1376  0.1078  0.7157  408.5
BO-TPE 0.0192 0.1385  0.1082  0.7122  508.4
Hyperband 0.0193 0.1390  0.1089  0.7100  253.6
BOHB 0.0192 0.1385  0.1082  0.7122  454.4
GA 0.0191 0.1383  0.1080  0.7130  266.5
PSO 0.0191 0.1380  0.1078  0.7139  420.0
CMA-ES 0.0188 0.1373  0.1073  0.7171  160.7
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Table 14 Performance of KNN regression hyperparameter

optimization results in kin8nm dataset

A & % MSE RMSE MAE R? T/s
Default 0.0142 0.1192 0.0934 0.7864 0.3
GS 0.0130 0.1141 0.0901 0.8047 3.2
RS 0.0130 0.1141 0.0901 0.8047 7.6
BO-TPE 0.0132 0.1148 0.0910 0.8021 8.6
Hyperband 0.0132 0.1148 0.0910 0.8021 70.9
BOHB 0.0132 0.1148 0.0910 0.8021 6.2
GA 0.0130 0.1141 0.0901 0.8047 1.8
PSO 0.0130 0.1141 0.0901 0.8047 6.2
CMA-ES 0.0130 0.1141 0.0901 0.8047 1.5

# 15 LightGBM # 2 $ 0t A 45 578 5 FH - i 29 Bodi 45 Wi 4
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Table 15 Performance of LightGBM hyperparameter optimization

results in credit card default customer dataset

F 1T BEHLARAMGE S B A 25 R AE A5 IR 3 29 80008 42 il 4
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Table 17  Performance of Random Forest hyperparameter

optimization results in credit card default customer dataset

A H Accuracy Precision Recall F1 score T/s
Default 0.8185 0.6366 0.3842 0.4792 8.09
GS 0.8161 0.6823 0.2883 0.4053 215.40
RS 0.8223 0.6662 0.3658 0.4723 48. 40
BO-TPE 0.8227 0.6630 0.3742 0.4784 17. 80
Hyperband 0.8225 0.6775 0.3497 0.4613 80. 70
BOHB 0.8153 0.6835 0.2799 0.3972 49. 60
GA 0.8218 0.6634 0.3658 0.4716 96. 50
PSO 0.8220 0.6720 0.3535 0.4633 131. 00
CMA-ES 0.8222 0.6630 0.3696 0.4746 55.20

F 18 KNN @S H AL 45 R A5 R 35 20800 42 i 4
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Table 18 Performance of KNN classification hyperparameter

optimization results in credit card default customer dataset

A H Accuracy Precision Recall F1 score T/s
Default 0.7527 0.3562 0.1710 0.2310 3.1
GS 0.7715 0.4087 0.1150 0.1795 67.8
RS 0.7798 0.4564 0.0683 0.1187 61.6
BO-TPE 0.7758 0.4163 0.0782 0.1317 105.4
Hyperband 0.7758 0.4163 0.0782 0.1317 102. 1
BOHB 0.7758 0.4163 0.0782 0.1317 262.8
GA 0.7740 0.4037 0.0836 0.1385 39.3
PSO 0.7833 0.5120 0.0652 0.1156 96. 1
CMA-ES 0.7830 0.5062 0.0629 0.1119 67.4

®AE Accuracy Precision Recall F1 score T/s
Default 0.8197 0.6430 0.3827 0.4798 0.41
GS 0.8228 0.6613 0.3788 0.4817 303.7
RS 0.8227 0.6671 0.3673 0.4738 10. 4
BO-TPE 0.8225 0.6648 0.3696 0.4751 16.2
Hyperband 0.8125 0.6507 0.3857 0.4844 30.2
BOHB 0.8221 0.6639 0.3681 0.4736 29.4
GA 0.8242 0.6736 0.3704 0.4780 42.4
PSO 0.8222 0.6681 0.3612 0.4689 30. 1
CMA-ES 0.8238 0.6747 0.3658 0.4744 14.6

# 19 LightGBM # S8 AL 245 R A T 5 $07 o 42 Il il 42
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Table 19  Performance of LightGBM hyperparameter optimization

results in handwritten digit dataset

L S Accuracy T/s
Default 0.9630 1.4
GS 0.9630 1767.2
RS 0.9630 46.3
BO-TPE 0.9704 65.3
Hyperband 0.9667 85.1
BOHB 0.9704 55.8
GA 0.9667 124. 4
PSO 0.9704 54.1
CMA-ES 0.9704 24.3
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Table 20 Performance of XGBoost hyperparameter optimization

results in handwritten digit dataset

Algorithm Accuracy T/s
Default 0.9519 0.53
GS 0.9630 1591. 60
RS 0.9593 88.10
BO-TPE 0.9630 53.60
Hyperband 0.9593 29. 40
BOHB 0.9593 24.10
GA 0.9667 166. 80
PSO 0.9630 57.20
CMA-ES 0.9630 52.20

21 BEHLAAOE S B S5 R AE T 5 807 B A2 il 4R
EayRM
Performance of random forest hyperparameter optimization

Table 21

results in handwritten digit dataset

Algorithm Accuracy T/s
Default 0.9667 0.6
GS 0.9740 243.1
RS 0.9704 17.6
BO-TPE 0.9740 108.5
Hyperband 0.9778 28.7
BOHB 0.9741 31.1
GA 0.9778 35.0
PSO 0.9704 6.3
CMA-ES 0.9704 15.6

# 22 KNN@ESEAAL AT 5 HF B EN KL LRI
Table 22 Performance of KNN hyperparameter optimization

results in handwritten digit dataset

Algorithm Accuracy T/s
Default 0.9778 0.8
GS 0.9741 2.1

RS 0.9815 0.9
BO-TPE 0.9778 8.7
Hyperband 0.9815 2.1
BOHB 0.9815 3.3
GA 0.9815 0.5
PSO 0.9815 1.0
CMA-ES 0.9815 0.6
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