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Abstract

Subset Simulation is a Markov chain Monte Carlo method that was initially conceived to compute
small failure probabilities in structural reliability problems. This is done by iteratively sampling
from nested subsets on the input space of a performance function. Subset Simulation has since
been adapted to perform as a sampler in other realms such as optimisation, Bayesian updating
and history matching. In all of these contexts, it can be that either the geometry of the input
domain or the nature of the corresponding performance function cause Subset Simulation to suffer
from ergodicity problems. This paper proposes an enhancement to Subset Simulation called
Branching Subset Simulation. The proposed framework uses a nearest neighbours algorithm
and Voronoi diagrams to partition the input space, and recursively begins Branching Subset
Simulation anew in each partition. It is shown that Branching Subset Simulation is less likely
than Subset Simulation to suffer from ergodicity problems and has improved sampling efficiency.

1 Introduction

Structural reliability methods aim to evaluate exceedance probabilities of the form

PF =

∫
Rd

1F (x)f(x)dx, (1)

where x ∈ Rd is a random sample representing a set of parameters that describe a physical
system, f(·) is the probability density function of the random samples called the parameter
distribution, g : Rd → R is the performance function that models the behaviour of a system
for a given set of parameters and F = {x ∈ Rd : g(x) ≥ b} is an exceedance region defined
by a threshold b ∈ R. It is typical to assume that the parameter distribution is a standard
multivariate normal distribution. This convention is helpful for proving properties of structural
reliability methods and is justified by techniques such as the Nataf transformation [13].

Practical challenges such as high dimensional parameter spaces, small exceedance probabili-
ties and a computationally expensive performance function exclude using numerical integration
to evaluate the integral in Equation 1. These difficulties have motivated the development of
numerous structural reliability methods [17].

First and second order reliability methods simplify the exceedance probability calculation by
approximating the performance function with its Taylor expansion [7][11]. Another approach
is to build a surrogate for the performance function. The response surface method models the
performance function as a quadratic polynomial [5] and supervised machine learning algorithms
including neural networks [18] and support vector machines [14] have been used to learn the
performance function. Monte Carlo methods are another family of techniques, the simplest
being Direct Monte Carlo (DMC). For small exceedance probabilities, the coefficient of variation
(c.o.v.) of the DMC estimator can be very large and in response, variance reduction algorithms
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have been developed. Importance sampling generates samples from an approximation of the
parameter distribution [12], adaptive sampling changes the sampling density dynamically [6] and
directional sampling transforms the problem into a polar coordinate system [3][9].

Subset Simulation (SuS) is a variance reduction technique that explores the parameter space
using Markov chains [2]. SuS has the ability to not only calculate the size of a region of interest,
but also to sample from it. This has lead to SuS being adapted for application use in many dif-
ferent contexts beyond reliability analysis, including optimisation [10], history matching [8] and
Bayesian inference[19]. SuS always exploits the locally highest performing regions of the param-
eter space and examples have been constructed to show this can lead to ergodicity problems [4].
Modifications of SuS have been proposed which make it more resilient against over exploitation
of the input space. Fitness based seed selection promotes exploration of lower performing regions
[1], sequential space conversion constructs control variates which can provide global information
about the performance function [16] and spectral embedding-based reliability methods build a
surrogate performance function and partition of the parameter space which highlight important
regions [20].

This paper proposes an enhancement to SuS called Branching Subset Simulation (BSuS). The
idea is to dynamically partition the parameter space and then in each set of the partition restart
the algorithm recursively. Promising regions of the parameter space that SuS would otherwise
ignore have a greater chance of being explored because of this improvement. Additionally, BSuS
is naturally parallelisable and the hyper parameters of each parallel run can be adjusted inde-
pendently resulting in greater sampling efficiency. This paper is organised as follows. Section
2 reviews Markov chains and the original SuS algorithm. BSuS and the BSuS estimator are
introduced in Section 3. In Section 4 an example is presented where BSuS outperforms SuS and
the paper is concluded in Section 5.

2 Subset Simulation

2.1 The Original Algorithm

In general, variance reduction techniques improve on the efficiency of a DMC estimator by
sampling from an adjusted parameter distribution. Naturally, the estimator that is constructed
from these samples must account for the adjustment. First, the sampling strategy of SuS will be
explained, and then the estimation of exceedance probabilities from the samples will be covered.

Exceedance regions defined by low thresholds will have high exceedance probabilities and so
variance reduction techniques like SuS are not required to efficiently estimate them. It follows
that variance reduction techniques are applied when attempting to estimate exceedance proba-
bilities defined by high thresholds, and so the sampling strategy of variance reduction techniques
should be constructed in such a way that they efficiently produce the desirable high perform-
ing samples. One basic assumption that can be used to inform the choice of sampling strategy
is that regions near high performing samples have a better performance than regions near low
performing samples. In light of this assumption, it would be useful to be able to sample in the
neighbourhood of the current highest performing samples. The basic idea of SuS is to use Markov
chains, which perform a localised version of sampling, exactly as required. Markov chains can be
designed to produce samples from any distribution, known as the chain’s stationary distribution,
for which the probability density function is known up to some scaling constant. The Metropolis
algorithm is a fundamental example of a Markov chain algorithm. It begins by first taking a
step from a starting sample x, to some candidate x′ in the parameter space. The candidate is
sampled from a symmetrical random distribution, called the proposal distribution, centered at
the chain’s current position. The proposal distribution is denoted q(·|x) and for the rest of the

2



paper a standard normal distribution will be used as the proposal distribution. Next, the ac-
ceptance ratio, min(1, f(x′)/f(x)), is computed and used as the mean parameter of a Bernoulli
distribution. Finally, the Bernoulli distribution is sampled from; if the sample is equal to 1,
then the candidate is accepted and returned, otherwise the candidate is rejected and the starting
sample is returned. This process is summarised in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 Metropolis

Input
Candidate: x ∈ Rd

Stationary distribution: f(x)
Proposal distribution: q(·|x)

1: procedure Metropolis(x)
2: Sample x′ ∼ q(·|x)
3: θ ← min(1, f(x′)/f(x))
4: α← bernoulli(θ)
5: if α = 0 then
6: x′ ← x
7: return x′

Many different Markov chain strategies have been proposed for SuS [15][21]. The examples in
this paper use the Modified Metropolis algorithm [2] which is summarised in Algorithm 2. This
algorithm takes advantage of the special structure of the probability density functions which SuS
targets, and so it is able to have good sampling efficiency in high dimensions. The ideas of this
paper do not depend on the particular Markov chain algorithm chosen and so a generic step
function will be used: Stepf : Rd → Rd, where f is is the stationary distribution of the Markov
chain. Given a starting sample x ∈ Rd, the next member of the chain will be Stepf (x).

Algorithm 2 Modified Metropolis

Input
Candidate: x ∈ Rd

Target distribution: f(x) = 1F (x)
∏
fi(xi)

Proposal distribution: q(·|x)

1: procedure ModifiedMetropolis(x)
2: for 1 ≤ i ≤ d do
3: Sample x′i ∼ q(·|xi)
4: θ ← min(1, f(x′)/f(x))
5: α← bernoulli(θ)
6: if α = 0 then
7: x′i ← xi

8: x′ ← (x′1, . . . , x
′
d)

9: if 1F (x) = 0 then
10: x′ ← x
11: return x′

The SuS algorithm is based on creating a sequence of levels with level size n ∈ N, where
a level is a member of the set L = {X ⊂ Rd : |X| = n}. The initial level X0 is created by
sampling n times from the parameter distribution. The performance function is then evaluated
at each sample in the the initial level. The top nc = np performing samples are chosen as seeds
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for the next level, where p ∈ (0, 1] is a parameter called the level probability. Note this requires
n and p to be chosen such that nc is an integer. The performance of the lowest performing
seed becomes the first intermediate threshold b1, which defines the first intermediate region
F1 = {x ∈ Rd : g(x) ≥ b1}. A Markov chain of length ns = p−1 is then created from each
of the seeds using the step function Stepf1 where f1(x) = f(x)1F1

(x). Note that p must be
chosen so that ns is an integer. The union of these Markov chains determines the next level
X1. The process is repeated to create all subsequent levels. Namely, to create Xk, seeds are
chosen from Xk−1. The seeds define an intermediate threshold bk and an intermediate region
Fk, which defines a target distribution fk. The level is then created from the seeds using the
Stepfk function. This process continues until a stopping condition is met.

The choice of stopping condition is context dependent. In structural reliability problems,
there is a specified performance threshold b? which defines an exceedance region F? called the
failure region. In this context, the goal is to estimate the probability of failure, which is the
exceedance probability of the failure region, and so the algorithm should only be stopped once
enough samples have been produced in the failure region such that the estimator is sufficiently
accurate. Explicitly, the algorithm stops on level m if∑

x∈Xm

1F?
(x) ≥ nc. (2)

In other contexts where SuS is used, a predefined threshold might not exist. In those cases,
some type of convergence criteria is used. Again, the ideas in this paper do not depend on which
particular stopping condition is chosen and so a generic stopping function will be used:

Stop : L→ {True, False}.

The output of the algorithm is the sequence of levels it creates, (Xk)mk=0. The complete SuS
procedure is summarised in Algorithm 3.

2.2 Estimating Exceedance Probabilities

The output levels X0, . . . ,Xm of SuS can be used to estimate any exceedance probability PF

defined by a threshold b and exceedance region F . The levels correspond to a sequence of
intermediate thresholds, b1, . . . , bm, which in turn defines a sequence of intermediate regions
F1, . . . , Fm. Let b0 = −∞, F0 = Rd and m′ = max({k : bk < b}). Since F0, F1, . . . , Fm′ , F
is a decreasing sequence of sets, Bayes’ Theorem can be used to obtain an expression for the
exceedance probability:

PF = P(F1|F0)P(F2|F1) . . .P(Fm′ |Fm′−1)P(F |Fm′). (3)

The idea of the SuS estimator is to construct an estimator for each of the terms in the above
expansion of the exceedance probability, which are denoted as P1, P2, . . . , Pm′+1 respectively, and
then take their product.
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Algorithm 3 Subset Simulation

Input
Level size: n ∈ N
Level probability: p ∈ (0, 1]
Parameter distribution: f : Rd → R
Performance function: g : Rd → R
Definitions
nc ← np
ns ← p−1

Subroutines
Stop: L→ {True, False}
Step: Rd → Rd

1: procedure SubsetSimulation(n, p, f, g)
2: Sample x0

1, . . . ,x
0
n ∼ f

3: X0 ← (x0
i )ni=1

4: m← 0
5: while Stop(Xm) is False do
6: let x′1, . . . ,x

′
n be a relabelling of Xm such that g(x′1) ≥ · · · ≥ g(x′n)

7: m← m+ 1
8: bm ← g(x′nc

)
9: Fm ← {x ∈ Rd : g(x) ≥ bm}

10: fm(x)← f(x)1Fm(x)
11: for 1 ≤ i ≤ nc do
12: xm

i,1 ← x′i
13: for 2 ≤ j ≤ ns do
14: xm

i,j ← Stepfm(xm
i,j−1)

15: Xm ← ((xm
i,j)

nc
i=1)ns

j=1

16: return (Xk)mk=0



Definition 2.1 (SuS Estimator). Given a decreasing sequence of sets F0, F1, . . . , Fm, Fm+1, a
sequence of levels X0, . . . ,Xm each of size n, an estimator P̂ is a SuS estimator for P(Fm+1|F0)
with respect to the density function f if it has the following product form:

P̂ =

m+1∏
i=1

P̂i,

P̂i =
1

n

∑
x∈Xi−1

1Fi
(x)

where x ∼ f |Fi for all Xi.

It can be shown that SuS estimators are consistent and asymptotically unbiased [2]. By
using the sequence of levels X0, . . . ,Xm′ a SuS estimator can be used to estimate the required
exceedance probability:

PF = P(F ) = P(F |F0) ≈ P̂F =

m′+1∏
i=1

P̂i = pm
′
P̂m′+1, (4)

where the last equality holds since P̂k = p for 1 ≤ k ≤ m′ due to the adaptive choice of
intermediate thresholds.

The first estimator in the product, P̂1, is a DMC estimator, the c.o.v of which is given by:

δ1 =

√
1− P1

nP1
. (5)

An estimation of the c.o.v, δ̂1, can be made by substituting P̂1 for P1 in Equation 5.
The rest of the estimators in the product are Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) estimators.

Normally Markov Chain methods require a burn-in period before the samples have the target
distribution. SuS however has a property known as perfect sampling, since the seeds of the chains
will always have been sampled according to the target distribution. This means that there is
no burn-in period and all the samples can be used in the calculation. Assuming that samples
generated by different chains are uncorrelated through the indicator function 1Fk

the c.o.v of
the MCMC estimators is given by

δk =

√
1− Pk

nPk
(1 + γk), (6)

where γk is a factor accounting for the correlation between samples in the same chain. An
estimator for the c.o.v., δ̂k for 2 ≤ k ≤ m′ + 1, can be obtained by substituting γk for an
estimation γ̂k and Pk for P̂k in Equation 6 [2].

Since the samples generated by Markov chains are correlated, MCMC estimators will have a
higher c.o.v. than DMC estimators given the same number of samples. The effective sample size
of an MCMC estimator is n/(1 + γk). The higher the correlation of the chains, the lower the
effective number of samples. A common estimator used for the c.o.v. of the SuS estimator δ is

δ̂ =

√√√√m+1∑
k=1

δ̂2i . (7)
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3 Branching Subset Simulation

3.1 Motivation

At any given level of a SuS run the highest performing samples are chosen as seeds. SuS then
creates the next level by exploring the parameter space in the regions that are close to the seeds.
This is often a sensible course of action. However, there are cases where low performing regions
must be traversed in order to reach high performing regions, and so SuS can fail to properly
populate the parameter space.

Let the design point be the point in an exceedance region with highest probability density.
For an accurate estimation of the exceedance probability, it is critical that the neighbourhood
of the design point is populated. A good example in the structural reliability context of SuS
giving inaccurate estimations was described in [4]. In this example, the parameter space is two -
dimensional and the standard bi-variate normal distribution is used as the parameter distribution.
The performance function is a piecewise linear function given by g(x) = −min(g1(x), g2(x)) where

g1(x) =

{
4− x1 x1 > 3.5,

0.85− 0.1x1 x1 ≤ 3.5,
(8)

g2(x) =

{
0.5− 0.1x2 x2 > 2,

2.3− x2 x2 ≤ 2.
(9)

Note that the function has been multiplied by −1 since this paper uses the convention that
SuS attains progressively higher intermediate thresholds. The failure region is defined by the
threshold b = 0. A single run of SuS using level size of n = 500, level probability of p = 0.1,
and the stopping condition in Equation 2 can be seen in Figure 1. In the region populated by
the initial level, SuS produces samples in the positive x2 direction since it has steepest gradient.
However, further from the mean of the parameter distribution the performance function begins
to increase more rapidly in the positive x1 direction, meaning this is where the design point is
located.

Eventually, SuS manages to produce some samples in the failure region and the stopping
condition is satisfied. Despite this, the high density area of the failure region has not been
explored and so the estimate for the probability of failure is not accurate. In a test of 50
runs, SuS managed to populate the neighbourhood of the design point only 9 times. The mean
estimation of the probability of failure for the 41 degenerate runs was 2.13×10−7. For reference,
a DMC estimator using 107 samples calculated the probability of failure as 3.12× 10−5.

3.2 Proposed Algorithm

BSuS is a modification to the SuS algorithm that aims to more fully explore the parameter space.
The idea is to create a partition of the parameter space at each level. Then, in each set of the
partition, a new level is created using as seeds the highest performing samples in that set. This
process continues recursively on all the new levels. SuS creates levels in series and chooses seeds
as the globally highest performing samples. BSuS creates parallel levels that branch out and
chooses the locally best performers as seeds. Of course, the choice of partition at each level is
critical. This will be dealt with later, but for now a generic partition function will be defined:

Partition : L→ Part(Rd), (10)

where Part(Rd) denotes the set of all possible partitions of Rd. During a BSuS run the partition
function is used on each level after it has been created. If a partition consisting of one set is
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(a) Initial level (b) Level 1

(c) Level 3 (d) Level 6

Figure 1: SuS running on the piecewise linear function. The failure region is shown in red and
the design point is represented by the red square. Only every 10th sample has been plotted for
clarity. The green samples are the level that has just been added.



returned, the algorithm carries on as a normal SuS would. If a proper partition of the parameter
space is returned, A1, . . . , Anp

, then the algorithm branches. There will be an independent BSuS
run, called a branch, started in each set of the partition. Starting with A1, the algorithm first
creates the initial level X0 of the branch by sampling uniformly with replacement n times from
the set A1 ∩Xm, where Xm is the level that caused the branching. Now a new run of BSuS
begins with this initial level and the indicator function 1A1(x) that keeps the samples produced
confined to the correct partition. Note that the indicator function also applies to any branches
that this branch might create. This process is repeated for all the sets of the partition.

The output of the algorithm is a branch called the initial branch. A branch is a two dimen-
sional object that contains a sequence of levels and a sequence of branches. If a branch does
not split, i.e. the levels of the branch never produce a proper partition, then levels are returned
along with the empty set to keep the dimension of the output consistent. The BSuS procedure
is summarised in Algorithm 4.

3.3 Calculating Exceedance Probabilities

The output of BSuS, the initial branch B = ((Xk)mk=0, (B
l)
np

l=1), can be used to compute any
exceedance probability PF defined by a threshold b and exceedance region F . There are two
equivalent ways of defining the BSuS estimator, recursively and non-recursively. It is easier to
prove statistical properties using the non recursive definition, however it is easier to understand
and implement the recursive definition. Here the non-recursive definition will be discussed.

Note that there is a finite number of branches contained in the output of BSuS. For each
branch the following procedure is carried out. A branch has an associated set of intermediate
thresholds b0, b1, . . . , bm where b0 is the threshold used to construct the initial level of the branch.
For the initial branch b0 = −∞. Let m′ = max({k : bk < b}). If m′ = m and the branch splits
then carry onto the next branch. If not, then a terminating branch has been found. Since
eventually there must be a branch which does not split, there will be at least one terminating
branch. For every terminating branch carry out the following procedure. The branches that
a branch contains are defined as its children. The branch that contains a branch is called the
parent branch. Let B1, . . . ,Bs denote a sequence of branches where each subsequent branch is
the child of the branch before it. B1 is the initial branch and Bs is a terminating branch. Let
the members of such a sequence be called the ancestors of the terminating branch. The ancestors
can be determined uniquely for any terminating branch. For any branch, let the set which the
samples of the branch are confined to (due to the indicator function) be called the confining
set of the branch. The sequence of confining sets A1, . . . , As associated with the ancestors is
decreasing. For each ancestor Bj denote the associated sequence of intermediate regions as

(F j
i )

mj

i=0. Truncate the last sequence, (F s
i )ms

i=0, such that ms = m′, where m′ is defined for each
terminating branch as before. Similarly, the ancestors define a sequence of levels X1, . . . ,Xm?

where m? = m1 + · · ·+ms + s. Since the sequence of sets

(F 1
0 ∩A1), (F 1

1 ∩A1) . . . (F 1
m1−1 ∩A1), (F 1

m1
∩A1),

(F 2
0 ∩A2), (F 2

1 ∩A2) . . . (F 2
m2−1 ∩A2), (F 2

m2
∩A2),

...

(F s
0 ∩As), (F

s
1 ∩As) . . . (F

s
ms−1 ∩As), (F

s
ms
∩As), (F ∩As),

is decreasing, together with the entire sequence of levels, they can be used to construct a SuS
estimator for P(F ∩ As). Let T be the number of terminating branches and let P̂1, . . . , P̂t
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Algorithm 4 Branching Subset Simulation

Input
Level size: n ∈ N
Level probability: p ∈ (0, 1]
Parameter distribution: f : Rd → R
Performance function: g : Rd → R
Definitions
nc ← np
ns ← p−1

Subroutines
Stop: L→ {True, False}
Step: Rd → Rd

Partition: L→ Part(Rd)

1: procedure BranchingSubsetSimulation
2: Sample x0

1, . . . ,x
0
n ∼ f(x)

3: X ← (x0
i )ni=1

4: I(x)← 1Rd(x)
5: CreateBranch(X, I)

6: procedure CreateBranch(X, I)
7: X0 ←X
8: m← 0
9: while Stop(Xm) is False do

10: A1, . . . , Anp ← Partition(Xm)
11: if np > 1 then
12: for 1 ≤ l ≤ np do
13: X ← Uniformly sample n times from Al ∩Xm

14: I(x)← I(x)1Al
(x)

15: Bl ← CreateBranch(X, I)

16: B ← ((Xk)mk=0, (B
l)

np

l=1)
17: return B
18: Let x′1, . . . ,x

′
n be a relabelling of Xm such that g(x′1) ≥ · · · ≥ g(x′n)

19: m← m+ 1
20: bm ← g(x′nc

)
21: Fm ← {x ∈ Rd : g(x) ≥ bm}
22: fm(x)← f(x)1Fm

(x)I(x)
23: for 1 ≤ i ≤ nc do
24: xm

i,1 ← x′i
25: for 2 ≤ j ≤ ns do
26: xm

i,j ← Stepfm(xm
i,j−1)

27: Xm ← ((xm
i,j)

nc
i=1)ns

j=1

28: B1 ← ∅
29: B = ((Xk)mk=0,B

1)
30: return B



be the SuS estimators created from the terminating branches. Since the confining sets of the
terminating branches can be taken together to form a partition of the entire parameter space, a
sensible suggestion for an estimator of the exceedance probability can be given as:

PF ≈ P̂F =

T∑
i=1

P̂i. (11)

It is shown in Appendix A that this estimator is asymptotically unbiased and consistent by
Proposition A.1 and and Proposition A.2 respectively.

Any pair P̂i, P̂j can be rewritten as P̂i = P̂ijP̂a, P̂j = P̂ijP̂b, where P̂ij can be thought of as a

common root estimator. Let δij be the c.o.v. of P̂ij , which can be estimated by a standard SuS

c.o.v. estimator δ̂ij . Let δ̂ii denote the c.o.v estimator of P̂i. Then a practical c.o.v. estimator
for BSuS, justified by Proposition A.3, is given as

δ ≈ δ̂ =

T∑
i,j=1

δ̂ij . (12)

3.4 Partition Algorithm

A possible partition strategy will now be described. First, for each sample in the current level
the kn nearest neighbours are found where k is a parameter called the neighbour percent. If
a sample is the highest performer when compared to all of its neighbours then it is defined as
a local maximum. Next, a Voronoi diagram is constructed: for each local maxima xi define a
subset of the parameter space

Ai = {x ∈ Rd : ‖x− xi‖ ≤ ‖x− xj‖ ∀j}. (13)

The lower the neighbour percent, the more the algorithm explores. On the other hand, in the
extreme case when k = 1 the algorithm is identical to SuS. Any metric could be used to construct
the distance matrix and the Voronoi diagram, and not necessarily the same one for each. As in
most contexts situated in euclidean space, the obvious choice of metric is the Euclidean metric,
and this is the metric used in the examples in this paper.

4 Numerical Example

Figure 2 shows a run of BSuS on the piecewise linear function with neighbour percent k = 0.2.
The algorithm populates the initial level by sampling from the parameter distribution exactly in
the same way as SuS. The difference however is that the partition function is run on the level,
and two local maxima are found. The partition is defined using a Voronoi diagram. One set
of the partition contains the current highest performing seeds, whilst the other contains lower
performing seeds and the design point. This means the region around the design point can be
explored without being overrun by the samples in the other set of the partition.

Each branch eventually terminates and the neighbourhood of the design point is populated.
There is a superfluous second split in this example. This will not affect any exceedance probability
calculations but does decrease sampling efficiency.
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(a) Initial Level (b) First branching

(c) Populating first branch (d) Second branching

(e) Populating second branch (f) Terminating final branch

Figure 2: Branching Subset simulation running on the piecewise linear function. The failure
region is shown in red and the design point is represented by the red square. Only every 10th
sample has been plotted. The black line indicates the partition boundary. The green stars
represent the local maxima.



5 Conclusion

This paper has proposed BSuS, and enhancement of SuS that allows the user to explicitly con-
trol the exploitation and exploration trade-off. BSuS only has one additional parameter, the
neighbour percent, which is easily interpretable: the lower the value the more exploration, the
higher the value the more exploitation, where a value of 1 returns exactly SuS. Basic statistical
properties of the resulting BSuS estimator have also been proved.

The piecewise linear function exposes the ergodicity issues of SuS since the design point
is located in a direction in which SuS is not inclined to travel. On the other hand, BSuS is
able to create a partition of the parameter space with a set dedicated to the design point,
guaranteeing proper population of its neighbourhood. In this manuscript, BSuS was applied
using the Euclidean distance. The natural enhancement to the proposed algorithm is to make it
efficient in higher dimensions. This is currently under development.
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A Sum of SuS Estimators

Proposition A.1. If an estimator P̂ of P is the sum of SuS estimators, P̂ =
∑T

t=1 P̂t, where

P̂t is estimating Pt and P =
∑T

t=1 Pt then∣∣∣∣∣E
[
P̂ − P
P

]∣∣∣∣∣ = O

(
1

n

)
, (14)

thus P̂ is asymptotically unbiased.

Proof. ∣∣∣∣∣E
[
P̂ − P
P

]∣∣∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣∣E
[∑T

t=1 P̂t − Pt∑T
t=1 Pt

]∣∣∣∣∣
≤

∣∣∣∣∣E
[

T∑
t=1

P̂t − Pt

Pt

]∣∣∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣∣
T∑

t=1

E

[
P̂t − Pt

Pt

]∣∣∣∣∣
≤

T∑
t=1

∣∣∣∣∣E
[
P̂t − Pt

Pt

]∣∣∣∣∣
= O

(
1

n

)

Proposition A.2. If an estimator P̂ of P is the sum of SuS estimators, P̂ =
∑T

t=1 P̂t, where

P̂t is estimating Pt and P =
∑T

t=1 Pt and δ is the c.o.v. of P̂ then

δ2 = E

[
P̂ − P
P

]2
≤

T∑
i,j=1

δiδjρij = O

(
1

n

)
, (15)

thus p̂ is a consistent estimator.

Proof.

E

[
P̂ − P
P

]2
= E

[
(
∑T

t=1 P̂t − Pt)
2

(
∑T

t=1 Pt)2

]

= E

[∑T
i,j=1(P̂i − Pi)(P̂j − µj)∑T

i,j=1 PiPj

]

≤ E

 T∑
i,j=1

(P̂i − Pi)(P̂j − Pj)

PiPj


=

T∑
i,j=1

δiδjpij

= O

(
1

n

)
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Proposition A.3. If P̂1 = P̂ P̂a, P̂2 = P̂ P̂b are estimators where P̂a, P̂b, P̂ are pairwise inde-
pendent, δ, δ1, δ2 are the respective c.o.v. variables, σ is the standard deviation of P̂ and ρ is the
correlation between P̂1 and P̂2 then

δ1δ2ρ = δ2 (16)

Proof.

δ1δ2ρ =
E[P̂ 2P̂aP̂b]− E[P̂ P̂a]E[P̂ P̂a]

E[P̂1]E[P̂2]

=
E[P̂a]E[P̂b]σ

2

E[P̂1]E[P̂2]

= δ2
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