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ABSTRACT
The covariancematrix adaptation evolution strategy (CMA-ES) is an

efficient continuous black-box optimization method. The CMA-ES

possesses many attractive features, including invariance properties

and a well-tuned default hyperparameter setting. Moreover, several

components to specialize the CMA-ES have been proposed, such

as noise handling and constraint handling. To utilize these advan-

tages in mixed-integer optimization problems, the CMA-ES with

margin has been proposed. The CMA-ES with margin prevents the

premature convergence of discrete variables by the margin correc-

tion, in which the distribution parameters are modified to leave

the generation probability for changing the discrete variable. The

margin correction has been applied to (`/`w,_)-CMA-ES, while

this paper introduces the margin correction into (1+1)-CMA-ES, an

elitist version of CMA-ES. The (1+1)-CMA-ES is often advantageous

for unimodal functions and can be computationally less expensive.

To tackle the performance deterioration on mixed-integer optimiza-

tion, we use the discretized elitist solution as the mean of the sam-

pling distribution and modify the margin correction not to move

the elitist solution. The numerical simulation using benchmark

functions on mixed-integer, integer, and binary domains shows

that (1+1)-CMA-ES with margin outperforms the CMA-ES with

margin and is better than or comparable with several specialized

methods to a particular search domain.

CCS CONCEPTS
•Mathematics of computing→Discrete mathematics; Probabilis-
tic algorithms.
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1 INTRODUCTION
Backgrounds. The covariance matrix adaptation evolution strat-

egy (CMA-ES) [7, 9] is an efficient optimization method in contin-

uous black-box optimizations. The CMA-ES generates candidate

solutions using a multivariate Gaussian distribution and performs

black-box optimization by iteratively updating the distribution pa-

rameters. The CMA-ES possesses several attractive features. The

well-tuned default hyperparameter setting [6] makes the CMA-

ES quasi-hyperparameter-free, which does not require the cost of

hyperparameter tuning. Owing to the invariance properties, the

CMA-ES works well on a wide range of problems, such as non-

separable and/or ill-conditioned problems. As another advantage,

several components specialized for the CMA-ES have been pro-

posed, such as noise handling [8, 12], constraint handling [1, 8, 19],

and multi-objective CMA-ES [13].

In the field of black-box optimization, there are several kinds

of domains of the design variables, such as continuous, integer,

and binary domains. The mixed-integer optimization problems con-

tain both continuous and discrete variables. Many studies have

presented advanced black-box optimization methods [15, 18]. How-

ever, most of them focus on only a part of the kinds of domains,

especially the continuous and binary domains. In particular, the

integer and mixed-integer optimization methods have not been

investigated actively, even though there are a lot of real-world

applications in these domains [4, 11, 16, 21].

The CMA-ES with margin [5] is an efficient mixed-integer opti-

mization method that can inherit the advantages of the CMA-ES.

To prevent the premature convergence of discrete variables, the

CMA-ES with margin introduces a lower bound on the marginal

probability, referred to as the margin, so that the samples are not

fixed to a single discrete value. The CMA-ES with margin applies
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an affine transformation, called the margin correction, to ensure

the margin. The excellent performance of the CMA-ES with mar-

gin on the mixed-integer domain is confirmed in [5]. In principle,

the CMA-ES with margin can be applied to the integer and binary

optimization problems by setting the number of continuous vari-

ables to zero, where the performance in those cases has yet to be

investigated.

Contributions. This paper introduces the margin correction of

the CMA-ES with margin into the (1+1)-CMA-ES [14, 20], an elitist

version of CMA-ES, and proposes the (1+1)-CMA-ES with margin.
The (1+1)-CMA-ES shows powerful optimization performance on

unimodal functions in the continuous domain. We introduce a

revised update rule of the mean vector that prevents the premature

convergence on mixed-integer problems and modify the margin

correction not to move the mean vector. We also propose a post-

process that modifies the updated distribution parameters so that

the behavior is not affected by the numerical errors in binary and

integer optimizations.

The numerical simulation using benchmark functions on mixed-

integer, integer, and binary domains shows that the (1+1)-CMA-ES

with margin outperforms the CMA-ES with margin. Moreover, com-

pared to optimization methods designed solely for binary optimiza-

tion, we found that the (1+1)-CMA-ES with margin outperforms the

compact genetic algorithm [10] and population-based incremental

learning [2], and is comparable with (1+1)-EA. The experimental

results show the potential of CMA-ES with margin as a universal op-

timizer for various variable-type problems. This study provides new

possibilities for developing discrete and mixed-integer optimization

methods derived from the CMA-ES.

Notations. We denote the 𝑗-th element of a vector 𝒂 and 𝑗-th

diagonal element of a matrix 𝑨 as [𝒂] 𝑗 and ⟨𝑨⟩𝑗 , respectively. The
identity matrix is denoted as I𝑁 ∈ R𝑁×𝑁 .

2 CMA-ES WITH MARGIN
We consider the mixed-integer minimization problem of an ob-

jective function 𝑓 whose first 𝑁co design variables are continu-

ous variables, and the rest 𝑁in variables are integer (or binary)

variables. The total number of dimensions is 𝑁 = 𝑁co + 𝑁in. For

𝑗 = 𝑁co + 1, · · · , 𝑁 , the set of possible values for the 𝑗-th design

variable is given byZ𝑗 = {𝑧 𝑗,1, · · · 𝑧 𝑗,𝐾𝑗
}. We assume 𝑧 𝑗,𝑘 to be the

𝑘-th smallest value in Z𝑗 without loss of generality. Totally, the
search space is given by X := R𝑁co ×Z𝑁co+1 × · · · × Z𝑁 .

The CMA-ES with margin [5] employs a multivariate Gaussian

distribution N(𝒎 (𝑡 ) , (𝜎 (𝑡 ) )2𝑪 (𝑡 ) ) parameterized by the mean vec-

tor 𝒎 (𝑡 ) ∈ R𝑁 , covariance matrix 𝑪 (𝑡 ) ∈ R𝑁×𝑁 , and step-size

𝜎 (𝑡 ) ∈ R>0. The CMA-ES with margin also contains a diagonal

matrix 𝑨(𝑡 ) ∈ R𝑁×𝑁 , that is initialized as 𝑨(0) = I𝑁 . The single

update of the CMA-ES with margin consists of two components;

the same update procedure of the distribution parameters as the

original CMA-ES and the margin correction. The pseudocode of

the CMA-ES with margin is shown in Algorithm 1.

2.1 Update of Distribution Parameters
In each iteration 𝑡 , the CMA-ES with margin generates _ candi-

date solutions 𝒙1, · · · , 𝒙_ ∈ R𝑁 and affine transformed solutions

Algorithm 1: The CMA-ES with margin

Require: The objective function 𝑓 to be optimized

Require: 𝒎 (0) , 𝑪 (0) , 𝜎 (0) ,𝑨(0)

1: while termination conditions are not met do
2: for 𝑖 = 1 to _ do
3: Generate 𝒚𝑖 = (𝑪 (𝑡 ) )

1

2 𝝃 𝑖 with 𝝃 𝑖 ∼ N(0, I𝑁 ).
4: Compute 𝒙𝑖 = 𝒎 (𝑡 ) + 𝜎 (𝑡 )𝒚𝑖 .
5: Compute 𝒗𝑖 = 𝒎 (𝑡 ) + 𝜎 (𝑡 )𝑨(𝑡 )𝒚𝑖 .
6: Discretize 𝒗𝑖 as 𝒗𝑖 = Enc(𝒗𝑖 ).
7: Evaluate 𝑓 (𝒗𝑖 ).
8: end for
9: Update 𝒎 (𝑡 ) ,𝒑 (𝑡 )𝜎 ,𝒑 (𝑡 )𝑐 , 𝑪 (𝑡 ) and 𝜎 (𝑡 ) .
10: Modify 𝒎 (𝑡+1) and 𝑨(𝑡+1) by margin correction.

11: 𝑡 ← 𝑡 + 1

12: end while

𝒗1, · · · , 𝒗_ ∈ R𝑁 as

𝒚𝑖 = (𝑪 (𝑡 ) )
1

2 𝝃 𝑖 (1)

𝒙𝑖 = 𝒎 (𝑡 ) + 𝜎 (𝑡 )𝒚𝑖 (2)

𝒗𝑖 = 𝒎 (𝑡 ) + 𝜎 (𝑡 )𝑨(𝑡 )𝒚𝑖 , (3)

where 𝝃
1
, · · · , 𝝃_ are independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.)

samples generated from the 𝑁 -dimensional standard Gaussian dis-

tributionN(0, I𝑁 ) and (𝑪 (𝑡 ) )
1

2 is the square root of the covariance

matrix 𝑪 (𝑡 ) .
Then, the affine transformed solutions are transformed into

𝒗1, · · · , 𝒗_ ∈ X by the encoding function Enc : R𝑁 → X to be

evaluated on the objective function 𝑓 . The elements corresponding

to continuous variables are unchanged, i.e., [𝒗𝑖 ] 𝑗 = [Enc(𝒗𝑖 )] 𝑗 =
[𝒗𝑖 ] 𝑗 for 𝑗 = 1, · · · , 𝑁co. For 𝑗 = 𝑁co + 1, · · · , 𝑁 , the 𝑗-th element

of 𝒗𝑖 is given by

[𝒗𝑖 ] 𝑗 = [Enc(𝒗𝑖 )] 𝑗 =


𝑧 𝑗,1 if [𝒗𝑖 ] 𝑗 ≤ ℓ𝑗,1 |2
𝑧 𝑗,𝑘 if ℓ𝑗,𝑘−1 |𝑘 < [𝒗𝑖 ] 𝑗 ≤ ℓ𝑗,𝑘 |𝑘+1
𝑧 𝑗,𝐾𝑗

if ℓ𝑗,𝐾𝑗−1 |𝐾𝑗
< [𝒗𝑖 ] 𝑗

,

(4)

where ℓ𝑗,𝑘 |𝑘+1 is the midpoint of 𝑧 𝑗,𝑘 and 𝑧 𝑗,𝑘+1, i.e., ℓ𝑗,𝑘 |𝑘+1 =

(𝑧 𝑗,𝑘 + 𝑧 𝑗,𝑘+1)/2. We denote the index of 𝑖-th best sample as 𝑖 : _,

which satisfies 𝑓 (𝒗
1:_) ≤ · · · ≤ 𝑓 (𝒗_:_).

Then, the distribution parameters are updated based on the rank-

ing of candidate solutions. Introducing the weights 𝑤1, · · · ,𝑤_
satisfying𝑤1 ≥ · · · ≥ 𝑤` > 0 ≥ 𝑤`+1 ≥ · · · ≥ 𝑤_ and

∑`

𝑖=1
𝑤𝑖 = 1

for ` ≤ _, the mean vector is updated as

𝒎 (𝑡+1) = 𝒎 (𝑡 ) + 𝑐𝑚
∑̀︁
𝑖=1

𝑤𝑖 (𝒙𝑖:_ −𝒎 (𝑡 ) ) , (5)

where 𝑐𝑚 > 0 is the learning rate. In the update rule of the co-

variance matrix and step-size, two evolution paths 𝒑 (𝑡 )𝑐 ∈ R𝑁 and

𝒑 (𝑡 )𝜎 ∈ R𝑁 are used. They are initialized as 𝒑 (0)𝑐 = 𝒑 (0)𝜎 = 0 and



(1+1)-CMA-ES with Margin for Discrete and Mixed-Integer Problems GECCO ’23, July 15–19, 2023, Lisbon, Portugal

updated as

𝒑 (𝑡+1)𝜎 = (1 − 𝑐𝜎 )𝒑 (𝑡 )𝜎 +
√︁
𝑐𝜎 (2 − 𝑐𝜎 )`w

∑̀︁
𝑖=1

𝑤𝑖𝝃 𝑖:_ (6)

𝒑 (𝑡+1)𝑐 = (1 − 𝑐𝑐 )𝒑 (𝑡 )𝑐 + ℎ
(𝑡+1)
𝜎

√︁
𝑐𝑐 (2 − 𝑐𝑐 )`w

∑̀︁
𝑖=1

𝑤𝑖𝒚𝑖:_ , (7)

where 𝑐𝜎 > 0 and 𝑐𝑐 > 0 are the cumulative rates, and `w =

(∑`

𝑖=1
𝑤2

𝑖
)−1

is the variance effective selection mass. The Heaviside

function takes ℎ
(𝑡+1)
𝜎 = 1 if it holds

∥𝒑 (𝑡+1)𝜎 ∥√︁
1 − (1 − 𝑐𝜎 )2(𝑡+1)

<

(
1.4 + 2

𝑁 + 1

)
E [∥N (0, I𝑁 )∥] , (8)

and it takes ℎ
(𝑡+1)
𝜎 = 0 otherwise. The Heaviside function stalls

the update of the evolution path 𝒑 (𝑡 )𝑐 when the step-size increases

dramatically. Then the covariance matrix is updated as

𝑪 (𝑡+1) =

(
1 − 𝑐`

_∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑤𝑖 − 𝑐1 + (1 − ℎ (𝑡+1)𝜎 )𝑐1𝑐𝑐 (2 − 𝑐𝑐 )
)
𝑪 (𝑡 )

+ 𝑐`
_∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑤◦𝑖 𝒚𝑖:_𝒚
T

𝑖:_
+ 𝑐1𝒑

(𝑡+1)
𝑐 (𝒑 (𝑡+1)𝑐 )T , (9)

where𝑤◦
𝑖
is given by𝑤◦

𝑖
= 𝑤𝑖 if𝑤𝑖 ≥ 0, and𝑤◦

𝑖
= 𝑤𝑖 · 𝑁 /∥𝝃 𝑖:_ ∥2

otherwise. The update rule of the step-size is

𝜎 (𝑡+1) = 𝜎 (𝑡 ) exp

(
𝑐𝜎

𝑑𝜎

(
∥𝒑 (𝑡+1)𝜎 ∥

E[∥N (0, I𝑁 )∥]
− 1

))
, (10)

where 𝑑𝜎 > 0 is the damping factor.

2.2 Margin Correction
After the update of the distribution parameters𝒎 (𝑡 ) , 𝑪 (𝑡 ) and 𝜎 (𝑡 ) ,
the CMA-ES with margin modifies the updated mean vector𝒎 (𝑡+1)

and the diagonal elements of 𝑨(𝑡 ) corresponding to the integer (or

binary) variables. This modification maintains the probability of not

generating the integer [�̄� (𝑡+1) ] 𝑗 := [Enc(𝒎 (𝑡+1) )] 𝑗 nearest to the

𝑗-th element of mean vector larger than the margin parameter 𝛼 , i.e.,

Pr( [𝒗] 𝑗 ≠ [�̄� (𝑡+1) ] 𝑗 ) ≥ 𝛼 . The modification process is determined

by whether [�̄� (𝑡+1) ] 𝑗 equals to the smallest integer 𝑧 𝑗,1 or largest

integer 𝑧 𝑗,𝐾𝑗
, or others.

Case of Smallest or Largest Integer. When [�̄� (𝑡+1) ] 𝑗 equals to
𝑧 𝑗,1 or 𝑧 𝑗,𝐾𝑗

, the CMA-ES with margin modifies the mean vector as

follows. Let us define CI
(𝑡+1)
𝑗,𝛾

with 𝛾 ∈ (0, 1) as

CI
(𝑡+1)
𝑗,𝛾

:=

√︃
𝜒2

ppf
(𝛾) (𝜎 (𝑡+1) )2⟨𝑨(𝑡 )𝑪 (𝑡+1)𝑨(𝑡 ) ⟩𝑗 , (11)

where 𝜒2

ppf
(𝛾) is 𝛾-quantile of 𝜒2

-distribution with 1 degree of

freedom. Then, the confidence interval of the probability 1 − 2𝛼 for

the 𝑗-th element of sample [𝒗] 𝑗 becomes[
[𝒎 (𝑡+1) ] 𝑗 − CI

(𝑡+1)
𝑗,1−2𝛼

, [𝒎 (𝑡+1) ] 𝑗 + CI
(𝑡+1)
𝑗,1−2𝛼

]
. (12)

The CMA-ES with margin modifies the elements of the mean vec-

tor so that the midpoints exist in the confidence intervals. Conse-

quently, the modification of the 𝑗-th element of the mean vector

reads

[𝒎 (𝑡+1) ] 𝑗 ← ℓ

(
[𝒎 (𝑡+1) ] 𝑗

)
+ sign

(
[𝒎 (𝑡+1) ] 𝑗 − ℓ

(
[𝒎 (𝑡+1) ] 𝑗

))
·min

{���[𝒎 (𝑡+1) ] 𝑗 − ℓ (
[𝒎 (𝑡+1) ] 𝑗

)��� ,CI
(𝑡+1)
𝑗,1−2𝛼

}
, (13)

where ℓ ( [𝒎 (𝑡+1) ] 𝑗 ) ∈ {ℓ1 |2, ℓ𝐾𝑗−1 |𝐾𝑗
} is the nearest midpoint to 𝑗-

th element of the mean vector before the modification. In this case,

the 𝑗-th diagonal element of 𝑨(𝑡 ) is not changed, i.e., ⟨𝑨(𝑡+1) ⟩𝑗 =
⟨𝑨(𝑡 ) ⟩𝑗 . We note that the elements of the mean vector correspond-

ing to the binary variables are modified by the above-mentioned

modification process.

Case of Other Integers. When [�̄� (𝑡+1) ] 𝑗 is in {𝑧 𝑗,2, · · · , 𝑧 𝑗,𝐾𝑗−1},
the CMA-ESwithmarginmodifies [𝒎 (𝑡+1) ] 𝑗 and ⟨𝑨(𝑡 ) ⟩𝑗 as follows.
Let us denote the nearest two midpoints to [𝒎 (𝑡+1) ] 𝑗 as

ℓ
(𝑡+1)
low, 𝑗

:= max

{
𝑙 ∈

{
ℓ𝑗,𝑘 |𝑘+1

}
𝑘=1, · · · ,𝐾𝑗−1

: 𝑙 < [𝒎 (𝑡+1) ] 𝑗
}

(14)

ℓ
(𝑡+1)
up, 𝑗

:= min

{
𝑙 ∈

{
ℓ𝑗,𝑘 |𝑘+1

}
𝑘=1, · · · ,𝐾𝑗−1

: [𝒎 (𝑡+1) ] 𝑗 ≤ 𝑙
}
. (15)

The modification aims that both of

𝑝
low

:= Pr

(
[𝒗] 𝑗 ≤ ℓ (𝑡+1)

low, 𝑗

)
and (16)

𝑝up := Pr

(
ℓ
(𝑡+1)
up, 𝑗

< [𝒗] 𝑗
)

(17)

are maintained above 𝛼/2 after the margin correction.

As the first step of the margin correction, with 𝑝
mid

:= 1−𝑝
low
−

𝑝up, the corrected marginal probabilities are calculated as

𝑝 ′
low

= max{𝛼/2, 𝑝
low
} (18)

𝑝 ′
up

= max{𝛼/2, 𝑝up} (19)

𝑝 ′′
low

= 𝑝 ′
low
+

1 − 𝑝 ′
low
− 𝑝 ′

up
− 𝑝

mid

𝑝 ′
low
+ 𝑝 ′

up
+ 𝑝

mid
− 3 · 𝛼/2

(
𝑝 ′

low
− 𝛼

2

)
(20)

𝑝 ′′
up

= 𝑝 ′
up
+

1 − 𝑝 ′
low
− 𝑝 ′

up
− 𝑝

mid

𝑝 ′
low
+ 𝑝 ′

up
+ 𝑝

mid
− 3 · 𝛼/2

(
𝑝 ′

up
− 𝛼

2

)
. (21)

This maintains 𝑝 ′′
low
≥ 𝛼/2 and 𝑝 ′′

up
≥ 𝛼/2. Then [𝒎 (𝑡+1) ] 𝑗 and

⟨𝑨(𝑡 ) ⟩𝑗 are modified to satisfy

Pr

(
[𝒗] 𝑗 ≤ ℓ (𝑡+1)

low, 𝑗

)
= 𝑝 ′′

low
≥ 𝛼

2

and (22)

Pr

(
ℓ
(𝑡+1)
up, 𝑗

< [𝒗] 𝑗
)
= 𝑝 ′′

up
≥ 𝛼

2

(23)

after the margin correction. To achieve this, [𝒎 (𝑡+1) ] 𝑗 and ⟨𝑨(𝑡 ) ⟩𝑗
are modified as

[𝒎 (𝑡+1) ] 𝑗 ←
ℓ
(𝑡+1)
low, 𝑗

√
𝑞up + ℓ (𝑡+1)

up, 𝑗

√
𝑞

low

√
𝑞up +

√
𝑞

low

(24)

⟨𝑨(𝑡+1) ⟩𝑗 ←
ℓ
(𝑡+1)
up, 𝑗

− ℓ (𝑡+1)
low, 𝑗

𝜎 (𝑡+1)
√︃
⟨𝑪 (𝑡+1) ⟩𝑗

(√
𝑞up +

√
𝑞

low

) , (25)

where 𝑞
low

= 𝜒2

ppf
(1 − 2𝑝 ′′

low
) and 𝑞up = 𝜒2

ppf
(1 − 2𝑝 ′′

up
).
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2.3 Default Hyperparameter Setting
The CMA-ESwithmargin shares the default hyperparameter setting

with the CMA-ES proposed in [6] except for themargin parameter𝛼 .

The default setting of the margin parameter 𝛼 = (_𝑁 )−1
is tuned by

numerical simulations. This default hyperparameter setting makes

the CMA-ESwithmargin a quasi-hyperparameter-free optimization

method that does not require hyperparameter tuning.

3 (1+1)-CMA-ES WITH MARGIN
We propose a variant of CMA-ES with margin combined with the

elitist strategy, termed (1+1)-CMA-ES with margin. The proposed
method is obtained by introducing the margin correction in Sec-

tion 2.2 to the (1+1)-CMA-ES [20]. Algorithm 2 shows the optimiza-

tion process of the (1+1)-CMA-ES with margin.

3.1 Overall Procedure
First, the (1+1)-CMA-ES with margin generates a sample as

𝒚
new

= (𝑪 (𝑡 ) )
1

2 𝝃 (26)

𝒗new = 𝒎 (𝑡 ) + 𝜎 (𝑡 )𝑨(𝑡 )𝒚
new

, (27)

where 𝝃 ∼ N(0, I𝑁 ). Unlike in the CMA-ES with margin, the

sample in (2), whose law is given by N(𝒎 (𝑡 ) , (𝜎 (𝑡 ) )2𝑪 (𝑡 ) ), is not
computed because the (1+1)-CMA-ES with margin updates the

mean vector using 𝒗new (after discretization).

Then, the candidate solution 𝒗new = Enc(𝒗new) is evaluated on

the objective function 𝑓 to be minimized, and the smoothed success

rate 𝑝
(𝑡 )
succ
∈ [0, 1] is updated as

𝑝
(𝑡+1)
succ

= (1 − 𝑐𝑝 )𝑝 (𝑡 )succ
+ 𝑐𝑝 I{𝑓 (𝒗new) ≤ 𝑓 (𝒎 (𝑡 ) )} , (28)

where 𝑐𝑝 > 0 is the smoothing factor. The initial value of the

smoothed success rate 𝑝
(0)
succ

is given by the target success rate

𝑝target ∈ [0, 1]. Based on the 1/5-success rule [17], the (1+1)-CMA-

ES with margin updates the step-size as

𝜎 (𝑡+1) = 𝜎 (𝑡 ) exp

(
1

𝑑𝜎
·
𝑝
(𝑡+1)
succ

− 𝑝target

1 − 𝑝target

)
. (29)

The (1+1)-CMA-ES with margin updates the evolution path 𝒑 (𝑡 )𝑐 ,

covariance matrix 𝑪 (𝑡 ) , and mean vector𝒎 (𝑡 ) when the evaluation

value 𝑓 (𝒗new) of new candidate solution is not inferior to the best

evaluation value 𝑓 (𝒎 (𝑡 ) ) so far. The update rules of 𝒑 (𝑡 )𝑐 and 𝑪 (𝑡 )

are given by

𝒑 (𝑡+1)𝑐 = (1 − 𝑐𝑐 )𝒑 (𝑡 )𝑐 + ℎ (𝑡+1)
√︁
𝑐𝑐 (2 − 𝑐𝑐 )𝒚new

(30)

𝑪 (𝑡+1) =
(
1 − 𝑐1 + 𝛿 (ℎ (𝑡+1) )

)
𝑪 (𝑡 ) + 𝑐1𝒑

(𝑡+1)
𝑐

(
𝒑 (𝑡+1)𝑐

)
T

, (31)

where ℎ (𝑡+1) = I{𝑝 (𝑡+1)
succ

< 𝑝
thresh

} and 𝛿 (ℎ) = (1 − ℎ)𝑐1𝑐𝑐 (2 − 𝑐𝑐 ).
The value ℎ (𝑡+1) stalls the update of the evolution path when the

smoothed success rate is larger than a threshold 𝑝
thresh

. This pre-

vents a fast increase of axes of the covariance matrix when the

step-size is too small. Note that, introducing the update based on

Cholesky decomposition of the covariance matrix [20], the com-

putational cost required in a single update, including the margin

correction explained later, can be reduced to 𝑂 (𝑁 2).

Algorithm 2: The (1+1)-CMA-ES with margin

Require: The objective function 𝑓 to be minimized

Require: 𝒎 (0) , 𝑪 (0) , 𝜎 (0) ,𝑨(0)

1: while termination conditions are not met do
2: Generate 𝒚

new
= (𝑪 (𝑡 ) )

1

2 𝝃 with 𝝃 ∼ N(0, I𝑁 ).
3: Compute 𝒗new = 𝒎 (𝑡 ) + 𝜎 (𝑡 )𝑨(𝑡 )𝒚

new
.

4: Discretize 𝒗new as 𝒗new = Enc(𝒗new).
5: Evaluate 𝑓 (𝒗new).
6: Update the smoothed success rate 𝑝

(𝑡 )
succ

by (28).

7: Update the step-size 𝜎 (𝑡 ) by (29).

8: if 𝑓 (𝒗new) ≤ 𝑓 (𝒎 (𝑡 ) ) then
9: Update the mean vector as 𝒎 (𝑡+1) = 𝒗new.

10: Update 𝒑 (𝑡 )𝑐 and 𝑪 (𝑡 ) by (30) and (31), respectively.

11: else
12: Maintain 𝒎 (𝑡+1) ,𝒑 (𝑡+1)𝑐 , 𝑪 (𝑡+1) as 𝒎 (𝑡 ) ,𝒑 (𝑡 )𝑐 , 𝑪 (𝑡 ) ,

respectively.

13: end if
14: Update 𝑨(𝑡 ) by margin correction explained

in Section 3.3.

15: if 𝑓 is on the binary or integer domain then
16: Modify 𝜎 (𝑡+1) and 𝑨(𝑡+1) by the post-process

explained in Section 3.5.

17: end if
18: 𝑡 ← 𝑡 + 1

19: end while

Table 1: Recommended hyperparameter setting of the (1+1)-
CMA-ES with margin.

step-size adaptation:

𝑑𝜎 = 1 + 𝑁
2

, 𝑝target =
2

11

, 𝑐𝑝 =
1

12

covariance matrix adaptation:

𝑐𝑐 =
2

𝑁 + 2

, 𝑐1 =
2

𝑁 2 + 6

, 𝑝
thresh

= 0.44

margin parameter:

𝛼 =
1

𝑁

As the candidate solution used in the update of the mean vector,

we use the discretized elitist solution 𝒗new, i.e., we update the mean

vector as 𝒎 (𝑡+1) = 𝒗new when 𝒗new has the best evaluation value.

In Section 3.2, we show that this is a reasonable update rule for the

mean vector on the mixed-integer optimization problems.

After the update of distribution parameters, the (1+1)-CMA-ES

with margin updates 𝑨(𝑡 ) by the margin correction. We slightly

modify the margin correction to use the encoded elitist solution as

the mean vector as explained in Section 3.3.

3.2 Discretization of Mean Vector
As another possible choice for the updated value of the mean vector

𝒎 (𝑡+1) in success, one can consider the candidate solution 𝒗new

before discretization rather than 𝒗new. To compare the search per-

formance, we optimized the 20-dimensional SphereInt function
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Figure 1: Comparison of the (1+1)-CMA-ES with margin with and without discretization of the mean vector.

(defined in Section 4.1) with 𝑁co = 𝑁in = 10 by two (1 + 1)-CMA-

ESs with margin. One is explained in Section 3.1, and the other

updates the mean vector as 𝒎 (𝑡+1) = 𝒗new in success.

Figure 1 shows the transitions of the best evaluation value 𝑓 (𝒎 (𝑡 ) ),
step-size 𝜎 (𝑡 ) , coordinate distances | [𝒎 (𝑡 ) ] 𝑗 | between the mean

vector and optimal solution 𝒙opt = 0, and standard deviations

𝜎 (𝑡 ) ⟨𝑨(𝑡 ) ⟩𝑗
√︃
⟨𝑪 (𝑡 ) ⟩𝑗 ofmarginal distributions. Theywere observed

in a single typical trial for each method, where a trial was termi-

nated when the best evaluation value reached 10
−10

or the smallest

eigenvalue of (𝜎 (𝑡 ) )2𝑪 (𝑡 ) became smaller than 10
−30

. In the case

without discretization, we observe that the best evaluation value

and the elements of the mean vector corresponding to the con-

tinuous variables were stalled due to the decrease of the standard

deviations of marginal distributions. When focusing on the dimen-

sions corresponding to the integer variables, the elements of the

mean vector often move close to the midpoints, and the standard

deviations of marginal distributions are large. Due to this behavior,

the generation probability of other integers becomes too high after

the integer variables reach their optimal solutions, and the step-size

decreases rapidly by the success-based step-size adaptation. In con-

trast, with the discretization of the mean vector, the mean vector

stayed away from the closest midpoints, and the standard devia-

tions of marginal distribution were relatively low. The discretization

of the mean vector maintains the generation probability of other

integers around the margin parameter 𝛼 and realizes the effective

search performance on mixed-integer optimization problems.

3.3 Margin Correction with Discretized Mean
Vector

Since the original margin correction in Section 2.2 moves the up-

dated mean vector, it reduces the effect of the usage of the encoded

mean vector. Therefore, we refine the margin correction not to

move the mean vector. Similar to the original margin correction,

the modified margin correction applies different update rules of

𝑨(𝑡 ) , which is determined by whether the element of the mean

vector is the smallest integer or largest integer, or others.

Case of Smallest or Largest Integer. Instead of the mean vector, we

update the matrix 𝑨(𝑡 ) to satisfy Pr( [𝒗] 𝑗 ≠ [𝒎 (𝑡+1) ] 𝑗 ) ≥ 𝛼 . This
is satisfied when the distance between the mean vector [𝒎 (𝑡+1) ] 𝑗
and the nearest midpoint ℓ ( [𝒎 (𝑡+1) ] 𝑗 ) in 𝑗-th dimension is smaller

than the confidence interval, i.e.,���[𝒎 (𝑡+1) ] 𝑗 − ℓ ( [𝒎 (𝑡+1) ] 𝑗 )��� ≤ CI
(𝑡+1)
𝑗,1−2𝛼

. (32)

To satisfy (32), when it is not satisfied, 𝑨(𝑡 ) is updated as

⟨𝑨(𝑡+1) ⟩𝑗 =

���[𝒎 (𝑡+1) ] 𝑗 − ℓ ( [𝒎 (𝑡+1) ] 𝑗 )���
𝜎 (𝑡+1)

√︃
⟨𝑪 (𝑡+1) ⟩𝑗 𝜒2

ppf
(1 − 2𝛼)

. (33)

We update ⟨𝑨(𝑡 ) ⟩𝑗 to ⟨𝑨(𝑡+1) ⟩𝑗 when (32) is satisfied before the

margin correction.

Case of Other Integers. We assume the integers 𝑧 𝑗,1, · · · 𝑧 𝑗,𝐾𝑗
for

integer variable in 𝑗-th dimension are at even intervals, i.e., it sat-

isfies 𝑧 𝑗,𝑘 − 𝑧 𝑗,𝑘+1 = 𝑧 𝑗,𝑘′ − 𝑧 𝑗,𝑘′+1 for all 𝑘, 𝑘 ′ ∈ {1, · · · , 𝐾𝑗 − 1}.1
Then, with the discretized mean vector, 𝑝

low
and 𝑝up in (16) and

(17) take the same value. As a result, the mean vector is not moved

by the correction in (24). Therefore, we update the matrix 𝑨(𝑡 ) by
the same update rule with the CMA-ES with margin as (25).

3.4 Hyperparameter Setting
Table 1 shows the recommended hyperparameter setting of (1+1)-

CMA-ES with margin. To maintain the search performance on

the continuous optimization problems, we inherit the default hy-

perparameter setting of (1+1)-CMA-ES [14] except for the margin

1
This assumption can be easily satisfied by introducing a order-preserving bijective

mapping from Z𝑗 to evenly-spaced integers. We note that, however, such mapping

may change the problem characteristics.
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Figure 2: The medians and interquartile ranges of the number of evaluations on the mixed-integer optimization problems.
The success rates are also shown if they are not one.

parameter. For the margin parameter, we use the default setting of

𝛼 = 1/𝑁 of the CMA-ES with margin with _ = 1.

3.5 Post-process for Discrete Optimization
In binary and integer optimizations, the covariancematrix (𝜎 (𝑡 ) )2𝑪 (𝑡 )
often converges rapidly. The (1+1)-CMA-ES with margin (and the

CMA-ES with margin) can deal with such convergence by the in-

crease of 𝑨(𝑡 ) . However, due to the numerical error, the behavior

of the (1+1)-CMA-ES with margin becomes unstable. To address

this problem, we introduce a post-process to reduce the numerical

error without changing the algorithm of the (1+1)-CMA-ES with

margin in principle. We change the step-size and diagonal elements

of 𝑨(𝑡+1) after the margin correction as

𝜎 (𝑡+1) ← 𝜎 (𝑡+1) · min

𝑘=1, · · · ,𝑁
⟨𝑨(𝑡+1) ⟩𝑘 . (34)

⟨𝑨(𝑡+1) ⟩𝑗 ←
⟨𝑨(𝑡+1) ⟩𝑗

min𝑘=1, · · · ,𝑁 ⟨𝑨(𝑡+1) ⟩𝑘
for 𝑗 = 1, · · · , 𝑁 (35)

This post-process maintains the covariance of 𝒗 in the next iter-

ation and does not change the algorithm but only changes the

implementation.

4 EXPERIMENT
We evaluated the search performance of the CMA-ES with margin

and the (1 + 1)-CMA-ES with margin on the mixed-integer, integer,

and binary domains. We note that the hyperparameters of these

algorithms are set as their default values.

4.1 Experiment on Mixed-Integer Optimization
Experimental Setting. We used the following benchmark func-

tions to be minimized, that were used in [5].

• SphereOneMax(𝒗) = ∑𝑁co

𝑗=1
[𝒗]2

𝑗
+ 𝑁

bi
−∑𝑁

𝑗=𝑁co+1 [𝒗] 𝑗
• SphereLeadingOnes(𝒗) =∑𝑁co

𝑗=1
[𝒗]2

𝑗
+ 𝑁

bi
−∑𝑁

𝑗=𝑁co+1

(∏𝑗

𝑘=𝑁co+1 [𝒗]𝑘
)

• EllipsoidOneMax(𝒗) =∑𝑁co

𝑗=1

(
1000

𝑗−1

𝑁co−1 [𝒗] 𝑗
)

2

+ 𝑁
bi
−∑𝑁

𝑗=𝑁co+1 [𝒗] 𝑗
• EllipsoidLeadingOnes(𝒗) =∑𝑁co

𝑗=1

(
1000

𝑗−1

𝑁co−1 [𝒗] 𝑗
)

2

+ 𝑁
bi
−∑𝑁

𝑗=𝑁co+1

(∏𝑗

𝑘=𝑁co+1 [𝒗]𝑘
)

• SphereInt(𝒗) = ∑𝑁
𝑗=1
[𝒗]2

𝑗

• EllipsoidInt(𝒗) = ∑𝑁
𝑗=1

(
1000

𝑗−1

𝑁−1 [𝒗] 𝑗
)

2

The search space of the first four benchmark functions contains

𝑁co continuous variables and 𝑁
bi
binary variables. The last two

functions have 𝑁co continuous variables and 𝑁in integer variables

that can take the integers in [−10, 10]. We varied the number of

dimensions as 𝑁 = 10, 20, · · · , 60 and set 𝑁co = 𝑁
bi

= 𝑁in =

𝑁 /2. We performed 50 independent trials for each experimental

setting. A trial was considered successful when the best evaluation

value reached 10
−10

before the number of evaluations reached

𝑁 × 10
5
or before the minimal eigenvalue of (𝜎 (𝑡 ) )2𝑪 (𝑡 ) became

less than 10
−30

. The element of the initial mean vector was given by

[𝒎 (0) ] 𝑗 = 0.5 for binary variables and given uniformly at random

in [1, 3] otherwise. Other distribution parameters were initialized

as 𝜎 (0) = 1 and 𝑪 (0) = I𝑁 .

Experimental Result. Figure 2 shows the medians and interquar-

tile ranges of the number of evaluations over successful trials di-

vided by the success rate. Figure 2 also shows the success rate when

there was at least one unsuccessful trial. We can see that the (1+1)-

CMA-ES with margin outperformed the CMA-ES with margin on

all benchmark functions. We consider the elitist strategy works
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mization problems. We note that all trials were successful.

effectively because the benchmark functions are unimodal. How-

ever, on EllipsoidOneMax and EllipsoidInt, the (1+1)-CMA-ES

with margin sometimes failed due to the premature convergence of

the continuous variables, as well as discussed in Section 3.2. One

possible reason for this is that the default setting of the margin

parameter 𝛼 = 1/𝑁 is too large for low-dimensional mixed-integer

optimization problems.

4.2 Experiment on Integer Optimization
Experimental Setting. We use the SphereInt and EllipsoidInt

defined in Section 4.1 with 𝑁co = 0 and 𝑁in = 𝑁 as the bench-

mark functions. We varied the number of dimensions as 𝑁 =

10, 20, · · · , 60 and performed 50 independent trials for each exper-

imental setting. The terminate conditions and initial distribution

parameters were set as in Section 4.1. A trial was considered success-

ful if the optimal solutionwas found before the terminate conditions

were met.

We applied the post-process explained in Section 3.5 to both

(1+1)-CMA-ES with margin and CMA-ES with margin. The effect of

post-process on the discrete domain will be discussed in Section 4.4.

Experimental Result. Figure 3 shows the medians and interquar-

tile ranges of the number of evaluations over successful trials. We

note that all the trials were successful. We can see that the (1+1)-

CMA-ES with margin outperformed the CMA-ES with margin on

both functions. Unlike in the result of mixed-integer optimization

problems in Figure 2, the performance gap between the (1+1)-CMA-

ES with margin and CMA-ES with margin on EllipsoidInt was

larger than that on SphereInt. We consider the reason as follows.

Thanks to the elitist strategy and discretization of the mean vector,

the (1+1)-CMA-ES with margin can move its mean vector quickly

on EllipsoidInt, even before the adaptation of the covariance ma-

trix. In contrast, the mean vector of the CMA-ES with margin is

not updated efficiently until the covariance matrix is adapted. This

shows the effectiveness of the elitist strategy on the integer domain.

4.3 Experiment on Binary Optimization
Experimental Setting. We used the following benchmark func-

tions to be maximized.

• OneMax(𝒗) = ∑𝑁
𝑗=1
[𝒗] 𝑗

• LeadingOnes(𝒗) = ∑𝑁
𝑗=1

(∏𝑗

𝑘=1
[𝒗]𝑘

)
• BinVal(𝒗) = ∑𝑁

𝑗=1
2
𝑁−𝑗 [𝒗] 𝑗

We varied the number of dimensions as 𝑁 = 10, 20, · · · , 100 and per-

formed 50 independent trials for each experimental setting. The ter-

minate conditions and initial distribution parameters were set as in
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Figure 5: The success rate of the CMA-ES with margin and the (1+1)-CMA-ES with margin not applied post-process on the
discrete optimization problems. The success rates were computed over 50 independent trials.

Section 4.1. A trial was considered successful if the optimal solution

was found before the terminate conditions were met. We compared

the (1+1)-CMA-ES with margin to the binary optimization methods,

including the compact genetic algorithm (cGA), population-based

incremental learning (PBIL), (1+1)-evolutionary algorithm ((1+1)-

EA), in addition to the CMA-ES with margin. We set the sample

size of PBIL as the default population size _ = 4 + ⌊3 ln𝑁 ⌋ of the
CMA-ES with margin. The mutation rate of (1+1)-EA was set to

1/𝑁 . In the cGA and PBIL, we set the learning rates to 1/𝑁 and

assigned margins of 1/𝑁 for each dimension to leave the possibility

of changing each variable. We note that the setting of learning rate

may change the search performance of PBIL, as investigated in [3].

As well as the integer case, the covariance (𝜎 (𝑡 ) )2𝑪 (𝑡 ) of the
CMA-ES with margin and the (1+1)-CMA-ES with margin often

converges rapidly. For the (1+1)-CMA-ES with margin, the post-

process in (34) and (35) can prevent such convergence. In the CMA-

ES with margin on the binary domain, since the post-process in (34)

and (35) cannot prevent the convergence, we changed the mean

vector and step-size after the margin correction as

[𝒎 (𝑡+1) ] 𝑗 ←
[𝒎 (𝑡+1) ] 𝑗 − ℓ1 |2, 𝑗

𝜎 (𝑡+1)
+ ℓ

1 |2, 𝑗 for 𝑗 = 1, · · · , 𝑁 (36)

𝜎 (𝑡+1) ← 1 . (37)

We note ℓ
1 |2, 𝑗 is set to 0.5 on the binary domain. This post-process

also preserves the probability distribution of 𝒗 and does not change

the algorithm of the CMA-ES with margin in principle.

Experimental Result. Figure 4 shows the medians and interquar-

tile ranges of the number of evaluations over successful trials. We

note that all the trials were successful. When focusing the (1+1)-

CMA-ES with margin, it is competitive to the (1+1)-EA and achieves

the first- or second-best performance on all functions. This result

implies that the (1+1)-CMA-ES with margin is a reasonable choice

for mixed-integer optimization problem with 𝑁co ≪ 𝑁
bi
, which

(1+1)-EA cannot be applied to directly. Comparing the PBIL and

CMA-ES with margin shows that the CMA-ES with margin outper-

formed the PBIL on all functions.When the evaluations of candidate

solutions can be performed in parallel, the CMA-ES with margin is

beneficial in the binary domain.

4.4 Experiment without Post-Process
As an abbreviation, we performed the CMA-ES with margin and

the (1+1)-CMA-ES with margin without their post-processes on

binary and integer benchmark functions. The terminate conditions

and initial distribution parameters were set as in previous sections.

Figure 5 shows the success rates computed over 50 independent

trials. We note that all trials were successful when applying the post-

process, as shown in Section 4.2 and Section 4.3. We can confirm

that some trails failed by the convergence of (𝜎 (𝑡 ) )2𝑪 (𝑡 ) on some

functions, especially on LeadingOnes and EllipsoidInt. We also

confirmed that the medians and interquartile ranges of the numbers

of evaluations in successful trials were almost the same as the cases

with post-process. This reveals the necessity of the post-process on

discrete optimization problems.

5 CONCLUSION
We proposed the (1+1)-CMA-ES with margin, which is derived

by introducing the margin correction into (1+1)-CMA-ES. To pre-

vent the premature convergence of continuous variables in mixed-

integer optimization problems, we introduced the discretization of

the mean vector and modified the margin correction not to move

the mean vector. We also applied the post-process for binary and

integer optimizations so that the behavior is not affected by the

numerical errors. The experimental results on mixed-integer, inte-

ger, and binary domains show that the (1+1)-CMA-ES with margin

outperforms the CMA-ES with margin. In the result on the binary

domain, in particular, the (1+1)-CMA-ES with margin achieves the

first- or second-best performance among the well-known binary

optimization methods.

There are a lot of additional components which specialize the

CMA-ES to particular situations, such as constraint handling. The

development of novel discrete and mixed-integer optimization

methods by transferring the components for CMA-ES to the (1+1)-

CMA-ES with margin is one of our future works. In addition, con-

sidering a few unsuccessful trials on some low-dimensional mixed-

integer benchmark functions, the investigation of the relationship

between the optimization performance and the hyperparameter set-

ting is necessary to provide a more reliable default hyperparameter

setting.
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