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Parameter Tuning of Gravitational Search Algorithm for One-dimensional
Cutting Stock Problem
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Abstract
Modern technology plays a huge role in the development of various industries. And

one of the technologies that is currently being focused is Artificial intelligence (Al), with the

introduction of well-known metahetics, such as the Genetic Algorithm, Particle Swarm
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Optimization, etc. Improve the efficiency of finding answers in a short time. This paper
presents the parameter tuning of the gravitational algorithm for the one-dimensional cutting
stock (1D-CSP of GSA), one of the methods of metahetics. Due to parameter tuning has
critical influences on the performance of evolutionary algorithms. Deliberate parameter
investigation and changing the value of them is time consuming. To reduce complexity and
allow for easy tuning That will make the answer come out well Therefore, the Design of
Experiment (DOE) is used as a guide for systematic parameter adjustment. The results are
reported via an average percentage of the material waste after processing, average raw
materials. And the results of the experiment can be clearly seen in terms of reducing the

time to find the answer.

Keywords: Parameter Tuning of Gravitational Search Algorithm, Artificial intelligence, Taguchi

Orthogonal Arrays
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2.2 Anwiduneuiimamemnzaufianuuultueg (GSA)

3’%ﬂ'13%1ﬂ'%1/i31’13ﬁﬁ?j@LLUUT;L’J;JQ'N Rashedi, Nezamabadi-pour and Saryazdi

(2009) 1 HuIBIUsEANEAAgnianldlunainnanedymn  Optimization 38 GSA  gntinld

Wibuiisuiuisaasandug Mdunsandud 1wu Particle swarm optimization (PSO) uavHadwS

fuulszAnsnmuedisd Fuuuliusaduiimsdumenouiiafianlngondondnnsvesusdliy

619 fugrumnanngusadiuisvesiduiisanssuudesunu N wa Seimuadiumisves
funu i Tagi

Xi= (o x8xM,i=1,2,...,N (@)

Maan ¢ sanunsafienuwseseninedng § wag j dsaunisi (5)

Mpi(t)XMg;(t)
Fj(t) = G(¢) ROt (x}i () — x{ (t)) (5)

839



MsUsE AT NTUORAN T T AUTIT AT o “GRADUATE SCHOOL CONFERENCE 2019”

lneh
M, ; Aewnaidusiusiudunu j e ¢, My,; Aesnadiduiusiudunu § inan t, G(t) Aerns
mltduanina t, € Aerasiang, R;;(t) Aeszozviteseninedunu i uaz j Feausoman
R;;(t) dmuannsi (6)

R;;(t) = || X; (1), X; () ”2 6)

A W o Y ' a ¥ a v oa a v '
WasnwnIINTTgitnves GSA A1Asnsaltuedt G ISudugasudulaea GO LavdzanasnIuLIan
t saaunsn (7)

G(t) = Gyexp (—ag ) ()

t_ max

wazaunnsi (8) wansnsmAussliinawesuvesinuu § 985A d lae rand; Aeardildainnisdu
AAUAILG 1 890
FA@) =X, .. rand;F2(t) 8)
i \M 7 dj=1j#1 i

IINNYVBINITLARBUN BRTNIVBIFNU § Aalanaunish (9) Tae?l My fe 1aleyves
faunu I

al(t) = % 9)

aun1sf (10) Wuaunsmeanaasvesiuny i
va(t + 1) = rand; X v&(t) + al (t) (10)
x3(t+1) =x2(t) +vit+1) (11)

Awes x2(t + 1) %whf“’fumﬁwﬁ’umﬂﬁummmﬁ’aﬁmmiﬁ (11)
nsAwINAIIaa1saAwInlEn aun1snaT fitness Faunuiifien fitness Aaefiuianin d
dwaliadoudith fefduifldlumsuusanavesiunuiael

Toeit Mgy = My; = My = M, i =1,.2,..,N

fiti(t)—worst(t)

mi(t) - best(t)—worst(t) (12)
M:(t) = ml—(t) 13
i(©) T m® (13)

lng fit;(t) fo fitness vossiunu i Maan t, best(t) Ao A1 fitness NANEAVBIFIUNUNNGY,
worst(t) fe A fitness Nugiianiivian t
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2.3 @nwIN199enkuUNIIVAeeY (DOE)

nsveaaeafiléuniseenuuvinessfarieinUseansanlunisdudusuusly
N52UUN"S (Process variable) iofuUsueanansdast (Product variable) 1iassensnennsia
8193dn (a1 Fununsmaaes yaans Janildlunimaass uagdu) Fofunsvnasuiazass
vdedlianszdoyaiidrdfian Jsnsmaassifinisnunuiidagsinlildassdoyafidifyuass
auamannhnmsnassiiiatulaslaildsunmsnassnnou Tunuiseiliiniin1mind (Taguchi
Orthogonal  Arrays) ?z'iqLfJumﬂﬁﬂmiaaﬂu:uumimamﬁiﬁﬂr"fuasimmi'wma w3osdlefildfe
Orthogonal Arrays 1luszuumsng lnefidnsnaiuwuu Signal - to — noise (S/N) @5Wad UI9HIY,
WIWUT UIINIY, UOLUAT WIE UagneAgTIod JURNT (2559)

2.4 N5USURIANINNSIAMB5U89 1D-CSP of GSA
N139539a0UYAAINI TN D STInUAMIEAUITuFUTauLaL A U AU
ASAINUARINANAAUNAIUTIIUIITNTNINT WY TINTLUIUNITUBINITOBNLUULATAILTUNS

9 Y

Amoozegar and Rashedi (2014) 1y

[ '
v )

JURDUTN 1: TUTUMBULINLAINUATENIANARNBIANDSNN VaINNTUTLAUVDILAAY
Uadwazgnimuaiieszauduandululd Jsazuantlunisei 1

AN 1 NISLADNNISITM DS WAL IEAUVBINITITMDS

- . SLAUVBINALNDS
WIFTULABDTI o o v o v o o
FEAUN1 FTAUN2 FTAUN3 sEAUNG
Population Size (N) 20 35 50 60
Alpha in eq.7 (&) 10 20 30 50
ANsuAu (Go) 10 50 100 150

Funeudl 2: sanWUU Orthogonal Arrays fifLdend1msunisadns Orthogonal Arrays V84
v John Cimbala (2014) dwsun1seenuuuntsnaestuagiuiuiuadsiigandennaaeuusay
seduvsaznIsIfives musdeneisissiiauslae Taguchi L'16 m1574ft 2 azuansnIsnaaaud
sonuutlu L'16 deflyndman 16 ¢ Inovhluiielildadmneuiidofioldues GSA uazdaneadsu
Wanmssy q s1ududedinsiunasadazesuansdnads Wsamilideimnusaznisnndey

£ [

a 1 & o 3 ] v a
ABRINITANUUNTT 20 AT NITNAFDUNNUALININU 4 * 20 =1,280 A TuraziReiuisnisvesm

a I

NTANUNTIANNSNAABUMAILILMABNEY 16 * 20 = 320 AS9

Y
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31971 2 nsneaeuiieanuuulagld Taguchi Orthogonal Array L'16

nmsnegaun N a G, navegaun N

D
)

1

0 N O 0 A W DN

1

N N NN P >

1

A O DN ~ B ODN

(O I e ) S~ N GV | G R

9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16

3

A A A B O VW W

a
1
2
3
a4
1
2
3
4

= N W AN - B W

Fupaud 3: dnsulgmidenusastolunisnageu 16 afspsAdiunisny deulvves
nsnaaosusasaSesuglily Orthogonal Arrays fidanlimanisnfi 2 fregrudunaiusnues L' 16
wansnvaladermundidasdrndususunsn faidunsnageuafiusnmnsifinesues GSA ek
fdfais: N = 20, & = 10 uae Go = 10 Insdruuseulun1saniiunis (Max number of iteration)
UAAZNITNAFOUAD 1000 59U

NAN1599Y

é’hasiwuaa{jigmmséfﬁa@waﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬂﬁﬁmaau Wu 1 {jigmmﬂﬁy’wm 28 Yoy
o1 TuuAteres Belov and Scheithauer (2003) lutlamusznaude Jandsiurunnnnuen
1000 fadwassnauhisiiauay SuauvaTestuny 136 vweinuakars It uiideinis
wAnsay ms1elt 3 szuansmpeulngLadsvets 16 MINAFEUIINIENNS Taguchi Orthogonal

Array

A1519% 3 HaNISVAdBU

mnagaud wawiou  Y%wAwwidowde %utilization naaie
\ade (ui)
1 76 19.07 80.80 15.44
2 76 19.53 80.44 15.26
3 79 21.83 77197 15.48
q 79 22.46 77.47 15.41
5 75 18.32 81.62 25.47
6 76 19.59 80.37 24.92
7 77 20.83 79.19 25.48
8 76 19.20 80.72 25.09
9 75 18.59 81.41 34.68
10 79 22.02 77.81 25.17
11 76 19.53 80.43 34.98
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mnagaud dwawiou  YwAwwidawde %utilization nanaie
wade (ui)
12 75 18.19 81.74 34.44
13 7 19.66 80.13 41.38
14 75 18.06 81.83 41.20
15 75 17.59 82.24 42.19
16 7 20.25 79.64 43.63

d3U uazanusena

MNHaNIMAAaUNTUTUAMNTITRET T 16 gRn1IMadeULATLAAz AN TIRAEUTinTg
v 20 ada axldAdneulnaladeresis 16 MIMeFDURLANIRINNTST 3 agulddn Ardmoud
Tieniitan Ao 19 ururieunds 75 view, dimuvdsiadswindu 17.59 %utilization Wiy 82.24
nanildlunsdudusnuadewintu 42.19 Junit eglunismaaeud 15 fnsufudmsidimes il
N =60, & = 30 uae Gg = 50 wazdnfasanludeswana awdiuldinlunsneaeud 5 148w
viewlady 75 euwiriuiunageud 15 7 slevindeladewinfiu 18.32 Fassannisnaaeudiliien
Aflaniiles 1.34% %utilization iU 81.62% sannsnaaouiliAiiiigaiiios 0.62% wazld
nalumsiidunuedsiiiss 25.47 3urfl Fadesniinsmeaeuiilieiiiigais 16.73 Jurit fins
Ufurmsnfiwes fail: N = 35, @@ = 10 uax Gy = 50 Wdsusgifuanumngauveamadon
Bl ueudun
dalauauue

uamnariasinluldaTalu ldldaiadoundumnouiivhfigavesutaznimaaestug 39

=

LAASIAIAINDUNANNANVDILABLNITNAFDUNG 16 N1SNAFDULAYISEIAIN NSNAFBUNARAER LU

9 9

AUDINSNAABUNIARANZINAA P AIR15197 4

Y 9
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M3 4 LAASANAINBUTIANNIFAYRILARENTNAGDY

AsnaEaUd J1UUVIDU Y%oLAWLIAAD %utilization a1 (3ui)
15 71 14.14 85.86 43.68
72 15.34 84.66 24.98
72 15.34 84.66 34.48
12 12 15.34 84.66 34.24
73 16.50 83.50 15.20
73 16.50 83.50 25.09
73 16.50 83.50 24.89
14 73 16.50 83.50 41.94
74 17.62 82.38 16.52
74 17.62 82.38 15.30
74 17.62 82.38 16.66
11 74 17.62 82.38 35.45
13 74 17.62 82.38 41.13
6 75 18.72 81.28 25.69
16 75 18.72 81.28 45.96
10 77 20.83 79.17 24.75

uLiiudn Admeunliagn fe ldsuiuriou 71 view, %wwmdewitiu 14.14,
%utilization Wi 85.86 LiaWlElunsAliuaumitiu 43.68 Funi eglunisnaaeud 15 113
Usummsilwmas fatl: N = 60, a = 30 waz Gg = 50
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