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Abstract. The present study covers an approach to neural architecture
search (NAS) using Cartesian genetic programming (CGP) for the design
and optimization of Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs). In designing
artificial neural networks, one crucial aspect of the innovative approach is
suggesting a novel neural architecture. Currently used architectures have
mostly been developed manually by human experts, which is a time-consuming
and error-prone process. In this work, we use pure Genetic Programming
Approach to design CNNs, which employs only one genetic operation, i.e.,
mutation. In the course of preliminary experiments, our methodology yields
promising results.
Keywords: Cartesian Genetic Programming, Convolutional Neural Networks,
Neural Architecture Search

1. Introduction

Neural Architecture Search (NAS)[1] has gained considerable traction as a
fully automated approach in the design of Neural Networks Architecture. The
method facilitates the generation of architectures that are not only comparable
but often superior in performance to those crafted manually. Essentially, NAS
simplifies the traditional process where humans iteratively adjust neural networks
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through trial and error to identify successful configurations. Instead, it automates
this process, unveiling more intricate structures. Comprising a spectrum of tech-
niques and tools, NAS systematically evaluates numerous network architectures
within a predefined search space. It employs a search strategy to choose the ar-
chitecture that best fulfills the objectives of a specific problem, maximizing a fit-
ness function. Despite its effectiveness, NAS poses significant computational and
time-related challenges, exacerbated by the financial costs associated with utilizing
graphics processing units (GPUs). Consequently, researchers and research groups
are increasingly exploring alternative methods to optimize costs and identify the
most efficient and effective neural network architecture tailored to address their
specific research problems. This paper aims to investigate and present results for
designing convolutional neural networks using Cartesian Genetic Programming
(CGP).

2. Cartesian Genetic Programming for Convolutional Neu-
ral Network Design

Pure Cartesian Genetic Programming does not include the crossover opera-
tion, so the only genetic operation in CGP is a mutation. Using crossover is a
hot topic of research to improve GCP, but is still widely investigated [2]. Several
types of mutations can be applied in CGP, such as point mutation, gene mutation,
and segment mutation. Point mutation involves randomly changing the value of
a single gene in the genome, whereas gene mutation involves replacing an entire
gene with a new one. Segment mutation involves replacing a genome segment
with a new segment that may contain multiple genes[3, 4]. Here, we present the
use of Cartesian Genetic Programming (CGP) for designing convolutional neural
networks (CNNs). Our goal was to establish the architecture of the first neural
network so that it could be compiled. Still, we did not define it according to exist-
ing solutions - we wanted the network design process to establish solution on its
own. In our approach, the evolution process starts with a parent whose genotype
is represented by a set of genes and information about which layers in the neu-
ral network are active. Then, two offsprings are created by mutating the parent’s
genotype, where mutations are performed with a specific mutation rate. Children
resulting from the mutation process are judged to see whether they are better than
their parents, and if so, that child is the parent of the next generation. We have
predefined ConvSets with usable layers, each of which is decoded. The randomly
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selected layer is replaced with another random layer from ConvSets. If a random
number is generated that is the same as the original value (the layer selected to
replace cannot be replaced by the same one), the function will generate a new ran-
dom value. We then check that this change allows compilation and that all shapes
between layers are correct. If so, the mutation process is complete. If the mu-
tation results s not accepted, and we draw another set of genes to mutate. Then,
each offspring is converted to a neural network, and their performance is compared
with the parent. If any offspring achieves better performance than the parent, it is
considered the new parent, and its genotype is used to generate the next genera-
tion of offspring. Otherwise, the parent remains unchanged. The comparison of
mutations and performance is repeated for several generations. In each generation,
the best genotype found is recorded and the value of the fitness function represents
the best performance. If none of the offspring achieves better performance than
the parent for several consecutive generations, a neutral mutation is applied to the
parent and the evolution process continues. However, to keep the layers active, we
need to check that the mutation will not affect the deactivation of the layers, which
is essential for the correct operation of the neural network. If the mutation results
in deactivating these layers, the mutation is not accepted, and we draw another set
of genes to mutate. Then, each offspring is converted to a neural network, and
their performance is compared with the parent. If any offspring achieves better
performance than the parent, it is considered the new parent, and its genotype is
used to generate the next generation of offspring. Otherwise, the parent remains
unchanged. The comparison of mutations and performance is repeated for several
generations. In each generation, the best genotype found is recorded and the value
of the fitness function represents the best performance. If none of the offspring
achieves better performance than the parent for several consecutive generations, a
neutral mutation is applied to the parent and the evolution process continues. Our
goal was and is still to explore potential spaces where we can discover the optimal
network configuration, leveraging the evolution process along with the mutation
process. This allows the neural network genotype to be optimized and aproaches
us the best model for a given dataset. Fitness is defined as a measure of how well
a particular neural network performs on a given task. In this example, the fitness
function is the accuracy of the network in a validation dataset. The higher the accu-
racy, the higher the fitness of the network. During the evolution process, the goal
is to maximize fitness by generating new candidate solutions (children) through
mutation and selecting the best ones for the next generation based on their fitness
compared to their parents.



4 Cartesian Genetic Programming Approach for Designing CNN.

3. Experiments

3.1. Experimental Setting and Computational Budget

In our research, we employed various activation functions, including Relu,
Elu, Selu, Sigmoid, Softmax, Softplus, Softsign, Tanh, and Exponential. Addi-
tionally, we utilized the following pooling methods: GlobalAveragePooling2D,
MaxPool2D, and AveragePooling2D. We applied a dropout rate of 0.2 and incor-
porated BatchNormalization with a momentum of 0.99 and epsilon of 0.001. The
parameters of the GCP algorithm utilized in our experiments include rows set to
1, Cols equal to 30, Level-Back set to 10, and both Mutation rate and generation
specified as values of the list [0.01, 0.05, 0.1] and [10, 25, 50] respectively.

Budget = P ×G × E × T (1)

To compare our solution, we define the computational budget as follows (equa-
tion 1) where the population (P) was the count of chromosomes representing a
single CNN. The evaluation epoch (E) is a count of the epoch to train the mutated
CNN in each generation (G) iteration. Training epochs (T) track the best chro-
mosome trained during the epoch after the last iterate of generation. We set the
population as one. We define our budget, where in our experiments E (Evaluation
Epochs) is 25. Evaluation Epochs are used in the evolution process when we try
to decode CNN architectures that can be compiled and all shapes between layers
are correct; then we train our architecture in 25 epochs, on a tiny part of the data
(1000 records) (in a 70/30 ratio) and verify fitness. Then we compare the achieved
fitness value with others achieved in a given generation, and the best individual
(with the lowest fitness) is trained in 100 epochs (T).

In our approach, we use 10, 25, or 50 generations (G) and always 100 epochs
(T) to train the best convolutional neural network. To avoid the overfitting effect,
we implement an Early Stopping mechanism for monitoring loss function (Cat-
egorial Cross Entropy) with patience set as 10. Each of the best neural network
architectures was trained 10 times and the final results were averaged and pre-
sented in Table 2. Data were shuffled each time in 80/20 proportion. Therefore,
the possible computational budgets are as follows:

• For G=10: Budget = 1 * 10 * 25 * 100 = 25000 = 25K

• For G=25: Budget = 1 * 25 * 25 * 100 = 62500 = 62.5K
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• For G=50: Budget = 1 * 50 * 25 * 100 = 125000 = 125K

3.2. Experimental results

Table 1. Cartesian Genetic Programming parameters
Parameter Rows Cols Level-Back Mutation rate Generation

Value 1 30 10 [0.01, 0.05, 0.1] [10,25,50]

To validate the robustness of the results, an experiment was conducted in which
the parameters listed in Table 1 were used, and the experiment was repeated ten
times. The results of this experiment as CNNs stacked with layer recognition are
presented in (Table 1). In the table presented (Table 2) we demonstrate our result
compared to CNN-based selected baseline solutions using classification images
from the MNIST, and Fashion-MNIST datasets depending on the defined budget
of the proposal and depends on mutation rate (MR). We also present all the results
obtained, depending on the defined budget and mutation ratio. We can see that
the medium budget 62.5K yields the best results, while for a budget of 125K, the
algorithm performs the worst. The number of generations determines the budget
size; therefore, you can conclude that the increase in generations influences the
degradation of the results. Based on the experimental settings and results, we can
define the same budget using a larger population of neural networks instead of
increasing generations. But at this stage of research, it is only a reckless hypotesis,
which needs more evidence including more run experiments with a different range
of parameters, including a smoother range of Mutation rates and bigger population,
not only one.

4. Conclusions

In the last few years, studies on designing Artificial Neural Networks (ANNs)
have become an active research field, mainly due to the advanced cost training
and prototyping of underlying deep learning architectures. Our approach, dis-
tinguished from more complex solutions [9, 10, 11], focuses on simplicity. We
employ basic CNN layers, disregard data dimensionality post flattening, and in-
corporate residual connections. Additionally, our method seamlessly integrates
state-of-the-art models as input architecture, facilitating the analysis of changes
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Figure 1. Visual representation of a stack of layers in Designed Convolutional
Neural Network with CGP

in future generations.The proposed study focuses on developing the first stage of
a method for the design and optimization of artificial neural networks based on
Cartesian Genetic Programming. The focus is on developing an efficient and ef-
fective approach to designing and optimizing ANNs.
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