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Preferential Bayesian Optimization with Inequality Constraints
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Preferential Bayesian Optimization (PBO) is a method for creating efficient human-in-the-loop optimization
systems that treat human preferences as an objective function to be maximized. PBO has been successfully applied
to simple design scenarios. However, design tasks often involve more complex challenges where finding the optimal
design requires considering not only subjective preferences but also design constraints. This paper presents a new
method to integrate additional criteria in the form of inequality constraints into PBO. We specifically propose
a new acquisition function to enable this integration. Our evaluation using synthetic functions shows that our
method identifies optimal solutions by effectively focusing on feasible solutions.

1. LI

FEAF AN A X EE (Preferential Bayesian Optimization;
PBO) &, AHoEBIZAFE L S 2 BRBIE L LTilin, A
MIASEHEE » LTIk % # 5 human-in-the-loop &i#E{t % 52
B3 2FETH S [Brochu 07, Koyama 22a, Koyama 22b].
PBO &, N4 X&j#E b (Bayesian Optimization; BO)
[Shahriari 16] DIRETFIETH b, BO A3 H MIBIEL O ikt 5
(FHEEZ Db D) 2HHET— & 2 LTHKS DL, PBO T
3 HHIBEE DO AN FEAT (FEAEE D K/NEEfR) 28T — 2 2 L
TS . ANENEHOSEEM & D S HENFTHESFETH 2720, A
MO EBRRIFE L X 2%/ 5 MEREICBWT, PBOWE XD
WLAFETH2.

HETIE, BEO@EFMIE Koyama 20], HEEHT A
ADBIE [Yamamoto 22|, 7 =X —> a ¥ 7T+ A4 Y DAERK
[Brochu 10] 72 &', 7% A FOFBMNRIHEL X DAL ERT
5 TINIRTHA Y EXRAZTPBO BHWHNTE .

—AT, THA FEEBRFE L ZTMA, 794 Yotk
RELERL TR T A VE2RALWT =205 5. iz
3, NF—REDO T A VHIETIE, T A FIREEBR R
L&, 71U v 73 (Click-Through Rate; CTR) % & ®, 4
HE DRI X 2 FBINAEEOR X L 0, WA MED - 72
H2 VA T4 7OMWER BT, ZOBNCBNT, THA T
PIFLTHA o THAUIHT LD CTROEL 22 EIEFRSTF,
BV CTR Z2H5 b DDIFE LS RWTHA U HFET S,
DEI, THAFOEBNRIFELZ &, 7H 4 »OMERRE
M3 2 L3R 63, 2z 2 BUNCEET 208D 5.

L2 L, HERDBEIFAR A4 i b FE T, MARIZRAF S L
S Offle, Zh LU OBEROIEEL ZRRHICE R T 5 Z e H
TERW. 2F ), THAFOEBMNBIFEI LI VI HE—D
BELNIERBTE S, 7V A > OMRER ¥ DI % fof{bicil
BN Z E BT ERL.

HAEE AR, RAIHERE DY x—1F 4 v
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Z ZCOARMZE T, SBIFARA R ARFER I v 5
KN CHlOFEEMAAD Z 2 Z RIS T 2R OFIEEIRE
5 5. BARRNCIE, BTARA Xl 7z OEERETH 2
EUBO (Expected Utility of the Best Option) [Lin 22] %4k
BLUTAERHNEZRZ S X5 2ERMEITS. 61,
FAMEBERAWEY I 2L —va VERICK D, BETFED
BRI 2 FEAM S 5

2. BEER

ARETIE, N4 Xk 2 OIREFIETDH 358 IF4 X
wiE l, T = XA ZFE{E (Constrained Bayesian Opti-
mization; CBO) IZOWTEHHT 5.

2.1 R4 IFz#EL

N A gl [Shahriari 16] 1%, e L THICRDOERNT
F v IRy 7 AR f RIRINRELT 2D OFIETH
5. RNA b T, ZNETIBHlEh7T—&Z2d eI
TP TN EFEREHTE SN, ThERIET % Z 2 TRiIK
HIRESE SN S, PR WRIERSTREE s Z L
25, 1AHED OBHIcE VI R b (S8 2 b, Ko
ZRNRY) hAEEISEA SRS Z %0,

SR T2 O OB LR & FRR, AT o bz & 2 5.

(1)

" = argminf(x)
IZTxeR"THYH, £/, BWEEIZZ DHE f(x) DAH
BHFTRETH 5.

NA ZFEETIE, 79 v 7Ry 7 ZEBCREEF LY L
THHMEREFNVEIE L, Bl ZNTz7 — 20 54 XHGh
WKWko TREEFVEENTS. REEFLE LT, BA
W DIEIRZ FIRICEKHTE 2 2 WO FlEH 5 F w7 2ER
[Rasmussen 05] 23 & < W B, KBTS H v Ritbfe 2 £
H35.

Z LT, BN ARHEE 7V E AW TR S 12 BRI
ERALT 2 28T, KICBRI TN EHERTE KD 5. #1504
Bid, BEMEIROBERMORIERTEKTHD, N4 X
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BELICB W TIHFERARZRD 3= OBEELEMTH 5. 15
BB OZETTIE, 272 HIEB DR 2 V2SR ORI DR
Y, T TIZHNBEEIELS B W ¥ 259 h - T\ B AR ERD
HHED ML= FAIRERESINS. THETIZ, 2O ML —
A7 %ERBLEZIEICD% BO OEEHEMIERINT
W% [Shahriari 16].

2.2 EIFARA ImiBEL

T A AL [Brochu 07, Koyama 22a) &, N A i
HICB W RIS, BIBEEUE f(x) BIERZEEIT 2 Z 2T
=F, WO AICBT 2 BWBEEE OB, ©F b AHET
MDABPEENZEEENTRE LETIETH S, ARTIEFRE
W2, I X D 1 EoBIHIT 2 SR OBFENELNE DD
95,

\_@FJIJTTE@\_ BWT, H2EFTF—%d = 2 =
(D DIF S H 0>;bﬁihﬁ)#ﬁentz%®tﬁu,
Thurstone-Mosteller model [Chu 05] % W7z 8E LR T
KT MWTES.

ZZT, OC) IFEEERD N O REOMBEBTHD, o 134
Ty AXDBFEERAETH 5. EROENT—2 D =
{d1,da, ..} PMEBNI ZOREZ P(D|f) =1L P(di|f) &
%%, ZOREZRWT, @HD BO L FARICREET V2 E
¥ 5 Z LM TE S [Rasmussen 05, Chu 05].

INE T, PBO D7 DRIV OPRESNTE
7z. PBO ORMIDHFSE [Brochu 07, Brochu 10] T, HEHER
7% BO OEERBEITH 3 HF5E (Expected Improvement;
EI) % PBO IZ#H ¥ TW5. Dueling-Thompson sampling
[Gonzalez 17] 1, ZHiN> T4 v P 7LV XLATHWSR
% Thompson Sampling % J5H L TW3. Multi Predictive
Entropy Search [Nguyen 21] I3, {Hik&E % /= BO OHS
Bi%z PBO IZIBH L TV 5. A TIRIROES LFHD
fEX 2D > TVWB WS s S, EUBO [Lin 22] Z~X—
R LSRR RE T 5.

EUBO GO &5 TR e TE 5.

E[max{f(z"), f(z")}]

%) voo(2)+

(2)

EUBO(z™, z1%)) =

3)

= AD( (J'))

! (x
MRS OMEREZEEBEBTHD, A =

@), 0* = Var[f(@?) - f(2D)], uf (@) =
ﬂf@é

2.3 HfFERT RSB

HFIS &AL XBGECX, 7T v 7Ry 7 ZBHFIBIEL o()
2 & Bl % o 7eBE TONA RRGEILT H 5. BIRRNCIE,
R DRIEZE A, c(x) < A ZHlKIZRME L LT, LUFORERE
BEZD.

M)

" = argmin f(z) st. c(z) <A (4)
CBO D=0 D¥ERETH % EIC (Expected Improvement
with Constraints) [Gardner 14] Ti&, HlfIBEE c(z) AV

ZWFETET Y 7L, ELCHIF OSEB R e 2 RE L /2.
EIC(z") = 0y < \) El(z™)

AWFEIZZDOEZ %2 PBORIGHALEDSDTH 5.

Plc(x (5)

Algorithm 1 CPBO with pairwise comparison queries

Result: An optimal parameter set «*
1: Set X to random points
2: Query constraint function to obtain ¢(X)
3: Update ¢
4: for n=1,2,..., do

(@ @)

5. select new x|, @,y | by optimizing EUBOC

()
n+1

(%)

mn«l»l7

T = argmax EUBOC (2", (7))
x

6:  Ask the evaluator to compare zcgfll ifll

7:  Query constraint function to obtain c(mn+1) and c(x

and x

W)

8 if c(mif_)H) < X then

o: z* + min(z*, pf (2] ,))

end if

if c(m(j) ) < A then
x* <« min(z*, uf (z

end if

Update f and ¢

: end for

)

w

REFE
AR T BT FBFA 1 XRBME (Constrained Pref-
erential Bayesian Optimization; CPBO) %12% 3 3.
4) ReFAOERNEEZZ 55, CBO 22D f(x) ZE
EBINTE2w PBO 2R LEMEREEZEZS. 7,
c(x) BABOEBIC LIS TEBINTEEL D, EHEBHITZ 2/
BREEERD.

3.1 HSREK

CPBO D7 OHi7- MG L LT, PBO ORI TH
% EUBO & EIC Z#FHNicHiA L7z EUBOC (Expected
Utility of the Best Option with Constraints) *#%
3 5. BARICIZ, EUBO 2 LT 2 /ol oSBT feft:
ERATLIEEERS.

EUBOC(z™, ')

= P(c(z'Y) < A, c(z) < A) EUBO(z'”, )

(6)
ﬂ%%ﬁd)kﬁ?XL&%ﬁiTét(( 0y, (@) 1&

RIERSAICIES . LiehioT, RERMIIZ i T HER
%u?tma

Ple(x™) < X e(x?) < \)

= /7; /:\OO P(c(x™), ¢

ﬁ?Xﬁﬁ%ﬁiLTmézkb%,*%kd(% c(z)
DORNIHBEDBFET 5. L L, 2 ZBERSHOEMS
B Dl % AT N E I T2 Z 2 3R TH 5. 2 2T,
dﬁ%mﬁﬁbﬁﬁmmﬁﬁ%?%étbkﬂ?@ﬁwéﬁ5

")) de(z)de(x")  (7)

Pc(z?) < A c(z?) < N)

A —pf(@)
gc(m(j))

A —pf(a™)
oc(x®)
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(o) WU i FeEhR

R 1 FHICHNS 72 MR (a) I BEOBIR, (b) ICHIIBIRE R LTV 3. () T ERBEBICHBEEE RS bETE D, < < B oAU FBISHE 2 17
TRVEBRERLTWS. $7, (a) KB 2 REE HNBRORMEZ T L, (c) 1251 % BENXRIRE 7 3 SR 2 R LT 5.

22T, w®) = El@®)], o%@®) = \/Varld@))
pl() = Ele(zD)], 0°(x) = \/Var[c(z)] TH 3.

3.2 7ILJdUVIXL
AHFZETIEHIRI B R D B Z NI DS AE LW 2 & 248
FEL TV 70, NHEBNET 2 R ko KR Z Bth 3 2 i
IR ERTEE L TBL e BARETH S, ZhITED,
HIFICEE U CORTEREPMEIREE TRE L 2 4R 5 Z 2 3T
E 5720, FE(LOMERNH LT 2 2 e PHIFTE 5. HRE
MDD Z > & L7 8% R THIFI B O Hil 4 E %217 - 7= Tl
FERZED, ZO7 R —FWENTH 2 Z L PR TE =/
B, WAIZZO7 e —F AT 3. Algorithm LIZIRRD
TAaV X LERT. RBREFIRE, SR EERTEEY
FIEEL DO KIEOHTHE T %7 71 —F [Gardner 14] &
YHIHAWB I BAHETH 5.

4. RE&

RETFEIAPERGINEt 2 TMERRATE3 2%
MR L, ZONRMZIMT 272012, 7 A FEEEHWEY
Tal—yaryEREPTS
4.1 %

7 A ME¥E LT, EIC [Gardner 14] OFEBRTHW SN
B 2R3 2. BARRNCIE, BB LT FZRW 5.

f(z1,z2) = cos(2x1) cos(z2) + sin(z1) 9)
K7, IR LTRUT 2V 5.
c(x1,x2) = cos(x1) cos(zz) — sin(zy) sin(x2) (10)

AERFIRIZRMEE o2, 22) < —0.5 & L, BERZERNE 21,22 €
[0.0,6.0] £33, X LI HABEEL, HIRIREEL, WK% 7. 3 58
WERT.

REFEF NI E2ENT 2 2 2REE LTWS 20
HIBEBUZ DWW TIE 2 DOHERAM DO K/NBEFRD AH1F 54
5235, —H, fIREBLCOWTIE ez, 22) OEHIEHIT
X595,

LS RO FIRY LT, #IF~ A4 it OEEHEETH %
EUBO (772 LEIGRGEEBERTERV) &, VXD 0T
VY2 (RIS SRV F Y > 7Y v PR EA
T2) KB HEREERS.

FHIHERE Y LTk, UREHW 3.
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2: FOER L DRI, BN A T L — > = >, HEICROEAR Y DR
ZRLTED, ZOMANSWEE RV, EFEI LI 50 B4 FL—yay
PUHERZZT20HT I aL—av L, 927, MEhoREINT
W B TR 2R LTV 5. RETFHRIFMTRL TS,

o IRfiE & DHENFAZE (Optimality gap) : &4 7L —Y 3
YIZBF B, TN ETOREM & DI ERE O R/IME

o filliy &7z 3V > T EOENE (Feasible) : &4 7L —
Y a v itBids, ThETORBTORKE Lked v
TINROEE

BEfR & Oz E VT, S FED Y ORI RN RE
REPERTEZ0EMT 2. £z, flHEHZTI > T LE
DENEE VT, IRRTFIE YN IR & 72 3R D &
B FILTETWBDE S R iHiid 5.

A7V —>a vEEE 50 Be U, #IEEZ 2 T 20 [[>
Talb—yaryiEiTwy, FEH L EREEZ TGS %

4.2 HE

X 212, EFIEOREMR L Ol EOHR RS . 12EF
15T, 15 MR O I8 TRl © OFRZED 0.1 12, 25 A2
FEDONETHAEMIL ALY 0 b, DR WKERET
RN L TWS Z 2 23bh%. —75, EUBO % Random
T, 50 MDA T — a v TREEANETEETE 20,
EUBO T Random ¥ FIfEE DAy 2 2B Y LT, SHD
7 A b BT BB O B/ MEEFIFY & 72 X A WEE T D
D, #lfEEE LI EUBO T%DREIDERBIEDHEZ %
22T, LR OBEEZ /NI TERW 2D THS L
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3: il & T I EOEIE . Ml A 7L —> 3 > fEEnHiE &
7Y IVEOEIEERLTED, ZOMHAKZIWIELHIK 273 e R
TETVWS. FEFEILI 50 BOAFL—> a v EEIMEERZ 2T 20 [
Tal—Yayl, MO, B ORI TV 2 MBS EHER A Z R L
TW3. BEFREIERTRLTWVWAS.

EZoND. T, METETEEEFESMEE DML ko
TED, YOUHHED SHED 7= LT 0 E R CRE
RIS 2 Z e hbh 5.

X 312, FFEOHIN Z R TV > T EOHEEOHRE 2R
T AREFHETIE, 2TOA T L —3 3 > CHIF & i 7= 3 E
DAERRL TS, ZHUL, EFETEHINCT Y X L3N
OB OEEHA L TE Y, fHBEROWIREEE TE T
WABDTH2BeEZHN3. EUBO T Random & b il
T THEDNE L 72 B DI, #ilFE 2 S o HFBEE O
B/MEREDERIABOIEZ 272D THEEZOLND.

5.1 EBEBEADEH

ARETE, BRI O LT I 21— a VFBR
DFEROBERE Uz, IBETFIRE, FEDO TV A B
CRWIANRTFIETH 2 L EZTWDA, EREICHEH L7z
BB RO OWTIZE SR BMEBNETH .

5.2 BARTTZEMTOERME

ARTIE, 7 A MEEE LT 2 RICORKIC/R PRRZE %
MW7 BHbifE R 2 L. — 7, EROTHA v 27Tl
KO ERICRIERZEM e 725 Z e BHEIN D, WRICREE
REMICBIT 2 BO G—BICHEETH2 Z e onTn3
[Binois 22] 7%, CPBO IZBWT & ) BRITRFERZEM TDE
IOV TIE S R DMEESNETDH 5.

5.3 1EICHETIIRRADOH

BRDOD 7L — L7 —271F, PBO BT 3 &b fHH 2 R E
FETH 2 —NHBERHRE LD, 1 EIZE D Z L o%RE
ZBAHET 2 2 IS X o THERMELZED SN B AREMEN D 2
[Koyama 20, Nguyen 21]. $fiZ, qEUBO [Astudillo 23] i&
EUBO OFEMNIERET, 2L OBREE 1 EXY VTS
NTBIeNTE, ZREIRLT CPBO ICHHATE 20
IMPIELRIMENPDETH L. £, 1 EIZLHZL DB
TR T 2 Z e THENEEEDZ BN TESZ ), E
BDOFYA X227 REET B, FHliRITS 7 A F DR
BARIIEART 2 e TR, 25D b L — R4 7 %i#EY)
ICERBTIZNEND 5.

6. HHDOHIC

AFECIE, BIFARA XIS & v 5 TRl o
AR E AR 2 2RSS 2 FIEERE L. EBTIE,
REFEDG 2 EF BB L LT, FRINCRIEREZ HER
LTWARRTFER L. 5%, REEAOEM 2 & DREDIE
FRTREMEIC DWW THRRES 5.
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