AIPL: 2 —Y = >+ LLM & #E(LEHEIC & % MEmRR
JBIEZ 4 — FIT X 22EH R

(HEH)
(FiJ&)

(email)

2026 4

=

R TIE, BROABIESEET L (LLM) 2 =—Y =¥ b LTl X E., ELEE (GA)
N— FTRIERIRZ 1T S5 AIPL (Al Programming Loop) ¥ A7 A ZRET 5, @MIZ 77 VY
My E— HTML 77V (Todo / Pomodoro) DRSS T, Playwright 12k 2 HE7 X MG
MEL LOC (a— FHEEX) % fitness £ F %, dummy LLM 2 Wz n = 10 x 3 &0 A
oy b (Fat 30 AT - £ 760 fEARREM) T 3 IREKZMETANCHREEL 720 (1) 22— =V M
BIFH—FF—2 = > b & D HEFESE W (p = 0.0016); (2) HHELM LT 2 (best fitness
SD: 0.079 — 0.045 — 0.000); (3) warm-start GEZEIIFID fewshot FEA) FHE UK % Fod %
(Pbest = 0.0054, prrT = 0.0087), warmstart vs cold Tl Cliff’s § = —1.000 DFE2 57l % B2
L7z, #iWWT Claude + GPT + Gemini Z#AELELZRY X —RR T — L TDE LLM 4
2y b (n=3x3) TRU qualitative XX — Y HHBEE N7 (cold = multi — multi warm T
best HHAE 0.78 — 0.92 — 0.98, SD ZHFHE/N)o multi__warm DEEZEFETHIER LLM H77
(LOC 277-415) ® 7-10 5% 7-% 37 17T 12/12 TX F&iRYT 3 Todo RENFH I NIz,

1 EL®IC

KBRS EEE TV (LLM) 32— FARSBEENHER CEEZ MR 2 EIF T 22035, RWITEEBRECHE
HMETR Z B 2 R 7 TII B OMRIRBENCIRA D B %, AU, (a) 2872 LLM =—Y = > FOREZ
BHE LTREFL. (b) #LFE (GA) OFERETHEIK L. (¢) BERFITOMINAI% fewshot & LTH
HF AT % AIPL (Al Programming Loop) ¥ A7 LA ZE L. ZOWVWTID TR MIICHRELH 5 Z
b AN S

BRANCRREE S 2 Ra:

H1 GE1LERE) AIPL (& LLM BFEPHFH—T—Y = > b 2 B L CTHAZ fitness EREHRBAE W,
H2 (BIRM) AIPL (3HOZEATRI DR fitness 70BN E W,
H3 (BEFR) BERITOMNER% fewshot TI/RT % 2. AIPL EXHICRPERT 3,

F 7 EHk:

1. AIPL ¥ 27 £ 0kt BEIAIRE 2 4 — 7 523,
2. (LB TERCHBARER 7 X A MEX .ga / .aice DIEZ,
3. BA%L / data-testid HiZ® building block @i <4 7Z 4 >,



4. 3RFD p < 0.01 BFE (n = 10 x 3 Z&fF. 7 Y FHEEHRE)o

2 FEERTE

LLM I2&3 707 5 LEMK: HumanEval [1] / MBPP / SWE-bench DX ¥ F<—2 T Codex
DD LLM 3@ REZ /R L7z, B ®D FunSearch [5], AlphaEvolve [4], Eureka [3] i LLM ¥ i{t
AIREZHAEDE S HAITHEL TV,

Self-Reflection & Reflexion: Reflexion [6] & LLM 2’HHOH 1% KE L THAEK ST 21— 7%
RE Lz KD cold /T ZORINFAVD, 2L -T2 FTH GA THRL,

ZI—2 x> bk LLM: AutoGen [7], CAMEL [2] {38 LLM 2&EI 7L TH#ET 2 7L — 247 —
7%t %5, AIPL & ipd% GA OERTE Y LTHRMET 28 THRR %,

ELHBICK 2705 5 LB Genetic Programming (& 1990 X0 5L XN T & /225, LLM
N—2ZDRRBELR - IXEHET L LTHS 7 70— FIHEERRICHEREL TV,

3 AIPL X7 L&t
31 7—F%T7I0F%
AIPL ZRD 3 @55,

(1) T—C x> bE 242 LLM (3% Tk Claude Opus 4.7 / Sonnet 4.6 / Haiku 4.5) Z{#FFL. #
YEF (init / mutation | crossover | simplify) I TI7 vy FRrE Y TERT 2, -z ¥
MEF—® system prompt &AARZZITED . #BIFHlOT > 7L — P THIKT %,
(2) GA L= %£H |Pl. MK G 258 EF 5, HMATZY — MRF + tournament selection +
HERINCTHA T2 EH (crossover 40%, mutation 50%, simplify 10%).
(3) fitness N—%X[E &M HTML % —W 7 7 4 MIZEFZH L. Playwright (chromium-headless) T
HEI7 2 s 2517, 7 A MEEEL LOC RFILT 1 DEAN % fitness & T 5:

BT A MK LOC
=085 —p s +0.15 ma (o R >

3.2 Warm-start: BE7 1+ —F

WEFITD .ga 7 7 A A5 fitness 2R (Af > 0.05 DA X2 b)) ZHH U, (T DREES - testid 2%
JBE b % fewshot & UTH I LLM FECHI L O e > 7 MCHIE S %, 5234 Tld HistoryFedAgent
7 ADMEED base agent % 7 v 7§ A HEATIREXN S,

3.3 OJmR

.ga (fTHaM 7 F A b) ¥ .aice (HITML £X) O#lAaabLE T, EBEREOET — X2 RIFT %,
INDIV 17O parents=[...] & genome_ref=... CTHRHM L 7/ LHBTERIIETTATHE,



4 SRERERET
41 BN ERRERIMEERETEEB— HTML 77V

T2: Todo 771 (EXER): 12 D Playwright 7 &2 b2 “BEREDFEEL” 2T (1) WIHRTR, (2)
Enter TiEM, (3) K& TEM, (4) 7F A FER, (5) HIBR, (6/7) 567 b 2V + line-through %7,
(8/9/10) 7 4 )L & (active/completed/all), (11) localStorage 7K#tft, (12) clear-completed.

B AOVREIHPED 7 2 P OAEIE L, &L AOVFEEIIR ECliE S 2%t &K fitness 13 0.989
(LOC = 100 T LOC RFIL7 4 0.14),

42 LEESM

ESLE T—Y x> MERK IS 5 Fik

cold H—DEHAET—Y x> b (quality 0.35-0.45) LLM Hi% / 55 Reflexion
warm ZMET—Y x> b (quality 0.65-0.85), history 72 L AIPL cold-start
warmstart [AUZMET— =2 b + history floor=2 ATPL warm-start

REMFTEEY A X [Pl =4, R G =5, H LLM FECH LB N =19 IThiZ 5. &5 n =10
AT (seed 101-110). A&t 30 &R1T - #9 760 AR A,

43 Dummy LLM &t

% LLM 84 1y MIELD, n=10 BRRO PRERZAREIICT 2720, Todo 77V D 7 RREEL X
v (LO-L6) ZEK$ % DummyAgent ZFEE L7z, &L ~NIUIKFE DRI (addTodo, deleteTodo, etc.)
ZBMT 2, T—Y =Y MIBEKDEDIAA Y —H — <!-- LVL=N --> Z#tAH D, quality HEET
N+1 %Z3& 9, warmstart 1D HistoryBoostedDummy & init % history_floor DL k2 HB4GT 5,

4.4 FHEER

o Best fitness: a7 IO & & fitness (FUME + SD)

o TTT@0.95: best 2% 0.95 22 2 H&A DAL

o BiESE: TTTQ0.95 AERSNLAITOEE

o Building block #H§t: BEI%L - testid DM D HAHERS
o RETRTE: Mann-Whitney U + Cliff’s §

5 #ER
5.1 Best fithess & TTT

warmstart (& £ 10 FITTRE—®O 0.989 |ZEE (SD = 0). HIE 0.95 FEE S 100%, cold 1&—F
% 0.95 IZEE T, warm X 40%.



7 1: ZMFAID best fitness & TTT@0.95 (% n = 10)

M n  best FYME best SD TTT Ao  FIEXR
cold 10 0.848 0.079 — 0/10
warm 10 0.919 0.045 5 4/10
warmstart 10 0.989 0.000 3.5 10/10
R DN R BIR
1.0 A Q
o 0.8 /
g
" a
g /’—‘/v
& 06 -
g
a
© 0.4
E
i
802 —e— cold (n=10)
warm (n=10)
—e— warmstart (n=10)
0.0 T T T T T T
0 1 2 3 4 5
JLER R

1: MR OICRENRR, n = 10 &7 DA best fitness OHRME () & IQR (). warmstart
3 g0 22HBEIC 0.71 THIFEL. g4 T 0.99 ~NEiZE, warm (& gb T 0.92 IEE D, cold & 0.85 THEFTH,

5.2 SRIFMBEHERE

£ 2 7 URITIAFREDKER, HIEX Cliff's § DRKEXITX 3,

~_7 Ei=t U p Cliff's§ HIE

cold vs warm best 9.5 0.0016 —-0.810 BHE - KR
cold vs warmstart best 0.0 0.0001 —1.000 FE -2
warm vs warmstart best 20.0 0.00564 —0.600 HE - -
warm vs warmstart TTT 38.0 0.0087 +0.900 HBE - K

£ 4 RET p <0.01 ZFEK, Kt HI, H2, H3 T X THREHANCIE R ke,

5.3 Building block DEEXE—FK

B 10 TR LN L2, B building block OMHARBIEMANHEEREZK 3 12RT,
FEHTRERS:



155l best fitness

1.00 A -
0.95 A
0.90 A1
(%]
0
[
5
& 0.85 1 <
p
w
[
Q
0.80 A
0.75 1
0-70 1 T T T
cold warm warmstart
(n=10) (n=10) (n=10)

2: M5 best fitness DF O ITK (% n = 10), warmstart (X217 0.989 THEE B, cold 1
0.71-0.92 DIRWEEFHICEL 51 5,

B# building block DEFIAHER (FH45])

cold warm warmstart
addTodo
1.0
deleteTodo
loadTodos 08
render 06 %
H
g
toggleTodo 04
i g 0.1
setFilter 0.2
persistTodos A
0.0
clearCompleted -

© g1 g2 93 g4 g5 © gl o g3 g4 o5 0 g1 @@ g3 g4 o5
3: BY%L building block OEMAHB R (F5&MF n = 10 ZHH), warmstart |3 deleteTodo,

toggleTodo, setFilter, persistTodos, clearCompleted D3N T% cold/warm XD 1-3 tHF
CEES %,

e deleteTodo: cold X gb T 1.0, warm & g3. warmstart (& g0 TEEIC 1.0,

o setFilter: cold & gb T max 0.5 GH¥EORITTRIER). warm & gb T 0.9, warmstart (%
g2 T 0.9,

o clearCompleted: cold IZFATH T F TARME. warm & g5 T 0.1 (1/10 &1T7DA). warmstart
X gb T 0.9 (9/10 ST THER),

Z AU “warm-start 2% building block DF R 2 FEHTWS” L WS HRGEHLTH D, K H3 O
ZEERLTWVS,



5.4 Fitness Zehl S fRE

warmstart O RiAfT (warmstart_s101) TEIZE X7z Af > 0.05 DA

A HET Af  EEBIRK

gl mutation +40.141 setFilter
gl crossover +0.141 setFilter
g3 crossover +0.070 clearCompleted

warm D[A] seed Tl setFilter &5 g3 FTEME L. clearCompleted IFFITH T X TITHER X
FAWASIAN

6 ER
6.1 H1: #{LREDENMI4E

cold vs warm @ Cliff’s § = —0.81 IZHfcZ L —Y = > Mb (quality Z EIF72721F) OREREZRL.
cold vs warmstart @ § = —1.000 1% 212 warm-start Z BRQZHFEINRZRL TV 5, warmstart (&
cold o2 fT7%Z LRI, TenfirEH Lz, 20Uk GA OFEREL LLM OHRREN HMHMARNZ @y
TWb I zRid 2,

6.2 H2: BIRM4DENMMY

best fitness @ SD X cold 0.079 — warm 0.045 — warmstart 0.000 £ BEFICHE/D L 7=, Z ik
AIPL D HERPERZITVERR S HERIIZET I 20D “BUVHEREMN OFRE2HZFHFT 5, EH
b FHEMIEE LLM OREY S TR OREZHEN T 23R e LTEETH %,

6.3 H3: BET 1 — FICXBI&E

warm vs warmstart O MBI warm-start OFFELNRZEID W57 A > TH D (Z—Y =¥ M
B IX[F—. init @ history floor D AHE %), best fitness T p = 0.0054. TTT T p = 0.0087 2
2 Cliff’s drpr = +0.900 (warmstart @ TTT 2/NE WA THERISE W), Building block & —
b= v Fid. warm-start 235UC init ZHEFANCT 272 TR, Z20ROMRTH —EH L TERZREDT
W3 ZEeZERLTWS, ZAUT “LLM EBESRIHIZEIZTER L TWS” £ 5 My FiROE R
%5,

6.4 BRI (Threats to Validity)

Dummy LLM DR A% II%E LLM OfKbH DI 7 BRE L~V %IRRT dummy %Wz, 24Uud “LLM
DEET Oy 7 RBFEINIGENTE 37 WO RHREHEM LD TH Y. E LLM o701
REEBRNOEVZTERIITHB L TWigw, 5 Claude 12 X 2 BHEBRNSROBETDH 5,

BEMORAY AFEBRZ Todo 7 7V BB—MTHEM L 7z, T3 (Pomodoro), T4 (Snake) 72 ¥ #EHGEM
TOHBMEBIELEE L, AWFETIE T3 D7 X M1 ¥ 7 T F T,



BTN n=101F KR % p < 0.01 THHET 2IE 2725, /PR oMEicid n =30
BULEDEE LW,

T—2YU—2 E LLM EETIE. Todo 7 7V OEENFIMT —XICEEICEEND Z e PHESNS,
T—R Y =Z3Re LT, ERRICZRIP 72 ZK (f]: Ctrl+Shift+X ’G;@f 24h O THHEZ1ET)
A %25k %,

7 £ LLM TOREE
7.1 Bt BERMOFELBED

dummy TfF 5 NGRS LLM THET 202 83 2 7290, 3 X X —{El 7 —/ (Claude Opus
4.7 / Sonnet 4.6 / Haiku 4.5, OpenAlI GPT-5 / GPT-5-mini, Google Gemini 2.5 Pro / Flash-Lite)
“C\‘Zliigﬁ’i’%ﬁ'lﬁbfco HATMEE (8 €7 /1D one-shot MEREIAHE) T. TXRTDETAD Todo fhkk%E 1
RITTC 12/12 @ X2 2 Z e AV L 72720, FHllifil 2 25 5 2 BN D - 7z,

7.2 Quality fitness E— F
TAMEREZEHEL LT LOC RS 2 5> R

fquality = pass_ rate x (0.3 + 0.7 x loc_ score).

ZAUTE D, TRAMDED B & fitness 25AT L (multiplicative gating), “HEih/=/NXRa— B HBET
RVWEGETICR 5, 92 LLM o#H#] LOC #ip 185-415 12k L. quality fitness #iP 0.42-0.74 £ +73 72
SEERMD D 5,

7.3 RMECHER (n =3 BFMH)

+ cold: Haiku 4.5 B (Bi— LLM R—2X 74 )
e multi: 7T RV EX—ENRT—1, BRELL
o multi__warm: [ E + @2% multi RATOINHI% fewshot HA

# 3: 2 LLM 4 vy MER (n = 3, pop=4, gens=3, quality fitness)

A n  best FRAE SD TTT@0.85 HfiE  FER
cold 3 0.782  0.201 3.0 1/3
multi 3 0916 0.122 2.0 2/3
multi__warm 3 0.975 0.112 2.0 2/3

dummy 4 vy b ETLICACEBMY (cold < multi < multi_warm) & HF%4 SD ##/)
(0.20 — 0.12 — 0.11) @B I Nz, Cliff’s § 1 cold vs multi warm & multi vs multi warm O]
R7T —0.556 (1 — K¥R)e n =3 TE p < 0.05 IFEDZRVD, ZREIE dummy EEROHERZEH
ANCHEBL TV



SR DR

1.0 A
= 0.8 o
g .‘-__________——— o
H
E
# 0.6 -
i
v * o
E 0.4
£
-
(%]
802+ —e— cold (n=3)
multi (n=3)
—e— multi_warm (n=3)
0.0 T T T T T T T
0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 25 3.0

LY

4: 9% LLM TOZEMHIICRE#, multi warm (#%) (3EREEAICED g0 2 HBHIHEW fitness THY
¥ 5, dummy EE (X 1) 2 AR OFEEED R TE %,

7.4 BIRHER

37 7@ Todo RZ: multi_warm DOEEFRH T, HTML 24k 37 17 (CSS % 1 fTICEM. JS %
IIFE T 1 17) T4 12 BREZ L 12/12 7 R M@E@ T 2 ks A iz, #1# LLM 77 (LOC
277-415) 225 @ 7-10 {EEMiZ AIPL 23R

BB PVDOME:  Dbuilding block & — b= v 7 (figs/real N3/heatmap_3way.png) T I,
multi_warm @ g0 IZBWVWT add & W5 MW E 3 FITICHIAL 72, multi T TAHEENT: add
g fewshot FEHTHRITICIEIM L TV ZEEHLTH D, AIPL OEREEIMRNIZ AR X — 21200 T
72 < BRI 7 A HI TR S 82 Z e 2R T,

8 EHE
8.1 Dummy ¥ LLM DA%

oS A |y MMIE M (test pass vs. LOC quality) ZFHWR235, [ USRS EMNZ AR L
7zo ZAUX AIPL OFIED “RIE F X A4 AMKETIE R, BT o XBRICNET 2HE” TH5 2
CERET S, 2 -y FOMEZHEEY GA OFFREOHEMMN. 2 L TEED fewshot A &
HHFERDGE BT, MEcHRC@EEZ L TWw5,

8.2 % LLM ToFHiEhdER

B D Frontier LLM (XHAERE Y 7"V FEE R & — R CTHBEMNICHE 728, test pass Z Xy 55
ATPL FHMiE IR %, A& “coding agent £ LTD LLM 2381 2T ORIz, AIPL Ml
B3 257 % quality #iC/RL7z: O— FOEERT (LOC HIiR) cmeaRvo—8l (BREMRL). =
AUIRSTE - ATGEEDEERFEH Y 7 v = THIRICER T 2liETH 5,



9 fEam

REWX T, 22—y =¥+ LLM t#LitREzZ#HAEDE AIPL ¥ X7 4 %4E% L, (1) dummy
LLM TD n=10x 3 &1 m vy b 3 RKHAFTNT p < 0.01 HE. Cliff’'s 6 = —1.000 D527 HE).
(2) % LLM (Claude + GPT + Gemini {EfK) TD n =3 x 3 &4t vy b (ZERE § = —0.556,
n =10 THELRRAA) O ZBMFLZ1T - . MFHIXF T qualitative 2$& — > (cold < multi <
multi warm) & SD #fi/MEAZR L, AIPL OFFRIEME N X £ 20T 7 #EFUHKIFE LRV BN R b
ZHEThHIEEZON S,

FRETARZHA L LT, multi_warm OFZEET 37 17O/ Todo 2 (FIHHHI 1226 D 7-10 5
FERE) AVERE iz, ZAUE AIPL 2% “B)j< a— F%2EF LLM ORH 1283 2 L WilifE — a—F

M E OERREL — 2T 22 2RL TV S,

SBROFE: (1) 2 LLM TD n =10 ~OHLE, (2) T3 (Pomodoro) NDOREMIEEER, (3) &b
KHEUE - ZRERER 7 7 VAL D, (4) Threats to Validity ~NOML (F—& 1) — 7 EL#D 72D DE
HIftRE, EF A= a VEERY),

BIRARelE

FEEr et uy P F—RENETE, cga/.aice BRIFAMAIZHO 7T 2 MERXTH b, E(LIEFE -
FAk - BEAR S 2 4« LLM MEOCH L 2 X DI XRTHOHBEARETH 5,

BE Xk
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