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Differential Evolution Algorithm with Local Abstract Convex Region Partition

ZHOU Xiao-Gen? ZHANG Gui-Jun® HAO Xiao-Hu?

Abstract Within the framework of differential evolution algorithm, a differential evolution algorithm with local abstract
convex region partition is proposed in this paper incorporating the abstract convexity theory. Firstly, the partition of the
search domain is performed dynamically by building piecewise linear abstract convex lower supporting hyperplanes for
the neighboring individuals of new individuals. Secondly, the search domain narrows gradually by using properties of the
region partition. Meanwhile, the process of population updating is guided according to the information of underestimate,
and poor individuals are identified effectively. Additionally, the generalized descent directions of the lower supporting
hyperpalens are used for local enhancement, and the search domain is partitioned again according to the evolutionary
information. Finally, some poor individuals get enhanced according to descent directions of their local neighbourhood.

Numerical experiment results have verified the effectiveness of the proposed algorithm.
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KRKZR. P, X T2 2 i S b pb il e, 3 i
XL LUK AT 10 4 SRy e AL

T T Sk T A AN TS R T R 2ok
T H AR, AT SRAT 5 U 4 R . o o3
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AW D F AR 121 Storn SR H I 2 4y bk
51 (Different evolution, DE)!3) i 4 {5 2E 4
MRS B 4R 5 58 407 A2 R RE AR fie SE BN
1 T R R SR AR, BAT RESEICAZ AR T A AR, PREEN (S
BILTE R Ty 5 HA SR 455 (AR R, AR5 B n) i)
IS SR fif v I T HURR R AL 3A DA 18] (R AR B i
I T vt e i Y 7 22 AN R Mk B: 1) Dr I 5K
W I ER T S e Sl R, A 2 Al AR 5 B N )
s E A T PG AT HE s 2) SR AR I 5 22 K 2 1) BR K0T
W B B FAUN B R 3) 4RI BE ) B,
R SR R AR R 55, 5 i Sio e A1 161,
BExy ik in) i, [N A il 2% DE 54
(BTN R AR SR I, 5N S ORI S 1 3 N B A
5 A SRR G AT AR T — ek 5%, Kaelo
07 J@ /8 DE HVE I AR Sk R I ON i BR AL
il 4 th—Fr gk DE 592% (Differential evolution
with random localization, DERL), [F]I7EiEFEIA
WIS R 4 B4 S — Mol DE S0E
(Differential evolution with localization using the
best vector, DELB), My BRI VL THETARMY; Cai
SEO8] B BRI T AR BRI R R 22 4y 2
5% (Neighborhood and direction information
based differential evolution, NDi-DE), 7574 55 2
o FTHANMAR B SRS B FESCAANA, R A ] —
Tl B, B 7 1) 1R A% S SR Mg 1 3 B PR 5 A 408 A A 1)
J7 A5 L, AT A4S Rk v, A A % PR e
A7 AR ZINE DX 33, PR AR B e SRR B2, T HL R % BT
IEAMATE N TR IX K. Bhattacharya %509 4 H —
FhEE T A Wy 3 22 A 3% (Biogeography-based
optimization, BBO) €& DE Hi% (DE/BBO),
A BBO ST B Bk TR 3 DE SR R
AR, RIS B ARREAT ORAF, M I A 22 A
B2 AR BT R (1) 7 A A3 24 1 R A 2]
FROTERI, AP S R A R R e T, R R
BISIGHE E; Wang 2520 $2 HH — R HAT 2 4084
A A Rl SR g R T 2 B0 22 43 A SV (Compos-
ite differential evolution, CoDE), 7E&% 43l 15
B SRR AN SO, Gl S AN [F] 1
A2 SR g B 2 0 v AN [R] 1R 45 ) 2 EOBE L AH oK
SEA T EBNME, s DE S fE; Gong
52U AF DE BUEMAR RSN L], 32—
Filt Rank-DE $13%, 7R i ik, M4 4 i dpaeA>
AP 3 I8 B2 Ik 44 0 8 SCARANAA, AT 4 iy 005 1) S
PHRRAE D), PSRRI SR . R Bl SE L
137 @ WRCR, AE 26 T 52 Br B H i) — S8R R
B e e, pr 33 1 e R 20t i AR R A 5 %
12D/ B RO B2 Y = AT = R R I L/ G R AP/
SRS A, T HA AR 2 B R a8

N T4 DE SHEETHEAC T WSO L nT
FEPETT I PERE, ASCAERE T N 2 A% 0y
HEAGFEVE R RO T o b 5™ SCPE T ) 22 LA AR
WA LA b, 2D 5 N 2R X ) A&
3 BUARCRIAS A4 226 6k 388 it s, 42t —Fh R il 4
i X 3] 4 22 4 3L 5V (Local partition based
differential evolution, LPDE). LPDE $7%F FH 4l
G o Beee MEAG v, 0SB AN A R A I A AR
IrBUENE N R SCHE T, AT 4 R X AT 3h 25
3, e A 2% DR FC BT B TR S T X
PP, A7 O R 2> TR X, B A i NS
R, DR SRR v A, R M R R A
FAAEENE; JLk, RN FRSC3# A v H bR s 2
KA ARE BB, SRR T AN U B R A
AMA, AR H AR R B 8 [N, A By
Bt B S SCEE I ) SO BT ) A R e o, LA
IR BSR4, R BEAL 5 BERHE R X
BRBEAT PR o, 2t DA MR R e, iR
ANATR) J S &0 T B T ) R 98 0 9 2 AN A AE i ik
e LI 71 7 RS = K A /1 7 s T i R
G TR R O R AHE L.

1 X EARER
L1 EXEX

EX 1. HAEREIR U C H, 11385

f:RY — R i

f(z) =sup{h(z): h C U}, vee RY (1)
Hh, H Ry XAEnATE RY B eR 0%, WIFR e
e f R T EUR H %t e 4L (H-convex).

EX 2. W H KE AT RY B4

JG, TUFR
Onf(x) ={h c H :h(y) < f(y),
fl@)=h@)}, WyeRY (2)
M f RY — R AR A H-IX35) (H-sub-
gradients).

EX 3. A ERE f L A

vz,yeRY, z>y= f(z)> f(y) (3)

veeRY, MNeR,,= fhz)=\(z) (4
MFReEE f - RY — R WIEF RIS % (Increa-
sing positively homogeneous functions of degree
one, IPH).

EX 4. FHREf 2 - R XWNTAEN z,,
Z,€ [a,b], #HAL:

[ (@1) = f(@2)| < Cflzy — 25| (5)
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MFR %L f KT [a,b] Lipschitz &4k, Hp, C #
7y Lipschitz ¥ %4
EX 5. EHAMAE z* £

dk P

2 :xlbest,i_xi’c7 2:1727 7N (6)

WIFKTT 1) d° = (db,db, -, di) o R AR IR
NEEJTI), Hoh, o R [0.5Np, Np| Z 8] BEHLAEEL,
Np WFBERBE, o 0 o DA IR

1.2 XES T Rt iRahiEs
s~ AR )

min f(z), zcQcCRY (7)

WA S 4, Hdp f() e UERTATEL Q B H AR
R ¢ = (v, 20, ,an)t AL N 4EIESAAAL
.

Wit T AKX EMLAELRER 2 = (2,
To, - xn) T VELMEAR

p
=1
.’L’l_Z
I — AT
Ty = zhe
! — W AT1FT2 .
Th =zhe , i=1,2,---,N (8)
N
! = /izz:lxi
TNy = T1€

;g\:qjv Z =1+ Eﬁvzl(ez:;:1z'j)v ' = ($’1,l‘/2,--',
)T WS N + 1 4 Al S =
{g' € RN, ) > 0,1 af = 1} ik
AR

HIat (8) 1R A HA:

/
Inz
T, =

) i:1a2a""N (9)

Inx
KU (9) RN (7), )5t B br i) (U ek

min f(z'),
o, f() MEXAE N + 1 dispfrpalipX ik S -
P HARREL. STk [24] %, =X (10) Hbreg o]
CLE i B4 M (M > 20) #46h TPH MR

H H R B S R AR, W5 H A i 85— 20 A
ik

min g(a’) = f(z) + M,

Bt K At (1) s @, g@™),
k=1,2,-- K, A 1=1{1,2---,N+1}, W

z' € SR (10)

g e SCc R (11)

AR H- 40 v g, H AR s £ (11) 5228 1B
MR H (SRR it gL (H-convex):

Rk (z') = rlneljnzg,
1Al 5 R B T DL e H) — AR A1 ]
BRB A AR P N AT LRI K (11) s
I — RINERE RS, k=12, | K, #JiH
b BRI DX I 73 B T Al A st A 2

K\ _ E(oa\ 7
H (a:)—rkngal)((h (x)—rknga;;(rznel}l I (13)

[ e RYH! (12)

Hrp

1k 1k 1k
E_ T To T Ny1
"(mwwgw%’ @mﬂ) )
K (") g(2'™)) AbST R R

~ 5IE 1. % 3C > 0, R (10) B H ke
f:8—RikL:

") — f(z™)]

1 2
2, Vel x'" e S

C = inf

m/1¢m12

(15)

PR WY (') WAL
hY(z') < g(z') = f(') + M, vz'€S (16)

b, & -2, = maxies |2 —2(|, 1 = y/9(y),
= (li,ly, -+ ylye1) € RYTL
MERR. VEAIEWI M AT 2 WOCHR [22]. O
L 9131 R, T H bRk H (10), 1@
b b AAIE ) E MO Ao (11) 1 IPH 6K
Hoa, WMETATHN Ry (y € S) MWk
TAAF (15) MR Sl TR E b () W f(z) >
hv(z') — M,Vz' € S.
it 1. Wyl y? - ,y% e S o (1) HEs
BRIALI CLASRAE A, ISR (13) X4 BRek v A Ah
TR TR i A -
g(z') > HX(x'), vz'c S
g(x/):HK(xl)v VJ}IE{yl,--' 7yK}

Horf 1F = yF/g(y®), i hF(@) = B (@), k = 1,
2, , K.
JERH. MRHEFIFE 1 A] 40

g(@') > n¥(z), yes vr'es (17)
[CIESEE
/ k AN K / /
g(x) Zréa%h (')=H"('), v'eS (18)
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W =y, ¢ e (1,2, K}, Wg(y) = ht(y*), UL XA G XCEURAT LR e
et (18) HT4: )
(L) = iag{L} (26)
hw) = H' ) Tuin(L) = =5 )
W og(a') = H*(z'),vx' € {y',--- ,y"}. O d(L) = HS(z.. ) = b (27)
S 2. MR L RISt (11) HARsEO F A tr(L)

Fast i RAL T H bRk ot 26 () AR, HORFE AL
(R1F Al T 5 T B E b e B, B E ARk BN
FAG VR AN T2 T 5 H AR oR {1
1.3 XigHEI o4

EE 1. 0 (13) X Btk T Al v st s
Meq%ch IPH %k, Hh K > N + 1.

JERR.

1) % o >0, N

(ax})

H"(az') = maxmin ~—** =
k<K i€l li

T k(!
gy —el@) )
2) By >a', N

H*(y) — H*(z') = max min 2 —

k<K i€l lf

oy x;

max min —kz = :2 ]fl

k<K el [} l l
g &2 &1

a) M & # & M

mlfl $/£2 Ye,
S S (21)
&1 &2 &2
Wy H (y) > H® (z');
b) 2 & =&

xll :LJZ y 2
W H" (y) = H* (). O

B 1 AN, R AT RA SR iR 5 (13) A
A Al B AT R () IPH B8R, W) 4% 31040 X IR K
NI R A T R B N 4 1 AN R
17 1 RS AR R L R 20,

oot
lk‘z lkz .. lkz
I 1 2 N4+1 (23)
l’1€N+1 ZIZCN-H . lfvz\:-ll
e L i LR IS 41
Vi,jelisg: k>0 (24)
Vo e AM\L,JieI:1F <o, (25)

Hrp ! Fd SRR DO TR S DT
WA it RN AR

B A2 (24) FT(25) HISCHEMRE L XF R 1)
AL DRI ARAE AR 2, il (26) A

oot 9
tr(L") gl )tr(Lv)
it (24) A
' 2/l
s@™) " o) 2
K3 (29) WA LA 2/ /tr(L):
1k; ki 1k; rk;
tl:U(/zﬂ) géjvf’”) g trg&“) g(:;f’“j) (30
X (28) F1(30) f:
2Vt > 2 (31)

ik, 6 FHAR G, € T H NN +1) A (31)
AN, B

1k 1w
7 [

1k u
>x,;T,

ijel i#j  (32)

B R (32) SN SY, Mk dHh %
T RSP ) ST R XAk S, RS AR R L
XX SY, AR St S, R FE X
BRI HE (2') < HX ('), Vo' € S ml %0, fu
HX (™) KT 24 00F i i ds M, W7 Xk s
S ANELE A R B AR, T PT LA AT SEHERR

2 FEEMHROXER S ESELEE

G TR — R A o Be vk T S S T
SEH AR R T Sl VAL SRR T e A 28 A
R AAEL AR AT 2R H bR BRI, DRI, ARSI T4
Gy BERMEASTHREE, 75 DE Skrh, XMk
P oy B2 MEdh 5™ T JR S0, A8 R X AT
SN 4, WA DX 4 PR 3 A0 i /N P R X
s, I R BOW R X IR KR S5 Bk TR SR
b, INHEAA T BRAR SV AR, $Em ik R
FmT5EdE.
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2.1 EHiFEgit
w1 pror, B PAT DE FiEmAR A8 Xk
AR MG, B 5, PR MA R S A (E2
T AEAT XK 3, i SO AN AR A7 3k, D Y
B R AL 1y B MR TR SRR T, R
X IRATH 73, TERCT FAG T X3 HAE H bR R
B0t i bk N AR A DX T AR DX 3] o3 R
VU 4 ez X 3k, [RISER R AL HE B e S
FORESEAL, FEORE B FrRRE R AR ZE A, I S
AERE S THE R T B AR e gl HFHR
SN VT DX B AR R T W0 PP R I S UL, UK R
Sk T D3O S R AL A DX SRR Sk e R X 3k, () s
e H AR eR SO R T8 AR Sl vHE I AN A
N A, W0 WA T S RN T H R A
PRI BRI AR, HoFT AR 1) B bR e 20/ T H bRk
(1) R B, IBHT AR e H AR, [R] B AR 4 23 B &
PE N FESCHEERI) SO 07 A JR e 5. S8k, AR
P R PE 4 R4 R DI U 43, B S A A
H % bR B KT H AR AN A ) eR B, 0 37 AN 4
Ty B S SRS, A R AS T DX S AT
53, M FH 25 DX 3R AR A 5 4 iy B 1) o DI {2
ATERRE, 2R e X . B Jm, BEMLIE R H
TR B2, FFMR X (33) ibAT Mg s Ak ) BYI
xt =z A+ F- df,

poor,i poor,i

Horp @t WERZEAE, d 5 R L SR s Ak
BT, F O R AL

i=1,2,---,N (33)

ORE IR MR 5 Bt T 4T

TR

@R N A B SRR, IR U

MR B , \

R PRI TSR A A
AL HE.

K1 LPDE HuEEA AR
Fig.1 The basic idea of LPDE algorithm

L 2 Py 1 4 R EE— 2D iR S
DB R R A S8 HARNME, B O OB
A, W B AMASERIE A A C A1 D oy Bk
PR S S, R AT AT R 2, B C D 2

N 1 DI A D% 358 B JHG S0 T PR R A T DX 3, AT T LA
MR R A S o ANMA B R ST 4P,
N yB KFAE A I H bR & B, W78 #5054
B 1F HFRBREOEYY, HARE HARME A, IR B
FIHAE K28 (T 58 N EAMAVEE 2k (18, RIAL
TR IEAMETEE L (1) LA IR Ay %5 25 AN,
WA C FAME T, UK B FITAE T Sl v X B8
(IR dSP K 2 i Pl b (0 B A, DR X
SRR 0, BB XA T Rt AR B AR, BT
DATT LUK AMA C R D 22 0 (X 8 A To R X8k, H.
IEEANE C A D [ RS, R E A HEs
MK, F O ROFANE, W HEEAME G T H #
H B IE N A, LRI G 5 H Z AR
DAk, LUK 5 6 (1R Pl IR, i FANME RO
TGV F D TAME B AR, 05 5
AMEF W H AR R EE AW ANME F 2SI TANME
E, 1T F W HEEMNT B 1 H bR E, W
PAME F B HARME B BUR; Gh8: 8 AME F Oy
0B FAl v XA A Qo™ dSH), K HAE H bR
BB B R Q (2, g(x™)), A QLT AMA
F, W Q" WAAMAF |, FISHHBRANME G FIH T
FESCPEG O TP g N R I, S m AR
B, TLCSAME F O HEREUE K TAMEE I H
FREEBUEIN, XA F g oy Be2k it R Ao,
el AG T 2 B H A F 2 8] (X $k f F A1 G
Z IR R, FET & DR Al dEF AN dE S,
RSO I %358 0 M A KT 24 T R 1) e /ML, WU o
DX I Ky e R X5, FEMI R B SCEE T B, BEAL
VB /> B = AMA, IR (33) HEAT SR AL BE ) E)
BB ZEAEE Ny A, WREHLER ¢ (1 <t < N;)
ANREAT G SR AL B

Kl 2 LPDE Sk /3 fos
Fig.2 The schematic of region partition in LPDE

2.2 EELARE

LPDE 5P~ (S/Mbin):

T (MR). WEMSEH F. 8 XX R
Cr~ FIEERIFE Np RIH B M B, BN 1 F
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e, BRI 2%, I LA Al T DX 8 4% T A5 1Y)
SR A S SRR AR S n XM

$IB 2 (ERFTME). 4T DE HikiA 5/
A8 SCAERAE AL BT, ST A 15 O AT R0 A, A
R TR AR 5% 11,

FI® 3 (XEES). W (14) X HAAIILE
AR 5y B2 M T F S a0, AT X 48 2R X I
HEAT 343, RV LA DX a0 7 (0 S 43 A B ol e SOR
[R5 BORAT N AU T B

B4 (FHATHE B SMABER). F
FA B St B A A X3, AR 5 (13) TF 5 H B
ANRIR FAS VI, 0 RO AR R FASTHE KT
H RS R H bR R 50, AR B bR AR, JR4k
BOPIR 5y I, D T

PS5 (FRIERZEAE). WRIGHANRE T A4
VNI ZEAAVEE 2 (1), kA = AMA, R iR
FE A ANA TR H AR R B T8 AR IR Sk THE,
DK SO A B ZE AR

FI1B 6 RATCHXIK). et (27) 5 H
BRI R FAG VDI A% /M, G SR B AS A
T DX IR AR /MR 4 i P e 1 e I, 0 33 T ke
DX AN AL 4 R B DL, Lo s DX s 6 1 e e A [X
LA TR SR, P IR 10.

BT GERE). DHMEAE H AR R BT, A
FAET HARANME, WAk TR 8, A, #5§
9.

I8 (JRihigig). M (26) vHE HBHANMA
FITAEAS VDX 3300 A% /N i it SR AN A BT B A - IX 3
PRI /N 7 L A i B 5 1S F s A 1 B AN,
B AN A, IR BT A ST, RN AP 3R 11

PB9 (ZKHFIG). MR BT — U
g, BIARPES (14) XFBr Mk it oy Beg v T s 4
[T, X8 2R DI 2551 43, JE e LA B X I
(B 5 R R (0 e AR — 25 U R X 3, I
TR BT S T, (R s D 3R 11

FIE 10 (BHEMKIEIRAIR). SCHEHLIERGT
AR, AR X (6) THETH S A IR R AR Sk
N, AR AR (33) MR AR HE.

P11 (ER). HIWE 2 LR, R
R WA AT 25 IR Y B0, TP 2~ 10.

B 1. G TR A R R O ARAD.

ARSCHED B3 o FURE AN A AR 3T 1 AN A
P R A, IFLL n XWX ORRAE R
i VAR, T EL AR BB 44 5 B LA S R BT S
1, S2hr BRI s a4 4, Hop, kil S
BN R B A AR I TR 2 B2 A O(Np), 4
Y BEERPE N S SIS T R AN O(N + 1);
IR 4 BRI R S VR B, N n X

B b 2 26 A 5 RS AR R T R I ) S 2R A
O(logT), Hp, T (T < 4) hn XWHHT L
B 5 ik A = AR R A ) O(Np); 2
TR 6 b L 2 MR 0 e AN A 1R I ) 5 2% A
O(Np); S8 8 tHELHMRPTAE T G v X S B
ANEEIR TR A A O(1); LR 9 o 3 ANk i
Y BUAME ST I I W A% O(N + 1);
BRO1L bRk B 2 A A A G i b S I TR 52 R B R
O(t), Hh, ¢t AREHEI R ZMANEH. &
PO IR 2~ 10 Hp RSG5 BRYE i L A PRI DL A
AT, 2P 2~ 10 HARAT I, g5 K ) 5 2
) O(Np)+O(N + 1)+0(logT), T logT < 0.6,
T f5 2% I 18] &2 24 FE 2 O(Np)+O(N + 1), H ™4
Np > (N + 1) W, BEERENR O(Np),
i O(N +1). Hik, LPDE HikAHx T34 DE &
TN R A% O(Np) B O(N +1). H
IEF LA, LPDE 50535 8 W3 DE 532
(RIS ) 52 4 2

&3% 1. The procedure of region partition in LPDE

Input: Zyyia, target individual z;, invalid region IR, tree T'
Output: selection result

Begin

fort—1tom

Ftind(arf,em.)//&m 5 Toxial WL m AE

ljoar = SupportVector (z;.,,)

UpdateTree(l
d

t
near)

en
Node=FindNode(Ztria1) //MW T FHHEAE Teria 7178
if (Node ¢ IR)

evaluate ytrial /R (18) 5T @oriar 9F S HHE

if (y" > f ()

for i < 1 to Np

if(f (i) >y,

x gor =x;
end
end
evaluate d, //fR4ER (27) 5 Node X3/ ME
if (du > f(zbest))
| IR = IRUNode
end

else
if ”Ef(l’tgal) < f(=i))
Ty = rial

evaluate x%,, //HHER (26) I8 Node [KEIE MR
i (F(ei) S F (o)

Ti = T,

| lirial = SupportVector (ztrial1)
end

end

end

if(N; > 1)

for t < 1 to rand(1, Nj)

evaluate db . //##E (6) 5 m;oor TR FS 448 7 1)
enhance(z ., )//MHEX (33) *f w;oor (B by S

end

end

delete T'

End

3 HEMR
3.1 FRENREHRSHIES

N T RAEPTIESFERIPERE, ASCET LN 10 4
SRS ol I e KA T A
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1) Sphere pR%k

2) Tablet BA%k

fo(z) = 10%27 —i—Zx

3) Zakharov pR%f

N N 2 N 4
2 (Z 0.5@:@) + (Z O.Six,)
3 =1 =1

f3(x) = ZCL‘Z +

4) Rosenbrock %L
N-1
= (100(2ips — 27)° + (2 — 1)°)
i=1

5) Griewank pR%L

fs(@) 400029” _Hcos<xl)

6) Schaffer 2 PR

2

-1

fo(@) = ) (af +afyy)** (sin®(50(=7+

%

e
==

‘T?H) )+1)

7) Levy and Montalvo 1 %L

N-1
fr(x) = % <1OSin2(ﬂ'y1) + Z_;(yz —1)%x
(14 10sin*(my; + 1)) + (yn — 1)2>7
1
yizl‘*‘z(ffi“‘l)

8) Levy and Montalvo 2 K%L

=

-1

fs(x) = 0.1(sin*(37xy) + Y (2, — 1)*(1+

= 1M

sin®(3mw4q) + (vy — 1
(14 sin®*(27zy))))

2%

9) Ackley A%

N
fo(z) = —20exp (0.02W> _

N
exp (Nl Z cos(27rxi)> +20+e
i=1
10) Rastrigin PR
N
fio(x) = 10N + Z (22 — 10 cos(27x;))

Hopy o~ fo HRBESREL, f5 ~ fio IR
0, BEAS BR B AT AR 9 H A bR 250 T 3t f A0
SRR, HL 22 138 o B R F e D0 A £ Kbl A 4 5
3G RGN, O T ORISR Z R 200 E, 10 4
MAApREh, BEOE T e MU AE b i R 3, Sy
T IR AURASE I (0 pR K, AT IR 2 IR 5 1T 52
M. 21 gyt T A pR U Se g e R (V) L %00
Fl Rt LA S e L
1 WIS K

Table 1  The parameters of benchmark founctions

AL SEIOYESL (N) R 2 REAE (RIUE)
fi 10, 30 (—=100, 100)~ 0(0, -- -, 0)
f2 10, 30 (—100, 100)N 0(0, ---, 0)
f3 5, 10 (=5, 10)N 0(0, ---, 0)
fa 2,4 (=30, 30)~ oL, -+, 1)
fs 10, 30 (—600, 600)~ 0(0, ---, 0)
Je 10, 30 (—100, 100)™ 0(0, ---, 0)
fr 10, 30 (-10, 10)N 0(=1, -+, —1)
fs 10, 30 (=5, 5)N 0L, -+, 1)
fo 10, 30 (—30, 30)™ 0(0, -+, 0)
fio 5, 10 (=5.12, 5.12)~ 0(0, -- -, 0)

%I DE. DERL. DELB. CoDE fl ACUP
(Abstract convex underestimate population-based
algorithm) 5 MELYL L Pri Sk EAT LA s e,
t, ACUP S5 T4 g™~ FAG TF I B 1k 4
JRARAL VL Sk de st A WIIR T AR i 5
MR FESCHEEL, SRS R ASWTIBCR R AHE B R
TR EAL, o5 AR 4 A0 A R SR S S SCHE . S
B, A fi o~ fs WEREERLELY Np = 20, K
B fs ~ fio MFRERIE ) Np = 30; % T HEK
RS 7S /NS 6 O 1197 N S B S = A
DE. DERL. DELB. ACUP J LPDE %y 1
MEH F M X E CR YW E N 0.5, [FN{E
CoDE HiZkHZHih InA T F = 0.5,CR = 0.5.
DELB. CoDE #1 ACUP ﬁ&ﬁ{m%ﬁ&ﬁ%%@
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¥ {1

41 %

DLSCHR [17, 20, 26]. Bk, &S00 -0 bk H s m
SLIEAT 30 K.
3.2 1FrigtR

SERR AN R YR 4R AR

1) BREE L (Function evaluations, FES):
ISR AT () S B 5 o HR 2 R B DO A 1) 358 22 A R
SE TG A I (AR SCBEE S 0.00001), FEFTIEIT I
PRIECUPAN KR

2) BII# (Success rate, SR): il Pk 441 %
DAl 5 e H 4 S e D0 B I 102 22 A0 W 43652 3 Bl A I
MY, SR = SRR/ BB AT I

3) IR I (Success performance, SP): SP =
30 RASLIZAT IR 20 ek B I8/ D 2

4) Petb g R APEfe: 45 € s B BN
(1000N), 30 RAMSLIZAT A3 45 R XA (Mean)
ki 2= (Standard deviation, Std); T FrA Ml
PRI B LS8 R 0, Bt LA S50 A B 0E I PR 0] 4L

5) PRI SOE - 7145 € I R BT A, B
PRIECE KO BAA AR, RS RN B AR KR, 30
UOMSLISAT BBt 2, T 0 R 80k 7700
55, BrUAAEH R E A “—Inf” RI5.
3.3 LWERSHM

2 45T BN RR £ 30 AL IS AT T34 R
EOTO O s Fons Ee s, v LG, LPDE 5

IRAEXE 10 NIRK BREL (20 A 1)) EATORAL SR AR I
bR T EREL fo RN fo AF, JLRBETHEAMY (RREOT
PrikEr) Aol SErE (GEh2R) S FiAh 5 Aok, b
TEREL fo A fs, AR LPDE 5210 s E0F o I 250
=7 DERL 8i#% DELB #32:, {2 L 38 m 1
DERL #I DELB 3%, 546, 284 10 AN R 201
PRI RKRE (R 2 J5—1T), T LPDE 5y5R
P DX 3 3 R 1 BB 2 A HE BRI Ay BRI 8K, JF
A F AL THE B R SRR, A s D> T
R ECVP A B, BT DAL TR S ARAN By, ST 38 BB VT
Hr ¥k ¥k 8787, DE. DERL. DELB. CoDE #1
ACUP £33 4 15186+ 11065+ 11365, 22195
9741, B wt A& ¥, LPDE % & M X} F
DE. DERL. DELB. CoDE fil ACUP %% 5l
T 42.1 % 20.6 % 22.7 %~ 60.4 % F19.8%; X
i1 LPDE S3000 38 2 Jo 2k X 3 HE B R 7 —
FRBE ik b0 BV BN R i s, i DAJG v Sk i v,
SRR 0.995, CoDE £k 2, DELB .9k
Ak,

Bl 3 K 6 Pl vk sl B vT A I ESORT R D 26 (1) 4R 28
XL K3 Frrr LU A, CoDE 532 B4R
A SEVERL S, AR T LPDE &k, (R AR
& k; DERL fil DELB HykAH% T DE Sk,
BARTFEARMN A B T — 2 0, (H2 W5 T SEdE
BIAR, Hok, X ACUP ki, h %M

R 2 PRECP BN B AN F
Table 2 Compared data on function evaluations and success rates

s N DE DERL DELB CoDE ACUP LPDE
FES SR FES SR FES SR FES SR FES SR FES SR
fi 30 12094 1.00 8765 0.90 13747 1.00 17174 1.00 8938 1.00 8432 1.00
10 4020 1.00 3089 1.00 3257 1.00 6816 1.00 2479 1.00 2110 1.00
fo 30 12602 1.00 9176 0.97 14750 1.00 17741 1.00 11028 1.00 9726 1.00
10 4491 1.00 3389 1.00 3601 1.00 7449 1.00 4054 1.00 3513 1.00
fs 10 8663 1.00 5824 0.97 6828 1.00 8142 1.00 4521 1.00 3912 1.00
5 2212 1.00 1598 1.00 1889 1.00 3407 1.00 1375 1.00 1211 1.00
fa 4 8339 0.60 7475 0.47 6971 0.90 9897 0.97 6817 0.60 6521 0.90
2 2449 0.93 1964 0.87 2231 0.97 5045 1.00 2024 0.93 1798 1.00
fs 30 22 346 0.97 15765 0.90 13459 0.70 28028 1.00 13052 1.00 11702 1.00
10 21551 0.97 15369 0.90 18550 0.97 49423 0.90 14094 1.00 12109 1.00
fe 30 81375 1.00 57841 0.93 49 560 0.40 108 602 1.00 52512 1.00 50114 1.00
10 22567 1.00 17396 1.00 18003 1.00 44 858 1.00 18915 1.00 17782 1.00
fr 30 13294 1.00 9510 0.97 8787 1.00 16713 1.00 6519 1.00 6002 1.00
10 4248 1.00 3182 1.00 3373 1.00 7573 1.00 2983 1.00 2690 1.00
fs 30 13396 1.00 9530 1.00 8053 0.83 16917 1.00 7512 1.00 7112 1.00
10 4121 1.00 3093 1.00 3191 1.00 7263 1.00 2386 1.00 1509 1.00
fo 30 27690 1.00 19761 1.00 16 436 0.93 35711 1.00 16 190 1.00 14937 1.00
10 9169 1.00 6875 1.00 6892 1.00 16 058 1.00 6609 1.00 6210 1.00
fio 10 23038 1.00 17020 0.80 21962 0.93 27308 1.00 8651 1.00 5513 1.00
5 6062 1.00 4681 1.00 5754 1.00 9766 1.00 4162 1.00 2835 1.00
AVE 15186 0.974 11065 0.934 11 365 0.932 22195 0.994 9741 0.977 8787 0.995
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HS Y X ] 4 (1 LPDE 80506 T80 X 38 1 HE R
AT 7o, AT RERS R 5 2 (0 E R Xk, [R] AR
TN (1) J3 308 A8 48k T B 1o S5 3508 4 58 2 AN A 1 48
AbEE, Pk, LPDE SyEA U EAN 15 31 T 0%,
i H AT S th 1 8 T

h T B 2D AR BT PR SR AR VA R AT SE
D7 T REARAR 3. SR PG R 2 VAT H A5 I B B
JRIRDL (SP) {8, FFXH2- DA 8 £ ) SP L iE47 )
AL (B R HIT A 1R SP A Bk DA U S
SP ), )i 2l Bh R B — L £ 56 o0 A 127 Sk
HEAT LR AT, e, SP R f /0N ifi 28 56 40 A {8 K
(REEVE A Bt s, 4 250 T 10 ANt B8 K
WP — A L5 A7 1 SP M Rg#, AT LLA H,
LPDE SLikAE v S AR A a] 554 7 1 i 4 R vk fig 1)
ST HA 5 FhELvE, ACUP 5340k T LPDE £

10

g+

FES

I\)

Qgggéé

DERL DELB CoDE ACUP LPDE

(a) RBGT R AFA AL
(a) The box plot of FES

SR

%, DELB Hikm 7.

% 3 MR 4 43 0k FASEAS SR EUR 2 1A eR AU
Yot gl Bk pexs te . &b, P ERbR R 2= 11
XGRS BT, [, JET 30 IRBRNTIZAT IS, R
JHl Wilcoxon signed rank test[?®! JF 23 {5 ¥ 46 %
WOE TP Ak S A ST vk 2 M = R B, B
PEKFEA 0.05. @t Bk “+/ ~ /=" 430l RR T
PFE AL T P ek, iR L S P L A%
HEEMZER, e EE S22 Tt EL.

Wit % 3 Al LLE H, LPDE SkfEXt 4 4>
ARREL (8 AN HEAT RIS, BR T fo-10 4k n) 8
Wi T DERL S350, S04 @i g Rk fg iy
T HeMb vk, H LPDE S&yk bR UEdm 2 /),
I UEHH, LPDE 53575 KA PR bR J0 T AR
R R . A, ISR 3 e —AT I LR, 78

It s Eﬁ — —
-4 +
+ T +
0.9f ! + +
! o
1

0.8f

0.7 +

06f + +

0.5F

+
04r . +
DE DERL DELB CoDE ACUP LPDE
(b) FRILZEAH AL ]
(b) The box plot of SR

3 FHTUXTECE
Fig.3 The comparison diagram with box plots
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Fig.4 Empirical distribution of normalized success performance
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{1 41 %

2
%

fift 1) 5 % ¥ J7 1, LPDE %3 %W #1 T DE
M CoDE M ¥ fr A1l @&, H o n &8 &M T
DERL. DELB #1 ACUP &3k 5 4. 7 M7 A
W BR T fo-10 4E ) A, 6F T2 A ) L BLAR
LPDE 5y 5 oAb S Lo e & 22 e, (H2
L Psb i+ oAb Sk

Bl 5 25t T s eR B P SIGH it 2k I,
MK 5 (a) R 5 (c) TLAE H, LPDE Skl SioH
e, ACUP Hikkz., DERL S BUSR H 1k

*3

SUEZALRT LPDE 5% ACUP §73%, Rk T
HATFEPERBAR, RN T R, BT H 2
Wesl; M5 (b) PTLLE H, LPDE SISO B 5
M, ACUP #i:ui T2 DE #1 DERL 50351
AN T R A0 AR e SR A SLIR, 0T fu-2 4
Rosenbrock pREIX 28 SLAR A ) 83, T o 250 i 1 AR
AR, ERARMEHE ML R T7 m), DT A AR 2 4>
Jeimt e, WS () LA, 7EXT f,-2 4k ki Edt
173k f#nt, DE. DERL. DELB. CoDE & ACUP

PR PR U AL S R RE X E B P IAME (PR )

Table 3  Compared data of optimization results on unimodal functions, mean (Std)
M N DE DERL DELB CoDE ACUP LPDE
Fi 30 —10.12(—9.39)F  —1.29(—0.55)T  —12.43(—11.81)F —11.52(—11.18)% —22.24(—21.68)7 —25.02(—24.45)
10 —19.20(—19.01)% —26.81(—26.68)* —24.14(—23.77)*  —9.24(—9.26)"  —28.34(—27.79)* —30.54(—30.32)
f2 30 —20.09(—20.07)F  —0.50(—0.24)%  —13.11(—12.48)* —11.60(—11.50)* —22.95(—22.22)~ —24.68(—23.96)
10 —18.63(—18.40)* —26.60(—26.09)~ —24.15(—23.95)%  —8.25(—8.27)T  —22.57(—22.21)t —25.83(—25.64)
fs 10 —6.11(—6.03)%  —4.85(—4.12)T  —7.54(—6.96)T  —5.66(—5.13)*  —10.91(—10.76)* —11.83(—11.80)
5 —13.97(—13.65)* —20.43(—20.15)* —16.97(—16.62)%  —7.85(—7.83)% = —22.47(—21.91)F —24.08(—23.55)
fi 4 —040(—0.39)*  —0.63(—0.16)  —0.49(—0.05)~ 0.08(—0.13)* —0.51(—0.59)*  —0.92(—0.91)
2 —1.76(—1.20)F  —1.96(—1.47)*  —1.49(—1.08)*  —0.61(—0.41)*  —2.94(—2.28)*  —4.60(—3.98)
+/~ /- 8/0/0 5/2/1 7/1/0 8/0/0 7/1/0 —/~/-

6 9

BRI BT 4L
(@) f,: Sphere, N=30

4

PR HL
(¢) f,: Zakharov, N=2

lg (f(x))

lg (f(x))

x10?

HREOT 2L
(b) £: Tablet, N=30

x10°
0 1 2 3 4 5
BRI 4L
(d) f,: Rosenbrock, N=2

5 PR R TSSO B i 2k 1

Fig.5 The curve graph of mean convergence speed on unimodal functions
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SRR N T R B e tt, BT 5 Bl S5 A e ik
kM, H LPDE Hikgens JEw foe Hm & 42 )5
Bt RSk

X 4 s o LU, LPDE BE{E X,
6 MRS ERE (12 N AT SRR, Bk
REfR R PEREE T Al 5 FhEE. BRSNS B
M f5-30 4R fr0 KR, LPDE $23 B2 63
W1, ZEOAL 4 S 3 LA TSR 2. )
AN, 5 RS R B R, LPDE S92 50 kR ki 2
BN, AT 2 AN S, LPDE Sk bitas, i
(Pt . HR, WK 4 e — 17T LUEH, 7
it 257, LPDE 575 230 T DE. DERL
1 CoDE HE A in#, I3 5% 48 T DELB Al
ACUP 53k 11 AR 10 AN )@, s 3 oAt ) @, B
sk LPDE 555 DELB Al ACUP Skt &
Fh R, HERL RN T DELB f1 ACUP &
.

Kl 6 Ky 2 B2 pR B0 P 3 e SAOE B i 26 161, A

6 (a) W LLE H, LPDE 5k S0 fE fe b, K
U5 BRECE T IR B 25300 VRIS Ik B T R E 1
FEPE (HALFRE N —10), ACUP SE{Uk T LPDE
%%, DE. DERL. DELB } CoDE &k T-0f
FEMERA, IR LT ksl K6 (b) R,
LPDE S kW SIGH i e th, ACUP HyEALIR T2,
DERL. DELB /% CoDE 5iEBIMAN T &AL,
DE 53k B AR BN R e, 152 eR 2 0P o I £
100000 S, 7525 K IR BEAEA — € I BE 25
1K 6 (c) ITLLE H, LPDE Sl s i w1 T
A%, ACUP HIEAUR T2, DERL iz lesk
T i 272, KRBT IR ECR 6000 YR 5K
AT R, WK 6(d) FE 6 (e) il LA H, 1)
& LPDE Skl i ik, ACUP SEAIK+
2., 1 DELB %35 SR 5 WSO8 B b, (H &
AT LA R DA I, AR PR i BT R B SRTT R
RES TSR A, SFELIE 6 (F) Atk vl LAR ), LR
LPDE. ACUP. DERL ! DELB HyA#gE 21k

R4 ZEESREIIIALES RIEREN LB . FIME (brdER)

Table 4 Compared data of optimization results on multimodal functions, mean (Std)
AL N DE DERL DELB CoDE ACUP LPDE
fs 30 —7.01L(—6.34)F  —3.31(—2.73)t  —2.28(—1.82)T  —2094(—243)* —14.84(—14.59)F —17.98(—17.59)
10 —091(~1.13)%  —1.27(=1.24)F  —1.03(—1.09)F  —051(—1.19)F  —2.03(—1.89)  —2.43(—2.62)
fo 30 0.10(—0.60)* —0.78(~1.50)*  —1.11(—0.58)F 0.63(—0.10)* —0.92(~1.61)*  —0.99(—1.56)
10 —0.82(—1.33)* —1.55(—2.15)* —1.46(—2.02)* 0.52(—0.15)* —1.43(—2.00)* —1.69(—2.26)
fr 30 —13.65(—13.67)% —19.88(—19.85)* —19.74(—19.01)* —9.84(—10.01)% —21.76(—21.24)% —22.52(—21.94)
10 —14.22(—14.09)* —19.01(—18.87)% —18.73(=18.57)%  —6.92(—7.03)*  —19.44(—19.30)* —20.85(—20.72)
fo 30 —13.77(—13.79)t  —19.91(—19.95)%  —3.44(—2.70)%  —3.44(—2.70)t  —20.69(—20.11)T —22.12(—21.82)
10 —14.33(—14.44)+ —18.99(—18.84)F —19.15(—19.07)*  —7.15(—7.33)*  —20.75(—20.80)* —21.06(—21.01)
fo 30  —5.98(—6.50)T  —8.60(—9.41)t  —1.51(—0.77)*  —3.88(—4.39)"  —11.06(—11.43)" —12.28(—12.39)
10 —6.09(—6.52)*  —8.34(—8.77)%  —8.37(=8.71)t  —243(—2.81)*  —893(—9.17)*  —9.24(—9.31)
fio 10 0.97(0.42)* 0.84(0.42)* 0.99(0.31)* 1.06(0.43)+ —4.28(—3.57)"  —6.42(—5.88)
5 —1.63(—1.24)%  —4.27(=3.74)%  —2.17(—1.90)* 0.18(—0.10)*  —12.91(—12.56)* —14.35(—13.99)
+/ /- 12/0/0 12/0/0 11/1/0 12/0/0 10/2/0 —/—/-
5[
0
PR
=
% -0l
=15 f|—=
—*—LPDE
: . i i i i | X100 =20 . i IX10t
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 0 2 4 6 8 10
SRR /€4 PRECTAN IR E

(@) f;: Griewank, N = 30

(b) f;: Schaffer 2, N =30
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Fig.6 The curve graph of mean convergence speed on multimodal functions
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