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Research and Analysis of a Novel Heuristic Algorithm:
Five-elements Cycle Optimization Algorithm
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Abstract
and analyzed in this paper. It is inspired by the theory of Five-elements which represents the performance of a dynamic

The five-elements cycle optimization algorithm (FECO) for continuous optimization problems is researched

balancing system. Firstly, the five-elements cycle model based on the mechanism of generation and restriction among five
elements is analyzed. Afterwards, FECO is built for finding the optimal solution of continuous functions by designing the
framework of element space and the pivotal operators. The performance and parameter comparison of FECO is given
by experiment, the comparison with 17 optimization algorithms based on various mechanisms for two sets of benchmark
functions is also given, which indicates the feasibility and universality of FECO.

Key words Continuous optimization, five-elements cycle optimization, heuristic algorithms, benchmark functions

Citation Liu Man-Dan. Research and analysis of a novel heuristic algorithm: five-elements cycle optimization algorithm.

Acta Automatica Sinica, 2020, 46(5): 957—970

DA i) R TR AT 3 A7 A L 75 A o 14 )
. S J5 s B D S I 2 P R S, A
H bR b B0k 25 . (R X T 222 TR, T
58 BTSN TR] SR AE A D Z I R, AR AEAS 2
) L) dpe IR R A s D vk DU T ) LW
B 56 6 R VT T 5% ol R SRS, BRI 1 i A
XTSI 2% TR AL ) AR A S bR . K2
RAMWTTEIT ARRGE EWARG T IR
{R) RIS L P P ES) @ AT SR N ¢ (3 RPN
RERAC SRR BT B SR LR 5 o X i
FER eV Lt N T RSV ) L g ke
VL BARBAFLET BRI S | g A Ak
CARUND RS 3 RSN ¥ L S PSR I
RS L N T % N A2 e T 4 i

e 39 2017-11-20 A H A 2018-07-05

Manuscript received November 20, 2017; accepted July 5, 2018

ARUTHUERE 2§

Recommended by Associate Editor QIAO Jun-Fei

1 HZREEL TR AR BB 5 TR g il 200237

1. School of Information Science and Engineering, East China
University of Science and Technology, Shanghai 200237

AN E A AR 0] . B 5E5 AT TS A AN B 53k B 4R St
(B mgT L, DAREUIE: B 5 A i) e e AR T .

Hh [ AR 2 AR e B B AT A B AT
AL T MR RGN TV, X U0 E B
SRR B RIS, AR T —FhRF R R il
] 81 BB AT 2 UK — AN R G T T TR T
B BH, A4, Ky Ry ke BB JErE, A FEE P
(oo 3R Z 18 B AN R O T 05 =X, X284 ] 7 50AH
HORWR AHE G AHE B, Nl R A
BNAPHT R, ZRGEI e B R 2 BE IS (0] A2 4k, I
AIRB /N, X IGA R BATRE X A H 77 gk
TG 3K, TE R — R VL IR R AR LA 1] . &
1 — Sl 2R A S XA H bR, Tam 501 44
A GE) HNRFRTNER T AOC (Algorithm
of changes) 5%, F Tl o4 il L Zhaol's 4
HT YYO (Yin-yang optimization) 5%, %5 7%
TSR B L BH s, A5 SRR e A
a0, WIS B AL il B SR AR; Cui 5506 2
7 NFESA (Naive five-element string algorithm)



958 H | 1k

F {4

46 %

R, SRS S TUAT A AR R B SR Tk e A
AT Gt JFIE T R R A R IA T A 2
(Ui NTTE =R € SN~ RPNEC I B 8 U5
PR ELRAL IR Punnathanam 2507 21T YYPO
(Yin-yang-pair optimizer) $9%, 1% 5023 T Fh
20 [ H ARG 37 T B R0 BH R P A i EATHE R, IX P
SN B SN B i~ I CTE /N G S IR B K
P, AR BRI AR, SEI A AR R Y JRy ek
TR 2 TR R P47, SR T SR A 34 252 R B AR ) A
PAF T A RE.

ASCAEFAESCHR (18] g it T Tl R AT R
b @ (TSP) ) HATHA L (Five-elements cy-
cle optimization, FECO), 3CH#ik [18] H g x4 T
FATH LY (Five-elements cycle model, FECM),
AT IR G ST AR T AT AH A A v Js B ) SR b Gl
b SN R Z 18] AR LA F o0 3R, 8 AR Y
DL, Bt e AR D 25 BEA T At () SE 9, it
IR ARH AT T I 8 1) B B . AR SCAE SR [18] A
[19] 1 HAT A BERLIERE BRI T ACE R EL, AT
T RERL R BUE 07 F ARSI S, BT HAT PR AR
R ARSCHR TR AR R 3% 85 ok AL 1) R AT
IROCA S, 30 a0 bl S 50 50 1k 592 R A Rk

1 AITIMEE (FECM) BRI 5 M RES 17

A A 2 JBAR R 0 AT e R BB A T8
SRGMHIRR. TATIUEIRRE . K AR K
&, AT AR AN AN R R, W 1 P,

&

+ »,/K

K
—> HERR
e T
1 TATCERAREA R R
Fig.1 The generating and restricting interactions among

five elements

AR RR IR A S AEK, KR, RAEX, KA
T, BAES MHAERRBW TR LR, TIoEMEE
TEFRALRIIR o AT AL B Sk, MR R RSN
AvEt, £ROK, KIOK, KIi, SR ATERR
RUEFHIINRR, G PALIE O LA, il
i ORI K2 BIHIZ. A R R, A
TG 5 WEAH FL I 20 SOM AR E, T3l — P 8l 2 7 5%
.

BB DEERGE M LA TCRLLL, 23k I
ZIHATCR BT m, (k) (mg(k) > 0), Herp,

my (k) REEITCR IR, mo(k) FURKITE KR
&, ma(k) FRRATCRITTE, ma(k) AREKILREN
JiE, ms (k) AGRTICRITR. /£ & NZ, 540
RPN T SO Fy(k), Fi(k) 2 ABPYAS 05
JIE:IpIve AR P

5, BIARTCE (B0 = 3) A, Bl m,(k)
Fy(k) ZIMfRFR. nl¥s Fs(k) 200 DA 28
AL Faa(k), FEEEILE (OK) 10 H
“HE g, BERBRTERR A TR A% s R A
e, PE SOXAN T3 N IEAE. Fsa (k) BR/AN S 2407
2 ARTCR TR (mg(k)) FUKICE TR (ma(k))
R, 2 ma(k) > mg(k) I, RITHRAE “E” M
AR, Homo (k) BOR, 58 mg (k) B, W)
Fs (k) MEBOR. SR, WERACRA S I
R HSAE, Bl ma(k) < ma(k), AR GERK 32 5
Bili, DI s (k) MRF5R & . SR B AR 5L
BRECRIIE UL LIICR, B Fy (k) AT ksl (1).

mz(k')}

F3(k) B3 =8Bl Fyo(k), X5 71k A
HAHFETTE (&) W “w” J1, &SN R e, R
i TR R A RS, RIFEHL, (k) HME
W TARICE R (ma(k)) M0 RE (my(k)),
Mmy (k) > mg(k) B, RITERLE “” IER T A4S
By, Homy (k) BOK, 808 mg (k) B8N, W F (k)
(PR K. WIS AR TG R A 5 L HAH BE e 2 ol
AL, B omy (k) < ms(k), 84 Fso(k) HIAF 56 .
Fy (k) TRmA= (2).

Fiyi(k) =In [

Fy(k) = ~In [mmk)]

ms (k)

IR, Fy (k) T =300 Fya(k), ERA
SEEMMAILTTCE (K) 10 ), KITCELEM
T R BEE T B, B N S Fy (k)
BT C S Fy (k) ERATER MM eI
% () W <50y, FREA TSR AE ) 3t R
BB T G, BIE % Wk S Fy (k) A
Fya(k) 050t (3) FIzt (4).

(2)

po=n|im] @
paw-n[bm e

B Fy(k) Ron b BB PIAS IR (&, 2518 2
PUAN B 23 A IR AR e MR, 72 30wy, Wrp, Wea
ZALRT 1y b 1L P ST Y R I LY T



51 HKESE: — Bl R A A HE — TATH AT ST S i 959

Rk [0,1] X RN IESEH. A, 8 Fa(k) R
Fi(k) (i =1,2,3,4,5), M#AEIL (5).

. (ms(k)] —woIn ma(k) _
Fi(k) =wg,In L ma (k) | ! Lma (k) ]
o -ml(k>' ~woIn _m1(k)_
90 e (k)| T [ ma(k) |
— [ (k)] s (k)|
Fy(k) = wgy In ma(k)] 8 [ma(k)|
Wyqe In ma(R) ] Wrq In st
ga | ms(k) | " | ma(k) |
. N -mg(k)- Cw 0 _m1(k)- _
Fy(k) =wg, 1 | ms (k) | ! L ms (k) ]
Wyqe In ms(k) ] Wrq In [ malb)|
99 (k)] ma(R)
— [ms(k) ] ma(k) ]
Fy(k) =wg, In | ma(k) | i L ma(k) ] -
- _m4(k)- ~woIn _m4(/€)_
5 Lms ()] L ()
o [ma®)] [ms(k)]
Btk =watn o Gy~ ™ Loty |
W,, In [ ms (k) | — W, I ms(k) ]
ga ml(k‘) e _mz(kj)_
(5)

RS TCRAES MR, Rt my(k) 22H
mi(k 4 1), 22N (6) &iX.

mi(k‘i‘l) = mz(k)fM(Fz(k))a 1=1,2,3,4,5 (6)

X (6) F, fu() A AREMERR AL, HORFRIEICHAE
= AE R LB AR LR, B0, 7R logsig
BRI, [RIIRPRES (5) AT (6) I TLAT TR KRR
L ez kAR, W (7) Pros, 30 (7) By AT Mg
(Five-elements cycle model, FECM).

\ 1+ exp(—F;(k))

(7)
b, i =12, L. Mi=1K, H“L &%
,fJC “’i _ 177’ J}H “L 177 ;:é‘a,flﬁ ch 277 él Z _ 2 Hj—
};ﬁ (LL?? %E;[{,T_% 447; 277 é Z — _ 1 EH— ﬂa 44177 ;gi,f_t

“i4+27; 0= LI, <1 *Ef?ﬁ “H17 2
i+ 27

J3 TR AT BRI S, /E MATLAB
PREE oA (7) BEAT TSEBL ET(7) RS,

F IR TRYILAE m, (0) FI5Z2 IHIAGME F;(0) &K
B (0, 1] XIAIRENLEL. 258, B AT H A
BERBBEN wyp = Wrp = Woa = Wrq = 1; ¥
JUEREURE L WE N 5. FIouR iR m(k) F32 )
Fi(k) B TRAZ AL I i an B 2 B, 7T my () A
Fi(k) £ iR EUR L2 T RE

30 40 50 60 70
Tteration (k)
(@) m, (k)

—i=1

—i=2

- i=3

—~—i=4
= RO — =5
= iR

26 36 4‘0 50 66 70
Tteration (k)
(b) F; (k)
]g|2 %Zng:w'rp:’LUga:’lUra:17L:5H?J‘7mi(k)$u
Fi(k) 74k i 2%

Fig.2 The changing curves of m;(k), F;(k) when

Wyp = Wrp = Wgq = Wrq =1, L =25

WA AR R w,p, Wiy, wea M w,, ERE—
A ERRE AL E N (0, 1) XA 2E, 5 nT 15 2
— ARSI AT IR, & 3 PR,

b b, 2 Lo> 5 I, AT AT — MRSk
B 4 WoRT Y L =20, wyy = Wy = Wy =
weq = 1IN, 23S 148 285 50 R, 25 300 X, 28
1000 X, 20 MICHEMFUE AL, WTRUE H, 76
BRI, %0 E B & A, TRk s 1, %
JGER (1) 5T & W) 28 [

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
Tteration (k)
@) m, (k)



960 H ) 1t 5 i 46 %%
:j: HOATHR) K53 A g DNFR, B LA, /)
i=3 TR L x g.
s F (k) FR8 kAR § ANFR % i A
fﬁ%‘%, %J(k) 5] f(x) (1) — ™ fift. m”(k’) EICHR
xii(k) WIBTEL, AN H bR &AL f(a; (k) BIE.
xii(k) ZEIR AL j AP AR T Z R ER
0 0 20 ?0 _ ?ko) 50 60 70 J18H Fi;(k), M2 (9) i,
teration
OVE K F(k) =
3 M wyp, Wrp, Wea, wra A (0, 1] XA EHIBEHLEL, m(%l)j(k;) M 2)3(]{3)
L =51, m(k) 1 F(k) (2502 Wgp In [ ey () } wyp In [ s () ]
Fig.3 The changing curves of m;(k), Fi(k) when wgp, mj(]{) . J( 0

Wrp, Wga, Wrq 18 random numerical value in (0, 1] and Wyq In |:”:| — Wye In |: Y :| (9)

L=5 M(it1); (k) 1+2)J( )
| o ] FECO & MEUE 2k =0 i, BENL™
o5 205 L x g AMWIIEE 245(0) (6= 1,2, , L; j =
) OIHIIH ‘ 11 HH o ‘ 1,2, ,q), FFFE eI R (B ERRE), £
0 s 10 15 20 _ 20 A m;(0). AR, WEYIGEE Fi;(0) ¥ 0. 25 k
@m0 o m (50) R, B0 % (k) R my (k), FHERE
1 1 X (9) WHILRT) Fy(k). Fj(k) B{ERAE T 0R
205 = zi; (k) B, ¥ F (k) oEc g Mz (k) EHr
S U 5 g U # ek + 1) oyt BEARSAL RERUEST, B
0 5 101520050520 SUEEIRE, BRI B ECIEAUR

() m, (300) (d) m, (1 000) By, W REU A 0 R ) B i

B4 JEEFR mik) (i=1,2,--,20) 4 BIEH
1. 50 300~ 1000 A 148 fh 1% 50
Fig.4 The changing of m;(k) (i =1,2,---,20) at 1st,

50th, 300th, and 1000th iterations

MBS w T BLE 5K (7) Ron i
TATHBIAE TR Z MM AM AT, %ok
ST, A uER R 225 IR B B

2 RITIRMELEE (FECO) BIKEL

— N TG 1) 3% 2 ek B Ak ) B R] R0k R 2
(8):
4D
min f(z) s.t. z€ [ (low),xghlgh)] (8)
Hrp, 2z = (351;3527"‘ ,ap)t € RP h D YEvhsim
g’ [ Sow)jx(dhlgh)]D (Cl =1,2,- ,D) B30 22 2% i)
PATATIX 3K, f: RP — R HARRE P L.

BET RATHBER, ASCR g T — M AT HAL
5% (Five-elements cycle optimization, FECO) >k
RIL f () SR
2.1 BRMFTESHMEEEN

B f () BIRE— AR R T AT AR o (¥ i
—ANICE, 7E FECO Sk, B cs (B w b

2.2 JTEREH

0, Ve (k) & — MBI, B FRGET-45 )
Eéﬂ‘ﬁ, mzj(k) @_@’J‘, Fu(k) j“/?:??%ﬂ_ﬂ'iﬂﬁj(, K
% A REALIZICER AR IR, AL - J0 3 i ek
— . FEXMIEOLR, @y, (k) NOZOR B 7R R ),
PRl

R Fj(k) <0, W x;(k) ATREA 2 —
warfw, WO Fy(k) i, KU RG M
%0 AT aE g9, e BT Ul B A B i) T
my;(k) HRBOK. B @ (k) &2—A D 4w &, $ILR
A (iga (k) wijo(k), - @ia(k), - @i p (k)]
TEXFMGOL T, NAZXT xy; (k) BEAT e, 1 H %A
A UFAR BRI 7 AR, A 0 (R 4 1) $% I
AT S

Tija(k+ 1) =z j40(k) + 75 X ps X [@iej.a(k)—
zija(k)], A T <pm

Tija(k + 1) =Tpest,a(k) + 75 X Dy X [Thest,a(k)—
T 5.a(k)], A T > D

(11)



51 HKESE: — Bl R A A HE — TATH AT ST S i 961

L, py N RIER T, p 22—
SEIRERAY,; vy 2 [—1,1] XA BEHLEL, 7, 2
[ 1] X [a] (A bt ALEL x,]( ) AEE G AN T
Koz, W Fie (k) > Fy(k) (i € {1,2,---, L},
[

iv{1727"'7L})7$iJ( ) ngl( ) L J,Q(k)v"'a
Tisja(k), -, wi*j,p(k:ﬂT; Thest E%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ:ﬁﬁ,

Thest — [l“best,h Thest,25 """y Lbest,dy * "5 Lbest D] .

2 (11) M6 SR, 1‘”( ) fE4 S R Pm F,
WA R § AIRRSZ )58 SO IR AF e 3R a5 (k)
MRS, AE 1 — po BERT, 2y (k) B0 25
BRI Tyese IIAETEAF.

2.3 FECO EiZHIRIESTE

FECO $ikim A Bk 5 fros. #lahfk
B B L3S W E W 4R S 4 L. q e Kk AU 2L
mazx iteration~ LT pov BB BEE p,, LI
B R wyp, Wy, wye M w,,. WEBIHEAY)
BLRVEA A 5, ¢ ATEL 10 ~ 100, p, AJHL 0.1 ~ 2.0,
P NAE [0, 1] D TA]ERAE, ACE 5 250nT ] 5 4 1k
Wop = Wyp = Wyq = Wy = 1. X TSE HARTUE
I 22 T SN EE SRR

TS kAR, X5 7 NP IocE, S
%0 Fij(k) (i = 1,2,--- L) 4 mi;(k) 2473
ﬁ, 1] m”(k‘) m”*ﬁﬁfl}? $z](k‘) ﬁ‘;ﬁ@fﬁj *EEFE
Fy;(k), vkt (10) @220 (11) Xc R TE
B, 198 i (k+ 1), RS R, W YR
UFff Tpest, HLE k > max iteration IY.

3 HITIMILE X (FECO) Bt EESth S
SR

W Fik FECO Sk IR BRI SZE 0 B8, 4E
MATLAB R2014a #35i F X FECO 5yk#H17 9w
SEHL, % FECO Fyk e RERI T2 HT FI S 8 LA

3.1 iR %

HT SRR I LR VA S 5, R X
Bk [20] I eR E AR EAT S5, LA 23 AR B
(fr = fas), b, f1 — fis AE4ERE (D = 30),
f1a — foz MARLERREL, 4ESE 0004 24 3. 4 B 6. 1Y
P SCHR [20] 14028, KX il ek Hoor b =38 1)
fl f7 jj$ lzlélﬂ, /\ﬁ A*&{E 2) fS f13 N
Z VR, LR AR A £ e Bl A R B A RO 3 5
FREGEIAIEIN; 3) fia — foz NAKYE. DKL, BAH
R ARG,

ps = 1.0, p, = 0.9, wyp = Wy, =

‘ WIWEIBHC L. g, p.. po, WAL x, (0), my (0), F (0); ‘

WE k=1
ghiR
LR Xy

WX (9) W F, k), Fy k), -,
BEi=1

Fy (B,

PR (1) T
x, (k+1)

l

X, (k+1)=x,; (k)

WAL my, (k+ 1), my (k+ 1), -,

R RIAE X

K5 FECO Sikiifel&l
Fig.5 The flowchart of FECO algorithm

my; (k+ 1),

3.2 FECO BEEAmEReD

J T Re E HOW M W or FECO Bk m T4k
R, Ph— 2 43k p8 5L Six-hump camel-back
function (fi1) AHIX FECO FiLEAT /08T, %K

AR« & XY [-5,5] x [-5,5], B
B A 2 A, 2392k (0.0898, —0.7126) Al

(—0.0898, 0.7126), ¥&#HR/IMEA —1.0316.

FECO HiiMz4ikE N: L = 5, ¢ = 20,
Wgq = Wrq = 1,
maz iteration = 50. FECO HiEEiziT 85 15 18
i, $R 3 T iAW B /ME —1.0316. B 6 o TALE
ANFEARISTA], JCBAEAR 2 (R 0 A0, LA i
e LA it AR B Ak e Sl 2k

7 6 (a) ~6(e) T, ERAE F”(k) 0 ¥
JCER, BN AERAF A, [ SRR Fyj (k) <0 1T



962 H | 1k

F {4

46 %

=, UMM MR ZRF. £ FECO §ikth, o1
M 2R 1R 0 DR S ARDRS (1, el ] — AN FR b %% TG F AR
HAE ] JIRPEAT (0, 108 AN FA ] WU A LA ST .
DRIk, EIEARHII, Wil 6 (a) s, 257 A0 A
H.Z 350475 B A R IREAT, 70 300 ) d;
P, B 6 (c) R 6 (d) ATEAE HE, ZETBA
159 53 B AT % R B SE B B U, R F (k) R
PP TR AR AT S KBRS O, A 6 () WL
L, R A (0.0898, —0.7126) Fi
(—0.0898,0.7126) fr'EAL, ¥IF TTE A, BEWIAEDR
FEfg 2 e 7, FECO ik HAa —E Mk

5

5

X2
=

/ |

= 0 : \ *
[

|

5

g
-5 -5
-5 0 -5 0 5
X, X,
(a)x;(2) (b) x; (5)
5 5
o & o
= 0 g@?‘\ = 0 %{/
-5 -5
=5 0 5 -5 0 5
X X
(©) x; (15) (d) x; (25)
5 0
o =-0.5
0 % i \
-1
7_55 0 5 0 50
X, IEARUEL &
(e) x; (50) () min £ (x; (k)

6 AEAFREACKEIN FITCER @iy (k) P ATNE DL LA bR/
Fig.6 The distribution of z;;(k) at various iterations

and the changing curve of minimum f(z;;(k))
3.3 FECO B HSHILK

£ FECO &k, HEKEMNSHFEA:
L. g+ ps~ Py AEBERE wyp, Wep, Wga F wyg.
ARSI R 23 AN IR oR H 1 S L8R, SRIE A
WS HEE. SRS, EEU 413t
AKZHEN: L =5, g =20, p, = 1.0, py = 0.9,
Wyp = Wyp = Wyq = Wyq = 1, X —A (4) ZH
BT LRI, HA SRR I LR IEAE. £ 1~
R4 P RORM T S 45 BB BT 51 Ik
B AR BUE I T3 25 2R, J0rh ) el 5 SR A (5

N RN R 2, FIRIE AT H bR sk EOT IR
# (function evaluations, FEs) 5 3C#k [20] #145
(¥)AH [F).
331 B¥L Mg WM

L x q WEAR S T JEAGSEE T R, B0
AT, BORI) g fH (BT =R W2 ) A
an TORFEREE 2 REE, BORH) L A8 (BP&EANFR
AR ZMIGER) A TIPSR, (HE 5N
Jrl AR A

KIARTHLxq=1001E0 T, 5 HL ~q
B B b g5 L. STk [21] oo Tk fb 5032
45 VP ) Friedman #3677k, %1 5 412 HU00UH
HHATECRL, SERAR 20 p (8 (RS R B AR B
MEE, S MK EL 0.05) o 5.7740 x 10714 K
X5 ASEE MEAT REM R, o, B
& L =100 H ¢=1I, BYPKITAcEA 81
IR SR AN, NAZK TR R 2 A T3, 1 H.
ANER (RIS LAH) A6 RER (REK L fH). MR 1
[RscsG g5 1, B L = 5, ¢ = 20.
332 Z#p, BILLR

ZH ps WA VE T 0 EE R R
FERE, WEM A0 HT, BRI ps (AT LLSE PR 36 3]
WU, BN ps MHA w3 TR R E M, (R
Bl S AR

K245HT 9 A p, BUARI LIRSS R, 2515 2
(f1 p 4 2.1032 x 10718, £ WX 9 4 52¥ 2 i) A
AREEESR. K 2 aLUEH, p, FEUE R KL
/NS AR, ST BTE 1 23 AN g 2ok
i, ps B 1.0 B A,
333 B pm HILLR

ZH p WHE R E T 705 BB AR R X 3,
B 234, BORI p, (HAT 28 T ORFFFPRE 1) 2 4%
PE, BN p, AT DRSS S BT S AR, (R
Gy BN S i A A

KIGHT 11 4 p, BUEMLEL R, 015
F p M 5.1039 x 1073, FHIIX 11 415256 2 1]
Bz, ) B2 0h p, 1.0 B,
FWIAE N 0 F AT BT, DA [ I 2 R e i d A
DX 35 R0 4 ey e U X 3. AR PR 3 (s 45 IR, L
Pm = 0.9.

3.3.4 WNERHEBYLLEK

TR R wyp, Wrp, Woa M wyq, AIKRFHA
A 1, Hn] AR — IR #R A (0, 1] X TH]
PIREALEL 3R 4 45 T X RS DL b g 2R, s
ASH) p MH M 3.9299 x 10~4, LHIX I SL5K 2
M HARFEEZER, M wy, = W) = Wye = Wy =1



53 Xy — TR R EE — TATIMBERET 5 5 404 963
# 1 M Friedman %632 (53K T 0.05) WS L Fl q
Table 1  Comparison of L and ¢ with Friedman test (significance value 0.05)
Function L=5/¢g=20 L =10/g =10 L=20/g=5 L=50/¢g=2 L=100/¢g=1
fi 3.22 x 10728 7.65 x 10725 1.64 x 10~27 3.65 x 10718 1.99 x 103
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fa 4.22 x 1071 1.47 x 10° 3.07 x 10° 1.13 x 10! 4.67 x 10*
fs 5.29 x 10! 5.59 x 10! 1.83 x 103 1.39 x 10? 1.15 x 108
fe 0.00 x 10° 0.00 x 10° 1.37x 107! 1.11 x 102 4.61 x 10
fr 1.27 x 10~2 8.45 x 1073 7.29 x 1073 2.03 x 10—2 2.56 x 10°
fs —1.15 x 10* —1.14 x 10* —1.10 x 10* —9.85 x 103 —7.97 x 103
fo 1.23 x 10* 1.31 x 10* 1.94 x 10* 5.79 x 10! 1.48 x 102
fio 1.53 x 1012 2.22x 10713 1.70 x 10~! 3.60 x 10° 1.42 x 10*
fi1 6.10 x 10~* 1.24 x 1073 4.34x 1078 1.17x 107! 1.80 x 10*
fi2 4.07x 1073 2.64 x 10—2 7.53 x 1072 4.58 x 10~1! 5.21 x 10°
fi3 5.95 x 10—2 6.66 x 10~1! 2.21 x 10° 1.32 x 10! 1.99 x 108
f1a 1.02 x 10° 1.06 x 10° 1.14 x 10° 1.37 x 10° 2.50 x 10°
fis 5.65 x 1074 5.94x 1074 6.19 x 10~ 7.18 x 1074 1.22x 1073
fie —1.03 x 10° —1.03 x 10° —1.03 x 10° —1.03 x 10° —1.03 x 10°
fi7 3.98 x 107! 3.98 x 107! 3.98 x 101 3.98 x 10! 3.98 x 107!
fis 3.00 x 10° 3.00 x 10° 3.00 x 10° 3.00 x 10° 3.00 x 10°
fi9 —3.86 x 10° —3.86 x 10° —3.86 x 10° —3.86 x 10° —3.86 x 10°
f20 —3.30 x 10° —3.31 x 10° —3.32 x 10° —3.29 x 10° —3.28 x 10°
fo1 —1.00 x 10! —9.64 x 10° —8.37 x 10° —6.61 x 10° —4.69 x 10°
faz —-9.99 x 10° —9.84 x 10° —9.70 x 10° —7.07 x 10° —6.21 x 10°
fa3 —1.03 x 10! —1.03 x 10! —8.62 x 10° —6.92 x 10° —4.93 x 10°
Friedman HE/3* 1.89 1.91 2.41 3.78 5
% 2 i Friedman #5672 (B2 7%EKF 0.05) LIRS H ps
Table 2 Comparison of p, with Friedman test (significance value 0.05)

Function ps = 0.2 ps = 0.4 ps = 0.6 ps = 0.8 ps = 1.0 ps = 1.2 ps =14 ps = 1.6 ps = 1.8
fi 3.73x 102 1.04x 10728 2.76 x 10740 4,57 x 10732 3.22x 10722 1.11 x 10713 5.40x 107% 7.63 x 10~! 5.05 x 102
f2 8.94x 107! 3.43 x 10727 5.25 x 1027 3.75x 10722 3.18 x 10716 2.06 x 10710 1.67 x 10~° 6.46 x 10~! 2.81 x 10"
fs 6.14 x 103 3.43 x 103 1.52 x 103 2.48 x 102 1.47x 102  3.02x10% 1.41x10* 3.29x10* 5.52x 10*
fa 4.28 x 10! 2.60 x 10! 1.33 x 10* 1.52x10° 4.22x107! 2.12x10° 1.03x10* 3.12x10* 4.95x 10!
fs 1.46 x 10° 1.80 x 102 8.00 x 10! 4.79 x 10! 5.29 x 10! 7.48 x 101 1.92x10® 8.76 x 10> 4.36 x 10°
fe 3.85 x 102 4.76 x 10° 196 x 10~* 3.92x10-2 0.00x 10° 0.00 x 10° 0.00 x 10° 3.27 x 10° 6.33 x 10?
fz 3.49x 1071 7.34x107%2 3.53x1072 2.24x1072 1.27x1072 9.89x 1072 3.69x 1072 1.38 x 10~! 1.71 x 10°
fs —1.17x10* —-1.18 x 10* —1.17x10* —-1.15x10* —1.15x 10* —1.10 x 10* —1.04 x 10* —9.75 x 10> —8.78 x 10°
fo 2.03 x 10* 1.04 x 10t 1.04 x 10! 1.08 x 10! 1.23x 101 1.37x 10" 1.83x10' 4.22x 10" 1.48 x 10?
fio 4.97 x 10° 1.22x10° 548 x 1072 1.839x107'* 1.53x 1072 1.31x 1077 3.92x 107! 6.94x 10° 1.83 x 10!
f11 3.83 x 10° 1.72x 1072 1.78 x 1073 5.73x10~* 6.10x 107% 6.34x 107 3.03x 1073 8.30x 10~! 5.52 x 10°
fi2 1.21 x 103 3.14x 107! 590x1072 8.13x107% 4.07x 1073 1.63x 1072 4.30 x 1073 4.53 x 10°  8.29 x 10*
fi3 1.15 x 10° 1.55 x 10* 2.98 x 10°  7.40x 1072 5.95x 1072 4.78 x 1072 3.13x10° 5.90 x 10* 5.70 x 10°
f1a 1.91 x 10° 1.19 x 10° 1.04 x 10° 1.10 x 10° 1.02x10° 1.02x10° 1.08x10° 1.04x 10° 1.04 x 10°
fis 9.93x107% 6.09x107% 5.93x10"* 5.50x10"* 5.65x10"* 5.46 x 10~* 6.20 x 10~* 6.55 x 10~* 7.44 x 10~*
fi6 —1.03 x 10° —1.03 x 10° —1.03 x 10° —1.03 x 10° —1.03 x 10° —1.03 x 10° —1.02 x 10° —1.02 x 10° —1.01 x 10°
fi7 3.98x 107! 3.98x 107! 3.98x 107! 3.98x10"! 3.98x 107! 3.98 x 10! 3.98 x 10~ 3.98 x 10! 3.98 x 10~
fis 3.00 x 10° 3.00 x 10° 3.00 x 10° 3.00 x 10° 3.00 x 10°  3.00 x 10°  3.00 x 10° 3.00 x 10°  3.00 x 10°
fi9 —3.86 x 10° —3.86 x 10° —3.86x 10° —3.86x 10° —3.86 x 10° —3.86 x 10° —3.86 x 10° —3.86 x 10° —3.86 x 10°
f20 —3.27x10° —3.28 x10° —3.27x10° —3.29 x 10° —3.30 x 10° —3.29 x 10° —3.27 x 10° —3.24 x 10° —3.23 x 10°
fo1 —8.15x10° —9.38 x10° —9.66 x 10° —9.99 x 10° —1.00 x 10 —9.90 x 10° —9.93 x 10° —9.94 x 10° —9.24 x 10°
fo2 —7.29x10° —9.42x10° —9.75x 10° —1.02x 10* —9.99 x 10° —1.04 x 10* —1.01 x 10* —9.99 x 10° —9.93 x 10°
fos —8.11x10° —9.00x 10° —1.02 x 10' —9.89 x 10° —1.03 x 10* —1.03 x 10* —1.02 x 10* —1.04 x 10* —9.56 x 10°

Friedman ) 478 3.65 3.04 2.65 3.39 5.30 6.61 8.52

ey
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# 3 M Friedman #r37% (535 PE7KT 0.05) LS HL py,
Table 3  Comparison of p, with Friedman test (significance value 0.05)

Function pm = 0.0 Pm = 0.1 Pm = 0.2 Pm = 0.3 Ppm = 0.4 Pm = 0.5
f1 9.97 x 103 3.43 x 10° 5.14 x 10? 5.55 x 10° 7.19 x 1026 2.80 x 10—54
fo 6.45 x 10* 4.08 x 10* 1.82 x 10t 4.30 x 10° 9.80 x 10~ 3.92x 1071t
fs 2.91 x 10* 2.22 x 10* 1.58 x 104 7.56 x 103 2.82 x 103 2.42 x 103
fa 5.37 x 10! 4.72 x 10! 4.00 x 10* 2.87 x 10! 7.44 x 10° 8.10 x 10!
fs 8.71 x 108 2.01 x 108 2.25 x 10° 6.37 x 103 2.00 x 103 1.87 x 103
fe 1.20 x 104 5.37 x 103 1.58 x 103 3.35 x 10? 7.03 x 10* 1.51 x 10t
fr 7.62 x 10° 2.64 x 10° 1.28 x 10° 5.08 x 10~ 2.24x 1071 1.45 x 10~
fs —7.10 x 103 —7.71 x 103 —8.25 x 103 —8.69 x 102 —8.81 x 103 —9.31 x 103
fo 1.89 x 102 1.58 x 102 1.39 x 102 1.08 x 10?2 9.11 x 10! 7.68 x 10!
f10 1.70 x 10t 1.44 x 10t 1.10 x 10t 6.69 x 10° 4.13 x 10° 2.45 x 10°
f11 9.11 x 10* 3.01 x 10t 6.56 x 10° 9.69 x 10~! 5.39 x 10~2 1.93 x 102
fi2 5.70 x 108 8.31 x 10° 2.34 x 103 4.86 x 10° 7.95x 1071 5.19x 10!
fi3 2.39 x 107 3.24 x 10 8.92 x 10* 6.24 x 10! 6.66 x 10° 2.05 x 10°
f1a 1.94 x 10° 2.02 x 10° 1.41 x 10° 1.11 x 10° 1.09 x 10° 9.98 x 10!
fis 6.63 x 10~3 3.32x 1073 3.82x 1073 2.99 x 103 3.22x 1073 2.02 x 1073
f16 —1.03 x 10° —1.03 x 10° —1.03 x 10° —1.03 x 10° —1.03 x 10° —1.03 x 10°
fi7 3.98 x 10~ 3.98 x 10~ 3.98 x 10~ 3.98 x 101! 3.98 x 10~ 3.98 x 1071
fis 3.53 x 10° 3.00 x 10° 3.53 x 10° 3.00 x 10° 3.00 x 10° 3.00 x 10°
f10 —3.86 x 10° —3.86 x 10° —3.86 x 10° —3.86 x 10° —3.86 x 10° —3.86 x 10°
f20 —3.26 x 10° —-3.27 x 10° —3.28 x 10° —-3.27 x 10° —-3.27 x 10° —3.26 x 10°
f21 —5.73 x 10° —5.38 x 10° —5.43 x 10° —6.01 x 10° —5.10 x 10° —5.66 x 10°
fo2 —6.02 x 10° —5.84 x 10° —6.17 x 10° —5.37 x 10° —6.82 x 10° —6.55 x 10°
fos —5.27 x 10° —5.23 x 10° —5.98 x 10° —5.17 x 10° —6.45 x 10° —7.78 x 10°

Friedman #i5 6.60 6.05 5.70 6.25 5.15 5.00

Function Pm = 0.6 Ppm = 0.7 Pm = 0.8 Pm = 0.9 Pm = 1.0
f1 8.01 x 10—4° 1.87 x 10—4° 6.54 x 10732 3.22x 10728 4.53 x 10*
fo 1.96 x 10~ 3.41 x 10727 7.72 x 10—22 3.18 x 10~16 1.03 x 10?
fs 2.12 x 103 1.53 x 103 1.08 x 103 1.47 x 10? 5.68 x 10*
fa 2.19x 107! 1.69 x 101! 2.25 x 107! 4.22 x 1071 7.67 x 10!
fs 9.59 x 10* 3.69 x 10! 5.80 x 10! 5.29 x 10! 1.20 x 108

0 (0] —1 0 4

6 . . . . .

f 1.76 x 10 1.37 x 10 1.57 x 10 0.00 x 10 4.40 x 10
fr 6.80 x 1072 4.88 x 102 2.65 x 10~2 1.27 x 10~2 5.67 x 10*
fs —9.73 x 10° —1.00 x 10* —1.05 x 10* —1.15 x 104 —4.61 x 103
fo 5.27 x 10! 3.90 x 10! 2.66 x 10! 1.23 x 10! 3.14 x 102
f10 8.55 x 10~1 2.13x 1071t 2.26 x 10~2 1.53 x 10—12 1.97 x 10t
f11 9.21 x 1073 3.09x 1073 9.18 x 10— 6.10 x 104 3.83 x 102
fi2 2.66 x 10~* 2.20 x 10~ 7.14x 102 4.07 x 1073 2.24 x 108
fis 2.45 x 10° 9.56 x 10! 5.66 x 10~* 5.95 x 102 5.39 x 108
f1a 1.04 x 10° 9.98 x 10! 1.02 x 10° 1.02 x 10° 2.26 x 10°
fis 9.00 x 10— 1.13x 103 4.26 x 1074 5.65x 10~ 4.09x 1073
f16 —1.03 x 10° —1.03 x 10° —1.03 x 10° —1.03 x 10° —1.02 x 10°
fi7 3.98 x 1071 3.98 x 1071 3.98 x 1071 3.98 x 1071 3.98 x 10~¢
fis 3.00 x 10° 3.00 x 10° 3.00 x 10° 3.00 x 10° 3.01 x 10°
f10 —3.86 x 10° —3.86 x 10° —3.86 x 10° —3.86 x 10° —3.86 x 10°
f20 —3.25 x 10° —3.26 x 10° —3.26 x 10° —3.30 x 10° —3.08 x 10°
f21 —6.61 x 10° —8.13 x 10° —9.10 x 10° —1.00 x 10* —5.09 x 10°
fo2 —7.66 x 10° —8.83 x 10° —1.02 x 10! —9.99 x 10° —4.70 x 10°
fos —7.84 x 10° —9.05 x 10° —9.78 x 10° —1.03 x 10* —5.04 x 10°

Friedman /7 5.45 5.00 5.20 4.90 10.70
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Table 4

Wgp, Wrp, Wga, Wra

Comparison of wgp, Wrp, Wga, Wre With

Friedman test (significance value 0.05)

Wyp = Wrp = Wga

Wgp, Wrp, Wga,

evolutionary strategy, CES)22. e it 1k 5 mg
(Fast evolutionary strategy, FES)22 . 24 3k 5
7 (DE)?3, G3PCX $.9% (Generalized generation
gap model with generic parent-centric recombina-
tion operator)24 | FiFRALILSE TR (PSO). BHE %R
AL E VL (GSO)2, 5] R H % (Gravitational
search algorithm, GSA)20, NFESA 5% (Naive
five-element string algorithm). SZ£ g b5 11 4= 4 Hh
B4 (Real-coded biogeography-based opti-
mization, RCBBO)27 | 52 %04 i 1) 4k 2% [ A Ak
5% (Real-coded chemical reaction optimization,
RCCRO)28, FAREA S (Grey wolf optimizer,
GWO), U f a5k (Whale optimization
algorithm, WOA).

5 FECO 14k 23 AN & B Ak 45

Table 5  Optimization results of FECO for 23
benchmark functions
T lef e P Frife 7
Function Best ‘Worst Mean StdDev

fi 1.27 x 10724 1.15 x 10722 3.22 x 10723 2.71 x 10—23
f2 1.16 x 10716 9.84 x 10716 3.18 x 1016 1.68 x 10716

Function =W, =1 Wra HBEHLEL
fi 3.22 x 10723 1.79 x 10—
f2 3.18 x 10716 5.71 x 10~
fs 1.47 x 102 7.04 x 102
fa 4.22 x 10 8.05x 101
fs 5.29 x 10! 5.91 x 10!
fe 0.00 x 10° 1.96 x 102
fr 1.27 x 1072 1.52x 1072
fs —1.15 x 104 —1.10 x 104
fo 1.23 x 10" 1.87 x 10"
fio 1.53 x 10~12 1.10 x 1010
f11 6.10 x 10— 2.17x 1074
Fro 4.07 x 10-? 1.63 x 10—2
fis 5.95 x 102 1.88 x 10~¢
fia 1.02 x 10° 1.08 x 10°
fis 5.65 x 10~ 5.45 x 10~
fie —1.03 x 10° —1.03 x 10°
fi7 3.98 x 107! 3.98 x 1071
fis 3.00 x 10° 3.00 x 10°
fro ~3.86 x 10° ~3.86 x 10°
f20 —-3.30 x 10° —-3.27 x 10°
for ~1.00 x 10" —9.96 x 10°
fa2 —9.99 x 10° —1.00 x 10*
fo3 —1.03 x 10! —9.52 x 10°

Friedman /% 1.13 1.87

i, AR S L. X T— &) FECO &%, v H#%
Wowg, = w,p = wge = W = 1.

Wit iR FECO kS8 i, BASLM S
WEWT: L=5,¢=20,p, =10, p, =09. %5
T FECO SiEtiAk 23 AN e B0, 51 ¥
SLIBATHORIF R AP S5 R e g R P R
PR 2.

4 AITIEILEL (FECO) 5HME TR
EIHFIH B Z N M E R L

4.1 3 23 MM BRI MUE R LI

B B g 23 A0l eR 3, ¥ FECO &
55 oA 15 R0 AL SRR BEAT BB, X B LV
BT ANE LA SR i, SAR AL 5 (GA) &
Mt #i&l (Classical evolutionary programming,
CEP)RO {eist kb i % (Fast evolutionary pro-
gramming, FEP)R0 | f£43E4L 5%¢m% (Conventional

fs 1.43 x 100 4.65x 102  1.47x 102 1.16 x 102
fa 1.51x 1071 1.59x10° 4.22x 107! 2.59x 107!
fs 1.18 x10° 1.91x10% 5.29 x 10!  3.84 x 10!
fe 0.00 x 10°  0.00 x 10°  0.00 x 10°  0.00 x 10°
fz 4.17x 1073 2.87x 1072 1.27x1072 5.10x 1073
fs —1.22 x 10* —1.09 x 10* —1.15x 10* 3.29 x 102
fo 4.97x10° 249 x 10! 1.23x10' 5.24x 10°

fio  4.88x107'% 4.58 x 10712 1.53 x 10712 8.44 x 10~13

fi1 0.00 x 10° 1.64x 1072 6.10x 10~* 2.85x 10~3
fiz2 7.25x 10724 1.04 x 1071 4.07x 1072 2.03 x 10~2
13 . X - . X . X - . X -
f 8.50x 10729 3.02x10° 5.95x 1072 4.23x 107!
fia 9.98 x 107* 1.99x10° 1.02x10° 1.40x 10!
15 . X - . X - . X - . X -
f 3.08 x 10 8.08 x 10~% 5.65x 10~* 1.50 x 10~*
16 —1.03 % —1.00 x —1.03 x 52 x 10~
f 1.03 x 10° —1.00 x 10° —1.03 x 10° 6.52 x 10—3
fiz 3.98x 101 3.98x 107! 3.98x10~! 1.06 x 10~¢
18 . X . X . X . X -
f 3.00 x 10°  3.00 x 10°  3.00 x 10° 3.58 x 10—
fio —3.86 x 10° —3.86 x 10° —3.86 x 10° 6.57 x 10—~
f20 —3.32x10° —3.20 x 10° —3.30 x 10° 3.84 x 102
21 —1.02x 10' —5.10 x 10° —1.00 x 10 7.22 x 10~
f
o2 —1.04 x 10' —4.64 x 10° —9.99 x 10° 1.36 x 10°
fo3 —1.05 x 101 —5.18 x 10° —1.03 x 10* 9.72 x 10~

6 FIER T 4 T IR LRI 23 AR R 2L
BtA s 1. Hob, FEP Al CEP W44k 4t 151 H 3¢
#ik [20]); FES F1 CES MLHEER 51 H SR [22]; GA,
PSO #1 GSO itk &5 251 5 3CiHk [25); RCBBO
A& 55| | Sk [27]; DE, G3PCX Il RCCRO
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# 6 FECO #iE5HME RAEERWIE (1)
Table 6 Comparison between FECO and other heuristic algorithms (1)
GA CEP FEP CES FES DE G3PCX PSO
fi 3.17x10° 220x10"* 570x10~* 3.40x 1075 250x10~* 6.58x10°% 6.40x10~" 3.69 x 10~37
ERPRE N D 15 11 13 10 12 9 1 2
fa 577x 107" 260x 1073 810x10~3 210x1072 6.00x1072 289x10~* 2.80x10' 2.92x10~2*
ERPRE IR 14 8 9 10 12 6 16 1
fs 9.75x10®  5.00x 1072 1.60x1072 1.30x10"* 1.40x10~3 1.21x10* 1.06x10"7® 1.20x 1073
VLAY 15 10 9 6 8 16 1 7
fa 7.96x10°  2.00x10° 3.00x 107! 3.50x 10" 5.50x 1073  5.79 x 10° 4.54 x 10 412 x 1071
HVLHEY 14 11 7 8 2 12 15 9
fs 3.39x 102  6.17x10° 5.06x10°  6.69x10°  3.33x10'  9.34 x 10" 3.09 x 10° 3.74 x 10!
HVEHEY 15 3 2 4 8 14 1 9
fs 3.70x 10°  5.78 x 102 0.00x 10°  4.11x 10>  0.00 x 10°  0.00 x 10° 9.46 x 10! 1.46 x 10~
BT 13 16 1 15 1 1 14 9
fr 1.05x 107" 1.80x1072 7.60x10~3 3.00x1072 1.20x10°2 3.97x1072 9.80x10~' 9.90x 1073
HVEHT 14 9 4 10 6 11 16 5
fs —1.26 x10* —7.92x 10> —1.26x10* —7.55x10®> —1.26x10* —1.26x 10* —2.58x10®> —9.66 x 10?
HVLHEY 5 10 7 11 6 2 15 9
fo 6.51x 10"  8.90 x 10" 4.60x 1072 7.08x 10" 1.60x10~' 7.26x 1073 1.74 x 102 2.08 x 10!
CRPRE IR 8 14 5 13 6 2 15 11
fio 8.68x 1071 9.20x10° 1.80x1072 9.07x10° 1.20x1072 7.14x10* 1.35 x 10* 1.34 x 1073
VLAY 11 14 8 13 7 4 15 5
fi1 1.00 x 10°  8.60x1072 1.60x 1072 3.80x10~! 3.70x1072 9.05x107% 1.13x1072 2.32x10°'
HIEHE Y 14 11 7 13 9 1 6 12
fiz 4.36x1072  1.76 x10° 9.20x107% 1.18 x10° 2.80x1072 1.89x10°7  4.59 x 10° 3.95 x 102
HVLHE Y 9 13 3 12 7 2 15 8
fis 1.68x 1071  1.40x10° 1.60x10~* 1.39x10° 4.70x 1075 9.52x 107  2.35x 10" 5.05 x 102
HHET 9 12 5 11 4 2 15 7
fia 9.99 x 10~*  1.66 x 10°  1.22x10°  2.16 x 10° 1.20 x 10°  1.58 x 10° 1.23 x 10* 1.02 x 10°
VLT 5 11 9 13 8 10 16 7
fis 7.09x 1072 470x10"* 5.00x10~* 1.20x1073 9.70x10~* 537x10"* 533x10~* 3.81x10~*
Sk HR 16 4 5 14 13 7 6 3
fie —1.03x10° —1.03x10° —1.03x10° —1.03x10° —1.03x10° —1.02x10° —4.93x10"* —1.02x 10°
SEHER 11 9 9 4 4 12 14 13
fiz 4.04x107" 3.98x107' 3.98x10"' 3.98x10°' 3.98x10"' 4.00x10"'  5.56 x 10 4.04 x 1071
HILH Y 13 7 7 7 7 12 16 13
fis 7.50x10°  3.00x 10°  3.02x10°  3.00x10°  3.00x 10°  3.48 x 10° 8.67 x 10° 3.01 x 10°
HVEHEY 15 2 13 2 2 14 16 11
fio —3.86x 10° —3.86x 10° —3.86x10° —3.86x 10° —3.86x10° —3.86x 10° —3.60x 10° —3.86 x 10°
HVEHEY 7 9 9 9 9 8 15 13
fa0 —3.26x 10° —3.28 x 10° —3.27x10° —3.24x 10° —3.23x10° —3.32x10° —1.98x10-* —3.18x 10°
W 10 7 8 11 12 4 15 13
for —5.17x10° —6.86x 10° —5.52x10° —6.96x 10° —5.54x10° —8.74x 10° —7.48x10~" —7.54x 10°
oA 14 8 12 7 11 4 15 5
faz —5.44x10° —8.27x10° —5.52x10° —8.31x10° —6.76x10° —9.20x 10° —9.47x10~* —8.36x 10°
AR50 14 8 13 7 11 5 15 6
fos —4.91x10° —9.10x 10° —6.57x10° —8.50x 10° —7.63x10° —9.23x10° —1.13x10° —8.94x 10°
VLAY 14 7 13 9 10 6 15 8
Friedman % 11.957 9.304 7.739 9.522 7.609 7.13 12.522 8.087
SHR 14 12 8 13 7 5 15 9
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* 7 FECO HkEHHAbR A AFER L (2)
Table 7 Comparison between FECO and other heuristic algorithms (2)

GSO GSA NFESA RCBBO RCCRO GWO WOA FECO

fi 1.95x 1078 2.53x107'¢ 810x10%2 1.39x103 6.43x10°7 6.59x 10728 1.41x1073° 3.22x10°23
ST 7 6 16 14 8 4 3 5

fa 3.70x 1073  5.57x 1072  4.07x10° 7.99x10"2 220x1073 7.18x 1077 1.06x1072' 3.18 x 10~16
HLHET 5 11 15 13 7 3 2 4

3 5.78 x 10° 8.97x 102 1.79x 1076 227x10' 2.97x1077 3.29x10"% 5.36x10"7  1.47 x 102

f
HkHEy 11 14 4 12 2 5 3 13

fa 1.08 x 10~1 7.35 x 10° 5.11x 101  3.09%x 1072 9.32x10"3 561x10°7 7.26x1072 4.22x10!
Sy 6 13 16 4 3 1 5 10

fs 4.98 x 10* 6.75 x 10* 1.81 x 10  5.54 x 10! 2.71 x 10! 2.68 x 10! 2.79 x 10! 5.29 x 10*
ST 10 13 16 12 6 5 7 11

fs 1.60 x 1072 2.50x 1071 451 x10~' 0.00x 10°  0.00x10° 8.17x10"'  3.12x 10° 0.00 x 10°
SikHT 8 7 10 1 1 11 12 1

fr 738 %1072 894x1072 3.86x10"!' 1.75x1072 541x1073 221x107% 1.43x1073 1.27x10"2
8PR35 12 13 15 8 3 2 1 7

fs —1.26 x 104  —2.82x10® 7.35x 103 —1.26x10* —1.26x10* —6.12x10% —5.08x10% —1.15x 10*
8PR35 1 14 16 2 2 12 13 8

fo 1.02 x 10° 2.60 x 10* 2.12x 102 2.62x1072 9.08x10~% 3.11x10~'  0.00 x 10° 1.23 x 10*
SLHET 9 12 16 4 3 7 1 10

f1o 2.65x107%  6.21x1072 1.67x10' 251x10"2 1.94x10"3 1.06x10"'3 7.40x10° 1.53x 1072
HHEy 3 10 16 9 6 1 12 2

fi1 3.08 x 1072  2.77 x 10* 5.67x10° 849x1072 1.12x1072 449x103 2.89x10"%* 6.10x 10~*
HEHEy 8 16 15 10 5 4 2 3

fiz 2.76 x 101 1.80 x 10° 443 x10° 3.28x1075 2.07x10"2 534x10°2 3.40x10"! 4.07x10°3
ST 1 14 16 4 6 10 11 5

fis 4.69x107%  8.89 x 10° 3.95x10%  3.72x107* 7.05x10°7 6.54x 107! 1.89 x 10°  5.95 x 102
ERPRE 36 3 14 16 6 1 10 13 8

fia 9.98 x 10! 5.86 x 10°  9.98x10~' 9.98x10"' 9.98x10~'  4.04 x 10° 2.11 x 10° 1.02 x 10°
8PR35 1 15 4 3 1 14 12 6

fis 3.77x107*  3.67x1073 7.89x107* 7.86x10"* 556x10"* 3.37x10"* 5.72x10"* 5.65x10"*
ERPRE b 2 15 12 11 8 1 10 9

fie —1.03x10° —1.03x10° 1.06x10° —1.03x10° —1.03x10° 1.03x10° —1.03x10° —1.03x 10°
RPRE A 3 1 16 7 4 15 1 8

fir 3.98x10"!  3.98x10"1 4.24x10"! 3.98x10"! 3.98x10"! 398x10~! 3.98x10°' 3.98x 10!
Y 4 1 15 11 4 3 6 2

fis 3.00 x 10° 3.00 x 10° 3.00 x 10°  3.01 x 10° 3.00 x 10° 3.00 x 10° 3.00 x 10° 3.00 x 10°
HEHEF 2 2 9 12 10 8 2 1

fio —3.86x10° —3.86x10° 1.47x10"' —3.86x10° —3.86x10° —3.86x10° —3.86x 10° —3.86x 10°
ST 2 4 16 6 1 5 14 3

fa0 —3.27x10° —3.32x10° 9.34x10~' —3.32x10° —3.32x10° —3.29x10° —298x10° —3.30x 10°
ERPRE IR 9 2 16 3 1 6 14 5

for —6.09 x 10°  —5.96 x 10°  6.80 x 10° —5.51x10° —1.01 x10' —1.02x10' —7.05x10° —1.00x 10*
AT 9 10 16 13 2 1 6 3

faz —6.55x10° —9.68x10° 6.85x10° —6.80x10° —1.04x10' —1.04x10* —8.18x10° —9.99 x 10°
SLHE Y 12 4 16 10 2 1 9 3

23 —7.40x10° —1.05x10' 6.81x10° —7.28x10° —1.05x10' —1.05x10" —9.34x10° —1.03x 10"

f
RPRE b 11 1 16 12 3 2 5 4

Friedman HJ% 6.043 9.217 14.043 8.13 3.87 5.696 7.13 5.696

SHE 4 11 16 10 1 2 5 2
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LA 25 W 5] B Sk [28]; GSA Fl GWO [tk
gE G | SCk [7); WOA itk g5 51 B 3cik [9);
NFESA &% A KI5 T SCHR [16] BR3¢, X P
MR R B MHEAT T 51 RMALIsAT, FEHEYY
fHAE N NFESA L tb &5 2R, SkSH0R 1% STk
HHHERES AL, RIRREERLEEA 100, MR 24T A
BER 12, 3 6 AR 7 b 2 S R — AN ek £t
T THEEA G R (R AR R T %855
25 S /ANE R A, T IR e ORI A 4 gk
THET), JREEX BT 23 AN AL, THE T S 5%
(1) Friedman HE/7 258, & 6 FK 7 Wi)a —17 %
F ) Friedman HEP 25 R AT T 0 1 7.

M 6 Fk 7 L R LG i, FECO &
PN TR Z R EL fra — fos RIPLALBCR RIS
ARG, TR e S R 2 fy — fr, WA 22—
e (HJE MK 2 F1K 3 g R LR, 4
FECO SEIMZ 4 p, M p,, WOABAEIT, X TR %L
fi = fr ATUMG RGP AL ROR,, X B & R
IR EE . O T8 UE FECO 532113 H
PE, ASCERR AN R L, RS — 1 — 4S5

MG —T7 WSS, 0 TN IR R 2, SR A5 B
PACRCR W L FEA R PR R — AL B a5
MIEA R E L2, X T FECO Bk s, HAe
fo F fig b, AR TEGFZT-HoA 15 ANEVE.

ZiAr 23 MR REL, $41 Friedman HEP45 R,
FECO $ETE 16 AL T AHLEN A K XA
T IHYIEE 2 4.

4.2 ¥ CEC2015 ik R E A 1L 25 R L AR

Jy T EE— 2R FECO S92 )4k v fE DA

M ZHE N PE, R H CEC2015 ik p& £ 45

D = 30 40t SLEAT LA S 5. 1% Wl ke 4R
HH 15 MR (feposa — fopoisas)®), H,
fescisa—fopcisa NHWEREL, fopoiss—fepoiss
N ZWEREL, forcise — forciss MG BREL,
forcise — fopoisas A AL

¥ FECO Sk HAth 4 M K U400 5%
HAT R, 45 CCLSHADE H i (J& T % JH 3)
LSHADE [f) 4 1 ¥ IR 3k 4k 579%) B9 . ICMLSP 41
VA (SO W 7 2 B 2 o) A R AR SR B ) B kL
TR E VL (PSO) Al NFESA Hik £ 8 4
H T I 15 A CEC2015 1 o6 B 1
g, Hrh CCLSHADE B3tk g5 5l | 3¢
Bk [30]; ICMLSP &k i fh 5 51 3 SCHk [31];
PSO HiEMAAH & ZH kA CEC 2015 Special
session & competition on real-parameter single
objective optimization (learning based) 4% i} 1]
595 ok il (http://web.mysites.ntu.edu.sg/epnsu
gan/PublicSite/Shared%20Documents/Forms/
Allltems.aspx); NFESA Sk RS2 Y 4.1
HAHIE; FECO Sk # s £—4 23 AN
) S2m0— 5 0 P ISR o AT 751 o
ST, JFBCFIMENE S FECO Sikmiiiibas .
BT SR H br B0 SR (FEs) 4% SR [29]
HHIFIZER, 34975 300000 IX.

ZHOCHR [21) T RE A Sk A5 VR Y
wilcoxon FRFIRIEG 771k, % 8 el T FECO Hik
5 HCAh 4 RS EE R A5 R (3 /KT 0.05):
“47 Kox FECO SR T LA A =7 RoR
FECO 8359 TR AL, “~” £x FECO $3%
5 AR AR AL,

%8 FECO HuAL Al i A IO T CEC2015 MiAed Hi HL ik
Table 8 Comparison between FECO and other heuristic algorithms for CEC2015 functions

Function CCLSHADE ICMLSP PSO NFESA FECO

fopcisa 2.28 x 10~14 (—) 1.03 x 10713 (—) 4.70 x 10° (+) 3.87 x 108 (+) 3.31 x 106
feecisa 5.07 x 1014 (—) 4.05 x 1075 (—) 5.94 x 10% (~) 2.62 x 1010 (+) 5.97 x 103
fopcisa 2.02 x 101 (+) 2.00 x 10 (=) 2.09 x 101 (+) 2.09 x 101 (+) 2.01 x 10
fopcisa 4.92 x 10° (—) 2.31 x 102 (+) 5.63 x 101 (+) 3.15 x 102 (+) 4.70 x 10*
ferciss 3.00 x 102 () 4.03 x 10% (+) 2.74 x 10% (+) 7.08 x 10% (+) 1.81 x 103
fopcise 8.17 x 10 (—) 1.47 x 10% (—) 3.64 x 10° (+) 7.72 x 106 (+) 3.19 x 10°
feecisa 1.50 x 10° (=) 2.07 x 101 (+) 9.90 x 10° (~) 1.24 x 10% (+) 9.40 x 10°
forciss 1.58 x 10! (—) 9.42 x 102 () 1.52 x 10° (+) 177 x 106 (4) 9.43 x 104
forcise 1.03 x 102 (~) 1.63 x 102 (+) 1.03 x 102 (~) 2.22 x 102 (+) 1.03 x 102
foecisio 6.06 x 102 () 1.43 x 10% (—) 1.11 x 10° (—) 9.96 x 10° (+) 2.93 x 10°
fescisa 4.01 x 102 (—) 1.12 x 10° (4) 6.26 x 102 (+) 8.82 x 102 (+) 5.29 x 102
fomoisaz 1.04 x 102 (—) 1.61 x 10% (+) 1.17 x 10% (+) 1.55 x 10% (+) 1.06 x 102
forcisas 2.60 x 102 (=) 8.53x1072 (+) 8.90 x 102 (4) 6.49%10° (+) 2.65 x 102
foecisaa 3.28 x 10% (—) 4.21 x 10 (+) 3.51 x 10 (+) 5.52 x 10* (+) 3.36 x 10*
fescisas 1.00 x 10% (—) 1.27 x 10% (4) 1.00 x 102 (—) 6.28 x 10% (+) 1.00 x 102
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MR 8 nLLE H, HIEA PSO 5k AH LT,
FECO HikmAb g5 F A8 R 7 ok 20 B T B
M1 PSO ik 5 HAMANLE NFESA 5
LA, FECO Sk 04k 45 B Ae i A7 ok £ 133
¥ NFESA 5% 5 ook i 2k 1k 59% ICMLSP
A EL, FECO Sk iib 45 B 7e 2 Bk 3 LT
ICMLSP 5 Hduftriitfb577% CCLSHADE #H
b, FECO Sk b g 5 H 7 > 550 ek 20 A0+ 5%
24T CCLSHADE #¥2.

M T S T R IR D AN T == R el |1 £ ]
YT UF IR, HJE AR SIS 80 25 T DL — e 21
U, FECO vk BAT — 2 A Rk Fm v, wT
DU L i fifh e b B8P0 A0 1) S

5 Zhit

RSCHE I AT T I T TAT 70 % v S
B TATERBA JEFA%M SO T F TSR AR 48 bR
BV B B 9 T AT S AR AL S5 (FECO), FECO 54
VAT TC R R TR, AN R I IE %
AT PR AT 2 TR AR Ty, AR A
STEEZFNAE I kv C £ T B 72k, 2t —
SEUBNSARIE S5, S i) SR B DR ST vk
PERE ST . S LB s e, LUR S 0 17 AR R
ERERLLRSTRe, B T FECO ER: il LU T M i
Ve B8 KL 1

FECO $L3%fF g — B Sk, L0 F 716 i bA
R AT R 1) AT 0 R LA
F, B T AR M2 b, AT B s A7 2%,
A3 L FHI % REE 2, T LI A7 B — 4 1
Wk 53 2) FECO Sk KBRS 1 LA 8 4
LT, WA G T, T LR R % TR
B4 H; 7602 TR, T DL SR AT 5
FoRSBL; 3) FECO SLUEW T vk TSP WG4, 35
DL BB, AR % AL AR A L 4) T
FECO Fik 5 HAb Skt &, 223 3640 hr AL AL
PEfE.
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