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Abstract The Lamarckian evolution learning strategy (LELS) and Darwinian evolution
learning strategy (DELS) are discussed in terms of their similarities and differences in learn-
ing implementation. The former is based on inheritance of acquired character, i.e., both
phenotype and genotype can be optimized through learning while the later only optimizes
phenotype based on Darwinian selection. The convergence of ELS is proved using Markov
chain theory. And we also theoretically demonstrate that DELS has stronger escaping capac-
ity. These algorithms are applied to 8 standard test functions. Simulation results show that
LELS and DELS yield faster convergence and better global optimization ability than stan-
dard evolution strategies; moreover, DELS also leads to better escaping capacity. Finally,

limitations of the work as well as the future study are discussed.
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{HZEETH TR, 2R —SHRMEILEE (FRIEHEECRBNT TG 54
HLAEAL FR R TR S R A B T AT H RS, DA IE T BRI R RE S BCR AR, T R 4
BrovaEs AR, JoHERA st MR EE T LA R SIGE BE M B R KK fE T H A LR
R T LB B2 ST T R 2 TR T T E N (BARF L SRR IR AR ), 3
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W 52 ) LA G, R R e TR 7.

T LiRFE R, Ao T HE TR 5 A #EE S 3] K Eg (Lamarckian evolution
learning strategy, faj Fk LELS) Fl13& T ik /R 3¢ X py#E4k 2% > 5K #g (Darwinian evolution learn-
ing strategy, fil#k DELS) # 5:[7], TEH] T WA py e sitt, 73w Lot T DELS AR
IR R E SR AE S BE 4l T ERR LR,
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Fig. 1 The relationship of learning, genotype, phenotype and fitness
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LELS 15 ] M2 4% 4E L, 5 DELS AT AR, % ~JJ5 R 2la i, BB,
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4 OSSR BA A R T A Rk S BE 3 0 A
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Fig. 2 The comparison of escaping capacity of LELS/DELS
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Table 1 8 standard test functions
P32 bR % R1E
F = 22: zie?, (—5.12 < x; < 5.12) 0
M—-1 =t
Fy= Y [100(mip1—2)% + (1 —2:)+ (1 —2)%,(-5.12 < 2 < 5.12,i =1,2,---, M) 0
i=1
Fs; = {25: icos[(i+ 1)z + ’L]}{XS: icos[(i+ 1)y + 1]}, (—10 < z,y < 10) 186.7309
Fy :lz — 2122 4 )22 +7:y1+ (=4 + 4y2)y?, (100 < z,y < 100) 1.0316
Fy = —iw: xisin(\/@), (=500 < @; < 500,i=1,2,---, M) 0
Fs = (22 + ;5)10‘25[31112(50 x (2 + 23)%1) +1.0], 10 < z1, 22 < 10 0
F7:O,57%,710<11,m2< 0.999
Fs=MA+ zMj(a-f — Acos(2mx;)), (=5.12 < © < 5.12,4 = 1,2,---, M) 0

i=1

M5 -

AMD XP 2200+,DDR256M/ WinXP/Matlab6.5. H T 1§ /& Matlab =17 &% &

FOREY, Mise S FRIF RARE) SRABIREOIER, FTLCK LELS/DELS 5k 5 ES
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SRR BT LR, S R RIS, BEIASOE S FREF A C 15 S il MEX S
LB, R T % J#E; T LELS/DELS gy H A ¥/ & Matlab 528, 5 ES HikEe—
FE. Sl T Matlab —fi HEATHE, REEHM —BRA C/C++ FHAMIE T EH, K
A E RSB B, A SO R R B A IE R

PHEERME 2 PR, HHiZFRATLAENL, LELS/DELS iRy s R, 4%
ES 19 1/840~1/2; # R K E WM UF T ES. T R LA i R4 2 B2 HeE TR sai e ik
R, LR P EARE i Bt R JR ST 24 2~3 . (B B FREAL RBGE I /N T & 0157
%, B RS TR E AR e g ik b, iR IR F7 %, DELS gL A%
U2 ES HIEHIZ 1/840, BHIZFTIEE] 2954 1/270;LELS 5340 B2 # 45 5K 40 1) & 1/574 #
1/197.

% 2 LELS/DELS 230 ES 50000 M Bk i

Table 2 The comparison of performance of LELS/DELS

i R % P sk #HARR EOEE @) BRTEE FEERETEE @)

(2,14)-LELS 1 0.0141 2E-05 0.0141

F (2,14)-DELS 1 0.0109 4E-05 0.0109
(2,14)-ES 20.5 0.0164 0.00042 0.0008
(2,14)-LELS 7.9 0.0172 0.00060 0.00218

F (2,14)-DELS 25 0.0408 0.00040 0.00163
(2,14)-ES 776.2 0.1812 0.00046 0.00023
(2,14)-LELS 43.2 0.0469 186.7306 0.00109

F3 (2,14)-DELS 31.5 0.0440 186.7304 0.00140
(2,14)-ES 5523.4 2.3749 186.7301 0.00040
(2,14)-LELS 20.3 0.0265 1.03127 0.00131

Fy (2,14)-DELS 18.8 0.0124 1.03122 0.00066
(2,14)-ES 114 0.0314 1.03128 0.00028
(2,14)-LELS 352.2 0.1610 837.966 0.00046

Fs (2,14)-DELS 136.6 0.0907 837.966 0.00066
(2,14)-ES 473.4 0.1092 837.965 0.00023
(2,14)-LELS 614.1 0.3766 0.00088 0.00061

Fs (2,14)-DELS 339.9 0.1655 0.00087 0.00049
(2,14)-ES 795.8 0.1670 0.00090 0.00021
(2,14)-LELS 19.3 0.0234 0.99963 0.00121

Fr (2,14)-DELS 13.2 0.0171 0.99963 0.00130
(2,14)-ES 11089.3 4.6188 0.99944 0.00042
(2,14)-LELS 36.1 0.0267 0.0004 0.00074

Fs (2,14)-DELS 29.5 0.0125 0.0005 0.00042
(2,14)-ES 160.3 0.0390 0.0005 0.00024

KEZFAEN T, DELS W LELS R ZE b, BRETaEEE. flnxt+
Fs %, DELS py#{bREUE LELS JILM 4y 1/2.58, BARZFTHFHZ9°4 1/1.78; M )
Fo 250 1/1.81 f1 1/2.28. HEXT Fy Ml F> lREFIS~. HAxF F, DELS/LELS # H
FE-RMTUERIEME, FHIELS #EEEER &, XERN M B HE—
MRAE ;. X F Fo R DELS gL AR B B Z TR RS LELS By 3 5 A, XEE
EER P BN RERER D, Filf LELS REHE RKGEREHRE. XA/
WM AE S /DRy BHE, LELS PERE T i —8; 1 R ¥k (E 4L £ 8 DELS FifF—46. X EJE
T AR DELS 5%k R S 2k 3% AE /158 T LELS A X A5

AR, SEat R B — B, DELS/LELS Hyk e T — 5l 58
1.
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MR, FH—80 MR T AR R PR EEn K% TR ER . FIAST
W TR 50 3 S kAL 2T SR (fRTPR LELS) M1 T3k /R 3CE N 2EAL 5 > 5Emg (g 5
DELS) 1E2¢ > M2 S AF B SR Al, JER] T ISR m e 8itE, JF HRtAT T R ik (e i
RES A, PP ERERR R W], WRRIA R AR 2RI RE I MBS Seit . 7E IR
PR R IR E A LT, LELS Sk py e SR BEECHR, Tk ot 0UR SR (H #2 2 1
DELS SyA MW SR BEBCER, X574 308 i 9 DELS BA 5 3 0 J&) A% (H 26 1% AE 77 6 L
ARG

{HIE A HRETE 0 B P A5 B Al 2 o SRms e S5 BE B BR B 45 21, 1 ek 4yt FERHIE
B, XS IFHISS S5 1.
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