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Abstract: In order to solve a combinatorial optimization problem in discrete domains by using evolutionary algorithms, this study draws
lessons from the design concept of genetic algorithm (GA), binary particle swarm optimization (BPSO) and binary differential evolution
with hybrid encoding (HBDE), to propose a simple and practical method for designing discrete evolution algorithm (DisEA) based on the
idea of mapping transformation. This method is named encoding transformation method (ETM). For illustrating the practicability of ETM,

a discrete particle swarm optimization (DisPSO) algorithm based on ETM is presented. For showing the feasibility and effectiveness of
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ETM, GA, BPSO, HBDE and DisPSO are used to solve the set union knapsack problem (SUKP) and the discounted {0-1} knapsack
problem (D{0-1}KP), respectively. The results show that for SUKP and D{0-1}KP, the discrete evolutionary algorithms based on ETM,
i.e. BPSO, HBDE and DisPSO have better performance than GA. This indicates that the design of DisEA based on ETM is not only a
feasible method, but also a very practical and efficient method.

Key words:  discrete evolutionary algorithm; encoding transformation; set union knapsack problem; discounted {0-1} knapsack problem

L5 (evolutionary algorithm, K EA)'E — JBE RS B8 55, 5 B0 AU AN TG B0 57 5 HORB B AN 2
3K E AR R B AR IE G, OF BARE R W TR B IFAT P AR R 1) 4 R S e

28 EA 193545 5790 (genetic algorithm, i #k GA)Z . i1 BEL L (particle swarm optimization, & % PSO)F,
725315 K (differential evolution, f&ii#k DE)!. WUHEA AL (ant colony optimization, i #7 ACO)PVRI A T. fa B (artificial
fish swarm, fii Fk AFS)\ %5, CLglh )iz N T8 difh. Ashishl. BGAHE . vk 5k, A4k, F54
. BEIRE. N T Edr. HLEE A2, BLEE a2 ) R G A0 B A5 AR 100,

AR, BT EA TERMRLAL i) 80 (0 Jse D N L, 5 T AT AR COR 553, 4 4y Jd el B4 B 4R S rh A B4
(AT g A S A 2o 05 3 o A S SU B % M 442 T 3% N T B (artificial bee colony,fij#k ABC)!., # &k disy
i (firefly algorithm, ff#% FFA)'2. M 4¢ 5Lk (fireworks algorithm, & FWA)'?!, B4 (fruit fly optimization,
R K FFO) . I AHAR 4k (grey wolf optimizer, f&j#k GWO)'1, A T35 (artificial algae algorithm, & # AAA)!'
FS A1k (pigeon-inspired optimization, fFR PIO)! 4 22 i #ilisii A6 575 BUR KB ST I HHE K T EA
FWR, N EA SRARAS [R50 rp A AL ) /R AL T 50 2 0 M nI AT D7 v B R I R R & it EA BT AT B A,
BI:BR T GA F1 ACO LAA, K873 8532 FUIE T SR At 3% 248 b ) S0 B O A0 1) 0, AS B g 4 FH T S At 2 13 b i 4
AT T AR I R R R BRI B A S50 1 S AT 2R 3R T R RS AT vk Ry iU
S SR U Sk B AR T SOAE 2 A O L v B SR DA SR 2 A DA 10 A SR A T —
RO AR R JEUAT SR (R 30 A 1 AR R FH B S AN A T I 4 S 1) B O — AN 0-1 [ 2, e bk S O 0 o
2B A T B8 5, o AR T [ SR AR AR SR S — O T IR A S 1 S R GAL
HEDRL T BEUR A6 (BPSO) PRI AT VR A g A 1) — B 22 3 354k (HBDE) e g 5 4 4 SEAR ) — B0k 45 th —
Tl SIZ i et LS5 D R ) s (LR O-1 [l 8 ) [ ) B 7 925, 4 ) R T 4 A A 40 (B TM) e T 125 5035 40 3923 (discrete
evolutionary algorithm, & % DisEA) ] — M HEZR AR5, FE T ETM 25 1 7 — /N B OB 1 R AL B092:(DisPS 0), 1 it
tof 4 2 T W 75 44 ) 3 (set union knapsack problem, f&j #& SUKP)Z*ZVR147 411 {0-1} 7 49, 1] & (discounted {0-1}
knapsack problem, fij Fx D{0-1}KP)Z**745 ) s fif, 5 3iF F) il ETM 31 DisEA [{)52 F # 5 47 2k

ACAEHE 1 W 5fRTIR T GA,BPSO I HBDE Hr S B2 figh 4 45 v A5 FH 1y Wl S o HC 73 S P B 7R 235 2 4 v 43
1T GA,BPSO I HBDE H % i % e ok 450 1) — BUME, 45 Hh T — el Sic [n) 5 BIUIR) DAy 26 204 1) s (1 167 PR 925, 82 HH T 2
T4 4% 77 vk BETM 5 i DisEA 1) — 8 8% I 36T ETM 45t T — A B ohL 1 BEAL A6 579 DisPSO.7E 5 3 77,
23 3% ] BPSO,HBDE F1 DisPSO 3k fi# SUKP HI D{0-1}KP,# i 5 GA K I Btk 80 i TF 4 45 5L Lt 36 AiE T
HET ETM vt 1) 2 0 A S VA AR SR AR 20 A A0 Ak 1) BT 1 R Bk fig, U 35 WA F ETM i DisEA 155 H
PE 5 30 IR 5 A5 SO R E A G — P AT .

1 migiEmER

1.1 GAH R mAGEEIREE

18 S22 i Holland #0821 1975 AR 5 A HEAL MU Hh 1) — i 1o B 105 J L 4 8 o s AL 7%
2 O N TR A ARG BLER R ) BB A I 4 RO 2 i A A5 S 0L A (g
LR B 3 Rl S —— A X AR R P SO, T HLARE — R4 S A AE 2 R AN IR
SBT3 PR TR AT SR E AT AR A AN B, 9 WL SRR (28] g

HIHT GA SRIFEBAA AL ) U ,— R A G i R T 01 1) St £ 8 38, 3 A a0 200K FL e 45 Dy — S35 T i e 1)
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PR SR A ER LR AN AR AT P i PR UT A RS TGS 1) ) SR AR AR X I ZRTD A X=[X01,X12, - X koXalse e
XoksXa1s- - Xai] € $0, 13 /B BT R I PR 181 52 Y=[Y1.Ya,- . Y], 36 T yi e [Li, Uil Li<U; HoA828,i=1,2,....d,d 2 i) S i
YEHA0 GA ¥ dk 4E 0-1 7 & X B5 3 d 4ES30m & Y (19 90 B 4% A0 o8 B R wen, W Y=uea(X), L3 T i=1,2,...,
df:
V=L () %2 ) 0
Horp 6=(Ui—L)/Qk=1) R4 | dE20 4 y; FODR B RS B AR, v 2 MBS 05 1] 0,13 % 31 342 482 25 ) ]‘[L[Li,ui] s
() — A S M PR A ) e Y TPy PG R B S 25, wea T AT DL LR — AN U

GA FIFHB AL ST 72 A A X e {0,138 R FH Wy SR A58 X B2 AR At 10 Bt Y R Y f0 e o 000 A A
X AT VR, IR VP 45 00 2 w4 SR s AN 1. E e RT LU 4 B R 3 R A e 7E GA MRS Rl 2
[ A 55 Al i T BRI AR R .
1.2 BPSOH My #mAd 4% D78

1ﬁ*ﬁ4§$ﬂﬁfjﬁ.[3’311% i Kennedy 1 Eberhart 76 1995 4 H i) — s 46 592, LA AR 1 6 H AR Ft Hp 19,25 4%
APREAR B AR 7 BT IE AL PSO R REASRL 1 (M) B AT — A AT BEAT— AL I TRE 70 B R s Ay
SR AR e L) ANV E AR PSO A T 55 5T 5 R AN W AR T 1) AT I, AR A L A e BT IR BT AL L A
W48 3 ST AR 0 2 R DL S B SR AL T

VR (1 E N V=]V Vo, Val, BB A X=[X1, X0, Xa),P=[P1.P2s - --Pa) 7 75 KL F 10 7 52 fi U A7 B, G=[g),
G2, -,9a] 7 PSO [ 42 Jay foe 4 A B, 2L 7 v e [LV3, UV, LV;<UV; HW SR X, ;.05 € [LXG,UX,LXG<UXG Hoh S50 j=1,
2,...,d,d A T 51K 2 550, ) PSO AR M I 22 3K(2) 15 2 3 (3) S BURE 14 J5€ -5 o7 B ) BE -

Vi=VitC XI X (P=X)+Cox o (Qi—Xj) 2)
X=VitXj 3)
Horpj=1,2,...,d;5,~U(0,1) 5 ry~U(0,1) 20 P3N AH BT A BEHLEG e R oy by gt i $, 4 0~2 22 ) HLE.

T R R PSO SR AR — e 4k il B Kennedy A1 Eberhart®)F 1997 4R 1 T 3-8k B 453 (binary
particle swarm optimization, & # BPSO).7E BPSO H' b T W B V=[v},Va,...,Vg] FHI > BT R E N vie[-AALA
AN IESEHG BT AL A 0-1 [ RE X=[X)Xa,.....Xa] € {0, 1} AR KL 34 B8 B8 37 Jy R/ 4 FH 4 2 (2) KL 1
14 A7 A B 7 5 R A B 2(4) S

“

i

_{0, sig(v))<r,
1, otherwise
Horpsig(x)=1/(1+e™) 2 BRI 2% £, rs~U(0,1) 2 — AN Bl 1AL,

7E BPSO Hi 1 5 01 (B B S 5 b 2 ) P — AN M 8 45 ) [-ALA TS 1 ) 8 1542 1) 0,139 IS wpso SEHR
(9,01 X= wgpso(V), 25 X [ 4F—4E 4 2 x5 HH Vv B9AE R 43 32 vy AT 30 (4) e B . 3 28, S wepso A& BPSO 11
o I 2 e o 00, TR — R, 3 FLAERL T IR B S 0 () LA 1) ) 2 D) A R 3 o AR A
1.3 HBDE®H Ry4mF54EiR B8

ZEA AL Storn A1 Price 1 1997 45 A SR AR U] L6 T e 22 300 2 1 $2 HH A — i A0 50, et 3 1 s B
) (VAN B, E RO A SR I I B ) S A ) S 4R 56 1 TEEE S A6 K S8R RIUEBHE, 51 T H 412
H 5 SCTE DE - B4k R B A 8 G AT 2 AR AL B A AT IR A I P IR AN A 25 HAR T AA A 1A )
oz A5 MRFE S ARAMAARAE ZE DE #7510 FhAR S S5 , “DE//Ubin”f# Hl 3 2,4 3k, T i3 T B 044k DE
W 2 AR E AL A R ANMA R T T

B X =[X11,X125- - X105, X0=[X21,X22, . -, X2d], X3=[X31,X32, - . ., X3g] /& DE FIHEHAE T X=[X,Xa,...,.Xq] 1 3 A LA
[ AN V=1V V. Vg LA A R T4 X A TRTAS 448, 7 x4, X5, X35, X3,V € [ L, UL J=1,2, ..o d 2 il i 24 450, T v )
ARV R R TR A R (S)



TR F AT HAEREN BRI ERIT S A 2583

5
X;, otherwise ®)

o 0<F<1 FR A GA 75 r~U(0,1) 52 — AN BEHLEGCR FR8 287 K1, H CRe(0,1);R()AZ[1,n] L A B ML IE 354

N T I DE SRR IO 1) 8 SO A NP g i R i B AR T BT VR A A 1 R 2
43 AL 513 HBDE. 76 HBDE 1, R 5 AN A X 5w () N4 V E[-ALA]® EHUELA R — AN IE S80I 3R A8 23 3 (5)
PR AN A VAR, I A 0-1 [0 5 Y=[y1Ya,...Yal € {0, 13 4E g AN A X X g SR ffe i 5 Fy v £ A8, Y 0 P e
Bt Y=ypreoe ) L 3L b 20 i yi(=1,2,...,0) 15 x; 2 1) [ R 96 R LR X

L ifx; >0 ©)
Yi= 0, otherwise

{X1j+F*(X2jX3j)9 ifr<CRv j=R(i)
V. =
i

S W BT Y= ygpe(X) A A 3% S5 18] [A AT B B 1A 18] {0,139 F— AN, AN X B0 S5 550 i) 2 4 )
ok 0-1 [0 &Y Ay 1a) 8 v AE A, I B SE R Y 180 H A5 s EUE R PP X IR 95, 5230 T DE 78 — Joilifb i) il =k
fift N

2 —Higit DisEA BB R AZERENA

2.1 ETHwigitiHBEMDISEARIT AL

o8 S GA H AN (25 15 2% ) B S 38008 2 25 1) 010 4 ) 2 480 R B0 i, 16 /2= BPSO I HBDE H WA 452 25 1] Bt
) 3 1S 1) 1 G ) 6 355 R B wpso AN wiipoe, T AT SV HP RS 1) 110 10 P RS 58 4 — S0, B0 T HR AN P e
38 g 1) R () T A7 98 S A PR B S 3K o s A ke SEVARLAE AE T — AN S v v DR A RIS 2 (S 1 SR A 3% 48
s bRk 1 A3 Ak B9 (i PSO,DE, ABC il FFA 45, 11 m] 400 4 i e ke o e g 34 4845 ) B f)— A 1 ) A i 45
[

B By AT A TR AN G T ) 1) 2 ) A SRR ) 811 5 1 PR A S P 32 2 ) BRAT TR ) P A
E, 3| E, LM % fidh % e o B0 wn K EVE A B EUAL IR J7 ¥R g 9 A 55 378 (encoding transformation method,
B ETM).— 15 00 N, B K a6 200 — AN 565V BE 8 E 330K 1636 S A TG 802 A A8 N S R 0 B i 5, W 2
TR LS TS BIR wa A2 ST A B A I SRR T 7

T BEWE AT PSO,DE,AFS,ABC A1 FFA 23 Ak 595 SR AR AT AT 2 {0,1,...,n—13% (Ert n=2) 1 1 d 4 700
i) 8 [T 2 45 DA il A, A5 T AT A A £0,13% #F  d 4 0-1 ) K SUKP ) 180, T AT £0,1,2,339 | d Zi g 0 i o
) D{0-1}KP i) A5, N i 4 © A7 1) LA 25, 5% BPSO Fll HBDE ) ¥ i1 [ 45t — ANy B30 1 5.5 52 Bl
i L 7 45 1R B woisea.

BEALA AL ) B T AT Y=[y1.Ya.....Yal € {0,1,....n=13 ¢ JLelr.n=>2,d A o {1 4 450 B2 EA A X 1
W d SR X=X X, Xal Xj € [FAALI=1,2,. . A FE AN IESEHL T2 58 UG woisea:[-AA]°—{0,1,...,
n—-134n=2 3HF 2 Xe[-AAL% Y=wpisea(X) H.1 2

0, ifx;e[-A-A+2xAxa,)
yi=1k ifx, e[-A+2xAxY o ~A+2x AxY Y a)l<k<n-2 %)
n—1, ifx; e[~A+2x Ax > Cay, Al

Hh,g(5=0,1,... .- R L F M agtar+.. . +an =1 B 0<g<1 (5241,

o LW woisea AR 4ES Ay 2 A BORR B E R X [-AL AT 0 AN DT L g=[-A,—A+2Ax o),
1 =[-A+2Ax ay,—AT2Ax(ayt 1)), .., Ino=[-A+2AX (gt ... T 3),—AT2AX (gt . .t ), Ino 1 =[-AT2AX (o t. . .t o),
ALY & xel I y=k.

e B AKX KT atat. ran =1 H 0<g<l L H ap, ..., 001 H ITLEA WETERCEATH)
{8, /2 Woisea SEILHIOCHE F 50 B iR B & x; 75 [-AA] B BENLIS A1 AR b, T e Ry 8 — A 11
1, KB AT AT LU o= 1/n(j=0,1,...,n—1), T &, A (7). 4
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0, ifx;e[-A—A+2xA/n)
y; =1k, ifx; e[-A+2kx A/n,~A+2(k +1)x A/n), 1<k <n-2 ®)
n-1, ifx; e[-A+2(n-1)x A/n,A]

BT Woisea:[-AAL {0, 1,...,n—1} ¢ SN S B0 T8 d 2 SeBori RS AL N d o BT R K Th g, b
1T DisEA $EAL T — A& B AT AT 1) i A 3 450 77 V2.

B4% BPSO MWt ygpso~ HBDE H KIS yaigpe LA K BABCY I 41 ] 14 4 046 45 o 0359 N woisea RS
Bk T 6B e B woisea 25T ETM KJi DisEA, R4 A AL EE A BRI T ETM My i 5 S
b 593 A-DisEA ) — B S HE4e,

H3% 1. A-DisEA.

Input: 21 A P4k i B S £(Y), 2E4,Y € {0,1,...,n—1} 4553k A (S5

Output: S AR BT LAY " =y, V5,0 Va1 FTF(Y).

1 BEHLAEWIEAFEE PO)={Xi(0)=[Xi1(0),Xi2(0)..., Xia(0) ] e [-A,A]%l <i<N};

2 Yi(0) e wpiseaXi(0)), 1<SISN; - /3 SEAME Xi(0)5F 13 11 it

3 MU FCYi0)HE P(0) T ¥ B AN A B(0)=[b;(0).0(0),....ba(0) 1T 4 il fre ki fif Y7 (0)ite—1;

4 while (t<MaxlIt) do

5 FIFELVE A AL F F2 A FE P()={Xi(O)=[Xi1(1),Xia (D), ... Xia(D)] e [-A AL <i<<N};

6 Yi(t) < woisea(Xi()), | <SISIN; - /73 EANMA Xi(t) 5 B 7 78 75 ik

7 A F(Yi()FaE PO)UP(1)L...OP@) AN B(t)=[0,(t),ba(t), ..., 0a(t) 124 1l o L Y™ (1);
8 tet+1;

9 end while

10 return (Y (MaxIt),f(Y"(MaxIt))).

FESTVE 1 Maxit J SRR E — BOR 4R 20 d IR B0 A 500 A PR AR — AR R B ) B 2% R A
T(A), TR B FOY) RO A B 2% BE 24 T(H), A7 A-DisEA fII R & 24 2 MaxItx(T(A)+O(dxN)+NxT(f)).
22 EFETMAIEER FRLILEE

BPSO,HBDE #1 BABC %5 DisEA % [ T 3K i — sudl A Pu Ak i) 8,10 SUKP [ . 44578 o o) 220
AT i A D) A N 5 A3l T SRR T AT AR N {0,1,...,n=139(n=3) b ik — A 2 5 i 5 (10 20 1 Ak il A (45
AT S A 1) YOl ik, R TR E T A-DisEA HEZL I PSO 4 — AL T ETM 1088 HOK 1 BF AR AL 575
DisPSO, L[ BF 4] ) FH ©L A A0 ST vE 35 T ETM K36 SR 8t 1 S 41 A A 1 S0 1%y 5 55008 e T v

I8 ViO)=[Vii (D) Via(D)s. ... Via(D)] € [-A,A]° 71 DisPSO 155 t AUREE P(tyH AOSE | AR [0 AT IS, & (A7
8 Xi(O)=[Xi1 (1) Xia (1), Xig(D] € {0,1,...,n=1 14 =>3), 2 7= B SR A 1 L 100 — AN WT AT PR (55 £ 7). AT Pi(t)=[pin (1),
Pia(),....Pia(D]€ {0,1,....n—134 55 i ASRE1 4 7 s B 1A B L G()=[0,(1),82(1).....0a(D] € {0,1,....n-1} 2 PO)U
P(1)U...UP(tyH 42 Jo e -7 B Max It g 503 R 94X U, 6 T fg K41 A4k ) B8 Maxf(X),X e {0, 1,...,n—1}¢
(n=3),DisPSO K5 AR AT Hi A 1

&% 2. DisPSO.

Input:Maxf(X) ) —A~ 341, 240 A BIME LA J PSO 5401,

Output: fi At i 53T BL I AL i# G(MaxIt)e {0,1,...,n—1}° Fl f(G(MaxIt)).

1 BENL ARG R EE P0)={Vi(0)=[Vi1(0),Vis(0),....via(0)] € [-A A1 <i<N};

2 Xi(0)«woisea(Vi(0)), AR FE FOXG(0)HIAE Pi(0),1<i<<N;

3 ffiE PO AR B UF A B G(0);t«0;

4 while (t<Maxlt) do

5 for i<—1 to N do
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6 for je-1toddo /ARG t+1 AAFEE P(t+1)

7 Vij(t+ 1)< Vi(D)+Cxrx(pi(D)—Xi(t) +Caxrax(gi(H)—Xij(t));
8 end for

9 Xi(t+1) = woisea(Vi(t+ 1)), FEHE R FOGE1D) A E Pi(t+1);

10 end for

11 152 P(O)YUP(D)u...UP(t+ 1) (14 R B A B G(t+1);

12 tt+1;

13 end while

14 return (G(MaxlIt),f(G(MaxIt))).

RS 2 G i A 4 bR B woisen FIHT A (D)L S ry,r0,01 B €0 55 PSO & 5B 2 AH IR, S 40 A 1)
18 1 woisea FIEIR AR n B9/ B 5E 0 T8O A BRSO, — fdth, 24 n=4 i, AT H A=3.0. 5} 41,DisPSO [ 5% i i) 52
=15 O(Max It (d+T(f))xN)), T(F)Z 7~ v 55 B HUAE FOX) I I [R] 52 2% %

3 EHIHESLIR

HHr& MU A GA B SO i 58 I R 5 BARTEE. R I, 0 T B A5 T ETM & 1Y) DisEA 7R3k
fil 4L A A Ak 1) RN R bk e A 25, 3 A1 1R ] BPSO 1 HBDE KA SUKP [1] , F ] DisPSO sKfi# D{0-1}KP 1] %,
WL s GA WA R AR IE AT KR ERE. T AT vH 54T Acer Aspire E1-570G 21 A, B L & 4
Intel(R) Core(TM)i5-3337u CPU-1.8GHz,4GB DDR3 W 1#(3.82GB T H)),#:1E 24 & Microsoft Windows 8,
CHHE T 2 SE L& L S R A 45 Visual C++6.0.

3.1 BPSO,HBDE5GAXf#SUKPHY LLEL

SUKPILE 0-1 KP [ — A BN AL SUKP 1,458 ML HES U={1,2,...n}F—ADIURES S={1,
2,0,y RE—AN ieS(3i=1,2,...,mX =T R HET T4 UcU R RA—ME p0; 58— 0% jeU
(=12, A — A FE R w0 AR S 74 ACSE L A IS P(A) =Y p, A TR W(A)=

icA

ZieUU. w; .SUKP [ H AR A 36 44 58 PR (S5 1 8T C ok 148 S' S ATAFEIR AL W(S)<<C MRTHE F,P(S)ik

F K.

AR — ek, B SUKP H pi,w; 1l C 35900 IE3E 50, 7404 {U), Uy, ,Up} &2 U I — AN i, H R UicUi=1,2, ...,
m) H. Uiz @W(S)>C HXVieS, Zjeui W, < C LB Y=[ynYa....Yml€ {0,132 — A m 4 0-1 [l L Ay={ilyie Y Hy=1,
1<i<<m}cS, 0l SUKP f) #5000 R g 25

MAXF(Y)=>"" yip, )
st W(Ay)zszUinjsc (10)
iy

BARATE 0-1 M2 Y=[Yo,Y1,...,Yml € {0,1} ™ #BIE SUKP B —NELEAR, 24 'E i 2 LR 4 (10) & — AN af 47
i, 45 ) R — AN AN AT AT AR

SCHER[25]H 3R Hi ) BABC BI 2 —ANET ETM [ DisEAGBRE%T 3 2R A MM SUKP 524 1) 4% W), BABC
(o sk At BE W] S EE GA B9 AL N, 3411 H 7 L% BPSO,HBDE 5 GA 7&K fi# SUKP ] fUK (1) e 45, Bl Al
JAEFET BTM #4938 1 8 B AL SO A6 SR AR SUKP ) 8 i) ) 4 .

1t BPSO,HBDE Fll GA H,/MAZm i #R A n 4 0-1 [ & B 2, B2 10 5 Rk AR B Maxit=Max{m,n}, 3L
,m 2 SUKP IR AN E,n oh oo = AN I B8 SCmR (25790 32 HH 1 5% S-GROA Ab 33K i it 78 v i 7= A= 1)
ANa]£7 i AE HBDE 1 FEEA h N=20,[-A,A]=[-3.0,3.0],4 R T~ F=0.5,25 %K - CR=0.3.7E BPSO 1, Fi it
HIBEh N=20,[—A,A]=[-5.0,5.0], N 50k ¢;=c,=2.0.GA [FFPBERIEE N N=50, Fo/t 2405 B 5 ik (251 1) 58
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ECICINS
{E4E 1~3 3 11,CBEST & % SUKP Sl H il £ 1 55 4f 45 R Best Al Worst /& HBDE,BPSO Hl GA 373K
i 5 S 100 YT 7545 TR Hp 1) B3 (R B 22 {8, Mean F1 StD S 100 YRR AR 45 J 1 °F S {H A1 A5 11 22, Time /2 %5
TERST SR ARAEAS S — K (1 24 FE B I 1]
Table 1 Comparing with HBDE, BPSO and GA for the first kinds of SUKP instances
&1 AJIl HBDE,BPSO Ml GA K5 1 28 SUKP Sl i) vt 5 45 R HL

Instance CBEST Algorithm Best Mean Worst StD Time
100 85 HBDE 13 283 13 070.8 13 003 7525 0.179
S“OAITO P 13 283 BPSO 13 082 12979.2 12 497 147.28 0.199
- GA 13 044 12 956.4 12 596 130.66 0.112
100 85 HBDE 12 479 12201.6 12 065 87.95 0.202
S“OAITS 0Rs 12 479 BPSO 12238 12 089.0 11 576 128.99 0.225
- GA 12 066 11 546.0 11 296 214.94 0.119
0200 185 HBDE 13 402 13 149.5 12 563 115.67 1.450
SHOPIO G575 | 13405 BPSO 13 241 12 831.6 11 687 434.69 1.640
- GA 13 064 12 492.5 12 596 320.03 1.013
0200 185 HBDE 14 004 13 503.9 12 945 234.98 1.582
SHOPIS Ges | 14215 BPSO 14 044 13 380.7 12 782 332.27 1.737
- GA 13 671 12 802.9 12 332 291.66 1.133
9300 285 HBDE 10 553 10 223 9812 181.49 4.828
SuO?lO G7s | 143 BPSO 10 869 10371.9 9708 240.20 5.759
- GA 10 553 9 980.9 9 640 142.97 3.608
19300 285 HBDE 12 245 112128 10 187 499.34 5.090
5“0?15 Gas | 12245 BPSO 12 245 11 034.1 10 056 581.86 5.812
- GA 11016 10 349.8 9906 215.13 3.899
1ol HBDE 11321 104773 9530 397.22 11.572
SuOl.JlO G7s | 14 BPSO 11 230 10 580.0 9915 329.43 13.375
- GA 10 083 9641.9 9370 168.94 9.779

. Y HBDE 9 649 9238.7 8871 204.474 12.625
5“0?15 Gas | 10397 BPSO 9 990 9500.4 9081 278.67 15.076
- GA 9831 9326.8 8 980 192.20 9.978

W 00 485 HBDE 11 085 10 507.6 10 220 187.354 23.148
5“0?10 Gas - | 1716 BPSO 11473 10 839.5 10 322 311.32 26.049
- GA 11 031 10 567.9 10 288 123.15 18.198
19500 485 HBDE 9 449 8935.3 8633 113.79 24277
5“0?15 Ges | 9892 BPSO 9 456 9012.9 8 627 197.57 29.790
- GA 9472 8692.7 8 400 180.12 19.720

Table 2 Comparing with HBDE, BPSO and GA for the second kinds of SUKP instances
% 2 AJIl HBDE, BPSO Hil GA K5 2 J& SUKP Sl i) vt 57 45 SRt

Instance CBEST Results Best Mean Worst StD Time
sukp100_100 HBDE 13 990 137711 13 681 71.53 0.202
010 075~ | 14044 BPSO 14 044 13 846.1 13 664 62.21 0.307
- GA 14 044 13 806.0 13 587 144.91 0.129
sukpl00_100 HBDE 13 508 133773 12 885 142.69 0.235
o5 o5~ | 13508 BPSO 13 508 13 428.9 13 104 115.87 0.270

- GA 13 145 12 234.8 11582 388.66 0.143
sukp200_200 HBDE 12 350 11531.3 10 898 266.66 1.633
010 075~ | 12350 BPSO 12019 11344.8 10 641 330.30 2221

- GA 11 656 10 888.7 10 337 237.85 1.106
HBDE 11 800 11 163.8 10 521 278.92 1.719

sul(()?IZS()O(ié(;07 12317 BPSO 11 821 11357.2 10 607 381.88 1.922
- GA 11792 10 827.5 10 304 334.43 1.183
HBDE 12 210 12071.7 11747 87.37 5308

S“g?fgo(iigo— 12 844 BPSO 12 644 12 187.6 11 807 180.18 6.166
- GA 12 055 11755.1 11 169 144.45 3.789
HBDE 10 857 99722 9447 183.91 5.681

5“18?1350063820— 11425 BPSO 11 007 10 409.4 9 463 304.99 6.707
— GA 10 666 10 099.2 9 549 337.42 4.106
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Table 2 Comparing with HBDE, BPSO and GA for the second kinds of SUKP instances (Continued)
% 2 FJi] HBDE, BPSO Ml GA K55 2 28 SUKP S [ v 55 &5 R EL AL (55)

Instance CBEST Results Best Mean Worst StD Time
10400 400 HBDE 10 847 10 286.9 9894 206.51 11.583
Suo}.)w 575~ 11 490 BPSO 11310 10 600.5 10 022 271.05 13.419
- GA 10 570 10 112.4 9786 157.89 9.187
10400 400 HBDE 10 029 92764 8 661 302.50 12.881
S“O‘_’IS g5 " 10915 BPSO 10 404 9383.6 8597 411.48 15.103
- GA 9235 8793.8 8 501 169.52 9.830
19500 500 HBDE 10 605 10 394.8 10 148 108.52 26518
Suo}.)w 575~ 10 960 BPSO 10 888 10 522.4 10 139 166.42 28.253
- GA 10 460 10 185.4 9919 114.19 20.717
19500 500 HBDE 9629 9233.1 8993 90.75 26.129
S“O‘_’IS 85 " 10 194 BPSO 9 840 9447.9 8731 202.16 32.389
- GA 9 496 8882.9 8577 158.21 20.379

Table 3 Comparing with HBDE, BPSO and GA for the third kinds of SUKP Instances
% 3 AJil HBDE, BPSO and GA R4 3 28 SUKP 5l i v 57 4 SR EE A

Instance CBEST Results Best Mean Worst StD Time
sukp85. 100 HBDE 12 045 112634 11088 116.51 0.168
o010 075 12 045 BPSO 11710 11 482.6 11174 189.17 0.190
- GA 11 454 11 .092.7 10 749 171.22 0.113
sukp85. 100 HBDE 12 369 12209.6 11595 201.33 0.193
015 085 12 369 BPSO 12 369 11 750.7 11374 424.40 0211

- GA 12 124 113263 10 369 417.00 0.131

o185 2 HBDE 13 458 12 836.6 12 366 23434 1.379
suo?léasmgoA 13 696 BPSO 13 497 12 703.0 12 247 382.50 1.572
= GA 12 841 12 236.6 11 843 198.18 1.231
R 3 HBDE 11 298 103549 9912 240.506 1.522
5“0?15 Ggs | 11298 BPSO 10 920 10 242.5 9783 373.53 1.732
- GA 10 920 10351.5 9 832 208.08 1.204
s 200 HBDE 11374 10943 4 10 674 152.83 4.700
5“0?10 575~ | 11568 BPSO 11538 11 104.9 10419 190.23 5.612
- GA 10 994 10 640.1 10 304 126.84 3.827
285 300 HBDE 10 822 10 080.1 9 658 223.76 6.034
5“0?15 g5~ | 11763 BPSO 11377 10 529.8 9767 320.93 6.844
- GA 11 093 10 190.3 9737 249.76 3.990
1385 400 HBDE 10 192 9 747.0 9274 213.62 11.061
5“0?10 575~ | 10326 BPSO 10 252 9782.2 9 089 222.64 12.985
- GA 9799 9432.8 9137 163.84 9.325
HBDE 9770 9273.6 3859 167.11 12.684

5“18?135856220— 10 302 BPSO 10 302 9131.5 8 198 271.05 14.953
- GA 9173 8 703.7 8342 154.15 9.911
10485 500 HBDE 10 835 105758 10 098 219.49 22211
5“0?10 G5 - | 11037 BPSO 10923 10 461.7 9929 232.03 26.590
- GA 10311 9993.2 9799 117.73 18.708
HBDE 9396 91532 8753 126.20 25.060

5“18?145856;20— 9 964 BPSO 9589 9 180.1 8631 217.33 29.108
- GA 9329 8 849.5 8 586 141.84 20.129
R 1T LUE

o MR BPSO RA;RITH L4 ) 45 5 (Best,Worst 1 Mean)IIL T GA; B 524 sukp400 385 0.10
0.75 F1 sukp500_485_0.10_0.75 LA4HBDE K fift HoAth S 461 (1) &5 J (Best,Worst 1 Mean)3J LT GA;

o A& VEE HBDE [WaE Mzt T GA #1 BPSO,GA B4 AL T BPSO;

o HAR GA [FKfEIE 5 L HBDE F1 BPSO R, (H 4 S MU KIS, EATT 2 B i Z2 BEAR /.

PL_F B & B3 W1 -HBDE Fil BPSO tb GA B 3&E T 3K fi# n>m []—2% SUKP SE4.

2 LA H:

o AKRIEZRE BPSO KA AT S 1 45 B (Best,Worst 1 Mean) 4L T+ GA; 49245 sukp100 100 0.10
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0.75 1 sukp300_300_0.15_0.85 2 4, HBDE 3K fift 3L At 5121 11 45 5L (Best,Worst £ Mean)34) 4L T- GA;
o J\EasEM:E BPSO Ml HBDE [ F @ it T GA;
o KM E GA K £ P, HBDE H1 BPSO H i i B AR IS8 (H )2 5 GA M Z2fEA K.
DL B &5 B 36 Wl -HBDE A1 BPSO tb GA B3 3K fi# n=m ] —2& SUKP SE4.
3 LG H:
o MORFRZRA, BT 526 sukp185 200 0.15_0.85 2 4, BPSO R il HoAth 52451 () 45 S (Best,Worst T Mean)
BT GA;%: 7 524 sukp285 300 0.15 0.85 LL4N HBDE K fig Hith 52451 (1) 45 5 (Best, Worst il Mean)
LT GA;
o MHimE M A HBDE e Mgt T GA F1 BPSO,GA 5 BPSO ffa s M R A [H];
o AR GA (1R fFIE % Lt HBDE M1 BPSO [¥In& R, (HAH b i 28 A5 11 SR i 45 1,3k o5 22 FE 2 PUAS R IE 1.
PL_E EE 836 W] HBDE Fil BPSO 4Lt GA Hid 13K fi# n<m f¥)—2& SUKP 52451
Al LU Y :HBDE Ml BPSO Kfi# SUKP [ 811 R R B E GA 1B AR, Fow Mt 58 o LR A% 5 GA
ZE WA K B EE T ETM 77 vE A6 38 (1 85 B0 4k 5235 HBDE 1l BPSO & 3R fift SUKP ] 5 1145 250 532, v 1 s 36 1
JET ETM #4938 29 05 A 5092 /e — B i 2 HAT R 57k,
3.2 DisPSO,FirEGA5SSecEGAKfZD{0-1} KPHY Eb 3R

D{0-1} KPP Guldan F 2007 4E4 H ) — AN 7 BT A0 ) 75,8 A8 R4 i n AT 3 AT )
(IR, AR I(0<<i<<n—1)"P & 14 3 ANTRA 330 K 31,3i+1,3i+2, 3 TR WA I 3i R 3i+1 B (AN E R 505> 3
H 3 AT i, FAT TR B R B0 W AT Wi TIPS N IR IR AR — S A 0 ER 3 AN 3i+2, 8 R i R ECh
P3ic2=P3iTPaie 1, B AT AT 5 RN Wi TR Waia<WaitWaiig FEH WaiWisiao,Wai  <Wsio 7E TR 1(0<i<<n-1)
ML 30,301,302 R 2 —ANAT DR PN STE ) C W A .D{0-1}KP Jy i 3% 5 & 1 2he A\ A, A A
FENTF AL A T B R AN A AN I 1 A 28 TR 4 T O (R B Ak B g K2

RR— M, ¥ ppwi(0<j<<3n-D)F1 C ¥4 E3 ¥, A W3i+2<0(0<i<n71),Z?:’;w3i+2 >C ] D{0-1}KP
BBy

n-1
MAXf (X) = zizo(xy Psi + Xsi1 Paict + X5i12 Psin) (11)
s.t. X3i+x3i+1+x3i+2§l,i:0,1,4..,n—1 (12)

n-1
Zi:o (K Waj o+ X Wy y + Xy Wai ) S C (13)
X3i,X3i+1,X3i+2€{0,1},i:0,1,...,n—1 (14)

Horp B R (0<j<<3n—1)FRI j &GP d =1, 880 j PN T 156 x=0, R I j BAH A
AL AR AT R 3n 4t 0-1 [l &3 R 78 D{0-1}KP 1 — AL, 248 RISl 2 20 R4 A (12) AT AR 4 A (13) I
—/NAAT iR

L X=[X0:X15- - Xn11€{0,1,2,3}" Jg—A> n HEHE A i) £, 0] D{0-1}KP (155 — F 2 pi i 27

MAXF (X) = X 1% /3] Py (15)
st > % /3 Wy <C (16)
xi€{0,1,2,3},i=0,1,...,n-1 (17)
S,
o IxIhTmie

o BE xO0<ISN-1)ERIE | FREFAETHEIEN T H R x=0,FRT4E | 3o TR N T4
X=1, R 7RI 31 B BEN T B A x=2, KR 3i+1 BN T A x=3, "m0 3i+2 PN T AP,

FEF n YEHE R ) 53 R R D{O-1FKP (¥ — AN AR, 1 FL0 2 29 R4 A (16) I BRIV S — AN T AT il

SCER[27IRIH GA SKf# D{O-1}KP ) 8,43 il 36 T AR R BEARL 5t T SRR e I W R AT 3657 FirEGA il
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=

SecEGA. A I, N A H] DisPSO KA SCHR[27]H (1) 4 28 KL D{0-1}KP SE4,i8 i 5 FirEGA F1 SecEGA it
B2 BT LA, B iE DisPSO ISR AR 1t 6. 70 F1 F] DisPSO SR AR IS AT 45 — $e 2 B B BIAMA (R 9w 5 4 £0,1,2,3}3"
A 245 i o Pl R AR AN 3K AR VK 5 529 FirEGA I SecEGA HAR IR, BT N=50 15 MaxIt=3n,n 2 3 4E ()
ANBGEU-AAT=[-3.0,3.0], 03 5 B0k ¢,=c,=0.5.FirEGA 1 SecEGA [{) HiAth 2 ¥ B3 5 % SCHR[27], N F 5.

R 4~ 7 P T A 2 (8 B {1 OPT,DisPSO,FirEGA #1 SecEGA 137 3K i % 524] 100 Yk #1158
S [ B U (. Best Rl 3w 251 Worst, 552451 100 UM P15 45 5L A £ 19128 Mean S R7EZE StD LA % 51k
BT SR AR ARFAS S — IRV P35 K6 9 I 7] Time.

Table 4 Comparison of calculation results of DisPSO, FirEGA and SecEGA for solving UDKP1~UDKP10

F 4 DisPSO,FirEGA Hl SecEGA K fi# 5] UDKP1~UDKP10 )15 45 58 Lh#%

Instance OPT Algorithm Best Mean Worst StD Time
DisPSO 85558 85262.3 84 958 178.38 0.142
UDKP1 85740 FirEGA 80 650 79103.2 77 935 690.01 0.152
SecEGA 78 287 76807.2 75156 798.95 0.133
DisPSO 161 901 161280 160 789 241.34 0.642
UDKP2 163 744 FirEGA 155039 151 662 149 875 1044.95 0.596
SecEGA 148 043 145 548 143 833 883.43 0.543
DisPSO 267 142 266 423 266 679 172.71 1.327
UDKP3 269 393 FirEGA 246 698 240 886 237980 1491.97 1.381
SecEGA 228 823 225492 222 486 1353.58 1.161
DisPSO 343 990 343 535 343 058 196.82 2.518
UDKP4 347 599 FirEGA 321 605 317319 314 486 1426.85 2.436
SecEGA 305 796 299 978 297 606 1435.46 2.173
DisPSO 436 132 435409 434 796 266.93 3.894
UDKP5 442 644 FirEGA 405 409 399 620 395367 1692.23 3.827
SecEGA 376 147 370 808 367574 1611.71 3.360
DisPSO 530 009 529 308 528 743 247.34 5.579
UDKP6 536 578 FirEGA 486 556 478 726 474015 2233.61 5.517
SecEGA 447 438 442 499 438 809 1765.28 4.811
DisPSO 629 658 629 020 628 539 251.35 7.828
UDKP7 635 860 FirEGA 568 119 560 948 556 938 2441.80 7.691
SecEGA 529 753 521401 518 407 1813.04 6.522
DisPSO 640 262 639 534 638519 285.05 11.844
UDKPS8 650 206 FirEGA 590 137 585 286 580 684 2078.87 10.090
SecEGA 550 645 546 678 543 836 1449.36 9.109
DisPSO 709 112 708 396 707 786 257.29 15.653
UDKP9 718 532 FirEGA 655172 649 636 645012 2023.64 13.130
SecEGA 613 581 602 215 605 835 2003.75 11.374
DisPSO 764 299 763 627 762 612 335.37 19.192
UDKP10 779 460 FirEGA 712270 706 575 701 545 2013.43 15.891
SecEGA 665 459 658 908 655 645 1723.80 14.773

Table 5 Comparison of calculation results of DisPSO, FirEGA and SecEGA for solving WDKP1~WDKP10
#%& 5 DisPSO,FirEGA 1 SecEGA K fi# 5] WDKP1~WDKP10 ) v 545 R HL L

Instance OPT Algorithm Best Mean Worst StD Time
DisPSO 82976 82918.3 82 825 32.25 0.181
WDKP1 83098 FirEGA 82 803 82693.2 82592 52.04 0.157
SecEGA 80014 79 021.8 78 096 473.67 0.140
DisPSO 137912 137 836 137 747 27.48 0.746
WDKP2 138 215 FirEGA 137 704 137 584 137 356 63.23 0.653
SecEGA 133 315 132 276 131337 415.62 0.562
DisPSO 256 097 255902 255774 65.78 1.469
WDKP3 256 616 FirEGA 254 240 253 657 253307 173.01 1.366
SecEGA 238 331 235721 234 025 873.58 1.242
DisPSO 315117 314 958 314717 76.13 2.674
WDKP4 315 657 FirEGA 313 966 312 849 311998 484.76 2.381
SecEGA 293 640 290 851 288 764 950.06 2.299
DisPSO 427 802 427 643 427200 91.80 4.131
WDKP5 428 490 FirEGA 426 783 424 548 423 058 798.53 3.815
SecEGA 393 617 390014 387992 1059.83 3.648
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Table 5 Comparison of calculation results of DisPSO, FirEGA
and SecEGA for solving WDKP1~WDKP10 (Continued)
% 5 DisPSO,FirEGA Hl SecEGA K i 5] WDKP1~WDKP10 [ 115 45 LA (%)

Instance OPT Algorithm Best Mean Worst StD Time
DisPSO 464 964 464 755 464 228 142.00 6.595
WDKP6 466 050 FirEGA 463 185 461 672 457 718 1107.57 5.521
SecEGA 429 208 425112 423 269 1 058.37 5.405
DisPSO 546 531 546 269 545 886 145.74 8.350
WDKP7 547 683 FirEGA 544019 541 949 538 126 1224.68 7.736
SecEGA 501 557 496 134 493 845 1230.94 6.775
DisPSO 575 543 575200 574 749 155.38 11.433
WDKPS8 576 959 FirEGA 573 427 571 559 563 253 1 495.36 10.041
SecEGA 530971 523 203 520 350 2157.09 9.805
DisPSO 648 987 648 565 648 085 170.38 16.989
WDKP9 650 660 FirEGA 647 477 644 820 630 086 2 056.06 13.318
SecEGA 598 343 586 770 583 854 2 315.50 11.907
DisPSO 677 398 677 092 675987 232.80 19.068
WDKP10 678 967 FirEGA 675 452 673 008 668 239 1441.96 16.210
SecEGA 620 230 606 215 609 964 3 090.86 14.810

Table 6 Comparison of calculation results of DisPSO, FirEGA and SecEGA for solving SDKP1~SDKP10

% 6 DisPSO,FirEGA Fl SecEGA K fi# 525 SDKP1~SDKP10 15 45 I b 45

Instance OPT Algorithm Best Mean Worst StD Time
DisPSO 94 286 94 235.8 94 121 39.32 0.136
SDKPI 94 459 FirEGA 93276 93170.8 93070 42.15 0.135
SecEGA 89 769 88 831.5 87 463 59491 0.129
DisPSO 159 837 159 710 159 376 66.13 0.627
SDKP2 160 805 FirEGA 159 159 159 004 158 859 96.53 0.617
SecEGA 153 821 152 059 150 753 489.39 0.575
DisPSO 236 402 236 137 235767 101.19 1.417
SDKP3 238 248 FirEGA 235454 235241 235043 86.52 1.412
SecEGA 224 997 223 580 221918 543.38 1.224
DisPSO 336 890 336 554 336 083 163.91 2.561
SDKP4 340 027 FirEGA 336 440 335963 335709 122.41 2.439
SecEGA 318510 315513 313 747 851.14 2.288
DisPSO 460 167 459 736 459 241 172.32 3.761
SDKP5 463 033 FirEGA 452 900 447 587 444 255 1974.99 3.579
SecEGA 421108 416 964 413 933 1291.65 3.299
DisPSO 460 857 460 415 459619 214.88 6.026
SDKP6 466 097 FirEGA 459 443 458 893 458 584 162.94 5.292
SecEGA 430 738 427304 425 504 1031.12 4.923
DisPSO 615877 615223 614214 281.73 7.989
SDKP7 620 446 FirEGA 599 361 592 279 579 673 3949.03 7.718
SecEGA 561224 556 083 552 007 1926.26 6.368
DisPSO 664 634 664 083 663 413 263.27 10.502
SDKP8 670 697 FirEGA 661 563 660 104 659 928 426.06 10.242
SecEGA 611 644 606 263 603 774 1446.94 9.770
DisPSO 731 491 730 837 729 863 360.97 13.646
SDKP9 739 121 FirEGA 729 135 727 544 727 064 343.67 12.131
SecEGA 674 885 667 900 664 580 1614.04 11.086
DisPSO 755 954 755 228 754 456 319.49 17.134
SDKP10 765317 FirEGA 756 205 753 394 750 757 985.46 15.572
SecEGA 708 935 695 557 691 994 2 956.08 14.360

Table 7 Comparison of calculation results of DisPSO, FirEGA and SecEGA for solving IDKP1~IDKP10
3R 7 DisPSO,FirEGA fll SecEGA Kfi# 5] IDKP1~IDKP10 [ 7151 45 R L 4%

Instance OPT Algorithm Best Mean Worst StD Time
DisPSO 70 106 70 083.4 70 037 19.45 0.153
IDKP1 70 106 FirEGA 70 106 70 074.4 70 022 23.23 0.137
SecEGA 68 663 67 999.8 67 369 328.44 0.144
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Table 7 Comparison of calculation results of DisPSO, FirEGA
and SecEGA for solving IDKP1~IDKP10 (Continued)
& 7 DisPSO,FirEGA Hi! SecEGA K5 ] IDKP1~IDKP10 [ 115 45 F LL AL ()

Instance OPT Algorithm Best Mean Worst StD Time
DisPSO 118 268 118 240 118 232 13.41 0.705
IDKP2 118 268 FirEGA 118 169 117 869 117 625 102.60 0.533
SecEGA 114 434 113 385 112 307 446.67 0.639
DisPSO 234 784 234740 234 459 40.09 1.504
IDKP3 234 804 FirEGA 234 607 233997 233 666 175.42 1.224
SecEGA 220 096 217 982 216313 835.83 1.289
DisPSO 282 591 282 554 282320 40.23 2.784
IDKP4 282 591 FirEGA 282 148 280 695 278 881 827.63 2.286
SecEGA 263 238 260 425 258 922 933.40 2.359
DisPSO 335584 335529 335204 71.36 4.489
IDKP5 335584 FirEGA 335004 333 484 329 621 1173.90 4.338
SecEGA 309 573 306 878 304 881 907.19 3.868
DisPSO 452 433 452298 451773 122.48 6.107
IDKP6 452 463 FirEGA 451799 449 863 446 704 1161.52 4.979
SecEGA 414 090 411 367 408 788 1099.31 5.391
DisPSO 489 137 489 011 488 543 98.42 8.645
IDKP7 489 149 FirEGA 488 009 485592 476 385 2294.28 7.162
SecEGA 451 528 444 316 442 133 1280.31 7.576
DisPSO 533 836 533703 533 357 103.21 11.983
IDKP8 533 841 FirEGA 533035 529 984 514 196 2308.11 9.014
SecEGA 490 494 481 831 478 035 2215.66 9.571
DisPSO 528 133 527 962 527 598 125.30 14.716
IDKP9 528 144 FirEGA 526 410 523982 511 651 2216.13 11.776
SecEGA 489 661 477 001 471 848 3 656.22 12.907
DisPSO 581237 581 032 580 583 136.14 18.423
IDKP10 581 244 FirEGA 579 220 576 772 568 903 1905.18 13.573
SecEGA 535 541 521 604 516 445 4265.07 15.026

4 LG H:
o MKMRRIE DisPSO KT A 52149 i 45 5 (Best,Worst Fl Mean)iZz 4 T FirEGA Ml SecEGA KK fi#
gk,

o MEEsE M, DisPSO [ StD {fiz tb FirEGA Fl SecEGA (1) 58 /N, IRl b 2 () S5 i A e 1 o 4

o HEAR FirEGA F1 SecEGA [1)3K fift i3 5 Lt DisPSO (1 W PR (H 2 3% 5 22 B R 2 LS I DisPSO 8 3K fift 45 1
TR I E R

[A 1k, DisPSO L FirEGA F1 SecEGA B i& 1 T 3K fif UKDP 252451

5 nT LG H:

o KMHEE BT SDKPI10 [ Best LLAN,DisPSO KAl B 4 S5 ) 45 % (Best,Worst 1 Mean)¥Jiz iz {1
T FirEGA 1 SecEGA 45 5,

o MEEEVEE DisPSO (WA e Mt if FIrEGA L& 6 #4843 S48 117 5 A% 0 ML I, SecEGA [hAa e 1
W7,

o \KMEHEEEE, B R FIrEGA Fil SecEGA Lt DisPSO 135 i Bl {H & 22 fH AR K.

[A 1, DisPSO tb FirEGA 1 SecEGA B i& T T3k fift SKDP 255245,

% 6 AT LLG H:
o KRR E DisPSO KAk T A S 1) 45 . (Best,Worst £ Mean)izt i - FirEGA F1 SecEGA [ 3K fi#
g,

o MEaEM:E DisPSO Hika s B S FirEGA F1 SecEGA AL, 31 H Bl A5 S A7) H0ARE 11 384 K 3% R AR 44
AR RN
o HEAR DisPSO KR MRE L FirEGA Fl SecEGA Mg 18, {H 21X #5122 B AN 2 LIRS DisPSO 78R fift 45 3
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5 T A A B A A
[A 1, DisPSO tb FirEGA 1 SecEGA H i& T T3k /it WKDP 2852451
& 7 0l LG H:
o MKMARIFE DisPSO KA FT A7 5245 ¥ 45 B (Best,Worst 1 Mean)iZ iz T FirEGA Fl SecEGA 13K fi#
459 1 H. DisPSO fEf% k43 IDKP1,IDKP2,IDKP4 F1 IDKP5 (K] 18 ;
o MEEEME DisPSO B A4 E ML e FirEGA 1 SecEGA F A, T FLIE 25 Sz 491 AR £ 488 K3 Al
RIALZ I
o HR DisPSO MK i BF Lk FirEGA I SecEGA & 18 {2 5k FLAE SR 45 S5 1 AL s i A K.
[A 1}, DisPSO L FirEGA 1 SecEGA B i@ 1] T3k it IKDP 2552451,
DL I L 45 32 B :DisPSO L FirEGA Fl SecEGA B il T-3K % D{0-1}KP [l #,iX Ui AL T ETM 77141
1) 5 B35 AL S DisPSO Y faj B B - SEB, ifT HLSRfi# D{0-1KP il 8 ) 55 AR A B kit — 20 R W1 3L T ETM
J7 5N 1 DisEA A AT AT 1,1 FL A2 w2001,

4 LERIE

ARICAESHT GA,BPSO F1 HBDE A T A7 T 1) 2 ) 5 ke o 250 000 SV 6 b 3R W 7 — o 6 T G A 6 460 JEL AR 1%
T B B AL B 35 (DISEA) I 7 35— — 4 A 5 4 5 (ETM), 76 25 1 — A ] B EL EL A 0 3 3 FH Pk 1) 4 R % 50 B 2
WhisEA LAt FRH T 3T ETM %3t DisEA Hg*ﬂﬁﬁﬁ?ﬂiy&ﬁﬁﬁﬁUﬂ%@i&WDisEA,ET ETM 4T —4 5
B 7 B AL S35 DisPSO, 3433 il BPSO,HBDE Fll DisPSO K fi#t SUKP |1 fUAl D{0-1}KP 4] #5145 GA
T FG Sk S ) v SR G R PR B0 UE T 3K B SR AR SRR 20 5 DU A 10 8T 1 ) AL e IX U T EA(H)
1 PSO,DE # ABC 55), 4 T ETM J¥A(H 1] b 2 woisea) MO IE A Y. DisEA 2 —Flal 47 HAT R i,

T ARV 2 A A U Ak BB TTAT R 2275 M {0,1,...,n=139(n=4) F i —A d 48 K 1 5 oL 0 A o
560, ) S S Yk %2 15 60, ) BECO4E DisPSO(8; DisDE, Dis ABC) SR A 8 i) J1 1) 3% S 3 i 238 & — AN
T4 5 B R 1) L A K R (FFA) L MRS (FWA)YPLL B L (FFO)! ., ORI (GWO) ),
N T E SR (AAA) SRS BEAR Ak (PTO)Y! 714553l 2 1 103K 2 303 3 0 P SR A A A0 A il S50, £ 1) 00
SR AR 2 A AN IR R — AN R SO T 1) . A M, A JR B I ST B TI 2 ETM A48 6 B8 R0 A0 S0 A SR AR
A AL ) 7 TH RS 0T woisea 6 ETM 535 A0 (0 T8 ZEH A7, IR NIRRT B 24T R BB 35 i &
FH A (5870 G R 6 A6 i 50, AEL A 20E — 2B ATF ) ) R
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