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Abstract: This paper presents a clonal selection operation: clonal selection operation based on orthogonal
experiment design (CSO-OED). This design is later combined with the typical clonal selection operation and results
in two algorithms: CSO+CSO-OED(I) adopting parallel mechanism and CSO+ CSO-OED(II) adopting series
mechanism. The validation in 9 classical benchmark functions and 6 complex functions has showed that CSO-OED
can not only maintain the diversity of population, but also help avoid premature. Implemented in CSO+CSO-OED(I)
and CSO+CSO-OED(II), the strategy that separates the local search and global search can not only guarantee the
convergence but also improve the accuracy of global solution and the robustness of the algorithm.
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hEESZES: TPIS CERHARIRAD: A

N L% & i (artificial immune system, [ FR AIS) A& 52 50 5 2 Ji R AL e 24 Dhfig . IR BERIRE Bk i vk &2
F ) ALY S Y R S5 3T Burnet 25 AT 1959 454 H 1) 70 B 3% £ 2% 1 (clonal selection theory)[f) 7 i %k £ 57
RN TARIE RGN = KT 5 32— (53 A g S B SR PRI G 32 I 4% SR e 2 i J LA R I — M 5T
PO B T R R BT Y 2% ¥ de Castro £ AR T TT B FEE 7 (the clonal selection
algorithm, fij/k CLONALG)™ fifi J5, X 4F CLONALG KJJEfit F48 H 7 S0 2 i ¥ % 4% (artificial immune network,
fRIFR aiNet)l®) 354 LL a2y B FH B0 50 1 45100, SR UL, T A o S0 A VA5 ) 0 vl 3 [ 2 3 8 2 i 2 A
CLONALG H I Ak 35 U7 205 i b R e 56, 38 1 T8 i S B B R0V, O A S s id 12 TR, S e R 9455 £
BER T — R0 Sk 1 ve Bk R SR B 22 % Kim,Bentley 258 A H1 T 37 96 B % 53 (dynamic
clonal selection algorithm, {5 dynamiCS)!'™, 35 H: 57 H B+ S ML R 28 AR A I b BUAS T 4R 44 (10250 R . Timmis
25 N5 SN o 9 22 B8 3 S5 AR 4 i v AT 9% A% (contiguous somatic hypermutation) - fili Gt —Ff A8 577 9f:
4i ¢ CLONALG 421 T B-cell HIEM 3 KA # Cutello % AFET CLONALG Bl T AN [l 1 A48 545 1,
P T TR S I opt-TAI X SU 8T s T MRl T A M S B AR GE R D g AR TN T4 RG]
DLAR G b figf pe IR S5 (R 04k 1 7L

TEAT TR BV fl 15y i b 7 A2 22 D) AT SR 0 52 6 4 TR R A7 B0 A 100 43 T R0 TR 33K 28 0 755 F o A R
51T HL BT Ak 2 T ZOW LTI RS 48 5 2% Yiu-Wing Leung 26 A F 1999 4£ 8 YO 1IEAZ K I6
BV N T 04 0 AR 2 4% 2%t (multimedia multicast routing) )18 /% 575 (genetic algorithm) ™, G Fr bt tH T
IEAEAE X T (orthogonal crossover), JF4 H 7 H T+ 84 38 & (1) 1F AT it 4% 5% (orthogonal genetic algorithm, f&j R
OGA)'" 15 OGA [fJEfih I, Yiu-Wing Leung B 5 54 H T 38 F T3 42 4% k119 4 44 17 52 3 % 51725 (orthogonal
genetic algorithm with quantization,fij X OGA/Q)!"™. JCi8 /& i& Fl T B KA B 1) OGA, & & 3 il T3 4L 78 &= 1)
OGA/Q # e Ty Hb 38 1 53k 4 e & ik 1)U, 65 %% Shinn-Ying Ho %5 A7E OGA Hl OGA/Q IRl I ¥ Ik
BIN T IEAZ BEUE I E M 2 W HUEE 32 B T 3B 128 XU F (orthogonal array crossover, i #R OAX; X% 4 intelligent
crossover)!' L OAX 1) 15 55 a2 A X AR AT e 6 IR, AN A2 7 S0 b AN IE A8 TR G 22 HIE AN 1 P e 6, 1 2 12
FHIE AR5 T 1R 23 AT B, 0 1 28 38 v A AN DR 25 1) e A AT AT T, AT 5 S B8 1) e A AN AR R IR A A
. G555 Tsai Jinn-Tsong 55 N #E— 20 K 1E A W56 B v 1 20 A WL, B 42 1o 1E 28 8 e vt (1045 e L
(signal-to-noise ratio, fij FX SNR) 5| A it 1% 57 7% (genetic algorithm), $2 ! T 37 5 9% ——Hybrid Taguchi-Genetic
Algorithm(fi# HTGA)% 7 HTGA ', Tsai Jinn-Tsong i 1] SNR % 5 S #E47 7341, U0 He A 52 36 45 S e A 1 4%
A Z K AL A e A ORS LG SE 6 45 SRR B HTGA i S8 i T S0 048 20K FE FN 42 JR 8 R g

ARSI AR 2B E AR I e vE 5 TN B 58 Bk B R AR vk TS S A R R TR AS R 1 e ik
F 4 1F (clonal selection operation based on orthogonal experiment design, i FX CSO-OED). % bt 5256 & B % 14 1
RE A8 13 200 OR R S A0 T 1 22 B 2k R ) 2 8 B30 ) 4 R 7 0T LA I D ) S I R, 7 e i B2 A o e
TR AT — 2 ST A SOR CSO-OED 5 M 7R (1) v 58 3 45 1 (CSOY I LA 46 5, BE v R CSO+CSO-
OED()FE A H R 1) CSO+CSO-OED(I) 2. 5 B 5 AR W], X PioRs 42 R 48 28 Rs) B4 28 23 T 1 SEms AH fE
1% ORAIE 55035 B SIOPE, 3 R R Hh 4 v 48 2= M RORS B8 38 Sl SRV IR B s k. g A0, A SO G T I I (D 2 B
FR I 2 (XD 289 5509 52 26 45 TR 3 A, 3K AV 28 i LA R 4 S S50 32 44 2R 38 4 Jmd AR AL, AELAR R T 5, e E X B0
TR

1 AXIE

1.1 5Ef&i%iEE % (clonal selection algorithm)
TR E PR EVE I AP A R B T 1959 4F Burnet 55 4% H (125 4 1) 5 B i 8 22 U 22 U, 2 PR A=
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N AW P IS A2 0 A 1) 4 8 2R At B o i (G A S 80 ) AR A P9 e AR 0% 20 A RT3, LA Iz b Ak 1R 03X —
TR — SR LA B WL, EH 274 B 5 PR 52 A VS BC 10 P I I, a5 2R 40 2 4 DU IE P s 2, — 34 F T
TE BRI D B0 SR I AL 25 440 L, 7 — 308 4 D T2 A A= oy ST K e A2 4 e, P 1 R 00 TR AR ONAR (R B b R 58 2 I
AR BB, b 1A% P A7 A 30, e 988 W 7 2 550 0 3o R0 A 280, 994 K 0 D AR I i) 4 K Ay 4 e 210 A 8 b e o
FHABLI 25 2] . 02 PUR 2R AR Y I IF 2 N T 5 R G0 PT A % 110

o 34 R BV T S A s e 3B R LB 1T 1 ) — ol A0 A AR L g ) SRR RS L 1.

=57 W RICH R Svik = 10 878

Step 1. BEHLA BEHILAAL TR P FCIZFNHE M.

Step 2. W ELFPEE P AU B9 SRR A

Step 3. BB P H R FE de = 110 n S PUAEEAT T R 5 A RS 1

Step 4. IEFE P j NSNS s pU AR IR Mo NSRRI B BRI Ak

Step 5. ¥ P H SR EEBAR ¢ AP BEHL A B BT AR,

Step 6. 4% FI B 01 JR 36 2 2% 11 4 A U4 1 3k Ak i HE AE A2 TR RE MG S )L B AE Step 2.

B B 3 PR A 1) B P BR AT LU T o B 3 PR A P WA AR A S T A R, R AR S R A
SRHEBN AR R0, AR S 45 1 S 2 A0 S 308 DX 4k P 480 2R 7 A o 5% 0 v, e o R L B ) SIS 2 B it
A o o e R, 7 AR 2 i) A0 30 X sk A AT 9 B IR 9 R AT S R I B A AL AR AR —
R T A ) T R A R B P 98 R A P B B A L o0 B B A R R R OR S A S I R
e ERI Ly

H2 33 A g e AR AN A 1 R T i b 18 2% 38 JR3 30 i DI 1, R b, o e 0 VK T W 140 3 82 o 0 20 ] £ 46
Eﬁ%ﬁwzﬁwmﬁﬁwW%E$ﬁ%&%%%km%&%%%ﬁﬁ,E%ﬁﬂ%%%ﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁ@

T AR S B B HH AR, 0 BT R 3K A SR R A T 2 G 03 A e I R B B R I N DR R 2 R T I R A8 B
T IR T L

1.2 IE3iRIE LT (orthogonal experiment design)

TEASTR G BE v 2 2 TR 28 AR AL 52 36 ¥ U U7 25, B R R TE RS BT, — MR 2 AN SEB 1R 4 FF A o B Ik Hh 30 4
A AR FE A SREAT SEB0, 1) F 3 L8 AR 3 A5 I AT S50 AR5 5 Il L A5 AN PR 38 A4 7K ST e 52 36 45 2R 19 5% . B
TR AR SR R AT, PR AR A 4 S 56 1 AT B0 B 1 AT R AR A, 2 I AT 1R I AR R O IE RS
vt

IEAZ R LG — M FH 1E 28 %K (orthogonal array) K 22 HESL 4,3 1l 4 Bl ZFE (factor). 3 /K F(leve) W IEARE K, iC N
Li(OM)=Lo(3%), 1 L R IEAL R M FoREM M RIH0Y £ NAHEBAHEERR 0 MKF Rk —
DA A — B3R AN AR AT AR BB AT 1 TR SE I8, S0 58 1 4 SE B 465 R (v S5 A .

Table 1 Orthogonal array of Le(3")
F1 LGHMELH

No Factor
) A B C D Result y;

1 1 1 1 1 Vi

2 1 2 2 2 »

3 1 3 3 3 3

4 2 1 2 3 Va

5 2 2 3 1 Vs

6 2 3 1 2 Ve

7 3 1 3 2 V7

8 3 2 1 3 Vs

9 3 3 2 1 Vo
HHIE AT 222K 22 Hl 2 56, A A2 W1 S 0= (1) 92 S50 R B0 0 1 Bk S SR 04T 4 1 532 56 G 75
3H=81 YK SIH FE IE A R M e BT B 9 RSB —— LT B 0 S M W] L(2) AR Ao A (K B A I AT
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RIEE—H b AN EBCT I B SE, B MIQ UG HAT =PI B o ] — A7 IO AN B 1A e O, ) 5
T OnS HH I CBUR 45, 38  MI Q% IR AEATR I8 e U ep R A A R B3 8k vl LA I P 1 BT 1 Lg(2°) 1 2% R AR
SRE— 25 Ui P A A R 2R AR — AN 2 IE TR 8 AN TSR T AT SR 8 AN S A I A A v 1
4 NFEAS LGB R T 7m) B i A G R AOR L 1) IETT AR REAN T 4 AT A 2 D RUEFEA RL2) AR L
2 ANTRHRA T ASRFEAR R3) 20 BB 7 ) B AR MU T EAREAS R0 47 58 i Al 3 P X 4 0 Y T
RO
Factor 3
(2,1,2)

(1,2,2)

(2,2,1)

Factor 1
& Selected points
Factor 2 =Unselected points

Fig.1 Space model of Ly(2%)
Bl 1 Ly s A
HHIAE AE 3 K 22 HE 250 1 5 — AN W 25 00 s w] DA ST b B A VP A ) — 4 BR1 35 1) 25 AN 2K AT X R HEAT
KR 10 PR 3R AL 5 BEAT TR AT 0 E X

M
Si,k:zinF;' (D
i=1

T S RN j /KT k RS0 1) FZE Ry, R m il 45 SR U5 1 NS P R KRS T kL F=L
TILE=01 401,84 12919043, 4 2=ty stV 6,Su 3=y 7ty tyo LB 1 AT LA RCH, Y R 2R A H ] — KT i dn e 45 21
ATNME, 2 B BIZKSFAE 3 AN NG5 5 48 1 #8AF A0, D, S0 1,00 F S5 EEECHS, AT DL 2 R 35 B 1Y) 5% M, ) 21
] LLZ2E C F1 D W X B I LGB Sy 1,8,00 F Sy BT LUAIWT H R 28 4 H 3 AN KPS0 5236 (AN [R] S .
3T S; st T DA B BEAN DA 38 5 AN 7K 0T T 52 50 (9 53 ), AT mT DA R e o A 1 DR 3 K AL A R g oK
T vH S A — R R AT B ARAETT 25 Ry, 38 1T LU W HA 5 A DR 22 56 52 36 465 TR S i 110 ) 20 R

IEAT ARG e T BE AR UIE TR AS 25043 A5 (1) 35 85 1, B A 76 28 S 36 0 i Hp 7 b D7 AN 4 AN DR 35 19 45 AN K1, T
HLREMEAL TF A R 2200 S 06 45 S 52 00 1) Ja) 2P B I e P o) 388 N S0V A R R R L el R B VAN B
A W AN [ A5 e of bR B AR 1) R M, 0 58 S T2 A fl (VR FH L SCRIR [ 18148 H 1) — B 0E A8 3R (W S v M it 7 vk = A=
RN La(Q) )01 lasrs e 11, M, QN i 2 M=0Ox(N-1)+1.
2 BEFEXREATEIZFERE

NS VR BRI o M NGt B ol ol = o Rl S B e St o B e 4 1 B S Rl SR W s A M BTN B = L (e
PAETT BLSY b IS T 4R FE ] JZE (genetic library)FlIE AT 7d B #4E,F TR 6 Hogk 47 ViR
21 EREE

A5 1) £ B SR B 38t A% A2 O AN A A R 1) G A ke ST ) B AR G B AOE IR AN SR R A SR E R
1) 3 DRl (gene) 21 i 1) 8 (8 pk A — AN 3 DR J8E (loca) AR — AN BT 1) 5 P DR CLn RIS ) B € . - (1) 458, 1T
0 R 1 1 2 DRt ot e e A Y S 1 TR 4 S (TR s 2 4 B T AT i 55 ) K] U A IR o 4 30 2 PR R B A
[F] JE PR B 58 T — A TARAS A IR A 8 PR 3 R 20t et 3K A A [ i [T e 1 4 8 e PR ey s RS S o 366 R 2 1)
Fow FERE LR E T %0 22 REVE (R RE,— SR BT A5 (10 5 DR A 3 A 0 ol 335 7 R 355 1) 36 ) st ki 250 7 3k
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e AL R A o ik DL DR R AR 22 R PR ) T i A2

52 CA AR A B DR AL o 1R R R A S e v T I AT 0 P A B R AR T A 2 W B R P e AR T
0 DAL 2 TR A ) R T R BODR AL 100 78 b 044 (antibodly ) R SATE A, R H50 10— AN e, 25 D] of B T A0 4 o o
F1 2 i, R RS R 2 B A e SR AL, 25 DR nf 2 i 7 3 B H AT AR P A JBCAEL PO RRL R el 2 T 25 AN AR
AT PRAS A0S S04 R B (0 4 P PR {BL AL s PR R
2.1.1 [ FE ) H41E (construction of genetic library)

ANGRe et A S R A AR ) R

{min f(X) @
s.t. L<X<U
Hor X=(x),%,....xn) eRY N N 4E725 5 AX) N ARAG SR L=(1,, Ly, I\) €RY 9 N YE7E & 1) F B, U=(u,uy,.. ., up) R

NN AR R E S e [lu].—A X R — B, 1,2, N RoREE 1,2, N AR x, R 5 1 AN JER 8 |
(5L R A RN SE R | BAT G AR R B AR R DR P2l 2 — N B M = [ ), DA T 032 PR v )
FEDRIHEAT 52 B VP Al AR SCHR Y T R DPAG B M =m0 ] MO B M (A BAT — e R R 56
R, NI AT

A. 75 [A] 54 (quantization of solution space)

— R SR A 0 0 (1 AR R 2 ) e i A R AN AR A ) 2 v B R DRI R — s ) R 4 R, R i
LA S A 2 R 3 TR P o AN P e A 4 i (R () AL R . B AL B E X (3) 5e k.

u, —1,

X, =L+(i-1)x | ,i=1,2,...,0 3)

XFE A Ak 2 S B O 1 A i R 2 B A B Ox N 45 B XU =[x; ;] oy 12 HE B R T LA
e QY MR Pk,

B. #Ji LK (construct genetic library)

K B DR e A E AT AR B0 T v b 0 DR R e DR e R R TR A O AT R v e 0 KT 0 IR RS R
La(Q"™Y)=To1 apens M BRI EETLARBE: 4™ (0) =[5 (V] ypny = [Xes, oy Darwn A A™OVRNRAL bR HC T ST
BEVE L BE AL F™(0)=[f ™ (0) gt AT T A B S LA™ (0) | F™(0) ypeqveny-

e (1), 23 VT SR AN SE TR e b AN S TR (9 38 S AR S, HhY L 0T 75 DA 6 B /e =[Sj’k]Q,me.Eh Sk
()T L AT 401, 4 55 58 7 AN FE IR e 1 1R 865 e AN DR AT — o (1 56 3R AE S (AR B 1) B 1, 59 SR Y G
AN i A AE (AR ST AT A B8 B B /0 B, DR UG e £ 2 IR 0 T A A D B MR, A R RO Al R B
M = [l | JEFES m[e KRR x4 B PR R B Mo =[x,y -

SRE R 56 B T 3 DR P28 0 A e R DRI D38 R A s (R g3 MK 35 3o R T DA H 38 DR v ) 32 DR 7
HEA fifp 7 1) vh Pk e 0 R 1F SRS R 0 & AN B R R B IR OL 5 18, 2 FOVE R R A IA) o 5 AR & S AR B R A
£, DRI, 5 DR v 10 6 TR LA 4 e P 0 A R DRI DR A R o 7S 2 S R IR PE A B e v AR A SE TR 45 1
VTG, 5 B R PR Msene BLAT — X R IR 0 3R, SREVR A 45 B0 R P su e LR %) 4 A4 4
2.1.2 AW H (application of genetic library)

DT P22 ) 5 DAL b4 S e R P kg 00 5 11 ik R 20 1l 1, DR b 56 AT 2 1) 3 A0 R DR R IEAAC 1Y) 22 12,
So SR N JR BB R AR A E L T

A. B AEPUA TN (anticipation for best antibody). M3 3 DN ik i [ M I FE DR JZE 4 [ s vh e B4 A

FEIRRE - S5 D 75 10 35 R AL Bl T e A i AA A =[a™ .. TSR AR PR A SR I S APk, & T
A 220 IE AT 3R O HE (M B DR 20 45 A1 W BB 1E A8 3R A 22 1 2k R 40 5 3 3R 1 28 356 1% 2 AT L
T, AN AT LAAS B0 1 4 23 A T 2 TR R 0 A4 R 1T EL AT CAPIN S B T oA B AR IR A 5 B AR X gk
B R D> T BRI BB AN OB N T BRI SO
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B. EAZHI 41k (orthogonal initialization). HR 5 35 PR WAk 0 B M7, ¥ i} MonteCarlo W 3PS Mo rh 4 45
AN DR s 5 1 B MANJE DAL ZH ST AR P IE A(0)=[a; j]pn- NV H] MonteCarlo Jb %6 1) Sl At T B0 55 1) 2
DRI AT DA 22 908 T i 2% 1.

C. 1A %35 FE I #4F (orthogonal immune genetic operation). 75 HF A1 Ak, 1) & —AC iz Y B R Sk g A
FERRAE, MG SR PRI K 2 AR AR TR A R B B K TR AR SR PO e R I LS TR DU AR AT 4 AL
PRI AR Jre, P A T 308 S (10 5 A1, DA R1 o 2 ) 4 DK s e AL e 3 435 255 DR LA A

D. [EAZH T4 4F (orthogonal apoptosis operation). X | FFE T, AL 2% H (FPE T2 — A B i 72, 2449
TR AR 06 T LU T A A A A e R T LA T T R P, — B O T R B ML A
BT HUAR 1) 5 328 AR T R AR, T I A8 R T4 1 2 FH 2 TR P v 3 7 AR IR B AR AR PR AR 3L AR
77955 (3L D PEFR R Mseme = A U T 1R D7 V240 [

FER AR T 38 o A 48 b 75 ZERE L= A= B0 1 U v, % L S g R WA e s o T SvR AR A R Vu I i SR
0, G 5 T B I 22 R, B i S B IR R A .

2.2 EEX 7 FE#E{E(orthogonal clonal operation)

T SRS 1) S B 4R A b AN SCART AR Ik TG A B A A A [R] 1 2 A AR, SR 5 T i AR S 4 AR T L
TARBUARTHAT T A HTAR I I B 3 b T AT AT BB 23 A e v, S5 il DR IE BUARTE i 25 18] ) 2 55 43 A,
RBEIRNC B RE L BN RS R A SO0 T 500X — e i, A S8 1 2830 W vk 5 I 2 v e ik
PR A T IEAT b BE AR A IE AT be B4 1 5 4% 48 5 vk d K 0 IR )t 2 I IE AT IR e o v SR s B 1 40
A BRI, L REAN B B R T AR BT A 7E LA A AR A Sy vl 14D J 358 20 T v 34 4887 0 A 3 A AT DUASE 5800k () 98 3R R 3
73 BRI i BB FUAR A=[a; 110 SE M 1E AT 70 B #4502 AL BT
2.2.1  ffie % % 2 [A] (decide the search space)

o T AN TR PR 0 A4, T AS B B 5 4 1 SR 10 8 48 R A8 ) S X BUAR [ay ]y FEAT B A IS, 3L 1E A8 48 22 25 ) 2 LA
Lag Do 20 PO — A N 5], AN L F BRI @ i

al u, — 1, u, — 1,
{X ,.ﬂ,([ai’j_Zxa)xQ]SxiS[ai’j+2><a)xQD} ®

Horb X=(x1, %2, %), or 1 I8 N 28 0, 458 il A6 1F 2T 48 R 2% 18] 1R D/ AR S i 3 6 T 1H A8 v B 44 (0 48 RO ) 2%
8 ) R P i TR 2 [ Ry B A bR SRR 170, 4R SCLAREARAREL gen (7R EOE S48 H o= 5" ce(1,1.5),1XFF,
WA T A B30 ) 085 I, e T T AT B R 4 ) 9 BN 5 O 4R v R TS T R 2 T TR ) A 48 R I T 2 A
4388 HH A 7% T, I T 2 o i 22 o) A AR IR B 48 2R

222 Wi IEA % K F 2 (choose the factors of orthogonal array)

T AT o e 184 5 458 ol AR AR 1E AT 0 VT, 7 L R A S T 5 R % ) LR Ay b AR AR (R B A AR N
TE ARG BV H 3 TE AT HUAR T, B S 75 T € 2 0 0 AT IR 1 A B 3R R R 3R TR AN ) ) 4 A SR H 7
SRR T 1E AT 1 A 35 R4 BOE R AL A k.

93 VAT AT B DR R v A B R R SR K T AT B LR O3 R P O3 (1) B E AT R B 1 e R e 5 (2)
AN I AT 50 1) i 8] 3 4 2 I A R0 PR 5 — A e 81 R AT Sy 2 0 T A8 1) DRI 3R, e R TR AT 3R, T K AR B i
11 DR S AT B 52 S AB AE AR S 5 1A e AT 15 07 6 R ) A 2 e DR A7 SR R 19 5k DR e 37 8, A
1T 28 ok e 2 18 L 1) T AR 0 43 2405 1) SI BT 748 28 % ) P A o — MG A 77 2% TR) AT 48 2R T %% T 7 1) 1)
AN AN AT $ 2R S BT X AN [) 355 O A7 B LA X e P 4 R O & 1% 53 i ) 27 2 AT e v ) RE 2R 8¢
R)AEARYE T2 6] A, 35k BT 1R 23 AT B AT S48 P, T 38 0 T TREAA IR 22 FE 1 32 i T S0 I B R A0R X aE & Tk
RN SHH R L . SDSEILERAL L.

HEVERK 2 AN EB BT AS AN AR R FE RS INELRR, & - ARRSH - ASHF A
B e, 2 INNE A AR5 N [ — B 2 AR IR T A 6 e ) 84 o I 9k, E 4y S 0 422 HRURH [0 1) B ) 0 AT R AL 4 4 21 5
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TP 1 A (AL L AR B (1) A A — AT R 4, 4 9k I 4 25 180,38 A T 0 A B8 B AN [7) A8 22 40 L 5 M (1) 475 DL

AR M, B TE AT IR K 1 DN 2 H oA oo PR Qo AT M BhER 414 0 Bk A=(ay,az,...,
ay) AT IEAZ 70 B S B 1 0 B4R M 22 R, i JH MonteCarlo 581261 i3y peomal ANAT] 1 3 (4] 36
Loca = [loca],locaz,...,locaw,,,,,a,] X FEMORE T X TR S N ) 2 F R DR e 4 DL SE i R SR % L A A vk T
{Z"( A Eg%@iﬁﬁféﬂﬁyiuﬁy‘j VC]OMI /I\%ﬂgﬁaﬁj\%ujj[ai,l:at’,Zr-~7ai,part(l)]a[ai,part(l)Haaf,pal‘t(l)+2a'-':ai,part(Z)]a“-a
[0, gy, ] FERE N TR A M 0 — DR 2 28 0 2 R B
25 R 55— L 20— I, BT s 4 2 S B .
2.2.3  IFAZ o % B8 5 4 4F (orthogonal clonal propagation operation)

F 5 B SR 2 9028 4 0 O I3 0 D e 10,7 ALK R o T 1 5%
[T D1 38 40 S 4 B 23 0k V2 B Va0 o, I 1D 2 S 4 B P v ) T A e B B G A

A, 3EE e A% LK E Loca = [loca],locaz,...,locayt,m,,] % 18N 20(3), 55 4 3 (4) f 5 148 R 25 1)
AT R 2

uant w2l - u,~1;
X =a, ; —— +(i-Dx—— %)
' Y 2x0xQ 0 xQOx(Q" 1)
h s clonal \<lomal clona y
;H\: EFI J=1,2,..., chonal) Jj= ZocalDloca27"'5loca’/cla/ml M‘jﬁ": 1= Qﬂ% LML'IonuI ((Q ! I)V ) = [Oi,lj I]Mclo/mlxyclonal ,}J\ﬁﬁ{% QJ?
PR T A ) = [ O], o =D 1 RERMERESE 2R Nyl 35
i )

}7‘:{21 Ammain — [a]r@main , azremuin 5 a;:f’;;lz;ana[ ] ,D( ili_F //T:T, E $|J . [Aremain , Aremain ooy Aremain ];(I{)nul X(N_VF]"M[) ’E ITI , [A ] T ﬁ i_\‘ Xﬂ— //T:T, r’ﬂ E

(e K5 A0 Ry AT EAT 5 I 2L e W B LI 1 T ARBUAA AP () A5 A5 it P vy A A ik R[] 591
o e DAY JA e £ 51 ROV

orth .
Anﬁfvpring k _ offspring _ ai’j J & Locll 6
0 =[a27) =1 7 ©)
a; ", jé&Loca

B. 41AE T A5 40 S0 F) o 48 R 28 1) AT AL R 3 1E AT 6 AR5 IRIE HL AR 4 1) velen! Aoy
[ai,lsai,Z» .. ~»ai,part(l)]s[ai,part(l)ﬂsai,part(l)+2 ----- ai,part(Z)] ----- [aiypm(,,am/fml »ai’pm(,,amm[ 22t ai’purt(Vclonal)] f@ fﬁ R 5% il
1) F AP, AN 40 1 A [ 56 DR e AT — BRI K TR 3G | [R] 96k, 28— AR 1 A8 2 ¥ 5] — 21 SR AL, AT A4) 3
I—Fiﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ'ﬁ\ﬁxﬂl‘% m &%K%[ai,part(m—l)ﬂ7ai,part(m—1)+27---7ai,parz(m)]7lj] FT?@W%D‘JKW@ZHF

orth quant
[ = x| o
j = part(m—1)+1, part(m —1) + 2,..., part(m)
H A AN DR S 7 2 1) AL AR 1A 6 TR 201 45— o A o e 398 5 1) AR A 4778 (k).
2.3 CSO-OED
g DR R TE AT v P 45 A 4 TR — 52 1 7 U AT KA, AR SCHR Y 2 T IF A U5 1Y) e B IR £ £ 4 (clonal
selection operation based on orthogonal experiment design, i #X CSO-OED), 1% 15 1F {2 WL 53 2.
HiL 2 BT IEARR I b Bk B /E (CSO-OED).
Step 1. it JE DA )28 35 DR 3 e e RS LR DA i B e,
Step 2. IEACHIAAR AN ] MonteCarlo i &, Ak D] P o 45 A5 AR D 2% 126 9% M—1 AN BEDA, L 300 ¢ 1
AL M AP,
Step 3. IEAT be B (E 45 4 MR BEA BUARREAT 1IE 28 3 B R A
Step 4. 1FAC G 95 KL R 4 R F BE DR 8 9 A8 S B4
Step 5. o FEIEEEH AL 5 1 ARPUAR IR & N B2 AR, 1% B s D0 75 I oA 5 SUARPT AR BEAT bR AL, 1B 6 H b 4t
T & A R F W T BL A
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Step 6. 1EAZH T4 R 2 R 45 SR TR 1E.

Step 7. 45 Wl A2 A 2R, VA 4 A 2R AN R A AR Bk B Step 3 4RSI R,
3 BiEEiR

o B IEPEAE LA R A  0 R R A ) R AR ORE B AR R B AE R AR 2 AR S A B RS
FIAS F ST S, 10 1 A8 1 56 15 T A 08 1 AR 70 i 25 1) AR 380 0 B550A Ik MR A 3 — B Pk A S0 CSO-OED i
oo B RSV A A BT T R R A R R I P R A

A IR v B BE R AL T IE AR I (1) 70 B 1 R /F (CSO+CSO-OED(1)).

B. A3 o B BB A 3 T 15 RS 1) e B A PR A (CSO+CSO-OED(ID)).
3.1 CSO+CSO-OED(I)

CSO+CSO-OED() I f un ¥l 2 T 7.

Orthogonal
initialization l
i
Genetic library j Memory antibody ‘ T Antibody ‘
2 12
Orthogonal clonal Simple clonal
propagation operation propagation operation
v ¥
_,| Orthogonal immune Simple immune
genetic operation genetic operation
v v
‘ Clonal selection ‘ ‘ Clonal selection ‘
¥ v
__,| Orthogonal apoptosis Simple apoptosis
operation operation
g —
‘ Stop ‘

Fig.2 Flow chart of CSO+CSO-OED(I)
Kl 2 CSO+CSO-OED()JifL A

AT DA AR SRV 1) B KR £ 2 SR A 4 2R R a0 P ) 8 4 R R 4 R 4 2R 43 I (W T IR L, 52 H s 7T
JE S E ) CSO HEAT R Eh 48 2, N H i 35 T4 5 48 R 1) CSO-OED HHAT 2 Wl &R, it 58 — AU, Rt R 5
2R R B A AY R AE D T 0 LA ), 4 2 T 1E AT A5 (1) 5 B R B AR B T c A A4 3k 4k, T i Y
VOB A R T — AR R AL P R D
A. TEVIGR AL (initialization)id F2 1 id A2 PT4A B (memory  antibody) 7= A & HH i IR ZE 72 A 1R PR BE i 1IEAS
¥ 4fi 1t (orthogonal initialization)EF {4 4™ (0)H 5575 1 ik BBz 41 k.
B. ICZPUAHE B H 1F A 5 B B4 4 4 /F (orthogonal clonal propagation operation);$i A B FH — i (1) 7 % 14 5
4 (simple clonal propagation operation).
C. I IZPUARHE N 2 PR i 3 1 1 AL f 92 2 R 5 4E (orthogonal immune genetic operation)Fl 1EAZ ] T4
{E (orthogonal apoptosis operation); 1T 74 #E N F — M (19 3 - 3% A7 A8 57 11 fe 2% 56 (8] 8 4 45 1F (simple
immune genetic operation)F11 724§ {E (simple apoptosis operation).
D. ARG WG DAL DR JLm AR TS 1P AL 28 45 DR, 1T BU AR B A B RS AL 8 45 2 1291
AT T L SRS TR T Hh 1) e T A AR 3 25 BUARTE 2 1l T ic AZ DU B O T T4 J) 48 22, T pi A4
Tl BT R e 48 =, R T e (R R
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3.2 CSO+CSO-OED(II)
CSO+CSO-OEDID) A FE U &l 3 s,

Orthogonal
initialization
‘ A,
Congiy Memory antibod, e Antibod 5
library 4 Y y
v 12
Orthogonal clonal Simple clonal
propagation operation propagation operation
7 7
Orthogonal immune Simple immune
genetic operation genetic operation
v v
Clonal selection Clonal selection
v v
Orthogonal apoptosis | | |  Simple apoptosis
] operation operation
@
Stop

Fig.3 Flow chart of CSO+CSO-OED(II)
K 3 CSO+CSO-OED(I)iife A
ALLE H, 5 CSO+CSO-OED()Af EL ,CSO+CSO-OED(IN) A& #4 Jm i 48 22 fl 4 [ 8 R B BE A —i2,CS0 5
CSO-OED Al H ¥ P A8 B EAT 48 2R 1 S b AT 100 2 HU R BE (K0 04k, LT GG A2 R U8 T 1E 2SI A AL AR A™(0), 5 3L 3k
o — ARG G K PR T 1 4 B A% 3 45 1 AL BUAR B EAT JEAL, R ac AZ DA BE B 4k 58 105 B0 AT 4% 110 4 B, dn R
T A2 G ARG A, U 1 A 2R 10 W), A AZ B B R LR AR 0 25 BUAR BEIEAT T — AR Bk Ak, B i B4, B 2 i
25t

4 BAEANMRIE

4.1 MEHEEBEHFITRUHE

J T AR B B RE AR SO 9 AN BRI SR 4 B D0 K BR £ (L B k) CSO+CSO-0ED(]),
CSO+CSO-OED(ID),0GA/QUS A7 vl Hi T 4215 (PSO) 28I 4T % EL IR . 0 T A A B0 78 0 18 R W B & 1k 4
2 BR T ECA 20 000 kAR FN LI IISTIBAT 30 ISR 4 R N 2.

R 2 P EAE BB R TREE 30 IR BB ILE . IR R 25 00 4 R SRR A BL B 9
A IR, e 2 IR E U ) LLUE Y, CSO+CSO-OED(D) AT CSO+CSO-OED(IN) A 4T fig 14 2% 21) 5 K5 ff 1) 5
PEAELLF T OGA/Q 1 PSO.M 30 IR 28 & Fh B R 1 e 25 16 7T LA H,CSO+CSO-OED(D A 5 Ml 4
AR CSO+CSO-OED(IDHH 5 A Emih,2 MR AL Z F,0GA/Q F1 PSO [HRILE 2 T 1R 2, il 2 5
Sofsfofs T f5,0GA/Q F1 PSO W WL BN T A Bt 8l 8, Hofe 95 (AL ) 0 i R 3 /1 T CSO+CSO-OED(I) il
CSO+CSO-OED(INT & (I1E, X i B CSO+CSO-OED(I)A! CSO+CSO-OED(II)EL A7 5 15 1 /i Ll 38 A1 5 5 1) €5 4
PE N 30 R 2R & A R I A T UG LB T 7E £y iR R CSO+CSO-OED(IN)IE % PSO(R—4
BB 2 ) BLA ,CSO+CSO-OED(I) Hil CSO+CSO-OED(IN) ¥ 4 T OGA/Q 1 PSO. 1M £E bRt J5 2 — 42,
CSO+CSO-OED(DF CSO+CSO-OED(IN) LA 75 11 S48 1 FH4E 2= s OU AR A 1 M T3 X9 BE BB T 7 s 1944
% I CSO+CSO-OEDI) % F PSO L4k, 7E H Aih 15 % I ,CSO+CSO-OED(I) Al CSO+CSO-OED(I) M & 4 +
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959

OGA/Q FI PSO.JE— 2L 0 o, W1 £ f.faof 5o 6o 75 Ffo, AN STHE H SV 38 R A LAl AR UE 77 22 L OGA/Q 1 PSO 22

DT 12 MR .

Table 2 Experimental results on 9 classical benchmark functions

Fz2 9ONGIRE S 2R
The best reaching value

CSO+CSO-OED() CSO+CSO-OED(II) OGA/Q PSO
N —1.256948e+004 —1.256948e+004 —1.256942e+004 —1.095082¢+004
5 0 0 0 2.188908e+001
5 8.881784e-016 8.881784e—-016 1.000467e—001 4.954562e-005
fa 0 0 0 5.738470e-007
fs 1.570544e-032 1.570544¢—032 8.866527¢-004 1.472335e¢-009
Js 1.349783e—032 1.349783e-032 3.741506e-003 1.272269¢—-007
1 0 8.236092¢—-084 6.285746e—000 2.679471e—-008
fs 1.951784e-006 1.945260e—-004 1.471729e-004 6.356012e—-003
fo 0 0 0 4.440892¢-014

The worst reaching value

CSO+CSO-OED(I) CSO+CSO-OED(II) OGA/Q PSO
h —1.256948e+004 —1.256948e+004 —1.250436e+004 —9.272909¢+003
r 0 0 2.123545e-000 5.173780e+001
f 7.993605e-015 8.881784e-016 5.088814e-000 2.117243e—-003
Ja 9.857284e—-003 1.299903e-001 4.535828e—-000 1.026111e-001
fs 3.509917e—-021 7.505341e-001 4.552832e+005 1.072067e—-001
fo 2.277165¢—020 1.349783e—032 1.500286¢+006 1.098788e—002
f 7.174648e-043 4.278249¢-047 5.332908¢+002 1.983468¢—005
Js 1.830208e—-004 1.213231e-002 7.380042¢—-004 1.888119e—-002
fo 2.746727¢—025 2.442697¢—024 7.646252e-001 4.984912¢-007

Median reaching value

CSO+CSO-OED(I) CSO+CSO-OED(II) OGA/Q PSO
fi —1.256948e+004 —1.256948e+004 —1.255268e+004 —9.805903e+003
f 0 0 5.835239¢-001 3.084370e+001
f 8.881784e-016 8.881784e-016 1.213292¢-000 4.181567¢-004
fa 0 1.354669¢-002 1.258491e—-000 1.231953e-002
I 1.570544e—-032 1.570544e—-032 1.212092e-001 2.108421e-008
fe 2.462633e-024 1.349783e-032 4.934904e—-000 2.464084e—-006
f 4.668282¢—051 8.814972e-051 5.435002e+001 1.040477¢-006
fs 6.683415e-005 2.477782e-003 2.638256e—-002 1.170649e-002
fo 5.973397¢—-026 1.074998e—-025 3.980195e—-001 1.643156e—008

Standard deviation

CSO+CSO-OED(I) __ CSO+CSO-OED(IT) OGA/Q PSO
fi 4.866568e—012 4.721264e—012 1.714526e+001 3.941987e+002
f 0 0 7.323107e-001 8.404605e—-000
f 1.588821e-015 0 1.385042e-000 6.098531e—004
fa 2.685081e—003 2.928765e¢—002 1.229672¢-000 2.925425¢—002
fs 7.835399¢-022 2.323148e-001 1.017832¢+005 2.397213e-002
fe 5.061555e—-021 2.808011e—-048 3.603391e+005 2.452591e-003
1 1.604300e—-043 9.538100e—048 1.239749e+002 6.542510e—-006
/3 4.370936e—005 3.945353e-003 2.095701e—002 3.970775e-003
/o 7.119982e—-026 7.130794e—-025 2.583917e-001 1.304965e—007

FAREW 30 kMg RAEEWE 4 Fron. b BEHEN B T /AE CSO+CSO-OED(),IT X &
CSO+CSO-OED(II),0 %% OGA/Q,P £ PSO.ME 4 1 9 M4+ ] LLF Hi ,CSO+CSO-OED(I) F
CSO+CSO-OED(N7EXTIX 9 /N2 S AR AL bR B 48 - b, B e AR 48 R D) % Bk 2 AR 3 R B 3 hF 1

OGA/Q A1 PSO.
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Fig.4 Box plots of the results on 9 classical benchmark functions
4 9 AN IR HOG LR 25 A
B 5 25 B SI20 K 9 A bR B0 28 0 £ 21 249 181 4% Al B30 0 e b AT AT A A 30 TR s BURE AN IS AR R

F B RAE 30 TR IIT-340, 88 o 1 H 45 P B IR 1 2R 8 R il 2%

BT PSO IR fE WSO B Rk @A i 5 B A .25 T304t 3 Fh B A e 2 N B it 72 e BRI, A T
3 F W 5Z, A SCAE X HLH i Y CSO+CSO-OED(I),CSO+CSO-OED(IN A OGA/Q i ER AL o $, i 18 5 B H:
940K CSO+CSO-0OED(D), M 2k A0 #E CSO+CSO-OED(IN), 14 ¥ 2k L& OGA/Q.

M 5 HE LR A S ) CSO+CSO-OEDI) Al CSO+CSO-OED(IN) A WX S0 FE_E 394 T OGA/Q 4
S A 22 B S A AT B A SCHRE I BV BB 4k 482 1) e (AT 1 R IR S i R R IORS B2 11 OGA/Q IR
5 RTR A, JCV2 98 2R B 5 IR 8 (9 A

MAFELE 9 A2 ot gk B DAL I 28 11 45 3k B ,CSO+CSO-OED(D) AT CSO+CSO-OED(IN# 4 F OGA/Q Al
PSO.AR SCHE H 3K 395 Tt 32 AR X 1) 5 ,CSO+CSO-OED(I) 3 NI 75 — %, {H H AN W 3. IR b, A SCAE R T 6 AN
TR B AAL I R B — 25 X% CSO+CSO-OEDI)FI CSO+CSO-OED(IHHAT IR A LL A FIHF 9%
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Fig.5 Mean values versus generations over 30 independent runs on 9 classical benchmark functions

5 %9 A2 R HOM ST INR 30 U EMEIE AR h 2k

42 MEZEHBHITHLHE
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Fig.6 Box plots of the results on 6 complex functions

K6 652 % ek Honk Ll 45 R A0

4.3 ASCIR M RY3FREE AT ELER

AT DX 5 ) 4 2R R 4 S 4 2R 9 e SR ) B Y

=
J 52

Wi A SCBEH IR 28 H R AR A 2> €SO,

HH A5 R &4 CSO-OED. Al & #+4x i R 13- E . CSO+CSO-OBD1) R H Ja #B+4% Ja 18 R 11 5
14T 9 R BN IR 50 000 K,

BEIE 3L CSO+CSO-OED(IN XX 6 A by Hradb AT P Ak Bl ik, 5 6 v
SR EE R A 3.

BUE

Table 3 Experimental results on 6 complex functions for the tree proposed algorithms

T3 ORTTEMA 3 FEENS 6 N pR B S 56 4

R

The best reaching value The worst reaching value
CSO-OED Cso CSO+C(%O—OED CSO+((ZISI§)—OED CSO-OED Cso CSO+CS((I))—OED CSO+((jISI)O—OED
/1| 8.7948E+01 |7.2000E-19 | 1.5329E-19 8.1568E—16 |1.2197E+02| 2.0000E+02 2.7990E-13 9.8555E-08
/2 | 8.1004E+01 [ 6.0864E+00 |  7.5240E+00 2.3214E+00  [9.8805E+01| 3.3030E+02 1.8133E+01 2.0000E+02
f3[2.9548E+02 [ 1.7413E+02 | 7.3583E+01 1.6254E+02 |4.3257E+02{ 9.0000E+02 1.4278E+02 3.2741E+02
f4 | 3.8209E+02 [4.4501E+02 | 2.8828E+02 2.9996E+02 |4.5988E+02( 9.0000E+02 3.4973E+02 4.3097E+02
f5 | 6.5566E+01 [ 4.2266E+01 | 3.8849E+00 1.1397E+01  |8.3780E+01| 1.1390E+02 8.5873E+00 3.2638E+01
fo | 4.3287E+02 | 9.0000E+02 |  4.0237E+02 4.0155E+02  |5.3116E+02| 9.0000E+02 5.0042E+02 5.2161E+02
Median reaching value Standard deviation
CSO-OED SO CSO+C(%O—OED CSO+C(ISI§)-OED CSO-OED SO CSO+CS(%—OED CSO+C(ISI§)—OED
J1|1.0730E+02 | 3.3000E-10| 2.8000E-13 1.8070E-10 [1.2586E+01| 6.7495E+01 1.5160E-13 1.3778E-07
/2 [9.1733E+01 [4.3957E+01 | 1.4660E+01 1.5540E+01 |4.9551E+00| 1.2405E+02 2.9704E+00 5.7417E+01
/3 |3.6198E+02 [ 2.6786E+02 | 1.5234E+02 2.4024E+02 |3.8653E+01| 2.0933E+02 2.1790E+01 4.0981E+01
f4 |4.2163E+02 [ 5.9904E+02 | 3.2551E+02 3.4608E+02 [2.4732E+01| 1.2795E+02 1.9988E+01 3.4046E+01
f5 | 7.7628E+01 | 7.3455E+01 |  8.5193E+00 3.0848E+01 [5.6767E+00| 2.1897E+01 1.6898E+00 7.3991E+00
fo |4.3753E+02 | 9.0000E+02 |  5.0467E+02 5.0201E+02  [4.4602E+01| 0.0000E+00 2.9931E+01 3.6041E+01
M 3 AT LA

1.

I PUAE. AT 30 IRELVENNAR, 2 PP 8015304 10 S A (B AH 1. B 48 ,CSO+CSO-OED(D M 2] 4 AN AfE, 1

UARAE, 1 A58 = HUH;CSO+CSO-OED(I)## % 2| 2 M 8,3 N IRAAE, 1 A58 = HL1H;CSO H ki R F
2 MNIRARAE,2 A B = AE,2 AN 2 ;CSO-0OED HikM 2 2 A6 =040, 4 DX 1) R
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KA e b AR R R A R A R I SR i T R R R A R A R R SR NE;2) AT LR
), B R 0 e 0 48 R B S AR B 0, gk A R ) 4 2R ) LU ARORS 1 11 4 SRl e A AL, J=) 3B 48 R VR AE RS
E LA RS REE.

2. B AT 30 REVEMEK, & P HE R AR 1 5 5 [EAH T HL 3 ,CSO+CSO-OED(D) I £ 4336 6 AN
{H;CSO+CSO-OED(IN & £ 5 MIRMAA, 1 A3 = AAH;CSO HiL £ 6 N5 % {H;CSO-OED H.y%: £
UASRARAE,S WS = ARAE. X B 1) 78 STh Bk b R S0 A 1) 6 00 7 T A8 JR 48 2+ 4 R 4 2R 1) S mgs
T U A e 348 2 R0 A 4 e 98 28 100 SRS A ) 2 I BB 1 i 450 R+ 4 e 9 R R B A R X
T R I 1 2R SR SR 2R RN 4 JR 8 2R I B BT, B R AT 5 A R AR R S H ) RS R AT B
P AT SRR 2R IR R T R R ME TP R R T R R AR AR 2 R 2) Bl
I 53 0 48 2w A T 4 e 4 R RS 8 A T M G A RO SIIR) L (E R BT L, A R R RE I LU K
bk R G AEL A, T o JRE B AN il e SR, T TR S ARV T A B B N R R 0 T I R T A A
14(100,200,300,400,500,600,700,800,900).2 .

3. P EMELEET 30 RVEIR, SRR 3R AT 1 R AH B R ,CSO+CSO-OED(D)M # 5 A, 1 4
o =44l ;CSO+CSO-OED(INE R £ 6 MR, CSO Bkl 2] 3 A =40{H,3 M Z{l; CSO-OED
BIEBR B AR, AN S E4 AN IX Y1) 7R RS e My T A R i R+ 4
JR A% 2 ) S I T A R A R A A R A R Y SR 2) FEREAT B A A e 1 A b 3R
AT B fs 0 AT AT — Fh BB — AN TEAME, e AT AR 22 o U0 AR 10, 25 b B2 4R M A H B8k s e K 1A
b RS A AT AR B A P A BR R 6 (VA R e A B TR R 1T 5, A R A R B R B 6 IR R
b B oy, B U T R R A R4 R IR R I A S O 5 I 4 R 38 B AR AR B A 5 B N A R
RSy T B 35 1 e

4, RAETS ZE SRR IR AT AR VE O 2 A1 B ¢ ,CSO+CSO-OED() #3 8] 5 AN df {H,1 A IR AF1H
CSO+CSO-OED(INAR | 1 AMKIFE,S A5 = I R R F A 2 1 AR FES N EM 2 RERE
R R 4 ASUAFAE, A =0 E, 1 AN Z T2 20X f R R b R iR R BE M s e &
BT (R X 2 900, 3 B W] JR) 848 R VAR BB fo AR EATH8 R L FEvh B N T R AR A
(900), 17 _HL M SE B 38 2% 1 28 W82, R 3B 48 R VA AE I R 1 HT 5 AR R AT 2R 31 900, (H H 28 5 24117 400 £
ARAB A e AT AR 2 2. DAL b, JR) 048 2R BV 0T f 48 R AR B AR AE 77 22 00 O AN AL 20 A X AN fig S it th =)
AR B E X R £ DR AR AR, NN DL A R, bR HE O X — AT LA
CSO+CSO-OED(I)>CSO+CSO-OED(I1)>CSO-OED H.¥A>CSO H.yk. X — &5 it — PR W & R R AV
BRI 4 = 4 R 8 ), Jal 049 22 B2 I 5 75 ) o N e S A A 1T A Y 4 R+ 4 ) 15 R 1K) SR 2
A kAR BT, T 2R e v, B R AR B R 8 TG Ve AE T S S R S B I R AR I RS B B IR I R AT

30 WRAS B 45 W mi AR LW E 7 TR,

7 T LG B EXT £ fadfs BIRALIE R AR5 3 BURIEE 4 FUR(E I B4 T 55 1 FUFIEE 2 B0 0, 13X Ui B =)
T R+ A RS R BRI T R A8 A R 4 = A0 B R TR 48 = A B8O AEXT £ 4 2= 56 3 BRI ER 4 3
555 2 FUMEIE TAH R, S 1 FAIME LRSS 2 ZURIEE 3 5w H— N 30R 43 U I, M vkl R 31 4 R S A
1B JR S R SO T T4 SR R IR A fo I8 R 58 3 FIFISE 4 555 1 Z0 808 )L T4 IR (H B
B ECIE I A R e R AL (0)IBAFAEZE BE, EL 2 36 1 RSP IE B T4 3 HURIEE 4 B (P34, M 28 2 ZIIM{E B
BN T R e AAE, 1 13 B 70 S A B SR M e ) | ,CSO-OED # R 5k if T CSO R 5.

o 6 AN BREL 3 ) R R A 23 4y €SO AU 4 /8 R 4> CSO-OED JEAT ULk, JL 40 2R 1) #r 2R 14X i 2k
W 8 Jirm L iR CSO-OED &, Sk CSO MR AEP LA M IEX L0060 i
H1,CSO-OED # % 2| 1) 4 R e R AE M 3 (E 35 /T CSOEF AR MK fofs BIIERTTLLE H,CSO SE&RN T R
A, ICE e Sk H A EE 22 R ,CSO-OED fit % 58 I sl sh 3t ik B R A . A KT £/ 3R R AT LG A A fig 48 2= 5
A 5y dae AR B 30, J0 S 48 2R V2% e 0 98 5% 380 WK A 1) 4 R B M AR Kt — 2 U B, AR SR HE Y CSO-OED

© PEFEREGSAEIFT hitpy/ www, jos. org. cn



964

Journal of Software A3 4R Vol.21, No.5, May 2010

TS RE G B VR IO A SRR R BE ) RE WS A A bt S SRV AS L8

Fitness

Fitness

120
100
80
60
40
20
0

2

H

G L 1 11
Function (1)

900
800
700
600
500
400
300

+

= ’%%

G L 1 11
Function (4)

Fitness

Fitness

I
300
250
200 +
150
100 == g
50
oL T = =
G L 1 1T
Function (2)
T
100
nEs
40
W2
0 s L s
L 1 11

G
Function (5)

+
800
2 600
o
8
= 400
oo
200 % %
G L I 11
Function (3)
900 —
800 + A
% 700
g
iz 600 1
500 Q E =
400t ) - F
G L 1 11

Function (6)

Fig.7 Box plots of the experimental results on 6 complex functions for the three proposed algorithms
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Table 4 Nine classical benchmark functions

T4 9P 2L

967

Classical benchmark functions Dimensions Optimal value
N
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i=1
N
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1Y | e
fy =—20exp| —0.2 NZX‘Z —exp EZCOS(ZTUCL) +20+exp(l) 30 0
i=1 i=1
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