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Abstract: Developed in recent years, artificial bee colony (ABC) algorithm is a relatively new global optimization algorithm that has
been successfully used to solve various real-world optimization problems. However, in the algorithm, including its improved versions, the
scout bee usually employs the random initialization method to generate a new food source. Although this method is relatively
straightforward, it tends to result in the loss of the scout bee’s search experience. Based on the intrinsic mechanism of ABC’s search
process, this paper proposes a new scheme that employs the orthogonal experimental design (OED) to generate a new food source for the
scout bee so that the scout bee can preserve useful information of the abandoned food source and the global optimal solution in different
dimensions simultaneously, and therefore enhancing the search efficiency of ABC. A series of experiments on the 16 well-known
benchmark functions has been conducted with the experimental results showing the following advantages of the presented approach: 1) it
can significantly improve the solution accuracy and convergence speed of ABC almost without increasing the running time; 2) it has better
performance than other three typical mutation methods; and 3) it can be used as a general framework to enhance the performance of other
improved ABCs with good applicability.
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A T W B (artificial bee colony, {#j X ABC)S ikt 3 A SR H H 1) — Bl A 3 #0010 A4 2 Akl B AT 45
T RIS EUD . ARERL (S B MERED R 5T v 5ok Bk (particle swarm optimization, i} Fi
PSO)H ARG J AL, #0681 BERL [ 48 A= W O BE AR BB AT O T BT (0 A SR AR AL S (B[R] T PSSO (A2
ABC BRI 2 W AE IR R B SR B AT by, e AR AT AS ) ot 288 20 g 11 4 1 00 1 F S TR AN e SR 6 o 1) e KA, B, 3R 31
LA I 1 11 fpe Ve %) Karaboga I Akay [R50 LAEHE L, ABC (f1E fiE 15 2 43 {L (differential evolution, fij F
DE)H k. PSO Sk DL KB AL Sy L 2 54 1 (1. B B, ABC T B N FH i e 22 Bl A [R) 28 280 119 52 B AL
A1) 0 S ARARTY, 755 R el o 25 DT O R A e 4 ) S

ABC 38R FETT 434 3 B B i (4§ (employed bee)B Bt . M %2 & (onlooker bee) i B LA S i 42 & (scout
bee) i Bt .7 Jie {7 M R AR %52 g 7 AN A B v, SR FH [) — i 4% 2% 77 i (solution search equation) >R 3 #8357 (4 & 498 1Mo
TEAGT 220G [ B, 00 48 5 B WD U AT BE AL 26 b 3 5 B s AN R i R L R R O IR AR R R B
T ABC [ REM LR 75 ABC I ST 58 T A% v 5 AR 24— 3 43 A m £ G 4] T3 AR 90 2% R i H B £ fit
18R R X T W) MR PEWF AU T AR/ Zhu A Kwong 75 2010 442 Hi 1) gbest 751 5 1) ABC 513%(GABC)!'™,
Fl AT 7R AR A R D7 R P RN T 4 SR B AU gbest (1945 S5 R4 i 503 R TR g 07 A 459 10 I IR =2 X b ik iRy s L 2
Z 2T PSO ¥ 5 K. ABC I# 53 — M FUE 3 W] 55 A48 2= 5507 AH 45 G R 48 & S I 4 R BE 07, L, Gao AT
Liu 25 NAESCHR[ 1419 K ABC 5 =B #8 R 1) Powell J7 v &5 A SR X B ZSWF 0 TAEA i3 = 7 ABC I RE,
SRR PR, R ] v 3 3 i A R A — A R B, B AT 5 0k SR FH B BT 4 A T 7 ke A 1T 10 0, 1 A
JRCFE R TR IR A 1] B AH T B R R G I B W R AT 1 R R e ) 3 A (SR iR 22 W R
o, v] Be 25— R AR A0, R R A A — R TR A BB S T A T e s — PR NA
a5 BN SR EH R BRI R G IR 5 v, 2 S BUi 82 I R 490 R 5,614 T ABC PERERIEE— P4 .

AL ABC #2210 N E AL H R, 3 2 B0 G206 [ B 1 41 FH A A S S AR AL, 997 1 T80 B st v
i 2 Bk SR UR O B — OB B T vk T 0T S 0 A OB B YR, B SR IE A 5 56 ¥ i (orthogonal
experimental design,ffiiFX OED)K 35 B il 4% 16 28 45 M R I 8 J3C 57 B 098 A 42 Jay dee M 2 T () B K T A3 R 4%
T, ol 75 00T 52 06 408 ) T R A7 5 TBO T £ D5 AN 4 )= e A MR A AN DA 2 1 IR A 21 5, 810 4 Jm) 30 W A S R AR
A REE N H W AIEA SCIERARETE 16 A MBI R £ (B & T B F e i 25 1Y) Bk AT — R 7
SR S £ R WL A SR AW T 3 AN 5 TR

o SBENIAIAGAL T VR LG, AR SCTT VR W TR B AR S I SIS AT IR A I L T, B 35 M4 R ABC (1SR i

K B RS SIOH B

o 55 3 B LAY AR S5 5 VA B AR SC T VR P B EE IR 55

o RICUTVER A BRI E M, VR — NI P AE SE T oAb odE ABC BV PR RE.

ASCH 1 WIHEANA ABC HIE S 2 WA ABC HiE WA DGR TAE. 58 3 4541 OED, I 1 41 AUk 4 3¢
FRH VR 4 4 — RV DG SE R0 Je 25 S 4 A ds Ji — 19 R AR SC AR EAT S 4.

1 ANIwEgEZ%

7 ABC T N TR ST 3 FhA I AL B 0 RE A0 e . WL 0l LA R AT 5 W6 A1 06 7 Sie B R e 0 U8, O
e S 1 S5 DX S 2% 422 S 14 % 20 0 U P AR DA SR 0 4 W e U, T S 43 A, 5 9 1) 07 R e
T2 2 S5 U S R AR I 3 (45 R, LA — S TR A R I P — VR 4k S T R 1 B VR () 0
A P10 MR A s G SR A U I I (S limit R BB, I8 4 U W B T SRR R, T B SR A
ETE G, SR I R A 0 gt 2 A h T 0 1 TR T B AL R — AN BT 1 VR W R A VR R A R
S T I T By — Ak S8 A, 00 U 1 6 o A (R e 5 B YRR — — NS I IR [ B, AP e 1
L85 e A ), 1 AT 45 0 AT — HL

AT H A AL L7, ABC [FFER ] — AN BEALAE B R R T 4635 AR R R B IR IR SN &)
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B#F FATERERRIOT A TEE & 2169

HALWG R TR N 3 BB IR s
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TR BB — RUR TN N R X i, K AR S RO R A — N B B WRE Vis(VigVi,.. . Vip). A0
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Vi 7 =X j T i (Xi Xk ) (1)
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o rand S0, 1R R BEHLEL [ag, b &2 28 ] 4EZR R bR ST U0 HH (02 BRI AR 45 8 S 2 4000 limit 2
ABC TE— S5

2 tHXIfE

ABC [PE RAEREW ST T AR 2 HFFTN IR 5, B 2 22 T AN (7] (30 e85 R At AH 4k o B8 1 I S 5T T AR AT 4%
WL T ABC HIVERE, ATREBORT 20 R WA 7T 1) e Siodt 98 2 5 R kR H BT AR R O R 2) el
b ZR B A 45 A SR B i VR AR R AR . T ] B I P 2 TAE.
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ABC By AGAS UL 1, B B s AR 2 1) 2 A T 15 H A I8 A B0 v (9 A8 SRS A IR 09 25 B il B A
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NI IR SIOH E A SCHR[ 18], Das F1 Biswas %5 ACKE G M5 2 1] (0 #H 129 B8 22 N S A48 22 07 s P o fE &
YR TP FE A R B PR 5 i T I 552 DE Sk v s S SRS IR 3 R (6 SCHR[ 19211 ,Gao A1 Liu 58 A
$EH T 2 AR IA AR AS (et iR 48 R 5 F2 .46 SCHR[1919,52 DE/best/1 F DE/rand/1 P48 55 e (1) J R A 7138
T ABC/best/1 Fl ABC/rand/1 Wi SCil (¥ il 48 2= U5 B 10— 282, 0 P Al VL I B R R R B8 0, DI AR L 5
Bk 1 3 9 b S AR 2R 7 R I A Y AR AR SCHIR[20] 0 Al AT 145t B R R R it ABC AR, 20 IR T
ABC/best/1 Fl ABC/best/2 Wi fif 48 28 )5 7. 52 56 45 SRR W ,ABC/best/1 [ 1 RE 22 &35 L T ABC/best/2.7E SCifk
21 AATTFRIFERH T ABC/best/1 fif# 48 2% 5 F A4 iE T 2Gdk () ABC(MABC),fH AR T #5#E ABC I /2&,MABC 5l
B T 6 AR UK I8 R RN T 2 e o B

(2) W5 A RE FAH G A ok mEE I R ik
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BE N NMSS 2 —Ff a3 B8, I LOZ L HITE — B R B Bl N JR 3 T R T 2D iy o X — D,
flfT ] X 4k 242 1 T Rosenbrock ABC 5911 41 Rosenbrock 75 4 [RIBEAE 4 R &R IR 4L+ 5 ABC M4 & [F ),
Sy i v 22 0 0] B 5 T Rosenbrock 777 Bansal F1 Sharma 28 APY32 1 7 —Fh Memetic ABC, 71 ABC [#) 3 M4
R BEG BN T — MR R T L T TR A R e AR A (A AR A ATT IR A R SRR T
B 4 0 I R 7 ROK A5 1 2 5L . E1-Abd P K — S 17 2% 2 HL Y F 81 ABC A 3 T — B0 1) 2% 2] 1) ABC 55
1%£(GOABC), 7EBEAARI UG A FIRVE R AT FE th 38 R T I 1) 272 ST HL. A 48 s VL 4 %R B8 J7,Gao I Liu 4%
PO e A e 9 B v 45 4 T IEAS SE 36 e b 10 7 98— S0 AR SCHR[ 141 K AR G210 Powell J7 VA4 b Ja i i R 4
15 ABC M4 5, T4 Powell J7 ik IK IF R BE 7)1 ABC IR BE 77, NIfi 42 5 T ABC SR R PE .

FRBRTAEA RS T ABC MMRE AN B LMW IRME T S5 ik L A ST MM LB T35 2
AR 55 2 2R A T 12k XA X ) 2 AR SCI B AR T-48 78 ABC H 0T 5206 B BOAEAE I AN 28 3 B AT AL B0 ik
5 25K 1) £ A5 T3t AF L 1) A e g v, B 70 AT 55 e i B SR P I A ST 0 e U 1) v SR A I B DR A v
MY BEM I St ABC IR PE R, FLAEVE 5 — A8 FH IOAEZL, F T4 & oAb ik ABC 11 RE.

3 ETIEXRFEZITH ABC Ei%(ABC-OED)

3.1 EXRXWiZIT(OED)

IEAZSEI BEVE 2 — PR o 22 N 3R L KPR SR 06 BE VU595, RE LA D (19 S 560 U B 1 31 do o sl 1) S 6
PFRTLZ T 0 S P — AN B IE I IEAE R La(QM) A 22 HF 52 56, ¥ 38 1o [R] 3% 43 BT > 4 00 dg I 1) 7K P 41 45 7 X
Lin(QMZ7s BAT N AN 2R AT Q PRSP 1E A8 4, MR AKCF AL (K KU R 5 TR IE AR AT S — A AT N
QKT S ) A, R P A 1T S 6 1 7 925 5 e e QM AHL SR T R N QR A K JEEAT A T S Bk AR
HE IR I PE AR T OBD J7 3, U UG 22 41k M2 3286 1 ML e /1 T QY 194 SV AE Ml 15 ] OED (14 /1]
R, THT A 25 S0 o FR e A ) Ry £ 20281,

AL /AT 3 AL EE(CC) I I (M) BA BB 5 5 (%) AN B 3399 3 AR AR 7K B 3
Pl rT (Lo PE, W2 L7 HEAT AT S50, U 5 33=27 2159256 HSR I A8 % Lo(3%),0ED J5 ik L 9 415550,

Table 1 Factors and levels in the conversion ratio problem

R HARRE A RN R SR

A: Temperature

Levels ©0) B: Time (M) C: Alkali (%)
L 80 90 5
L, 85 120 6
L3 90 150 7

IEAEZ Lo(3H U AR (4) FT 7R, A —AT I — Rl KP4 & AL — WS 560 ) iR ) Jpe s — A7 oh R 3 1 A
DRI 2 WG4 3 FKF, I 3 08 2 FukoP, 3 4 h8 1 MOKCF IR SR I IEA R ILAER 1) 341 A A
DR 2R AR Rl H B O [ 2) A P TR 3% (K B 7P (K 4 R B CHOAH ).

1111
1 222
1 333
21 2 3
LGH=l2 2 3 1 (4)
2 31 2
31 32
3213
13 3 2 1)
B TR IEARR R Lm(QY)=(ai jmen MDA ARRS I ek Q 2 2%, H M=QY; M7 3 5 i A& 24 K (5):
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for {k=1:J} do
QH 1
Q-1

for {i=1:Q’} do

= Ligj_lk J mod Q

+1

j=

end
end
for {k=2:J} do
k-1 _
[

Q-1
for {s=1:j—1} do
for {t=1:Q-1} do
s (s-1)(Q-1)+=(asxt+aj) mod Q
end
end
end
aj=a;j+1,1<<i<M, and I j<N
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FEAL ] OED J5 12 2 HE 5 06 2 i, AT R FH DR 3% 23 M S0 A A DR 3R AR 0 T I X 5 56 45 SR F) 5% 1, A 4
q Pl X 4521 52

BREEEINY G iRE W
1,1 <q<Q.Spq 1 24

s Ape

Horr 758

F A IEACR T E
A (6) VAT Hh202:

ng —

m S8 TP TR n A

m 21 S5

B q FACE, M zpng=1

Zm]meZ
A

N

g B AR AT S AR AP A T &2 (A3,B2,C2).

Table 2 Results of factor analysis on the conversion ratio problem

gL 1<m<M;S,q NI E n 1ER

T2 AL I D FR O A AR

Combination A: Temperature (°C) B: Time (M) C: Alkali (%) Results
C (1)80 (1)90 (15 F=31
C, (1)80 (2)120 (2)6 F,=54
Cs (1)80 (3)150 3)7 F3=38
C,4 (2)85 (1)90 (2)6 F4=53
Cs (2)85 (2)120 3)7 Fs=49
Cs (2)85 (3)150 (15 Fe=42
C; (3)90 (1)90 (3)7 F=57
Cs (3)90 (2)120 (15 Fs=62
Co (3)90 (3)150 (2)6 Fo=64

Levels Factor analysis

L Sa1=(F1tF,+F3)/3=41 | Sp=(F+F4+F7)/3=47 | Sci=(F+F¢t+Fg)/3=45
L, Sar=(F4tFstF¢)/3=48 | Spr=(F,+Fs+Fg)/3=55 | Sco=(Fy+F4t+F¢)/3=57
Ls Sas=(F7tFs+F9)/3=61 | Sps=(F3+Fst+F9)/3=48 | Scs=(F3t+Fst+F;)/3=48

OED results A3 B2 C2

(6)

ST, Zing=0.7 2 43 Y _E IR B A0 i AU LR 32 23 A
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3.2 ABC-OED

# ABC [0t S0 b BE, 25 5 — B 00 B (R R I limit Y4TSR 5 307, 0 I % B s CLT RAR L, i T
TR A N b, 75 12 A SR B R JRE AP e 2 A Ay it 5 0 e I K (B) P A — N B SL EEN ABC 48 25 75 11 P 7EBIL
KA 120 TR (1 32 B A AL JE SR S AR AR, 7 A e G B i o O 22 1 T B R, A T R B A R 0 v AR R
FH T4 2 figd 25 D o ) At Ty AT DX, B2 iy S50 IR 4 R 0% B AR 4 24 S (B)HEAT B LT 4 44 v R b 4k 31— A 37
AL E (0% 7 B — @ R R, 2 T8 I R 50 F 05 OGS IR A B B 0E N
B, 7045 2R 2 ) v A AL T A TR AT DA ) R 2 DA IS 2R ) 0% B ) YRR W e A6 T e — R RS AT A A ) A
WL E— s FR b LW B AL AU B A A T AR T i SRR — PRI SR B 5 i b U %
MG, AL — 4 ) Shekel’s Foxholes #R 450 25 A 451, 12 bR 44 1% 3-D B WKL 1 s % R 802 2 162K 80 24 AR
PR AR AT 1 AN A R R st £(=32,-32)=0.998, 1 2 [X [ 3z [ 4 [-65.536,65.536]%, 2 HLAK 5 X A[ 2% Yao Al Liu
S NI SCHR[32].

WA b AR Ve B IR R A 30,70 — AU, AR R A R (W A S Sl ] 2 s B 2 vh AR A
Tk 25 ASKRAR S BT A A, 2500 [ A B D08 B AR A 8 S 00 [ ik 4 R B AR £(0,—-32)=2.982, 5.0 — MITE Ny
FESL limit JATY A SO 0 B I £(—-32,16)=15.503. 0] LA - R 3 e i R i i A1 o5 b, L R T B
BLATGR A 1) T3 2R AR O AR, ) B AR 2 25 2R A% SR B A AL it ()67 8 A R 0 51 b 3 DT8R 08 BB A0 [ BT R A7 4
FEEYIRAESE 1 BRI BAR A R i L IR AE 58 2 404 I8, B g 4k 81 4 R A (i #(=32,-32).
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Fig.1 3-D plot of the Shekel’s Foxholes function Fig.2 Distribution of food sources in the search space
Kl 1 Shekel’s Foxholes o %[y 3-D & 2 BWIRAEAR R A R R 2 A

AR SCHE R OED J5 ik o IRZAS A2 AE 1 5 725 0, R AR AP BT B R AE AN A 4 KT 2615 2,
I A SR e A A% gbest 2% 2] B 8545 5, BAT TR0 52 16 45 20T € WU iR AT A A0 DA — U S50 T TS5 £ A R
gbest [RIREAN i 5 R 70 5256 45 IR I8 25, 5K ] OED J7 253k 345 Bt e 4 000 195 3 T 5 (BB 1K Ty Ak 4 1), 3%
R B BT (R 7K T L 7 3K A A A T HE T £ A 3 BE Rk HE R AR AR, BB RAF I R AW 1 H M. Y
HI B FE BB N X=(X1,Xa, ... Xp), 2> SR LA gbest=(gbest,,gbest,,...,gbestp). 15 5&, 1 X I gbest A LL#fi 5& &
AN Ui BE 1448 2R X 355 ] :[min(x;, gbest;), max (xi,gbest)]; Z Ji , - A 4 B (148 22 IX 3 R AT Ak D4 Tl 4
K Q M BT, WA Z(T):
I; ; = min(x;, gbest;) + %(max(xi,gbesti)— min(x;, gbest,)) ,j=1,2,...,.Q @)

DR 6t B A 44 8 1 o, 35 QP PR [R] /K S 21 & U7 20 5 78 5 4 25 8] b X=(4.5,9.0),gbest=(0.5,1.0),7KkF Q
Sy 5,08 B AR E R A A 1R 30 B4 [0.5,4.5]%[1.0,9.0], 2 Ak 5 i JL 40,5 7 QP=52=25 AN 4, Il 3 o,
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Fig.3 Illustration for quantization of the search space

K3 SRR R R

fEffE TIRFEANEN KR5 K Q J5, AT I IEAS R Li(QN)Ze k550 U7 5 AL 5 4 i (¥ J2 3l 6 pRAk

T PR 46 JEE D K, A LB I IE A2 2, ) 75 () S0 K MR SR AH 24 K 1K), 22 3 80 OED o5 i 2 1y o 55 5%
LB 1 V07 VK 1 2135 D=50.Q=5, 10 2058 (5) T 1 BT HI 2 S0 e M=625. e W5 5 2
THFE 625 UCIE IV R BCVT Al R AR AR L BRI N e 7E ST OED 5 A I, 3 6 0 5 i £ U A
gbest Y4 S8 (P HEAL ) UEAT 73 41K — 21 R SR EERLA S AN PR30 T2 2 FR) PR 3 A BRI OED v S 4
P T 280 U WY 20 410 o R 4 D ANk AR 4y o F 4L LA 5K (8).

Gy = (X Xy )

Gz = (Xlir],--',sz) (8)

GF :(ka,,n"“’XD)
Ky Ko, okey S (1,D) 22 ] B ML A % 4 5, HL AL 1<k <ko<...<ke_ <D.J% A (7B REA I E R 2 Q KF,
SR § A3 2L KPRl 4 T KA 5K(9).

Gi(l) = (Iki,,+1,1s Ik-,1+2.1”"’ Iki ,1)

Gi(z) —(Iki,,+1,z>|ki,,+z,2 ----- Iki ,2) (9)
G(Q)= (IkH +1,Q,|ki,, +2,Q2°0 IKI,Q)
B I AR R A TEAZ 26 Ln(QMY AU E R T 43 LA B B N> D ] 422 13 FH 2% R R RiT F 310K 2o RS
%[29,30].
FEAE 7 eSS AT, X=(1.0,2.0,0.0,8.0,4.0,3.0,7.0),gbest=(3.0,4.0,2.0,6.0,6.0,1.0,5.0), 7K *F- Q=34 ZH % F=4, ki
A B Ky ko ks 23 30N 2,5,6, 084 45 22 508 AT 73 41 A 43 2 (10) ) T 2X:
G, =(%,X%,)
G, = (X3, %45 Xs5)
Gs = (Xs)
G4 :(X7)
A ROV A N 3 FACE,H:G(1)=(1.0,2.0),G1(2)=(2.0,3.0),G,(3)=(3.0,4.0);G,(1)=(0.0,6.0,4.0),
G(2)=(1.0,7.0,5.0),G5(3)=(2.0,8.0,6.0);G3(1)=(1.0),G3(2)=(2.0),G3(3)=(3.0);G4(1)=(5.0),G4(2)=(6.0),G4(3)=(7.0). 2
Ja A% 2 A FTR I IE AR F Lo(3h) Kz HE 250, il 38 A A DR K 9 A HiAMA Cii=1,2,...,9). 38— 25 4% 2 3((6)
XA R 2 BEAT IR 3 23 17, 1 o e A (R KPR 215 5 0 A3 31— N T AN & Pt AN G T P e 6t e AR 1 — A
VE TR B IR X PR AR A A 85 450 W 0 o« S SR AR T 1) £ U B o 4 JR) s DA A, JU) DT A v B L 3k

(10)
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P — DAL OED T35 (R A D TR AT # 4T

C,=(1.0, 2.0, 0.0, 6.0, 4.0, 1.0, 5.0)
C,=(1.0, 2.0, 1.0, 7.0, 5.0, 2.0, 6.0)
C, =(1.0, 2.0, 2.0, 8.0, 6.0, 3.0, 7.0)
C, =(2.0, 3.0, 0.0, 6.0, 4.0, 2.0, 7.0)
C, =(2.0, 3.0, 1.0, 7.0, 5.0, 3.0, 5.0) (11)
C, =(2.0, 3.0, 2.0,8.0, 6.0, 1.0, 6.0)
C, =(3.0, 4.0, 0.0, 6.0, 4.0, 3.0, 6.0)
C,=(3.0, 4.0, 1.0,7.0, 5.0, 1.0, 7.0)
C, =(3.0, 4.0, 2.0,8.0, 6.0, 2.0, 5.0)

3.3 EiEESR

HYk 2 T IET IEACSI WU ABC FEM A0S, LA SN S Y8 1 8=, FEs R/~ iE W % iR 21
PG VB MaxFES 38 N 5 B0 55 1) B K PR AG T trial; sk T S WUE X e SRR BB B T E
31 ATAIEE 32 4752 N OED J7 ik fE iR 45, 1 HAh 64 5 - #fE ABC 58448 [F).

& 3% 2. ABC-OED.

e N kW N

[ NS TN (O T NG I NS N N I O I NS R S e e e e e
NSO R LR S-S0 ® N A BN = O

Randomly generate SN food sources {Xj|i=1,2,...,SN};
FEs=SN;
while FEs<MaxFEs do
/*Employed bee phase*/
for i=1 to SN do
Generate a new candidate solution V; according to Eq.(1);
if f(Vy)<f(X;) then
Replace X; with Vj;
trial;=0;
else
triali=trial;+1;
end
FEs=FEs+1;
end
/*Onlooker bee phase*/
Calculate the probability p; according to Eq.(2);
for i=1 to SN do
Choose a food source Xj from the current population P by the roulette wheel selection mechanism;
Generate a new candidate solution V; according to Eq.(1);
if f(V})<f(Xj) then
Replace X with Vj;
trialj=0;
else
trialj=trialj+1;
end
FEs=FEs+1,;
end
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28.  /*Scout bee phase*/

29. if max(trial;)>limit then

30. trial;=0;

31. Employ OED to generate M new individuals C; and a predict individual P;
32. Pick out the best one from C; and P as the new food source for the scout bee;
33. FEs=FEs+M+1;

34. end

35. end

4 BUESKLE

h B E A SCTT VR A 16 AR AR s B BT T — RS AL
e OED J A 3tk 4 #r:
1) ZRRE R
2)  WSIE FE LA
3) YRR RIS
4)  IBATIA A
o limit ZH5r#r;
o LSRN,
o [ H OED J7ikdudt HiAth ABC 5.
4.1 iR R EL
HIE OED J7 ik i RtE, AR 16 A~ S0 [F I3 oR B0 AT S0 56 0 HG e . 22 06 DL K A A% in e s 2%
R REER 3 A T IX 28R B ] 24 21, B FE pR B A R 38 R 28 ()Y I DA K B L (. FO1~FO8 & FLU& S 1Y (1)
B4, LR F06 T FO7 245 1 2 1) 506 B B FO9~F 16 7 52 W Y 11 B 85, H b JF13~F 16 2 5 i A% R 1) % 16
BRI XA R A ) LA XL SCHR[35-37].

Table 3 16 test functions used in the experiments

=3 LRI 16 NI £

Function Name Search range  Global optimum f(X)
FO1 Schwefel 2.21 [~100,1001° 0
F02 Step [~100,1001° 0
F03 Elliptic [~100,1001° 0
F04 SumPower [-1,11° 0
F05 Exponential [-1.28,1.28]° 0
F06 Shifted sphere function [-100,100]° —450
F07 Schwefel’s problem 2.6 with Global optimum on bounds [~100,1001° -310
F08 Quartic with noise [-1.28,1.28]° 0
F09 Rastrigin [-5.12,5.12]° 0
F10 Griewank [-600,6001° 0
Fl11 NCRastrigin [-5.12,5.12]° 0
F12 Bohachevsky 2 [-100,1001° 0
F13 Shifted rotated Ackley’s function with Global optimum on bounds [-32,32]° -140
F14 Shifted Rastrigin’s Function [-5.51° -330
F15 Shifted expanded Griewank’s plus Rosenbrock’s function [-3,11° —-130
F16 Shifted rotated expanded Scaffer’s F6 function [-100,1001° -300

4.2 OEDAEBMIMEN
YL OED 772 75 A Bh T3 T+ ABC HIPERE # S S bR e ABC SLVERET 2 77 TH 11 bR A 8 - X 31 4 A
#E ABC it 4 ABC-rand, 3 715 {0 8206 K FH BEALWI LG40 10 J7 70 N5 SRS 1« SIS 4 FE 9 TR DA R 32 47 i 1)
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X 4 NJjTH R AT HEE ABC-rand Al ABC-OED. 2y 24 FU AL AR S0 52 56 Hh ) W5 25 1) B s £ SN limit 3X 75
Bl A SESHOR AR R BEE A SN T 5 AN E] BOBIF 9 TAE 45 H A 2 2% 48t 2 S ) B0, 491 dn SR [1,38,391 45 HA Y
B0 10,3C#R[19,23,24]145 H IE 4 25, 3CHR[ 16145 H I 0 30,3CHR[13,40,4 1145 H (IE 4 40,10 SC#k[12,17,20,26,
214 HIE R 50. AR % T SN IR 1 B B FUN 50 A I SR fH ) 45 HE A2, SN I B Y 1 24 [10,50]. BRI,
2R SCR T A% 90 TR P o AR, B ¥ SN 3006 T limit FIEEL, BB A %5 80 B2 5 W B OED J7 iE T H%R,
TEER 4.3 T PXNZ S HOIAT T VR 73 A, 70 00 2 BB A 10030058 6% H0 i 4 8 1 A D=30,38 BV & R 44 (1) e K
PPl 8 MaxFEs #2249 100 00026154 ABC-OED, i HI TEAZ % Lys(5%). 45 Fh S 1040 BT A 86 3BT 3847 30 WK,30
SE 4 R (¥ 35 18 (mean) 5 A5 1 25 (SD), 3L, 45 B 8 5013 B M B & FOO M BR B B A f(XT) 2 2, B
FOO-F(X).
421 HRRELR

X774 IF OED J7v2:%t ABC 145 S B2 10 5 . A6 W e 20k D=30 115 4 N, 4 45 T ABC-rand Hl
ABC-OED )5z 45 3¢, H 1 Best, Median, Worst 737l 7 30 (X &5 B s A . P (A . 3 2= (8. Wilcoxon £
7N 2 7K T @=0.05 1] Wilcoxon BRAIAL R K 45 IR +,—,~73 Jll 387k ABC-OED [PERE ML T, &5 T A4
T+ ABC-rand, fi 155256 45 B 0 B 45 175 ) [4344,

Table 4 Experimental results of ABC-rand and ABC-OED at D=30
% 4 {£ D=30 i},ABC-rand #ll ABC-OED {525 45 &

Function | Algorithm Mean SD Best Median Worst Wilcoxon

Fo1 ABC-rand | 3.17E+01 | 4.91E+00 | 1.95E+01 | 3.30E+01 | 3.89E+01 N
ABC-OED | 7.38E+00 | 1.90E+00 | 2.92E+00 | 8.57E+00 | 1.09E+01

FO2 ABC-rand | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 -
ABC-OED | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 -

FO3 ABC-rand | 531E-10 | 8.48E-10 | 3.92E-12 | 2.45E-10 | 3.21E-09 4
ABC-OED | 2.18E-11 | 3.55E-11 | 2.83E-13 | 1.14E-11 | 1.77E-10

FO4 ABC-rand | 1.12E-10 | 2.30E-10 | 4.90E-14 | 2.49E-10 | 1.11E-09 N
ABC-OED | 2.12E-20 | 3.37E-20 | 1.57E-22 | 2.15E-21 | 1.34E-19

FO5 ABC-rand | 1.05E-06 | 9.08E-07 | 1.25E-11 | 1.75E-06 | 3.34E-06 N
ABC-OED | 1.00E-09 | 1.85E-09 | 1.41E-11 | 4.37E-10 | 6.44E-09

F06 ABC-rand | 1.84E-13 | 4.57E-14 | 1.14E-13 | 1.71E-13 | 2.84E-13 N
ABC-OED | 5.49E-14 | 1.02E-14 | 0.00E+00 | 5.68E—14 | 5.68E-14

FO7 ABC-rand | 1.04E+04 | 1.43E+03 | 6.67E+03 | 1.17E+04 | 1.29E+04 N
ABC-OED | 3.45E+03 | 6.24E+02 | 1.88E+03 | 3.62E+03 | 4.79E+03

Fos ABC-rand | 1.86E-01 | 4.50E-02 | 8.48E-02 | 1.26E-01 | 2.67E-01 4
ABC-OED | 5.97E-03 | 2.82E-03 | 1.70E-03 | 6.13E-03 | 1.26E-02

F09 ABC-rand | 1.04E-14 | 1.57E-14 | 0.00E+00 | 1.42E-14 | 7.46E-14 i
ABC-OED | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00

F10 ABC-rand | 2.47E-04 | 1.33E-03 | 0.00E+00 | 1.82E—13 | 7.40E-03 4
ABC-OED | 9.33E-16 | 3.66E-15 | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 | 1.87E-14

Fll ABC-rand | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 N
ABC-OED | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 -

Fl12 ABC-rand | 7.33E-16 | 9.89E-16 | 0.00E+00 | 6.66E—16 | 5.00E-15 ~
ABC-OED | 6.96E-16 | 8.65E-16 | 0.00E+00 | 2.78E-16 | 3.44E-15 -

F13 ABC-rand | 2.10E+01 | 6.22E-02 | 2.08E+01 | 2.10E+01 | 2.11E+01 +
ABC-OED | 2.06E+01 | 7.34E-02 | 2.04E+01 | 2.05E+01 | 2.07E+01

Fla ABC-rand | 2.52E-07 | 1.33E-06 | 3.41E-13 | 7.82E-11 | 7.43E-06 N
ABC-OED | 2.95E-08 | 1.57E-07 | 1.14E-13 | 4.90E-11 | 8.75E-07

Fls ABC-rand | 2.03E+00 | 2.37E-01 | 1.30E+00 | 1.70E+00 | 2.34E+00 N
ABC-OED | 1.22E+00 | 1.75E-01 | 7.77E-01 | 1.42E+00 | 1.58E+00

Fl6 ABC-rand | 1.32E+01 | 1.87E-01 | 1.25E+01 | 1.34E+01 | 1.35E+01 N
ABC-OED | 1.24E+01 | 3.97E-01 | 1.16E+01 | 1.27E+01 | 1.31E+01

MR 4 TLUE H:ABC-OED 7£ 13 AN bR #1197 g 22 W2 L T ABC-rand; M 7E L AR 1 3 A& HU(FO2,F11,
F12) b, P9 It e AH 24 BAAT 5,78 FO2 F1 F11 |2, ABC-rand fl ABC-OED #7574 R A4 0; T 7 F09 |-,
{4 ABC-OED Hi18 T 4 A% FO4 F1 F10,ABC-OED k5% b ABC-rand 5 KIS B2 5 . F13 £ W8
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ABC-rand {4, X th % W] OED J5 ik Bt i 7 ABC (W3% &R A8 7. 0 ¥ 47 153 Hr ABC-rand 1 ABC-OED
Btk Refe e P E B 4 & Bl (box plot) TS H T 45 I 43 A 1F . & LR 3 S Ak G v Ay BT I EE 22 T
FL 8 AT DR G b S B (0 45 v 23 A 1 ) AR S % T LR 23 Mt ABC-rand A1 ABC-OED J37 3217 30 X453
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Fig.4 Box plots of the results obtained by ABC-rand and ABC-OED over 30 independent runs
Kl 4 ABC-rand 1 ABC-OED M 7ig 17 30 45 R i1 & &

422 WS R

XL OED J5vESt ABC [HWCSIGH 1K 52 i A B A0 309k RO SICR JE , FRAT Tt A AN IR e B i o 7 —
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BT AT ABC-rand Fl ABC-OED 7EJT 0 BG5BT 384T 30 YR, IC S5 T8 FE RIS I 18 50 B8R Al v i~ 3 1
(mean FEs). #5#E2(SD FEs) LA A 575 I8 B L % (SR).

5T RSB &5 R PR AR TR S NA R - SR AL V) B B oRIs 4T ).

Table 5 Given predefined accuracy level, the algorithms’ results of mean number of FEs and successful rate

RS AELERE LRI DU T, I 03 N R B A R T S 0 BBl &

Function Threshold ABC-rand ABC-OED

Mean FEs+SD FEs SR (%) Mean FEs+SD FEs SR (%)
FO1 5.00E+01 1.60E+04+3.83E+03 100.00 5.33E+03+2.04E+03 100.00
F02 1.00E-06 1.57E+04+6.43E+03 100.00 8.21E+03+1.06E+03 100.00
FO03 1.00E-06 7.65E+04+4.51E+03 100.00 6.90E+04+4.67E+03 100.00
F04 1.00E-06 2.38E+0443.18E+03 100.00 2.39E+04+4.19E+03 100.00
FO5 1.00E-06 4.48E+04+43.54E+04 56.70 2.70E+04+9.21E+03 100.00
F06 1.00E-06 4.62E+04+2.92E+03 100.00 4.46E+04+3.05E+03 100.00
F07 1.00E+04 7.05E+04+5.42E+04 43.30 2.09E+04£3.60E+03 100.00
FO8 1.00E-02 NA 0.00 4.15E+04+1.88E+04 83.30
F09 1.00E-06 5.79E+04+6.98E+03 100.00 5.86E+04+7.63E+03 100.00
F10 1.00E-06 5.08E+04+1.11E+04 96.70 5.16E+04+6.06E+03 100.00
F11 1.00E-06 1.55E+04+3.37E+03 100.00 1.25E+04+3.06E+03 100.00
F12 1.00E-06 5.35E+04+3.29E+03 100.00 5.15E+04+4.08E+03 100.00
F13 5.00E+01 NA 0.00 NA 0.00
F14 1.00E-06 8.25E+04+1.76E+04 96.70 8.00E+04+8.97E+03 100.00
F15 1.00E+01 1.62E+03+4.41E+02 100.00 1.53E+03+3.62E+02 100.00
F16 2.00E+01 NA 0.00 NA 0.00

M 5 Tl F H:ABC-OED 7 K %64 6 5 b Lt ABC-rand 4 ¥E ¥ 15 I B R H00F Al V0805 20 BT $I00 o o
PRI gt B 1R T 2% SR i F,ABC-OED ¥ &, 4l 7E ik %t FO5,F08,F10 UL F14 |.OED Jj %A B T2 &k
ST 1) i TR L T < S A A 0000 385, A TR A 11 988 3R 2 T 5 TR AN BT 46 /N, B 9k 1) 38 R AT Ot I R
(exploration) 3% 35 1 4% i) Jy 77 K (exploitation), ] ABC-rand [ BENLHI U1k J7 = B AT BRI H Pk A8 455 & i
(007 AT g 4k T 2R 4 /N (AR R A5 A 2 A0, 80— s R 1 0 G 4 2R, AT AR ML SJ0EE JE . 4 B 2 R, ABC-
OED “: B [¥1 87 £ W REW O B 4 8T B WD IRORI 4 JR Bee AN 1k gbest (1977 2 45 5, 76 38 28 2 [ vh nl i A 145 47 1)
P B A BT IR SR8 B B W6 e ABC-rand Fll ABC-OED R SIUIE i, I 5 3k T B R IR 7E BT 5
BB TSI 2 MK B S5 25 P vt 1T Y ABC-OED 75 K 43 B 55 (Ui $5080 % 1] 4 T ABC-rand.
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Fig.5 Convergence curves of ABC-rand and ABC-OED on all the test functions
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Fig.5 Convergence curves of ABC-rand and ABC-OED on all the test functions (Continued)
K5 ABC-rand fll ABC-OED 7E 5T Al 1 b $50_E (¥ MCSiith 22 (48)

423 YRV

SOPYE ARV T T DA, B B 4 S T 8 002 fof 1 ) R 1 5 2% B AR SR 1 hn, AT BURLVR B M R R B A Ui,
3K — T 56 UE A R HR (¥ 4k BE X OED J7 V&M RS 10 52 W FA 1K pR B 30 4 2 31 50 4, ABC-rand ! ABC-OED
925 B30 5 T TR PR T T 3 7 88 B 00 PR B VA VB MaxFES 3224 200 000. 55748 BT A bR 48 E TR A
MALIZAT 30 IR IER 6 Hh e th S 25 5 T U W75 T A i 4 ABC-OED ¥ PE g 12 .25 # i T ABC-rand.
FEHh,7E FO2 A1 F11 E,ABC-rand 7 30 4R fE3R3 4 R mAUE 0,1 50 4EF,ABC-rand #1 K (g3 34 R fx
PEAE;{EX) ABC-OED Ml 75, & K AR BEWE 343 42 R B UL, OF HLAE FO9,F10 LL A F12 |1, ABC-OED L RERSIRAT 42
JRB AL S 2, BRI B B 4 S8 385 0 T {2 ABC-OED [ 1k BE 214R 4% %%, bt ABC-rand T N1 75.

Table 6 Experimental results of ABC-rand and ABC-OED at D=50
% 6 D=50 if,ABC-rand f1 ABC-OED {524 &5

Function | Algorithm Mean SD Best Mean Worst Wilcoxon

Fol ABC-rand | 5.79E+01 | 3.75E+00 | 4.99E+01 | 5.15E+01 | 6.51E+01 4
ABC-OED | 2.01E+01 | 2.36E+00 | 1.59E+01 | 1.94E+01 | 2.52E+01

FO2 ABC-rand | 2.33E-01 | 4.23E-01 | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 | 1.00E+00 4
ABC-OED | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00

F03 ABC-rand | 2.97E-12 | 5.09E-12 | 1.15E-15 | 5.87E-14 | 1.90E-11 n
ABC-OED | 2.32E-15 | 2.25E-15 | 4.77E-17 | 8.60E-16 | 8.88E-15

F04 ABC-rand | 4.63E-08 | 4.78E-08 | 2.44E-09 | 1.01E-08 | 1.82E-07 N
ABC-OED | 2.76E-29 | 1.46E-28 | 4.31E-34 | 5.14E-30 | 8.14E-28

FO5 ABC-rand | 6.11E-07 | 6.68E-07 | 1.25E-09 | 3.85E-07 | 3.26E-06 4

ABC-OED | 7.07E-13 | 2.71E-12 | 6.66E-16 | 1.38E-14 | 1.51E-11

FO6 ABC-rand | 4.36E-13 | 7.95E-14 | 3.41E-13 | 5.12E-13 | 6.82E-13 n
ABC-OED | 9.09E-14 | 2.78E-14 | 5.68E-14 | 5.68E-14 | 1.14E-13

FO7 ABC-rand | 2.38E+04 | 1.65E+03 | 1.91E+04 | 2.62E+04 | 2.68E+04 N
ABC-OED | 6.90E+03 | 1.01E+03 | 4.08E+03 | 7.42E+03 | 8.50E+03

F03 ABC-rand | 4.70E-01 | 7.82E-02 | 3.61E-01 | 3.73E-01 | 6.90E-01 N
ABC-OED | 1.50E-02 | 3.72E-03 | 9.43E-03 | 1.83E-02 | 2.59E-02

FO9 ABC-rand | 7.84E-13 | 3.83E-12 | 1.78E-15 | 1.24E-14 | 2.14E-11 4

ABC-OED | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00

Fl0 ABC-rand | 4.76E-11 | 2.44E-10 | 0.00E+00 | 1.03E-11 | 1.36E-09 i
ABC-OED | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00
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Table 6 Experimental results of ABC-rand and ABC-OED at D=50 (continued)
%6 D=50 if,ABC-rand 1 ABC-OED [fJ 524 45 L (4k)

Fil ABC-rand | 3.17E-11 | 1.67E-10 | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 | 9.34E-10 4
ABC-OED | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00

Fl2 ABC-rand | 6.29E-17 | 7.41E-17 | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 | 2.22E-16 n
ABC-OED | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00

F13 ABC-rand | 2.11E+01 | 4.23E-02 | 2.10E+01 | 2.11E+01 | 2.12E+01 N
ABC-OED | 2.05E+01 | 6.91E-02 | 2.03E+01 | 2.04E+01 | 2.06E+01

Fla ABC-rand | 1.35E-06 | 7.12E-06 | 4.55E-13 | 1.01E-11 | 3.97E-05 4
ABC-OED | 1.10E-13 | 2.51E-14 | 5.68E-14 | 1.14E-13 | 1.71E-13

F15 ABC-rand | 3.99E+00 | 3.57E-01 | 3.04E+00 | 4.18E+00 | 4.62E+00 N
ABC-OED | 1.94E+00 | 4.21E-01 | 1.13E+00 | 1.96E+00 | 2.64E+00

Fl6 ABC-rand | 2.28E+01 | 1.98E-01 | 2.22E+01 | 2.30E+01 | 2.32E+01 N
ABC-OED | 2.14E+01 | 6.90E-01 | 2.00E+01 | 2.07E+01 | 2.27E+01

424 GEfTHAIEEAE

AAIAE OED )74 ABC isAT ] (540, 5 ABC-rand #8 L, ABC-OED [ M — A [F] 75 T i 82 5% ]
OED J7 3K AE M E YR OED MHAT IR R ZASFAM 1) 12 A ()R A 109 e Ji v & WU Al 4 JR B
A PRIEAT IR 28 40 ALRKCT- R 9352) 4% A0 oK s HE Sz 38, B A3 X B 1F) M AN BN 7k, 51 TR 28 43 BT K 3 i
WA PR POE AL SR S AT I (BB 3 WA J5 T 1) SRR IO B VR 51 (A8 AT I T8052) DA 38 I 5 o 5119 1
[ BO4S DRtk BT LAKE OED [P T 1 B0 by B30 10— AN AR 51 SR 43 M 0nE ABC S8 A7 IR IR FR 5% i B DR A — 2K
T8 RV PRI I T8) DA o BRE IS TR)LABC 11D Jee A e RN U 55 g o B AT — YR TR I T80 (- o) > BAASE I () ,OED 04T
— VR IAV IS 8] 2 (A o)A FRUE I TB) . 75 it 11D 2 - a0 AP (R 2 O A [ S8 1K 28 250 AH S 11, 52 2% T v 119 1) 8, AT
(AR /N, R BV IR 45V 587 o AN S8 AT I ) 1 B A9 R /) 5 Je 2 2R 4R L TRL ok, AT 7 88 oy 30 1) S5 K7 A k40
MaxFEs A5 1 4 i, 5 ABC-rand ({3847 I8 6] 52 T apcorana=MaxFEs- o+ a- -, Il 4 ABC-OED &:

Tasc.oep=MaxFEs-o+f u- ot w 1-o.

aflp5y il ABC-rand Fl ABC-OED [f] Ji {1l 86t 55 WL e [ B K1 B AT IR B, oie. OBD IIHAT IR B 352 i, 7T LA
T VTS R 12 AT I ) R LA Ratio=T apc.oen/T apc-rand A WAL OED X ABC i AT W] ) 52 M.

T CA S5 mP A 16 AN IR BR BCh ), B4k Ratio FO{ERIT AL OED Xt ABC 1247 I R FJ 5% 1. ABC-rand
F1 ABC-OED {12 30 ¥ & L5 iy 1 {45 A7 7, 43 930 2 SN 1324 30, limit 324 100.D 24 30 4R, MaxFEs # 24 100 000;D
g 50 4 MaxFEs ¥4 200 000.3% 7 #4511 T ABC-rand 1 ABC-OED fE&FAN s % _E [19~F 14 CPU I ).

Table 7 Average CPU time (in seconds) of ABC-rand and ABC-OED on the test functions (s)
F 7 ABC-rand fil ABC-OED 7tlli i £ b 1¥1°F-4) CPU B [A] (FLAff :s)

Function D=30 - D=50 5
ABC-rand ABC-OED Ratio ABC-rand ABC-OED Ratio
Fo1 0.103 0.123 1.194 0.214 0.242 1.131
F02 0.184 0.172 0.935 0.532 0.451 0.848
F03 1.020 1.070 1.049 3.520 3.560 1.011
F04 0.973 1.010 1.038 3.350 3.430 1.024
F05 0.118 0.129 1.093 0.262 0.292 1.115
F06 0.100 0.110 1.106 0.210 0.221 1.052
Fo7 0.224 0.226 1.009 0.894 0.929 1.039
FO8 1.060 1.090 1.028 3.540 3.580 1.011
F09 0.267 0.289 1.082 0.822 0.830 1.010
F10 0.382 0.404 1.058 1.100 1.080 0.982
FI11 0.230 0.197 0.857 0.717 0.546 0.762
Fi12 0.432 0.440 1.019 1.450 1.340 0.924
F13 0.619 0.626 1.011 2.280 2.400 1.053
Fl14 0.271 0.286 1.055 0.805 0.804 0.999
F15 0.373 0.369 0.989 1.100 1.080 0.982
Fl16 0.600 0.588 0.980 2.220 2.290 1.032
Overall 6.956 7.129 1.025 23.016 23.075 1.003
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TR EIETE T A KA BB AT 30 KISk AT I SE Y CPU IR B IS AT & TR 1E R 4
Windows 7(x64);CPU:Intel Core 2 Quad CPU Q8200(2.33GHz); N 17:4G;4nf2 1 5 Java; 7 & T. H:Eclipse SDK
4.2.0.

MR 7 ATLLFE H:2 D=30 i ,ABC-OED M ABC-rand EfT13 B 4L L[] CPU B[] .2 LU 145 4k ¥ [l S [0.857,
1.194], /5 1% CPU W [A) 2 b A2 1.025 B 3 B 2 7E 4 Nk 4 1(F02,F11,F15,F16)ff] CPU B[] 2 LR T 1,861
ABC-OED 73X 6 o 5 ()32 17 I8 18] 52 M T ABC-rand. tH B R B % 1 AT fE S5 R A7 9 AN 7 1000 1) 2R B 52 2R
AV, P A8 2 1) 7 5 o B3P YR B0 f K MR 4 SR e U A, A 45 B U A 2 S A AR R AR R 3 A AN T B
BT, AT A A T8 B B 005 2) bR ) 5 2k BE AR v, RS G S 8 R 1 PP A I B0 B T R KB R SR H A R
S U, A4S S WU e SR AR AR v ¥ DA T i 3 AL, AT B A A T ) A0 3K T e Je R P S ]
TG T VR IR B 8 2 A4S OED J7 W85 AT R A 26t A W 38 0,3 38507 S8 VW R B 22 1103 0 B o 0P 7k
B AR IEPPAG L i A 0 R 52 0 B B A PAAT B IR B0 4 AT L D, B R A SRVE TR 1K P AN I B 1) I T Y 4 %
fiX, 113 ABC-OED [1Wiz 47 I [1] 1] i 23 /N T- ABC-rand. A 8] 5 (1) $i il 4% Bl vh vl LA 3178 FO2.F11.F15 LA & F16
X4 AR L SRR IEARH A B W SO 2T B B R E PR AR S IR AR A B RN 2 X R AR )
IR IEAC T AR b, B IR (38 AR R e — B S T 0T, 5 BR85S T R T 4 HE A DR AL

YN 30 YA 50 I, bR AR B2 2% A T 2 190, AN T A 49 B TR A2 AT B T 0 R 356 . S, S T CPU
) 2 LGS 1,003, W Biti 5 B0 50010 &2 2% 13 8 11, OED 5 % ABC 3247 I 18] 1) 5% i S 1T B AR 773X 36 7 A1 7T
LB 153 BT S 2 ,OED J7 2% ABC 384T I [R] FR 5% M A2 ok /IS PR, 78 T 46 52 1 3 BT .

4.3 limitS 9

1E ABC H B8 (0 0 A 52 A0 limit 28502 B % AH JC 10, B8 i OED J VA HI M et 2 5 limit S 4U0HH D¢ 1.
limit S50 {E N, B W98 B 15 T8 55 B W K RE 28K, 154 OED J7 ¥ HIFAAT 43 3 gl bl v 5 limit 4067
3 L2 5 A 1) 1imit=1001%2241:2) [imit=200!1410:18:264047]. 3y |imit=SNx DU 1223] 45 ch S UG iiF limit
SR M0 4 PSR B3 E AT SEI8, 0 0 &0 1) 1imit=50;2) 1imit=100;3) limit=200;4) limit=SNxD.5Z% ",
ABC-OED WS E 558 4.2 WKL R BN 4EE D oA 30,08 B R 20 e K PEAL Y% MaxFEs ¥4
100 000.3¢ 8 £5 ) T AN TR limit 2 80(85,ABC-OED 7£ 143 M i 3 1) &5 A Fh 2 B 78 BT ok B ol
SEWE 30 10 3% 4 SR BB Fb v 22, e 0 1) 4 SR AR 52 s T LU Y limit=100 1],OED Jiik7E 11
ASBRE 85 52 BRI B T SR A A R

Table 8 Experimental results of ABC-OED with four different settings of parameter limit
=z 8 4 M limit Z4{H ) ABC-OED [ 525 4%

Function limit=50 limit=100 limit=200 limit=SNxD

Mean+SD Mean+SD Mean+SD Mean£SD
FO1 2.83E+01£6.26E+00 | 7.38E+00+1.90E+00 | 8.38E+00+1.51E+00 | 7.71E+00£2.26E+00
F02 0.00E+00+0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00+0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00+0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00+0.00E+00
FO3 2.98E-10+3.83E-10 | 2.18E-11£3.55E-11 | 4.96E-1245.61E-12 | 5.12E-12+5.18E-12
F04 7.79E-2711.43E-26 | 2.12E-20+3.37E-20 | 1.39E-17£2.89E-17 | 3.95E-17+1.21E-16
FO5 9.51E-07+1.13E-06 | 1.00E-09+1.85E-09 | 8.47E-07+1.01E-06 | 7.88E—07+8.18E-07
F06 6.82E-14+2.27E-14 | 5.49E-14+1.02E-14 | 7.39E-14+2.60E-14 | 1.27E-13+2.40E-14
FO7 4.46E+03£1.03E+03 | 3.45E+0316.24E+02 | 6.65E+03+1.19E+03 | 1.06E+04+1.40E+03
FO8 2.51E-02+8.79E-03 | 5.97E-03+2.82E-03 | 1.60E-02+5.39E-03 | 5.78E—02+1.11E-02
F09 5.27E-15+2.71E-14 | 0.00E+00+0.00E+00 | 2.56E-14+1.27E-13 | 3.13E-13+1.67E-12
F10 0.00E+0040.00E+00 | 9.33E-16+3.66E—15 | 4.14E—154+2.00E-14 | 5.77E-04+2.18E-03
F11 0.00E+0040.00E+00 | 0.00E+00+0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00+0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00+0.00E+00
F12 1.25E-15+1.76E-15 | 6.96E—16+8.65E—-16 | 2.00E-16+2.67E-16 | 4.11E-16+5.50E-16
F13 2.09E+01+6.44E-02 | 2.06E+01£7.34E-02 | 2.09E+01+7.20E-02 | 2.09E+01+7.72E-02
F14 3.01E-1241.12E-11 | 2.95E-08+1.57E-07 | 2.28E—09+8.96E—09 | 1.52E—08+6.82E—08
F15 1.42E+00+2.28E-01 | 1.22E+00+1.75E-01 | 1.51E+00+1.73E-01 1.54E+00+1.21E-01
F16 1.30E+01+2.35E-01 | 1.24E+01+3.97E-01 | 1.30E+01+2.07E-01 1.31E+01+2.37E-01

N AEGEE RSO B2 P IR (R P RE 4% SCRR 43,4411 BLAER 9 R Friedman K236 43X 4 FhANH] 2
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BUH I de 2 65 AT T HES, 58 5 P K 2 100,50,200 LA K SNxD.

Table 9 Average rankings of four different settings of parameter limit

RO AR limit ZHE M4

limit Average rankings
50 1.88
100 1.37
200 3.34
SNxD 3.41

Syt — 2R limit 2305 OED JHikM NERR, 2 10 5 H T OED J ik R 3 I T3 $ AT IR 2L
0 LA R AR AR limit (RN, AT AR .2 limit 24 50 I8,OED 76 T s 50k (1 P34 AT I
S 503.52 U0,V HE (938 I R VT A B S TR B B LA 2K (12).
503.52xM  503.52x25
MaxFEs 100000
1024 limit 35 45 SNxD B P IAT IR EUE 4.13,57 5 E A 0.03%. 3% Ui B : BRHIE OED FIAG 2k, 7 B 48
— S PRI IE I FEE BR BCPTAi R o P 0 T A AR AN s R, BRI it (R 3324 100 A2 &5 3& 1.

=12.58% (12)

Table 10  Average number of times of running OED
% 10 OED Jj ik~ F- B4 AT i
Function limit=50 limit=100 limit=200  limit=SNxD

Fo1 1010 318 49 0.03
F02 855 567 294 59
F03 250 83.3 19.4 0
F04 171 39.7 3.17 0
FO5 1030 365 354 57.5
F06 277 144 57.1 0.03
F07 360 87.9 41.9 0.93
FO8 789 430 174 443
F09 61.2 10.7 1.93 0
F10 150 41.2 7.33 0
F11 856 452 199 33.8
F12 103 30.5 4.3 0
F13 1010 149 321 31.7
F14 28.1 1.37 0.07 0
F15 241 47.6 18.3 0
F16 865 122 178 4.13
Average 503.52 180.58 107.66 11.97
Ratio 12.58% 4.51% 2.69% 0.03%

4.4 5ETZHELR

OED Jy i BI4% FH A2 5 Bl (T 82 e DRl 75 200 4 B8 A S W 15, PR A7 2R 22 56, 388 Gt Jm) 3505 AR AR ) 52 1) AR g o Ji
AR 3 = AR A P 8 T B SR AR S5 v IR B AR AS 35 b K5 OED vk 3 b e 84 (A5 S5y 90 1k 47
Xt b, 43 5 2

o AL

X = X; + gaussian; () (13)
o 7 032
X; = X; +cauchy;() (14)
o ZEoiELAE R
ViEXit B (e =X ) HF- (X3 =X 14 ) (15)

Xj:

. |v;, ifrand <CR orjq = ]
{J Jrana = 16)

X;, otherwise

ARADH~AKA6)F:
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o X R I AWV X=(X1 X, .. Xo) E R | 4EMI 5 s

o XX X HEATAR S B AR AR R B R X = (X, %G, Xp) FES § 4E 50

o gaussian;()/& bRk L 53 A 2E ) BE ALY

o cauchy;()/& RS t=1 FIRT 74 53 A A 18 10 BE AL %

o FENEERYLAL2,B3 A rd JE X IAI[1,SNTE EAS AT (BN AL B0 A A R I8 6 R br;

e rand JE[0,1]1X 8] KIBEHLEL;

o CRNZXMEH;

o Jrana X RI[1,D] L BEALA B 4850 TR X5 A — A T X;

o F I CR (MEUE % SCRR[S3]AHERE, 20 B E g 1 A1 0.1,

FEAT SR B, 20 R X 3 AP AR 7 U7V ABC L fRiid ) ABC-Gaussian,ABC-Cauchy L& ABC-DE.
S v WA R B ) A R R R 30,38 I3 R BRI H B R PEAL B 100 000,SN A limit (15 5 28 4.2 75 OREFAH ).
PRI, ZEAS A th A& T 4 R i UL, 40 il & ABC-Gaussian, ABC-Cauchy,ABC-DE Ll }, ABC-OED. 525 ¢!
SHIX 4 B BRI IEAT 30 YA (AN bRfE 22 R 5B 25 MK 0=0.05 [ Wilcoxon Bk FIAS K R S8 vt 503 i vk
B2 A5 A7 3 1 22

1 G T IRAL AW LA H:OED JivETE Ko ek B b0 5 S EE B R s O T I A 3 R AR e U v B AR
M5:45 ABC-Gaussian #HLG,ABC-OED {X#F 1 AMBR%L b (F14) 1 A8 225 — 28 (A7 ALY 10 ARk b,
ABC-OED W PERERITEL; 7E F14 |-,ABC-OED It &t 2225 T ABC-DE.i1: & £]: ABC-Gaussian 1 ABC-DE ]
sl R AR T ABC-Cauchy J2 B /ISR 17 26 50 F 14 (1948 22 25 (0] g Al 77 =) SR B A, FLIX 26 Jr) MR B rit 2 1] 1)
P 4B T, B BT 1 B AR T AL T AN R B AR AR o b SR F AR S (W 7 o B AT AN (R Bl T RE A 4F
kA R H S IR N — AN DU A ) SR S AR a5 L I, ABC-Gaussian il ABC-DE 7E i% B 3 - i o fig 22
1FT ABC-OED. [ 6 451 T B4 F14 ) — 411 3-D K]

Table 11 Compared results between OED and mutation-based approaches

% 11 OED JjiEL &Ikt g R

Function ABC-Gaussian ABC-Cauchy ABC-DE ABC-OED
Mean+SD MeantSD Mean£+SD Mean£SD
FO1 7.61E+00+2.53E+00~  1.22E+01+2.19E+00+  1.52E+01+2.08E+00+  7.38E+00£1.90E+00
F02 0.00E+00£0.00E+00~  0.00E+00£0.00E+00~  0.00E+00£0.00E+00~  0.00E+00+0.00E+00
Fo3 2.50E-1144.70E-11~  4.67E-1149.08E—11+  9.65E-13+1.21E-12—  2.18E-1143.55E-11
F04 1.14E-10+1.84E-10+ 1.11E-10+1.42E-10+ 2.34E-17+4.82E-17+ 2.12E-20+3.37E-20
FO5 9.26E-07+8.21E-07+  1.02E-06+7.26E-07+  8.03E-07+6.56E—07+  1.00E—-09+1.85E—09
F06 1.80E-13+4.17E-14+  1.82E-13+3.08E—14+ 1.21E-13£1.93E-14+ 5.49E-14+1.02E-14
FO7 8.60E+03+1.28 E+03+  7.93E+03+1.23E+03+  7.63E+03+1.20E+03+  3.45E+03+6.24E+02
FO8 1.90E-01+4.46E-02+ 1.96E-01+4.42E-02+ 9.21E-02+1.67E-02+  5.97E-03+2.82E-03
F09 6.33E-144+2.05E-13+ 2.21E-13+1.08E-12+  9.06E—-15+1.62E-14+  0.00E+00+0.00E+00
F10 3.29E-04+1.77E-03+  5.80E-10+2.68E—09+  3.53E—04+1.90E-03+  9.33E-16+3.66E—15
F11 0.00E+00+0.00E+00~  0.00E+00£+0.00E+00~  0.00E+00+0.00E+00~  0.00E+00+0.00E+00
F12 2.22E-16+£3.23E-16~ 3.39E-16+5.80E-16~ 9.62E-16+1.52E-16~ 6.96E—16+8.65E-16
F13 2.10E+01+£6.87E-02+  2.10E+014+4.65E—-02+ 2.10E+014+4.16E-02+  2.06E+01+7.34E—02
F14 6.12E-09+2.12E-08—  9.48E-07+4.87E-06+  8.95E-10+4.73E-09—  2.95E-08+1.57E-07
F15 1.99E+00+£2.08E-01+  1.91E+004+2.64E-01+  1.67E+00+1.85E-01+  1.22E+00+1.75E-01
Fl16 1.31E+01£2.06E-01+  1.31E+014+2.07E-01+ 1.31E+01+2.27E-01+ 1.24E+01+3.97E-01
+/=/— 10/5/1 13/3/0 11/3/2 —/—

6 43 T B A F14 Dy et 3-D &

Lj ABC-Cauchy #H 6, ABC-OED {ETH s LR A S T2, B 13 M Rs R B4R 5 ABC-DE

AL, ABC-OED 7£ 2 ™R 50 b Pk e B 22 (B AE LAY 11 A%, ABC-OED AL,

FE2¢ 12 H 2R Friedman KB4 1 73X 4 FhSLIE M- 29 HEA4 55 DL 7T LU H, ABC-OED 44 U B (1.
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Fig.6  3-D plot of two-dimensional F14
Ko %k Fl4 y —4Emf ) 3-D

Table 12 Average rankings of OED and mutation-based approaches
% 12 OED J5 ik 5485 J5 i1 v B4

Algorithm Average rankings
ABC-Gaussian 2.88
ABC-Cauchy 3.18
ABC-DE 2.44
ABC-OED 1.50

45 RIFOEDA ANt HABCE %

T (P SE 36 LU IGIF:OED J7 v RS 35 B sy bRl ABC (R B, 5 IR VT 2 SR JT) BE LT 26 4k 7 v A J2.
FEARTTH K B AE OED 5 i 75 A Bh T3 i HAth 2tk ABC SRR PERE. b ATk 3 T 3 MR M I 4IE, 43
R

e GABC!:gbest 5] 51 ABC;

o ABC/best/1P: 4 JR AL ABC;

o OCABCP®I R FH ik iRt 4% 22 J7 P RIEAZ %% 3] () ABC.

GABC SILTEMI R T FETP RN & R H ML fi# gbest HI15 B ;ABC/best/1 K T 28 T4 S 5 % DE/best/1
(A48 2% Ji 72 ABC/best/1;0CABC K H T Uil (1 fift 48 2= 5 72, 775 i A g i BOn) B WL B 1) — AN S )RR AT 1F
A% 2] .GABC 1 OCABC [t [RI4F s A0 52 e I B4R T T BENLAT 4R 40 (¥ 7735, 1T ABC/best/1 15 AT 520 By
BURH T IR RGN R W 2% X 1077758 R OED J7 v, AT 10 IX 3 Fhftidk (1) ABC Sy AT T 1 48 76 T 5 i
B Bt 3448 ] OED Jy v AH M 1 A ] 7 OED J7 i HiX 3 Rkt ABC 57543 7 faiid y GABC-OED,ABC/best/1-
OED,OCABC-OED. 4 /A V- b ,GABC,ABC/best/1 UL} OCABC 15504 T K A R SCHk v 447 & &, L3R 13.
iM%} GABC-OED,ABC/best/1-OED L\ X OCABC-OED,k limit Z50i& h A SCHEFE (19 100 2 b, HAb S 50 1% &
55 JRSCTR PR A [0 05 bR B0 4 S5 e 30,38 N 15 bR A B R VRS IR 100 00048 Fh 8032 7E T A7 v £ H ik
SLIBAT 30 R, IC SR 45 RIS R bR vk 2.

Table 13 Parameter settings for GABC, ABC/best/1, and OCABC
% 13 GABC,ABC/best/l UL}z OCABC ISk &

Algorithm Parameter settings
GABC SN=40, ¥=1.5, limit=200

ABC/best/1 SN=50, limit=0.6xSNxD
OCABC SN=50, limit=200

F 14 HHTIX 6 MEVENELSE R NF G K AEN A OED /2 J5,GABC,ABC/best/1 UL}z OCABC
Pk e ¥ $2 T B AR 5 ,GABC F1 ABC/best/1 75 11 AN (1 A B35 327,10 OCABC #& 12 M % b
fovE e BT AU (S8 X 3 R AE RN OED J5 ¥k Ja , R H BLAE e — bR 301 i 1 A Lb s i o
26 KMo i 45 R W]:OED J5 10 B4 Bt 8 v, ol 4 4 v FoAth e 1F ABC S92 i 1 — A 18 P AE 4.
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Table 14 Experimental results of the improved ABCs with OED
% 14 Wi OED Jriki) it ABC SLikif) & 1

Function GABC ABC/best/1 OCABC
Mean+SD MeantSD Mean+SD
FO1 4.87E+01+4.89E+00+  1.43E+01+£2.33E+00+  1.04E+01£1.36E+00+
F02 7.67E-01+£8.44E-01+  0.00E+00+0.00E+00~  0.00E+00+0.00E+00~
FO03 3.16E-10£3.63E-10~ 2.10E-27+1.85E-27~ 2.99E-12+9.76E-12~
Fo4 2.84E-09+4.49E-09+  8.14E-34+3.62E-33+ 5.65E-17+1.85E-16+
F05 1.37E-05+1.52E-05+ 4.74E-06+4.40E-06+  9.52E—06+8.65E—-06+
F06 4.55E-13+2.08E-13~ 1.00E-13+£2.40E-14+  7.58E-14£2.68E—-14+
F07 9.67E+03£1.22E+03+  7.39E+03£1.03E+03+  8.97E+03£9.82E+02+
FO8 2.72E-01£6.31E-02+  5.46E-02+1.19E-02+ 3.91E-02+1.09E-02+
F09 1.61E-01+£3.35E-01~  0.00E+00+0.00E+00~  0.00E+00+0.00E+00~
F10 1.11E-03+3.57E-03+  2.23E-07£1.20E-06+  8.00E-07+3.49E-06+
F11 3.76E-09+1.34E-08+  0.00E+00+0.00E+00~  0.00E+00+0.00E+00~
F12 6.43E-11£4.70E-11~  0.00E+00£0.00E+00~  3.70E—18+1.99E-17+
F13 2.10E+01£6.45E-02+  2.10E+01£6.08E—-02+  2.10E+014+5.94E-02+
F14 1.05E-01£2.58E-01~  9.85E-14+2.91E-14+  8.53E-14+£3.20E-14+
F15 3.93E+00£6.79E-01+  1.61E+00+2.90E-01+  1.84E+00+1.69E-01+
F16 1.33E+014£2.16E-01+ 1.31E+01£2.51E-01+ 1.33E+01£1.18E-01+
Function GABC-OED ABC/best/1-OED OCABC-OED
Mean+SD MeantSD Mean+SD
FO1 3.04E+00+1.03E+00 1.14E+01£2.42E+00 2.42E+00£5.71E-01
F02 0.00E+00+0.00E+00 0.00E+00+0.00E+00 0.00E+00+0.00E+00
F03 2.47E-10+2.18E-10 3.21E-27+2.48E-27 1.75E-1246.61E-11
Fo4 1.12E-19+3.44E-19 2.13E-3443.52E-34 1.82E-18+4.71E-18
F05 1.82E-09+2.55E-09 3.86E—-09+4.14E-06 2.01E-07+£2.21E-07
F06 3.71E-13+£1.99E-13 5.49E-14+1.02E-14 5.31E-14£1.42E-14
F07 3.46E+03+5.77E+02 3.22E+03+5.29E+02 3.78E+03+5.92E+02
FO8 5.11E-03+2.33E-03 2.45E-0248.40E-03 3.14E-03+1.12E-03
F09 1.18E-01+3.03E-01 0.00E+00+0.00E+00 0.00E+00+0.00E+00
F10 3.32E-04+1.77E-03 2.23E-08+8.66E-08 7.22E-10£2.61E-09
F11 0.00E+00+0.00E+00 0.00E+00+0.00E+00 0.00E+00+0.00E+00
F12 7.50E-114£8.72E-11 0.00E+00+0.00E+00 0.00E+00+0.00E+00
F13 2.06E+01£1.04E-01 2.07E+01£8.35E-02 2.08E+01£8.33E-02
F14 1.13E-01+3.06E-01 5.31E-14+1.42E-14 4.55E-144+2.27E-14
F15 1.72E+00£2.43E-01 1.30E+00£3.37E-01 1.62E+00+1.82E-01
F16 1.23E+01+4.70E-01 1.23E+01+4.21E-01 1.22E+014£3.96E-01
+/~/— 11/5/0 11/5/0 12/4/0
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W R — RPN S5 AR T AE &M BER A OED A Bl M & i T A Aot i3 ABC HE I bEgE, It
HUoT R 4 i HoAh ot ABC By Pk i (00 A AE 42 = i b 70 LAl S 70 i) B AR BB 50925 OED  [RJ Al B
15 AR AE SCHR[28]H ,Zhan Al Zhang 25 A &% PSO Sk AL« W5 L i ik, — 25 J5 3B (two steps forward,
one step back)” IS 32 H KA OED ReMit — AN pbest F1 gbest JT 72648 22 X 3502 [A] 1) HH (R RE 1+, FH 12200 1
e | T HARRLF AT, N2 5 PSO S0 1 48 2 303 72 SCIR[30] Y Leung F Wang {8 OED J7 3% F 31| 77 igt
e R OED SKRAE WA REAA IF T T — M IEAS A T, A R AR i T 8% S 1 12k R 78 SCHR[31]
A AN NIRRT —FPEE T OED M2 iR Akt 595, 00 K ]l OED % 2 AN AR HEATAC X HRAE, 3N T 7
ARAN AR R SRATE Y0 T, AT R 482 vy 5005 (R 4% 2R B8 ) AL STHR[34] 70, 32305 8 22 #24% OED N3 T 2 H A5 DE
Sk AATITE R R AT A AL R vh 51N OED A A3 AN AR W] 34) 5] b 43 A 148 28 2% 1) £ iy T S0 5 W d B AR 1) )
FBE 73X Lt 51 TAEA 2 A H T OED fig LA /D 1 5 TF 45 16 8 2R 2 1R) 1B AT 380 5 JR A R R fig 00,15 31 T e
SR B A ) H ) 2R TR ST Y A, AR A OED 1 H & R B 4% 1939 53 JR i 8 & g ) ok
1R ABC SV MEREME S5 EA1A BT DX B ) A2 A SR PR A7 T 55 06 48 R 2056 (1) £ 186 1 Ok, 32 1 K OED SRk A=
JRAT G0 By B )T B R A A T R B IR e AR A IR 4 B L AR AR O B R AN A R SR LR A 26 AE R A
FIFHT OED f& LU AT IT 814 B35 5] Ja 48 2 1 e 07, AN T ik 9 T BB LR AL T5 1 5 S BIE R A5 R I
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# 15 45 7 ABC-OED 5 Fik B FiIE T OED M oftidt Byd i) LU iR 4 SR X W RN BV L 2 1) IEAS 5 ST 1 JR)i
PSO £17J:(OLPSO-L)2) 45 Ak A 10 1F A8 £ 52 9:(0GA/Q)PY. 5125 rh ABC-OED [ 5 45 vt & 1545 4.2 15
o A [, W00 R 0 5 RT3 1 88 e 501 e K VPAy o B 5 SCHR 28 1R FeAH R, 23 7 2k 30 1 200 0004 fR #F L
B AP, OLPSO-L F1 OGA/Q I 52 56 45 IR 15 #e4 B SCHR[28].ABC-OED (1 52 5 45 SR b 14T 30 Y0 [ e AN
FrUE2ZE R 15 1 H:0GA/Q F1 OLPSO 7£ 5 AN HHUE T e 45 38 W T 34T OED Jr ik WA 2k R il
J& OGA/Q #ETT A BRI R 30 T3R8 T A R I L. 51X W PR 57240 L, ABC-OED £ 7 bR 4 IR T S lif 45
I B R 2, ABC-OED 75 2 W o K 1 IR vE R 3 B B3k rp Jac i (%0 0T B 119 J DR 1% 42 K FH T OED J5 i1
ISR AE — e FEJE A7 B S92k b R s W AR, A T R 6 e B9 B N R0 0 B .

Table 15 Comparison results between ABC-OED and other two OED-based algorithms
% 15 ABC-OED 5y H AP FiL+ OED SHIA K HLAL 45 R

Function Type OLPSO-L OGA/Q ABC-OED

MeantSD Mean+SD Mean+SD
Sphere Unimodal 1.11E-38+1.28E-38  0.00E+00+0.00E+00 2.70E-48%5.12E-48
Schwefel’s P2.22 Unimodal 7.67TE-22+5.63-22 0.00E+00+0.00E+00  2.52E-26%1.42E-26
Rosenbrock Unimodal 1.26E+00£1.40E+00  7.50E-01£1.10E-01  4.88E-01+1.10E+00
Noise Unimodal 1.64E-02+3.25E-03  6.30E-03+4.07E-04  5.62E-03+2.18E-03
Schwefel Multimodal ~ 3.82E-04+0.00E+00  3.03E-02+6.44E-04  3.82E—0419.09E-13
Rastrigin Multimodal ~ 0.00E+00+0.00E+00  0.00E+00+0.00E+00  0.00E+00+0.00E+00
Ackley Multimodal ~ 4.14E-15+£0.00E+00  4.44E-16+3.98E-17  1.52E-14+2.91E-15
Griewank Multimodal ~ 0.00E+00£0.00E+00  0.00E+00£0.00E+00  0.00E+00+0.00E+00
Generalized Penalized 1 ~ Multimodal =~ 1.57E-32+2.79E-48  6.01E-16+1.16E-06  1.57E-32+5.47E-48
Generalized Penalized 2 Multimodal ~ 1.35E-32+5.59E-48  1.86E—04+2.61E—05 1.35E—32+5.47E-48

NIE— LRI HT OED J7 32 46 Fo b5 BEN LA AR AL 7 5 R I P 100 54068 2 ot e 005, n SR OED 2L B £t
PUEEEAE T BEN LU A 77 725, I Ks 2% £ 0 T3 2 S B0 1A B UL e -, WU BETLA) e 4 77 9 7 1 ) £ P 05
F T BB 1) BT U5 S50 73 a0 6 s P 75 92 PR R 80 0, 8 — OO R DAy AR I 5 1% R AT T — 1, A
IR OED 5 R KB D L % (successtul ratio, f&]F% SR). S5 XS D 2y 30 4EFN 50 4L fF) W3 R Bl 0E 4T 5%
B0, 2 BB 5 B 4.2 7 DR B ), B0 08 1 (0385 1252 R 80P dee R VA R 2023530 2 100 000 411200 000,SN 24 30, limit
100, P4 Fh S AL REAN DR B8 BB 332 4T 30 KIS AT VE -7 B D AT B OED 14 i Dy bE 6.
16 Gyt T IR S5 R %L T AT LA A T REN LR 575, OED 15 P A 4k FE AR B0 T -1 35 )i L A< 8
HBIE T 99%, 3 W A0 82 M4 I BE (VBT & JLT- 45 th OED T pl, X B #E — 2 B2 LT 9 OED ks B3
AR T BENLRI AR AL TV

Table 16  Average successful times of running OED and random initialization approaches,

and the average successful ratio of OED

3 16 OED RIBIHLAIAA Ak J5 ¥4 (11 35 B AT B L & OED - 24 e o bt

Function D=30 D=50

ABC-rand ABC-OED SR (%) ABC-rand ABC-OED SR (%)
Fo1 0 317 100 0 965 100
F02 0 565 100 0 1210 100
F03 0 85.9 100 0 149 100
F04 0 39.9 100 0 147 100
FO5 2 364 99.45 3 668 99.55
F06 0 145 100 0 509 100
F07 0 86.6 100 0 175 100
FO8 0 431 100 0 905 100
F09 0 8.57 100 0 139 100
F10 0 42.1 100 0 376 100
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Table 16 Average successful times of running OED and random initialization approaches,

and the average successful ratio of OED (continued)

% 16 OED MR LA 4G 7532 (11 32 s 4R AT K L K OED R34 ke Dy b (45)

Function D=30 D=50
ABC-rand ABC-OED SR (%) ABC-rand ABC-OED SR (%)
F11 0 452 100 0 1030 100
Fi12 0 29.2 100 0 201 100
F13 6 155 96.27 7 185 96.35
F14 0 1.03 100 0 77.5 100
F15 0 47.8 100 0 65 100
F16 2 123 98.40 1 158 99.37
Average 0.63 180.82 99.63 0.69 434.97 99.70

£5 EPTIR, OED J5 ik i 0Bt 32 2R B -

1) BENE USRI VT ST BT Er W AN 4 Jed e DIC Ak T 18 (K068 775 P 2 TR A T 34 20 Jm) R 3R A 7
BT B IR REAE AN R 4 B2 b O A7 P 5 A A5 B IE B DR AF MU O R 250 ) H

2)  HBEHLIA A T AR LG, OED J5vEhf ABC S IAE AT B 1) 56 WA SN, 76 mT 4652 (R Y TR A 5

3) AR AN HES] T 3 At il ABC SRR RE.

HRE

1 ABC SLIEH WTER R T BEHLAI U6 AL (K 77K A B 1 e )i, 2 T SR R0 5k O AR 1 T

—RIR TE AT S 56 BE T (K9 5 VR T e A s 1 € WU % ik T A A0 5 0 R N AR R D T e )
RN 4 Jeg o A igp 2 T (KD T A 3 1) FE AN [ 1) 2 P2 DR A7 BB S D U5ER 4 Jey S DI A9 P AT 2 6 I 2
PRI RO R FET B IR H I, AT = ABC ISR RPEREAE 16 S MR it Ik o B B EAT T — R AL
IGAIE, S 56 25 R W] A ST VR REAE R AN AN B IS AT I R A 2 F 1, 25 g vy ABC SRR 2 M S0
JE 5 Al 3 R AR 57 U7 VA Y B A AR R W AR ST iR AR SN W . R I A ST ik e A DA — A T RO HE
Z8H T A edt ABC SEVE 3 R PEfE.
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