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Abstract: “In orgier to overcome the problems of genetic algorithm, such as the low efficiency, genetic algorithm is

redesigned by the complex system theory in this paper. First, the selecting operator is rebuilt by the power law,
which is considered to be the self-organized criticality of complex system and sound distribution system of energy.
Second, the crossover operator is redesigned by the characteristic of a self-learning complex system. Third, the
generation strategy is improved by the mechanism of feedback. Finally, the gene floating operator is added to the
algorithm. Because all operators are balanced with each other and restrict each other, the newly designed algorithm,
complex system genetic algorithm (CSGA), improves efficiency and premature markedly. At last, expe‘riments show
that the CSGA is capable of dealing with high dimensional global optimization problems.
Key words: genetic algorithm; complex system; power law; gene floating | >
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1945 51 (genetic algorithm) i 38 8 5 44,22 K 2 (University of Michigan) ) Holland ##% - 1975 4E 42 1, /2 24
AR E 4 )2 3R T 5 (evolutionary computation) )5 vEZ —, FBU A Myt Ab i B A oMb A vk T Tk TR
LA — e 5T R A A 1) L A SR R F 2 LS ARG R SCER B AR . RS IR X, R
SRR AR SE AT T A s 1 AR 2R i i Bl A A AR B A IR s A S LU X O R S )

RE IR A7 B AT OV S AR R A PR R ARG R 10— AN R v U 100, L 0R R F A0 NI Jr i A 45 4 (0 D7 7 25 43
ﬂ??ﬁéﬁ MM AREARG TS LRFIESME ARt 0T PR 2 R, CBE R — R E R E I R
5. DR, R S0 % B8 40T LA SE 2% 3R 28 AW a0 3 SR HEA T 5k, LA SR O e A o B A O,

T R EEAE TR R 2 M T ARG 2 AW TAE, KRBT Loy RS —, A T e T

B B AL T WU SGE I S A B e R b0 L R S B 4 A ok B R VR I AR H T,
WuTWI%%*&M%EJ%%Mﬁ¥%M%L*MLQ%%@A?$E$ B BB B R R B
T SECZ A EHIZr . A BT 5 SR A 78 R B B R AN O T S 2 B el A R L 4 52 #)
TR AT 475 100 140 5% 0 ) SR B8 A 5 290 Ay AR R S — /I DXl B A B v s, T8 AR e BT 0o 12 DX ) 4 2R L
A A T T a0t SRl A 23 A R G 43 F, S % 73 e B (1 4 2R A gl A X B AL AL P 8 43 A1 ) ﬁéﬂ)l!%é%ﬁFiiﬂﬁﬂﬁ
HT S H PR, A BB s 5E).

TEECSE AR T AR RSO H PR K Wﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%T%ﬁﬂ%%ﬂiﬁH¢%ﬁ%kkT
XA [l — W it P 35 AH LA S A T AN R P 22 Il 9 26 &R (3 Lo YRG5 27 18] [ L 5. SCHR[ 7]
RGBT AW B p A ER 5 Bkl a , E%%¢Eﬁ$%%€Fm~%5iEﬁE ¢ ARG, ML L
HEAGTE B0 1) 1A% SVE A N T 2 R S Vo F{TUV\’E RO OR T R AL SR M S5 R S 502 )
(K- 6 R K E AR RS T 4140 Qig%ﬁﬁfﬁﬁu%ﬁ&muﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁwu%Eﬁﬁﬁéﬁ
FUR A AR SCHE T b s ity PSS O 53 11 R I B 3% AR 0 2 A1 1A R 3 U 5 s B 9 5 30 0o L 38
%ﬁ&*%ﬁ%ﬂ%%%ﬁwu%%ﬁ&%ﬂ?%?E%ﬁ%*ﬂ%@i%%%ﬁm“&WWM%E%H?
i&%”i‘ﬂ%ﬁﬁX%ﬁ-%ﬁ]ﬂ‘@i%ﬁ‘]iﬂﬁ%ﬁ FFAE U A ADE A SR Z 10 45 B A B B BIN T
—ANAUE R AR B %A RS T AN RE A R b A B T AR VA L TR I B R T A
PR R R OB T T B U T ST SRS, CRAIE T /N R A d A SR R R () 2 R A AR R A T
WEAG IS 58 22 A PSR D0 TP 55 DRk (14 ST SR CRAIE T R aie 20 A1 (0 82 rp vk £ 0y 77 580025 ) 00480 R 803 T 7 b i
I TAF I BE 2 (M ANARSR T AR F IR AR 18 5 5 SR, 5N BE 2 (R AR FE TR 3R T Bk i 4
JR IR AR RE B A W e T R R ISR R A B AR SR T R R S B AR
o LA 1 1) A5 25 TR, AN AN BB o Sl vk () 98 2 Sl P T LGS 002k (R W SR Tk A 8 56 T AV o i o5 1
PRSI N 2 RS A% 505 (complex system genetic algorithm, i #k CSGA). (1‘17%/25‘*' T EI’J + 5L
AR TP AL 2 S0 4 SRR W) A SCBOT ) CSGA fE R 4EIL AL A Bl Ak fig.

I ERRBBEEENEY Y\ =
54 9% RGU BT T LR %Q’JERE’Ji\HﬁMJmiJ TR
SX)
S @
ubjectto X e

o f 2 SEAH R A X=x X, xm}TW?L RN VA A A T AAT IR A

ARk, S0 52 7% B AL S P T SR I R 2 30X AR AR B X ={x, %, X, 3 AR A,
AL xmchenco HER [ I0FFSAURC b KB FRFSE A, 1T 5 X C={av.an, ... a4 A I A6 i
X 1 LA i
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Cr1Cip-:Cyy
Cp1CoperiC.
21C22++:C2y
X = (2)

cmlcmz...cm,
K canyenn,Cod TR IBALIE N 0 BRI IERAL, e 5 e FRON x; 28 0 15 o 28 0 (10 24356 TR 7 (equi-locus). AR SCR i -
Wb gm i, B A8 )3 — 4 AE [0, 1] X 1|, BT LA €={0,1,3,4,5,6,7,8,9}, A8 & x, FEHL nf LIS
x, =c, 10" +¢,107 +...+¢,10™ (3)
BOERER A TAACAE X ={X0.Xo ... Xo b N FR 4 R BRI

2 ERFFERBEZRIT

21 BEZMNEEET

TEARVE I (power law) IS AE 100 2 45 A BT R B0, 38 il i N 0 Sl pURE . 0 S AR iR . [E )
AR B RE AT A AR A N i B R 4 B A 2R T IR I, A2 %%%Eé&%m PRI AT
G/ pug s I¢Mmm@FﬁAW£ﬁE%Wﬁwﬁ%%@&ﬂﬂ%ﬁﬁnﬁ%uﬁﬁﬁkﬁﬁﬁmﬁ
FEET T VLT v 3k R 4 (94 3t AR A1 A T 5 | N T el vk g B, ﬁ@ﬁ@ymﬁ%ﬁﬁWWﬁﬂﬁﬁ
BR (A% S R R UASE Shg N=50), b T 78 43 FH b R phg 3 2, s S 9k S8 AR 3 38 P 4 42 ) T 0 34 £ 3%
8 IR FH G 38 B8 TR b £ ¢ AR X i A A ARA AR I b oy

0 2.03rank (f (X}))

,muka}
210—2 .03rank ( f(X )
L )

' 3 ! rMMf(mQ)OMMMﬂX%» N-1
ST, ST rank() oy HEFY R (FE N BRI T T RV (8 e K 1O HE I B 008 D 0,35t/ 1 HE Y o 5008
N-1, 3514 4).

T LA T AR P 1 D A 9 Ay S AR A A P MR 25 3 kT TR A o A PO A . 4
PEARHURE N=50 I J5 D8 Pt Sy A8 0 A0 P IO ME AR B0 T 1. AR 1504 T i 05 78 4048 AR B B o St AR AP
T TR 3T LA T 5 6 i e 2 5 A R e, R T T e U 0 0 6 B A6 200 5 A b LA B T I
B A R ARIE B AR Hh B L,

22 ME—EHEAWEUZXET ' \‘\

— R T A I AT T P R A AR I R R R 7 5, T A A s TR £ 2 ST Rl LA S R B A
PR 528, B AR S A [R) b 8 2 W 0 A 05 8 2% A0 AR [R] 9 IR 55 78 [ ﬁﬁ%mﬂﬂﬂji HARE IR
HE R S 40 HEALL 10 T 25 5 ) LT 1 R85, 12 0 %2 Bk o 4 [ B4k (conviergent evolution)t, fu it . i ik 24 A0 40 2 1 3
?%9%%{@@ il R LS, 5 AR, 15%@:@*&“ AT AR X S PR BT A Wt Ak 1 B i i 2B 0 i 2

il 9 A 00 0 Rtk LA A B B g, B J7 2 [ 5 (Weismann  barrier)”™ )\ 43 1 45 89 B 1E T
ETTF%%?H@JD’J’H ﬁ?ﬁ/kﬁla%%lfri 2 AEE AR 2 ) RE T LU 1B R B 5 R G IR B 45 7
YRIE B el o AR | & kL. éli%ﬂkéﬂiﬁE’Jﬁ.ﬁ%f\ﬁii‘u*ﬁi(nlche construction)™! b am, A 2% T H )
@"iFHj(iﬂl]ﬁiT}\%E’JiE)?Iﬁﬂc}—hz.IJH:,H%-%IXX@?%@X%?%)\T NI AR B RS MA BRI 1S
53 1 G () PR P I PR A A T 1 5 R G S T A R A 7 R A S P (2 ST R O SR Tt TR
A VR R A S 2 ) B IR AR 2 (300 A 5% - ik DRSO A A U 7 B AR R R 4 R

4)
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X! +nE' p,<05

+1 _
L%, lx"l’xj)_{xtﬂiE’ p.>05
J ' e )

E_{QEI+MXL»qxﬂxnxﬂxp ©
RE T 45 (XE =X, (X5 > £(X))
ot B S FRBEAS ARy 2 S BB N R R WS B AL AREL p b H P
pe~random(0,1).
PRI DRI ST 7 o S T B8 5T T 1550 SB[ R R 2 A e DA
IR 2% i 06 7 0, AT 5038 5 SR T 280 36— 0 3o PR e S HGE A 3o 2 o 1 7 b 2 B A S T A s PR
T HA . ARG)TE kAR B, 0B B VA A R (1 28 5. DRI 30 3o PR 88— DR AL 5
YT MR AR A T ST R
23 BB EHER
—&MMFk%ﬁ&%ﬁﬁﬁﬁNﬁ@ﬁM%$Mﬁ%ﬁﬁh%?ﬂfﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁw L7 11
BEFL 3 m#%WﬁMH%ﬁ%fﬁiMu@ﬁ&$%ATQﬁfﬁ% I, ST PR 9 A s 7 S
SRS P I
X" = fM)xﬂX)\\‘ ~
(X[ X[ X)) =4 X[ = X AﬂXRfW)M%m<N (6)
”1‘5 X’\ otherwise
ﬂ*ﬂﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁ?@%E%ﬂﬁ&%;&m%ﬁ&ﬁﬁuﬁnﬁ%EX\&%E%Fi%%ﬁw
AR (6)F, T HREREAE & p, TSR I ot i 7 28 24 B P A T U 5 1 A P O 45 9K 1 5
S RS R S Sl (T ol B I T Jo0 30 I 2 0 0 AN Y 50 D00 SR £ 1L 432 A 54K 395 4 e
SRR SN T W B R, (18 507 0 R
" {p,+a S (Xi) > f(Xi) e{ 1 10}

ma 1 7
’ IRy < 1=y P <, )

A, ok 3 B K, o S el R A
HI T AESTE R R REEAT T HE 3L 0 5 AN AR IR 22 b o I J8E 5 R AN BT LA, 24 Np, BB /IME D 1,
PRAE T BP0 A6 2R DIk 25 K S0 SRS, L S AT FH AL T e A A (A7 DRAIE T 302 R MG,

24 BERERETF . \ \i

ILAC TS0 R B A 5 DNA (952 28 Pk 88 85 T AT 1 T30, DINA G AR f ﬂz'?i'%umuﬁﬁ’m/b
A B B RAEZWEE T, AT AL S TAER 2 A 42 b fﬂkw] DNAHMET ABRIE 30 /N
0 Y ik A — R RIS 50 M168 [ kAR s it 2 s o 1 T 4 b B8 e 2 120, e e o L A1
FIER L %ﬂzftk%ﬂiﬁcE’Jﬁi}f%‘faa%lMt%%E%rﬁﬁz,aﬁtﬁﬁﬁﬁ%Bntk%émﬁﬂmﬂf.m?“Qﬂslﬁ%%ﬁc%%l
L 1) A 4% ok R AR Ll iR B 18, 75 2 L 4R, BT %"}aimﬁﬂmwTﬂnﬂiﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂ@iﬁm&rﬁ,ﬂti%%%%
PRI A ) 3 R (gene ﬂoating)f“l*;&ﬁ,itﬁt FE DR B A% AF A4 I DR 4 o 75 S AR 75

(X) — Correens Cok-19Cok s Cur1r oo Co * c Xbest’ lg [1l Z] (8)

T N DS T Xpeer A IRAIEAE.
B R RS RAT R DU 23 1R) S ATABLIR) £ 0 46 2 B0 B 0, (E 2 o R A 2 1) A A DA 10 2 058 4 S i
YO AT i 2 1 0 SR (s S AR DR b, 8 35 DR S R A R AR T B BB AR B R, R AR ik o
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P Hkp s F(Xm) > (K i)
ﬁ_Lé—ﬂ;fd$b<ﬂX@fwgmﬁ ©
3y S B TR ey Ay M 3 R 0 e o MO 56 ik 22 8
25 FREGIREEANTR

5 2% R AL SRR T

1 REMLEBH

2. BEAMIBAL.

3. BEACHEIT I Ge i, FRERE e o S R i

A, PTG S0 146 P, B L A DU 25 9 5,7 00 417 25 0 4.1,

4.1 SR VUSSR SE U DR p, 0 5 0 DRIV 6 P2 7 7, 0 T, BT 25 4,11, 75 00, B 5 25
%42
4u.Nwtﬂﬁﬁwaﬁwwmﬁﬁwmﬁwﬁ%4u1ﬁwm%m§¢¢&ﬁ¢%¢

B 5 2 4.2, 1 \ =
4110, BEALEEHE AP 56— 2 SO0 380 DR, 3 DA % B DA 5 4 7 5 A0 3 1K) o 36 % 3
ESE A \ \ -
412, DLZ 3 (8) S B A R S % py \ .

4.2, XEREGRBTATA PR U L SR, 3 e e, MU 0 0 4.3,
4u"%ﬁii&ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁ%@ﬁ&%@mmﬁmmaﬁﬁmwﬁwmﬁw
4.2:2. R VUSRI KNG AR p 3 X 2L T 259 42,2070, BEHEH 2

{10 10 XSRS 1 4,23,
| A2BLTH ST SR (0T 55 AU AR AT R4 (6)
i CREA kS il
423 R FARAM R XU DR e 16 5/ DR SR USSR S50 ARy p, LT A8 5 S0 2 7 2,
R 2 ) A 5 7 ), T £
8.2.4 i JASCREVI 1 ST SR ST B A A R B X
4.3, FIR AR (7Y A I p,
8.4, HEFE I IRIURE G el I 2 FE (8, 91 Bl 75 45 9% 4.

5. ffrHh 4 R g5 R . \ \
3 BERBRER ) 2™

H T A ST RO B AR R G AR R PR R L T 14 /I\‘(%?&\%;ﬁfﬂ%%ﬁﬁlﬁ[m,#iﬁﬁT 5 415K
W58 1SR 208 T AT EL CSGA L5 BIAT o Ak ist 4% Bk 48 2R A AT 2R R g M 3 2 2H 536 IR 7 B IR B B
¥ 14 A e 4 4 JR AL AR R KPR X T 9 AN T e, 1t 2D IRAIE T CSGA ) i 425 I 3% & g 1 7658 3
AL 9 A RS O TR EOA 10 SEIIA R 1 000 4E, 73 #T TR AR A R AEHOE CSGA P RE 1521,
p 4éﬂigﬁﬁiiﬁlﬂiﬁT%’@iﬁ%ﬁ&\%lﬁi%XX?§1JCA'§‘CX%¥\ I 3T IV B BT SR s LA B i DRI 3 5T % CSGA

| %3“@-%)5*@@5@)@@ FET CSGA R EE-J DRSS A AT XU 7 1 [ 58 2405 AR S o Bk Re (5% .
3.1 BEMERERS LB

FR A SCHR [14], A SCE T W I 14 ASHE L A 03K eR £, FE 4 %, m AT AR 2 IR Bl DA R ek e
http://www.74tiger.com.cn/Code/14 /> 35:24 o (9 I13% B8 5K

Bk RGBAE HE S O R N=50,"C X% p=0.7, % 2% p,=0.0L, ALY IS r=
random(0.0,1.2), 34 53 A5 5 8t 5 B 8 r)=random(0.6,0.7), 34 55 & A& S # rs=random(0.0,1.4),a=0.1,4=0.01,
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k1=0.2,kp=0.1. 5% HIZE 5 50 AU il 72 ey T AR 1) S5 D0 AR IF 45 1 DAy B892 246 A b 4 P B2 50 25 A WK ok B3R AT 50 2
SEAR AL SZBE X S A S HEAT T GE T, ZE T S O U R B B FES,,, SRIE N S IAE Fe B
P3G Y AR AFAE Fpn S OLIE N EAR 2218 F, Ch RS IE Y B [ 7 22 F o SR R SR I AR B I AR 45 3R L3 1,
5 OGA/Q Xt L g 3 L3k 2.

FHEE 2 B I BR T fro AR A SCRT BT ¥ CSGA 8 223 i E QGAIQ R L1, UK f1, 1) CSGA 48 %k
JE ST QGA/Q,{H & A # fe M3l B i - ¥4 (E-98.88 AR #H £ % 1, LS5 M3 I JiE (1 A% K AE 08 $11-99.36, 5 4 =
T/ ME-99.6 Ak FEIT T IS 1R a0 3 . 8 ST BB AN AN DA —92.83. % L Ji A 1 I o B30 A0 I3~ By f 5y
72,CSGA BVEIEAR FEF T QGA/Q Bk, It i B BIKIBR T f1p LLAE I AR R 2L 11, (QGA/Q I 5 I I 1 5
YA —12569.45, 1 CSGA M2 -12569.49) . 3R B 4L £10(QGAIQ 1) F3 AL i I 5 ~F- 4 f A A > —78.3000,
1M CSGA NJ°h—73.33233). 4R A L& vl 1) CSGA T RELE &7 A E ) T QGA/Q.

Table 1 Test results of CSGA
Rz 1 CSGA Bkl R

¢« 3\
. Average function Best unit . )
FU&C;IOH estimation times | Average fitness  Best fitness ~ Worst fitness  Variance of Globfa;{nnew;r;\inal

' FES Foanr Fy Fy fitness F -
hf 7742 —-12569.49 —-12569.49 -12 569.49 6.00e—-8 -12569.5
1 6773 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0
fa 12 271 5.00e-8 0.0 7:30e— *  1.20e=7 0
fa 7 389. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0
fs 13738 6.00e-8 ‘0.0" 4 2.10e-7 5.00e-8 0
fe 15172 2.90e- \ 0.0 2.76e-7 5.30e-8 0
fr 7 367 0.0 \ 0.0 0.0 0.0 0
fe 6 206 1.76e-3 2.166e-5 5.399e-3 1.49e-3 0
fo 7733 ¥ 2.20e-7 0.0 2.690e-5 7.30e-7 0
fio 5510 —78.332 33 —78.332 33 —78.332 32 0.0 —78.332 36
Jfin 8 0&2 5.83e-5 0.0 3.175e-4 9.28e-5 0
Ji2 & 957 144 -98.88 -99.36 -97.98 0.36 -99.6
fis 5912 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0
fia 5824 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0

Table 2 Test results: CSGA vs. OGA/Q
%2 CSGA 5 OGAIQ Sk Fxtlu
Function | Average function estimation times FES,, | Average of best fitness F,,, | Variance of best fitness F,

No. OGA/Q CSGA OGA/Q CSGA OGA/Q CSGA
f 302 166 7742 -12569.45 -12569.49 6.5e-4 6.000e-8
f 224710 6773 0.0 0.0 0.0 © 0.0
fa 112 421 12 271 4.44e-16 5.00e-8 3.898e-17 % 1.20e—7
fa 13 400 7389 0.0 0.0 10.0 « 0.0
fs 112 612 13738 0.0 6.00e 0.0 5.00e-8
e 112 893 15172 0.0 2 Ezse& «0.0 5.30e-7
fr 112 599 7367 0.0 \ j0 0.0 0.0
s 112 652 6.206 6.301e-3 1.76e-3 4.069e-4 1.49e-3
fo 167 863 7733 ‘ 7.520e-1 2.20e-7 1.140e-1 7.30e-7
fio 245930 55 \ —78.300 0 —78.332 33 6.288e-3 0.0
fu 112 893 8 O;% 0.0 5.83e-5 0.0 9.28e-5
fi2 302 773 957 14. -92.83 —-98.88 2.626e-2 0.36
fiz 134 558 3 * 5912 6.019e-6 0.0 6.619e—6 0.0
fia 134143 5824 1.869e—4 0.0 2.615e-5 0.0

| [

3.2 CSGARZE=#= B R MaENiK

M T ASCHT v 1 CSGA SR A 1 FE RS 53 12 S AR % Il A 28 A 20000 o 50 o A 4 1) £+
AL EAR [R] R 55 100, 26 S B b ol A 48 58 o BB AT T B AL 0 7E 14 AN IIRReR B0 B T fro AAD, L A A 2
AN B I AR ], BT LA CSGA SV g R IAFAR L AR X Fh 5 100 I A il B0 S b S Bt CSGA SVATE i 4 2%
T (1 98 2% 1 fi . DR b, AT TR0 3 R B0 £~ fofio 1 T AR S 1A 032, of i 400 1 A% e X 38400 1 WD LA 30 A B 1 o B
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AR Y, Bk
yi=xitrandom(0,1) (10)

R A GG S5 fi~f foufro BRBUH 42 JRy e ME AN, AR T 4 Ja) e/ 18] i B Aaz E8 491 a0 3K s 4 g 42 )
wAMEN 0,4 R R /ANEAE A AN — A BEILIEE) 5 fo 4 R ANED A 0,4 Ja d /0 A U AZ
[1+random(0,1)]" LI, 4 = foe /A AE FP A A8 1AL S8 A TR), A k20 A1 AN A Il 2 2R L 36 3.

A HE & 3 5 I EE 32 1 AR B, CSGA SH3000T St wir ik o 250 5 s /= #) I00iak R B0/ B D3 B 2 LT
WHME WORME . B/AME A K 7 25 AR A 39 AN R AL 1 D03 e 50T 180 P 8 b 80 I 1 S8 W) 88 KT i
PR 0SB 45 SRR W, B AR 50 I 1) 00k B 80 D00 A 4 10 B A AN AR ] (ELE CSGA SR AEAS H — s & A
Ja S5 a] LR I E s PR R e 0 3 2 . T L ASSC BT B vk ) CSGA S3E R & B I S 2% i e s M R g ).

Table 3 Test results of rebuilding functions by using CSGA
&3 CSGA SEn thuit o o Kt ik 45 2R

Function No Average _function estimation Best unit \
’ times FESq,» Average fitness F,,,  Best fitness F,  Worst fitness F,, Varianc{of ﬁ[ness F,

h 25892 —12 569.49 —-12 569.49 —-12 569.49 \ 3.é906-‘7
£ 3520 0.0 0.0 0.0 ' > 0.0
fa 47 592 2.270e-6 4.300e-7 6:300e-5 1.520e-6
fa 24 558 4.500e-7 4.000e-8 ‘\ 1. 670&—6 4.100e-7
fs 49 074 1.960e—6 3. 40 e—7 \ = 7. 450e-6 1.520e-6
fe 74 049 1.819e-5 6. 2506 6 3.642e-5 6.820e—-6
1 27 400 4.700e-7 = § 6.000e-8 2.650e—6 5.000e-7
fo 1064 598 1.003e— 3\ 1.858e-5 3.631e-3 1.051e-3
fio 71744 78.332 33 —78.332 33 —78.332 32 1.130e—-6

33 3 #:v':IQQE;QRTCSGAIEQE%HHE‘]‘}P"Jﬁ

S T HE S TR A 1) 4 O S 1 5 00 6 503 IS 1~ ofofio DU B 50 B S5 A 2 11 45 4 (1 48 AR A
[F] 175 00) 23 BHEAT T 10 4E~1000 2 Fry I S I, 5090 4% 1 4% ey 70 S U0 17 G B2 A/ T 25 T 1078 f s
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K fmin=—418.9829%m). FH 1] W, CSGA VA K I s MLk 11 T 8 9 A 52 48 R 28 R 4E 5% i) AHL 4R, Lﬁ% &l ]
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M fs A1 fo JUIBE 25545 22 T R T LA ﬂIL/U}deECSGA SEVE b UK ) BT A6 2 (R AN 5 A5 DU AK ) ) 52 % B
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Table 4 Relationship between the search space dimension and the algorithm capability
F 4 BRANGEHEGEILEREI KR
M fi f2 fs Ja f5 f6 fr fo fio
10 834 16 730 18 358 14 527 16 991 14 068 10 067 21209 9972
10 -4189.8 6.0e-7 3.6e-7 7.4e-3 3.5e-7 1.8e-6 1.0e-7 4.6e-8 -78.332
4.0e-8 2.0e-8 1.0e-7 1.0e-2 1.0e-7 6.7e-7 4.0e-8 1.4e-6 1.0e-8
16 752 30 943 30 888 17 124 33053 35813 19 245 61942 16 976
20 -8379.7 3.5e-7 4.3e-6 8.9e-7 3.0e-6 1.0e-5 4.8e-7 6. 8e—4 -78.332
2.1e-7 1.0e-7 1.1e-6 2.8e-7 6.9e-7 2.0e-6 1.2e-7 1.0e-4 1.8e-7
24 278 51848 45 243 23632 46918 61 697 26 682 113735 25 064
30 -12569.5 1.0e-6 4.3e-6 1.2¢-6 5.2¢-6 4.0e-5 1.0e-6 6.4e—4 -78.332
4.9e-7 2.2e-7 9.1e-7 3.le-7 1.3e-6 7.8e—6 2.5e-7 1.3e-4 1.4e-7
37581 84 602 70 921 36 698 75 165 125979 42537 284 773 38774
50 -20949.1 3.2¢-6 1.8e-6 3.3e-6 | 1.19e-5 9.8e-5 4.4e-6 9.2e-4 -78.332
7.2e-7 6.3e-7 3.4e-6 6.7e-7 2.2¢-6 1.3e-5 1.0e-6 2.5e—4 4.2e-7
75500 166 753 134042 | 64473 | 147957 334 056 82657 | 1075565 | 71991
100 | -41898.3 7.7e-6 2.5e-5 5.7e-6 3.8e-5 3.9e—4 8.6e—6 1.0e-3 -78.332
1.6e-6 1.2¢-6 4.5e-6 1.2¢-6 5.9e-6 5.1e-6 1.7e-6 2.5e-4 | 88e-7
169 298 426 095 315136 | 144004 | 359034 2569392 | 188874 | 4109027 | 152619
200 | -83796.6 | 1.73¢e-6 7.1e-6 3.7e-6 2.1e-5 4.6e-4 2.2¢-6 1.9e-3 |+-78.332
4.0e-7 3.30e-7 1.4e-6 6.0e-7 3.1e-6 5.5e-5 4.6e57 4.7e<4 3.0e-7
251344 612 130 442 441 | 205549 | 525960 4982 99 275282 | 9484418 | 217689
300 | -125694.9 | 3.9e-6 1.3e-5 4.3e-6 2.4e-5 8.3e-4 3.:3¢76 1.0e-3 -78.332
7.1e-7 7.4e-7 1.9¢-6 8.7e-7 3.6e-6 8.1e5 #| 59e-7 3.8e—4 5.4e-7
410267 | 1098662 | 698230 .| 358581 | 865039 | 17819676 | 451475 | 23670752 | 339858
500 | —209491.4 | 6.50e-6 2.1e-5 6.9e-6 \ 2.9e5 1.0e-3 7.7e-6 1.0e-3 -78.332
1.2¢-6 1.25e-6 3.0e-6 |\1.1e%6 5.3e-6 3.6e-6 1.3e-6 3.8e—4 7.0e-7
566391 | 1616886 (927870 | 429781 | 1211441 | 45968095 | 620531 | 44803267 | 456 861
700 | -293288.0 | 9.8¢e-6 2.5e-5 9.8e-6 5.4e-5 1.0e-3 8.3e-6 1.0e-3 -78.332
2.0e-6 1.7e-6 |4 410e-6 1.8¢-6 8.7e-6 5.5e-7 1.3e-6 3.3e-4 1.0e-6
646821 | 1874201 | 1042006 | 486798 | 1373488 | 66090828 | 706721 | 57391206 | 517 607
800 | —385186.3 |§ 1.2e-5 3.0e-5 1.2e-5 4.0e-5 1.0e-3 1.6e-5 1.0e-3 -78.332
2.4e-6 1.8e-6 4.3e-6 2.0e-6 5.8e-6 1.9e-7 2.2e-6 3.4e-4 7.4e-7
789690 | 2375196 | 1266073 | 594 458 | 1706923 | 121635622 | 872230 | 84566 082 | 623521
1000 | -418982.9 | 1.6e-5 3.7e-5 1.5e-5 5.2e-5 1.0e-3 1.3e-5 1.0e-3 -78.332
2.4e-6 1.5e-6 5.6e—6 2.3e-6 9.1e-6 6.1e-7 2.1e-6 2.1e—4 1.4e-6
1.0
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Table 5 Test results of CEC2008 function sets at 1 000 dimensions

%5 CEC2008 Mk B $4E7E 1 000 2 oy Syt 45 S

Test function Errors DEwSAcc EPUS-PSO jDEdynNP-F CSGA

Worst value 2.6490e-02 6.14e+02 1.1368e-13 1.0061e-11
o Best value 3.1715e-03 5.07e+02 1.1368e-13 8.0150e-12
CEC2008 Mean value 8.7874e-03 5.53e+02 1.1368e-13 9.2745e-12
Standard 5.2705e-03 2.86e+01 0.0 5.1390e-13
Worst value 9.9238e+01 4.73e+01 2.3161e+01 4.9723e+01
72 Best value 9.2531e+01 4.59e+01 1.6031e+01 4.8942e+01
CEC2008 Mean value 9.6058e+01 4.66e+01 1.9529e+01 4.9490e+01
Standard 1.8194 4.00e-01 2.2525 1.8510e-01
Worst value 1.1629e+04 1.30e+06 1.5714e+03 1.2238e+03
s Best value 6.9294e+03 5.35e+05 1.1359e+03 6.2792e+02
CEC2008 Mean value 9.1498e+03 8.37e+05 1.3136e+03 9.8128e+02
Standard 1.2605e+03 1.52e+05 1.3635e+02 1.8564e+02
Worst value 2.0998e+03 8.01e+03 1.4753e-03 1.0687e-11
I Best value 1.5824e+03 7.27e+03 9.2726e-06 8.7540e-12

CEC2008 Mean value 1.8239e+03 7.58e+03 2.1668e-04 9.5362e-1
Standard 1.3773e+02 1.51e+02 4.0563e—04 4.3763e-13
Worst value 2.0272e-02 6.81e+00 5.6843e-14y 6.35629—01
£ Best value 2.3156e-04 5.15e+00 2,8421e-14 4.2350e-12
CEC2008 Mean value 3.5826e-03 5.89e+00 3.9790e-14 8.0500e-02
Standard 5.7398e-03 3.91e-01% 1.4211e-14 1.7330e-01
Worst value 2.7450 2.09e+01 1.1962e-10 1.8430e-01
£ Best value 1.5605 \ "1383e#01 1.3073e-12 6.1005e-07
CEC2008 Mean value .2956 1.89e+01 1.4687e-11 1.2500e-02
Standard 2.&34(5—01 2.49e+00 2.4310e-11 4.1500e—-02
Worst value —1.0268e+04 —6.58e+03 —1.3424e+04 —1.3651e+04
o Best \@Iue‘ —1.4508e+04 —6.72e+03 —1.3593e+04 —1.3888e+04
g 4 Mean value -1.0585e+04 —6.62e+03 -1.3491e+04 —1.3815e+04
L Standard 4.1846e+02 3.18e+01 4.6038e+01 5.59028e+01

3ot i 45 %xJ th# 5,CSGA MR Z W] W 4r T DEwSAce, H A7 IR B8 30 Flrpes M1 2510 B 2 T
DEwSAcc Hi%;1fi EPUS-PSO B3 AT MR A 2 Fiecpos ZEFHRH IR T AL CSGA S ik, T A 8 45 HL 415 2
% T CSGA;CSGA S AE MR bR B 1 Fconnsr Frcanosr Feccanos 2 UF T+ JDEdNNP-F 833, o, 308 Feecaoos
I R A v i 48 2 e P AR e A2 i £ 0 R B 1Tt T LA R bR 4, AR CSGA ANl jDEdynNP-F 41k,

(AT Z2 1 20t 22 fEL T AN K, 3R W) CSGA [ 2 i

5 ().

3.4 CSGAEFH 5T

PASSCE T L 3E L BT SR DL i DR S 0 SR R

\

&) B0 T jDEdynNP-F 523% (5 2 75 RS AR

P EiE A Bt

\

N TR R A0 CSGA SEMIE M, FAT8 T 3 4 ;Q}Aﬂ%ﬁﬁz'ﬁ@}“ %ﬁ@ﬁg%’ﬁ% PR 05525 DR UL

-

G R CSGA S (1 AR AL 8 5L 7 08 M T (O e 15 3L 0K CSGA B3k i I A 53 -k DR X A A8 S

HT R A AR E LR, BOH T 07 [ A2

Y- (direction-based crossover), 5. i HoAth %

I PR FFA AL AR

BR B fo DR IR SK 52, 4 S0 A 0 448 4 m=10,20,30,50,100 I 1) 15 45 S 3000 492 50 A A R4 v 4 A S A0 Aot B 455 1
FEAB DB ) L R 45 R L 3% 6
FH i 2% 6 7T LU e (1) 76 R A0 IR B 5 1 e CSGA RHNE NI B FAH B0 N SR e 4R B = 1
N JEE AR5 (2) E SR T 1) A8 ST R e CSGA FREE-J PR XU A A2 LS 15 O F £ 10~50 AR 4R IN 519418 E 1R
3 TP 1 P AL, L2 G K R BT 28 IR BOR 3 SR 1K) 5 A LA LS T8 100 4k A5 I 1) A8 A7 47

TR TC LR AR 2R 2

WA U AR R T CSGA SV M A% L K A e k.

T PR IE AL T AL R R W B TR UE T CSGA SHE ML S T A 458 - ke PR XL
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Table 6 Effects analysis of the power law selector and the environment-gene
coevolution crossover operator
F 6 AR R T 5 PR - RO A AT ST R O BT
Average function estimation Average fitness of best Variance of fitness of best
times FES,,, units F,,, units F,
" Normal Roulette Directional Normal Roulette Directional Normal Roulette Directional
wheel wheel wheel
operator : drossover | operator : drossover operator : drossover
selection selection selection
10 21673 5204 110 444 7.2e—6 109.3 1.1e-3 1.0e-5 2.8 7.9e-5
20 64 667 6111 359 121 5.7e-5 166.6 3.3e-4 9.6e-5 3.1 2.2e-4
30 124 404 6 084 651 035 1.2e-4 228.6 6.2e—4 2.0e-4 0.8 3.3e-4
50 290 852 5537 1450 662 2.9e—4 486.3 1.4e-2 4.1e-4 0.8 6.8e—4
100 | 1060 818 7 376 3983 841 1.3e-3 1146.9 2.695 1.4e-4 0.7 13.799

PRV T B I S 7 SRR CSGA S 0 H 0, 45 A ST 0 ST 0 0 SR 1Y 6 1 6 4
BRI e, AR L BT SR P M 3 SRR (K T S2AR T R S2 AR S, G T BLI
B fo o IR RO 5 m=30, AR 26 P25, A5 S L 42 7. \

-

Table 7  Effects analysis of self-adaptive renew strategy:

-
*7 Eﬁ&%%ﬁ%ﬂ%%ﬂ@%ﬁ \ >
Test method Average _function estimation . Best unit Variance of
times FES,,, Average fitness F,,, «Best fitness F;,  Worst fitness F,, fitness F,,
Self-Adaptive renew 124 404 .159e4 1.660e—6 1.072e-3 1.963e—4
Direct replacing 412 260 \ —26.991 25.704 27.950 0.552
Better fitness replacing 114 307 \ 7.974e-2 9.000e—7 3.987 0.558

B 7 AT DA Hy s 7S P A PR S ¢ T 597 55 W 5, AR A I 3k 00 0305 PR A 7 5 4 R
3 P P AE R TS AR R T RIS AR SRS I, 2 SR 00 X oy 501 450 ) FH U B 2 W /N T 1 3 17 S 9 SR (EL 2 SR I AN
A PR-AIE 55325 R VRIS A I 213 o 14 o DA, o DU I P P e Z2 B0 3,987 el s m] AL, A SCBE VT (19 1 3 1 5 3
W5 PRAF T CSGA Sk Sk 15 Wi S50 JEE 22 ] f~F- 4
G, T RN RS 7 6 CSGA S 5 A5 4R LU e 25 fo T MR B2, 21 44 m=30 I, 733 {E
42 R B MR AE[1]™ M [1+random(0,1)]" W RICIRZAS T KA 2k PR At S50 3 AP0 DI ik DRI AL 57 A AR 155 190, G At )
IR AR AR WK 8.
Table 8 Effects analysis of gene floating
8 JERIERA T oA

» \ )

Average function Best Unit ¢ Variance of
Test method estimation Average fitness Best fitness Worst fitness
times FES,,, F,., F fitness F,, F,
Solution set at Use gene floating 6383 T 3 %o 0 0
[171" No gene floating 102 769 048 5.30e-7 3.987 1.295
Solution set at Use gene floating 124 404 w 1u16e-4 1.66e-6 1.07e-3 1.963e-4
[1+random(0,1)]" No gene floating 100 299, 1.12 7.80e-7 3.987 1.827

2 8 v g vl Y AR AEE 1] Hﬁ,%%%%%ﬁﬁ?ﬂiﬁé@zxﬁaﬁfﬁﬂ@fﬂ@ﬁ%fl‘mi&ﬁﬁ%@&ﬁ&@,ﬁ%%ﬁ@
(17 g S5 T LA IE T 3 1 el | BR1 Ay b I R RIS g 7 T J O I PR MR 25 3.987; 4 iR 4R TE
[1+random(0,1)]" I, 3 BRI 45 7 AR 22 96 2 T U o6 50T 2403 VR SR AR M AEL I ARAIE T 550056 i Sl v
i, 3 DB B 0 CSGA STV e S 8 R 3 A 1B R .
35 CSGAEEZESHEMWSIT

CSGA ik T — st L SV TR A N 28 MR po« 22 TR p,, AAN IBE I R E S5 s
BT ERSSH s REBEBUSE rs U 4 DR a, By o o BRI N, 28 X pos B FEER p,
WA S VL I R 2 1 2 F 90, T CSGA 5 — st A& SV A AL, 78 LU AR FEBR T 4 N 52 R B (B ke o) R B
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PRI 3285 1 B RT3 9 BV T %o CSGA S0P fi 5% WA AN DR T B35 - e TR UL A RS BT o 3 AN 45 U w0 v
REAT AR KR 52 ) 7 SE B B AR P R B, B PG E 1 3 AN 8 S A2 — 120 IR HE AR 2R 08 R e 0 3 AN S 8ot
S BE AL B 73 5, AN T Rk T $ VR M R A T 00 B B 45 - e R WU A A8 S o ] 2 05 L 30 2k H P P 3
s Xof B2 1) S i, LA AR e B fo A TR X 5, 4 $0 m=1000, 4% J& I /MM SEAE [1+random(0,1)]" R N (42 )R
ANMBERAE 3 YOI ANAR), B4 5 000 000 W R Ho H O, 2y R T 3 A S EME TS 2 A
(r1=1.2,7,=0.65,r3=1.4 5 1=0.6,,=0.65,r5=0.7) LA L BEHLEN M 1 4 (ry,r00rs AL 5 S0 CSGA B E
AR IR, DU s L2 9.
Table 9 Effects analysis of environment variables
F 9 HEARESHGEW T

Best unit . .
Test method Average fitness F,,,  Best fitness F,  Worst fitness F,, Variance of best fitness
r1=1.2, 1,=0.65, r3=1.4 987.54 986.11 989.61 3.4e-6
r1=0.6, r,=0.65, r3=0.7 987.62 986.02 988.78 3.5e-6
Dynamical value r1,r,r3 821.76 821.30 822.54 2.7e-6 Q
. . . \ =
S e S R S S (RIS ST R R -
-
18 =12, 1,=0.65, r3=1.4 ‘\ -
16 r1=0.6, ,=0.65, 3=0.7 *
14 —— Dynamical value
5 12
S
10
| 8
¥ e
¥ O,
3 0 1 2 3 4 5
¥ Function estimation times (x10%)

L3
Fig.2 Relationship between the best unit optimal fitness and the function estimation times

2 ST B U I B o B0 BT R R

HI B 9 AT AT, 20 2R RN (1 5 0 3 1 FEE PR B0 e e B e 2 (LIS /N T ] 2 I S e, B 42230
PR S Al I AR B 2 T LA Y 20 2 328 HSRE MRS 14 i D10 385 12 JB8 I Bk e 4 A1 0 1] 5 30 R SR s, ] AL 3 -
B PRSUEE AAZ X1 1K) 3 A5 BB ML 3 25 3 A w200 T 11 5 e s \ \

4 LHEFRiE
! >

AR SCHE T 5 7% FR G0 B R T 2% SR A BV 1) 5 e N S B ) I %I%%%E%}%é‘ﬁii@* EEZRN
3 I 5 R 1 B8 AT I e v T A B I W AR 4 Rl R 0 AT TR R R T Seedt ok R 5T RS T ARt
A IR 8 5 AR AR A A5 SR T LA DL Rt ) A " BB 8 T T PR 8- 5 D] ) S A A8 UL T 3 R A
BLEI 120 10 5 5 7 40 W 5 2 90 i R R BS54 A B N T R B T, R BT S L
AH TOSPAT AT T 2, B — N A SR &5 SR W A SO IR I B R R IR A% BOETE m i Ab i R iR
f . '

53 25 ZA 0 IR A (R R 43 A 45 LT LAZE http://www. 74tiger.com.cn//Program-ch.htm F#.

s 3
L

Buft R0k, FRAT DA ST ARG T A U R AT R g
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